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[The Senate of the United States, in 


secret session, on the 30th of August,: 


1842, passed the following resolution: 
“ Resolved, That the injunction: of 


secrecy be removed from. the British : 


treaty, the correspondence which ac- 
companied it, and all the proceedings 
of the Senate thereon, embracing the 
speeches and remarks of Senators, as 
soon as the ratifications of the said trea- 
ty shall have been exchanged, and it 
shall have been proclaimed by the Pres- 
ident of the United States.” 


The ratifications of the treaty were 
not exchanged in time for us to publish 
the proceedings, correspondence, and 
` speeches thereon, in the Congressional 
| Globe and Appendix for the last session 
of Congress, to which they properly 
belong. ‘'herefore, in order to preserve 
- these important papers, we shall pub- 
: lish them in our Congressional Globe 


- and Appendix for the coming session of | 
The proceedings and the | 


Jongress, 
correspondence we shall publish in the 
- Congressional Globe. 
_ made by the Senators in secret session 
we shall publish in the Appendix, as 
~~ fast as they come to our hands. They 
: will all be contained, probably, in the 
: second, third, and fourth numbers of 
the Appendix: the first number, and 
_ part of the second, it is supposed, will 
i be occupied by the President’s annual 
message to Congress, and the reports 
of the several heads of departments, 
which may accompany it. ? 

We shall print between four and five 
- thousand surplus copies of the Con- 
gressional Globe and Appendix, for the 
purpose of furnishing complete copies 
to all persons who may subscribe for 
those works before the first day of Jan- 
uary next. 


We shall send to some of our friends 
a copy of this number of the Congres- 
sional Globe, with a Prospectus in it, 
with the hope that they will obtain some 
subscribers for us.—E.prrors CONGRES- 
SIONAL, GLOBE. | 


The speeches 


- PROCEEDINGS OF THE SENATE ON THE 


BRITISH TREATY, IN SECRET SES- 
SION, 


_ “Tuurspay, August 11, 1842, 

The message was read. 

The treaty to settle and define the boundaries be- 
tween ‘the territories of the United States and the 
possessions of her Britannic Majesty in North 
America, for the final suppression of the African 
slave-trade, and for the giving up of criminals fu- 
gitive from justice, in certain cases, was read twice 
by unanimous consent. 

On motion by Mr. Rives, 

Ordered, That the treaty, with the message and 
accompanying documents, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and printed, in confi- 
dence, for the use of the Senate. 


Monpay, August 15, 1842. 


lations, to whom was referred, on the-4#th instant, 
the treaty with Great Britain, reported the same 
without amendments * 

On motiow by Mr. Rives, 

Ordered, ‘That the said treaty be postponed to, and 
made the order of the day for, Wednesday next, the 
17th instant, at 1 o'clock. 

Wepnespay, August 17, 1842. 

The Senate proceeded to consider, as in commit- 
tee of the whole, the treaty with Great Britain; and, 
after debate, 

On motion by Mr. Rives, 

Ordered, That it be postponed to, and made the 
order of the day for, to-morrow, at half-past eleven 
o'clock. 

Tuvaspay, August 18, 1842. 

Mr, Conrad submitted the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to fur- 
nish to Lhe Senate all documents on file in the State 
Department, connected with the liberation of cer- 
tain slaves, the property of American citizens, 
which were taken from the wreck of the schooner 
Hermosa, near Abaco, were carried into Nassau, 
and then liberated by the colonial authorities; also, 
copies of any correspondence which may have 
taken place on the subject of said slaves, between 
the minister of the United States at the Court of St. 
James, and the British Government. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to 
consider the said resolution, and agreed thereto. 

Ordered, Thatthe Secretary lay the said reso- 
lution before the President of the United States. 

The President pro tempore informed the Senate 
that the Secretary, having laid before the Presi- 
dent ofthe United States the resolution passed this 
day, requesting the documents and correspondence 
relative to the slaves on board the Hermosa, the 
papers called for were forthwith delivered to him 
byghe Secretary of State, with a request that, as 
they were originals, they might, at a proper time, 
be returned to the department. 

The Senate resumed, as in committec of the 
whole, the consideration of the treaty with Great 
Britain; and, afier debate, 

On motion by Mr. King, 

Ordered, That it be postponed to, and made the 
order of the day for, to-morrow, at half-past eleven 
o’eloek. 

Frmay, August 19, 1842. 

The Senaic resumed, as in commiitee of the 
whole, the consideration of the treaty with Great 
Britain; and, after debate, no amendment having 
been made, the treaty was reported to the Senate. 

Mr. Williams submiued the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the treaty and documents now 
under consideration be recommitted to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relatiovs, with instractions to report 
a resolution, directing the President of the United 
Sates to take immediate possession of the disputed 
territory, and to report such contingent measures 
as, in their opinion, may be necessary to maintain 
the jus‘ right of the nation. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to 
consider the said resolution; and, 

On the question to agree thereto, 

It was determined in the negative—yeas 8, nays 
3L ; 


On motion by Mr. Williams, (the: yeas and‘hays 
being desired by one-fifth of the Senators present,) 

Those who voted in the affirmative are 

Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Fulton, Linn, Smith of 
Connecticut, Sturgeon, Walker, Williams. 

Those who voted in the negative are— 
. Messrs: Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Beriton, 
Buchanan, Calhoun, Choate, Clayton, Conrad, 
Crafts, Crittenden, Cuthbert, Dayton, Graham, 
Henderson, Ifuntington, Kerr, Mangum, Miller, 
Morehead, Porter, Preston, Rives, Smith of Jandi- 
ana, Tallmadge, Tappan, White, Woodbridge, 
Woodbury, Young. i 

So the resolution was rejected. 

On motion by Mr. Benton, 

To strike out the eighth article from the treaty, 

The question was stated—Shall the eighth arti- 
cle stand as part-of-thetreaty?!’-and, after debate, 


|... On-raction by Mr. Sevier, 
Mr. Rives, from the Committee on Foreign-Re? 


The Senate adjourned. 
Sarurpay, August 20, 1842. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
treaty with Great Britam; and, a 

The question recurring, “Shall the eighth arti- 
cle stand as part of the treaty?” after debate, 

It was determined in the affirmative—yeas 37, ` 
nays 12. . 

Those who voted in the affirmative are— 

Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, 
Calhoun, Choate, Clayton, Conrad, Crafts, Critten- 
den, Dayton, Evans, Fulton, Graham, Henderson, 
Unntington, Kerr, King, Mangum, Merrick, Mil- 
ler, Morehead, Phelps. Porter, Preston, Rives, 
Simmons, Smith of Indiana, Sprague, ‘Tallmadge, 
Walker, White, Wilcox, Williams, Woodbridge, 
Young. , 

Those who voted in the negative are— 4 

Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Benton, Buchanan, Cuth- 
bert, Linn, Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, Stur- 
geon, Tappan, Woodbury, Wright. 

On motion by Mr. Benton, 

To strike out of the first article of the treaty 
the following words: : 

“To the outlet of the Lake Pohenagamook; thence 


" southwestwardly, in a straight line, to a point on 


the northwest branch of the river St. John, which 
point shall be ten miles distant from the main 
branch of the St. John, in a straight line; and in 
the nearest direction; but if the said point shall be 
found to be less than seven miles from the nearest 
point of the summit or crest of the highlands 
that divide those -rivers which empty themselves 
into the river St. Lawrénce from those which fall 
into the river St, John, then the said point shall, be 
made to recede down the said northwest branch of 
the river St. John, to a point seven miles, in a 
straight line, from the said summit or crest; thence in 
astraight line, in a course about south eight degrees 
west, to the point where the parallel of latitude of 
46° 25’ north intersects the southwest branch of the 
St. John; thence southerly, by the said branch, to the 
source thereof in the highlands at the Metjarmette 
portage.” 

Atter debate, on the question, Shall these words 
stand as part of the first article? 

It was determined in the affirmative—yeas 38, 
nays il, 

Those who voted in the affirmative are-~ 

Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berri- 
en, Calhoun, Choate, Clayton, Conrad, Crafis, 
Crittenden, Cuthbert, Dayton, Evans, Falton, Gra- 
ham, Henderson, Huntington, Kerr, King, Man- 
gum, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Phelps, Porter, 
Preston, Rives, Sevier, Simmons, Smith of Indi- 
ana, Sprague, Tallmadge, Tappan, White, Wood- 
bridge, Weodbury, and Wright. 

Those who voted in the negative are-~ 

Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Benton, Buchanan, Linn, 
Smith of Connecticut, Sturgeon, Walker, Wilcox, 
Williams, and Young. 

Mr. Benton submitted the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the treaty and documents now un- 
der consideration te recommitted to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, with instructions to report 
an amendment to the treaty, stipulating the right of 
the vessels of the United States, driven by tempest 
or carried by violence into any of the British West 
India islands, to depart from the same with ali their 
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` seohtents. of. persons and property, with all conve- 
“niehit despatch, and after receiving the hospitable 
-lreatment dué to misfortune. at 
„After debate,.on the question to agree thereto, — 
_ It was determined in the negative—yeas 11, nays 
37. ` 


: On motion by Mr.. Benton, 


' .. "Phe yeas and nays being desired by one-fifth of | 


~ the Senators present; ` 
‘Those who voted in the affirmative are— 
<. Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Renton, Buchanan, Con- 
tad, Linn, {Smith of Connecticut, Sturgeon, Walk- 
er, Williams, and Young. 
‘Those who voted in the negative are— 
: Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Ber- 
rien, Calhoun, Choate, Clayton, Crafts, Crittenden ; 
Cuthbert, Dayton, Evans, Fulton, Graham, Hen- 
derson; Huntington, Kerr, King, Mangum, Mer- 
rick, Miller, Morehead, Phelps, Porter, Preston, 
Rives, Sevier, Simmons, Smith of Indiana, 
Sprague, Tallmadge, Tappan, White, Wilcox, 
Woodbridge, and Woodbury. 
So the resolution was rejected. 
Mr. Benton submitted the following resolution: 
Resolved, That the treaty and documents : now 
‘utider consideration be recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, with instructions to 
report a resolution directing the President of the 
United Sates to take immediate possession of the 
disputed territory up to the line designated by the 
King of the Nétherlands, and to maintain the 
State of Maine in possession of the territory south 
of that line. 
After debate, on the question to agree thereto, 
~ It was determined in’ the negative—yeas 2, nays 
37. 
`; On motion by Mr, Benton, 
The yeas and néys being desired by one-fifth of 
the Senators present, 
Those who voted in the affirmative are— 
Messrs. Benton, Sevier. 
Those who voted in the negative are— 
Messrs. Archer, Bagby, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, 
_ Berrien, Calhoun, Choate, Clayton, Conrad, Crafts, 
Crittenden, Cuthbert, Dayton, Evans, Fulton, Hen- 
derson, Huntington, Kerr, King, Mangum, Mer- 
rick, Miller, Morehead, Phelps, Porter, Preston, 
Rives, Simmons, Smith of Indiana, Sprague, Stur- 
peon Tallmadge, Tappan, White, Wilcox, Wood- 
ridge. 
So the resolution was rejected, 
On motion by Mr, Tappan, 


To strike out of the fifth article the following 


words, viz: 

.. “And farther to pay and satisfy said States, re- 
spectively, for all claims for expenses incurred by 
them in protecting the said heretofore disputed ter- 
ritory, and making a survey thereof, in 1838; the 
Government of the United States agreeing with 
the States. of Maine and Massachusetts to pay them 
.the “further sum. of three hundred. thousand dol- 
lars, in-equal moieties, on account of their assent 
to the line of boundary described in this treaty, 
and in consideration of the conditions and equiva- 
lents received therefor from the Government of 
` her Britannie Majesty;” 

Atter debate, on the question, “ Shall these 
words stand as part of the filth article?” 

- It was determined in the aflirmative—yeas 34, 
nays 10. 

‘Those who voted in the afirmative are— 

Messrs, Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Ber- 
rien, Calhoun, Choate, Clayton, Crafis, Cuthbert, 
Dayton, Evans, Fulton, Graham, Henderson, Hun- 
lington, Kerr, King, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, 
Morehead, Phelps, Porter, Rives, Sevier, Sim- 
mons, Smith of Indiana, Sprague, Tallmadge, 
White, Wilcox, Woodbridge, Young. 

‘Those who voted in the negative are— 

Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Benton, Buchanan, Con- 
rad, Critenden, Linn, Smith of Connecticut, Stur- 
geon, Tappan, 

No further amendment having been proposed, 

Mr. Rives submitted the following resolution: 

Resolved, (two-thirds of the Senators present cons 
eurring,) ‘Thatthe Senate advise and consent to 
the ratification of the treaty to settle and define the 
boundaries between the territories of the United 
States and the possessions of her Britannie Majest 
in North America, for the final suppression of the 
African slave-trade, and for the giving up of 
criminals fugitive from justice, in certain cases, 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to 
gonsider the said resolution, 

On the question ta agree thereto, 


It was determined in the affirmative—yeas 39; 
nays 9. a ae s ; 
‘Those who voted in the affirmative are— 


Messrs, Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Ber- l 


rien, Calhoun, Choate, Clayton, Crafts, Critten- 
den, Cuthbert, Dayton, Evans, Fulton, Graham, 
Henderson, Huntington, Kerr, King, Mangum, 
Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Phelps, Porter, Pres- 
ton, Rives, Sevier, Simmons, Smith of Indiana, 
Sprague, Tallmadge, Tappan, Walker, . White, 
Woodbridge, Woodbury, Wright, Young. ` 

Those who voted in the negative are— 

Messrs. Allen; Bagby, Benton, Buchanan, Con- 
rad, Linn, Smith of Connecticut, Sturgeon, Wil- 
liams. 

So the resolution was agreed to. 

Ordered, That the Secretary lay the said resolu- 
tion before the President of the United States. 


Turspay, August 23, 1842, 

Mr. Crittenden submitted the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved by the Sénate, That the injunction of 
secrecy be removed as to the late treaty with Great 
Britain, and the proceedings of the Senate there- 
on; except only that this resolution shall not au- 
thorize the publication of said treaty, or any amend- 
ment proposed, or proceeding relating thereto, or 
any speech made in the Senate on its consideration 
and discussion. 

After debate, on motion by Mr. Wright, 

Ordered, That the said resolution lie on the 
table, 

WEDNESDAY, August 24, 1842. 

On motion by Mr. Conrad, 

Ordered, That the Secretary of the Senate return 
to the Department of State the original papers ob- 
tained from that department, under the resolution 
of the 18th instant, relating to the slaves that were 
taken from the wreck of the schooner Hermosa, 
and liberated by the British colonial authorities at 


Nassau. 
Monpay, August 29, 1842. 

Mr. Benton submitted the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the injunction of secrecy be forth- 
with removed from the treaty with Great Britain, 
the correspondence which accompanied it, and the 
proceedings thereon, including the speeches and 
remarks of the Senators. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to 
consider the said resolution. 

On motion by Mr. Preston, 

That the said resolution be referred to a select 
committee to consider and report thereon, 

It was determined in the negative, 

On motion by Mr. Rives, 

That the said resolution be amended by adding 
thereto the following: 

“As soon as the treaty sha}l have been proclaimed 
by the President of the United States as having 
been duly ratified by both parties.” 

On motion by Mr. Barrow, 

ee That the said resolution lie on the 
table. 

Mr. Benton submitted the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to inform the Senate whether any 
conferences, written or oral, formal or informal, 
took place between the American negotiator and 
the late special minister from Great Britain to the 
United States, in relation to the payment, assump- 
tion, or guarantee ofthe State debts by the United 
States; and, if so, to communicate the same to the 


Senate. 
Tuespay, August 30, 1842, 


On motion by Mr. Benton, 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
resolution submitted by him yesterday, together 
with the amen iment proposed thereto by Mr. Rives; 
and the amendment was rejected. * 

On motion by Mr. Tallmadge, 

That the resolution submitted by Mr. Benton lie 
on the table, 

It was determined in the negative—yeas 16, nays 
19, 

On motion by Mr. Allen, 


The yeas and naysbeing desired by one fifth of - 


the Senators present, 

Those who voted in the affirmative are— 

Messrs. Barrow, Bates, Berrien, Calhoun, Clay- 
ton, Evans, Graham, Huntington, Miller, Phelps, 
Porter, Rives, Sevier, Tallmadge, White, Wood. 
bridge. fz 

Those who voted in the negative are— 

Messrs. Allen, Archer, Bagby, Bayard, Ben- 


ton, Buchanan, Cratls, Crittenden, Cuthbert, Ful- 


ton, Henderson, King, Linn, Mangum, Merrick, 
Preston, Smith of Indiana, Tappan, Woodbury. 
On motion by Mr.: Conrad, 
To amend the resotution submitted by Mr. Ben- 
ton, by striking out all after the word “resolved,” 
and inserting the following: 


“That the injunction of secrecy betemoved from 
the proceedings and debates on the treaty with Great 
Britain recently ratified by this body, as soon as the 
ratification thereof by the British Government shalt 
have been communicated to the Executive,” 


On motion by Mr. Tallmadge, 

That the said resolution and proposed amend- 
ment lie on the table, 

It was determined in the affirmative—yeas 17, 
nays 15. 

On motion by Mr. Benton, 

The yeas and nays being desired by one-fifth of 
the Senators present, 

Those who voted in the affirmative are— 

Messrs. Bates, Berrien, Calhoun, Clayton, Crafis, 
Cuthbert, Evans, Fulton, Graham, Huntington, 
Merrick, Miller, Phelps, Porter, Rives, Tallmadge, 
Woodbridge. i 

Those who voted in the negative are— 

Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Bayard, Benton, Buchan- 
an, Crittenden, Henderson, King, Linn, Mangum, 
Morehead, Smith of Indiana, Tappan, Walker, 
‘Woodbury. 

Mr, Buchanan submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the injunction of secrecy be re- 
moved from the British treaty, the-correspondence 
which accompanied it, and all the proceedings of 
the Senate thereon, embracing the speeches and re- 
marks of Senators, as soon as the ratifications of 
the said treaty shall have been exchan ed, and it 
shall have been proclaimed by the President of the 
United States, 


Lua OTRO FORTRAN 
OFFICIAL PAPERS 


Connected with the treaty of Washington. 


MESSAGE 
FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THS UNITED STATES, 
Transmitting the treaty with Great Britain to the 
Senate of the United States. 


To Tux SENATE or THE UNITED STATES: 


I have the satisfaction to communicate to the Sen- 
ate the results of the negotiations recently had in 
this city with the British Minister special and ex- 
traordinary. 

These results comprise— 

Ist. A treaty to settle and define the boundaries 
between the territories of the United States, and the 
possessions of her Britannic Majesty in North Ame- 
rica, for the suppression of the African slave-trade, 
and the surrender of criminals fugitive from justice 
in certain: cases, 

2d. A correspondence on the subject of the inter- 
ference of the colonial authorities’ of the British 
West Indies with American merchant vessels driven 
by stress of weather, or carried by violence, into the 
ports of those colonies. 
" 3d. A correspondence upon the subject: of the 
attack and destruction of the steamboat Caroline. 

4th. A correspondence on the subject of impress- 
ment. 


If this treaty shall receive the approbation of the 
Senate, it will terminate a difference respecting houn- 
dary which has long subsisted between the two Gov- 
ernments, has been the subject of several ineffectual 
attempts at settlement, and has sometimes led ta 
great irritation, not without danger of disturbing the 
existing peace. Hoth the United States, and the 
States more immediately concerned, have entertain- 
ed no doubt of the validity of the American title to 
all the territory which has been in dispute; but that 
title. was controverted, and the Government of the 
United States had agreed to make the dispute a sub- 
Ject of arbitration. One arbitration had been actu- 
ally had, but had failed to settle the controversy; and 
it was found, at the commencement of last year, that 
a correspondence had beén in progress between the 
two Governments fora joint commission, with an 
ultimate reference -to an umpire or arbitrator, with 
authority to make a final decision, That correspon» 
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derice; however, had been retarded by various o¢cur- 
ences, and had come to no definite result when the 
special mission of Lord Ashburton was announced. 
This movement on.the part of England afforded, in 
the judgment of the Executive, a favorable opportu- 
nity for making an attempt to settle this long-exist- 
ing controversy by some ugreement or treaty, with- 
out. further. reference to arbitration. _ It. seemed 
entirely proper that, if this purpose were entertained, 
consultation should be had with the authorities of 
the States of Maine and Massachusetts. - Letters, 
therefore, of which copies are herewith communicated, 
were addressed to the Governors of those States, 
suggesting that commissioners should be appointed 
by each of them, respectively, to repair to this city 
and confer with the authorities of this Government, 
ona line, by agreement or compromise, with its equiva- 
lents and compensations. This suggestion was met 
by both States in a spirit of candor and patriotism, 
and promptly complied with. Four commissioners 
on the part of Maine, and three on the part of Massa- 
chusetts (all persons of distinction and high character) 
were duly appointed and commissioned, and last no 
time in presenting themselves at the seat of Govern- 
These commissioners 
have been in correspondence with this Government 
during the period of the discussions; have enjoyed its 
confidence and freest communications; have aided 
the general object with their counsel and advice; and, 
in the end, have unanimously signified their assent 
to the line proposed in the treaty. 

Ordinarily, it would be no easy task to reconcile 
and bring together such a variety of interests in a 
matter in itself difficult and perplexed; but the efforts 
of the Government in attempting to accomplish this 
desirable object have been seconded and sustained 
by a spirit of accommodation and conciliation on the 
part of the States concerned, to which much of the 
success of these efforts is to be ascribed. 

Connected with the settlement of the line of the 
Northeastern boundary, so far as it respects the States 
of Maine and Massachusetts, is the continuation of 
that line along the highlands to the northwesternmost 
Which of the sources of 
that stream is entitled to this character, has been 
matter of controversy, and is of some interest to the 
The King of the Nether- 
lands decided the main branch to be the northwest- 
This did not sat- 
isfy the claim of New Hampshire. ‘The line agreed 
toin the present treaty follows the highlands to the 
head of Hall’s stream, and thence down that river, 
embracing the whole claim of New Hampshire, and 
establishing her title to 100,000 acres of territory 
more than she would have had by the decision of the 
King ofthe Netherlands, 

By the treaty of 1783, the line is to proceed down 
the Connecticut river to the 45th degree of north 
latitude, and thence west, by that parallel, till it strikes 
the St. Lawrence. Recent examinations having as- 
cortained that the line heretofore received as the truc 
line of latitude between those points was erroneous, 
and that the correction of this error would not only 
leave, on the British side, a considerable tract of ter- 
ritory heretofore supposed to belong to the States of 
Vermont and New York, but also Rouse’s Point, the 
site of a military work of the United States; it has 
been regarded as an object of importance, not only to 
establish the rights and jurisdiction of those States up 
to the line to which they have been considered to ex- 
tend, but also to comprehend Rouse’s Point within 
The relinquish- 
ment by the British Government of all the territory 
south of the line heretofore considered to be the true 
line, has been obtained; and the consideration for 
this relinquishment is to enure, by the provisions of 
the treaty, to the States of Maine and Massachusetts. 

The line of boundary, then, from the source of the 
St. Croix to the St. Lawrence, so far as Maine and 
Massachusetts are concerned, is fixed by their own 
consent, and for considerations satisfactory to them; 
the chief of these considerations being the privilege 
of transporting the lumber and agricultural products 
grown and raised in Maine, on the waters of the St. 
John and its tributaries, down that river to the occan, 
free from imposition or disability. The importance 
of this privilege, perpetual i in its terms,to a country 
covered at present by pine forests of great value, and 


much of it capable hereafter of agricultùral improve- 
ment, is not-a matter upon which the opinion of in- 
telligent men is likely to be divided. 

So far as New Hampshire is concerned, the treaty 
secures all that she requires; and New York and 
Vermont are quieted to the extent of their claim and 
occupation. “The*difference which would ‘be made 
in the northern boundary of these two States, by 
correcting the parallel of latitude, may be seen on 
Tanner's maps, (1836,) new atlas, maps Nos. 6 
and 9. 

From the intersection of the 45th degree of north 
latitude with the St. Lawrence, and along that river 
and the lakes to the water communication between 
Lake Huron and Lake Superior, the line was defini- 
tively agreed on by the commissioners of the two Gov- 
ernments, under the 6th article of the treaty of Ghent. 
But between this last-mentioned point and the Lake 
of the Woods; the commissioners acting under the 7th 
article of that treaty found several matters of dis- 
agreement, and therefore made no joint report to 
their respective Governments. The first of these was 
Sugar island, or St. George’s island, lying in St. 
Mary’s river, or the water communication between 
Lakes Huron and Superior. By the present 
this island is embraced in the territoriesof the United 
States. Both from soil and-pésition, it is regarded 
as of much values" 

Another“fhatter of difference was the manner of 
exténding the line from the point at which the com- 
missioners arrived, north of Ie Royale, in Lake Su- 
perior, to the Lake ofthe Woods. The British com- 
missioner insisted on proceeding to Fond du Lac, at 
the southwest angle of the lake, and thence, by the 
river St. Louis, to the Rainy Lake. The American 
commissioner supposed the true course to be, to pro- 
ceed by way of the Dog river. “Attempts were made 
to compromise this difference, but without success, 
The details of these proceedings are found at. length 
in the printed separate reports of the commissioners. 

From the imperfect knowledge of this remote 
country at the date of the treaty of peace, some of 
the descriptions in that treaty do not harmonize with 
its natural features, as now ascertained. “ Long 
Lake” is nowhere to be found under that name. 
‘There is reason for supposing, however, that the 
sheet of water intended by that name is the estuary 
at the mouth of Pigeon river. The present treaty, 
therefore, adopts that estuary and river, and after- 
wards pursues the usual route, across the height of 
land by the various portages and small lakes, till 
the line reaches Rainy Lake; from which the com- 
missioners-agreed on the extension of it to its termi- 
nation, in the northwest angle ofthe Lake of the 
Woods. ‘The region of country on and near the shore 
of the lake, between Pigeon river on the north, and 
Fond du Lac and the river St. Louis on the south and 
west, considered valuable as a mineral region, is thus 
included within the United States. It embraces a ter- 
ritory of four millions of acres, nor thward of the claim 
set up by ine British commissioner under the treaty 
of Ghent. From the height of land at the head of 
Pigeon river, westerly to the Rainy Lake, the coun- 
try is understood to be of little value, being described 
by surveyors, and marked on the map, as a region of 
rock and water. 

From the northwest angle of the Lake of the 
Woods, which is found to be in latitude 45 deg. 23 
min. 55 sec. north, existing treaties requive the line 
to be run due south to its intersection with the 45th 
parallel, and thence along that parallel to the Rocky 
mountains, 

After sundry informal communications with the 
British minister upon the subject of the claims of the 
two countries to territory west of the Rocky moun- 
tains, so little probability was found to exist of com- 
ing to any agreement on that subject at present, that 
it was not thought expedient to make it one of the 
subjects of formal negotiation, to be entered upon be- 
tween this Government and the British minister, as 
part of his duties under his special mission. 

By the treaty of 1783, the line of division along 
the rivers and Jakes, from the place where the 45 th 
parallel of north latitude strikes the St. Lawrence, 
to the outlet of Lake Superior, is invariably to be 
drawn through the middle of such waters, and not 
through the middle of their main channels. Such a 
line, if extended according to the literal terms of the 


treaty, would, it is: obvious, oecasionally intersect 

islands. The mahnerin which the commissioners of 
the two Governments dealt with this -difficalt subject 

may be seen in their réports. But where the line,” 
thus following the middle of the river, or water- 
course, did not meet with islands, yet it was liable. 
sometimes to leave the only practicable navigable 

chanjel altogether on one side. The-treaty made ino 

provision for the common use of the waters by the 

citizens and subjects of both countries. 

It has happened, therefore, in a few instances, that 
the use of the river, in particular places, would be 
greatly diminished, to one party or the other, if, in 
fact, there was not a choice in the use of channels 
and passages. Thus, at the Long Sault, in the St. 
Lawrence—a dangerous passage, practicable only for 
boats—the only safe run is between the Long Sault 
islands and Barnhart’s island (all which belong to the 
United States) on one side, and the American shore 
onthe other. On the other hand, by far ‘the best 
passage for vessels of any depth of water, from Lake 
Erie into the Detroit river, is between Bois Blane, a’ 


British island the-.Canadian. shore... 8a-again: 
pee are ED or passages, of different 
degrees of facility and usefulness, between the several 
islands in the river St. Clair, at or near its ontry, 
into the lake of that name. In these three cases, the 
treaty provides that all the several passages and 
channels shall be free and open to the use of the cit- 
izens and subjects of both parties. 

The treaty obligations subsisting between the two 
countries for the suppression of the African slave- 
trade, and’ the complaints made to this Government 
within the last three or four years, (many of them but 
too well founded,) of the visitation, seizure, and de- 
tention of American vessels on that coast by British 
cruisers, could not but form a delicate and highly: 
imponent part of the negotiations which have now 

been held. 

The early and prominent part which the Govern- 
ment of the United States has taken for the abolition 
of this unlawful and inhuman traffic, is well known. 
By the tenth article of the treaty of Ghent, it is de- 
clared that tho trafic in slaves, is irreconcileable 
with the principles of humanity and justice, and that 
both his Majesty and the United States are desirous > 
of continuing their efforts to promote its entire aboli- 
tion; and it is thereby agreed that both the contraet- 
ing parties shall use their best endeavors to aecom- 
plish so desirable an object. The Government of 
the United States has, by law, declared the African 
slave-trade piracy; and, at- its suggestion, other na- 
tions have made similar enactments. It has not been 
wanting in honest and zealous efforts, made in con: 
formity with the wishes of the whole‘country, to ac- 
complish the: entire abolition of the traffic in slaves 
upon the African coast; but these efforts, and those 
of other countries directed to the same end, have 
proved, to a considerable degree, unsuccessful. 
Treatics a®8 known to have been entered into somo 
years ago between England and France, by which 
the former power, which usually maintains a large 
naval force on the African station, was authorized to 
seize, and bring in for adjudication, vessels found en- 
gaged i in the slave-trade under the French flag. 

It is known that, in December. fast, a treaty was 
signed in London by the representatives of England, 
France, Russia, Prussia, and Austria, having for its 
professed object a strong and united effort of the five 
powers to put an end to the traffic. This treaty was 
not officially communicated to the Government of 
the United States ; but its provisions and stipulations 
are supposed to be accurately known to the public. 
It is understood to be not yet ratified on the part of 
France. 3 

No application or request has been made to this 
Government to become a party to this treaty; but the 
course it might take in regard to it has excited no 
small degree of attention and discussion in Europe, 
as the principle upon which it is founded, and the 
stipulations which it contains, have -caused warm 
animadversion and great political excitement. 

In my message at the commencement of the pres- 
ent session of Congress, I endeavored to state the 
principles which this Government supports respect- 
ing the right of search and the immunity of flags. 


- Desirous of maintaining those principles fully, at the 


same time that existing obligations should he fulfilled, 


I have: thought it most - consistent: with the honor 

- and dignity of the-country that it should execute its 
own laws, and: perform its own obligations, by its 
own: means and its own power. The examination 

` or visitation of the merchant vessels of one nation 
by the cruisers of another, for any purpose except 
those known and acknowledged bythe law of na- 
tions, under whatever. restraints or regulations it 
may: take place, may lead to dangerous results. . It 
is far: better, by other. means, to supersede any sup- 
posed necessity, or any motive,for such examination 
or visit. Interference with a merchant vessel by an 
armed cruiser is always a delicate proceeding, apt 
to:touch the point of national. honor, as well as to 
affect: the interests of, individuals. It has been 
` thought, therefore, expedient, not only in accordance 
with the stipulations of the treaty of Ghent, but at 
the same time as removing all pretext on the part of 
others for violating the immunities of the American 
flag upon the. seas, as they exist and are defined by 
the law of nations, to enter into the articles now 
submitted to the Senate. 

n The treaty which I now submit to you proposes no 
alteration, mitigation, or modification of therules of 
the law of nations. It provides simply that each of 
the two Governments shall maintain, on the coast of 
Africa, a gufficient squadron to enforce, separately 
and respectively, the laws, rights, and obligations of 
the two countries for the suppression of the slave- 
trade. 

Another consideration of great importance has rec- 
ommended this mode of fulfilling the duties and 
obligations of the country. Our commerce along the 
western coast of Africa is extensive, and supposed to 
be increasing. There is reason to think that, in many 
cases, those engaged in it have met with interruptions 
and annoyances, caused by the jealousy and instiga- 
tion of rivals engaged in the same trade. Many com- 
plaints on this subject have reached the Government. 
A respectable naval force on the coast is the natural 
resort and security against further occurrences of this 
kind. -> 

The surrender to justice of persons who, having 
committed high crimes, seek an asylum in the territo- 

« ries ofa neighboring nation, would seem to be an act 
due to the cause of general justice, and properly be- 
longing to the present state of civilization and inter- 
course. The British provinces of North America are 
separated from the States of the Union by a line of 
severa] thousand miles; and, along portions of this 

‘line, the amount of population on either side is quite 
considerable, while the passage of the boundary is 
always easy. 

Offenders against the law, on the one side, transfer 
themselves to the other. Sometimes, with great dif- 
fieulty, they, are brought ‘to justices but very ` often 
they, wholly escape. A consciousness of immunity, 
from the power of avoiding justicein this way, insti- 
gates the unprincipled and reckless to the commis- 
sion of offences; and the peace and good neighbor- 
hood of the border are consequently often disturbed. 

In the case of offenders fleeing from Canada into 
the United States, the Governors of States are often 
applied to for their surrender; and questions of a very 
embarrassing ndture arise from these applications, 
It has been thought highly important, therefore, to 
provide for the whole case, by a proper treaty stipula- 
tion. The article on the subject in the proposed trea- 
ity is carefully confined to such offences as all man- 
kind agree to regard as heinous, and destructive of 
the security of life and property. In this careful and 
specific- enumeration of crimes, the object has been 
to exclude all political offences, or criminal charges, 
arising from wars orintestine commotions. Treason, 
misprision of treason, libels, desertion from military 
service, and other offences of similar character, are 
excluded. i 

And lest some unforeseen inconvenience or unex- 
pected abuse shòuld arise from the stipulation, ren- 
dering its continuance, in the opinion of one or both 
of the parties, not. longer desirable, itis left in the 
power of either tò putan end to it at will, 

The destruction of the steamboat Caroline at 
Schlosser, four or five years ago, occasioned no small 
degree of excitement at the time, and became the 
subject of correspondence between the two Govern- 
ments, That correspondence having heen suspended 
for a considerable period, was renewed in the spring 
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of.the last year; but, no satisfactory result having 
been arrived at, it was thought proper, though the 
occurrence had ceased to be fresh and recent, not 
to omit attention to it on the present occasion. 
It-has-only been so far discussed, in the correspon- 
dence now submitted, as it was accomplished by a 
violation of the territory of the United States. The 
fetter of the British minister, while he attempts to 
justify, that violation upon the ground of a pressing 
and overruling necessity—admitting, nevertheless, 
that, even if justifiable, an apology was due for it, and 
accompanying this acknowledgment with assurances 
of the sacred regard of his Government for the invio- 
lability of national territory —has seemed to me. suffi- 
cient to warrant forbearance from any further re- 
monstrance against what took place, as an aggres- 
sion, on the soil and territory of the country. | 

On the subject of the interference of the British 
authorities in the West Indies, a confident hope is en-. 
tertained that the correspondence which has taken 
place, showing the grounds taken by this Govern- 
ment, and the engagements entered into by the Brit- 
ish minister, will be found such as to satisfy the 
just expectation of the people of the United States. 

The impressment of seamen from merchant vessels 
of this country by British cruisers, although not 
.practised in time of peace, (and, therefore, not 
at present a productive cause of difference and ir- 
ritation,) has, nevertheless, hitherto been so promi- 
nent a topic of controversy, and is so likely to bring 
on renewed contentions at the first breaking out of 
an European war, that it has been thought the part of 
wisdom now to take it into serious and earnest con- 
sideration. The letter from the Secretary of State 
to the British minister explains the ground which 
the Government has assumed, and the principles 
which it means to uphold. For the defence of these 
grounds, and the maintenance of these principles, 
the most perfect reliance is placed on the intelli- 
gence of the American people, and on their firmness 
and patriotism ‘in whatever touches the honor of the 
country, or its great and essential interests. 

JOHN TYLER. 
Wasutncron, August 11, 1842, 


CORRESPONDENCE WITH THE BRITISH 
SPECIAL MISSION, 


NORTHEASTERN AND NORTHWESTERN BOUNDARY, 


Lord Ashburton lo Mr, Webster. 
Wasuineron, June 13, 1842, 

Sin: On considering the most effectual mode of 
proceeding to arrive at an amicable and satisfactory 
termination of the Jong-continued controversy re- 
specting the Northeastern boundary between the 
British colony of New Brunswick and the State of 
Maine, I believe that I may confidently couciude, 
from what has passed in the preliminary confer- 
ences which I have had the honor of holding with 
you, that we concur in the-opinion, that no advan- 
tage would be gained by reverting to the intermi- 
nable discussion on the general grounds on which 
each party considers their claims respectively to 
rest. In the course of the many years that this dis- 
cussion has Jasted, every argument, on either side, 
is apparently exhausted, and that without any ap- 
proach to an agreement, The present attempt 
therefore, of a settlement, must rest, for its success, 
nol on the renewal -of a controversy, but on pro- 
ceeding on the presumption that, all means of a re- 
ciprocal conviction having failed as also the exper- 
iment of calling in the aid of a friendly arbiter and 
umpire, there remains only the alternative of a 
compromise for the solution of this otherwise ap- 
parently insurmountable difficulty; unless, indeed, 
it were determined to try a second arbitration, at- 
tended by its delay, trouble, and expense, in defiance 
of past experience as to the probability of any more 
satisfactory results, 

It is undoubtedly true, that, should our present 
attempt unfortunately fail, there might remain no 
other alternative but a second reference; yet when 
l consider all the difficulty and uncertainiy attend- 
ing it, I trust that all parties interested will come to 
the conclusion, that the very intricate details con- 
nected with the case must be better known and 
judged by our two Governments than any diligence 
can make them to be by any third party, and that a 
sincere candid disposition to give reciprocally fair 


} weight to the arguments on either side is likely to 


lead us to a more satisfactory settlement than an 


‘engagement to abide by the uncertain award of a 


less competent tribunal. The very friendly and 
cordial reception given by you, sir, as well as by 
all the authorities of your Government, to the as- 
surance that wy mission here, by my Sovereign, 
has been determined by an unfeigned desire to set- 
tle this and ali other questions of difference between 
us, on principles of conciliation and justice, forbid 
me to anticipate the possibility of the failure of our 
endeavors applied with sincerity to this purpose. 
With this view of the case, therefore, although 
not unprepared toenter into the general argument, 
I abstain from so doing from the conviction that 
an amicable settlement of this vexed question, so 
generally desired, will be thereby best promoted. 


` Bat, at the same time, some opinions have been in- 


dustriously emitted throughout this controversy, 
and in some instances by persons in authority, of 
a description so much calcalated to mislead the 
public mind, that I think it may be of service to of- 
fer a few observations. 


I do not, of course, complain of fthe earnest ad- 
herence of partisans on either side to the general 
arguments on which their case is supposed to rest; 
but a position has been taken, and facts have been 
repeatedly stated, which I am sure the authorities 
of the Federal Government will be abundantly able 
to contradict, but which have evidently given rise 
to much public misapprehension. It is maintained 
that the whole of this controversy about the bound- 
ary began in 1814; that upto that period the line as 
claimed by Maine was undisputed by Great Britain; 
and that the claim was avowedly founded on mo- 
tives of interest, to obtain the means of conveniently 
connecting the British ‘provinces. I confine these 
remarks to the refuting thisimputation; and Ishould, 
indeed, not have entered upon controversy, evenon 
this, if it did not appear to me to involve, in some 
degree, a question of national sincerity and good 
faith. 


Theassertion is founded on the discussions which 
preceded the trealy of peace signed at Ghent in 
1814. It is perfectly true that a proposal was 
submitted by the British plenipotentiaries for the 
revision of the boundary line on the Northeastern 
frontier, and that it was founded on the position that 
it was desired to secure the communication be- 
tween the provinces, the precise delimitation of 
which was at that time imperfectly known. The 
American plenipotentiaries, in their first communi- 
cation from Ghent to the Secretary of State, admit 
that the British ministers expressly disclaimed any 
intention of acquiring an increase of territory, and 
that they proposed the revision for the purpose of 
preventing uncertainty and dispute—a purpose suf- 
ficiently justified by subsequent events. Again, in 
their note of the 4th of September, 1814, the British 
ministers remind those from America thal the 
boundary had never been ascertained, and that the 
line claimed by America, which interrupted the 
communication between Halifax and Quebec, never 
could have been in the contemplation of the par- 
ties to the treaty of peace of 1783. Thesame view 
of the case will be found to pervade all the commu- 
nications between the plenipotentiaries of the two 
countries at Ghent. There was no attempt to press 
any cession of territory on the ground of policy or 
expediency; bnt, although the precise geography of 
the country was then imperfectly known, itwas no- 
torious at the time that different opinions existed as 
tothe boundary likely to result from continuing the 
north line from the head of the river St. Croix. 
This appears to have been so clearly known and 
admitted by the American plenipotentiaries, that 
they, in submitting to the conference the project of 
a treaty, offer a preamble to their 4th article, in these - 
words; “Whereas, neither that part of the highiands 
lying due north from the source of the river St. 
Croix, and designated in the former treaty of peace 
between the two -powers, as the northwest angle of 
Nova Scotia, nor the northwesternmost head of the 
Connecticut river, has yet been ascertained,” &c. 
It should here be observed that these are the words 
proposed—~not by the British, but by the American 
negotiators; and that they were finally adopted by 
both in the fifth article of the treaty. . 

To close my observations upon what passed on 
this subject at Ghent, I would draw your attention. 
to the letter of Mr. Gallatin, one of the American 
pienipotentinries, to Mr. Secretary Monroe, of the 
25th of December, 1814. He offers the following 
conjecture as to what might probably be the argu- 
ments of Great Britain against the lines set up by 


i America: “They hope that the river which empties 


: 
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rence, has its source: so far west as to intervene 
between: the headwaters of the river St. John and 
those of the streams emptying into the river St. 
Lawrence; so thatthe line north from the source 
of the river Si, Croix will first strike the heights 


of jand which divide the waters emptying into the. | 


Atlantic ocean (river St.John) from those empty- 
ing into the Gulf of St. Lawrence, (river des Cha- 
leurs,) and afierward the heights of land which 
divide the waters emptying into the. Gulf of St. 
Lawrence (river des Chaleurs) from those empty- 
ing into the river St. Lawrence; but that the said 
line never can, in the words‘of the treaty, strike 
any spot of land actually dividing the waters emp- 
tying into the Atlantic ocean, from those which 
fall into the river St. Lawrence.” i 

So obvious an argument in opposition to the line 
claimed by America could not escape the known 
Sagacity of Mr. Gallatin. I state it, not for the par- 
pose of discussing its merit, but to show that, at 
Ghent, not only the fact was well known that this 
boundary was a matter in dispute, but that the ar- 
guments respecting it had then been weighed by the 
gentleman so eminent in its subsequent discussion. 
Indeed, the fact thatihe American. ministers made 
this disputed question a matter fur reference, by a 
treaty afterward ratified by the President and 
Senate, must, in every candid mind, be sufficient 
proof that it was generally consicered to be in- 
volved in sufficient doubt to entitle it to sucha 
mode of solution. Tt cannot, possibly, be supposed 
that the Prest-ent and Senate would have ad- 
mitted, by treaty, doubts resperting this boundary, 


dif they had been heard of for the first time through 


the pretensions of the. British plenipotentiaries at 
Ghent, 


- If the argument or assertions which Lam now 
noticing, and to which I studiously confine myself, 
had not come from authority, I should owe some 
apology for these observations. ‘The history of this 
unfortunate controversy is too well known to you, 
sir, and stands but too voluminously recorded in 
your department, to make them necessary for your 
own information, s 


The repeated discussions between the two coun- 
tries, and the repeated projects for settlement 
which have oecupied every successive administea- 
tion of the United States, sufficiently prove how 
unfounded is the assertion that doubts and dificul- 
ties respecting this boundary had their first origin 
in the year 1814. It is true that down to that time, 
and, indeed, toa later period, the local features of 
the country were little known, and the different 
arguments had, in consequence, not assumed any 
definite form; but satticient was known to both par- 
ties to satisfy them of the impossibility of tracing 
strictly the boundary prescribed by the treaty of 
peace of 1783, 

I would refer, in proof of this, simply to Ameri- 
can authorities, and those of the very first order. 


In the year 1802, Mr. Madison, at that time Sec- 
retary of State for the United States, in his in- 
structions to Mr. Rufus King, observed that the 
difficulty in fixing the northwest angle of Nova 
Scotia “arises from a reference, in the treaty of 
1783, to highlands which it is now found have no 
definite existence.’ And he suggests the appoint- 
ment of a commission, to be jointly appointed, “to 
determine on a point most proper to be substituted 
for the description in article II of the treaty of 
1783.” Again: Mr. President Jefferson, in a mes- 
sageto Congress, on the 17th October, 1803, stated 
that “a further knowledge of the ground in the 
northeastern and northwestern angles of the United 
States has evinced that the boundaries established 
by the treaty of Paris, between the British territo- 
ries and ours, in those points, were too imperfectly 
described to be susceptible of execution.” 


These opinions of two most distinguished Ameri- 
can statesmen gave rise to a convention of bounda- 
ry, made in London by Mr. Rufus King and Lord 
Hawkesbury, which, from other circumstances, 
which it is not necessary to refer to, was not rati- 
fied by the Senate. 


Imight further refer you on this subject to the 
report of Judge Sullivan, who acted as commis- 
sioner of the United States for settling the contro- 
versy with Great Britain, respecting the true river 
St. Croix, who says, “the boundary between Nova 
Scotia and Canada was described by the King’s 
proclamation in the same mode of expression as 
that used in the treaty of peace. Commissioners 
who were appointed to settle that line have trav- 


into the Bay des Chaleurs, in the Gulf of. St: Law- 


ersed:the country in vain to find the highlands des- 
ignated as the boundary.” : 


With these known facts, how can it possibly be 
maintained that doubls about the boundary arose 
for the first @me-in the year 1814? EE 

T need not pursue this subject further.. Indeed; it 
would have been. useless to treat of it at all; with 
any person’ having before him the records of the’ 
diplomatic bistory-of the two countries for the last 
half a century. My object in adverting to it is, to 
correct an error, arising, I am ready to believe, 
not from any intention to misrepresent, but from 
want of information, and which seemed to be suf- 
ficiently circulated to make some refutation useful 
toward promoting the desired friendly and equita- 
ble settlement of this question. 


‘We believe the position maintained by us on the 
subject of this boundary to be founded in justice and 
equity; and we deny that we have been determined 
in our pretensions by policy and expedience. {f 
might, perhaps, fairly admit that those Jast-men- 
tioned considerations have prompted, in some 
measure, our perseverance in maintaining them. 
The territory in controversy is (for that portion of 
it atleast which is likely to come to Great Britain | 
by any amicable settlement) as worthless for-atty 
purposes of habitation or cultivatiow-aS" probably 
any tract of equal size op4hë habitable globe, and 
if it were not forthe” Obvious circumstance of its 
connecting- thë British North American provinces, 
I believe I might venture to say that, whatever 
might have been the merit of our case, we should 
long since have given up the controversy, and 
willingly have made the sacrifice to the wishes ofa 
country with which it isso much our interest, as 
itis our desire, to maintain the most perfect har- 
mony and good will. 

L trust that this sentiment must be manifest in my 
unreserved communication with you on this and 
all other subjects connected with my mission. If I 
have failed in this respect, 1 shall have ill obeyed 
the instructions of my Government and the earn- 
est dictates of my personal inclination. Permitme, 
sir, to avail myself of this, my first opportunity of 
formally addressing you, to assure you unfeignedly 
of my most distinguished consideration. 

ASHBURTON, 

Hon. Danter, Weester. 

Mr, Webster lo Lord Ashburton. 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, 17th June, 1842, 

Lord Ashburton having been charged by the 
Queen’s Government with full powers to negotiate 
and settle all matters in discussion between the 
United States and England; and having, on his ar- 
rival at Washington, announced that, in relation to 
the question of the Northeastern bonndary of the 
United States, he was authorized to treat for a con- 
ventional line, or line by agreement, on suchterms 
and conditions, and with such mutual considera- 
tions and eqnivalents, as might be thought just and 
equitable; and thathe was ready to enter upon a 
negotiation for such conventional line, so soon as 
this Government should say that it was authorized 
and ready on its part to commence such negotia- 
tion,—the undersigned, Secretary of State of the 
United States, has now the honor to acquaint his 
lordship, by direction of the President, that the un- 
dersigned is ready, on behalf of the Government 
of the United States, and duly authorized, to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of such conventional 
line, or line by agreement; and will be happy to 
have an interview on that subject, at his lordship’s 
convenience. 

The undersigned avails himself of this occa- 


sion to tender to Lord Ashburton assurances of his 
distin guished consideration. 
DANIEL WEBSTER. 
- Lord ASHBURTON, &c., &e., &e. 

Lord Ashburton to Mr. Webster. ` 

WASHINGTON, June 17, 1842. 
The undersigned, plenipotentiary of her Britan- 
nic Majesty on an extraordinary and special mis- 
sion to the United States of America, has the honor 
of acknowledging, with much satisfaction, the com- 
munication received this day from Mr. Webster, 
Secretary of State of the United States, that he is 
ready, on behalf of the United States, and duly au- 
thorized, in relation to the question of the North- 
eastern boundary of the United States, to proceed 
to the consideration of a conventional line, or line 
by agreement, on such terms and conditions, and 
with such mutual considerations and equivalents, 


signed to fix some time for their first conferenee up- 
on this subject, he begs to propose to call op Mr. 
tate, to-morrow, at - 


ae ASHBURTON.» 
Hon. Damien WEBSTER, &c., &c., &e. 


Mr, Webster io- Lord Ashburton, 


DEPARTMENT or STATE, 
Washington, June 17, 1842. 
The Secretary of State will. have great pleasure 
in seeing Lord Ashburton at twelve o'clock to-mor- 
row, as proposed by him. -! 
Lord ASHBURTON, &c., &e, &c. 


Lord Ashburton to Mr, Webster. ` 
Wasuinoton, 21st June, 1842... 


Sia: The-terter Fou did me the hönor of address- 
4ng fe the 17th instant, informed me that you 


were now prepared and authorized to enter with 
me into discussion of that portion of the differ- 
ences between our two countries which relates to 
the Northeastern boundary; and we had, the follow- 
ing day, our first formal conference for this pur- 
pose, with a view to consider, in the first instance, 
the best mode of proceeding to arrive at what is so 
much desired by all parties—an amicable, and, at 
the same time, equitable settlement of a controver- 
sy, which, with the best intentions, the authorities 
of the two. countries, for nearly half a century, 
have in vain endeavored to effect. ` 

The result ofthis conference has been, that í 
have been invited by you to state, generally, my 
views of this case, and of the expectations of my 
Government; and although lam aware that, in the 
ordinary practice of diplomatic intercourse, I 
should expose myself to some disadvantage by so 
doing, I nevertheless do not hesitate to comply; 
premising, only, that the following cbservations 
are to be considered merely as memoranda for dis- 
cussion, and not as. formal propositions, to have 
any binding effect, should our negotiations have 
the unfortunate fate of the many which have prece- 
ded it, of ending in disappointment. 

I believe you are sufficiently aware of the cir- 
cumstances which induced me personally to under- 
take this mission. If the part which, during a 
long life, I have taken in public „affairs, is marked 
by any particular character, it has been by 
an earnest, persevering desire to- maintain peace, 
and to promote harmony between our two coun- 
tries. My exertions were unavailingly employed 
to prevent the last unfortunate war, and have since. 
been unremitting in watching any passing clouds 
which might at any time forebode its renewal. ‘On 
the accession to power of the present ministers in 
England, perceiving the same wiseand honorable 
spirit to prevail with them, I could not resist the 
temptation and the hope of being of some service 
to my country and to our common race, at a time 
of life when no other cause could have had sufi- 
cient interest to draw me from a retirement better 
suited to my age and to my inclinations. 

I trust, sir, that you will have pétceived, in the 
course of my hitherto informal communications 
with you, that I approach my duties generally 
without any of those devices and manceuvres which 
are supposed (I believe ignorantly) to be the use- 
ful tools of ordinary diplomacy. “With a person 
of your penetration, they would avail. as. little as 
they would with the intelligent public of thetwo great 
enlightened countries of whose interests we are treat- 
ing. I know no other mode of acting than open, 
plain-dealing, and I therefore disregard, willingly, 
all the disadvantage of complying with the invi- 
tation given me, to be the first to speak on this ques- 
tion of the Eastern boundary. It is already agreed 
that we abstain from a continued discussion of the 
arguments by which the lines of the two countries 
are reciprocally maintained; and I have so well ob- 
served this rule, that I have not even communica- 
ted to you a volume of additional controversial 
maiter which I brought with me, and much of 
which would, if controversy were our object, be 
of no inconsiderable weight and importance, It 
would be in the event only of the failure of this 
negotiation—-which I will not anticipate--that we 
should be again driven into the labyrinth from 
which it is our purpose to escape; and that, failing 


to interpret strictly.the words of the treaty, we 
should be obliged to search again into. cotempora- 
héous occurrences and opinions: for principles of 
construction-which might shed light on the actual 
intentions of the parties. : 

‘Our success mast, “on the. contrary, depend on 
the'-reciprocal admission’ or presumption that the 
royal arbiter was so:far right when he came to the 
conclusion whieh others had come to before him, 
` that the treaty: of 1783 was not executable accord- 
ing toils strict expression; and that the case was 
therefore one for'agreement by compromise. The 
only point upon which I thought it my duty to en- 
ter upon anything like controversy, is that referred 
to.insmy letter of the.13th instant; and I did so to 
rescue my Government and myself from an impu- 
tation of unworthy motives, and the charge that 
they had set up a claim which they knew to be 
unfounded, fróm mere considerations of policy or 
convenience. The assertions of persons in my 
position, on subjects connected with their diploma- 
tic duties, are naturally received by the world with 
Some caution; but I trust you will beHeve me when 
T assure, you that I should not be the person to 
come here on any sucherrand. I do not pretend, 
nor have | ever thought, the claim of Great Britain 
with respect to this boandary, any more than the 
claim of America, to be unattended with dificul- 
ties. Those claims have been considered by im- 
partial men of high authority, and unquestioned 
ability, to be equally so attended; and therefore it 
is that this is a question for acompromise, and it is 
this compromise which it has become our duty to 
endeavor to accomplish. Iwill only here add the 
Most solemi assurance, (which I would not lightly 
make,) that, after a long and careful consideration 
of all the arguments aud inferences, direct and 
circumstantial, bearing on the whole of this truly 
difficult question, it is my settled conviction that it 
was the intention of the parties to the treaty of peace 
of 1783, however imperfectly those intentions may 
have been executed, to leave to Great Britain, by 
their description of boundaries, the whole of the 
waters of the river St. John. 


The length of these preliminary observations re- 
quires, per aps, some apology; but I now proceed 
to comply with your application to me to state the 
principles and conditions on which, it appears to 
me, that this compromise, which it is agreed we 
should attempt, should be founded. 

A new boundary is in fact to be traced between 
the State of Maine and the province of New Bruns- 
wick. In doing this, reference must be had to the 
extent and value of the territory in dispute; but, as 
a general principle, we cannot do better than keep 
in mind the intention of the framers of the first 
treaty of peace in 1783, as expressed in the pre- 
amble to the. provisional articles in the following 
words: “Whereas reciprocal, advantages and: mu- 
tual convenience are found by experience to form 
the‘only permanent foundation of peace and friend- 
Ship between States,” -&c. Ihave on a former oc- 
casion: explained the reasons which have induced 
the British Government to maintain their rights in 
this controversy beyond any apparent value in the 
object in dispute, io be the establishing a good 
boundary between our two countries, so as to pre- 
vent collision and dispute, and an unobstructed 
commurficatiow*and connexion of our colonies with 
each other, Further, it is desired to retain under 
the jurisdiction of each Government respectively, 
such inhabitants as have fora length of time been 
so living, and to whom a transfer of allegiance 
might be painfal or dist ressing. 

These are shortly the objects we have in view, 
and which we mugt now see to reconcile to a prac- 
teal division of the territory in dispute. Great 
Britain has no wish of aggrandizement for any gen- 
eral purpose of increased dominion, as you must 
be satisfied by the liberality with which Ihave pro- 
fessed myself ready to treat questions of bounda- 
ries in other quarters where no considerations of 

articular convenience or fitness occur, i might 
urther prove this by calling your attention fo the 
fact, that of the land likely to come to us by any 
practical settlement, nine-tenths parts of it are, from 
its position and quality, wholly worthless. It ean 
support no population, it grows even little timber 
of value, and can be of no service but as a boun- 
dary, (though, from its desert nature)a useful boun- 
dary for two distinct Governments, 

In considering on the mapa division of the ter- 
ritory in question, this remarkable circumstance 
must be kept in. mind--that a division of acres by 
their number would be a very unequal division of 
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their value. The Southern portion of this territory, 
the. valley of the Aroostook, is represented to be 
one.of the most beautiful and most fertile tracts of 
land in this part of the continent, capable of the 
highest ‘state of cultivation, and covered with fine 
timber; while the Northern portion, with the excep- 
tion of that small part comprised within the Mad- 
awaska settlement, is of the miserable description 
Thave stated. It would be-no exaggeration to say, 
that one acre on the Aroostook would be of much 
more value than ten acres north of the St. Jobn. 
There would be, therefore, no equality in making 
a division of acre for acre; 


But although I remind you of this circumstance, 
I -do not call on you to act upon it. On the coh- 
trary, [ am willing that you should have the ad- 
vantage in this settlement, both in the quantity and 
the quality of this land. All I wish js to call this 
fact in proof of my assertion, that the object of 
Great Britain was simply to claim that which was 
essential to her, and would form a convenient 
boundary, and to leave alithe more material ad- 
vantages of this bargain to the State of Maine. 

Inow cometo the more immediate application of 
these principles to a definite line of boundary; and 
looking at the map-with reference to the sole ob- 

+ ject of Great Britain as already described, the line 
of the St. John “from where the north line from 
the St. Croix strikes it, wp to some one of its sources, 
seems evidently to suit both parties, with the excep- 
ĉion which I shall presently mention: This line 
throws the waste and barrentract to Great Britain, 
and the rich and valuable lands to Maine; but it 
makes a good boundary, one which avoids collision 
and probable dispute; and, for the reasons stated, we 
should be satisfied with it, if it were not for the 
peculiar circumstances of a settlement formed on 
both sides of the St. Jobn, trom the mouth of the 
Madawaska up to that of the Fish river. 

The history and circumstances of this settlement 
are well known to you. It was originally formed 
from the French establishments in Acadia, and has 
been wninterruptedly under Frenen or British 
dominion, and never under any other laws. The 
inhabitants have professed great apprehension of 
being surrendered by Great Britain, aud have late- 
ly sent an earnest petition to the Queen, depreca- 
ting that being done. Further, this settlement forms 
one united community, all connected together, and 
living some on one, and some onthe other side of 
the river, which forms a sort of high road between 
them. Jt seems self-evident that no more inconye- 
nient line of boundary could well be drawn. than 
one which divides in two an existing municipality, 
inconvenient as well tothe inhabitants themselves, 
as to the authorities under which they are to live. 
There would be evident hardship (I might say cru- 
elty) in separating this now happy and contented 
village, to say nothing of the bickerings and proba- 
ble collisions likely to arise from taking in this 
spot the precise line of the river, which would under 
other circumstances satisfy us. Indeed, I should 
consider that such a separation of these industrious 
settlers, by placing them under separate laws and 
governmen's, a most harsh proceeding; and that we 
should thereby abandon the great object we should 
have in view—of thehappiness and convenience of 
the people, and the fixing a boundary the least like- 
ly to occasion future strife. 

I dwell on this circumstance at some length, in 
justification cf the necessity Iam under of depart- 
ing, to this inconsiderable extent, from the marked 
line of the river St. John. What line should be 
taken to cover this difficulty, I shall have to con- 
sider with you; but I cannot in any case abandon the 
obvious interests of these people. Tt will be seen, 
by an inspection of the map, that it is not possible 
to meet this difficulty by making over to Maine the 
northern portion of this setilement, as that would 
be giving up by Great Britain the immediately ad- 
Joining communications with Canada, which it 
isher principal object to preserve. 

These observations dispose of those parts of this 
question which immediately concern the State of 
Maine; but it may be well at the same time to state 
my views respecting the adjoining boundary of 
the States of New Hampshire, Vermont, and New 
York; because they make part of the reference to 
the King of the Netherlands, and were, indeed, the 
only part of the subject in dispute upon which a 
distinct decision was given. 


The question here at issue between thetwo coun- 
tries was as to the correct determination of the par- 
allel of latitude, and the trnespurce of the Connec- 
licut river. Upon both these points decisions were 


pronounced in favor of Great Britain; and I might 
add, thatthe case of America, as matter of right, 
was but feebly and doubtingly supported by her 
own authorities. I am, nevertheless, disposed to 
surrender the whole of this case} if we should suc- 
ceed in settling, as proposed, the: boundary of 
Maine. There is a point or two in this line of 
boundary where I may have to consider, with the 
assistance of the surveyors acquainted with the lo- 
calities, the convenience of the resident settlers; as, 
also, what line may best suit the immediate country 
at the head of the Connecticut river; but, substan- 
tially, the Government of America shall be satis- 
fied, and this point be yielded to them, 

This concession, considered with reference to the 
value of the land ceded, which is generally report- 
ed to be fertile, and contains a position at Rouse’s 
Point much coveted in the course of the controver- 
sy, would, under ordinary circumstances, be con- 
sidered of considerable importance. The conces- 
sion will, however, be made by Great Britain with- 
out reluctance, not only to mark the liberal and 
conciliatory spirit by which it is desired to distin- 
guish these negotiations, but because the case is, in 
some respects, analogous to that of the Madawas- 
ka settlement, before considered. It is believed 
that the settlers on the narrow strip, which would 
be transferred to Great Britain by rectifying the 
45th parallel of latitude, which was formerly in- 
correcily laid down, are principally from the Uni- 
ted States; and that their opinions and habits in- 
cline them to give a preference fo that. form of 
government under which, before the discovery of 
the error in question, they supposed themselves to 
be living. It cannot be desired by her Majesty to 
acquire any addition of territory under such cir- 
cumstances, whatever may ‘be the’ weight of her 
rights; but it will be observed that the same argu- 
ment applies almost exactly tothe Madawaska set- 
tlement, and justifies the ‘reservation 1 am there 
obliged to make. In these days, the convenience 
and happiness’ of the. people to be governed will 
ever be the chief guide in transactions of this de- 
scription between such Governments as those of 
Great Britain and ithe United Staies. 


Before quitting this subject, I would observe that 
itis rumored that Major Graham, in his late survey 
in Maine, reports some deviation from the true 
north of the line from the head of the St. Croix to- 
ward the St. John. I would here also propose to 
abide by the old line long established, and from 
which the deviation by } ajor Graham is, I am 
told, inconsiderable, without at all doubting the ac- 
curacy and good faith of that very distinguished 
officer. 


In stating the important concessions I am pre- 
pared to make on a final settlement of these boun- 
daries, I am sensible that concessions to one State 
of this Union are not always to be made available 
for the satisfaction of any other; but you are aware 
that I am treating with the United States, and that 
for a long line of important boundaries; and that 1 
could not presume to enter on the question how 
this settlement might operate on, or be in any 
way compensated tothe different States of the Con- 
federacy. I should, however, add my unfeigned be- 
lief that what I have proposed will appear reason- 
able with reference to the interests of the State of 
Maine, considered singly. That the proposition, ta- 
ken as a whole, will be Satisfactory to the country 
at large, I can entertain no doubt, 

I abstain from noticing here the boundaries fur- 
ther west, which Iam prepared to consider and toset- 
tJe, because they seem to form part ofa case which 
il will be more convenient to treat Separately, 

In the course of these discussions, much’ anxie: 
ty has been expressed that Maine should be assur- 
ed of some means of communication by the St. 
John, more especially for the conveyance of her 
lumber. This subject I am very willing to con- 
sider, being sensible of the great importance of it to 
that State, and that the friendly and peaceful rela- 
tions between neighboring countries cannot be bet- 
tersecured than by reciprocally providing for all 
their wants and interests. Lumber must for many 
years be the per produce of the extensive 
valley of the Aroostook’ and of the southern bor- 
ders of the St. John; and it as evi®ent that this ar- 
ticle of trade, being worth anything, must mainly 
depend upon ifs having’ access to the sea tbrough 
that river. {tis further evident, that there can be 
no such access under any arrangement otherwise 
than by the consent of the'province of New Bruns. 
wick. Jt ismy Wish to seek an early opportunity 
of considering, with some person well acquainted 


with the commerce of that country, what can be 
done to give it the greatest possible freedom and 
extent, without trenching too much on the fiscal 


| regalations of the two countries. But, inthe mean 
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' in motives of interest. 


time, in order to meet al once the urgent wants 
and wishes of Maine in this respect, | would en- 
gage that, on the final settlement of these differ- 
ences, all Juamber and produce of the forest of the 
tributary waters of the St, John shall be received 
freely without duty, and dealt with mn every re 


speci like the same articles of New Brunswick. 1- 


cannot now say positively whether T may be able 
to go further; but this seems lo me what 1s princi- 
pally required. Suggestions have at times been 
thrown out, of making the port and river of St. John 
free to the two countries; but, I think you will be 
sensible that this could not be done without some 
reciprocity for the trade of St. John in ports of the 
United States;and that, in endeavoring to regulate 
this, we should be embarking in an intricate ques- 
tion, much and often discussed between the two 
countries. It cannot also failto occur to you, that 
joint rights in the same harbors and waters must 
be a fruitful source of dissension, and that it be- 
hooves us to be carefal not to sow the seeds of fu- 
tare differences in the setilement of those of our 
own day. = 

I have now stated, as I was desired to do, my 


views of the terms on which it appears. to me that- 


this settlement may be made. It must be sufficiently 
evident that I have not treated the subject in the or- 
dinary form ofa bargain, where the party making 
the proposal leaves himself something to give up. 
The case would not admit of this, even if I could 
bring myself so to act. It would have been useless 
for me toask what I know could not be yielded; 
and I can unfeignedly say that, even if your vigi- 
lance did not forbid me to expect to gain any un- 
due advantage over you, I should have no wish to 
do so. The treaty we have to make will be sub- 
jected to the scrutiny of a jealous and criticising 
public; and it would ill answer its main purpose of 
producing and perpetuating harmony ang good 
will, if ils provisions were not considered by good 


and reasonable men to makea just and equitable, 
< settlement of this long-continued controversy. 


Permit me, sir, io conclude with the assurance 
of my distinguished consideration, 
ASHBURTON. 
Hon, Danrer, WEBSTER, 
&e., &e, &e., 
Mr, Webster lo Lord Ashburton. 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, July 8, 1842. 

My Lorn: Your notes of the 13th and ĉ2lst of 
June were duly received. 

Tn the first of these you correctly say that, in our 
conferences on the boundary question, we’ have 
both been of opinion that no advantage would be 
gained by resorting at this time to the discussion at 
length of the grounds on which each party con- 
siders its claim of right to rest. Atthe same time, 
you deem it expedient, nevertheless, to offer some 
observations calculated, in your judgment, to repel 
a supposed allegation, or suggestion, that this con- 
troversy only began in 1814; that, up to that period, 
the American claim was undisputed; and that the 
English claim, as now set forth, is founded merely 
Nothing is more natural 
than that your Lordship should desire to repel an 


‘imputation which would impeach the sincerity and 


good faith of your Government, and all the weight 
which justice and candor require is given to your 
Lordship’s observations in this respect. Itis not 
my purpose, nor do I conceive it pertinent to the 
occasion, to go into any consideration of the facts 
and reasonings presented by you, to shaw the good 
faith and sincerity of England in the claim asserted 
by her. Any such discussion would be a departure 
from the question of right now subsisting belween 
the two Governments, and would be more especially 
-unt for añ occasion in which the parties are ap- 
eee each other in a friendly spirit, with the 

ope of terminating the controversy by agreement. 
Following your Lordship’s example, however, I 
must be permitted to say that few questions have 
ever arisen under this Government in regard to 
which a stronger or more general conviction was 
felt that the country was in the right, than this ques- 
tion of the Northeasiern boundary. To say nothing 
of the sentiments of the Governments and people 
of the States more directly interested, whose opin- 
jons may be supposed capable of bias, both Houses 
of Congress, after full and repeated consideration, 
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have affirmed the validity of the American claim, 
by a unanimity experienced on.very few other sub- 
jects; and the general judgment of the whole people 
seems to be the same way. Absiaining from all 
historical facts,- all contemporaneous expositions, 
and all external arguments and circumstances, I 
will venture to. present.to your Lordship a very 
condensed view of the reasons which produce in 
this country the conviction that a boundary line 
may be ascertained, ran, and celineated with pre- 
cision, under and according to the words®*of the 
stipula:ion in the treaty of 1783; that no doubt can 
be raised by any part of that stipulation, which other 
parts of it do not remove or explain; and thata 
line so run would include all that the United States 
claim. This view is presented by a series of short 
propositions. 

1. The northwest angle ‘of Nova Scotia is the 
thing to be sought for and found. 

2. That angle is to be ascertained by running a 
line due north from the source ofthe St. Croix river 
till that line reaches the highlands; and where such 
north line intersects the highlands, there is the 
angle; and thence the line is to run along the said 


highlands; which said highlands divide those rivers. 


which empty themselves into the river St, Lawrence 
from those that fall into the AtjanticGcean. The 
angle required, thereforesis'an angle made by the 
intersection of-'a°due-north line with highlands, 
from one slope of which the rivers empty themselves 
-into the river St. Lawrence, and from the other into 
the Atlantic ocean. 


3. Supposing itto be matter of doubt whether the 
St. John and the Ristigouch are rivers falling into 
the Atlantic ocean, in the sense of the treaty, 
then the rule of justinterpretation is, that if one ele- 
ment or one part in the description be uncertain, it 
is to be explained by others which are certain, if 
there be such others. Now, there is no doubt as to 
the rivers which fall into the St, Lawrence. They 
are certain; and to their sources the north line is'to 
run, since at their sources the highlands required 
by the treaty do certainly exist. And departing, 
for a moment, from the rule just prescribed to my- 
self, I wil] remind your Lordship that the joint com- 
missioners and agents of the two Governments in 
1817, in giving the surveyors instructions ‘for find- 
ing these highlands, directed them, in terms, to pro- 
ceed upon a due-north line “till they should arrive 
at some one of the streams connected with the river 
St. Lawrence;” and then to explore the highlands 
from thal point to the northwesternmost head of 
Connecticut river. Jt is indisputable that a line 
run according to these instructions, thus given by 
the commissioners and agents of both Governments, 
would give to the United States all that they have 
at any time claimed. 

4, It is certain that, by the treaty, the eastern 
boundary of the United States, from the head of the 
St. Croix, is to be a due-north and-south line. And 
it is equally certain that this Jine is to run north 
Uh it reaches highlands, from whose northern 
watershed the rivers flow into the river St. Law- 
rence. 

5. These two things being—one mathematically, 
and the other physically—cerlain in themselves, and 
capable of being precisely marked and delineated, 
explain or control the uncertainty, if there be uncer- 
tainty, in the other part or element of the descrip- 
tion. 

6. The British argument, assuming that the Bay 
of Fundy, and more especially the Bay of Chaleurs, 
are not the Atlantic ocean, within the meaning of 
the treaty, insists that the rivers flowing into these 
bays are not, therefore, in the sense of the treaty, 
rivers falling into the Atlantic; and therefore the 
highiands to which the United States claim have 
not that southern or eastern watershed which the 
treaty calls for; and as it is agreed, nevertheless, 
ihat we must somewhere find highlands, and go to 
them, whose northern waters ran into the St. Law- 
rence, the conclusion is, that the different parts of 
the description in the treaty donot cohere, and that, 
therefore, the treaty cannot be executed. 

7, Our answer to this, as is obvious from what 
has already been said, istwofold. 

First. Whatmay be doubtful in itself, may be 
made certain by other things which are certain; 
and inasmuch as the treaty does certainly demand 

-a due-north line, and does certainly demand the 
extension of that line to highlands from whose 
northern sides the rivers flow into the river St. 
Lawrence, thence two clear requirements make it 
plain that the parties to the treaty considered, in 
fact, the rivers flowing from the south or east of 


ighlands. 
tains, running north or northwest, are rivers 


the map. 
9, The rivers which, from their sources in the 
same ridge, flow respectively into the St. Law- 


rence ana-intothe Bay of Fundy, and even into 


-me Bay of Chaleurs, run with remarkable unformi- 


ty in directions almost exactly opposite, as if 
hastening away from a common origin to their 
different destinations by the shortest course. Phe 
only considerable exception to this, isthe northern 
sweep of the upper part of the St. John; but the 
smaller streams flowing into this part of that river 
from the west still strictly obey the general rule. 


Now if, from a certain general line on the face 
of the country, oras delineated on the map, rivers 
are found flowing away in opposite -direciions, 
however strongly it may be asserted that the 
mountains or eminences are but isolated eleva- 
tions, it is nevertheless absolutely certain that such 
a line does in fact define a ridge of highlands 
which turns the waters both ways. 

And, as the commissioners in 1783 had the map 
before them; as they saw the parallelism of the sea- 
coast and the course of the St. Lawrence; as they 
saw rivers rising from a common line, and running 
some north or northwest, the others south or south- 
east; and as they speak of some of these rivers as 
emptying themselves iuto the river St. Lawrence, 
and of the others falling into the Atlantic ocean; 
and as they make no third class,—is there a reasona~ 
ble doubt in which class they intended to compre- 
bend all the rivers running in a direction from’ 
the St. Lawrence, whether falling immediately, or 
only ultimately, into the Atlantic ocean? 


If there be nothing incoherent or inconsequen- 
tial in this chain of remarks, it will satisfy your 
Lordship, I trast, that it is not without reason that 
American opinion has settled firmly:in the con: 
Vietion of the rights of the American side’ ofthe ; 
question; and I forbear from going into the con- 
sideration of the mass of other arguments’ and 
proofs, for the same reasons which restrain your 
Lordship from entering intoan extended discussion 
of the question, as well as because-your Lordship 
will have an opportunity of perusing a paper ad- 
dressed to me by the commissioners of Maine, 
which strongly presents the subject on other 
grounds andin other lights. 

I am now to consider your Lordship’s note of the 
Q1st June. Before entering upon fhis, T have the 
President’s instructions tosay that he fully appre- 
ciates the motives which finduced your Lordship, 
personally, to undertake your present mission; that 
he is quite aware that your public life has been dis- 
tinguished by efforts to maintain peace and har- 
mony between the two countries; that he quite well 
recollects that your exerlions were employed to 
prevent the late war, and that he doubts not the sin- 
cerity of your declaration that nothing. could have 
drawn you from your retirement, and induced vou 
to engage in your present undertaking, but the hope 
of being of service to your county, and to our 
common race. And I have the utmost pleasure, 
my Lord, in acknowledging the frankness, candor, 
and plain dealing, which have characterized your 
official intercourse with this Government, nor am. 
I permitted or inclined to entertain any doubt of 
your Lordship’s entire conviction, as expressed by 
yourself, as to the merits of this controversy and 
ihe difficulties of the case. The question before 
us is, whether these confident opinions, on both 
sides, of the rightful nature and just strength of 
our respective claims, will permit us, while a de- 
sire to preserve harmony, and a disposition to yield 
liberally to mutual convenience, so strongly incite 


ment, ~ : : 
: appears to be ‘your Lordship’s opinion that the 
“tine of the St.John, from the point where: the. 
‘ north line. from the St. Croix strikes that river, u 
me one of its sources, evidently. suits bot 
th an exception, however, of that part of 


par 


the Madawaska settlement which is on the south: 


sade of the St John, which yon propose should 
be included within the British territory. That, as 
aline by agreement, the St. John for some distance 
upwards from its intersection by the line running 
north from the St. Croix, would be a very conve- 
nient boundary for the two parties, is readily admit- 
ted; but it is a very important question how far up, 
and to-which of the sources of this river, this line 
‘should extend. Above Madawaska the course of 
the river turns to the south, and, stretching away to- 
wards the soufces of the Penobscot, leaves far to 
the north the dine of communication between New 
Brunswick and Canada. That line departs from 
the St. John altogether near Madawaska, and, keep- 
ing principally upon the lefi or north bank of the 
Madawaska, and proceeding by way of the Temis- 
conata lake, reaches the St, Lawrence at the mouth 
of the river du Loup. : 

There are, then, two important subjecis for con- 
sideration. ` 

First. Whether the United States can agree to 
cede, relinguish, or cease to claim, any part of the 


territory west of the north line from the St. Croix: 


and south of the St. John, And I think it but 
candid to say, at once, that we see insurmountable 
objections to admitting the line to come south of 
the river. Your Lordship’s observations upon the 
propriety ot. preserving the unity ofthe Madawas- 
a settlement are, in a great measure, just, and 
altogether founded, [doubt not, in entirely good 
motives. They savor of humanity and a kind 
regard to the interests and feelings of individuals. 
But the difficulties seem insuperable. 'The river, 
as your Lordship remarks, seemsa natural bounda- 
“yy, and, inthis part of it, to ran in a convenient 
direction, It isa line always clear and indispu- 
table.’ If we depart from it, where shall we find 
another boundary equally natural, equally clear, 
and conforming to the same general course? A 
departure from the line of the river, moreover, 
would open new questions about equivalents, which 
it would probably be found impracticable to settle. 
If your Lordship were at liberty, (as I understand 
you notto be,) to cede the whole or a part of the ter- 
ritory, commonly called the strip, lying east of the 
north line, and west of the St. John, considera- 
tions might be found in such a cession, possibly for 
some new demarcation west of the north line and 
south of the river; but, in the present posture of 
things, I cannot hold out the expectation to your 
Lordship that anything south of the river can be 
yielded. : — 
And, perhaps, the inconvenience to the settlers 
onthe southern bank, of making the river the 
boundary, are less considerable than your Lordship 
supposes. These settlers are scattered along a 
considerable extent, very likely soon to*connect 
themselves with whomsoever may come to live near 
them; and though of different origin, and some dif- 
ference of religion, not likely, on the whole, to be 
greatly dissimilar from other borderers occupying 
the neighboring terrilory, their rights of property 
would, of course, be all preserved, both of inheri- 
tance and alienation; and if some of them should 
choose to retain the social and political relations 
under which they now are, their removal, for that 
parpose to the north bank, drawing after it no 
oss of property, or of means of subsistence, would 
not be a great hardship. Your Lordship suggests 
the inconvenience‘of dividing a municipality by a 
line of national boundary; and certainly there is 
force in the observation; ‘but if, departing from the 
river, we. were to establish, to the south of it, an 
artificial line upon the land, there might be points 
on such line at which people would live in num- 
bers on both sides; and a more mathematical line 
might thus divide villages, while it divided na- 
tions, The experience of the world, and our own 
experience, show the propriety of making rivers 
boundaries whenever their courses suit the gene- 
ral object; for the same reason that, in other cases 
to which they are applicable, mountain ranges, or 
ridges of highlands, are adopted tor the same pur- 
pose; these last being, perhaps, still more conve- 
nient lines of division than rivers, being equally 
clear and prominent objects, and the population of 
neighboring countries bordering on a mountain 


us, to.come together and to unite on aline by agree- . 
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line ‘of Separation being usually thin and incon- 
siderable on either’side. Rivers and inland waters 
constitute the boundary between the United States 
and the territories of her Majesty for some .thou- 
sands of miles westward from the place where the 
46th degree of north latitude intersects the St. Law- 
rence; and along this line, though occasional irregu- 
larities and outbreaks have taken place, (always by 
the agency and instigation of agitators and lawless 
men, friends of neither country,) yet it is clear that 


“no better demarcation of. limits could be made. 


And at the northeast, along the space through 
which the St. Croix constitutesthe line of separa- 
tion, controversies and conflicts are not heard of; 
but similarity of language, character, and pursuits, 
and mutual respect for the rights of each other, 
preserve the general peace. 

Upon the whole, my Lord, feeling thatthere may 
be inconvenience, and perhaps a small degree of 
hardship, I yet cannot admit that there is any 
cruelty in separating the Madawaska settlers south 
of the St. John, so far as political relations are 
concerned, from their neighbors on the north of 
that river. In the present state of society and of 
peace which exists between the two countries, the 
severance of political relations needs not to dis- 
turb social and family intercourse; while high con- 
siderations, affecting both the present and the fu- 
ture, seem to me to require: that, following natural 
indications, we adhére to the St. John, in this part 
of its course, as the line of division. 


The next question is, how farupward this bound-` 


ary ought to be observed, and, along which of its 
branches. This question would be easily settled, if 
what may be called the main branch of the river, 
inthis part of it, differing from the general char- 
acter of rivers in this region of country, did not 
make a sudden turn, But if we consider the main 
branch of the St. John—that which has been re- 
cently usually so denominated—your Lordship ob- 
serves that, near the mouth of the Madawaska, it 
tutns almost at right angles, and pushes its sources 
toward those of the Penobscot. Contiguity and 
compactness of territory can hardly be preserved 
by following a stream which makes not oeca- 
sional windings, but at once so great a deflection 
from its previous course. The Madawaska is 
one of its branches, or principal sources, and, as 
the map shows, is very much a continuance of the 
line of the principal river from the Great Falls up- 
ward. The natural course would, therefore, seem 
to be to continue along this branch. 


We understand, and, indeed, collect from your 
Lordship’s note, that, with whatever opinion of 
her right to the disputed territory, England, in as- 
serting it, has principally in view to maintain, on 
her own soil, her accustomed line of communica- 
tion between Canada and New Brunswick. We 
acknowledge the general justice and propriety of 
this object; and agree at once that, with suitable 
equivalents; a conventional line ought to be such 
as to secure it to England. The question, there- 
fore, simpiy is, what line will secure it? _ 

The common communication between the proy- 
inces follows the course of the St. John from the 
Great Falls tothe mouth of the Madawaska, and 
then, not turning away to the south with the course 
of the main stream, identifies itself with that of the 
Madawaska, going along with it to the Temis- 
couata lakes, thence along those lakes, and so 
across the highlands, to streams running into the 
St. Lawrence, And this line of communication 
we are willing to agree shall hereafter be within 
acknowledged British territory, upon such condi- 
tions and considerations as may be assented to, 
The Madawaska and the forementioned Jakes 
might conveniently constitute the boundary, But 
I believe itis true that, in some part of ihe dis- 
tance, above the mouth of the Madawaska. it 
has been found convenient to establish the course 
of communication on the south bank of that 
river. This consideration may be important 
enough to justify a departure from what would 
otherwise be desirable, and the running of the 
line at some distance south of the Madawaska 
observing natural monuments where it may be 
practicable, and thus leaving the whole valley of 
the Madawaska on the British side, 

« The United States, therefore, upon the adjust- 
ment of proper equivalents, would not object to a 
line of boundary which shonld begin at the middle 
of the main channel of the river St. John, where 
that river is intersected by a due-north line ex- 
tended from the source of the St. Croix; thence pro- 
ceeding westerly, by the middle of the main chan- 


nel ofthat river, to a point three miles westerly of 
the mouth of the Madawaska; thence by a straight 
line to the outlet of Long Lake; thence westerly by 
a direct line, tothe point where the river St. Francis 
empties itself into the lake called Pohenagomook; 
thence continuing in the same direct line to the 
highlands which divide the waters falling into the 
river du Loup from those which fall into the river 
St. Francis. Having thus arrived at the high- 
lands, I shall be ready toconfer on the correct man- 
ner of following them to the northwesternmost 
head of the Connecticut river. 

Such a line ashas been now described would se- 
cure to England a free intercourse between Canada 
and New Brunswick; and, with the navigation of 
the St. John yielded to the Uniled States, would 
appear to meet the wants of all parties. Your Lord- 
ship’s proposition in regard to the navigation is re- 
ceived as just, and as constituting, so far as it may 
go, a natural equivalent. Probably the use of the 
river for the transportation of the products of the 
forest, grown on the American side of the line, 
wouldbe equally advantageous to both parties; and, 
therefore, in granting it, no sacrifice of Britishin. 
terest would be incurred... A conviction of this, to- 
gether with their confidence in the validity of their 
own claim, is very likely to lead the two States im- 
mediately concerned to consider their relinquish- 
ment of the lands north of the line much in the 
light of a mere cession. It need not bedenied that, 
to secure this privilege, and to have a right to enjoy 
it, free from tax, toll, or other liability or inability, 
is an object of considerable importance to the peo- 
ple of Maine. 

Your Lordship intimates that, as a part of the 
general arrangement of boundaries, England would 
be willing to surrender to the United States Rouse’s 
Point, and all the territory heretofore supposed to 
be within the boundaries of New Hampshire, Ver- 
mont, and New York, but which a correct ascer- 
tainmenf of the forty-fifth parallel of north latitude 
shows to be included within the British line. This 
concession is, no doubt, of some value. If made, 
its benefits would enure partly to these three States, 
and partly to the United States, and none of it to 
the particular interests of Maine and Massachusetts, 
If regarded, therefore, as a part of the equivalent 
for the manner of adjusting the Noriheastern 
boundary, these two Jast-mentioned States would, 
perhaps, expect that the value, if it could be ascer- 
tained, should be paid to them. On this point fur- 
ther consideration may be necessary. 

If, in other respects, we should be able to agree 
on a boundary, the points which you refer to, con- 
nected with the ascertainment of the head of the 
Connecticut, will be attended to; and Captain Tal- 
coll, who made the exploration in that quarter, will 
be ready to communicate the result of his observa- 
tions. 

I have the honor to be, with distinguished consid- 
eration, your obedient servant, 

: DANL. WEBSTER. 

Lorp ASHBURTON, &c., &c., &e. 


Lord Ashburton to Mr. Webster. 
Wasuinaron, July 11, 1842, 


Sin: Tlose notime in acknowledging the receipt 
of the note you did me the honor of addressing me 
on the 8th inst.; and I beg, in the first place to” say 
that I am duly sensible of the assurance you give 
me that the President has been pleased to appreci- 
ate the motives which induced my present mission 
and am much flattered by your recognition of the 
candor and frankness which have hitherto marked 
our intercourse, 

Thad hoped that we had escaped, by mutual con- 
sent, from a return to the endless and fruitless ar- 
gument on the general question of the rights of our 
respective Governments in the matter ofthe North- 
eastern boundary. 

It seemed to have been decided by so many high 
and competent authorities that the precise geograph- 
ical point, so long looked for, was not to be found 
that if necessarily followed that any hope of settle- 
ment must rest upon an amicable compromise. 

‘The arrival here of commissioners frorn Maine 
and Massachusetts, and the admilted disposition of 
the two Governments, have given the public a very 
general expectation that this compromise might at 
last be effected; and I hope you will excuse my ex- 
pressing my regret that the note now beforé me 
and the paper from the gentlemen from Maine, ad: 
dressedto you, which accompanied il, should have 
contained so much ofa renewal cf the old contro- 
versy, and should not have been confined to the 


simple- question whether we. could or could not 
agree to terms of. settlement. Ifthe observations 
contained in my. note of the 13th. ultimo have 
given rise to these consequences, l much regret it; 
and I would now pass over all these more than 
useless discussions, and proceed at once to notice 
the proposals you make, if I were not apprehensive. 
that my so doing might be construed into some 
want of respect for the parties from whom these 
observations have proceeded. if f 

I will, however, endeavor to bring within a nar- 
row compass what I have to say on the subject; and 
the more so, because, with all deference to you, sir, 
Imay add, that there is little in these arguments 
that is new, or that has not been often advanced 
and refuted during the many past years of contro- 
versy. 

I should. except from this want of novelty the 
position, to me entirely new, advanced by the com- 
missioners from Maine—that the northwest angle 
of Nova Scotia, (which is, as you express it, “the 
thing to be sought for and found,”) was at the head 
of the Madawaska river; which river, it is main- 
tained by a long argument, supported by authori- 
ties and maps, was always considered as the real 
St. John; and this is stated to justity the opinion ex- 
pressed by the old Congress, in 1779, that this north- 
west angle wasat the source of the St. John. 

Giving all possible consideration to this appar- 
ently new discovery, I cannot say that it appears 
well founded. Looking at Mitchell’s map, (the use 
of which by the negotiators of the peace of 1783 
has been always so much relied upon on the part 
of America,) there is nothing more clearly marked 
than the great distinct channel of the upper St. John; 
and it seems hardly possible that the negotiators or 
the Congress should haye made the supposed mis- 
take, 

But, supposing this hypothesis were well found- 
ed, the Temiscouata lake is, then, now to be this 
long lost angle of Nova Scotia, What becomes, 
then, of the point so long contended for by Maine, 
between the Metis and one of the tributaries of the 
Ristagouche? These points must be’ about fifty 
miles apart. Both cannot be true; and if it be main- 
tained (as I rather collect it to be, from the paper of 
the Maine commissioners) that the point at the Me- 
tis is the true boundary, as being the point stricken 
by the north line, though the other be the true north- 
West angle of Nova Scotia, there is at least an end 
of the whole argument, resting upon this northwest 
angle being, as stated by you, “the thing to be 
sought for and found.” 


If this new discovery leads us to no other infer- 
ence, we can hardly fail to derive from it the con- 
viction that all the ingenuity applied to unravel 
this mystery leaves us equally in the dark; and 
that itis not without reason that it has been de- 
cided by so many persons, after careful examina- 
tion, that this boundary is not susceptible of settle- 
ment according to the precise words of the treaty. 


This decision has been come to by Mr. Madison, 
in 1802; by Mr. Jefferson, in 1803; by Judge Sallivan, 
about the same time; by the arbiter, in 1831; and it 
has been acted upon by nearly every Secretary of 
State of the United States during the controversy, 
from that time to this; for although, in a case in 
dispute, each party, during the dispute, endeavors 
to hold his own, T am not aware that any Secretary 
of State, orany President of the United States, has 
ever treated this subject otherwise than as one al- 
tended by that degree of uncertainty that it could 
only be solved by an arbiter, or by a compromise. 
I would appeal to your candor, sir, to say whether, 
at this time, and under these circumstances, it is 
fair to speak of this disputed territory as belunging 
indisputably to one party, and to be yielded by way 
of concession, and for equivalents, to the other. 
Any convention I may sign must be for a division 
of that which is in doubt and dispute. With any 
arrangements between the State of Maine and the 
General Government, I have nothing to do; and if 
(which God forbid!) our endeavors al an amicable 
compromise should at last fail, 1 mast hojd that 
Great Britain retains her right, at least equal to 
that,of the United States, to every part of the terri- 
tory in dispute, until, by a renewed reference, or 
by the skill of some more fortunate negotiator, this 
difference may be brought to a elose. 

i have now only to add a few observations upon 
the argumenis contained in your own note. 

Some stress is laid upon the fact that the joint 
commissioners of the two Governments in 1817 
directed the surveyors to run the north line from 
the St. Croix until it met waters running into the 
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St. Lawrence.. The lines to berun were.to ascer- 
tain the geographical facts of the case. No pro- 
ceeding could be more proper. The claims oi the 
two parties varied; and’ it. was natural that, in the 
first instance, a line should be run north to the ex- 
tent claimed by either party; where that line would 
reach, and what highlands or streams it might 
strike, was unknown; so much so, that Mr. Gallatin, 
in his letter from Ghent, mentioned in my note 
of the 13th ultimo, expressed his doubts on this 
subject. His prediction turned out to be true, The 
point where the line strikes the Metis was a point 
not fulfilling the words of the treaty. It did not 
divide the waters as desired, unless the bay of Cha- 
leurs and the gulf of St. Lawrence are considered 
to answer the description of the Atlantic ocean. 
Mr. Gallatin’ was sensible of this, and intimates 


that, if this fact created doubt, the lands about the- 


Ristagouche might be given up. But he forgets that, 
in giving up this territory, he gives up his argu- 
ment; for he maintains, in opposition to the British 
line of boundary, that it does not continuously and 
in all ils parts divide the waters as required by the 
treaty. ‘Che American line was in this respect 
equally deficient; and it is useless, therefore, here 


to consider whether it would have been preferable. 
to the British line, if it had divided thẹ waters of 


the St. Lawrence from those.sof-the St. John. 
To make even a plausible case for the American 
line, both the St. John and the Ristagouche must 
be held.to ‘be rivers emptying into the Adlantie 
ocean. The royal arbiter says it would be hazard- 
ousso to classthem. I believe that, whatever ar- 
gument might be made in the case of the St. John, 
connected with the distinctions with which it was 
mentioned in the treaty, toconsider the Ristagouche 
as flowing into the Atlantic ocean would be more 
than hazardous—it wonld be most absurd. 

At all events, I would submit to you that no in- 
ference could be drawn from the commissioners in 
1817 having ordered a north line to be run; the 
same commissioners, after drawing the line, hav- 
ing disagreed as to any conclusions from it. 

I am rather surprised that an inspection of the 
map should lead us to such different views of the 
course of the rivers and of the coast, as stated by 
you. J find thatthe upper St, John and the Rista- 
gouche, so far from cutting at right angles the par- 
allel lines of the coast and the St. Lawrence, as 
you say, run in their main course nearly parallel 
with them. Iam not aware that the fact is import- 
ant, although it seems connected with your argu- 
ment, 

My inspection of these maps, and my examina- 
tion of the documents, lead me to a very strong con- 
viction that the highlands contemplated by the ne- 
gotiators of the treaty were the only highlands then 
known to them at the head of the Penobscot, Ken- 
nebec, and the rivers west'of the St. Croix; and that 
they did not precisely know how the north line 
tram the St. Croix wouldstrike them; and if it were 
not my wish to shorten this discussion, I believe a 
very geod argument might be drawn from the 
words of the treaty in proof of this. In the negoti- 
ations with Mr, Livingston, and afterwards with 
Mr. McLane, this view seemed to prevail; and, as 
you are aware, there were proposals to sea reh for 
ihese highlands to the west, where, alone, I believe 
they will be found to answer perfectly the descrip- 
tion of the treaty. If this question should unfort- 
nately go to a further reference, I should by no 
means despair of finding some confirmation of this 
view of the case. 

I shall now, sir, close what 1 have to say on the 
controversial part of this question. J should not 
have treated of it at all, but from respect to the gen- 
tlemen from Maine, whose arguments you con- 
veyed to me; and T shall certainly not renew it, 
unless called upon by you to doso, Our imme- 
diate business is with the compromise of what is 
not otherwise lo be settled; and argument and con- 
troversy, far from assisting to that end, have more 
generally a tendency to irritate and excite, 

Referring, then, to our more immediate subject 
ofa line by agreement, I deeply regret, on reading 
your observations and proposals, that we are yet so 
far asunder. Lalways thought this part of our duty 
better performed by conference than by correspond- 
ence; unless, indeed, we had the misfortune not to 
be able ultimately to agree; in which case, il would 
certainly be necessary thatour two countries should 
see clearly on paper how nearly we had approach- 
ed to each other, and on whom the blame at last 
rested of leaving unsettled a_guestion involving 
such serious consequences, I would still recom- 
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mend this course of personal discussion and con- 
ference; but, in the. meantimé, I proceêd to notice 
the proposals and observations contained in your 
note. ; j eet 
It is sufficiently explained, in my plan for a set- 
tlement, why I was anxious not to divide in two 
pars by any new line of boundary, the Mada was- 
a settlements; and I am sorry to say that the infor- 
mation l have since received, both as-to local cir- 
cumstances and. the anxiety of the people them- 
selves, tends strongly to confirm my impressions, 
At the same time, you will have seen that I was 
sensible that some good reason should be assigned 
why we should not be satisfied with what you justly 
term the otherwise perfect boundary of the St. 
John. In your reply, you recognise the difficulties 
of the case, and do justice to our motives; but you 
state distinctly, on the part of your Government, 
that you can consent to no line which should bring 
us over the St. John, without some equivalent of ter- 
ritory to be found out of the limits of that part 
which is in dispute; and you refer more particular- 
ly toa certain narrow strip lying between the 
north line and the river. This strip I have no 
power .to-give'upy and I beg to add, that the refusal 


-of my Government is founded simply on their ob- 


jection to dispose arbitrarily of the persons and 
property of her Majesty’s subjects living by prefer- 
ence under her authority—an objection which, you 
are sensible, applies with peculiar force to the in- 
habitants of this part of New Brunswick. 


I had hoped that the other equivalents which I 
had offered, combined with the sense entertained 
by the Government of the United States of the press- 
ing importance of the case on the ground of human- 
ity, would have been sufficient for the purpose I so 
anxiously desired; but, perceiving from your note, as 
well as from personal conversation, that concession. 
on this point is insisted upon, I might be disposed to 
consider whether my anxious desire to arrive at a 
friendly settlement would not justify me in yield- 
ing, however reluctantly, it the latter part of your 
proposal did not, if finally persevered in, forbid all 
hops of any settlement whatever. 

"he boundary you propose, supposing the British 
territory noi to come over the St. John, is to run 
from the north side of that river, three miles above 
its junction with the Madawaska, over an arbitrary 
line, which my map does not exactly permit me 
to follow, until it reaches somewhere the St. Fran- 
cis. Ineednotexamine this line in its precise de- 
tails, because Iam obliged frankly to state that it 
isinadmissible. F think I might, sir, fairly appeal 
to your candid judgment to say whether this isa 
proposition df concitiation—whether, after all an- 
tecedent discussions on this subject, it could be rea- 
sonably expected that, whatever might be the anx- 
iety of my Government for a friendly settlement, I 
could be found with power to accede to-such terms. 
I need not observe to you that this would give to 
Great Britain less than the award of the arbiter, 
while at the same time she would be called upon to 
give up what the arbiter awarded to her; and, if T 
do not mistake you, the floatage of the lumber of 
Maine down the St. John is also expected to be 
surrendered. 


l must beg tosay that I am quite at a loss to ac- 
count forsuch a proposal. Your own principle of 
maintaining the great river as the best boundary is 
abandoned; an arbitrary line is drawn which no- 
body ever suggested before; and I can only suppose 
this course to be dictated by that general assump- 
tion that, notwithstanding all former admissions and 
decisions to the contrary, this territory, said to be 
in dispute, in truth, belongs to one party, tobe doled 
out as a favor tothe other—an assumption which 
cannot for amoment be admitted, and which you, 
sir, with the records of your office before you, will 
hardly maintain. š 

Tbe position in which this negotiation now 
stands, seems to prove what I have before ventured 
to advance—that it womld have a better chance of 
success by conference than by correspondence; at 
all events, that we should sooner arrive at arcer- 
taining what we can or cannot do, Slow, unneces- 
sarily slow, our progress has hitherto been; and the 
publie seem, somehow or other, to have become 
informed that there are differences. J hope, when 
we come to discuss them, that they will prove less 
serious than they are supposed to be; but it is very 
desirable that doubts and distrusis should be set at 
rest, and that public credit and the transactions of 
commerce should suffer the least possible disturb- 
ance. For although, should this negotiation. un- 
fortunately fail, it will be our duty immediately to 


place it in somè hew course of further reference, it 
is-not to be disguised that such a result: must be 
proditetive of considerable public anxiety and dis- 
appointment. ; 

What I have said with respect to the case of the 
Madawaska settlements, will, I trust, sufficiently 
prove my disposition to approach sucha discussion 
with the true spirit of conciliation; and I trust you 
will permit me to express a hope that it will be met 
with a corresponding feeling. 

Before concluding, I wish to add a few words re- 
specting the line of the St, John to one of its sour- 
ces, and the’ navigation for certain purposes of 
that river. lt may be true that the district between 
the St. John and the highlands west of the St. Fran- 
cis -may be of some extent; but your own surveyors 
will confirm to you that it is of very little value 
either for cultivation or timber. Is it reasonable 
that, in the division of an object in dispute, its in- 
trinsic value should be wholly disregarded, and its 
size or extent be alone considered? 

T would further suggest for your consideration, 
whether, supposing the division by the King of the 
Netherlands to be admitted to satisly fairly the equi- 
ty of the case between the parties, what is proposed 
to be added by Great Britain, viz. the strip on the 
45th parallel of latitude, and the use of the navi- 
gation of the St. John, be notan ample compensa- 
tion for what we ask in return, viz. that bar- 
ren strip above the upper St. John, which is want- 
ed for no other purpose than asa boundary; for 
which purpose it is admitted on all sides to be most 
convenient, 


. The right to use the St. John for floating down 
the lumber of Maine on the same terms as the river 
is used by the Queen’s subjects, is now treated as 
a matter of light importance. This is not uncom- 
mon when a concession of any kind is about to be 
yielded; but I beg to remind you that this was not 
formerly so considered. It has been repeatedly so- 
licited, and invariably refused; and no minister of 
Great Britain has before been permitted to connect 
this concession with the settlement of the boundary. 
It is considered by my Government asa very im- 
portant concession. I amsure that it must be con- 
sidered by all persons in Maine connected with the 
lumber trade, as not only valuable, but indispensa- 
ble; and Iam compelled to add, that Iam empow- 
ered to allow this privilege only in the event of a 
settlement of the boundary on satisfactory terms: 
It is said, in the memorandum of the Maine com- 
missioners, that this conceded navigation will be as 
useful to the town of St. John as to the lumberers 
of Maine; but it will not eseape you that, even if 
this be so, itis a concession necessary to give any 
value whatever to so bully an article as lumber, 
which, being not otherwise disposable, would bear 
any reasonable toll which the provincial authori- 
ties of New Brunswick might think it expedient 
to levy upon it. Farther, itshould not be forgotten 
that the timber, once at the mouth of the St. Jobn, 
will have the privilege of reaching the British as 
well as other markets; and, lastly, that itis a very 
different thing to hold a privilege of this important 
description by right, or by mere sufferance, to be 
granted or withheld at pleasure. 

I have to apologize tor entering into these details 
in treating of the great question with which we 
are occupied, but they seemed called for by obser- 
vations contained in the paper you sent me. 

I beg, sir, you willbe assured of my unfeigned 
and distinguished consideration. 

ASHBURTON, 

Hon. Dase. Wersrer, &c., &e., &e. 

Lord Ashburton to Mr, Webster, 
Wastivaron, July 16, 1842, 

Sm: There is a further question of dispuied 
boundary between Great Britain and the United 
States, called the Northwest boundary, about which 
we have had some conferences; and I now proceed 
to state the terms which I am ready to agree to for 
the settlement of this difference. As the principal 
object in dispute is to be given up by Great Britain, 
I trust, sir, that you will here again recognise the 
spirit of friendly conciliation which has guided my 
Government in disposing of these questions. 

I have already sufficiently discussed with you the 
boundaries between her Majesty’s provinces and 
the United States, from the monument at the head 
of the river St. Croix to the monument on the 
river St. Lawrence, near the village of St. Regis, 

The commissioners under the sixth article of the 
treaty of Ghent succeeded in continuing this 
poundary from St. Regis, through the St, Lawrence 
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. and the great Northern lakes, up to a point in the 

channel between Lake Huron and Lake Supe- 

rior. : . 
A further continuation of this boundary, from 
this point, through Lake Superior, to the Lake of 
the Woods, was confided to the same commission- 
ers, under the seventh article of the treaty of 
Ghent; but they were, unfortunately, unable to 
agree, and have consequently left this portion of 
the boundary undetermined. Its final settlement 
has been much desired by both Governments, and 
urgently: pressed by communications from Mr. 
Secretary Forsyth to Mr. Fox, in 1839 and 1840. 

What I have now to propose cannot, I feel as- 

sured, be otherwise than satisfactory. for this pur- 
ose. 

The commissioners who failed in their endeav- 

ors to make this settlement differed on two. points: 

First, as to the appropriation of an island called 
St. George’s island, lying in the water communica- 
tion between Lake Huron and Lake Superior; 
and, 

Secondly, as to the boundary through the water 
communications from Lake Superior to the Lake 
of the Woods. 

The first point lam ready to give up to you, and 
you are, no doubt, aware that it is the only object 
of any real value in this controversy. The island 
of St. George’s is reported to contain 25,920 acres 
of very fertile land; but, the other things connected 
with these boundaries being satisfactorily arranged, 
a line shall be drawn so as to throw this island 
within the limits of the United States. 

{n considering the second point, it really appears 
of little importance to either party how the line be 
determined through the wild country between 
Lake Superior and the Lake of the Woods, but it 
is important that some line should be fixed and 
known, 

The American commissioner asked for the line 
from Lake Superior, up the river Kamanastiguia, 
to the lake called Dog lake, which he supposed to 
be the same as that called Long lake in the treaties; 
thence through Sturgeon lake to the Lac la Pluie, 
to that point where the two lines assumed by the 


commissioners again meet. 


The British commissioner, on the other hand, 
contended for a line from the southwestern ex- 
tremity, ala point called le Fond du Lae, to the 
middle of the mouth of the estuary or lake of St. 
Louis river; thence up that river, through Vermil- 
jon river, to Lae la Pluic. 

Attempts were made to compromise these dif- 
ferences; but they failed, apparently more from 
neither party being willing to give up the island of 
St. George’s, than from much importance being at- 
tached to any other part of the case. 

Upon the line from Lake Superior to the Lake 
of the Woods, both commissioners agreed to aban- 
don their respective claims, and to adopt a middle 
course, for which the American commissioner ad- 
mitted that there was some ground of preference, 
This was from Pigeon river, a point between 
Kamanastiguia and the Fond du Lac; and although 
there were differences as to the precise point neat 
the mouth of Pigeon river, where the line should 
begin, neither party seemed to have altached much 
importance to this part of the subject. 

I would propose that the line be taken from a 
point about six miles south of Pigeon river, where 
the grand portage commences on the la ke, and con- 
tinued along the line of said portage, alternately by 
land and water, to Lac la Pluie—the existing 
route by land and by water remaining common to 
both parties. This line has the advantage of be- 
ing known, and attended with no doubt or uncer- 
tainty in running it. 

In making the important concession, on this 
boundary, of the Isle of St. George, I must attach 
a condition to it of accommodation, which experi- 
ence has proved to be necessary in the navigation 
ofthe great waters which bound the two countries— 
an accommodation which can, I apprehend, be no 
possible inconvenience to either. This was asked 
by the British commissioner, in the course of the 
attempts of compromise above alluded to; but no- 
thing was done, because he was not then prepared, 
as I am now, io yield the property and sovereignty. 
of St. George’s island, 

The first of these two cases is at the head of 
Lake St. Clair, where the river of that name emp- 
ties into it from Lake Huron, It is represented, 
that the channel bordering the United States coast 
in this part is not only the best for navigation, but, 
with some winds, is the only gerviceable passage. 
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I do not know that, under such circumstances, -the 
passage of å British vessel would be | refused; but, 
on a final setlement of boundaries, it is desirable 
to stipulate for what the commissioners would 
probably have settled, had the facts been known to 
them. . i ; fol 
The other case, of nearly the same description, 
occurs on the St. Lawrence, some miles above the 
boundary at St. Regis. In distributing the islands 
of the river by the commissioners, Barnhart’s isl- 
and andthe Long Sault islands were assigned to 
America. This part of the river has very formida- 
ble rapids; and the only safe passage is on the 
southern or American side, between those islands 
and the main land. We want a clause in our 
present treaty to. say that fora short distance, viz: 
from the upper end of upper Long Sault island to 
the lower end“ of Barnhart’s island, the several 
channels of the river shall be used in common by 
the boatmen of the two countries, 

Iam not awarethat these very reasonable de- 
mands are likely to meet with.any objection; espe- 
cially where the United States will have surrender- 
ed to them all that is essential in the boundary 1 
have now to propose to you. | i 

1 beg you will be assured, sir, of my unfeigned 
and distinguished consideration. 

ASHBURTON. 

Hon. DANIEL WEBSTER, 

&e., &e., &e. 


Mr, Webster to Lord Ashburton. 


DEPARTMENT OF State, 
Washington, July 27, 1842. 

My Lorp: I have now to propose to your Lord- 
ship a line of division, embracing the disputed 
portions of the boundary between the United States 
andthe British provinces of New Brunswick and 
the Canadas, with its considerations and equiva- 
lents, such as conforms, I believe, in substance, to 
the result ofthe many conferences and discussions 
which have taken place between us. 

The acknowledged territories of the United 
States and England join upon each other from the 
Atlantic ocean to the eastern foot of the Rocky 
mountains—a distance of more than three thousand 
miles. From the ocean to the source of the St. 
Croix, the line of division has been ascertained 
and fixed by agreement; from the source of the St. 
Croixto a point near St. Regis, on the river St. 
Lawrence, it may be considered as unsettled, or 
controverted; from this last-mentioned point, along 
the St. Lawrence, and through the lakes, itis set- 
tled, until it reaches the water communication be- 
tween Lake Huron and Lake Superior. At this 
point the commissioners under the Yth article of 
the treaty of Ghent found a subject of disagree- 
ment which they could not overcome, in deciding 
up which branch or channel the line should pro- 
ceed, tillit should reach a point in the middle of St. 
Mary’s river, about one mile above St. George’s, or 
Sugar island. 

From the'middle ofthe water communication be- 
tween the two lakes, at the point last mentioned, 
the commissioners extended the line through the re- 
maining part of that water communication, and 
across Lake Superior, to a point north of He Roy- 
ale; but they could not agree in what direction the 
line should run from this last-mentioned point, nor 
where it should leave Lake Superior, nor how it 
should be extended to the Rainy Lake, or Lac la 
Pluie, From this last-mentioned lake, they agreed 
onthe lne to the northwesternmost point of the 
Lake of the Woods, which they found to be in lati- 
tude 49 deg. 23min. 55 sec. The line extends, ac- 
cording to existing treaties, due south from this 
point to the 49th parallel of north latitude, and by 
that parallel tothe Rocky mountains. 

Not being able to agree upon the whole line, the 
commissioners under the Tth article did not make 
any joint report to their respective Governments. 
So far asthey agreed on any part of the line, that 
part has been considered seitled; but it may be well 
to give validity to these portions of the line by a 
treaty, f 

‘To complete the houndary line, therefore, and to 
remove all doubts and disputes, it is necessary for 
the two Governments to come to an agreement on 
three points: ý 
~ ist. What shall be the line on the northeastern 
and northern limits of the United States, from the 
St. Croix to the St, Lawrence. This is by far the 
most important and difficult of the subjects, and in- 
volves the principal questions of equivalents and 
compensations. 
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Qd. What shall be the course of the boundary 
from the point where the commissioners under the 
6th article of the treaty of Ghent terminated their 
labors—to wit: a point in the Neebish channel, near 
Muddy lake, in the water communication between 
‘Lake Huron and Lake Superior, to a point in the 
middle of St: Mary’s river, one mile above Sugar 
island. This question is important, as it involves 
the ownership of that island. : 


3d. What shall be the line from the point north 
of Ile Royale, in Lake Superior, to which the com- 
missioners of the two Governments arrived, by 
agreement, to the Rainy Lake; and also to confirm 
those parts of the line to which the said commis- 
sioners agreed, ` 


Besides agreeing upon the line of division through 
these controverted portions of the boundary, you 
have suggested also, as the proposed settlement prò- 
ceeds upon the ground of compromise and equiv- 
alents, that boats belonging to her Majesty’s sub- 
jects may pass the falls of the Long Sault in the St. 
Lawrence, on either side of the Long Sault islands; 
and that the passage between the islands lying at or 
near the junction of the river St, Clair, with the 
lake of that name, shall be severally free and open 
to the vessels of both countries. There appears no 
reasonable objection to what is requested in these 

articulars; and on the part of the United States it 
is desirable that their vessels, proceeding from 
Lake Erie into the Detroit river, should have the 
privilege of passing between Bois Blanc, an island 
belonging to England, and the Canadian shore—the 
deeper and better channe) being on that side. 

The line, then, now proposed to be agreed to, 
may be thus deseribed:, 

Beginning at the monument at the source of the 
river St, Croix, as designated and agreed to by the 
commissioners under the fifth article of the treaty 
of 1794, between the Governments of the United 
States and Great Britain; thence, north, following 
the exploring line run and marked by the surveyors 
of the two Governments in the years 1817 and 1818, 
under the fifth article of the treaty of Ghent, to its 
intersection with the river St. John, and to the mid- 


dle of the channel thereof; thence, up the middle of 


the main channel of the said river St. John, to the 
mouth of the river St. Francis; thence, up the mid- 
‘Ale of the channel of the said river St. Francis, and 


of the lakes through which it flows, to the outlet of 


the Lake Pohenagamook; thence, southwesterly, in 
a straight line, toa point on the northwest branch 
of the river St. John, which point shall be ten 
miles distant from the main branch of the St. John, 
in a straight line, and in the nearest direction; but 
if the said point shall be found to be Jess than seven 
miles from the nearest point of the summit or crest 
of the highlands that divide those rivers which 
empty themselves into the river St. Lawrence from 
those which fall into the river St. John, then the 
said point shall be made to recede down the said 
river toa point seven miles, in a straight line, from 
the said summit or crest; thence, in a straight line, 
in a course about south eight degrees west, to the 
point where the parallel of Jatitude of 46 deg. 25 
min north intersects the southwest branch of the 
St. John; thence, southerly, by the said branch, to 
the source thereof in the highlands at the Metjar- 
mette portage; thence, down along the said high- 
lands which divide the waters which empty them- 
selves into the river St. Lawrence from those which 
fall into the Atlantic ocean, to the head of Hall’s 
stream; thence, down the middle of said stream, 
till the line thus run intersects the old line of 
boundary surveyed and marked by Valentine and 
Collins previously to the year L774 as the forty- 
fifth degree of north latitude, and which has been 
known and understood to be the line of actual di- 
vision between the States of New York and Ver- 
mont, on one side, and the British province of 
Canada on the other; and from said point of jnter- 
section, west, along the said dividing line, as here- 
tofore known and understood, to the Iroquois or St. 
Lawrence river; and from the place where the joint 
commissioners terminated their labors, under the 
sixth article of the treaty of Ghent, to wit: at a 
point in the Neebish channel, near Muddy Jake, the 
line shall run into and along the ship.channel be- 
tween St. Joseph’s and St. Tammany islands, to the 
division of the channel at or near the head of St. 
Joseph’s island; thence, turning easLwardly and 
northwardly, around the lower end of St. George’s, 
or Sugar island, and following the middle of the 
channel which divides St. George’s from St. Jo- 
seph’s island; thence, up the east Neebish channel, 
nearest to St. George’s island, through the middle 


of Lake George; thence, west of Jonas island, into 
St. Mary’s river, to a-point in the middle of that 
river, about one mile above St. George’s, or Sugar 
island, so as to appropriate and assign the said 
island to the United States; thence, adopting the line 
traced on the maps by the commissioners, through 
the river St. Mary and Lake Superior, to a point 
north of Ile Royale; in said lake, one hundred yards 
to the north and east of Ile Chapeau, which last- 
mentioned island lies near the northeastern point 
of Tle Royale, where the line marked by the com- 
missioners terminates; and from the last-mentioned 
point, southwesterly, through the middle of the 
sound between Tle Royale and the northwestern 
main land, to the mouth of Pigeon river; and up 
the said river, to and through the north and south 
Fowl lakes, to the lakes of the height of land be- 
tween Lake Superior and the Lake of the Woods; 
thence, along- the water communication, to Lake 


. Saisaginaga, and through that Jake; thence, to and 


through Cypress lake, Lac du Bois Blane, Lac la 
Croix, Little Vermillion lake, and Lake Namecan, 
and through the several smaller Jakes, straits, or 
streams, connecting the Jakes here mentioned to 
that point in Lac Ja Pluie, or Rainy Lake, at the. 
Chaudiere falls, from which the commissioners 
traced the line, to the most noxthwestérn point of 
the Lake of the Woods;. thence, along the said line, 
to the said most. northwestern point, being in lati- 
tude 49 deg. 23 min. 55 sec. north, and in longitude 
95 deg. 14 min. 38 sec. west from the observatory at 
Greenwich; thence, according to existing treaties, 
the line extends due south to its intersection with 
the forty-ninth parallel of north latitude, and along 
that parallel to the Rocky mountains. } being un- 
derstood that all the water communications, and all 
the usual portages along the line from Lake Supe- 
tior to the Lake of the Woods, and also Grand 
portage, from the shore of Lake Superior to the 
ake of the Woods, and also Grand portage, from 
the shore of Lake Superior to the Pigeon river, as 
now actually used, shall be free and open to the 
use of the subjects and citizens of both countries, 


It is desirable to follow the description and the 
exact line of the original treaty as faras practica- 
ble. ‘Chere is reason to think that “Long lake,” 
mentioned in the treaty of 1788, meant merely the 
estuary of the Pigeon river, as no lake called 
“Long lake,” or any other water strictly conform- 
ing to the idea of a lake, is found in that quarter. 
This opinion is strengthened by the fact that the 
words ofthe treaty would seem to imply that the 
water intended as “Long lake” was immediately 
joining Lake Superior. In one respect, an exact 
compliance with the words of the treaty is not 
practicable. There is no continuous water com- 
munication between Lake Superior and the Lake 
of the Woods, as the Lake of the Woods is known 
to discharge its waters through the Red river of 
the north into Yfudson’s Bay. The dividing 
height or ridge between the eastern sources of the 
tributaries of the Lake of the Woods, and the west- 
ern sources of Pigeon river, appears, by authentic 
maps, to be distant about forty miles from the 
mouth of Pigeon river, on the shore of Lake Su- 
perior. 

It is not improbable that, in the imperfection of 
knowledge which then existed of those remote 
countries, and perhaps misled by Mitchell’s map, 
the negotiators of the treaty of 1783 supposed the 
Lake of the Woods to discharge its waters into 
Lake Superior. The broken and difficult nature 
ofthe water communication from Lake Superior 
to the Lake of the Woods renders numerous 
portages necessary; and itis right thatthese water 
communications and these portages should make 
a common highway, where necess for the use 
of the subjects and citizens of both Governments. 


When the proposed line shall be properly de- 
seribed in the treaty, the grant by England of the 
right to use the waters of the river St. John for the 
purpose of transporting to the mouth ofthat river 
alt tbe timber and agricultural products raised in 
Maine, on the waters of the St. John, or any of its 
tributaries, without subjection foany discriminating 
tol, duty, or disability, is to be inserted. Provis- 
ion should also be made for quieting and confirm- 
ing the titles of all persons having claims to Jands 
on either side of the line, whether such titles be 
perfect or inchoate only, and to the same extent in 
which they would have been cop firmed by their re- 
spective Governments had no change taken place. 
What has been agreed to, also, in respect to the 
common use of certain passages in the rivers and 


lakes, as already stated, must be made matter. of -> 
regular stipulation. : 


Your Lordship is also informed, by the corres- 
pondence which formerly took place between the 
two Governments, that there is, a fund. arising 
from the sale of timber, concerning which fund. 
an understanding was had some years. ago. It will 
be expedient to provide by the treaty that this ar- 
rangement shall be carried into effect. : 

A. proper article will be necessary to provide for 
the creation of a commission to run and mark some 
parts of the line between Maine and the British 
provinces. ae À 

These several objects appear to me to embrace 
all respecting the boundary line and its equiva- 
lents, which the treaty needs to contain, as matters of 
stipulation between the United States and England. 

have the honor to be, with high consideration, 
your Lordship’s most obedient servant. 
DANIEL WEBSTER, 

Lord ASHBURTON, &c., &e., &e. 


f ETUA 
_ kord Abiron to Myr. Webster. 
Wasnixaron, July 29, 1842. 

Sir: I have attentively considered the statements 
contained in the letter you did me the honor of 
addressing me on the 27h of this month, of the 
terms agreed to forthe settlement of boundaries 
between her Majesty’s provinces and the United 
States; being the final result of the many con- 
ferences we have had on this subject. This sette- 
ment appears substantially correct in all its parts; 
and we may now proceed, without further delay, 
lo draw up the treaty. Several of the articles for 
this purpose are already prepared and agreed, and 
out most convenient course will be to take and con- 
sider them singly. I would beg leave to recom- 
mend that, as we have excellent charts of the coun- 
try through which the boundary, which failed of 
being settled by the commissioners under the 
seventh article of the treaty of Ghent, is partially 
marked, it would be advisable to make good 
the delineation on those charts, which would spare 
to both parties the unnecessary expense of new 
commissioners and a new survey. In this case, the 
only commission required would be to run the line 
on the boundary of Maine, 

The stipulations for the greater facility of the 
navigation of the river St. Lawrence, and of two 
passages between the upper lakes, appear evidently 
desirable for general accommodation; and I cannot 
refuse the reciprocal claim made by you to render 
common the passage trom Lake Erie into the De- 
troit river, This must be done. by declaring the 
several passages in those parts free to both parties. 

I should remark, also, that the free use of the 
navigation of the Long Sault passage, on’ the St, 
Lawrence, must be extended to below Barnhart’s 
island, for the purpose of clearing those rapids. 

I beg leave to repeat to you, sir, the assurances 
of my most distinguished consideration. 

ASHBURTON, 

Fion. Danier. Wensrer, &e., &e., &e. 


Lord Ashburtonto Mr, Webster. 
Wasmneton, Aug, 9,1842. 

Sin: It appears desirable that some explanation 
between us should be recorded by correspondence 
respecting the fifth article of the treaty signed by 
us this day, for the settlement of boundaries between 
Great Britain andthe United States. 

By that article of the treaty, it is stipulated that 
certain payments shall be made by the Government 
of the United States to the States of Maine and 
Massachusetts, It has of course been understood 
that my negotiations have been with the Govern- 
ment of the United States; and the introduction of 
terms of agreement between the General Govern- 
ment and the States would have been irregular and 
inadmissible, if it had not been deemed expedient 
to bring the whole of these transactions within the 
purview of the treaty. There may not be wanting 
analogous cases to justify this proceeding; but it 
seems proper that I should have confirmed by you, 
that my Government incurs no responsibility for 
these engagements, of the precise nature and ob- 
ject of which I am uninformed, nor have 1 con- 
sidered it necessary to make inquiry concerning 
them. 

I beg, sir, to renew to you the assurances of my 


high consideration. 
ASHBURTON. 
Hon. Dante, WEBSTER, &c., &c., &e. 


ie 
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eet, 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 

eee : Washington, August 9, 1842. 

My Lorn: I have the honor to acknowledge the 
receipt of your note of the 9th of August, with re- 
spect to-the object and intention of the fifth article 
of the treaty. What you say in regard to that sub- 
ject is quite correct. It purports to contain no stip- 
ulation on the part of. Great Britain; nor is any re- 
sponsibility supposed ‘to be incurred by it, on the 
part of your Government. 

I renew, my Lord, the assurances of my distin- 
guished consideration. . 

f DANIEL WEBSTER. 
Lord ASHBURTON, &c., &c., &c. 


CORRESPONDENCE WITH STATE AU- 
: THORITIES, 


NORTH EASTERN BOUNDARY. 


Secretary of Slate of Massachuselts to the President. 


COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS, 
Secretary’s Department, March 18, 1842. 
Sm: By direction of his excellency the Governor, 
Ihave the honor to transmit to you an official copy 
of certain resolutions passed at the late session of 
the Legislature of this State. ’ 
ith the highest respect, 
Your obedient servant, 
JOHN P. BIGELOW, 
Secretary of the Commonwealth. 
His Excellency Joun TYLER, 
President of the United States. 


COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS. 
IN THE YEAR ONE THOUSAND EIGHT HUNDRED AND FORTY-TWO. 
Resolves concerning the Northeastern boundary of 
the Uniled States. . 

Resolved, That the boundary line between the 
State of Maine and the British province of New 
Brunswick is so clearly defined by the treaty of 
1783, that the terms of the treaty can neither be 
misapprehended, nor afford any support to the un- 
just pretensions of Great Britain. 

Resolved, That this Commonwealth, as a joint 
proprietor with the State of Maine of the territory 
alleged to bein dispute, hag an interest in all ne- 
gotiations respecting the same, which demands 
her watchful attention, that her rights and interest 
may be preserved unimpaired and unchanged with- 
out her assent. 

Resolved, That the. Governor, with the advice 
and consent.of the Council, be authorized and re- 
quested, from time to time, to adopt such measures, 
to secure the rights aud interests of the Common- 
wealth insaid territory, and to produce an honor- 
able and satisfactory adjustment, as the emergency 
may demand. 

Resolved, That no compromise which concedes 
any territory west of the treaty line of 1783 can 
be constitutionally made without the assent of Maine 
and Massachusetts; and that, as they are co-pro- 
prietors of the soil, this Commonwealth will cheer- 
fully co-operate with Maine in support of their 
mutual interests and rights. 

Resolved, That the Governor be requested to 
transmit a copy of these resolutions to the Presi- 
dent of the United States, and to the Governor of 
the State of Maine. 


Flousr OP REPRESENTATIVES, 
March 3, 1842, 


Passed: SAMUEL H. WALLEY. 
Speaker pro tem, 
In Senare, March 3, 1842, 
Passed: JOSIAH QUINCY, Jr. 


President. 


Approved, March 3d, 1842. 
JOHN DAVIS. 
A true copy. 
Attest: Jonn P. Biczow, 


Secretary of the Commonwealth. 


Mr. Webster to Gov. Pairfield.* 
DEPARTMENT or STATE, 
Washington, 11th April, 7842. 
Your excellency isaware that, previous to March, 
1841, a negotiation had been going on for some time 
between the Secretary cf Staie of the Uniled States, 
under the direction of the President, and the Brit- 
ish minister accredited to this Government, having 
for its object the creation of-# joint commission for 
Settling the controversy respecting the Northeast- 


*Same, mutatis mutandis, to the Governor of Massichu- 
setts, 


ern boundary, of the United States, with a provi- 
sion for an ultimate reference to arbitrators, ‘to be 
appointed by some of the sovereigns of Europe, in 
case an arbitration should become necessary. On 
the leading features ot a convention for this pur- 
pose, the two Governments were agreed; but, on 
several matters of detail,the parties: differed, and 
appear io have. been interchanging their respect- 
ive views and opinions, projects and counter-pro- 
jects, without coming to a final arrangement, down 
to August, 1840. Various causes, not now neces- 
sary to be explained, arrested the progress of the 
negotiation at thai time, and no considerable ad- 
vance has since been made in it, 


It seems to have been understood on both sides, 
that, one arbitration having failed, it was the duty 
of the two parties to proceed to institute another, 
according to the spirit of the treaty of Ghent and 
other treaties; and the President has felt it to be 
his duty, unless some new course should be pro- 
posed, to cause the negotiation to be resumed, and 
pressed to its conclusion. But I have now toin- 
form your excellency that Lord Ashburton, a min- 
i ter plenipotentiary and specia!, has arrived at the 
seat of Government of the United States, charged 
with full powers from his sovereign to negotiate 
and setile the different matters in discussion be- 
tween the two Governmenis. I have further to 
state to you, that he has officially announced to this 
department that, in regard to the boundary ques- 
tion, he has authority to` treat for a conventional 
line, or line by agreement, on such terms and con- 
ditions, and with such mutual considerations and 
equivalents, as may be thought just and equitable; 
and that he is ready to enter on a negotiation for 
such conventional line, so soon as this Government 
shall say that it ıs authorized and ready, on its 
part, to commence such negotiation. 

Under these circumstances, the President has 
felt itto be his duty to call the serious attention of 
the Governments of Maine and Massachusetts to 
the subject, and to submit to those Governments the 
propriety of their co-operation, to a certain ex- 
tent, and in a certain form, in an endeavor 
to terminate a controversy already of so long 
duration, and which seems very likely to be 
still considerably further protracted before the 
desired end of a final adjnstment shall be attained, 
unless a shorter course of arriving at that end be 
adopted than such as has heretofore been pursued, 
and asthe two Governments are still pursuing. 


Yet, without the concurrence of the two States 
whose rights are more immediately concerned, (both 
having an interest in the soil, and one of them in 
the jurisdiction and government,) the duty of this 
Government will be to adopt no new course, but, 
in compliance with treaty stipulations, and in 
furtherance of what has already been done, to has- 
ten the pending negotiations as fast as possible, 

But the President thinks it a highly desirable ob- 
ject to prevent the delays necessarily incident to 
any settlement of the question by these means. 
Such delays are great and unavoidable. It has 
been found that an exploration and examination of 
the several lines constitute a work of three years. 
The existing commission for making such explo- 
ration, under the authority of the United States, 
has been ocenpied two summers, and a very con- 
siderable portion of the work remains still to be 
done. If a joint commission shonld be appointed, 
and should go throvgh the same work, and the 
commissioners should disagree, (as is very possible, ) 
and an arbitration on that account become indis 
pensable, the arbitrators might find it necessary to 
make an exploration and survey themselves, or 
cause the same to be done by others of their own 
appointment. If to these canses; operating to post- 
pone the final decision, be added the time necessary 
to appoint arbitrators, and for their preparation to 
leave Europe for the service, and the various re- 
tarding incidents always attending such operations, 
seven or eight years constitute, perbaps, the short- 
est period within which we can lock fora final re- 
sult. In the meantime, great expenses have been 
incurred, and farther expenses cannot be avoided. 
{tis well known that the controversy has brought 
heavy charges upon Maine herself, to the remune- 
ration or proper settlement of which she cannot he 
expected to be indifferent. The exploration by 
the Government of the United States has already 
cost a hundred thousand dollars, and the charge of 
another summer’s work is in prospect. These 
facts may be sufficient to form a probable estimate 
of the whole expense likely to be incurred before 


the controversy can be setiled by arbitration; and 


our experience admonishes us that even another 
arbitration might possibly fail. i 

The opinion of this Government upon the justice 
and validity of the American claim has been ex- 
pressed at so many times, and in so many forms, 
that.a repetition of that opinion is not necessary, 
But the subject is a subject in dispute. The Gov- 
ernment has agreed to make it matter of reference 
and arbitration; and it must fulfil that agreement, 
unless another mode for settling the controversy 
should be resorted to, with the hope of producing a 
speedier decision. The President proposes, then, 
that the Governments of Maine and Massachusetts 
should severally appoint a commissioner or com- 
missioners, empowered to confer with the authori- 
ties of this Government upon a conventional line, or 
line by agreement, with ils terms, conditions, con- 
siderations, and equivalents, with an understanding 
that no such line will be agreed upon without the 
assent of such commissioners, 

This mode of proceeding, or some other which 
shall express assent beforehand, seems indispensa- 
ble, if any negotiation for a conventional line is to 
be had; since, if happily a treaty should be the re- 
sult of the negotiation, it can only be submitted to 
the Senate of the United States for ratification. 

It is a subject of deep and sincere regret to the 
President, that the British plenipotentiary did not ar- 
rive in the country and make known his powers in 
time to bave made this communication before the 
annual session of the Legislatures of the two States 
had been brought to a'close. He perceives and la- 
ments the inconvenience which may be experienced 
from reassembling those Legislatures. But the 
British mission is a special one; it does not super- 
sede the resident mission of the British Government 
at Washington, and its stay in the United States is 
not expected to be long. In addition to these con- 
siderations, it is tobe suggested that more than four 
months of the session of Congress have already 
passed; and it is highly desirable, if any treaty for 
a conventional line should be agreed on, it should 
be concluded before the session shall terminate, not 
only because of the necessity of the ratification of 
the Senate, but also because it isnot impossible that 
measures may be thought advisable, or become 
important, which can only be accomplished by the 
authority of both Houses, 


These considerations, in addition to the import- 
ance of the subject, and a firm conviction inthe 
mind of the President that the interests of both 
countries, as well as the interests of the two States 
more immediately concerned, require a prompt ef- 
fort to bring this dispute to an end, constrain him 
to express an earnest hope that your excellency 
will convene the Legislature of Maine, and sub- 
mit the subject to its grave and candid delibera- 
tion, 

Tam, &¢., 
DANIEL WEBSTER. 

His Excellency Jonn Furry, 

Governor of Maine. 
Governor Davis to Mr. Webster. 
Executive DEPARTMENT, 
Worcester, Mass., April 17, 1642. 

Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the recep: 
tion of your official communication announcing the 
arrival of Lord Ashburton, as a special envoy from 
her Majesty the Queen of the United Kingdoms, 
vested with full authority to adjust, by a con vention- 
al line, the Northeastern boundary of the United 
Staies. It will be highly satisfactory to the people 
of this Commonwealth to learn that no attempt is to 
be made to establish a line by compromise, without 
their assent; but if such a line can be agreed npon 
for a satisfactory equivalent, which’ should leave 
all the parties interested at peace, and terminate 
the controversy, I have no doubt it would meet 
with the approbation of the people of this State. No 
opinion can, with safety, be formed upon any. such 
proposition, tillit is submitted in its details,and fully 
understood. That the parties may all have full op- 
portunity to act with deliberation, the desire of the 
President is, that the Legislatures of Massachusetts 
and Maine should be assembled, to make suitable 
provisions for the appointment of commissioners to 
take charge of their respective interests at Wash- 
ington, during the negotiation between the United 
States and Great Britain. 

Anticipating the contingency which has occurred, 
I invited the attention of the Legislature to the sub- 
ject while in session, and suggested the expediency 
of legislation whieh should provide for it, In pur- 
suance of that suggestion, certain joint resolutions 


p 


were passed and approved, which have been for- 
warded to the President, which appear to me to 
confer all-the authority necessary, and were un- 
doubtedly designed by the Legislature to meet this 
emergency. This wise provision will, I trust, su- 
persede all occasion for reassembling the Legisla- 
ture, as the Governor and Council. have authority 
toacLin the matter in any way thatthe interests 
and. honor of the Commonwealth demand. There 
will be a meeting of the Council, by appointment, 
on the 25th of May, which, if Maine can only move 
alter legislation is had, will be ‘sufficiently sea- 
sonable for all practicable purposes, when the sub- 
ject will be laid before them, and there can be lit- 
le doubt that they will acquiesce in the propriety 
of sending a commissioner to represent the State 
in a matter of such decided importance. 

If this movement on the part of Great Britain is 
indicative, as it seems to me it is, of a settled pur- 
pose to close the controversy, and she is prepared 
to give satisfactory equivalents for the concession 
of territory sufficient to answer her purposes, then 
the division of such an equivalent or equivalents 
between Maine and Massachusetts will become an 
important question; but it should in no particular 
be left for future discussion or decision, by Con- 
gress or any other body, but should be definitively 
adjusted in the general arrangement, that each State 
may know the exact measure of its rights. 

You will learn, also, from these resolutions, the 
disposition of the State to bring this question to an 
issue, inany manner consistent with her honor, in- 
terest, and dignity. The opinions conveyed in 
them, as far as Lknow, were unanimous, and indi- 
~ cate the tone of public sentiment. The people of 
<. Massachusetts are not.disposed to yield anything to 
Unjust pretension. Not a particle of doubt is enter- 
> tained, by any one, that the treaty line of 1783 may 
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~ be as certainly identified as Mar’s Hill; .and the 
i: Northwest angle of Nova Scotia as certainly estab- 
lished by the description in the treaty, as the merid- 
jan of Quebec, Weall feel that no doubt can ex- 
ist that there are highlands which divide the waters 
that flow into the St. Lawrence and the sea; and 
that a line due north can be run from the monu- 
ment to the dividing summit. .These are matters 
that no one can teel any hesitation about, and 
hence there is but one opinion in Massachusetts. 
While, therefore, we cannot listen to a claim upon 
what we know to be our own, we can, in the spirit 
of peace and accommodation, yield something to 
the convenience of a neighbor, by agreement. This 
is, without shade of coloring, the sentiment of Mas- 
sachusetts, She will, on honorable terms, concede 
something to the convenience and necessity of 
Great Britain; but nothing—-nota rood of barren 
heath or rock--to unfounded claims. If an earlier 
day than the 25th of May shall prove desirable, the 
Council can be summoned. 
I have the honor to be your obedient servant, 
JOHN DAVIS. 
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To the SECRETARY or STATE. 

Mr. Webster to Gov, Davis. 
DEPARTMENT oF BTATE, 
Washington, April 16,1842. | 

Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt, 
from your Excellency, of certain resolves concern- 
ing the Northeastern boundary of the United States, 
passed by the Legislature of Massachasetts on the 
3d day of March last. 

As those resolves appear to recognise the pro- 
priety of endeavoring to fix upon a line by com- 
promise, with the assent of Maine and Massachu- 
setts; and as they authorize your Excellency, with 
advice of Council, to adept’ sach measures to se- 
cure the rights and interests of the Commonwealth 
of Massachusetts as the emergency may demand, 
it appears to me that they are a sufficient warrant 
for such proceedings as you may see fil to adopt, 
in order to gain the assent of the Commonwealth 
to any line of boundary which may be just. and 
equitable, and upon which the parties may be likely 
toagree. Hf your Excellency should take this view 
of the subject, a call of the Legislature would of 
course be unnecessary. 

I have the honor to be, &c., 
DANIEL WEBSTER. 

His Excellency Jon» Davis, 

Governor of Massachusetts. 


Gov. Davis to Mr. Webster. 


EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, 
Si Worcester, April 27, 1842. 
Sia: Since I last addressed you, I have received 
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your favor of the 16th instant, by which it appears 
the resolutions of the Legislature of this Common- 
wealth have reached you. -These resolves, re- 
specting the Northeastern boundary, were adopted 
to meet the contingency which has occurred, and 
to avoid any necessity for reassembling the Legis- 
lature on this account. As soon as it became cer- 
tain that a special envoy was to be despatched 
hither by the Queen of the United Kingdoms, it 
Was apparent to me that he would be authorized to 
propose a conventional line, as this is manifestly 
the only alternative short of acceding to the treaty 
line of 1783.. When the subject-was brought to the 
attention of the Legislature, it seemed to entertain 
similar views, and with great harmony of opinion 
provided, as well asthe siate of things, which was 
then wholly conjectural, would enable them. 

The Council will meet on the 25th of May for 
the reguiar despatch of business, when their atten- 
tion will be invited to the expediency of consenting 
tothe appointment of an agent ar agents io repre- 
sent the State. 

I have the honor to be, 
Yout obedient servant, 
J. DAVIS. 

The Secrerary or Srare for the United States... 


The Governor of Maine tothe President. 
Executive DEPARTMENT, 
ee Augusta, May 27, 1842. 

Sim: Ihave the honor to enclose a copy of pream- 
ble and resolutions adopted by the Legislature of 
this State, relating to the subject of the northern 
and northeastern boundaries of Maine; and also 
to inform you that the Hon. Edward Kavanagh, 
Hon. Edward Kent, Hon. William H. Preble, and 
Hon. John Otis, have been elected commissioners 
under said resolves. 

Most respectfully, 
‘Your obedient servant, 
JOHN FAIRFIELD. 

His Excellency Jonn Ty ver, 

President of the United Slates, Washington. 
Srare or Maine. 

The joint select commitiee of both honses of the 
Legislature, to which was referred the Governor’s 
message of the 18th instant, with the accompanying 
communication from the Secretary of State of the 
United States, have had the same under considera- 
tion, and ask leave to report the following pream- 
ble and resolutions. 

EDWARD KAVANAGH, Chairman. 

Commirres Room, 20th May, 1842. 


Resolves in relation to the Northeastern bown dary of 
this State. 

Whereas the preceding Legislaturesof this State, 
in conformity with the well-settled conviction of all 
the people thereof, and with incontrovertible evi- 
dence before them on the subject, have uniformly 
declared that the boundary of Maine, on its North- 
ern and Northeastern frontiers, as designated in the 
treaty of 1783, can be laid down and fixed accord- 
ing to the terms of that treaty; and thatsuch line 
embraces all the territory over which this State 
claims property, sovereignty, and jurisdiction; and 
the Executive and Congress of the United States 
having recognised the validity of that claim in its 
full extent, this Legislature renews such declara- 
tions in the most solemn manner: and 

Whereas, for a series of years, every attempt to 
adjust the vexed question in regard to the establish- 
ment of said boundary having proved ineffectual, 
it has been represented to the Government of this 
State that the minister plenipotentiary and special 
of her Britannie Majesty at Washington, bas offi- 
cially announced to the Government of the United 
States that he has authority to treat fora conven- 
tional line, or line by agreement, on such terms and 
conditions, and with such considerations and equiv- 
alents, as may be thought just and equitable; and 
that he is ready toenter upon a negotiation for such 
conventional line as soon as the Government ofthe 
United States shall say that it is authorized and 
ready, on its part, to commence such negotiation: 
and p 

Whereas the Government ofthe United States, 
not possessing the constitutional power to conclude 
any such negotiation without the assent of Maine, 
has invited the Government of this State to co- 
Operate’ to a certain extent, and in a certain fo:m, 
in an endeavor to terminate a controversy of so 
long duration: 

Now, considering the premises, and believing 
that the people of this State, after having already 
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manifested a forbearance honorable to their charac- 
ter, under long-continued violations of their rights 
by a foreign nation; and, though not ‘disposed to 
yield to unfounded pretensions, are still willing, in 
regard to the proposalnow made to the General Gov- 
ernment to give additional evidence to their fellow- 
citizens, throughout the United States, of their de- 
sire to preserve the peace of this Union, by taking 
measures to discuss and conclude, if possible, the 
subject in controversy in a manner that will secure 
the honor and interests of the State, this Legisla- 
ture adopts.the following resolutions—with the un- 
derstanding, however, that in the event of a failure 
in such endeavor towards an arrangement, no 
proceedings thereunder shall be so construed as 
to prejudice in any manner the rights of the State 
as they have been herein asserted to exist: 

Resolved, That there shall be chosen, by ballot, 
in convention of both branches of the Legislature, 
four persons, who are hereby constituted and ap- 
pointed commissioners, on the part of this State, to 
repair to the seat of Government of the United 
States, and to confer with the authorities of that 
Government tquching-~a-eonventional.line, or line 
by,.agveeriént, between the State of Maine and the 
British provinces, having regard to the line desig- 
nated by the treaty of 1783, as uniformly claimed 
by this State, and to the declarations and views 
expressed in the foregoing preamble, and to give 
the assent of this State to any such conventional 
line, with such terms, conditions, considerations, 
and equivalents, as they shall deem consistent with 
the honor and interests of the State; with the un- 
derstanding that no such line be agreed upon with- 
out the unanimous assent of such commissioners. 

Resolved, That this State cannot regard the re- 
linquishment by the British Government of any 
claim heretofore advanced. by it to territory in- 
cluded within the limits ofthe line of this State as 
designated by the treaty of 1783, and uniformly 
claimed by Maine, asa consideration or equivalent 
within the meaning of these resolutions. 

Resolved, That the said commissioners be fur- 
nished by the Governor with evidence of their ap- 
pointment, under the seal of the State. 

Resolved, That the Governor, by and with the 
advice’ and consent of the Conncil, have power to 
fill any vacancy that may occur in said commis- 
sion, by death, resignation, or otherwise. 

Resolved, That the said commissioners make re- 
turn of their doings herein to the Governor, to be 
by him presented to the Legislature at its next 
session, 
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The Maine Commissioners to Mr. Webster. 


Fuuver’s Hore, WASHINGTON, 
June 12, 1842, 

The commissioners of Maine, on the subject of 
the Northeastern boundary, present their respectful 
compliments to the honorable Mr. Webster, Secre- 
tary of State of the United States, and beg leave to 
inform him that they are now in this city, ready to 
enter upon the business intrusted to them. They 
also avail themselves of the occasion to request him 
to name the time and place when and where it 
would snit the convenience of the Secretary of 
State to receive them. 


Mr. Webster to the Maine Commissioners. 
Presipenr’s Square, June 12, 1842. 
Mr. Webster has the honor to acknowledge the 
receipt of the note of the commissioners of Maine, 
announcing their arrival, and their readiness to 
enter on the business of their appointment. i 
Mr. W. will have great pleasure in receiving 


the commissioners at the Department of State, on 
Monday, at 1 o’clock. 


: “Commissioners of Massachusetts to Mr, Webster. 
ere eee Wasnincron, June 13, 1842. 

Sin: ‘The undersigned, commissioners appointed 
by the State of Massachusetts to confer with the 
Cove hanent of. the United States upon a conven- 
tional line to be established on our Northeastern 
boundary, are ready to proceed in the execution of 
their commission whenever the Secretary may sig- 
nify his wish to meet them. Our colleague (Mr. 
Allen) will probably be here to-morrow. ` 

We have the honor to remain, with the highest 
respect, your obedient servants, i 

re ABBOTT LAWRENCE, 
z JOHN MILLS. 
Hon. Danien, Wessrer, Secrelary of Slate. 


Mr. ‘Webster lo the Commissioners of Massachusetts. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
É Washington, June 13, 1842. 
The undersigned has the honor to acknowledge 
the receipt of the communication addressed to him 
this day by Messrs. Lawrence and Mills, commis- 
sioners of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts. 
He will be happy to see these gentlemen at this 
department at $ past 1 o'clock, p m., to-day. : 
DANIEL WEBSTER. 
Messrs, Lawrence and Mirs, 
Commissioners of the Commonwealth 
of Massachusetts. 
The Maine Commissioners to Mr. Webster. 
‘Wasuincron, June 29, 1842. 
‘Sir: The undersigned, commissioners of Maine, 
‘have given to the letter of Lord Ashburton, ad- 
dressed to you, under date of the 2ist instant, and 
by you communicated to them, all the consideration 
which the importance of the subject of which it 
treats, the views it expresses, and the proposition it 
submits to you, demand. 3 
There are passages in his Lordship’s communi- 
-eation, the exact extent of the meaning of which 
the undersigned are not quite sure that they fully 
understand. 

Tn speaking of the inhabitants on the south side 
of the St. John, in the Madawaska settlement, he 
says: “I cannot, in any case, abandon the obvious 
interest of these people.” Again, in speaking of 
the proposition submitted by ‘him; he remarks: “ Į 
have not treated the subject in the ordinary formof 
a bargain, where the party making the proposal 
Jeaves himself someihing to give up. ‘The case 
would not admit of this, even if I could bring my- 
self so to act.” 

If his Lordship's meaning is, that the proposed 
boundary, by agreement or conventional line, be- 
tween the State of Maine and the Province of New 
Brunswick, must, at all events, be established on 
the south side of the St. John, extending from the 
due-north line to Fish river, and at a distance back 

i fegm the river, so as to include the Madawaska 
settlement, and that the adoption of such a Jine is a 
sine qua non on the part of the British Government, 
the commissioners on the partof the State of Maine 
feel it their duty as distinctly to say that any at- 
tempt at an amicable adjustment of the controversy 
respecting the Northeastern boundary on that 
basis, with the consent of Maine, would be en- 
tirely fruitless. . 

The people of Maine have a deep settled con- 

- viction and the fullest confidence in the jostice of 
their claim, to its utmost extent; yet, being ap- 
pealed to as a constituent member of the Ameri- 
can Union, and ealled upon, as such, to yield 
something in a spirit of patriotism for the com- 
mon good, and to listen, in a spirit of peace, of 
accommodation, and good neighborhood, to prop- 
osilions for an amicable settlement of the exist- 
ing controversy, they have cheerfully and prompt- 
jy responded to the appeal. . Her Governor and 
Legii siure in good faith, immediately adopted 
the measures necessary on her part, with a view 
to relinquish to Great Britain such portion of ter- 
ritory and jurisdiction as might be needed by her 
for her accommodation, on such terms and for 
such equivalents as might be mutually satisfactory, 
Beyond this, nothing more was supposed to be ex- 
pected or desired, During the negotiations at 
Ghent,. the British commissioners, in a commo- 
nicalion to the American commissioners, dated 
October 8, 1814, distinctly avow that the British 


Government never required all that portion of | 
Massachusetts intervening between the province of 
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New Brunswick and Quebec should be ceded to 


Great Britain, but only that small portion. of un- ‘ 


settled country which intercepts -the communica- 
tion between Halifax and Quebec. So his Lord- 
ship, in his communication, admits that the rea- 
sons which have induced the British Government 


lo-maintain. their rights (“claim”) in this contro- 


versy are, “ the establishing a good boundary be- 
tween our two countries so as to prevent collisions. 
and dispute, and an unobstructed communication 
and connexion of otir colonies with each other.” 
Again: looking, as he says, on the map, for such a 
boundary, “with reference to the sole object of 
Great Britain asalready described, the line of the 
St. John, from where the north line from the St. 
Croix strikes it, up to some one of its sources, 
seems evidently lo suit both parties,” &c. Indeed, 
the portion of territory which Great Britain needs 
for her accommodation is so perfectly obvious, 
that no material difference of opinion, it is believ- 
ed, has ever been expressed on the subject. It is 
that portion which lies north of the St. John and 
east of the Madawaska rivers, with a strip of con- 
venient width on the west side of the latter river, 
and of the lake from which it issues. 


Sent here, then, under this state of things, and 
with these views, by the Legislature of Maine, in 
a spirit of peace and conciliation, her commis- 
Sioners were surprised and pained to be repelled 
as it were, in the outset, by such a proposition as 
his Lordship has submitted to you. On carefully 
analyzing it, it will be seen that, in addition to ail 
the territory needed by Great Britain for-her ac- 
commodation, as stated and admitted by her own 
authorities and agents, it requires that Maine 
should furtber yield a valuable territory, of more 
than fifty miles in extent, lying along thesouth side 
of the St. John, extending from the due-north 
line westerly to Fish river, andso back from the 
river St, John, as it is understood, to the Eagle 
Jakes, and probably to the Little Madawaska and 
Aroostook. Speaking of this branch of the prop- 
osition, his Lordship treats it merely as “depari- 
ing to this inconsiderable extent from the marked 
line of the river St. John.” His Lordship does 
not state how much further up the river he con- 
templates going. His language implies that the 
distance to Fish river, although over fifty miles, 
is only an inconsiderable part of the whole extent 
contemplated, ‘This part of the proposition, then, 
would seem to imply a relinguishment also, on 
the part of Maine, of a large portion of her terri- 
tory north of the St. Jobn and west of the Mada- 
waska rivers. In this view of the case, it is due 
to the Governor, and Legislature, and people of 
Maine, to say that they had not expected sucha 
proposition. If they had, nothing is hazarded in 
saying no commissioners would have been sent 
here to teceive and consider it. And, in this state 
of things, itbecomes a bounden duty, on the part 
of the undersigned, to say to you, that if the 
yielding and relinquishing, on the part of the 
State of Maine, of any portion of territory, how- 
ever small, on the south side of the St. Jobn, be 
with her Britannic Majesty’s Government a sine 
qua non io an amicable settlement of the boundary 
of Maine, the mission. ot the commissioners of 
Maine isended. They came not to throw obsta- 
cles in the way to the successfal accomplishment of 
the great work you bave on hand—that of consoli- 
dating an honorable peace between two great na- 
tions; but, on the contrary, they came prepared to 
yield much, to sacrifice much, on the part of 
Maine, to the peace of the Union and the interest 
of her sister States. If the hopes of the people of 
Maine and of the United States are to be disap- 
pointed, it is believed the fault lies not at the door 
ofthe Governor or Legislature of Maine, or of 
her commissioners. 

Atthe date of the earliest maps of that country, 
the river now called the Madawaska had not ac- 
quired a distinctive name; and consequently the 
source of that river was regarded as one of the 
sources, if not the principal source, of the St. 
John. On looking at the map, it will at once he 
seen that the general course of the St. John and 
Madawaska, from the mouth of the former to the 
source of the latter, are one and the same. As 
connected with this fact, we find that at least 
five different maps, published in London in the 
years 1765, 1769, 1771, 1774, and 1775, place the 
northwest angle of Nova Scotia on the highlands at 
the source of that branch of the Si. John, then with- 
out distinctive appellation, but now known af the 
Madawaska, 


One of thee five is specially quoted in the report 
of the committee of Congress of the 16th August, 
1782, so often referred to in this controversy. In 
no map of a date prior to the treaty of 1783, it iss 
believed, is the northwest angle of Nova Scotia 
placed on the highlands atthe source of any branch 
whatever of the St. John, but the Madawaska. 
Hence the proposition of the American commis- 
sioners, in 1782, in discussing the subject of the 
boundaries of the United States, to begin at the 
northwest angle of Nova. Scotia, on thé highlands 
at the source of the St. John. Respect for the dis- 
tinguished men who negotiated the treaty of peace 
of 1783, would induce the undersigned to renew 
the proposition, so far as regards adopting the Mad- 
awaska asa boundary, were it not that, being pre- 
pared to yield all that is needed for the accommo- 
dation of Great Britain, they are aware that a strip 
on the west side of that river is necessary to that 
object. The particular map quoted in the report 
above mentioned is that of Emanuel Bowen, geog- 
rapher to the King, published in 1775, in which the 
Penobscot, anda line drawn from one of its sources, 
crossing the St. John, to the source of that branch 
now called the Madawaska, are distinctly laid 
down as the western boundary of Nova Scotia, 
So in all the maps which place the northwest angle 
of Nova Scotia on the highlands at the source of 
the St. John, those highlands and that source are 
on the north side of the Walloostook, whichis now 
known to be the main branch of the St. John. 
The inference or assumption, then, that it was not 
the intention of the commissioners who negotiated 
the treaty of peace that any portion of the valley or 
waters. of the St. John should be included within 
the limits of the United States, because the Ameri- 
can negotiators of that treaty proposed the north- 
west angle of Nova Scotia, on the highlands at 
the source of the St. John, as the place of begin- _ 
ning, in’éstablishing the boundaries of the United 
States, is, itis believed, wholly unwarranted. The 
fact, on the contrary, as it seems to the undersigned, 
disproves any such intention or supposition on the 
part of the American commissioners. 


The British commissaries, Messrs. Mildmay 
and De Cosne, in their reply of the 23d of January, 
1753, tothe French commissaries, say: “We have 
sufficiently proved, first, that Acadia (Nova Scotia) 
has had an inland limit from the earliest times; and, 
secondly, that that limit has ever been the river 
St. Lawrence.” At that time, then, the British 
Government contended that the northwest angle of 
Nova Scotia was formed by the river St, Lawrence, 
as one line, anda line drawn north from the St. 
Croix to the St. Lawrence as the other; and this is 
in conformity with the position assigned to it on 
Mitchell's map and some others, By the grant to 
Sir William Alexander, the northwestangle of Nova 
Scotia was also placed at the river St, Lawrence, 
although its precise locality on that river is not de- 
termined by the language of the grant, 


The French commissaries, on their part, con- 
tended that the. limits of Canada extended on the 
south side of the St. Lawrence, so as to embrace 
the territory watered by the rivers that emptied 
themselves into the river St. Lawrence. “Les pays 


‘dont les eaux vontse rendre dans le fleuve Si. Lau- 


rent.” The commissions granted to the Governors 
of Canada, and all the public documents issued by 
the authority of the French Government, fully sus- 
tain their position. There is no ground, say they, 
for entertaining a doubt that all the commissions 
granted by the King, for the government of Cana- 
da, were conceived in the same terms. Jn the 
splendid Universal Aas, published at Paris by De 
Vaugondy & Son, in 1757, there is a map dated 
1755, and referred to expressly by the author, who 
was geographer to the King, as illustrating the dis- 
pute between France and Great Britain, in regard 
to the boundaries of their respective territories. 
On this map, the dividing ridge, or highlands, is 
placed where the United States have ever contended 
it is only to be found; and what is deserving of 
notice is, that the northwest angle of Nova Scotia 
is there placed on those highlands, at the head of 
the lake there called Metaousta; the line separating 
Nova Scotia from New England being drawn 
through the centre of that Jake, to the source of 
the St. Croix. The disputes above referred to hav- 
ing led to a war between France and Great Britain, 
France finally ceded to Great Britain, in February, 
1763, Canada, and abandoned all. claim to Nova 
Scotia and the whole territory in controversy be- 
tween the two powers. On the 7th of October 
1763, his Britannic Majesty issued his proclamation’ 
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defining the southern boundary of Canada, or the 
provine of Quebec, and establishing it where the 

rench had always contended it was. Immediate- 
ly afterward, he also. defined and established the 
western limit of Nova Scotia; alleging, by way of 


: Justification of certain pretensions whieh had been 


put : forward in opposition to Massachusetts, in 
regard'to the Penobscot as a boundary, that, al- 
though he might have removed the line as far 
west as the Penobscot, yet he would limit himself 
at the St, Croix. Accordingly, the western boun- 
dary of Nova Scotia. was, in November, 1763, de- 
fined and established as follows: “By a line,” &c., 
“across the entrante of the Bay of Fundy, to the 
mouth of the river St. Croix, by the said river to 
its source, and by a line drawn due. nerth from 
thence to the southern boundary of our province 
of Quebec.” The northwest angle of Nova Sco- 
tia was, by these two documents, established in 
November, 1763, and defined to be the angle 
formed by the line last described, and the line 
which “passes along the highlands which divide 
the rivers that empty themselves into the said 
river St. Lawrence, from those which fall into the 
sea, and also along the north coast of the Bay des 
Chaleurs.” We now see wherefore it was that the 


-distinguished men who negotiated the treaty of 


peace were so particular in describing the precise 
position, and giving so exact a definition of the 
northwest angle of Nova Scotia, mentioned in the 
treaty. They distinctly and explicitly state that mo- 
tive to be, that “all disputes which might arise in fu- 
ture, on the subject of the boundaries of the United 
States, may be prevented.” Their starting bound, 
or point of departure, is the northwest angle of 
Nova Scotia. Here the question presents itself{— 
what northwest angle? They describe it, not that 
northwest angle which in several maps is laid 
down on the highlands, at the Madawaska source 
of the St. John; not that northwest angle on the 
southern bank of the river St. Lawrence, laid 
down on Mitchell’s map, and so strenuously con- 
tended for by the British Government and British 
commissaries in their dispute with France; not 
that northwest angle on the river St. Lawrence, 
described in the charter or grant by King James 
to Sir William Alexander; but the northwest an- 
gle of Nova Scotia, defined and established in 
November, 1763, “to wit: that angle which is 
formed by a linedrawn due north from the source 
of St. Croix river, tothe highlands,” &c.; and, fur- 
ther, that there might be no ground for reviving 
the old pretension in regard to the Penobscot, or 
any other western river, being intended as the St. 
Croix, the river St. Croix intended in the treaty is 
declared to have its mouth in the Bay of Fundy. 
Nor is there any pretence of any doubt or question 
having been raised, until long after the treaty of 
peace, as to what highlands were intended in the 
pose of 1763 as constituting the southern 

oundary of Quebec. So far from it, the Parliament 
of Great Britain, in 1774, passed the Quebec act, 
which was one of the grievances complained of 
by the colonies, and which confirmed the bounda- 
ries, so far as the matter under consideration is 
concerned, defined and established by that procla- 
mation. Of these two public acts, the American 
commissioners were not ignorant nor misinformed, 
They are both expressly referred to and men- 
tioned inthe report of August 16, 1782, already 
mentioned. To find these highlands, the statesman 
and jurist, who has no other object in view than 
to expound the treaty according to its terms and 
provisions, uninfluenced by any secret bias or pre- 
conceived theory, will, it 1s believed, begin, not at 
ihe mouth or source of the St. Croix, but on the 
bank of the river St. Lawrence, at a point north 
of the source of the river St. Croix; and, following 
the due-north line (so called) southward, he will 
find no difficulty in diseovering the line of the 
“ Versunts,” from which issue the rivers that empty 
themselves into the river St. Lawrence. The 
whole and exclusive object and intent of the proc- 
lamation of 1763, so far as relates to this matter of 
boundary in that section of country, was not in any 
way to affect or alter the limits of Jurisdiction over 
the territory lying south of thatline of “ Versands,” 
but only to cut off from Nova Scotia and Massa- 
chusetis that portion of territory which was wa- 
tered by the rivers which empty themselves into 
the river St. Lawrence. Accordingly, the due- 
north line or boundary between Nova Scotia and 
Massachusetts is described as extending “from the 
source of the St. Croix to the southern boundary of 
our province of Quebec.” ; 
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The commissioners of Maine do not consider 
themselves assent here to argue the question of 
right in regard to the conflicting claims to the dis- 
puted territory; nor to listen to an argument in op- 
position to the claim of Maine. Their mission 
contemplated a far different and more conciliatory 
object. They have, however, felt themselves com- 
pelled, in justice to Maine, to reply to two positions 
assumed by Lord Ashburton—the soundness of 
which, with great deference and respect for his Lord- 
ship, they canfiot admit: First. Phat “it was the in- 
tention of the parties to the treaty of peace of 1783 
to leave to Great Brilain, by their description of 
boundaries, the whole waters of the river St. John.” 


Secondly. “That the treaty of 1783 was not execu- ` 


table according to its strict expression. His Lord- 
ship also speaks of “a volume of additional con- 
troversial matter,-which he has not communicated, 
but which he has brought with him, and much of 
which would be of no inconsiderable weight and im- 
portance, if controversy were our object” Among 
the matter referred to in that volume, the under- 
signed believe they have reason to conjecture, will 
be found a map entitled “North America, with the 
New Discoveries,” by William Faden, geographer 
to the King, published in the year 1785. That. 
map--a copy of which is now before the under- 
signed, communicated by you—extends the British 
possessions so as t6 include the waters of the St. 
John, and dispenses with the due-north line of the 
treaty altogether. The map referred to is a small 
one, of small pretensions. It is, however, some- 
what remarkable, that the same William Faden 
published, in 1783, a map, prepared with greal care, 
entitled “The United States of North America, 
with the British and Spanish terrilories, according 
to the treaty,” in which he lays down the boundary 
of Quebec according to the act of 1774, and the 
boundary of the United States in precise accord- 
ance with the American claim. He was not at 
that time geographer tothe King. It is well known 
that difficulties, very soon after the treaty of peace, 
began to spring up between the United States and 
Great Britain, which became more and more ex- 
asperated, until the conclusion of the treaty nego- 
tiated by Mr. Jay. During that period, the bound- 
ary of the United States became more restricted on 
more British maps than the one published by Mr. 
Faden. How far the new light let in upon him 
by the feeling of the times and his new position 
enlightened the mind of Mr. Faden in making his 
new discoveries, it is neither our duty nor our dis- 
position to discuss. Mr. Faden and others were 
only imitating, in this particular, what had been 
done some thirty years before, during the vontro- 
versy between France and Great Britain; and again 
in the subsequent one between the Crown and Mas- 
sachusetts, when the officers of the Crown were 
endeavoring to reclaim the territory east of the 
Penobscot. 

As they have been assured that Lord Ashburton 
is restrained by his instructions from yielding the 
island of Grand Manan, or any of the islands in 
Passamaquoddy bay, or even any portion of the 
narrow strip of territory which lies between the 
due-north line from the source of the St. Croix and 
the St. John river, above Eel river, so called, as an 
equivalent for any portion of the territory claimed 
by Maine as within her boundaries, her commis- 
sioners, on their part, feel themselves constrained 
to say that the portion of territory within the limits 
of Maine, as claimed by her, which they are pre- 
pared, in a spirit of peace and good neighborhood, 
to yield for the accommodation of Great Britain, 
must be restrained and confined to such portion 
only, and in such reasonable extent, as is necessary 
to secure to Great Britain “an unobstructed com- 
munication and connexion of her colonies with 
each other.” ft appears, by his communication to 
you, that his Lordship proposes to yield the dis- 
puted territory claimed by New Hampshire, at the 
source of the Connecticut river; the strip of dis- 
puted territory at the head of Vermont, in the pos- 
session of that State, north of the forty fifth parallel 
of latitude; and the strip of disputed territory, em- 
bracing Rouse’s point, on Lake Champlain, north 
of the same parallel, in the possession of the State 
of New York; notwithstanding these have been 
decided by the arbiter to belong of right to Great 
Britain. 

Now, the undersigned are fully aware of the im- 
portance of baving all these difficulties in regard 
to boundaries amicably adjusted, and that it is 
highly desirable to the United States to have them 


$6 adjusted, and to the partieular States inter- 


‘ive limits and possessions. 


ested to be confirmed and quieted in their respect- 
But it cannot have 
escaped your attention, that all. this is proposed 
to be done partly at the expense of Massachusetts, 
but principally at.the expense of Maine. The 
only thing in the nature of an equivalent offered 
to Maine and Massachusetts, relates to a conces- 
sion, by Great Britain, of the right of transperting 
the produce of the forest without duty down the St, 
John. It is not the intention of the undersigned to 
depreciate or underrate the value of such a conces- 
sion; but il is contended that it is a privilege as de- 
sirable to New Brunswick as it is to Maine and 
Massachusetts. It is to the territory. of Maine, 
watered by the St.John and its tributary streams, 
that the city of St. John’s must look for the principal 
material to maintain her external commerce—for 
her means to pay for the supplies she receives from 
the mother country. The unobstructed navigation 
of the St. John, for the transportation of the products 
of the forest, free of tollor duty of any kind whatever, 


-would be a concession mutually advantageous to 


Maine and Massachusetts on the one part, and to 
Great Britain and New Brunswick on the other; 
but, being. mutualty advantageous, it ought not, per- 
haps; to be treated. exactly in the character of an 
equivalent. Yielding, however, to the force of the 
considerations which have been referred to—consid- 
erations which affect materially the interests of 
Maine and Massachusetts as members of the Union 
—and assuming it for granted, and as a condition, 
that the United States themselves will furnish to the 
two States such an equivalent as, in justice and 
equity, they ought to do, the undersigned, with the 
assent and concurrence of the commissioners of 
Massachusetts, propose the following as a conven- 
tional line, or line by agreement, between the Uni- 
ted States and the State of Maine on the one part, 
and Great Britain and the territories of her Britan- 
nic Majesty on the other part, viz: Beginning at the 
middle ofthe main channel of the river St. John, 
where the due-north line from the source of the 
river St. Croix crosses the St. John; thence west- 
erly, by the middle of the main channel of the &t, 
John, to a point three miles westerly of the mouth 
of the river Madawaska; thence, by a straight line, 
to the outlet of Long Lake; thence westerly, bya di- 
rect line, to the point where the river St. Francis 
empties itself into Lake Pohenagamook; thence, 
continuing in the same direct line, to the highlands 
which divide the waters emptying themselves into 
the river Du Loup from those which empty them- 
selves into the river St. Francis. | : 

In proposing this line, the following reasons have 
presented themselves to the undersigned for adopt- 
ing it asa conventional line, or line by agreement, 
in preference to any other: 

Ist. It yields to Great Britain ‘all she needs to se- 
cure to her “an unobstructed communication and 
connexion of her colonies. with each other;”-and, 
connected withthe unobstructed and free naviga- 
tion of the St. John, seems to meet the legitimate 
wants of all parties. 

2d. The most natural boundary from the due, 
north Jine to the highlands of the treaty would be 
the St. John and the Madawaska to ils source, as 
first proposed by the American commissioners who 
negotiated the peace of 1783. But as that boundary, 
taken in its whole extent, would ent off the commu- 
nication between the British colonies at the Grand 
portage, the line here proposed removes that diffi- 
culty. At or near the point where the proposed 
line leaves the St. John, which, from the due-north 
line from the St. Croix, pursues a northwesterly 
course upward, the river suddenly turns, and trends 
for a distance of about five miles nearly south, and 
thence for ils whole course upward to ils source 
trends southerly of west... To pursue the line of the 
St.John further west than the point indicated, which 
is about three miles above the mouth of the Mada- 
waska, would be to adopt an angular line project- 
ing itself into the American territory. ‘The outlet 
of Long Lake is proposed as a natural and perma- 
nent bound, which cannot be mistaken; and for the 
same reason, the inlet of Lake Pohenagamook is 
also proposed; and the line being continued to the 
highlands, removes all possible ground of misap- 
prehension ‘and controversy. 

3d. As Great Britain has restrained her minister 
plenipotentiary from granting any territorial equiv- 
alent, to be incorporated into the territorial limits of 
Maine, any further concession of territory on the 
part of Maine could hardly, it is apprehended, be 
expected from her. : 2 

In making the proposition above submitted on 


their part; in connexion with a concession on the 
‘part-of Great’ Britain of the unobstructed naviga- 
tion of the St: John, and all-its branches and tribu- 
taries.which, in any part, flow from the territory of 
the United States, for the transportation of the lum- 
-berand products of the forest, free of toll or duty, 
“the undersigned had. supposed it quite possible that 
they had misapprehended the meaning intended to 
be conveyed by the expression of Lord Ashburton, 
where he speaks of “someone of the sources of the 
Bt. John.” But they have now just learned (infor- 
‘mally) that the expression was used by him advi- 
sedly, meaning thereby some one of the sources of 
that river situated in the vicinity of the sources of 
the Penobscot: and -Chaudiere. His proposition, 
therefore, extends to a yielding, on the part of 
‘Maine, of the whole territory on the north side of 
the St. John, from the due-north line to its source; 
and this, too, without any territorial equivalent to 
Maine. With this explanation, the language of 
Lord Ashburton in calling the southern border of 
the St. John, from the due-north line to the mouth 
of Fish river, an “inconsiderable extent,” is more 
readily understood. To this part of the proposition 
‘thére is only one reply. Whatever may be the so- 
licitude of the undersigned that the difficulties which 
have arisen in regard to the boundaries of Maine 
may be amicably and definitively arranged, the 
proposition, as now explained and understood, can- 
not be acceded to. 


In making the offer they have submitted, the un- 
dersigned are sensible their proposition involves a 
sacrifice of no inconsiderable portion of. the just 
claims and expectations of Maine. It is made in 
the spirit of peace—of conciliation. It is made to 
satisfy her sister States that Maine is not pertina- 
cious or unreasonable, but is desirous of peace, 
aud ready to make large sacrifices for the general 

- good. 


Before closing this communication, the under- 
Signed feel it their duty, by way of explanation to state 
their views in regard to the French settlers at Mad- 
awaska. In any treaty which may be made with 
Great. Britain, affecting these people, the grants 
which have been made to them by New Brunswick 
tay and ought to be confirmed in fee simple, with 

uch provision in regard to the possessory rights ac- 
quired by.other actual settlers there, as may be just 
and equitable; and, also, the right may be reserved 
to the’ settlers on both banks of the river to elect, 
within some reasonable period, and determine of 
which Government the individuals signifying their 
election will remain, or become citizens or subjects. 
If, then, they should have any preference, they will 
have it in their power, on mature consideration and 
reflection, to decide for themselves, and act accord- 
ingly. The hard lot and sufferings of these people, 
and of their fathers, give them aclaim to onr sympa- 
thies... The atrocious cruelties practised upon their 
ancestors are matters of history; the ap calling de- 
tails of them are among their traditions. The fathers 
and the mothers have taught them totheir children. 
When fleeing frorn their oppressors, in 1785, they 
settled down in the wilderness, at Madawaska; they 
believed and understood themselves to be within the 
limits and jurisdiction of the United States—a peo- 
ple of whom France had been the friend and ally in 
the war which had just terminated in their indepen- 
. dence, and who wasstill the friend and ally of France 
in peace, Their history since that period had lost 
little of its interest. Too few in number, too weak 
in resources, tco remote to expect or receive aid, 
they have submitted to whatever master assumed 
authority over them. With a knowledge of their 
history, and the wrongs they and their ancestors 
have suffered, it will be difficult for the people of 
Maine to bring themselves into the beliet that 
these people are opposed to living under the mild 
and gentle sway of our freeinstitutions. It will be 
egually difficult for the people of Maine to satisfy 
themselves that it is only from a lively and disin- 
terested sympathy for these poor Frenchmen, that 
the Governmentof Great Britain is so solicitous to 
retain possession of the south bank of the St. John, 
extending from the due-north linc, more than fiiy 
miles, upto Fish river. On the best consideration 
they have been able to give to this subject, the un- 
dersigned can see nothing in the condition. or cir- 
cumstances of these setlers which wonld justify 
them in abandoning the very obvious and only 
natural boundary, to adopt one that must be alto- 
gether arbitrary, 


The undersigned avail themselves of this occa- 
sion to tender to Mr. Webster, Secretary of State, 
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respect. 


assurances of their distinguished consideration and ` 


N WM. P. PREBLE, 
EDWARD KAVANAGH, 
> EDWARD KENT, 
~ JOHN OTIS. 
Hon. Dante. Wegsrer, 
i ; Secretary of State. 


: [ CONFIDENTIAL. ] : 
Mr. Webster to the Commissioners of Maine and 
; Massachusetts, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
; Washington, 12th Jaly, 1842. 

Gentuemen: I place in your hands a note re- 
ceived yesterday. from Losd Ashburton; it would 
have been transmitted sooner, but I was not able to 
read it myself until this morning. _ 

I shall have the honor of inviting a confer- 
ence with you at an early opportunity, being very 
desirous of making progress in the business in 
which we are engaged, and satisfied that the various 
parties in interest are as well prepared now to come 
to a decision as they are likely to be at any time 
hereafter. 

I have the honor, &c., 
DANIEL WEBSTER. 

The Hon. Comausstoners 

Of Maine and Massachusetts. 
Mr. Webster to the Maine Commissioners. 
DEPARTMENT ov Stars, 
Washington, July 15, 1842, 

GENTLEMEN: Yoù have had an opportunity of 
reading Lord Ashburton’s note to me of the 11th of 
July. Since that date, I have had fuil and frequent 
conferences with him respecting the Eastern boun- 
dary, and believe I understand what is practicable 
to be done on that subject, so far as he is concern- 
ed. In these conferences, he has made no positive 
or binding proposition—thinking, perhaps, it would 
be more desirable, under present circumstances, 
that such proposition should proceed from the 
side of the United States. I have reason to be- 
lieve, however, that he would agree to a line of 
boundary between the United States and the 
British provinces of Canada and New Bruns- 
wick, such as is described in a paper accompa- 
nying this, (marked B,) and identified by my sig- 
nature. 

In establishing the line between the monument 
and the St. Jobn, it is thought necessary to adhere 
to that run and marked bythe surveyors of the two 
Governments in 1817 and 1818. There is no doubt 
that the line recently run by Major Graham is more 
entirely correct; but, being an ev parle line, there 
would be objections to agreeing to it without ex- 
amination, and thus another survey would become 
necessary, Grants and settlements, also, have been 
made, in conformity with the former line, and,its 
errors are so inconsiderable that it is not thought 
that their correction is a sufficient object to dis- 
turbthese settlements. Similar considerations have 
had great weight in adjusting the line in other parts 
of it. 

The territory in dispute between the two coun- 
tries contains 12,027 square miles, equal to.7,697,280 
acres. 

By the line described in the accom anying pa- 
er, there will be assigned to the United Siates 
4,015 square miles, equal to 4,489,600 acres; and to 
England 5,012 square miles, eqnal to 3,207,680 
acres, 

By the award of the King of the Netherlands, 
there was assigned to the United States 7,908 square 
miles—5,061,120 acres; to England 4,119 square 
miles—2,630,160 acres. 

The territory proposed tobe relinquished to Eng- 
jand, south of the line of the King of the Nether- 
lands, is, as you will see, the mountain range from 
the upper part of the St. Francis river to the meet- 
ing of theiwo contested lines of boundary, at the 
Metjarmette portage, in the ‘highlands, near the 
source of the St. John. This mountain tract con- 
tains 893 square miles—equal to 571,520 acres, It 
is supposed to be of no value for cultivation or 
settlement, On this point you will see, herewith, 
a letter from Captain Talcott, who has been occu- 
pied two summers in exploring the line of the 
highlands, and is intimately acquainted with the 
territory. ‘Fhe line leaves to the United States, 
between the base of the hills and the left bank of the 
St. John, and lying along upon the river, a territory 
of 657,280 acres, embracing, without doubt, all the 
valuable land south of the St. Francis, and west of the 
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St.John, Of the general division of the territory, 
it is believed.it may be safely said that, while the 
portion remaining with the United States is in 
quantity seven-twelfths, in value it is at‘least four- 
fifths of the whole. . 

Nor is it supposed that the possession of the 
mountain region is of any importance in connexion 
with the defence of the country, or any military 
operations. Itlies below all the accustomed prac- 
ticable passages for troops into and out of Lower 
Canada; that istosay, the Chaudière, Lake Cham- 
plain, and the Richelieu, and the St. Lawrence, 
Ifan army with its materiel could possibly pass into 
Canada over these mountains, it would only find 
itselfon the banks of the St. Lawrence, below Que- 
bec; and, on the other hand, it is not conceivable 
that an invading enemy from Lower Canada would 
attempt a passage in this direction, leaving the 
Chaudiére on one hand, and the route by Mada- 
waska on the other. 

If this line should be agreed to on the part of the 
United States, I suppose that the British Minister 
would, as an equivalent, stipulate, first, for the use 
of the river Sı, John, for the conveyance of the tim- 
ber growing on any of its branches to tide-watler, 
free from discriminating tolls, impositions, or in- 
abilities of any kind; the timber enjoying all the 
privileges of British colonial timber, All opinions 
concur that this privilege of navigation must great- 
ly enhance the value of the territory and the timber 
growing thereon, and prove exceedingly useful to 
the people of Maine. Second, that Rouse’s Point, 
in Lake Champlain, and the lands heretofore sup- 
posed to be within. the limits of New Hampshire, 
Vermont, and New York, but which a correct as- 
certainment of the 45th parallel of latitude shows to 
be in Canada, should be surrendered tothe United 
States, y 

lt is probable, also, that the disputed line of boun- 
dary in Lake Superior might be so adjusted as to 
leave a disputed island within the United States. 


These cessions on the par of England would 
enure partly to the benefit ofthe States of New 
Hampshire, Vermont, and New York, but princi- 
pally to the United States. The consideration on 
the part of England for making them, would be the 
manner agreed upon for adjusting the Eastern 
boundary. The price of the cession, therefore, 
whatever it might be, would, in fairness, belong to 
the two States interested in the manner of that ad- 
justment. 

Under the influence of these considerations, I am 
authorized to say that, ifthe commissioners of the 
two States assent to the line as described in the ac- 
companying paper, the United States will under- 
take to pay to these States the sum of two hundred 
and fifty thousand dollars, to be divided between 
them in equal moieties; and, also, to undertake for 
the settlement and payment of the expenses incur- 
red by those States for the maintenance of the civil 
posse; and, also, for a survey which it was found 
necessary to make, ~ 

The line suggested, with the compensations and 
equivalents which have been stated, is now submit- 
ted for your consideration. That it is all which 
might have been hoped for, looking to the strength 
of the American claim, can hardly be said. But, 
as the settlement ofa controversy of such duration 
is amatter of high importance; as equivalents of 
undoubted value are offered; as longer postpone- 
ment and delay would lead to further inconveni- 
ence, and to the incurring of further expenses; 
and as no better oecasion—cr, perhaps, any other 
oceasion—for settling the boundary by agréemeni, 
or on the principle of equivalents, is ever likely to 
present itself, the Government of the United States 
hopes that the commissioners of the two States will 
find it to be consistent with their duty to assent to 
the line proposed, and to the terms and conditions 
attending the proposition. 

The President has felt the deepest anxiety for an 
amicable settlement of the question, ina manner 
honorable to the country, and such as should pre- 
serve the rights and interests of the States con- 
cerned. From the moment of the announcement of 
Lord Ashburton’s mission, he has sedulously en- 
deavored to pursue a course the most respectful 
towards the States, and the most useful to their in- 
terests, as wel] asthe most becoming to the charac- 
ter and dignity of the Government, He will be 
happy if the resultshall be such as shall satisfy 
Maine and Massachuselts, as well as the rest ofthe 
country. With thesé sentiments on the part of the 
President, and with the conviction that no more 
advantageous arrangement can be made. the sub- 
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ject is now referred to the grave deliberation of the 
commissioners. i f 
Ihave the honor to be, with great respect, your 
obedient servant, ` : pan 
DANIEL WEBSTER. 

To the Hon, the Commissioners or Marne,* 


B. 


Beginning atthe monument at the source of the 
river St. Croix, as designated by the commissioners 
under the fifth article of the treaty of 1794, between 
the Governments of the United’ States and Great 
Britain; thence, north, following the exploring line 
run and marked by the surveyors of the two Gov- 
ernments in the years 1817 and 1818, under the fifth 
article of the treaty of Ghent, to its intersection 
with the river St, John, and to the middle of the 
channel thereof; thence, up the middle of the main 
channel of the said river St, John, to the mouth of the 
river St. Francis; thence, up the middie of the 
channel of the said river-St. Francis, and of the 

‘lakes through which it flows, to the outlet of the 
lake Pohenagamook; thence, southwesterly, in a 
straight line, toa point-on the northwest branch of 
the river St. John, which point shall be ten miles 
distant from the main branch of the St. John, in a 
straight line, and in the nearest direction; but if the 
said point shall be found to be less than seven miles 
from the nearest. point of the summit or crest of 
the highlands that divide those rivers which empty 
themselves into the river St. Lawrence from those 
which fall into the Atlantic ocean, then the said 
point shall be made to recede down the said river 
toa point seven miles in a straight line from the 
said summit or crest; thence, in a straight line, in 
a course about south eight degrees west, to the 
point where the parallel of latitude of 46 deg. 25 
min, intersects the southwest branch of the St 
John; thence, southerly, by the said branch, to the 
source thereof, in the highlands at the Metjarmette 
portage; thence, down along the said highlands, to 
the head of Hall’sstream; thence, down the middle 
of said stream, till the line thus run intersects the 
old line of boundary surveyed and marked by Val- 
entine and Collins, previously to the year 1774, as 
the 45th degree of latitude, arid which has been 
known and understood to be the line of actual divi- 
sion between the States of New York and Ver- 
mont on one side, and the British province of Gana- 
da on the other; and from said point of intersec- 
tion, west, along the said dividing line, as heretofore 
known and understood, to the Iroquois or St, Law- 
rence river. 


Caplain Talcolt to Mr, Webster. 
Wasinaron, Mth July, 1842, 

Sia: The territory within the lines mentioned by 
you contains eight hundred and ninely-three square 
miles, equal to five hundred and serenty-one thou- 
sand five hundred and twenty acres. Tt is a long 
and narrow tract upon the mountains or highlands, 
the distance from Lake Pohenagamook tu the Met. 
jarmette portage being one hundred and ten miles. 
The territory is barren, and without timber of 
value, and 1 should estimate that nineteen parts 
out of twenty are unfit for cultivation. Along 80 
miles of this territory, the highlands throw up 
into irregular eminences of diflerent heights, and, 
though. observing. a general northeast and south- 
west direction, are not brought well into line, Some 
of the elevations are over three thousand feet above 
the sea. 

The formation. is primitive siliceous rock, with 
slate resting upon it, around the basis. Between 
the eminences are morasses and swamps, through- 


out which beds of moss, of luxuriant growth, rest 


on and cover the rocks and earth beneath. The 
growth is such as is usual im mountain regions on 
this continent, in high latitudes, On some of the 
ridges and eminences, birch and maple are found; 
on others, spruce and fir; and in the swamps, spruce 
intermixed with cedar; bat the wood, everywhere, 
is insignificant, and of stinted growih. “TL will 
readily be seen, therefore, that, for cultivation, or 
* Same, mulatis mutandi 
ghipeete:, 


2, to the Commissioners of Massa” 


; letters, will have it in their power to judge which 


“as capable of furnishing the means of human sub- 
sistence, the lands are of no value, f 
I am, sir, your obedient servant, 
A.. TALCOTT, Commissioner, 
Hon, Daneu Wegsrer, Secretary of State, 


The Maine Commissioners to Mr. Webster, 
Wasnnaron, July 16, 1842. 


Sir: We learn from the letter addressed to you 
by Lord Ashburton, dated the 11th instant, and by 
you communicated to the commissioners of Maine 
and Massachusetts, that the line proposed by us asa 
conventional line, with the assent and concurrence 
of the commissioners of Massachusetts, in our note 
to you of the 29th ultimo, is inadmissible. His 
Lordship even expresses himself as being “quite 
at a loss to account for such a_proposal;” and ap- 
peals to your candid judgment to say “whether. 
this is a proposition of conciliation,” and-whéther 
it could reasonably be expectedthit, whatever 
might be the anxiety of” HiS Government for a 
friendly settlement; he could be found with power 
to accede-to’such terms. That public, to which 
his. Lordship more than once alludes in both his 


proposition, on the whole, under all the circum- 
stances of the case, is best entitled to the charac- 
ter of conciliatory—-his Lordship’s or ours. - To 
you, sir, the commissioners must be permitted to 
insist that they did intend and consider their ofter 
as a proposition of conciliation, however it may 
appear to Lord Ashburton, It is predicated upon 
the basis of yielding to Great Britain all she 
needs, and more than she needs, for the natural, 
convenient, and “unobstructed communication and 
connexion of her colonies with each other? A 
desire on her part to obtain which, is believed to be 
at the bottom of this controversy; and the necessity 
of securing which, even his Lordship seems to ad- 
mil has been tie main reason of her continuing 
to persist in it. The royal arbiter, as his Lordship 
is pleased to call him, clearly understood this, and 
governed himself accordingly. He recommended 
the yielding, on the part of the United States, of 
this portion of territory, coupling it at the same 
time with the yielding, on the part of Great Brit- 
ain, to the United States, of Rouse’s Point, on Lake 
Champlain, and the fort there erected, with its 
kilometrical radius, and so much of the territory 
adjacent as might be necessary to include it. The 
existence of such a place and its fortifications had 
not been even alluded to in the American state- 
ments nor by the American agents. The British 
agents could not suffer such a fact to pass unno- 
ticed. They studiously informed the royal arbiter 
in their first statement, and took care to advert to it 
again in their second, that there was “a certain 
point called fouse’s Point, where there happened to 
be an important American fort, which had been 
erected not long before, at considerable expense, as 
a defence for that frontier.” ‘Thus admonished of 
the fact, the royal arbiter feadily availed himself 
of it, and placed the value and convenience of this 
supposed important military position and fortifica- 
tion to the account of the United States, as an off- 
set for the territory in Maine needed for the con- 
venience of Great Britain, and for “the unobstruct- 
ed communication and connexion of her colonies 
with each othes;” supposing, without doubt, that 
in so doing he was promoting the interests, and 
objects, and convenience of both nations. When, 
therefore, Lord Ashburton bases his proposition 
on the supposition that “the division by the King 
of the Netherlands satisfied fairly the equity of 
the case between the parties,” and restrains that 
monarch’s views to an equitable division of the 
territory in dispute in Maine only, he overlooks, 
as it appears to us, the fact that both matters 
were before his Majesty’s mind at one and the 
same time; and that, as in the one instance he 
recommended that a certain portion of territory 
should be yielded by the United States to Great 
Britain for her accommodation, so, in the other, 
he recommended that a certain other portion of 
territory, belonging of right to Great Britain, in 
his opinion, should be yielded by Great Britain to 
the United States, for their supposed accommoda- 
tion and security. lt is true that Rouse’s Point 


had formerly been considered as of great import- 
ance. as a military position, and that the United 
States had expended very large sums of money in 
erecting fortifications there. The royal arbiter, 
therefore, acting under the influence of the ez- 
parte information so gratuitously furnished: him, 
might well attach to Rouse’s Point and its fortifica- 
tions an inflated importance; and, taking the whole 
relations and interests of the parties before him in- 
to consideration, might regard his recommendation 
as satisfying fairly the equity of the case between 
the parties. _ But, however this may be, it is certain 
that what would be an equitable division of the ter- 
ritory in dispute was never submitted to the King 
of the Netherlands at all by the United States; that. 
no evidence upon that point was placed before- him 
by the United States; nor-were the United States.or- 
their agents~eVer ‘heard or consulted on that point 
byhim, Against the adoption of his recommenda- 
tion inthis respect, the State of Maine has ever 
solemnly protested; and the Senate of the United 
States, who alone had the constitutional power to 
adopt and ratify it, rejected it with great unanimi- 
ty. The recommendation of the royal arbiter, 
therefore, given under such circumstances, can in 
no way affect the righis of the parties in interest, 
and is in fact entitled to no more consideration and 
respect than that'of any other gentleman of equal 
intelligence and information under the same cir- 
cumstances. We feel it our duty, therefore, to’ say 
to you that the hypothesis assumed by Lord Ash- 
burton, that the portion of disputed territory cut off 
from Maine by the line recommended by the King 
of the Netherlands should be yielded to Great Brit- 
ain without any equivalent. whatever, cannot be, 
and in our opinion ought not fora moment to be, 
admitted or acquiesced in by the commissioners of 
Maine. ` 

Among the objections made by Lord Ashburton 
to the line proposed by us, drawn from the bend of 
the St. John, three miles above the mouth of the 
Madawaska, to the outlet of Long lake, one is, that 
it is an arbitrary line, which nobody ever suggested 
before; and that it would give to Great Britain less 
than the award of the arbiter, All this is true. 
But the line proposed by us is a straight line, like 
that from the source of the St. Croix, drawn from 
one well-known natural monument to another wella 
known natural monument, within convenient dis- 
tances of each other, and about which there eould 
be no mistake or dispute. It yields also all, and 
more than all, that is needed by Great ‘Britain for 
the unobstructed communication.and connexion of. 
her colonies with each other; and, as suggested by 
us in our note of the 29th ult., was proposed, rather 
than the channel of the Madawaska, solely for that 
reason and on that account; and what does Great . 
Britain want of more? Ifthe true character of that 
territory be of the description—“the miserable de- 
scription”—stated by his Lordship in his note of the 
2ist ult., why should he feel it to be an objection that 
the line proposed by us would give to Great Britain 
less than the award of the arbiter, when it gives 
her enough to answer all her purposes? Beyond 
the designated bend of the St. John, the course of 
that river is such as to make with the St. Francis 
an. acute angic—thereby forming between them a 
wedge of territory inserting itself, for its whole 
length, according to that award, into the territory of 
the United States. Again, at the mouth of ‘the 
Turtle river, (so called,) a few.milés above the des~ 
ignated bend of the St. John, there is a small set- 
tlement of Americans holding their lands under 
grantsfrom Maine and Massachusetts. Again: the 
river St. Francis is one whose course is exceedingly 
crooked, having many sharp bends; so that, while 
he distance by the river and lakes from the Grand 
Portage to the mouth of the St. Francis is estima- 
ted by the assistant geologist of Massachusetts 
who followed it down its whole length) at not less 
than eighty-five miles, the distance from the one 
point to the other in a straight line is only about 
forty miles. Moreover, the line recommended by 
he King of the Netherlands, without any knowl- 
edge of the topography of the country, is believed, 
o be impracticable, on account of there being, im 
fact, no such stream emptying into the lake as, in 
his recommendation, he supposes to exist; -And 
we will add, that, however miserable his Lordship 


: ; tory. 


“consider the territory there to be, we regard it 


aš of: much value, inasmuch as itis well known to, 
be covered with a fine growth of timber—equal, it 
is said,.to any. to be found on the disputed terri- 


|, | ka. connexion-with these considerations, we wish. 
to add. a. few words on the: sabject of the right to 
float’ down our timber onthe St. John, since his 
Lordship has made it a special subject of comment. 
-Great: changes, as his Tordshi well knows, are 
brought. aboùt in the state of things by the mere 
course of time. 
suitable for the British market has nearly all dis- 
appeared. : While they had a supply of their own, 
the right of carrying down our. lumber was most 
strenuously. and pertinaciously resisted, as Lord 
Ashburton. himself states, “A very large quantity 
of the most valuable lumber is situated on the bank 
of the Alagash, above the falls of that river. By 
first. throwing adam across the Alagash, and then, 
with a common pickaxe and spade, digging a chan: 
nel. across the, British highlands, our enterprising 
lumbermen have found the means of turning the 
valuable timber of the Alagash down the river 
Penobscot. . More than six million feet of this Jum- 
ber were sawed in the. mills of the Penobscat the 
last season. . How far the change in the disposition 
of the British cabinet, which his Lordship speaks 
of, ‘has been effected by these and the like consider- 
ations, it is not our purpose to inquire; nor do we 
mean to be understood as undervaluing this change 
ot policy. Our object has been to show that Great 
’ Britain, in making the proposition, is pursuing her 
own objects, and promoting her own, interests, and 
not. making any sacrifice, by way of an equivalent 
for-concessions on our part. It willnot have escaped 
your recollection that the river St. John js not a 
river navigable from the sea, in the ordinary ac- 
ceptation of that expression. There is a ledge 
running across the mouth of that river, of such 
. a character that, owing to the very high tides in 
the Bay of Fundy, there is a fall of about twenty 
feet‘out at low water, and a fall of some four feet 
in athigh water, It is only about forty-five min- 
utes in a tide that you can pass in or out of the 
river at all; and, even during that short period, 
the- passage isa difficult and dangerous one. So, 
again; there is a fall of. about forty feet on the 
Aroostook before you reach the American territo- 
ry; and a fall also on the St. Jonn itself of eighty 
feet, before you reach the State of Maine, as you 
follow up the river. The boasted free navigaiion 
of the St, John and its tributaries, from the dispu- 
tediterritory, may well be illustrated by the free 
navigation of the Potomac to this city from the 
valley of the Shenandoah. When, therefore, as 
commissioners of Maine, we consented to accept, 
as an equivalent from Great Britain for the terri- 
tory proposed to be yielded to her for her conve- 
hience and accommodation, the free navigation of 


Hiei Bi. John for the floating“ down'ofour ‘lumber, ” 


we did.cotsider ourselves, under all the circum- 
| stances of the case, as having proposed all that a 
liberal spirit of conciliation could require us to do. 
And it will not he deemed improper by youif we 
here advert to the fact that we cannot regard the 
relinguishment by the British Government of any 
claim heretofore advanced by it to territory within 
the limits of Maine, as asserted by her, as a con- 
sideration or equivalent for the yielding, on our 
past, to Great Britain, of any other portion of the 
same territory. On this point, the declarations 


of the Legislature of Maine are explicit, and we 


are bound to respect them. 


By his Lordship’s note of the 1th instant, we 
learn that he withdraws that part of his proposition 
which relates to a cession of territory on the south 
side of the St. John. Even with this restriction of 
his proposition, the adoption-of the St. John asa 
boundary from the line drawn due north from the 
source of the St. Croix, at its intersection with the 
St. John, toa source of that river in the vicinity of 
the’sources of the Penobscot and. Metjarmette, 
would yield to Great Britain nearly four millions 
of acres, and more than one-half of the whole ter- 
ritory to which she has ever pretended to set up a 
claim. Nor is this all. His Lordship further pro- 
poses to, abide by the exploring line (so called) run 
and marked in 1817, from the monument ai the 
source of the St. Croix—a line which interferes 
with,and cuts off, a portion of the grants made lone 
before by Massachusetts. This line is well known 
not to be the true line-~-never was run as such, nor 
pretended so tobe. It takes, however, from Maine 
a strip of territory which is nearly a mile wide. 


The timber of New Brunswick ` 
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where it crosses the St. John, and which diminishes 


` in width till it reaches: the monument. His Lord- 


ship’s proposition contemplates the adoption and 
establishment of that. exploring line as‘ the- true 
boundary.. It does not fall within our. province to 
consider the value of those shreds and patches 
which his Lordship proposes to yield to the United 
States as an equivalent. In New Hampshire, he 


consents to take the true northwest source of Coni 


necticut river, instead of’ the northeast source, as 
being the source intended in the treaty of 1783. 
In Vermont, he will abide. by the old line, which 
was run, marked, and solemnly established nearly 
seventy yearsago. In New York, he will abide by 
the same old line, the effect of rectifying it being 
merely to give to New York a small angular strip 
on the west, and Great Britain a small angular strip 
on the east. These small tracts and parings shaved 
from the States just named, and the right of float- 
ing down the St. John the products of the forest, 
as already explained, constitute alone the sum and 
magnitude of the equivalent offered by his Lordship 
for the whole territory of Maine on the north side 
of the St. John. . Whether such a proposition has 
pre-eminent claims over the one we have made, to 
be regarded as a “proposition of conciliation,” we 
leave to that public to which his Lordship is pleased 
so often to refer. 

Lord Ashburton has been led into an error, (un- 
intentional, no doubt; on his part) if he supposes 
that, in submitting to you what-we apprehend to be 
the reason why the precise and -peculiar phraseol- 
ogy used in the treaty of 1783, respecting the north- 
west angle of Nova Scotia, was adopted by the dis- 
tinguished men who framed it, our object’ was to 
revive and enter upon acontroversy, which, for the 
present, at least, should be permitted to rest in 
peace, His Lordship, in his letter to you of the Qist 
ultimo, had assumed it as a fact, and as the ground 
upon which the negotiation for an amicable settle- 
ment was to proceed, that the language and phrase- 
ology of the treaty of 1783 was such, “that the 
treaty itself was not executable according to its 
strict expression.” We, on our part, could make 
no such “admission,” nor acquiesce in any such 
“presumption,” nor by our silence even be supposed, 
for a moment, to proceed in the negotiation on any 
such ground or hypothesis; nor could we suffer to 
pass without observation the declaration of a set- 
iled conviction on the part of the minister of Great 
Britain, made under such circumstances, and with 
such bearings, “that it was the intention of the par- 
ties to the treaty of 1783 to leave to Great Britain 
the whole waters of the St. John.” If his Lord- 
ship would have avoided the introduction of any 
remarks bearing on these points on our part, it 
seems to us that he himself should have avoided 
giving oceasion for them. It is not a little remark- 
able, that the very dispute which the sagacious men 
who framed the treaty endeavored, by their studied 
and select phraseology and terms to guard against, 
should have arisen; notwithstanding all their care 
and precaution. 


We have already shown, in our letter to you of 
the 29th ultimo, that the members of the Continen- 
tal Congress and the framers of the treaty of 1783 
well knew of the existence and prescriptions of the 
proclamation of 1763, and the provisions of the 
Quebee act of 1774. They also well knew that 
the northwest angle of Nova Scotia, and the north- 
east angle of Massachusetts (Maine) were ad jacent 
angles. 


They knew thatthe jurisdiction of Massachusetts 
and Nova Scotia extended back from the Atlantic 
ocean to the Southern boundary of the province of 
Quebec; and they well knew that the southern 
boundary of the province of Quebec, both by the 
proclamation of 1763 and the Quebec act of 1774 
was the north side of the bay des Chaleurs and the 
line of the highlands, lying on the south side of the 
St. Lawrence,in which the rivers that empty them- 
selves into the river St. Lawrence, on that side, take 
their rise. When, however, they came to inquire 
whereabouts was the line that separated Massa- 
chusetts from Nova Scotia, they were at a joss. 
Accordingly, both in the instructions drawn up 
and sanctioned in 1779, and in the report and 
doings of the Congress in August, 1782, it was 
proposed that the eastern boundary should be “a 
line to be settled and adjusted between that part of 
the State of Massachusetts Bay, formerly called 
the province of Maine, and the colony of Nova 
Scotia, according to their respective rights.” The 
Committee of Congress, in their report of 16th 
August, 1782, after suggesting several vague and 


unsatisfactory reasons for considering the St. John 
as the true boundary, add: “We are obliged to urge 
probabilities;” “but we wish that the Northeastern 
boundary of Massachusetts may be left to future 
discussion, when other evidences ‘may be obtained, 
which the war has removed from us.” Mr. Adams, 
in his answer to an interrogatory propounded to 
him 15th August, 1797, says, speaking of the ne- 
gotiations at Paris: “Documents from the public 


‘offices in England were brought over. and laid be- 


fore us.” Again: ‘The ultimate agreement was to 
adhere to the charter of Massachusetts Bay, and 
St. Croix river mentioned in it, which wassupposed 
to be delineated on Mitchell’s map.” The charter 
of Massachusetls Bay, here referred to, ofiginally 
embraced Nova Scotia also; but Nova Scotia hav- 
ing been erected into a separate province, the limits 
and jurisdiction of Massachusetts were curtailed 
and restricted to the western boundary, and that 
boundary was the river. St, Croix. 


To remove all doubis in regard to the limit or 
boundary between Nova Scotia and Massachusetts 
Bay, the King of Great Britain, on the 2ist day of 
November, 1763, established and defined it as fol- 
lows, viz: “To the westward, although our said 
Province (Nova Scotia) hath anciently extended, 
and doth of right extend, as far as the river Penta- 
gonet, or Penobscot, it shall be bounded by a line 
drawn from Cape Sable across the entrance of the 
bay of Fundy, to the mouth of the river St. Croix, 
by the said river to its source, and by a line drawn 
due north from thence to the southern boundary of 
our colony of Quebec;” that is to say, to the line of 
the highlands from whose northern declivity issue 
the streams that form the rivers which empty them- 
selves into the river St. Lawrence on its south side. 
Instead, therefore, of leaving the eastern boundary 
of Massachusetts to future discussion, as proposed 
provisionally in the instructidns of Congress of 1779, 
and by the committee in 1782, in order to get “other 
evidences,” the commissioners at Paris, having the 
documents before them, and to prevent all disputes 
which might in future arise on the subject of boun- 
daries, at once ingrafied into the treaty the boundar 
prescribed by the document of 21st November, 1763, 
already quoted, as the boundary between Nova 
Scotia and the United States. Hence, also, in con- 
nexion with the facts stated in our communication, 
in respect to the uncertainty that had existed in re- 
gard to the true position of the northwest angle of 
Nova Scotia, the peculiar care and abundant cau- 
tion with which they specified and defined which 
of all of those places or positions where the north- 
west angle of Nova Scotia had been supposed to be 
situated, was the place or position of the northwest ` 
angle of Nova Scotia, intended by the framers of 
the treaty, We donot assume to say that any other 
and different view of these facts is most absurd; but 
we will venture to.say, with the most entire respect 
for Lord Askburton, that, in our opinion, an argu- 
ment drawn from notorious and well-authenticated 
facts, such as these, whether it be an old or a new 
discovery, is deserving of more careful examina- 
tion and more consideration than his Lordship 
seems to have bestowed upon it. : 


There is one other view, presented with much 
confidence in his Lordship’s letter, which we can- 
not permit to pass unnoticed; we mean the expres- 
ssion of his belief that “to consider the Ristigouche 
as flowing into the Atlantic ocean would be more 
than hazirdous—it would be most absurd,” 

The southern boundary of the colony of Quebec 
is declared by the proclamation of 1763 to be “a line 
which passes along the highlands which divide the 
rivers that empty themselves into the said river St. 
Lawrence from those which fall into the sea, and 


‘also along the north coast of the Bay des Chaleurs 


and the coast of the gulf of St. Lawrence.” &c. 
The place of the mouth of the river St, Lawrence 
in contradistinction to the gudfof St. Lawrence, is a 
point established beyond all dispute. It is at the 
west end of the island of Anticosti. The river Ris- 
tigouche, which empties itself through the Bay des 
Chaleurs into the gulf of St. Lawrence, is, by the 
proclamation, classed and considered as one of “the 
rivers which empty themselves into the sea.” not- 
withstanding the bay des Chaleurs’ and the gulf of 
St. Lawrence are both named by their distinctive 
appellations in the same sentence. In another part 
of the same instrument, the governors are inhibited 
from passing any patents for any lands beyond the 
heads of any of “the rivers which fall into the Al- 
lantic ocean from the west and northwest.” Andin 
another clause il is said: “Our will and pleasure, as 
aforesaid, [is,] to reserve all the lands and territo, 


` 


ae 


ries. lying to the westward of the sources of the 
rivers which fall. into the sea from the ‘west and 
northwest as aforesaid.” Tere the words “sea” 
and “Atlantic ocean” are used indiscriminately; the 
one being substituted for the other, in‘reference to 
the rivers which flow from the west and northwest— 
the river. Ristigouche being one of -these rivers. 
This, also, is in accordance with the view enter- 
tained and expressed in his argument in 1797 by 
the British agent; who, in speaking of the province 
of Quebec, says that, by the proclamation of 7th Oc- 
tober, 1763, itis “bounded on the south by the high- 
lands which divide the rivers ‘that empty them- 
selves into the river St. Lawrence from those which 
fall into the sea, or Atlantic ocean.” So, in the com- 
Missicn to Guy Carleton of 27th. of December, 1774, 
the. Ristigouche is again classed and considered as 
ariver falling into the sea; and what is more stri- 
king, in the same sentence in which it speaks of the 
islands of Madelaine, in the Gulf of St. Lawrence, it 
speaks of “the river St. John, which discharges it- 
self into the sea nearly opposite the west end of the 
island of Anticosti.” After the passage of theQue- 
bec act, and prior to the treaty of 1783, the southern 
boundary of the province of Quebec was described 
as being “aline from the bay of Chaleurs along 
the highlands which divide the rivers. that empty 
themselves into the river St. Lawrence from those 
which fall into the sea, to a point in forty-five de- 
grees of northern latitude on the eastern, bank of the 
river Connecticut,” &c. A 
Again: after the treaty of 1'783, the southern boun- 
dary of the province of Quebec is described as “a 
Jine from the bay of Chaleurs along the. highlands 
which divide the rivers that empty themselves into 
the river St. Lawrence from those which fall into 
the Atlantic ocean, to the northwesternmost head of 
Connecticut river,” &c. But the point of begin- 
ning being the same, and the point ai the Connecti- 
cut substantially the same, that point after the trea- 
ty. being only placed further north, and the riyers 
taking their rise in the northern declivity being de- 
scribed in the same identical words, the inference 
appears irresistible that the highlands referred to 
are one and the same; and that the rivers taking 
their rise in the southern declivity, and described 
before the treaty as falling into the sea, and after the 
treaty as falling into the Atlantic ocean, are one 
and the same rivers; the words sea and Adantic 
ocean being used indiscriminately, and the one sub- 
stituted for the other, as had already been done be- 
fore, in the proclamation of 1763. The only dif- 
ference in the description of the boundary of the 
province of Quebec, and ihat of the treaty of 1783, 
is, that the boundary of the province of Quebec be- 
gins at the bay of Chaleurs, whereas that of the 
treaty begins at a point farther west. Hence it 
plainly appears that, under the classification of 
rivers with reference to these highlands, as made 
by the proclamation of 1763, and recognised in the 
treaty of 1783, the river Ristigouche was then classed 
and considered as a river which falls into the sea, 
or Atlantic ocean, in contradistinctien to the rivers 
which empty themselves into the river St. Law- 
rence. Weare, therefore, wholly unable to per- 
ceive wherein consists the great absurdity at the 
present day, in expounding the language of the 
“treaty of 1783, of considering the river Ristigouche 
as a river which falls intothe Atlantic ocean, unless 
it be that, by so doing, you interfere with the claims 
and pretensions of Great Britain. | l 
There is one other portion of his Lordship’s note, 
in which he attributes certain opinions to Mr. Sul- 
livan, Mr. Madison, Mr. Jefferson, Mr. Gallatin, 
and others, which we would have wished to notice, 
in order to show how much his Lordship has 
been. disposed to make out of a very little; but the 
further discussion of this subject we have consider- 
ed as productive of little good, und hardly falling 
within our province. We have now only to re- 
eat, what weas distincily stated in cur note of 
the 29th ult. that his Lordship’s proposition, as now 
modified—namely, that Maine should yield to 
Great Britain all the territory north of the St. 
Jchn—cannot be acceded to on our part, 
With great respect and consideration, we have 
the honor to be, sir, your obedient servants, 
WM. P. PREBLE, 
EDWARD KAVANAGH, 
EDWARD KENT, 
JOHN OTIS. 


Commissioners of Massachussits lo ir. Webster. 
Wasuineton, July 20, 1842, 


Sin: We have the honor to acknowledge the re- | 


| 
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addressed to us as commissioners of Massaċchi- 
setts, authorized to act in her behalf in the settle- 


| ment. of the: ‘controversy concerning the North- 
_ eastern boundary of the United States. 


The 
posal therein presented for our assent, in behalf 
of the Government we represent, to the establish- 
ment’ of the conventional boundary indicated in 
your communication, and upon the terms and 
equivalents therein set forth, has reccived our 
careful consideration, and, without further delay, 


} we submit the following reply: 


After the many interviews which we. have had 
the pleasure to hold with you, during the progress 
of the negotiation which is drawing to its close, it 
is unnecessary for us to express our full concur- 
rence in the sentiment, that the line suggested, 
with its compensations and equivalents, is not all 
which might have been hoped for, in view of the 
strength of the American claim to the territory in 
dispute. But ,inasmuch as in the progress of a ne- 


- gotiation, conducted with great deliberation, every 


proposition has been put torth, which any party, 
in whatever manner and to whatever extent it 


may be interested, has heen disposed to submit for _.| 
consideration and adoption, and the ultimate pomt 


has been reached, at which negotiation mtist result 
in a compact, or the interruptiof of further effort 
for its accomplishment, we proceed to discharge 
the remaining duty which is devolved upon us, 

Werdre fully aware of the importance of the 
act that we are called upon to perform. It is ‘not 
less than the relinquishment, by the Commonwealth 
of Massachusetts, of territory which she has al- 
vays claimed to be a part of her possessions, and 
to which she believes she has a clear and in- 
disputable title. So strong is the conviction of 
the right of Massachusetts and Maine to the 
undisturbed enjoyment of the land constituting 
what is called the disputed territory, by force of 
the treaty which terminated the war of the Revo- 
lution, that she would prefer an appeal to the 
same arbitrament by which the acknowledgment 
of her right was originally obtained, toa surrender, 
without just equivalents, of any portion of that 
territory, Still, she is aware that the Govern- 
ment and people of the United States desire to 
preserve peace and fiendly relations with other 
nations, so Jong as they can be maintained with 
honor, by concessions which, not a just policy 
alone, but that which is liberal and magnanimous, 
may require. She parlakesof the common spirit, 
and its inflaence pervades all her action, through- 
ont this negotiation, 


There are otber considerations of weight in the 
decision of this question. Though the title of 
Massachusetts to the lands in dispute is believed 
to be perfect, it is not to be overlooked that they 
have been the subject of controversy through ma- 
ny years; that attempts, by negotiation, and through 
the intervention of an umpire, have been unsuc- 
cessfully made to extinguish a conflicting claim; 
and that the nations which are now seeking by 
renewed negotiation to put a-period to the pro- 
tracted strife, while desiring peace, have been 
brought to the verge of destructive war, through 
dissentions incident to a disputed boundary. Should 
this negotiation fail of a successful issue, the al- 
ternative offered is a renewed submission of our 
rights to the determination of others. Past ex- 
perience enforces the belief that other years must 
elapse, and great inconvenience be telt, before a 
decision can be obtained;. and the same monitor 
suggests the obvious truth, that however the title 
of Massachusetts and Maine, and of the United 
States, may be firmly established in justice, it is 
not equally certain that it would be confirmed by 
the tribunal, from whose decision, whatever it 
might be, no appeal could honorably be taken. 

But the considerations which most powerfully im- 
pel the State of Massachusetts to acquiesce in the 
terms of a treaty, that your communication indi- 
cates, are, the known desire of the people of the 
United States for a spzedy settlement of the vexed 
question of the boundary, and the request of the 
General Government, expressed through its con- 
stitutional organs, that Massachusetts would yield 
her consentto an arrangement which that Govern- 
ment deems to be reasonable. The State we have 
the honor to represent would be slow to disappoint 
he hopes of the nation, and reluctant to reject 
ttrms which the Government of the United States 
urges her to accept, as being compatible, in the esti- 
mation of that Government, with the interests of 
the State, and essential to the complete adjustment 


ceipt-of your communication of the 15th of July, 


ro~ 


l 


-of the difficulties which the security of national 
peace demands, : f eee 
Whether the nationatboundary-suggested bf you 
be suitable or unsuitable—whether. the compensa-. 
tions that Great Britain offers to the United ‘States, 
for the territory conceded to her, be adequate or in- 
adequate—and whether the treaty. which shall be 
effected shall be honorable to the country, or incomis 
patible with its tights and dignity, are questions; 
not for Massachusetts, but for the General Govern- 
ment, upon its responsibility to the whole country, 
to decide. Itis for the State to determine for what 
equivalents. she will relinquish to the United: 
States her interest in certain lands in the disputed 
territory, so that they may ‘be made available to the 
Government of the United Statesin the establish- 
ment of the Northeastern boundary, and.in a gen- 
eral settlement of all matters in controversy between 
Great Britain. and: the United States, In this view 
of the subject, and With the understanding that b 
the words “the nearest point of the highlands,” in. 
your description of the proposed line of boundary, 
is meant the nearest point of the crest of the highs 
lands; that the right-to-the-free navigation of fhe- 
Tiver-St; John shall include the right to the free 
“transportation thereupon of all products of the soil, 
as well as of the forest; and that the pecuniary . 
compensation to be paid by the Federal Governa 
ment to the State of Massachusetts shall be in- 
creased to the sum of one hundred and fifty thou~ 
sand dollars—the State of Massachusetts, through 
her commissioners, hereby relinquishes to the 
United States her interest in the lands which will 
be excluded from the dominion of the United States 
by the establishment of the boundary aforesaid. | 
We have the honor to be, with great respect, 
your obedient servants, x 
‘ABBOTT LAWRENCE, ; 
JOHN MILLS, ny, 
CHARLES ALLEN. 
Hon, Danis, WEBSTER, 
Secretary of State. 


The Maine Commissioners to Mr. Webster. 


WASHINGTON, July 22, 1842, 

Si: The undersigned, commissioners of the-State 
of Maine on the subject of the Northeastern bounda- 
ry, have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your 
note addressed to them, under date of the 15th inst., 
with enclosures therein referred to. The proposi- 
tion first submitted by the special minister of Great < 
Britain, on the subject of the boundary, having 
been disagreed to, and the proposition made on the 
part of the United States, with the assent of the 
commissioners of Maine and Massachusetts, hav- 
ihg been rejected as inadmissible, coupled with an 
expression of surprise that it should have been 
made; and Lord Ashburton, in the. same commu- 
nication, haying intimated a preference for eénfer- 
ence, rather than correspondence, and having omits 
ted in his note to make any new proposition, ex- 
cept a qualified withdrawal of a part of his former 
one; we learn from your note that you “have had 
full and frequent conferences with ‘him respecting 
the Northeastern boundary,” and that you “believe 
you understand what is practicable to be done on 
that subject, so far as he (Lord Ashburton) is con- 
cerned.” We also learn that ‘in these confer- 
ences he has made no positive or binding proposi- 
tion; thinking, perhaps, it would be more desirable 
under present circumstances, that such a proposi- 
tion should proceed from the side of the. United 
States;” but that you have reason to believe that he 
would agree to a line of boundary such as is de- 
scribed in the paper accompanying your note, 
(marked B;) and, also, that you entertain the’ con- 
viction “that no -more advantageous. arrangement 
can be made;” and, with this conviction, you refer 
the subject to the grave deliberation of the commis- 
sioners. 

Regarding this as substantially a proposition on 
the part of the United States, with the knowledge 
and assent of Great Britain, and as the one most fa~ 
vorable to us which, under any circumstances, the: 
latter Government would either offer or accept, the 
undersigned have not failed to bestow upon it the 
grave deliberation and consideration which its na- 
tureand importance, and their own responsible po- 
sition, demand. If the result of that deliberation 
should not fully justify the expressed hopes; or 
meet the expectations and views of the Government 
ofthe United States, we beg you to. be assured that 
such failure will be the result of their firm convie~ 
ions of duty to the State they: represent, and will 
not arise fromany want of an anxious desire on 


‘thei 


part to bring the controversy to anamieable, 
just, ‘and honorable termination. 


In coming to this 


consideration, they have not been unmindful that 


‘the:State of Maine, with the firmest conviction, of 
her absoluie right to the whole territory drawn in- 
to controversy, and sustained, as she has been, by the 
unaniraous concurrence of her sister States, and of 
the Government of the Union, repeatedly expressed 
and cordially given; and withouta wavering doubt 
as to the perfect practicability of marking the treaty 
ling upon the face of the earth, according. to her 
claim. has yet, at all times, manifested a spirit of 
forbearance. and patience under. what she could not 
put deem unfounded pretensions, and unwarranta- 

` bledelays, dnd irritating encroachments. In the 
midst-of all. the provocations to resistance, and. to 
the. -assertion and maintenance of her extreme 
rights, she has never forgotten that she is a member 
of the Union; and she has endeavored to. deserve 
the respect, sympathy, and co-operation of her sis- 
ter States, by pursuing a course equally removed 
trom-pusillanimity and rashness, and by maintain- 
ing her difficult position in a spirit that would for- 
-bear much for peace, but would yield nothing 
throughfear. At all times, and under all cirenm- 
stances, shë has been. ready and anxious to bring 
the controversy toa close, upon terms honorable 
and equitable, and tounite in any proper scheme:to 
effect that object. In this spirit, and with these 
convictions, Maine instantly and cheerfully ac- 
ceded to. the proposal of the General Government, 
made through you, to appoint commissioners. 


‘That no obstacle might be interposed to the suc- 
cessful issue of this negotiation, her Legislature 
gave to her commissioners ample and unlimited 
‘powers, which, but for the presumed necessity of 
the case, her people would be slow to yield to any 
functionaries. Her commissioners, thus appointed 
and thus empowered, assumed the duties imposed 
upon them in the spirit and with the views ofthe 
Government and people of Maine. They came to 
the negotiation with a firm conviction of her rights, 
but with a disposition and determination to meet a 
conciliatory proposition for a conventional line in 
a similar spirit, and to yield, for any reasonable 
equivalent, all that they presumed would be asked 
or desired by the other party. They, with the other 
citizens of Maine, were not unapprized of the fact, 
so, often alluded to in our former communications, 
that England had long been anxious to obtain the 
undisputed possession of that portion of the terri- 
tory which would enable her to maintain a direct 
and. uninterrupted communication between her 
provinees, So far as they could learn from any 

“source, this was the only professed object she had in 
view, andthe only one which had been regarded as 
in.contemplation. 


With this understanding, the undersigned at once 
decided to yield, upon the most liberal terms, this 
long-sought convenience; and. they indulged. the 
confident: expectation that such a concession would 
atonce meet all the wants and wishes of the English 
Government, and bring the mission to a speedy and 
satisfactory close. When, therefore, we were met 
atthe outset by a proposition which required the 
‘cession, on our part, of all the territory north of the 
St. John river, and enough of the territory on the 
south to include the Madawaska settlement, extend- 
ing at least fifty miles up that river, with no other 
equivalents to us than the limited right to float 
timber down that river, and to the United States the 
small tracts adjacent to the forty-fifth parallel of 
latitude in other States, we could not but express 
our regret to be thus, as it were, repelled. But, re- 
garding this rather as the extreme limit of a claim, 
subject, notwithstanding the strong language of 
Lord Ashburton, to be restrained and limited, we 
deemed it proper, in our communication of the 16th 
instant, after declining to accede to the proposition, 
in conjunction with the commissioners of Massa- 
chusetts,-to point out and offer a conventional line 
of boundary as therein specified. In fixing on this 
line, we were mainiy anxious to select sucha one 
as should at once and pre-eminently give to Great 
Britain all that was necessary for her understood ob- 
ject, and to-preserve to Maine the remainder of her 
territory. To accomplish this object, we departed 
from the river, to secure the unobstructed use of the 
accustomed way from Quebec to Halifax. Weare 
not aware that any objection has been made, from 
any quarter, to this line, as not giving up to Great 
Britain all that she needed, or could reasonably ask, 
for the. above purpose. And although Lord Ash- 
burton did not deem it necessary to “examine the 
line (proposed) in its precise details,” or to look at 
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a map on whichit could most readily be traced; and 
although he has seen fit to say that he was “quite 
at a loss to account for such a proposal,” yet he has 
not intimated that the line suggested fails;in any: 
respect, to meet the object we had in'view, and which 
-we frankly and readily avowed. It is well known 
to you, sir, that we, had determined upon no such 
inflexible adherence- to that exact demarcation as 
would have prevented us from changing it, upon 
any reasonable evidence that it did not, in every 
respect, meet the requirements of the above-stated 
proposition, in relation to a perfect line of commu- 
nication. But believing then, as we do now, that it 
did thus meet all these requirements; and although 
it was, as we feel bound tosay, the general and con- 
fident expectation of the people of Maine that any 
relinquishment, on our part, of jurisdiction and ter- 
ritory, would be, in part at east, compensated from 
that strip of contiguous territory on the west bank 
ofthe St. John; yet, when we were solemnly assured 
that no such cession could be made under his Lord- 
ship’s instructions, we forebore to press for this 
reasonable and just exchange, and. contented our- 
selves with accepting the limited right of navigation 
of the river, as the only equivalent from Great Brit- 
ain for the territory and jurisdiction we offered to 
surrender. And, as you will remark, we offered 
“not merely a right of way on land for a similar 
easement on the water, but the entire and absolute 
tile to the land and jurisdiction of the large tract 
north and east of the line specified. It cannot be 
denied that it preserves to us a frontier in a forest 
almost impenetrable on the north, which would de- 
fend itself by its own natural character; and that, if 
anything should be deducted trom the agricultural 
value of that portion beyond the Madawaska settle- 
ments, on account of its ruggedness and its want of 
attraction to settlers, much may justly be added to 
its value as a boundary between the two nations. 


The value of this tract to Great Britain, both in 
a civil and military point of view, cannot be over- 
looked. H gives her the much coveted route for 
the movement of troops in war, and her mails and 
passengers in peace, and is most particularly im- 
portant in case of renewed outbreaks in her North 
American colonies. The assumption of jurisdic- 
tion in the Madawaska settlement, and the perti- 
nacity with which it has been maintained, are prac- 
tical evidence of the value attached to the tract by 
the Government of her Britannic Majesty. 


We have alluded to these views of the value and 
importance of this territory, not with any design of 
expressing our regret that we thus offered it, but to 
shew that we are fully aware of all these views 
and circumstances affecting the question, and that 
we duly appreciate the far-seeing sagacily and pru- 
dence of those British statesmen who so early at- 
tempted to sectire it as a cession, by negotiation, 
and the suggestion of equivalents. 


The answer of Lord Ashburton to your note of. 
the 8th instant, contained a distinct rejection of our 
offer, with a substantial withdrawal of his claim to 
any territory south of the river St, John, but not 
modifying the claim for the relinquishment, on the 
part of Maine andthe United States, of all north 
of that river. Our views in reference to many of 
the topics in his Lordship’s reply we have had the 
honor heretofore to communicate to you, in our 
note of the 16th instant; and to that answer we 
would now refer, as forming an important part of 


this negotiation, and as containing our refusal of * 


tke lineindicated. We are now called upon to con- 
sider. the final proposition made by or through the 
Government of the United States, for our consider- 
ation and acceptance. The line indicated may be 
shortly defined as the line recommended by the 
King of the Netherlands, and an addition thereto 
of a strip of land, at the base of the highlands, run- 
ning to the source of the southwest branch of the 
St. John. The examination and consideration of 
all other lines, which might better meet our views 
and objects, have been precluded by the declara- 
tion, and other plenary evidence we have, that the 
line specified in your communication is the most 
advantageous that can be offered to us; and that no 
one of Jess extent, or yielding in fact less to the other 
party, can be deemed admissible. We are, there- 
fore, brought to the single and simple considera- 
tion of the question--whether we can, consistently 
with our views of our duty to the State we repre- 
sent, accept the proposition submitted by you. 

So far asany claimis interposed, based upon a 
supposed equity arising from the recommendation 
of the King of the Netherlands, we have only to. 


refer to. our former note for our views on that 
topic. We havenow only to add, that we came to 
this conference untrammelled and free, to see if, in 
a spirit of amity and equity, we could not find and 
agree upon some new line, which, whilst it yielded 
all that was needed by one party, might fairly be 
the motive and groundwork for equivalent territo- 


ry or rights granted to the other; and that we can- 
not make any admission, or consent to any propo- 


sition, which would not revive, but put vitality and 
power into that which, up to this time, has never 
possessed either. We base our whole action on 
grounds entirely independent of that advice of the 
arbiter. 

It may possibly be intimated in this connexion, 
as it has more than. once been heretofore, that the 
commissioners of Maine, and the people of that 


- State, are disposed to regard the whole territory as 


clearly falling within'their rightful limits, and are 
not willing to consider the question as one in doubt 
and dispute, and, therefore, one to be settled as if 
each party had nearly or quite equal claims; Cer- 
tainly, sir, the people and the Guvernment of Maine 
do not deny that the question has been drawn into. 
dispute. They have had too many and too recent 
painful evidences of that “fact, to allow such a 
doubt, however much at a loss they may be to per- 
ceive any just or tenable grounds on which the 
adversary claim is based. For years they have 
borne and forborne, and struggled to maintain their 
rights, ina peaceable and yet unflinching spirit, 
against what appeared tothem injustice from abroad 
and neglect at home. But they have yet to learn 
that the mere fact that an adverse claim is made 
and persisted in, and maintained by ingenuity and 
ability for a series of years, increasing in extent 
and varying its grounds as years roll on, is to be 
regarded as a reason why courtesy should require, 
in opposition to the factya relinguishment of the 
plain, explicit, and sincere language of perfect con- 
viction and unwavering confidence; or that a con- 
tinued, adverse, and resisted claim, may yet, by 
mere lapse of time and reiteration, ripen into a 
right. But we desire it tobe distinctly remember- 
ed that, in this attempito negotiate for a conven- 
tional line, Maine has not insisted, or even request- 
ed, that any formal or virtual admission of her ti- 
tle tothe whole territory should be a condition pre- 
liminary to a settlement. We hold, and we claim, 
the right to express, at all times, ‘and in all suitable 
places, our opinion of the perfect right of Maine to 
the whole territory; but we have never assumed it 
as a point of honor that our adversary should ac- 
knowledge it. Indeed, we have endeavored to 
view the subject rather in reference to a settlement 
on very hard terms for us, than to dwell on the 
strong aspect ofthe case, when we look at the na- 
ked question of our right and tide under the treaty. 
It could hardiy be expected, however, that weshould 
silently, and thus virtually, acquiesce in any assump- 
tion that our claim was unsustained, and that “the 
treaty line was not executable.” On this point we 
expressed ourselves fully in a former note, 


Tn returning to the direct consideration of the last 
proposition, and the terms and conditions attending 
it, in justice to ourselves and our State, we feel 
bound to declare, and we confidently appeal to you 
sir, in confirmation of the declaration, that this ne- 
gotiation has been conducted, on our part, with no 
mercenary views, and with no design to extort un- 
reayonable equivalents or extravagant. compensa- 
tion. ‘he State of Maine has always felt an insu- 
perable repugnance to parting with any portion 
even of her disputed. territory, for mere pecuniary 
recompense, from adverse claimants. She comes 
r no mere bargain for the sale of acres, in 
the spirit or with the arts of traffic. Her commis- 
sioners have been much less anxious to secure ben- 
efit and recompense, than to preserve the State from 
unnecessary curtailment and dismemberment. The 
proposition we made is evidence of the fact. We 
have heretofore expressed some opinions of the 
mutual character of the benefits to each party from 
the free navigation of the St.John. Without enter- 
ing, however, upon the particular consideration of 
the terms and conditions, which We have not thought 
it necessary to do, we distinctly state that our re- 
pugnance to the line is based -wpon the extent of 
territory required to be yielded. We may, haw- 
ever, in passing, remark, that all the pecuniary 
offers contained in your note, most liberally con- 
strued, would scarcely recompense and repay to 
Maine. the amount of money and interest which 
she has actually expended in defending and pro- 
tecting the territory from wrongs arising and 
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threateñed by reason of its condition as disputed 

ground. i vt A 
Considering, then, this proposition as involving 

the surrender of more territory than the avowed 


“objects of England require, as removing onr land- 


marks from the well-known and well-defined bound- 
ary of the treaty of 1783-the crest of the high- 
lands—besides insisting upon the line of the arbiter 
in its fall extent, we feel bound to say, after the 
most careful and anxious. consideration, that we 
cannot bring our minds to the conviction that. the 
proposal is such as Maine had aright-to expect. 

But we are not unaware of the expectations 
which have been, and still are, entertained of a fa- 
vorable issue to this negotiation by the Government 
and people of this country, and the great disap- 
pointment which would be felt and expressed at its 
failure. Nor are we unmindful of the future, 
warned, as we have been, by the past, that any at- 
tempts to determine the line by arbitration may be 
either fruitless, or with a result more to be de- 
plored. . 


We are now given to understand that the Execu- 
tive of the United States, representing the sove- 
reignty of the Union, assents to the proposal; and 
that this department of the Government at least is 
anxious for its acceptance, as, in its view, most ex- 
pedient for the general good. , 


The commissioners of Massachusetts have al- 
yeady given their assent, on behalf of that Com- 
monwealth. Thus situated, the commissioners of 
Maine, invoking the spirit of attachment and pat- 
riotic devotion of their Stale to the Union, and 
being willing to yield to the deliberate convictions 
of her sister States as to the path of duty, and to in- 
terpose no obstacles to an adjustment which the 
general judgment of the nation shall pronounce as 
honorable and expedient, even if that jadgment 
shall lead to a surrender of a portion of the birth- 
right of the people of their Slate, and prized by them 
because it is their birthright, have determined to 
overcome their objections to the proposal, so far 
asto say, that if, upon mature consideration, the 
Senate of the United States shall advise and con- 
sent to the ratification of a treaty, corresponding in 
its lerms with your proposal, and with the condi- 
tions in our memorandum accompanying this note, 
(marked A,)and identified by our signatures, they, 
by virtue of the power vested in them by the re- 
solves of the Legislature of Maine, give the assent 
of that State to such conventional Jine, with the 
terms, conditions, and equivalents, herein men- 
tioned. 

We have the honor to be, sir, with high respect, 
your obedient servants, 

EDWARD KAVANAGH, 
EDWARD KENT, 
JOHN OTIS, 

WILLIAM P. PREBLE, 

Hon. Danie WEBSTER, 

&e., QE, &e, 


A. 

The commissioners of Maine request that the fol- 
lowing provisions, or the substance thereof, shall 
be incorporated into the proposed treaty, should one 
be agreed on: 

Ist, Thatthe amount of “the disputed territory 
fund” (so called) received by the authorities of New 
Brunswick, for timber eut on the disputed terri- 
tory, shall be paid over to the United States, for the 
use of Maineand Massachusetts, in full, and a par- 
ticular account rendered, or a gross sum, lo be 
agreed upon by the commissioners of Maine and 
Massachusetts, shall be paid by Great Britain, as a 
settlement of that fund; and that all claims, bonds, 
and securities, taken for timber cut upon the terri- 
tory, be transferred to the authorities of Maine and 
Massachusetts. 

2d. That all grants of land within that portion of 
ihe disputed territory conceded to Great Britain, 
made by Maine and Massachusetts, or either of 
them, shall be confirmed, and all equitable posses- 
sory titles shall be quieted, to those who possess the 
claims; and we assent to a reciprocal provision for 
the benefit of settlers falling within the limits of 
Maine. And we trust that the voluntary sugges- 
tion of the British minister, in regard to John 
Baker, and any others, if there be any, similarly sit- 
uated, will be carried into effect, so as to cecnre 
their rights. 

3d. That the right of free navigation of the St. 
John, as set forth in the proposition of Mr. Web- 
ster, on the part of the United States, shall extend 
to and include the products of the soil, in the same 
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manner as the products of the forest; and that no 
toll, tax, or duty-be levied upon timber coming 
from the territory. of Maine. 
EDWARD KAVANAGH, 
EDWARD KENT, . 
JOHN OTIS, 
“WM. P. PREBLE. 
The New Hampshire delegation in Congress to. the 
: President. 
Wasuinoton, July 15, 1842. 
Sir: The undersigned, composing the delegation 
of the State of New Hampshire in both Houses 
of Congress, have received a copy of a resolution 
passed by the Legislature of New Hampshire, in 
respect to a portion of the territory of the State 
which is claimed by Great Britain. . 
The resolution is as follows: 
“STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


“ON THE YEAR OF OUR LORD ONE THOUSAND EIGHT 
HUNDRED AND FORTY-TWO. 


“Resolved by the Senate and House of Representa- 


tives in General Court convened, That his excel- Jp 


lency the Governor request our Senators and. Repré-” 
sentatives in Congress to take such-rifeasures as 
may be necessary, during the-péhding negotiations 

at Washington, relativéto the Northern and North- 

eastern boundary of the United States, to best sus- 

tain..the rights of this State to the territory over 

which we have always heretofore claimed and ex- 

ercised jurisdiction; and that such papers, docu- 

ments, and information, be transmitted to them by 

his excellency as may aid in carrying into effect 

the object of this resolution.” 


The undersigned beg leave to represent, that the 
right of the Stale to the territory in controversy is, 
as they believe, incontrovertible; and, before any 
arrangement shall be made which looks toany relin- 
quishment of that right, in any degree, it is their 
wish, on behalf of the State, to present such docu- 
ments and facts as tend to show the impropriety 
of such a course. 

With great respect, 
LEVI WOODBURY, 
LEONARD WILCOX, 

Senators. 

CHAS. G. ATHERTON, 
EDMUND BURKE, 
TRISTRAM SHAW, 
IRA A. EASTMAN, 
JOHN R. REDING, 

Alemters ef the House of Representatives. 

othe Presipent of the United States, 


Mr. Webster to the New Hampshire delegation in 
Congress, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, July 18, 1842. 

Genriemen: The President of the United States 
has transmitted to this department a letter, dated 
the 15th instant, from the delegation of the State of 
New Hampshire in both Houses in Congress, com- 
municating a copy of a resolution, passed by the 
Legistature of that State, respecting a portion of her 
territory which is claimed by Great Britain, and 
intimating that, pending the present negotiations at 
Washington, relative to the Northern and North- 
eastern boundary of the United States, and before 
any arrangement shall be made for a relinquish- 
ment of the right of the State to the territory refer- 
red to, it isthe wish of the delegation to present 
such documents and facis as tend to show the im- 
propriety of such a course. 

The Sceretary of State would be very happy to 
receive from the delegation of New Hampshire a 
statement of what they consider the extent of ter- 
ritory to which the resolution of the State Legisla- 
ture is supposed to refer; and, also, any such doc- 
uments ot proofs of any such facts as they may 
think itimportant to lay before the Government of 
the United States. 

I have the honor, &c, 
DANIEL WEBSTER. 

The New Hamrspme DELEGATION in Conarsss 
The New Hampshire Delegation in Congress lo Mr. 

Webster. 


Wasnrmaton, July 19, 1842 

The undersigned have received a letier from 
the Secretary of State, dated the 18th instant, in re- 
ply to a communication dated the 15th instant, 
which the undersigned had the honor to address to 


* 
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the President of the. United States,. communicating « 
a resolution, passed by the Legislature of the State 
of New Hampshire, respecting a portion of the ter- 
ritory of that State claimed-by Great Britain. 

The Secretary of State having expressed.a de- 
sire to receive from the delegation. of the State -of 
New Hampshire “a statement of what they consid- 
er the extent of territory, to which the resolution 
of the State Legislature is supposed to refer; and 
also any such documents or proofs of any such facts 
as they may think it important to-lay before the 
Government: of the United States;” the undersign- 
ed ‘beg leave to refer to the following documents 
and, papers, among others, as furnishing a fall 
statement of the claims and rights of the State of 
New Hampshire to the territory in dispute, and 
as also defining it boundaries, 

1. The argument of the Honorable William ©. 
Bradley, furnished the commissioners under the 
5th article of the treaty of Ghent. Es a 

2. The statement of the Honorable Albert Galla- 
tin, prepared for the King of the Netherlands. -> 

3. An historical sketch.of the Northern boundary 
of New Hampshire, published in the 2d volume of 


‘the Collections of the Historical Society of New 


Hampshire, page 267. 

4. A report of commissioners of the State of 
New Hampshire, dated November 23, 1836, which 
is tobe found accompanying the report of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, 25th Congress, 3d session, Report No. 
176—No 6 ofthe accompanying documents. 

The undersigned are expecting to receive further 
documents upon the subject, from his excellency 
the Governor of New Hampshire; which, when 
received, they will transmit to the Secretary of 
State, 

We have the honor to be your obedient servants, 

LEVI WOODBURY, 
L. WILCOX, 

Senators of New Hampshire. 
IRA A. EASTMAN, 
EDMUND BURKE, 
JOHN R. REDING, 
TRISTRAM SHAW, 

Representatives of the State of New Hampshire. 

Honorable Danren WEBSTER. 

P. S. We trausmit, herewith, the report of com- 
missioners above alluded to, and also the 2d_vol- 
ume of Historical Collections. You will oblige 
us by returning the latter when you may have no 
further use for it. : 

The other documents are on file in the State De- 
partment. 

Mr, Stuart to Mr. Webster. 

Wasuineron, July 7th, 1842. 

Sir: In answer to the, inquiries which you were, 
pleased to’ make of me yesterday, I would remark, 
that Sugar Island, situate in the river Ste. Marie, 
ashort distance below Fort Brady, is, as to soil, 
very excellent; and itabounds in the finest (sugar) 
maple trees to be found anywhere; the inhabitants 
of our side of the Sault Ste. Marie derive a hand- 
some revenue from the sugar and sirup which 
they annually make on this island. It would be 
a great disappointment to the people of that region 
to lose it. Besides, is the faith of the nation not 
pledged for its preservation, by the treaty held 
with the Chippewas in 1826, which provided for 
half-breed reservations on this island? 

It is, in my opinion, of very great importance, 
that the right of passage be secured for American 
vessels, between the island of Bois Blanc, in the 
river Detroit, (opposite Fort Malden,) ‘and ‘the 
British shore; the channel is only 200 to 300 yards 
wide, and is entirely commanded both by the island 
and Fort Malden. At present, there is no other 
passage for our larger class of vessels, steamboats, 
&c; and it will require much time and expense to 
render the old passage south of Gros Isle availa- 
ble. -In short, the right of using the British chan- 
nel is, in my opinion, absolutely necessary. 

I am, respectfully, sir, your obedient servant, 

ROBERT STUART. 

Hon. Danie, WEBSTER, 

Secretary of State. 


Mr. Delafield to Mr. Fraser. 
New Yors, July 20, 1942. 
Dear Sir: Ihave looked over the letter of Mr. 
F. Webster to you, as you desired, and perceive 
that itis some “particular topographical informa- 
tion,” more especially, that the Secretary desires 
concerning the country between Lake Superior an ad 


ey 
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the Lakeof the Woods, That district: was tho- 
_“roughly explored by Messrs. Ferguson and Whist- 
Jer, the surveyors of our party, and by myself, as 
the United States agent. . - ` 
‘We all: proceeded inland, by the Grand Portage 
' yotite, tothe Lake of the Woods.: I had previously 
‘obtained: much information to prove that there was 
“a more northern route. bya well-known Long Lake, 
‘arid the only lake known by that name, some dis- 
tance north of the Grand Portage route; and as it 
"became my: uty to claim that as the true route, 
{having discovered, too, that the British commis- 
sioners intended to claim by the Fond du‘Lac 
-route,) I returned by that northern route to Lake 
Superior; accompanied by Mr. Whistler; we con- 
sequently saw more of the country than any others 
of the: party. 

As you are aware, my claim to the northern route 
was sustained by the American commissioners, and 
became a subject of final disagreement. 

“The only other: difference was in relation to the 
claim I made to the St. George island, in the river 
St. Mary, which was also sanctioned by General 
Porter, the American. commissioner; and is a good 
claim, I think, by all the evidencein the case. 

As to topographical information, some can be 
chad by reference to the maps and discussions which 
‘were deposited by me in the State Department, July 
24, 1824. Besides the journal of the commission- 
ers, | also deposited the journal. of the agent, more 
in detail, containing allthe claims and discussions, 
&c., at length, 

.. ‘The face of the country is mountainous, rocky, 
and barren, for nearly the whole distance in ques- 
tion, -Throughout my journeys, I may say, I saw 
<but little except rock and water. My route was 
necessarily confined to the watercourses; but, when- 
ever ascended a height, it was the same dreary 
prespect in all directions, every valley between 
such heights being a little lake, or the discharge of 
a watercourse, 

`- As an agricultural disirict, it has no value or 
interest, even prospectively, in my opinion. If the 
- climate were suitable, (which it is not,) I can only 
say. that I never saw, in my explorations there, tilla- 
ple land enough to sustain any permanent popula- 
tion sufliciently numerous to justify other settle- 
ments than those of the fur-traders, and, I might 
add, fishermen. ‘The fur-traders there occupied 

nearly all those places; and the opinion now ex- 
yressed is the only one I ever heard entertained 
y those most experienced in these Northwestern 
regions. . 
There is, nevertheless, much interest felt by the 
fur-traders on this subject of boundary. To them it 
is of much importance, as they conceive; andit is, in 
fact, of national importance. Had the British 
commissioner consented to proceed by the Pigeon 
river, which is the Long Lake of Mitchell’s map, it 


ás probable there would.have.been an-agreement, - 


‘There were'several reasons for his pertinacity, and 

‘for this disagreement, which belong, however, to 
the private history of the commission, and can be 
stated when required. The Pigeon river is a con- 
tinuous watercourse. The St. George’s island, in 
the St. Mary river, is a valuable island, and worth 
as much, perhaps, as most of the country between 
the Pigeon river and Dog river route, claimed for 
the United States, in an agricultural sense. 


Mr. Ferguson is, I believe, in the neighborhood 
of Wilmington, Delaware. He can give the desired 
topographical information. Ihave a complete and 
daily journal, descriptive of the country passed 
over, but have no timeto refer to it this evening; it 
would confirm my general remarks, however. 


iam now on the eve of departure with my family 
for Suffolk county, Long Island. Be pleased to say 
to Mr. Webster that any.and-all the information or 
assistance I can give is at his command; but that, if 
possible, I -hope it may be by correspondence rather 
than a personal visit, as my engagements here, just 
now, are such as to make a jaunt to Washington 
rather inconvenient. Should topographical inform- 
ation only be desired, and the present is not satis- 
factory, I would refer the Secretary to Mr, Fergu- 
son, and would myself refer to my journal. I shall 
be absent from the city until the 4th of August, 
Until (say) August 1, my address will be at 
“Quoque, Suffolk county, Long Island.” You are 
quite at liberty to show these hasty remarks to Mr. 
Webster. In short, it is better to do so than to re- 
peat them; and I would prefer it, 
- Yours, truly, 
‘ JOS, DELAFIELD. 
Major D, FRASER, S 
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Mr. Webster to Mr, Ferguson. 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
i Washington; July 25, 1842. 
Sir: Having been astronomer andsurveyor to the 
commissioners under the 7th article of the treaty 
of Ghent, and having, as I understand, explored the 
country personally and thoroughly, from Lake Su- 


perior to the Lake of the Woods, i will be obliged. 


to you to give me information in respect to two or 
three subjects of inquiry. ae 

In the first place, be kind enough to describe the 
Pigeon river, its estuary or bay at its mouth, its 
size, and the nature ofits channel and current in 
the last five or ten miles of its course. Be pleased 
to say whether the estuary of this river, and its po- 
sition and bearing in relation to Ile Royale, may 
naturally lead to the conclusion that itis the Long 
Lake spoken of in the treaty of 1783. 

What is the general nature of the country be- 
tween the mouth of Pigeon river and the Rainy 
Lake? Of what formation is it, and how is its sur- 
face; and will any considerable part of its area be fit 
for cultivation? ‘Are its waters active and running 
streams, as in other parts of the United States? Or 
are they dead lakes, swamps, and morasses? Ifthe 
latter be their general character, at what point, as 
you proceed westward, do the waters receive a 
more decided character as running streams? 

There are said to be two lines of communication, 
each partly by water and partly by. portages, from 
the neighborhood of Pigeon river to the Rainy 
Lake; one by way of Fowl Lakes, the Saganaga 
Lake, and the Cypress Lake; the other by way of 
Arrow river and Jake; then by way of Saganaga 
Lake, and through the river Maligne, meeting the 
other route’at Lake La Croix, and through the 
river Namekan in the Rainy Lake. Do you know 
any yeason for attaching great preference to either 
of these two lines? Or doyou consider it of no im- 
portance, in any. point of view, which may be 
agreed to? Please be full and particular on these 
several points, 

Yours, respectfully, 
DANIEL WEBSTER. 

James Ferguson, Esq., 

Wilmington, Delaware. 


Mr. Ferguson to Mr. Webster. 
Wasuxcron, July 25, 1842. 

Sir: I have thehonor to acknowledge the re- 
ceipt of yonr note of to-day, desiring to beinform- 
ed of the character of the region northwestward 
of Lake Superior, which comprehends the several 
practised and customary routes between that luke 
and the Lake ofthe Woods. 

Inreply, I submit the following statement, which 
will give, as far as I am able, the desired informa- 
tion: 

At the mouth ofthe Pigeon river, there is prob- 
ably about-three hundred yards in length ofalluvial 
formation; but the river above that, as far as to 
near Fort Charlotte, rans between steep cut rocks 
of basaltic or primitive formation, and is a suc- 
cession of falls and rapids for nearly its whole 
length—the last cataract, which is within about a 
mile of its mouth, being almost one hundred feet 
in height. You will, perhaps, understand the 
formation of the country better, when I mention 
that nearly the whole of the northern shore of Lake 
Superior consists of these sheer rocky escarp- 
ments, from six hundred to nine hundred feet 
high, and that the sources of most of the rivers 
which have cut their channels into the lake lie 
within thirty or forty miles of its verge. 

There is, really, not much difference in eleva- 
tion between South Fowl Lake and the lakes of 
the height of land. The character] have given of 
Pigeon river will serve also for the Arrow river, 
excepting that the latter hasa reach cf about two 
miles of still water. 

Ihave no doubt that the bay of the Pigeon river 
is the Long Lake of the treaty of 1783. It is de- 
signated by that name on Mitchell’s map, which, 
at that time, was the only map existing of these 
regions, and was proven, by the evidence of Mr. 
John Adams and Mr. John Jay, to have been the 
only geographical description before the negotia- 
iors of the first treaty. ‘Though evidently defee- 
tive and erroneous, it is but fair to take it as evi- 
dence of the intention. In addition to this evi- 
dence of the construction of the treaty of 1783, at 
the time it was concluded, we have this fact fur- 
ther: that, immediately after the peace, the traders 
of the. Northwest Fur Company destroyed their 
forts and warehouses at the Grand Portage, and 


removed themselves to Fort William, ten leagues 
on the other side of the Pigeon river—a course 
which could only have been adopted for the rea- 
son that they supposed their previous location 
would now be on foreign territory. In addition, I 
have never heard this construction of the treaty of 
1783 questioned by any of the partners of the 
British Fer Company whom | have met in that 
quarter, - 

To your query as to the character of the country 
between the mouth of the Pigeon’ river and the 
Rainy Lake, it is more difficult to give a distinct 
answer than to any of the others. The rivers here 
are all rapid; those running towards Lake Su- 
perior are. of small size. The Pigeon river and 
Arrow river vary in width from 60 to 200 feet, 
and, as I have said previously, are almost a con- 
tinued rapid- 

But the rivers running northward—the outlet of 
Lake Saisaginegau, the river Maligne, the river 


- Namecan, and the Rainy river—are all bold and 


strong rivers, and of much greater width and vol- 
ume, carrying with them, through gentler slopes, 
the drainage of a more extended surface. On the 
plateau which makes the height of land, and which 
{ would define as lying between the Fowl Lake 
and Lake Namecan, lic a group of lakes connect- 
ing nearly with each other, having their sorties 
sometimes toward the Arrow and Pigeon rivers, 
sometimes toward the St. Louis, sometimes toward 
the Kamanistiquia and the country of the Nipigon, 
and sometimes toward Hudson’s Bay. In exam- 
ining, therefore, the geography of this country, 
it is necessary to. remember that the rivers and 
lakes indicated on the maps are only those at pres- 
ent explored, and that there exist other routes and 
other connexions, known only to. the natives, and 
which the impracticable nature of the country has 
hitherto prevented from coming: to the knowledge 
of the fur-traders, who are doubtless the persons 
most interested in the capabilities of the country. 


Asan agricultural district, this region will always 
be valueless. The pine timber is of high growth, 
equal for spars, perhaps, to the Norway pine, and 
may, perhaps, in time, find a market, but there are 
no alluvions, no arable lands, and the whole coun- 
try may be described as one waste of rock and 
water. 

From the outlet of the Rainy Lake, the country 
changes its appearance; the valleys of the rivers 
are wider, the timber of more varied and luxuriant 
growth, and the country capable of cultivation. 
You have desired.me also to express an opinion 
as to any preference which I may know to exist 
between the- severals lines claimed as boundaries 
through this country between the United States and 
Great Britain. 

Considering that.Great Britain abandons her 
claim by the Fond du Lac and the St. Louis river, 
cedes also Sugar island, (otherwise called St. 
George’s island,) in the St. Marie river, and agrees, 
generally, toa boundary following the old commer- 
cial route, commencing at the Pigeon river, I do not 
think that any reasonable ground exisis to [prevent] 
a final determination of this part of the boundary. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your 
obedient servant, 


J. FERGUSON, 
Hon. Danie, WEBSTER, 
Secretary of State of the United States, 
Caplain Talcott to Mr. Webster, 

f Wasminaron, July 25, 1842. 
Siz: The extent of boundary line. separating the 
United States, and territory belonging thereto, from 
the British- possessions, and lying between the 
monument of the St. Croix and the Stony moun- 
am, is estimated as follows for each adjacent 

tate : 


Maine (line as awarded by the Kin 


of Holland) - : -Z 460 miles. 
New Hampshire - - ~ 40 « 
Vermont - - - - 90 “ 
New York - = a - 490° #” 
Pennsylvania - ~ - = $30 “ 
Ohio - - - - - 2000- “ 
Michigan - - - -= 740 “ 
Territory west of Lake Superior `= 1,150 “ 
Total length of boundary line - 3130 “ 


Respectfully submitted by your obedient servant, 


A. TAL iw 
Hon, SECRETARY or State. SOTI 


- SUPPRESSION 


OF THE AFRICAN SLAVE-TRADE— 
.. EXTRADITION. 


Lord Ashburton to Mr. Webster. 
: ji WASHINGTON, August 9, 1842. 
Sım: By the 3d article of the convention which I have this 
day signed with you, there js an agreement fof. the reciprozal 


~ delivery, in certain cases, of criminals fugitive from justice; 
` put it becomes necessary that I should.apprize you that this ar- 


ticle can have nò legal effect within the dominions of Great 
Britain, until confirmed by act of Parliament. “It is possible 
that Parliament may not be in session before the exchange of 
the ratifications of the convention; ‘but its sanction shall be ask- 
ed at the earliest possible period, and no doubt can be enter- 
tained that it will be given. In her Majesty's territories in 
Canada, where cases for acting under this convention are likely 
to be of more frequent, occurrence, the Governor General has 
sufficient power, und®r authority of local legislation; and the 
convention will there’ be acted upen so soon as its ratification 
shall he known; but it becomes my duty toinform you of the 
short delay which may possibly intervene in giving full effect 
to it where the confirmation by Parliament becomes necessary 
for its execution. s 

Tbeg, sir, to renew to you the assurance of my high consider- 


ation, 
$ ASHBURTON. 
Hon. DANIEL WEBSTER, &C., &C, &C. 


Mr, Paine to Mr. Webster. 
Wasmncoron, May 2, 1842. 
Sir: The agreement between Commander William Tucker, 
of the British navy, and myself, isso connected with numerous 
instructions respecting proceedings on the coast of Africa, that 
{should furnish a copy of all if the object were 10 justify my- 
self; but as the wish of the State Department seems to be to 


» ascertain the nature of the agreement itself, and the action of 


myself thereon, and as 1 wish 10 forward this view promptly, I 
shall restrict myself to these points, commencing with the agree- 
ment, of which the following isa copy: 

Commander William Tucker, of her Britannic Majesty’s 
sloop Wolverine, and senior officer on the.west coast of Africa, 
and Lieutenant John S. Paine, commanding the United States 


~ gchooner Grampus; in order to carry into execution, as far as 


possible, the orders and views of their respective Governments 
respecting the suppression of the slave-trade, hereby request 
each other and agree to detain all vessels under American col- 
ors found to be fully equipped for, and engaged in, the slave- 
trade; that, if proved to be American property, they shall be 
handed over to the United States scheoner Grampusy or any 
other American cruiser; and that, if proved to be Spanish, Por- 
tuguese, Brazilian, or Boglish property, toany of her Britannic 
Majesty’s cruisers employed on the west coast of Africa for the 
suppression of the slave-trade, so far as their respective laws 
and treaties will permit. : f 

Signed and exchanged at Sierra Leone, this Lith day of March, 


1840. 
JOHN S. PAINS 
Commanding the U. S. schooner Grampus, 
WILLIAM TUCKER, 
Commanding H. B. DI sloop Wolverine, and 
senior officer of the west couslof Africa, 

The objects of this agreement were, mainty— 

let. Ta meet the very common caso with slavers—that of 
having on board two sets of papers. 

9d, Po let itbe known that there subsisted between the Brit- 
ish and American forces a guod understanding, and a disposition 
to co-operate for the purpose indicated, as far as possible, with- 
out violating existing treaties. 

A copy was forwarded by me to the Navy Department, to 
which I received the following reply: 

“Navy DEPARTMENT, June 4. 1840, 

“Sie: Your letter of the 231 March last, with its enclosures, 
haa been received. 

“The instructions given you for your government, when you 
Jeft the United States, while they indicated a friendly co opera- 
tion with the commanders of the British cruisers, in the sup- 
pression of the slave-trade on the coast of Africa, as likely to 
aid in detecting the frauds resorted to by those engaged in it for 
the purpose of avoiding discovery and escaping punishment, 
were notintended to authorize any such arrangement as that 
which, it appears, you have made with the commander of her 
Britannic Majesty’s sloop Wolverine, and by wich you delegated 
to that officer to seize vessels under American colors, and, un» 
dey certain cireumstant to detain them, with a view of 
turning them over to the Grampns, or other United States 
cruiser. . 

ugueh a delegation of power is bot only unauthorized by your 
instructions, but contrary to the established and well-known 
principles and policy of your government; and is, therefore, not 
sanctioned by the department. 

You will make known ‘the views of the department on this 
subject to the commander of the Wolverine, and inform him 
thai the arrangement made with him, having been disapproved 
by your Goveronient, cannot, Gi yourpart, be complied, with; 
the great object of the co-operation being to obviate the dificul- 
ties of capture, growing out of ssuming Portuguese, English, 
Spanish, or Brazilian colora, when overhauled by an Amer- 
jean, or American colors when overhauled by a British 
cruiser. 

“For this purpose, you are authorized to cruise in company 
and in co-operation with any, British vess el of war employ- 
ed on the slave coast, in the puisuit of objects ciinilar to your 
own. 

“Pam, respectfully, your obedient servant, 

“yj, K. PAULDING. 


“Lieutenant Jonn S. PAINE, 
Commanding United State 
Sierra Leone, © 
In compliance with this, 1 adares: 
lows: 


poner Grampus, 
tor Africa.” 
Captain Tucker as fol- 


HUNITED STATES SCHOONER GRAMPUS, 
“Apri 27, 1841. 
tin: Lam directed to make known to you the views of my 
Government respecting the agreement signed and exchanged 
with you on the Lith of March, 1840, at Sierra Leone. 
“The Secretary of the Navy says: Inform bim that the ar- 
rangement made with him, having been disapproved by your 
Government, cannot, on your part, be complied with; the great 


object of the co-operation being to obviate the difficulties of 
capture, growing eut of the practice adopted by slavers, of as- 
suming Portuguese, 
when overhauled‘by American, or American colors when over- 
hauled by a British cruiser. For this purpose, you are author- 
ized to cruise in company and in co-operation with any British 
ves:el of war employed on theslave coast, in the pursuit of ob- 
jects similar to your own.’ 

4 “From the above extract you will perceive that the Secretary 
of the Navy at Washington is careful to avoid giving counte- 
| nance to the practice of detaining American vessejs,even though 
they be slavers, unless by American vessels of war. 


seem to be, exchanging information, or cruising in company. 


while on the coast, it will be gratifying to me toaid you, or any 
of her Majesty’s officers, in forwarding so desirable an ob- 
ject. s 


“Capt, WILLIAM TUCKER, 


but, finally, finding that his successor had arrived, I addressed 
to him the following: 


with Commander Wm. Tucker, of a similar.character to that 
recommended: which, however, was not'approved by the Sec- 
retary of the Navy; avd, asihave not falien in with Captain 
Tucker since the yeceipt of a communication from Washing- 
ton on the subject. J have deemed it proper 10 enclose to yeu æ 
letter to Captain Tucker, with a copy of the agreement referred 
to therein. 


success in the prosecution of duties so interesting to the cause 
of humanity. 


“Capt. 


shall be grateful to be informed if you think any explanation or 
defence necessary. 


obedient servant, 


Africa has probably enabled you to give information to the 
Government on some points connected with the slave-trade on 
that coast, in respect to which it is desirable that the most ac- 
curate kuowledge attainable should be possessed. ‘These par- 
ticulars are: 


slave trade is supposed to be carried on; with the rivers, creeks, 


stood slave ships most frequently resort. 


engaged in the traffic. 


English, Spanish, or Brazilian colors, 


‘Phe best, if not the only means of co-operation left, would: 


“Lf anything çan be effected by this vessel within such limite, 


“Jam, with very high respect, sir, rooi Berle tee 
“Lieut. Commanding. 


Comnianding H. B. M. sloo) 
senior officer of H. B. 
coast of Africa.” 


Hoping to meet Captain Tucker, I did not despatch the letter; 


Wolverine, and 
. naval forces on the t 


[EXTRACT. ] 


tU, 8. ECHOONER GRAMPUS, 
Sierra Leone, June 17, 1841. 


“While cruising bere Jast yeer, 1 had made anayangemicnt 


“Jy conclusion, I tender to you my sincere wishes for your 


tI am, with the highest respect, sir, your obedient servant, 
“JOHN 8. PAINE, 
“Lieut, Commanding. 


k > x . 
‘Commanding H. B.M. ship Isis, and senior officer 
on the western cvast of Africa.” 


Any expression of my opinion of Mr. Paulding’s letter to me 
would have been Improper, aud would still be indecorous. F 


I have never believed s0. , 
1 have the honor to be, with the highest respect sir, your 


JOHN 8. PAINE, 
Commander United States Navy. 
Hon, DANIEL WEBSTER, | 
Secretary of State. 


Mr. Webster to Captains Bell and Paine. 


DEPARTMENT OF ŠTATE, | 
: Washington, April3o, 1842. 
Genreemen: Your experience in the s vice on the coast of 


J. The extent of the western coast of Africa, along which the 


inlets, bays, harbors, or partsof the coast, to which it is under- 


z— 


2, The space or belt along the shore within which cruiser¢ 
may be usefully employed for the purpose of detecting vessels 


3, Lhe general course of proceeding of a slave ship, after 
jeaving Brazilor the West Indies, on a voyage to the coast of 
Africa fur slaves; including her manner of approach to the 
shore, ber previous bargain or arrangement for the purchase of 
slaves; the time of ber usual stay on or near the coast, and the 
means by which she has communication with persons on 
jand. 

4, The nature of the stations or barracoons in which slaves 
are collected on shore, to be sold to the traders; whether usually 
in rivers, creeks, ot inlets, or om or near the open share. 

5. ‘Khe usual articles of equipment and preparation, and the 
manner of titing up, by which a vessel is known to be a slaver, 
though not caught with slaves on board. y 

6, The wality of employing vessels of diffrent nations to 
puise together, s0 that one or the other might have a right to 


c 


y and search every vessel which might be met with under 
suspicious circumstances, cither as belonging to the country of 


the vessels visiting and searching, or to some other country 
whieh has, by treaty, conceded such yight cf visitation and 
search. 

7. To what places slaves from slave ships could be most con- 
veniently taken. É 

8, Finally, what number of vessels, and of what size and de- 
scription, it would be necessary to employ on the western 
coast of Africa, in order to put ab enure end to the traffic in 
slaves; and for what number of years it would probably be 
necessary to maintain such force, to accomplish that purpose? 

You will please to add such observations as the state of your 
knowledge may allow, relative to the slave-trade on the eastern 
coastof Africa. 


Lhave the honor to be, &c., 
DANIEL WEBSTER. 
Captains BELL and PAINE, 
United States Navy. 


Commanders Beil and Paine to the Secretary of State. 
~ Wasnmeron Crry, May 10, 1842 
Sia: In accordance with the wishes expressed in your com- 
monication of the 30th ultimo, we have the honor to submit 
the following statement: : 
In reply to the first particular, viz: “The extent of the west- 
ern coast of Africa, along which the slave-trade is supposed to 


be carried on, with the rivers, creeks, inlete, bays, hapors, or 


parts of the coas understood “slave ships most 
frequently resort.” ` i 

The slave-trade from Western Africa to America js carried 
ou wholly between Senegal, latitude 16 deg. north, Yongitude 
164 deg. west, and Cape Frio, in latitude 18 deg. south, longis 
tude 12.deg. east, a space (following the windings of the ‘coast 
at the distance Of three or four miles) of more thar 3,600 miles. 
There are scattered along the coast five English, four-Frerch, 
five American, six Portuguese, six or eight’ Datch, and four or 
five Danish settlements, besides many which have been aban- 
doned by their respective Governments. Dt soe 

These settlements are generally isolated; many of them ‘only 
a fortress without any town; while a few area cluster of villages 
and farms. en 

The Briush, French, and particularly the Americaiy seitle- 
ments, exercise an important influence in suppressing the sluve- 
trade. - 

The influence of the Danes and Dutch is not material. 

The Portuguese influence is supposed to favor the continu. 
ance of the trade, except the counter-influence of the Briish, 
through treaty stipulations. ~ 

North of the Portugnese cluster of settlements, of which Bis- 
sao is the capital, and south of Benguela, (also Portuguese, ) 
there is believed to be no probability of a revival of the slave- 
trade to any extent. 

This Jeaves about 3,000 miles of coast to which the trade 
(principally with Cuba, Porto Rico, and Brazil) is limited, 

There are hundreds of trading places on the coast, calling 
themselves “factories,” and each claiming the protection of 
some civilized power. Some of these were the sites of aban- 
doned coloniee;-others- have: been established by trading com: 
pantes ör individuals. X 

The actual jurisdiction of a tribe on the coast seldom excerds 
ten miles, though these small tribes are sometimes more or lees 
perfectly associated for a greater distance. 

Of these factories and tribes, a few have never been directly 
engaged in the slave-trade, and ave opposed to it; but the great 
preponderance is of the slave-trading interest. 

To enumerate the rivers and inlets of this coast would not 
convey a just idea of the slave country or practices, as the ém- 
barcation often takes place from the beach, where there is no 
inlet; but we will state a few of the most noted. 

Commencing at Cape Roxo, in latitude 12 deg. 80 min. 
north, and running down the coast as far as the river Mellacorec, 
in latitude 9 deg. north, the slave-trade is more or less carricd 
on; but (in consequence of the vigilance of cruisers) not to the 
same extent it was a few years ago. ` 


Another portion of the coast, from the limits of the Sierra 
Leone colony to Cape Mount, (a space including the mouths of 
six or more rivers,) the'slavé-trade is extensively prosecuted, 
Here commences the jurisilictign of the American Colonization 
Society, which extends to Grand Bassa, There areseveral siave 
stations between Grand Bassa and Cape Palmas. ` From, thence 
eastwardly to Cape Coast castle, situated near the meridian of 
Greenwich, we believe there are no slave stations; bul caste 
ward of this, and ìn the bights of Benin and Biafra, along the 
whole coast, (which socludes the mouths of the great rivers 
Benin, Formosa, Nun, old and new Calabar, Bonvy, Camerons, 
Gaboon, and Congo, ) with few exceptions, down to Benguela, 
in latitude 13 deg. south, the slave-tiade is carried on to a very 
great extent. È 

2d. “The space or belt along the shore, within which cruisers 
may be usefully employed, for the purpose of detecting vessels 
engaged in the traffic.” 

Men of war should always cruise as hear the shore as the 
safety of the vessel will admit, in order to take advantage 
of the land and sea breezes. Twenty or thirty miles from the 
coast there are continual calms, where vessels are subject to 
vexatious delays; besides which, ships engaged in the slave- 
trade keep close in with the land, in order to reach their places 
of destination. : 


3a, “The general course of proceeding of a/slave ship, after 
leaving Brazil or the West Indies, on a voyage to the coast of 
Africa, for slaves, including her manner of approach to the 
shore, her previous bargain or arrangements forthe purchase 
of slaves, the timeof her usual stay on or. near the coast, and 
me means by which she has communication with persons on 

and.” 

Vessels bound from the coast of Brazil, or the West Indies, 
to the coast of Africa, are obliged, in consequence of the trade 
winds. to run north as far as the latitudeof thirty or thirty five, 
to get into the variable winds; thence to the eastward, untl they 
reach the longitude of Cape Verd Is!ands; then steer ta the 
southward to their port of destination; and, if bound as fer to 
the eastward as the Gulf af Guinea, usually make the land 
near Cape Mount or Cape Palmas. Vessels from Brazil bound 
to the southern part of the coast of Africa run sourh as faras 
the latitude of 35 deg. south, and make up their casting in the 
southern variables. 

Slave vessels are generally owned or chartered by thore per~- 
sons who have i 


which it | 


an inerest in the slave establishments on 
the coast of Africa, where the slaves are collected and cm- 
fined in barracoows or slave prisons, ready for transhipment 
the moment the vessel arrives. They are therefore detained 
buta short time afer arriving at, their place of destination. 
Instances have come to our notice of vessels arriving at the 
slave station in- the evening, landing their cargo, taking ‘on 
board all their slaves, and sailing with the land breeze the fol. 
lowing morning. 

Ttis not unusual, however, for vessels, unconnected with any 
cular slave establishment, to make their purchases after 
If any delay is likely to occur, an agent is landed, 
and ihe vessel stands to sea, and remains absent for as Jong a 
{ime as may be thought necessary to complete their arrange- 
ments, The slavers communicate with the shore, either with 
their own boats, or boats and canoes belonging to the Kroo- 
men inthe employment of those on shore. g 

4th. “The nature of,the stations or barracoons in which 
slaves are collected on shore to be sold to the traders, whether 
usually on rivers, creeks, or inlets, or on or near the open 
shore.” 

Tke slave stations ate variously situated; some near the 
mouth, others a considerable distance up the rivers, ard many 
uirectly on the seashore. The barracoons are thatched builds 
ings. made sufficiently strong to secure the slaves,and enough 
of them to contain, in some instances, several thousands, The 
siaves are coliected by the negro Chiefs in the vicinity, and 
sold to the persons in charge of the stations, where-they are 
kept confined until an opportunity offers to ship them off. 
Materials of all kinds nécessary to convert a cotnmon ‘trader 
into a slave ship are kept on hand, and the change can becom- 


~ 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


“pletedin afew hoirs. A` number of Ktoomen are employed, 


; and buats and canoes ready for immediate service. 


The'slave: stations are’ generally fortified. with cannon and 
muskets, not onlyto.guard againata rising of the slaves, but 


. t0 protect thein from sudden attacks of the natives in the vi- 


cinity, and to‘command their respect. , 
-Stb “The usual articles of equipment and preparation, and 
the ‘manher of fitting up, by which a vessel is known to be a 


«slaver, though not caught wilh slaves on board.” : 


-$ Messels engaged in the slave-trade are either fitted up with a 
slave deck, or have the materials on board, prepared, to put 
one up ina few hours, ‘Their hatches, instead of being close, 
as is usual in merchantmen, have gralings; they are supplied 
with hoilers sufficiently large to cook rice or farinha for the 
number: of slaves they expect to receive: an extra number of 
Water-casks, many more than are sufficient for acommon crew; 
also a namber of shackles to secure their slaves. Most of these 
articles, however, are toncealed, and every: thing is done to 
disguise the vessel. 

It is not unusual for them to have several sets of papers, two 
or mere persons representing themselves as captains or mas- 
ters: of the vessel, and flags of all nations; every device is re- 
sorted t0,40. deceive, should they encounter a cruiser. 

. Some are armed with only a few muskets; others have a 
number.of heavy guns, according to the sizeof the vessel; and 
they range from sixty to four hundred tons burden, with crews 
from ten to upwards of one hundred men. é 

6th. “The utility of employing vessels of different nations to 
cruise: together, so that one or the other might have a right to 
visit and search every vessel which might he met with under 
suspicious circumstances, either as belonging to the country of 
the vessel visiting or searching, or to some-other country which 
has, by treaty, conceded such right of visitation and search. 

We ave of opinion that a squadron should be kepton the 
coast of Africa, to co-operate with the British, or other nations 
interested in stopping the slave-trade; and that the most effi- 
cient mode would be for vessels to cruise in couples, one of 
each nation. 

7th. “To what places slaves taken from slave ships on the 
coast could be most conveniently taken?” 

If captured under the American flag, send them to Cape 
Mesurada, Liberia, or, if convenient, to such other of the Amer- 
ican. settlements as the agent of the United States there may 
wish. 

Rth. “Finally, what number of vessels, and of what size and 
description, it would be necessary to employ on the western 
coast Of Africa, in order to put an entire end to the traffic in 
slaves; and for what number of years it would probably be ne- 
cessary to maintain such force to accomplish that purpose;’? 
adding “such observations as the state of your knowledge may 
allow, relative to the slave-trade on the eastern coast of Africa?” 

As our personal knowledge of the coast extends to only that part 
of it comprised between Cape Verd and Cape Palmas, it is dif- 
ficult to state the exact force required for this service; not less, 
however, than the following, we think necessary: 

Oe first class sloop-of-war, 

One steamer from 200 to 300 tons burden. 

Two (eight or ten-gun) brigs or schooners. 

‘Ten schooners of about one hundred tons, each {with four 
guns, 

One store-ship of from 250 to 300 tons, 

All the vessels to have one-tenth less than their complements 
of men, to be filled up with Kroomen on their arrival on the 
coast. > 

A steamer (to he fitted up, if possible, to burn either wood or 
Coal, as circumstances require) will be essentially necessary. 

That part of the coast of Africa from which slaves are export- 
ed is subject to light winds and calms, A steamer propelled at 
the rate ‘of six miles an hour could easily overtake the fastest 
sailing vessels, and would be a great auxiliary in ascending 
rivers and towing boats, in order to attack slave stations. Less 
duty is performed by sailing cruisers on this coast than on any 
other we are acquainted with, from the reasons just stated; and 
‘the importance of steam vessels is much increased by this dif. 

ficulty, 


We cannot state contidently how Jong such force would be 
necessary; but we are of opinion that m three years the trade 
would beso far destroyed as to enable the United States te 


withdraw a greater part, whilea-<emalt: force of observation ` 


would be necessary, until the natives had become accustomed 
to other occupations, and lost all hope of again engaging in the 


‘traffic. 


In connexion. with this subject, we beg leave tu remark, that 
the American fair trader is sometimes obstructed in the most 
vexatious manner by armed British merchantimen, sustained 
by British cruisers. Thisarises from the practice which exists 
with the commanders ef single cruisers, the agents of trading 
companies, the masters of merchantmen, and others, making 
agreements, treaties, or, as the expression there is, “books,” 
securing to themselves the exclusive trade with the tribe or 
district. A. late instance of this unreasonable, and probably 
unauthorized, spirit of monopoly, has come to our notice near 
Cape Mount, where the native chief was induced to believe 
that he could not make a treaty with the Awerican colonists, 
because he had made one with the commander of a British 
cruiser. 

The same commander, it is asserted, has also threatened the 
Governor of the colony at Monrovia that he will make repii- 
sals on the commerce of the colony, for exercising the usual 
jurisdiction at Bassa Cove, only two or three miles from their 
town of, Bassa and tdina. 

Our knowledge of the commanders of British cruisers au- 
thorizes us to say that their conduct is not usually thus nn- 
friendly; but many instances show the propriety of guarding 
the intereats of the fair dealer, who is generally opposed to the 


_ slave; trade, 


Respecting these treaties or agreements with. the tribes, we 


` think that only the commanders of squadrons or governors of 
_ colonies should be permitted to make them; and with those 


_ over whom their Government cannot reasonably claim juris- 


diction, treaties should not be made to the exclusion of other 


mercantile powers trading on the coast, as has sometimes been 
done; and all treaties should contain a prohibition of the slave. 
trade. Commanders of squadrons and governors of colonies 
should be authorized ‘and directed to seize every opportunity, 
and make use:of all honorable means, of inducing the native 
tribes, and particularly the Emperor of Ashantee, the Empress 
or Potentate.at Loango, and other powerful nations, to enter 
into agreements to put a stop, as far as their influence extends 
to the traffic; to seize and send home for trial all foreigners 


` found on the coast engaged in the slave-trade, whether belung- 


< stroyed. 


a —— = 
ing to vessels or residing on the’ceast, (for should these persons 
be permitted to temain, even after their slave-statio e de: 
stroyed; they wili erect othersat poinis probably less assaitable;) 
and should be enjoined to extend their protection to fair uaders, 
though notof their own nation. -7 - 
Commanders of squadrons and governors should be directed 
to destroy all slave factories within the reach of the force.cm- 
ployed; and to-proclaim to the tribes in-the vicinity they must 
net be. renewed, on pain of having-their villages also de- 


We have little knowledge of the details-respecting. the slave- 
trade on the eastern coast of Africa. No instance has come to 
our knowledge of the use of the American flag there.. From 
the best information we can obtain, it seems that a large trade 
is carried on by Portuguese colonies, the Arab chiefs, and negro 
tribes.. Their greatest markets are the Mahometan countries 
bordering on the Red Sea and Persian Guif, the Portuguese 
East India colonies, Bombay, and perhapsother British posses- 
sions in the East Indies. This part of the trade is probably in 
the hands of the Arabian vesscls.. Many are also shipped to 
Brazil, and some perhaps find their way to Cuba and Porto 
Rico. 

Jn concluding this subject, we beg leave to remark, that the 
field of operations to carry on the slave trade is so extensive, 
the profits so great, and the obstacles in the path so many, so 
various, so difticult, that every means should be used by civil- 
ized nations, and particularly by the United States and Great 


Britain, to effect the object; and’ we do not believe that any - 


material good can result without an earnest and cordial co-ope- 
ration, 

We have the honor to be, with high respect, your obedient 
servants, CHARLES Ii. BELL, 

JOHN S. PAINE, 
Commanders United States Navy. 
Hon. Daneu WEBSTER i 
Secretary of State, Washinglon. 


CASE OF THE- “OCREOLE.” 


Mr. Webster lo Lord Ashburton, 
DEPARTMENT OFSTATE, 
Washington, August 1, 1842. 


My Lorn: The President has learned, with much regret, that 
you are not empowered by your Government to enter intoa 
formal stipulation for the better security of vessels of the Uni- 
ted States, when meeting with disasters in passing betwen the 
United States and the Bahama Islands, and driven, by such dis- 
asters, into British ports. This is a subject which isdeemed 
to be of great importance; and which cannot, on the present oc- 
casion, be overlooked. 

Your Lordship is aware that several cases have occurred with- 
in the last few years, which have caused much complaint. In 
some of these cases, compensation has been made by the Eng- 
lish Government for the interference of the local authorities 
with American vessels having slaves on board, by which inter- 
ference these slaves were set free. In other cases, such com- 
pensation has been refused. It appears to the President to be 
for the interest of both countries that the recurrence of similar 
cases in future should be prevented as far as possible. 

Your Lordship has been made acquainted with the case of the 
“Creole,” a vessel carried into the port of Nassau last winter 
by persons who had risen upon the lawful authority of the ves- 
sel, and, in the accomplishment of their purpose, had commit- 
ted murder on a person on board. 

The opinions which that occurrence gave occasion for this 
Government to express, in regard to the rights and duties of 
friendly and civilized maritime States, placed by Providence 
near to each other, were well. considered, and are entertained 
with entire confidence. The facts in the particular case of the 
“Creole” are conwoverted; positive and officious interference by 
the colonial authorities to set the slaves free, being alleged on 
one side, and denied on the other, 7 

{t isnot my present purpose to discuss this difference of opin. 
jon as to the evidence in the case as it at present exists; because, 
the rights of individuals having rendered necessary 2 more 
thorongh and a judicial investigation of facts and circumstances 
attending the transaction, such investigation is understood to 
be now in progress; and its result, when known, will render me 
more able than at this moment to present to the British Govern: 
ment a full and accurate view ofthe whole case, But it is my 
purpose, and my daty, to invite your Lordship’s attention to 
the general subject, and your serious consideration of some 


. practical means of giving Security to the coasting: trade of the 


United States, against unlawful annoyance and interruption 
along this part of their shore. ‘Che Bahama islands approach 
the coast of Florida within a few leagues, and, with the coast 
forma long and narrow channel, filled with innumerable small 
islands and banks ofsand; and the navigation is difficult and dan: 
gerous, not only on these accounts, but from the violence of 
the winds and the variable nature of the currents, Accidents 
are of course frequent; and necessity often compels vessels of 
the United States, in attempting to double Cape Florida, to seek 
shelter in the ports of these islands, Along this passage the 
Atlantic States hold intercourse with the States on the Guifand 
the Mississippi; and through it the products of the valley of that 
river (a region of vast extent and boundless fertility) finda 
main, outlet to thesea, in their destination to the markets of the 
world, 

No particular ground of complaint exists as to the treatment 
which American vessels usually receive in these ports, unless 
they happen to have slaves on board; but, in cases of that kind, 
complaints have been made, as already stated, of officious inter: 
ference of the colonial authorities with the vessel, for the pur- 
pose of changing the condition in which these persons are, by 
the laws of their own country, and of setting them free, ; 

In the Southern States of this Union, slavery exists by the 
laws of the States, and under the guaranty of the Constitution 
of the United Stares; and it has existed in them from a perio 
long antecedent to the time when they ceased to be British col- 
onies. In thisstate of things, it will happen that slaves will be 
often on beard coasting vessels, as hands, as servants atiendine 
the families of their owners, or for the purpose of being car. 
ried from port to port. For the security of the rights of their 
citizens, when vessels, having persons of this description on 
board, are driven by stress of Weather, or carried by unlawful 
force into British ports, the United Srates propose the introduc. 
tion of no new principle into the law of nations. They require 
only a faithful and exact observance of the injunctions of that 
code, as understood and practised in modern times. 

Your Lordship observes that I have spoken only of Ameri. 


_ can vessels driven into British ports by the disasters of the seas, 


or carried in by unlawful force. 1 confine my rema: ks to these 
cascs, because they. are the common cases, and becauge they 
are the cases which the Jaw of nations most emphatically ex- 
empts from interference. ‘The maritime law is full of instances 
of the application of that great and practical rule, which de- 
clares that that which is the clear result o! necessity, ought to 
draw after it no penaltyand no hazard. If aship be driven, by 
stress of weather, into a prohibited port, or into an open port, 
with prohibited articles on board, in neither case is any forfeit- 
ure incurred, And (what may be considered a still stronger case) 
it has been decided by eminent English authority, and that de- 
cision has received general approbation, that if a vessel be driv. 
on, by necessity, into a port strictly blockaded, this necessity is 
good-defence, and exempts her from penalty. i 

A vessel on the high seas, beyond the distance of a marine 
league from the shore, is regarded as part of the territory of 


. the nation to which she belongs, and subjected éxclusively to 


the jurisdiction of that nation If, againet.the will of her mas. 
ter, or owner, she be driven or carried nearer to the land, or 
even into port, those who have, or ought to have, control over 
her, struggling al! the while fo keep her upon the bigh seas, and 
so within the exclusive jurisdiction of her own: Government, 
what reason or justice is there in creating a distinction between 
her rights and immunities, in a position, thus the result of abso- 
lute necessity, and the same rights and immunities before supe- 
rior power had forced her out of her voluntary course? 3 

But, my Lord, the rule of Jaw, and the comiy and practice 
of nations, go much further than these: cases of necessity, and 
allow even to a merchant vessel coming into any opeh port of 
another country voluntarily, for the purposes of lawful trade, 
to bring with her, and keep over her, to a very considerable ex. 
tent, the jurisdiction and authority of the laws of her own coun- 
try; excluding, to this extent, by consequence, thejurisdiction of 
the locallaw. A ship, say the publicists, though atanchorin a 
foreign harbor, preserves its jurisdiction and its laws. It is 
natural to consider the vessels of a nation as parts of its terri- 
tory, though at sea, as the State retains its jurisdiction over 
them; and, according to the commonly received custom, this 
jurisdiction is preserved over the vessels, even in parts of the 
sea subject to a foreign dominion. 

This is the doctrine of the law ofnations, clearly laid down by 
writers of received authority, and entirely conformable, as it is 
supposed, with the practices of modern nations. 

Ifa murder be committed on board of an American vessel, by 
ońe of the crew upon another, or upon a passenger, or by a 
passenger on ons or the crew, or another passenger, while such 
vessel is lying in a port within the jurisdiction of a foreign state 
or sovereignty, the offence is cognizable and punishable by the 
proper court of the United States, in the same manner as if such 
offence had been committed on board the vessel on the high 
seas. The law of England is supposed to be the same. 


K istrue, that the jurisdiction ofa nation over a vessel belong: 
ing to it, while lying in the port of another, is not necessarily 
wholly exclusive. We do not so consider or so assert it, For 
any unlawful act done by her while thus lying in port, and for 
all contracts entered into while there, by her master or owners, 
she and they must doubtless be answerable to the laws of the 
place, Nor, if her master or crew, while on boardin such port, 
break the peace of the community by the commission of crimes, 
can exemption be claimed for them. But, nevertheless, the 
law of nations, as I have stated it, and the statutes of govern- 
ments founded on that law, as I have referred to them, show 
that enlightened nations, in modern times, do clearly hold that 
the jurisdiction and laws ofa nation accompany her ships rot 
only over the high seas, but into ports and harbors, or whereso- 
ever else they may be water-borne, for the gcneral purpose of 
governing and regulating the rights, duties, and obligations of 
those on board thereof; and thar, to the extent of the exercise of 
this jurisdiction, they are considered as parts of the territory of 
the nation herself. 


, Ha vessel be driven By weather into the ports of another na: 
tion, it would hardly be alleged by any one, that, by the mere 
force of such arrival within the waters of the State, the law of 
that State would s» attach to the vessel as to affect existing 
rights of property between persons on board, whether arising 
from contract or otherwise. The local law would not operate 
to make the goods of one man to become the goods of another 
man, Nor ought it to affect their personal obligations, or ex- 
isting relations between themselves; nor was it ever supprsed 
to have such effect, until the delicate and exciting question 
which has caused these-interferences in the British islands 
arose. The local law in these cases dissolves no obligations or 
relations lawfully entered into or lawfully existing, according 
to the laws of theship’s country. If it did, intercourse of civil- 
ized men between nation and nation must cease. Marriages 
are frequently celebrated in one country ia a manner not law» 
ful or valid in another; but did anybody ever doubt that mar- 
rages aie Valid all over the civilized world, ifvalidin the coun- 
try in which they took place? Did any one éver imagine that 
local Jaw acted upon such marriages to annihilate their obliga- 
tion, if the parties should visit a country in which marriaces 
must be celebrated in another form? 2 

It may be said that, in such instances, personal relations are 
founded in contract, and therefore to. be respected; but that the 
relation of master and ‘slave is not founded in contract, and 
therefore is to berespected only by the Jaw cf the place which 
recognises it. Whoever so reasons, encounters the authority 
of the whole body of public law, from Grotius down; be- 
cause there are numerous instances in which the law “itself 
presumes or implies contracts; and promirent among these 
instances is the very relation which we are now considering, 
and which relation is holden by law to draw after it mutuality 
of obligation. 

Ts not the relation between’a father and his minor childre 
acknowledged, when they go abroad? And on what chjidron 
is this founded, but a contract raised by general principles of 
law, from the relation of tke parties? 

Your Lordship will please to bear in mind,that the proposition 
which Yam endeavoring to support, is, that, by the comity of 
the law of nations, and the practice of modern times, merchant 
vessels, entering open ports of other nations, for the purpose of 
trade, are presumed to be allowed to bring with them, and to 
retain, for their protection and government, the jurisdiction and 
laws of their own country. Ail this, I repeat, ia presumed to 
be allowed; because the Ports are open, because trade ja in- 
vited, and because, under these circumstantes, such permis- 
sion or allowance is according to general usage. It is not de- 
nied that all this may be refused; and this suggests a distinc- 
tion, the disregard of which may perhaps account for most of 
the difficulties arising in cases of this sort; (that is to gay, the 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


distinction between what a State may do if it pleases, and 
what. it is presumed to do, or not to do, in the absence of any 
positive declaration of its will. A State might declare that all 
foreign marriages ‘should be regarded as null and void, within 
its territory; that a foreign father, arriving with an infantson, 
should no longer have authority or control over him; that, on 
the arrival ofa foreign vessel in its ports, all shipping articles 
apd ali-indentures of apprenticeship between her crew and 
her owners or masters, should cease to be binding, These, and 


many other things, equally irrational and absurd, a sovereign ` 
State has doubtless the power to do. But they are not to. be ` 


presumed, Iris not to be taken for granted, ad ante, that it is the 
‘will of the sovereign State thus to withdraw itself from the cir- 
cle of civilized nations, It will be time enough to believe this 
to be its intention, when it formally announces that. intention, 
by appropriate enactments, edicts, or other declarations. In 
regard to slavers within the British territories, there is a well- 
known and clear promulgation of the will of the sovereign au- 
thority; that isto say, there is a well known rule of herlaw. 
As to England herself, that law has long existed; and recent 
acts cf Parhament establish the same law for the colonies. 
The usual mode of stating the rule of Inglish law is, that no 
sooner docs a slave reath the shore of England, than he is free. 
This is true; but it means no more than that, when a slave 
‘comes -within the exclusive jurisdiction of England, he ceases 
to be a slave, because the law of England positively and no- 
toriously prohibits and forbids the existence of such a rela. 
tion between man and man: But it does not ‘mean 
that English authorities, with this rule of English law in 
their hands, may enter where the jurisdiction of another 
nation is acknowledged to exist, and there destroy rights, 
obligations, and interests, Jawlully existing under | the 
authority. of such other nanon. Nosuch construction, and no 
such effect, canbe rightfully given to the British law. It is 
true, that itis competent to the British Parliament, by express 
statute provision, to declare that no foreiga jurisdiction. of any 
` kind should exist in or over a vessel, after its arrival voluntarily 
her ports. And so she might close all her ports to the ships of 
all nations. A State may also declare, in the absence of treaty 
Stipulations, that forcigners shall not sue in her courts, nor 
travel in her territories, nor carry away funds or goods received 
for debts. We need notinquire what would be the condition 
of acouniry that should establish such Jaws, nor in what_re- 
jation they would leave her towards the States of the civilized 
world. Mer power to make suck laws is unquestionable; but, 
to the absence of direct and positive enactments to that ef 
feet, tho presumption is that the opposites of these things ex- 
ist.” While her ports are open to foreign trade, it is to be pre- 
sumed that she expects foreign ships to enter them, bringing 
with them the jurisdiction of their own Government, and the 
protection of is laws, to the same extent that her ships, and the 
ships of other commercia) States, carry with them the juris- 
diction of their respective Governments into the open ports of 
_ the world; just as it is presumed, while the contrary is not 
avowed, shat strangers may travel in a civilized couuty, M a 
time of peace, sue in its courts, and bring away their property. 

A merchant vessel enters the port ofa friendly State, and en- 
joys while there the protection of her own Jaws, and Js under 
the jurisdiction of her own Government—not in derogation of 
the sovereignty of the place, but by the presumed allowance or 

ermission of that sovereignty. This permission or allowance 
is founded on the comity of nations, like the other cases which 
have been mentioned; and this comity is part (and a most im- 
portant and valuable pare of the law of nations, to which all 
nations arc presumed to assent until they make their dissent 
known. In the silence of any positive rule affirming or deny- 
ing or restrainiug the operation of foreign laws, their tacit 
adoption is presumed, to the usual extent. lt is upon this 
round. that courtsof law expound contracts according to the 
aw of the place in which they are made; and instances almost 
innumerable exist, in which, by the general practice of civit- 
ized countries, the Jaws of one will be recognised and often ex- 
ecuted in another. This is the comity of nauons; and it is 
upon this, as ite solid basis, that the intercourse of civilized 
States is maintained. 

But while that which has now been said is understood to be 
the voluntary and adopted law of nations, in cases of the volun» 
tary entry of merchant vessels into the poris of other countries, 
it is nevertheless true, that vessels in such porta, only throagh 
an overruling necessity, may place their claim for exemp- 
tion from interference on still higher principles; thatis to say, 
principles held in more sacred regard hy the comity, the cour- 
tesy, or indecd the common sense of justice of all civilized 
States. 


Even in regard Lo cases of necessity, however, there are things 
ofan unfriendly and offensive character, which yet it may not 
be casy to say that a nation might not do. For example: a na- 
tion might declare her will to be, and make itthe law of her do- 
minions, that foreign vessels, cast away on her shores, should 
be lost to their owners, and subject to the ancient law of wreck. 
Orancutral State, while shutting her ports to the armed ves- 
gels of belligerents, as sbe has a right to do, might resolve on 
seizing and confiscating vessels of that description, which 
should be driven to take shelter in her harborsby the violence of 
the stormsof the ocean, But laws of this character, however 
within the absolute competence of Governments, could only be 
passed, if passed at all, under willingness to meet the last re- 
sponsibility to which nations are subjected. 

The presumption is stronger, therefore, in regard to vessels 
driven into foreign ports by necessity, and seeking only tempo- 
yary refuge, than in regard to thuse which enter them volun- 
tarily, and for purposes of trade, that they will not be interfered 
with; and that, unless they commit, while in port, some act 
againet the lawsof the place, they will be permitted to receive 
supplies, to repair damages, and to depart unmolested. 

T, therefore, vessels of the United States, pursuing Jawful 
voyages from port to port, along their own shore, are driven by 
atress of weather, or carried by unlawful force, into English 
ports, the Government of the United States cannot consent that 
the local authorities in those ports shall take advantage of such 
misfortunes, andenter them, for the purpose of interfering with 
the condition of persons or things on board, as established by 
their own laws. If slaves, the property of citizens of the Uni- 
ted States, escape into the British territories, it is not expected 
that they will be restored. In that case, the territorial jurisdic- 
tion of Engiand will have become exclusive over them, and 
mustdecide their condition. But slaves on board of American 
veaséls, lying in British waters, are not within the exclusive ju- 
risdiction of England; or under the exclusive operation of Eng- 
lish Jaw; and this founds the broad distinction Between the 
cases, If persons guilty of crimes inthe United States, seek 


anasylum in the British dominions, they will not be demanded, 
until provision fer such cases be made by Ueaty; becouse, the 
giving up of criminals fugitive from. Justice is agreed and un- 
derstood to bea matter m which every nation regulates its 
conduct according 10° its own “discretion, It is no breach of 


-comity to refuse such surrender. 


On the other hand, vessels of the United States, driven by ne- 
cessity: into British ports, and staying there no longer than such 
necessity exists, violating ho law, nor having intent to violate 
any law, will claim,andthere will be claimed for them, protec- 
tion and security, freedom from molestation, and from all in- 
terference with the character or condition of persons or things 
onboard. Inthe opinion of the Government of the United 
States, such vessels, so driven and so detained by necessity in a 
friendly port, ought to be regarded as stiil pursuing their origi- 
nal veyage, and turned out of their direct course only by disas- 
ter, or by wrongful violence; that they ought to receive al} as- 
sistance necessary to enable them to resume that direct course; 
and that interference or. molestation by the Jocal authorities, 
where the whole voyage is lawful, both in act and intent, is 
ground for just and grave complaint. 

Your Loidship’s discernment and large experience in affairs 
cannot fail to suggest to you how important itis to merchants 
and navigators, engaged in the coasting trade of a country so 
large in extent as the United States, that they should feel secure 
against all but the ordinary causes of maritime loss. The pos- 
sessions of the two Governments closely approach each other. 
This proximity, which ought to make us friends and good 
neighbors, may, without proper care and regulation, itself 
prove aceaseless cause of vexation, irritation, and disquiet. 

If your Lordship has no authority to enter into a stipulation 
by treaty for the prevention of such occurrences hereafter as 
havealready happened—occurrences eo likely to disturb that 
peace between the two countries which itis the object of your 
Lordship’s mission to establish and confirm—you may still be 
so far acquainted with the senuments.of your Government as 
to be able to engagethat instructions shall be given to the local 
authorities in the islands, which shall lead chem to regulate their 
conduct in conformity with the rights of citizens of the United 
States; and the just expectations of their Goverament, and in 
such manner as shall,in future, take away all reasonable 
ground of complaint. It would be with the most profound re- 
gret that the President should see that, while it is now hoped so 
many other subjects of difference may be harmoniously ad- 
juste, nothing should be done in regard to this dangerous 
source of fature collisions. 

Lavail myself of this occasion ta renew to your Lordship the 
assurances of my distinguished consideration. 

DANIEL WEBSTER. 


Lord ASHBURTON, &c., &¢., &e, 


Lord Ashburton to Mr. Webster. 
WASHINGTON, August 6, 1542. 

Sm You may be well assured that Lam duly sensible of the 
great importance of the subject to which you call my attention 
in the note which you did me the honor of addressing me the ist 
instant, in which you informed me that the President had been 
pleased to express his regret that I was not. empowered by my 
Government to enter into a formal stipulation for the better se- 
curity of vessels of the United States, when mecting with disas- 
ters In passing between the United States and the Bahama isl- 
ands, and driven, by such disasters, into British poris. 


It is, I believe, unnecessary that I should tell you that the ` 


case ofthe Creole was known in London a few days only be- 
fore my departure. Nocomplaint had at that time been made 
hy Mr. Everett, The subject was not, therefore, among those 
which it was the immediate object of my mission to discuss. 
But atthe seme time I must admit that, fromthe moment Iwas 
acquainted with the facts ofthis case, E was sensible cf all its 
importance; and [should not think myself without power to 
consider of sume adjustinent of, and remedy for, a great a 
knowledge dificuicy, if Lcowld see my way Clearly to any sat- 
isfactory course, and iff had not ved at the conclusion, alter 
very anxious consideration, that, for the reasons which Twill 
state, this question bad better be treated in London, where it 
will havo a much increased chance of settlement, on terms 
likely to satisfy the interests of the United States. 

The immediate case of the Creole would be casily disposed of; 
butit involvesa class aud description of cases which, forthe pur- 
pose of affording that security you seck for the trade of Ameri 
ca through the Bahama channel, brings into consideration que 
tions offaw, both national and iaternational, of the highest im- 
portance; and to increase the delicacy and difficulty of the sub- 
ject, public feeling is sensitively alive to every thing connected 
with it, These circumstances bring me to the conviction that, 
although 1 really believe that much may be done to meetthe 
wishes of your Government, the means of doing so would be 
pest considered tn London, where tinmediate reference may be 
had to the highest authorities, on every point of delicacy and 
difficulty that may arise. Whatever I might attempt would be 
more or less under the disadvantage of being fettered by appre- 
hensions of responsibility, and I might thereby be kept within 
limits which my Government at home mightdisregard. In other 
words, I believe you would bave a better chance in this settle- 
ment with them than with me. F state this after sonic imper- 
fect endeavors, by correspondence, to come at satisfactory ex- 
planauons. ifl were in this instance treating of ordinary ma- 
terial interests, I should proceed with more confidence; but 
anxious as I unfeignedly am that all questions likely to disturb 
the future good understanding between us chould be averted, 1 
strongly recommend this question of the security of the Baha- 
ma channel being referred for discussion in London. 

'Lhis opinion is more decidedly confirmed by your very ela- 
borate and important argument on the application of the gener- 
al principles of the law of nations to these subjects—an argu- 
ment to which your authority necessarily gives great weight, 
but in which [ would not presume to fellow you with my own 
imperfect means. Great Britain and the United States, cover- 
ing all the scas uf the world with their commerce, have the 
greatest possible interest in maintaining sound and pure prin- 
ciples of international Jaw, as well as the practice of reciprocal 
aid and goad offices in all their harbors ant! possessions, With 
respect tothe latter, it is satisfactory to know that the disposi- 
tion of the respective Governments and people leaves little to 
be desired, with the single exception of ihose very delicate and 
perplexing questions which have recently arisen from the state 
bf slavery; and even these seem confined, and likely to continue 
tw be confined, to the narrow passage of the Bahama channel. 
At no other partof the British possessions are American vessels 
with slaves ever likely to touch, nor are they likely to touch 
there otherwise than from the pressure of very urgent necessi- 


i ty. The difficulty, therefore, as well asthe desired remedy, is 


apparendy confined within narrow limite. s 
Upon the great general principles affecting this case, we do 
not difer. - You admit thatif slaves, the property of American 
citizens, escape into British territories, it is not expected that 
they will be restored; and you may be well assured that there is 
no wish on our part that they should reach our shores, or that 
Briiish possessions should be used as decoys for the violators of 
the laws of a friendly neighbor. : 
When these slaves do reach us, by whatever means, there 
is no alterndlive. The present state of British law is, in this 
respect, too. weil known to require repetition; nor need -F re- 
mind you thatit is exactly the same with the lawsof every part 
of the United States where a state of slavery is not recognised; 
and that the slave put on shore at Nassau would be dealt with 
exactly as would a foreign slave Janded, under any circum- 
stances whatever, at Boston. 


But what constitutes the being within British dominion, from 
which these consequences are to follow? Is a vessel passing 
through the Bahama channel, and forced involuntarily, either 
from storm or mutiny, into British waters, to be so considered? 
What power have the authorities of those islands to take cog- 
nizance of persons or property in such vessels? These are 
questions which you, sir, have discussed at great length, and 
with evident ability, Although you have advanced some prop- 
ositions which rather surprise and starile me, ¥ do not pretend 
to judge them; but what is very clear, is, that great. principles 
aye involved in a discussion which it would ill become me 
lightly toenter upon; and I am confirmed by this consideration 
in wishing that the subject'be referred to where it will bë per» 
fectly,.weighed andexamined. 5 

Tt bebooves the authorities of our two Governments well to 
guard themselves against establishing, by their diplomatic in- 
tercourse, false precedents and prgiciples; and that they do not, 
for the purpise of meeting a passing difficulty, set examples 
which may hereafter mislead the world. 

i. js not intended, on this occasion, to consider in detail the 
particular instances which have given rise to these discussions. 
They have already been stated and explained. Our. object is 
rather to look to the means of future prevention of such occur- 
rences. ‘Thatthis may be obtaincd, I have little doubt, although 
we may not be able immediately to agree on the precise stipu- 
lations of a treaty, On the partof Great Britain, there are cer- 
tain great principles, toe deeply rooted in the consciences and 
sympathies of the people forany minister to he able to overlook; 
and any engagement I might make in opposition to them would 
be instantly disavowed; but, atthe same time that we maintain 
our own Jaws within our own territories, we are bound to re- 
spect thosc of our neighbars, and to listen to every possible sug- 
gcetion of means of averting from them every annoyance and 
injury. I have great confidence that this may be effectually 
done in the present instance; but the case to be met and reme- 
died is new, and must not be too hastily dealt with. You may, 
however, be assured that measures so important for the pres: 
ervation of friendly interconrse between the two countries shall 
not be neglected. 3 


In the mean time, T can engage that instructions shall be given 
to the Governors of her Majesty’s colonies cn the southern bor- 
ders of the United States, to execute their own laws with careful 
attention to the wish of their own Government to maintain good 
neighbarhvod; and that there shall be no officious interference 
with American vessels driven by accident or by violence into 
those ports. ‘he laws and duties of hospitality shall be executed; 
and these seem neither to require nor to justify any further in- 
quisition into the state of persons, or things, on board of vessels 
so situated, than may be indispensable.to enforce ths observance 
ofthe municipal law of the colony, and the proper regulation 
of its harbors and waters. ' 

A strict and careful attention to these rules, applied in good 
faith to all transactions as they arise, will, I hope and believe, 
without any abandonment of" great general principles, lead to 
the avoidance of any excitement or agitation on this very sensi- 
tive subject of slavery, and, consequently, of those irritating 
feclings which may havea tendency to bring into peril all*the 
great interests connected with the maintenance of peace. yt 

I further trust that friendly sentimenta, and a conviction of 
the importance of cherishing them, will, on all occasions, lead 
the two countries to consider favorably any further arrange- 
ments which may be judged necessary for the reciprocal potee- 
tion of their interests. h : 

I hope, sir, that this explanation on this very important sub- 
ject will be satisfactory to the President, and that he will see in 
it no diminution of that earnest desire, which you have heen’ 
pleased to recognise in me, to perforin my work of reeoncilia- 
tion and friendship; but that he will rather perceive, in my sug- 
gestion, in this particular instance, that it is made with a well- 
founded hope of thereby better obtaining the object we have in 
view. g 

Ihave the bonor to renew to you, sir, the assurances of my 


high consideration. 
ASHBURTON, 
Hon. DANIEL WEBSTER, &¢., &¢., &C. ` 


Afr. Webster to Lord Ashburton. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, August 8, 1842. 

My Lorn: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of 
your Lordship’s note of the 6th instant, in answer to mine of 
the Ist, upon the subject of a stipulation for the better security 
of American vessels driven by accident, or carried by force, 
into the British West ladia ports. i : 

The President would have been gratified if youhad felt yours 
self at liberty to proceed at once to consider of some proper 
arrangement, by formal treaty, for this object; but there may be 
weightin the reasons which you urge for referring such mode 
of stipulation for consideration in London. 

The President places his reliance on those principles of pub- 
lic law which were stated in my note to your Lordship, 
and which are regarded as equally well founded and impor- 
tant; and on your Lordship’s engagement that instructions 
shall be given to the Governors of her Majesty’s colonies to 
execute their own laws with careful attention to the wish of 
their Government to maintain good neighborhood; and that 
there shal! be no officious interference with American vessels 
driven by accident or by violence into those ports; that the 
taws and duties of hospitality shall be executed, and that these 
seem neither to require nor to justify any further inquisition 
into the stateof persons or things Où board of vessels so sit- 
uated, than may be indispensable to enforce the observance of 
the municipal law of the colony, and the proper regulation of 


„ihat actuated by a just sense of what is dueto the mutual io- 


nent. peace between them, her Majesty’s Government will not 
fail to see the importance of removing, by such further stipula- 


jis haibors and waters. He indulges the hope, névertheless, 


teresis.of the two countries, and the maintenance of a’ perma- 


tions, by treaty or otherwise, as may be found to be necessary, 
all cause of complaint connected with the subjecte 
: I Rave the honor to be,. ” ` 
With bigh consideration, 
Non Your Lordshp’s obedient servant, ; 
$ : DANIEL WEBSTER. 
Lord ASHBURTON, &¢., &c., &c. 


CASE OF THE CAROLINE, 


Mr. Webster io Lord Ashburton. 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, : 
Si f Washington, July 27, 1842. 
My: Lorn: In'relation to the case of the “Caroline,” wi:ich 
we have heretofore made the subject of ccnference, P have 


“thought it right to place in your hands an extract of aleter 


+, tong enough to divide the whole of Europe into halves—i 


` large standing armies in time of peace, 
-pily exempts them from the necess 


from this department to.Mr: Fox, of the 2dth of April, 1841, 
and an extract from the message of the President of the United 
States to Congress.at the commencemenyot is’ present session. 
‘Phese papers you have, no doubt; alreday seen; but they are, 
nevertheless, now communinated, as such a communication is 
considered ‘a ready mode of presenting the view which this 
Government enlertains of the destruction of that vessel. 

The act of which the Government of the United States com 
plains, is rot to be considered as justifiable or unjustifiable, as 
the question.of the lawfulness or uplawfuiness of the employ- 
ment in which the “Caroline” was engaged may be decided the 
one way or the other.. That actis of itself a wrong,.and an of- 
fence to the sovereignty and the digeity of the United States, 
being a violation of their soil and territory; a wroug for which, 
to thie day, no atonement, or even apology, has been made by 
her Majesty’s Government. Your Lordship cannot but be 
aware that self-respect, the conscloustess of independence and 
national equality, and a sensitiveness to whatever may touch 
the honor of the country—a sensitivencss which this Govern- 
ment will ever feel axd ever cultivate--make this a matter of 
high importance; and I must be allowed to ask for it your 
Lordship’s grave consideration. 

Ihave the honor to be, my Lord, 
Your Lordship’s most obedient servant, 
DANIEL WEBSTER, 
, Lord ASHBURTON. &¢., rc. r, ” 


Extract ef a letter from Mr, Webster to Mr, Fox, dated 
p . April 24, 1841. 
* 4 * i ` , ` 


The undersigned has now to s'gnify to Mr. Fox that the 
Government of the United Staies has not changed the opinion 
which ivhas heretofore cxpressed to her Majesty’s Goverment. 
of the character of the act of destroying the “Caroline” ; 
| H does not think that that transaction can be justified by any 
reasonable application or construction of the right of sélfde- 
fence, under the lawsof nations, It isadmitted that a just right 
of selt-defence attaches always to nations as weil as to individ- 
uals, and is equally necessary for the preservation of both. But 
the extent of this right isa question to be judged of by the cir 
cumstances of each particular ease; and when is alledged ex- 
ercise has led to the commission of hostile acts within the terri 
tory of a power at peace, nothing less than a clear and absoluic 
necessity eam afford ground of justification. Not Having, up to 
this time, been made acquamied with the views and reasons, at 
length, which have tod her Majeaty’s Government to think the 


: destruction ofthe Carolino” justitialle asan act of sclf-delence, 


the undersigned, carnesily renewing the ramonstrance ¢ 
Government against he tansaction, at } 
from any extended discussion of dhe question 
proper, neverthele t fo omit to take some notice of the 
general grounds of ju cation stated by her Majesty’s Govern. 
ment, in their instructions to Mr. F ea 

Her Majesty’s Government haye, instructed Mr, Fox to say, 
that they are of opintou-that thé transaction which terminated 


An she destruction of the “Caroline” was a justifiable employ 
smMent ‘of forco, for the purpose of defending 


the British terri- 
tory from the unprovoked attack ofa band of British rebels and 
Americans pirates, who, havise been “permitted” toarm and 
organize themselves within the territory of the United miates 
had actually invaded a portion of the territory of ber Majesty, 

The President cannot suppose that ber Majesty’s Government 
by the use of these terms, meant to be understood as intimaune 
that those acts, viola ‘ing the laws of the United States and dis- 
turbing the peace of the British territeries, were done under any 
degree of countenance from this Government, or were regerded 
by it with indifference; or that, under the circumstances-of the 
case, they could have been prevented by the ordin course of 
proceeding, Although he regrets that, by using the (erm “per. 
mitted,” a possible inference of that kind might be raised, yet 
such an inference the President is willing to believe would be 
quite unjust to the intentions of the British Government. 

That, on a line of frostier such as separates the United Btates 
from her Britannie Majesty’s Nevih American provine 2 line 


f gu- 
Jaxities, violences, and conflicis should sometimes occur, equal- 
ly against the will of both Governments, is certainly easily to be 
supposed. ‘This may be more possible, perhaps, in regard to 
the United States, without any reproach to their Government; 
since their institutions entirely discourage the keeping up of 
and their situation hap- 
€ X ty of maintaining such ex- 
pensive anddangerous establishments, AlL that can be expect- 
ed from either Government, i these cases, is good faith, a sin 
cere desire to preserve peace and do justice. the use ofall proper 


> means of prevention; and that, if offences cannot, nevertheless, 


be always prevented, the offenders shall still be justly punished. 
Tn all these respects, this Government acknowledges no dejin- 
quency in the performance of its duties. ba 

Her Majeaiy’s Governmentare pleased, also, to speak of those 
American citizens who took part with personsin Canada en- 
gaged’ in an insurrection agaiust!the British Government, as 
t American pirates.” The undersigned does not admit the pro- 
priety or justice of this designation. If citizens ofthe United 
States fitted out, or were engaged in fitting out, a military expe- 


: dition fiom the United States, intended to act against the British 


Government in Canada, they were clearly violating the laws of 
their own country, and exposing themselves to the just conse- 


` quences which might be inflicted on them, if taken within the 


they were cer- 
ink that i can 


tainly nat pir 
sion, or hasten 


advance the perpoge of fair - 
he -accemmodauon cf national 
them. Their offence, whatever it was, had no analogy to cases 
of piracy. Supposing aitthatis alleged against them to be true; 
they were taking a part in what they regarded as a civil wat, 
and.they were taking a part on the side.of the rebels. Surely, 
England herself has not regarded persons thus engaged as de- 
serving the appellation which: her Majesty’s Government be- 
stowed on thess citizens of the United States: . 
It is quite notorious that, for the greater part of the last two 
centuries, subjects of the British Crown have been petmitied 
to engage in foreign wars, boih national end civil; and in the lat- 
ter, in every stage of their progress; and yet ithasnot been im- 
agined that England has at any time -allowed her subjects to 
turn pirates. Indeed, in our own times, not oniy have mdivid- 
ual subjects of that Crown gone abroad to engage in civil wars, 
but we have seen whole regiments openly re rnited, imbodicd, 
armed, and disciplined, in England, with tne avowed purpose 
of aiding a rebellion against a pation with which England was 
at peace; although it is true that, subsequently, an act of Parlia- 
ment was passed io prevent transactions so nearly approaching 
to public war, without license from the Crown, : 
Ii may be said that there isa difference between the case of a 
civil war arising from a disputed succession, or a protracted ro- 
voltof a colony against the mother country, and the case of the 
fresh outbreak or commencement of a rebellion. ‘The under- 
signed does not deny that such distinction may, for certsin pur- 
poses, be. deemed well founded. fio admits that a Govern- 
ment, called upon to consider its own rights, interests, ahd du- 
ties, when civil wars break out in other countries, may decide 
on gil ike circumstances of the particular case upon its own ex 
isting stipulations, on probable results, on what its own security 
requires, and on many other considerations. It may be already 


-bound to assist one party; or Jt may become bound, If it so 


ahocses, to assist the other, and to meci the consequences of 
such assistance, 

But whether the revolt be recent or long continued, they who 
join those concerned in it, whatever may be their offence 
against their own country, or however they may be treated, if 
taken with arms in their hands in the territory of the Govern- 
ment against which the standard of revolt is raised, cannot be 
denominated pirates, without departing from all ordinary use of 
language in the definition of offences. A cause which bas so 
foul an origin as piracy cannat, in its progress or by its success, 
obtain a claim to any degree of respectability or tolerance 
among nations; and civil wars, therefore, are not urderstcod to 
have such a commencement. 

it is well known to Mr. Fox, that anthorides of the highest 
emincuce in England, living acd dead, have maintained that the 
general law of nations ces not forbid the citizens or subjects of 
one Government from taking part in the civil commotions of 
another, There issome reason, indeed, to think that such may 
be the opinion of her Majes:y’s Governmentat the present mo- 
ment. 

The undersigned has made these remarks from the conviction 
that itis jmportant to regard established distinctions, and Lo 
view the acts and offences of individuals in the exactly proper 
light. But itis not io be inferred that there is, on the rt of 
this Government, any purpose of extenuating in the slightest 
degree the crimes cf those persons, citizens of the United States, 
who have joined in military expeditions against the British 
Government in Canada. On the contrary, the President directs 
the undersigned to say, thatit is bis fixed resolution thsi all 
such disturbers of the national peace, and violaters of the laws 
of their country, shall be brought to exemplary punishment. 
Nor will the fact that they are instigated and led on to thes: èx- 
cesses by British subjects, refugees from the provinces, be deem- 
ed any excuse or palliation; althougs it is well worthy of being 
remembered, that the prime movers of these disturbances on 
the vorders are subjects of the Queen, who come within the ter- 
ritories cf the United to enl'st tne sympathies of 
their citizens, by al! which they are able to address 
es, real or iinacinary. There 
gn of any hostile movement 
from the United States, aga fa, has commenced with 
citizens of the United States. 'The true origin of such pur- 
peses and such enterprises is on the other side of the line. But 
the PresidenUsYesolution to prevent these transgressions of the 
laws, is not, on that account, the Jess strong. It is takea, not 
ouly jn conformity to his duty, under the provisions of existing 
Jaws, but in full consonance with the established principles and 
practice of this Government. A 

The Government of the United States hasnot, froin the fir 
fallen into the doubts, elsewhere entertained, of the true exi 
of the duties of neutraliry. It has held that, how: 
have been in less enlightened a 
the modern Jaw of nations is, that neutral States are bound to 
be strictly neutrals and that it is a manifeat and gross impro- 
priety for individuals to engage in the civil conflicts of ether 
states, and thus to be at war Geverament is at 


is no reason tob 


t, 
t 
i rit may 
s, the Just Interpretation of 


peace. Warand peace are h s, which can 
properly be established or changed oniy by nations themseives. 
The Unked States have thougt that the salutary coc: 


trine ofnon-intervention by one pation with the a fairs of others 
is Liable to be esseniially. impaired, if, whils Government. re- 
frains from interference, interference is still allowed to its sub- 
jects, individually orin masses. It may bappen, indeed, that 
persons caoose to leave their country, emigrate io other re- 
gions, and settle themselves on uncultivated lands in territories 
belonging to other States. This cannot be prevented by Gov- 
ernmen's which allow the emigration of their subjects and chi- 
zens; and such persons, having voluntarily abandoned their 
own country, have no jonger claim to jis protection, nor is. it 
longer responsible for their acts. Such cases, therefore, if they 
eccur, show no abandonment of the duty of neutrality. 

The Government of the United States has not considered it 
assnfficient to confine the duties of neutrality and non-inter- 
ference to the case of Governments whose tertitoriés lie adja- 
cent to each other. Theapplication of the principle may be 
more necessary in such cases, but the principle itself they re. 
gardas being the same, if those territories be divided by half 
the globe. The rule is founded in the impropriety and danger 
of allowing individuals to make war on their own authority, or, 
by mingling themselves in the belligerent operations of other 
nations, to run the hazard of counteracting the policy er em: 
broiling the relations of their own Government. And the 
United States have been the first among civilized nations to en- 
force the observance of this just rule of neutrality and peace, 
by special and adequate legal enactments. In the infancy of 


Gifficuies, so to denominate j 


this Government, on the breaking ont of the European wars, 
&hich had their origin in the French tevolation, Congress 
passed laws, with severe penalties, for preventing the ciuzens 
of the United States from taking part in those hostilities. 

By these laws, it prescfibed to the citizens of the United 
States what it understood to be their duty as neutrals, by the 
law of nations; and the duty, aiso, which they owed to the iyter- 
ost and honor of their own country. 7 ` 

At a subsequent period, when the American colonies of & 
‘European power took up arms against their sovereign, Con- 
gress—not diverted fromthe established’ system of the Govern- 
ment by any temporary considerations—not swerved from its 
sence of justice and of duty by any sympathies which it might 
naturally feel for ove of the parties-—did not hesitate, also, to 
pass acts applicable to the case ol colonial insurrection: and 
civil war. And these provisions of Jaw have been continued, 
fevised, amended, and are in full force at the present moment, 
Nor have they been a dead letter; as itis well known that ex- 
emplary punishments have been mflicted on those who have 
transgressed them. ttis known, indeed, that heavy penalties 
have lallen on individuals (cilizens of the United States) en- 
gaged in this very disturbance in Canada with which the de- 
struction of the Uareline was connected. And it js in Mr. 
Fox’s knowledge, also, that the act of Congress of March 10th, 
1838, was passed for the precise purpose of more effectually 
reatraining military enterprises from the United States into the 
British provinces, by authorizing the use of the most sure and 
deeisive preventive means, The undersigned way add, that 
it stands on the admission of very high British authority, that 
during the recent Canadian troubles; although bodies of ad- 
venturers appeared on the border, making it necessary for the 
people of Canada to. keep themselves in a state prepared for 
self-defence, yet that these adventurers were acting by no means 
in accofcance with the feeling of the great mass of the Ameri- 
can people, or of the Government of the Unised States, 

This Government, therstore, not only holds itself above re- 
proach in everything respecting the preservation of neutrality, 
the observance of thé principle of non-intervention, and the 
strictest conformity, in these respects, to the rules of interna- 
tional law, but it doubts not that the world will do it the justice 
to acknowledge that it has set an eazample not unfit to be 
foliowed by others; and thal, by its steady Jegisiation on this 
most impoctantsudject, it has done something to promote peace 
and good neighborhood among nations, and to advance the 
civilization of mankind, : S i 

The undersigned trusts that, when ber Britannic Majesty’s 
hall present the grounds, at length, on which they 


Government st 
justify the local authorities of Canada in attacking and destroy- 
ing the “Caroline,” they will consider that the taws of the United 
States are guch as the undersigned has now represented them, 
und thatthe Government of the United States has always mani- 
fested a sincere disposition to see those taws effectually and im- 
partially administered. If there have been cases in which in- 
dividuals, justiy obnoxious to punishment, have escaped, this 
is no more than happens in regard to ether laws. 

Under these circumstances, and under those immediately cort- 
necte with the transaction itself, it will be for her Majesty's 
Government to show upon what state of facts, and what rules 
of national law, the destruction of the “Caroline” is to be de- 
fended. It will be for that Government to show a necessity of 
self-defence, instant, overwhelming, leaving no choice of means, 
and no moment for deliberation. it will be for it to show, alse, 
that the local authorities of Canada, even supposing the neces- 
sity of the moment authorized them to enter the territories of 
the United States at all, did nothing unreasonable or excessive, 
since the act, justified by the necessity of self defence, must be 
limited by that necessity, and kept clearly within it, It must be 
shewn that admonition or remonstrance to the persons on board 
the “Caroline” was impracticable, or would have been unavail- 
ing. It must be shown that daylight could not be waited for; 
that there could Le nu aiempt at discrimination between the 
innocent ard the guilty; that it would not have been enough to 
seize and detain the vessel; but that there was a necessity, pres- 
entand inevitable, for attacking her in the darkness of the 
night, wbije moored to the shore, and while unarmed men were 
asleep on board, killing some and wounding others, and then 
drawing ber into the current, above the cataract, setting her or 
fire, and, careless to know whether there might not be in her 
the innocent with the guilty, or the living with the dead, com- 
mitting her toa fate which fills the imagination with horror. A 
necessity for al} this, the Government of the United States can» 
nai believe to Lave existed. 

All will see that, ifsuch things he allowed to occur, they must 
lead to bioody andexasnerated war. And when an individual 
comesinto the United States from Canada, and to the very place 
on which this drama was performed, and there chooses to make 
public and vainglorious boast of the part he ac:edin it, it is 
hardly wonderful that great excitement should be created, and 
some degree ef Commotion arise. 

Thisrepublic docs not wish to disturb the tranquillity of the 
world; its object is peace, its policy peace. It seeks no aggran- 
dizement dy foreign conquest, because it knows that no foreign 
acquisitions could angment its power and importance so rapid. 
iy as they are already advancing by its own natural growth, 
under the propitious circumstances of its situation. But it 
cannot admit that iis Government has nct both the will and the 
power to preserve itsown neutrality, and to enforce the ob 
seryances of iis own law upon its own citizens, Jt is jealous 
of its rights, and emong others, and most especially, of the 
right of the absoiute immunity of its territory against aggres- 
sion from abroad; and these rights itisthe duty and determin- 
ation of this Government fully and at all times to maintain, 
while it will atthe same time as scrupulously refrain from in- 
fringing on the rights of others. 

The President instructs the undersigned to say,in tonclu- 
sion, that he confidently trusts that this, and all other questions 
ef difference between the two Governments, willbe treated by 
both in the full exercise ef such aspirit of candor, justice, and 
mutual respect, as shall give assurance of the long continuance 
of peace between the two countries, 

The uddersigued avails himself of this opportunity to assure 
Mr. Fox of his high consideration. 

~ DANIEL WEBSTER. 
Henry 8. Fox, Esq, 


Envoy Eaivaordinary and Minister Plenipotentiary. 


Extract from the message of the. President to Congress, at 
the commencement of its present session. 


I regreğthat itia not in my power to make known to you an 
equally satisfactory conclusion in the case-of the “Caroline’’ 
steamer, with the circumstances connected with the destruc- 


IIAL 


tion of which, in December, 1837, by an armed force fitted out 
athe province of Upper Canada, you are already made ac- 
quainted. No such atonement as was due for the public 
: Wrong.to the United States-by this invasion of her territory, so 
wholly irreconcileable with her rights as an independent power, 
lias yet been made. In the view taken by this Government, 
the inquiry. whether the vessel was in, the employment of those 
‘who were prosecuting an unauthorized war against that prov- 
ince, or was engaged by the owner in the business of transport- 
_ing passengers to and from Navy island, in hepes of private 
gain, (which was most probably the case,) in no degree alters 
_ the real question at issue between thetwo Gevernments. This 
Government can never concede to any foreign Government the 
power, except ina case of the most urgent and extreme ne- 
cessity, of invading its territory, cither to arrest the persons or 
destroy the property of those who may haye violated the muni- 
pal laws of such foreign Government; ‘or have disregarded 
their obligations arising under the law of nations, . The terri- 
tory of the United States must te regarded as sacrediy secure 
against allsuch invasions, until they shall voluntarily acknow- 
ledge mability to acquit themselves of their duty to others; and, 
in announcing this sentiment, Edo but afirma principle which 
mo nation on‘earth would be more ready to vindicate, at all 
hazards, than the people and Government of Great Britain. If 
upon a full investigauou of all the facts, it shall appear that the 
owner of the “ Caroline’ was governed by a hostile intent, or 
had made common cause with those who were in the cccupancy 
of Navy island, then, so faras he is concerned, there can be no 
claim to indemnity for the destruction of his boat, which this 
Government would fee} itself buund to prosecute; since he 
» would have acted not only in derogation of the rights of Great 
Britain, but in clear violation of the laws of the United States. 
But that is a question which, however settled, in no manner in- 
volves the higher consideration of the violation of territorial 
sovereignty and jurisdiction, To recognise it as an admissible 
practice, that each Government, in itsturn, upon any sud- 
den and unauthorized outbreak on a’ frontier, the extent of 
which renders it impossible for either to have an efficient force 
on every mile of it, and which outbreak, therefore, neither may 
be able to suppress in a day, may take vengeance into its own 
hands,-and without even a remonstrance, and in the absence 
of any ptessing or overruling necessity, may invade the terri- 
tory of the other, would inevitably lead to results equally to he 
` deplored by both. © When border collisions come to receive the 
sanction, or to be made on the authority, of cither Government, 
eneral war must be the inevitable result. While it is the ar- 
ent desire of the United States to cultivate the relations of 
peace with all nations, and to fulfil all che duties of good neigh- 
orhood towards those who possess territories adjoining their 
own, that very desire would lead them to deny the riabt ofany 
foreign power to invade their boundary with an armed force. 
. The correspondence between the twò Governments on this 
subject will, at a future day of your session, be submitted to 
your consideration; and, in the mean tinte, I cannot but indulge 
the hope that the British Goverament will see the propriety of 
renouncing, as a rule of future action, the precedent which bas 

~ been set in the affair at Schlosser. 


Lord Ashburton to Mr. Webster. 
Wasnwweron, July 28, (842. 

Sirr: In the course of our conferences on the several subjects of 
difference which it was the object of my mission Lo endeavor to 
settle, the unfortunate case of the Careline, with its attendant 
consequences, could not escape om attention; for, although itis 
not ofa description to be susceptible of any settlement by a con- 
vention or treaty, yet, being connected with the highest consid- 
erations of national honor and cignity, it has given rise, at umes, 
to deep excitements, so as more than once to endanger the 
maintenance of peace. 

‘The note youdid me vie honor of addresivg ye the 27ih in 
stant, reminds mo than however deposed vour Government 
might be to be satisfied with tho explanations which it his 
been my duty to offen the natural anxiety of the public mind 
requires that these explanations should be more durably re- 
corded in our correspondence; and yousend me a copy of your 
note to Mr. Fox, her Britannic Majesty’s minister here, and an 
extract from the speech of the President of the United States 
to Congr the opening of the present session, as a ready 
mode of presenting the view entertained on this subject by the 
Government of the United States, 

it ia so far satisfactory to perceive that we are perfectly 
agreed as to the general principles of internarional law applica- 
bie to this unfortunate case. Respect for theinviolable charac- 
ter of the territory of independent nations is the most essential 
foundation of civilization, Ti is useless to strengthen a 
principle so generally acknowledged, by any appeal to authori- 
ties on international law; and you may be ived, sir, that her 
Majesty’s Government set the highest possible value on this 
principle, and are sensible of their duty to support it by their 
conduct and example, for the maintenance of peace and order in 
the world. Ifa sense of moral responsibility were not a sufti- 
cient security for their observance of this duly towards all na- 
tions, it will be readily believed that the most common dictates 
of interest and policy would lead io it in the case of along con- 
terminous boundary of some thousand miles, with a country of 
such great and growing power as the Uni e) States of America, 
inhabited by a kindred race, gifted with all iis activity, and all 
its susceptibility on points of national honor, 

Every consideration, therefore, leads usto set, as highly as 
your Governmentcan possibly do, this paramount obligation of 
reciprocal respect for the independent territory of cach. But 
however strong this duty may be, it is admitted by all writers, 
by alljurists, by the occasional practice of all nations, vot ex- 
cepting your own, that a strong overpowering necessity may 
arise, when this great principle may and must be anspended. 
Tt must be so for the shortest possible period, during the con- 
tinuance ofan admitted overruling necessity, and sirictly con- 
fined within the narrowest limits imposed by that necessity. 
Self.defence is the first law of onrnature;and it must be recog- 
nised by every code which professes to regulate. the. condition 
and relations of an. Upon this modification Cif] may so call 
it) of the great general principle, we seem also to be agreed; 
and on this part of the subject have done little more than re- 
peat the sentiments, though in less forcible language, admitted 
and maintained by you in the jetter to which you refer me. 

Agreeing, therefore, on the general principle, and on the pos- 
sible exception to which it is liable, the only question between us 
is, whether this occurrence came within the limits fairly to be 
assigned to such exception; whether, to use your words, there 
was “that necessity of self-defence, instant, overwhelming, 
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the Caroline, while moored to the shore of 
Give me leave to sey, sit, with al! possible you 

ver¥ ingenious discussion of tbe general principles which are 
supposed to govern the right and practice of interference by the 
people of ose- country in the wars-and quarrels of others, that 
this part of your argument is little applicable to our immediate 
case, If Great Britain, America, or any other country, suffer 
their people to fit out: expeditions to take part in distant quar- 
rels; such conduct may, according to the circumstances of each 
case, be justly matter of complaint; and, perhaps these trans- 
actions have generally been in late times too much overlooked 
or connived at. But the case we are considering, is of a wholly 
different. description, and may be best determined by answer- 
ing the following question. Supposing a man, sianding on 


grouud where you have no legal right to follow him, bas a- 


weapon longencugh to reach you. and isstriking you down and 
endangering your life: how ‘long are you bound to wait for 
the assistance of the authority having the legal power to 
relieve you? or, to bring tie facts more immediately home to 
the case, ifcannon are movicg and setting up ina battery which 
can reach you, andare actually destroying life and property by 
their fire, if you have remonstrated for some time without ef- 
fect, and seeno prospect of relief, when begins your rigbt.to 
defend yourse}f, should you have no other means of doing so 
tian by seizing your assailant oa the verge of a nevtral terri- 
tor 

Pam unwilling to recall to yout recollection the particulars 
of this case; but I am obliged very shortly to do so, to show 
what was, at the time,the extent of the existing justification; for, 
upon ihis, entirely depends the question whether a gross insult 


has or bas not been offered to the Government and people of ` 


the United States. 7 

After some tumultuous proceedings in Upper Canada, which 
were of short duration, and were suppressed by the militia of 
the country, the persons criminally concerned in them took ref. 
uge in the neighboring State of New York; and, with avery 
large addition to their numbers, openly collected, invaded the 
Canadian territory, taking possession of Navy island. 

This invasion took place the 16th of December, 18937; a grad- 
val accession of numbersand of military ammunition continued 
openly, and, though under the sanction ofno public authority, 
at least with no public hindrance, until the 29th of ihe same 
month, when several hundred men were collected, and twelve 
picces of ordnance, which could only have been procured from 
some public store or arsenal, were actually mounted on Navy 
island, and were used to fire within easy range upon the unof- 
fending inhabitants af the opposite shore, Remonstrances, 
wholly ineffectual, were made; so ineffectual, indeed, that a 
militia regiment, stationed on the neighboring American island, 
looked on without any attempt at interference, while shuts 
were fned from the American island itself. This important fact 
stands onthe best American authority, being stated in a letter 
toMy. Forsyth, of the 6th February, 1838, of My. Benton, at- 
torney of the United Stans, the genteman sent by your Gov- 
ernment to Inquire into the facts of the case; who adds, very 
properly, that he makes the statement “withdeep regret and 
mortification.” 

This force, formed of all the reckless and mischievous people 
of the border, formidable from their numbers and fram their ar- 
mament, had in their pay, and as part of their establishment, 
this steamboat Caroline--the important means and instrument 
by which numbers end arms were bourly increasing, I might 
safely put it to any candid man acquainted with the existing 
state of things, to say whether the military commander in Can 
ada had the remotest reason, on the 29h of December, to sx- 
pect to be relieved from this state of suffering by the protective 
intervention of any American authority. How long could a 
Government, having the paramount duty of protecting its own 
people, lie reasonably expected to wait lor what they had then 
no reason toexpect? What would have been the cenduct of 
American officers? What has been their conduct unde 
cumstances muth j sravated? F would appeal to you, sir, 
to say whether the faci which you say would alone justify 
this act, viz: “a necessity of self-defence, instant, overwhelm- 
iny, leaving no choice of means, and no moment for delihera- 
tion? were notapplicable to this case in ae high a Cegre 
they ever were to any case of a similar description in the histo- 
ry of nations. B : 

Nearly five years are now passed since this occurrence; there 
has been time for the public to deliberate upon it calmiy; and I 
helieve I may take itto be the opinion of candid and honora: 
ble men, that the British officers w: o executed this transaction, 
and their Government who approved ir, intended no slight or 
disrespect to the sovereign authority of the United Siates. 
That they intended no such disrespect, I can most solemnly 
affirm; and I trust it will be admitted that no inference to 
contrary can fairly bedrawn, even by the mostsusceptble in 

points of national honor. 

Notwithstanding my wish thatthe explanation I had to make 
might not revive in any degree any feelings of irritation, I do 
not sce how F could treat this subject. without this short recital 
of facis, because the proof that no Casvespect was intended is 
mainty to be looked forin the extent of the justification. 

Phere remains only a point or two which I should wish to 
notice, to remove, in some degree, the impression which your 
rather highly colored description of this transaction js caleu- 
lated to mi The mode of telling a story often tends to dis- 
tort facts; and in this case, more thanin any other, itis import- 
ant to arrive at plain unvarnished truth. T 

Itappears from every account, that the expedition was gent 
to capture the Caroline when she was expected to be found on 
the British ground of Navy island, and that it was only owing 
to the orders of the rebel leader being disobeyed, that she was 
nat so found. When the British officer came round the point 
of the island in the night, he first discovered that the vessel Was 
moored to the other shore. He was not by this deterred from 
making the capture, and his conduct was approved. But you 
will perceive that there was here, most decidedly, the case of 
justification mentioned in your note, that there should be “no 
‘moment left fer deliberation.” I mention this circumstance to 
show. also, that the expedition was not planned with a premed. 
Hated purpose of attacking the enemy within thej urisdiction of 
the United States, but that the necessity of so doing arose from 
alered circumstances at the morment of execution. 

Lhave only further to notice the highly colored picture drawn 
in your note, of the facts attending the execution of this service. 
Some importance is attached to the attack having been made 
in the night, and the vessel having been set on fire and floated 
down the falls of the river; and it is insinuated rather than as- 
serted, that there was carelessness as to the lives of the persons 


yi 
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mae 


on board. ‘fhe account given by the distinguished officer who 
commanded the expedition, distinctly refutes, or satisfactorily 
explains these assertions. The time of night was purposely se- 
Jectedas most likely to insure the execution, with the least: loss 
of life; and itis expressly stated that, the strength of the current, 
not permitting the vessel to be carried off, and it being necessa» 
ry to destroy her by fire, she was drawn into the stream for 
the express purpose of preventing injury to persons or proper- 
ty of the inhabitants at Schlosser. ; 

I would willingly have abstained from a return to the facts of 
this transaction; my duty being to offer those explanations:and 
assurances which may lead to satisfy the public mind, and to 
the cessation of all angry feeling; but it appeared to me that 
some explanation of parts of the case, apparently misunder- 
stood, might be of service for this purpose. 

‘Although it is believed that a candid and impartial considera- 
tion of the whole bistory of this unfortunate event will lead to 
the conclusion that there were grounds of justification as strong 
as were ever presented in such cases; and, above all, that no 


“slight of the authority of the United States were intended, yet 


it must be adunitted that there was, in the hurried exccution of 
this necessary service, a violation of territory; and J am in- 
siructed to assure you that her Majesty’s Government consider 
this as a most serious fact; and that, far from thinking that an 
event of this kind should be lightly risked, they would unfeign- 
edly deprecate its recurrence. Looking back to what passed at 


-this distance of time, what is, perhaps, most to be.regretted, ie, 


thatsome explanation and apology for this occurrence was not 
immediately made. This (with a frank explanation of the ne- 
cessity of the case) might; and probably would, have prevented 
much of the exasperation, and of the subsequent complaints 
and recriminations to which it gave rise. 

There are possible.cases in the relations of nations, as of in- 
dividuals, where necessity, which controls all other laws, may 
he pleaded; but it is neither easy norsafe to attempt to define 
the rights or limis properly assignable to sucha plea. This 
mnst always be a subject of much delicacy, and should be con. 
sidered by friendly mations with great candor and forbearance. 
The intentions of the parties must mainly be looked to, And 
can it for a moment be supposed that Great Britain would in- 
tentionally and wantonly provoke a great and powerful neigh. 
bor? 


Her Majesty’s Government earnestly desire that a reciprocal 
respect for the independent jurisdiction and authority of neigh- 
boring States may be considered among the first duties of all 
Governments; and 1 have to sopeat the assurance of regret they 
fee}, that the event of which Yam treating should have disturbed 
the harmony they so anxtously wish to maintain with the Amer- 
ican peapic and Government. 

Connected with these transactions, there have also been cir- 
cumstances, of which 1 believe it is gencrally admitted that 
Great Biitsin has atso had just ground to complain, Individu- 
als bave been made personally liable for acts done under ths 
avowed authority oftheir Government; and there are now many 
brave men exposed to personal consequences for no other 
cause than having served their country. Phat thisis contrary 
ta every principle of international law, it is useless for me to 
insist. Indeed, it has been admitted by every authority of your 
Government; but, owing to a conflict of laws, difficulties have 
intervened, much to the regret of those authorities, in giving 
practical effect to these principles; and for these difficulties 
some remedy has been by all desired. I is no business of mine 
to enter upon the consideration of them; nor have I eufficient in- 
formation for the prrpose. BatT trust you will excuse my ad- 
dressing to you the inquiry, Whether the Government of the 
Dnited Stares is now in acondicion to secure, in effect and in 
practice, the principle—which has never been denied in argu- 
ment--that individnals, acting under legitimate authority, are 
not personally responsible for executing the orders of their 
Covernment. "That the power, when it exista, will be used on 
every fis occasion, Lam well assured; and Lam bound to admit 
chat, looking through the voluminous correspondence concern: 
ing these tranarctions, thero appears no indisposition with any 
ofthe authorities of the Fed Government, under its several 
admonistrations, to co ju in this respect in as far as their 
meansand power would alow. : 

Lirast, sir, I may now Le permitted to hope that all feelings 
of reaentment and ill-will resulting from these truly unfortu- 
rate events, may be buried in oblivion, and that they may be 
succeeded by those of harmony and friendship, which it is cer- 
tainly the interest, avd, Lalso believe, the inclination, of all to 
promote, 2 

I beg, sir, you will be aseured of my high and unfeigned cons 
sideration. 


ASHBURTON. 


Hon. DANIEL WEBSTER, &c., &C., dc. 


Mr. Webster to Lord Ashburton. 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, August 6, 1842. 

Your Lordship’s note of the 23th July, in answer to mine of 
the 27th, respecting the case of the “Careline,” has been re- 
ceived and laid before the President. ` 

The President sees, with pleasure, that your Lordship fully 
admits those great principles of public law, applicable to cases 
of this kind, which this Government has expressed; and that, on 
your part, ag on ours, respect for the inviolable character of the 
territory of independent States is the most essential founda: 
tion of civilization. And while Ìt is admitted, on both sides, 
that there are exceptions to this rule, be is gratified to find that 
your Lordship admits that such exceptions must come within 
the limitations stated and the terms used in a former communi- 
cation from this deparument to the British Plenipotentiary 
here. Undoubtedly it is just, that, while it is admitted that ex- 
ceptions growing out ef the great law of self-defence do exist, 
those excertions shon'd be confined to cases in which the “ne: 
cessity of self defence is instant, overwhelming. leaving ho 
choice of means, and no moment for deliberation.” 

Understanding these principles alike, the difference between 

he two Governments is only whether the facts in the case of 
the “Caroline”? make oul acase of such necessity for the pur- 
pose of self-defence, Seeing that the transaction is not recent, 
having happened in the time of one of his predecessors; seeing 
that your Lordship, in the name of your Goveroment, solemnly 
declares that no slight or disrespect was intended to the sov- 
ereign authority of tte United States; seeing that jt is acknowl- 
edged that, whether justifiable or not, there was yet a violation 
of the territory of tie United States, and that you are instruct- 
ed to say that your i 


Government considers that as a most se“ 
rious occurrence; seeing, finally, that itis now admitted that an 
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‘-explanationand: apology for this violation was due at the time, 
the President.is content to receive these acknowledgments and 

“assurances in the conciliatory spirit which marks your Lord- 
ships letter, and will make this subject as a.complaint of viola- 
tion of territory, the topic of no further discussion between the 
twoGovernments, ts 


‘as to that, part of your Lordship’s note which relates to other 
= occurrenges springing out of the case of the “Caroline,” with 
~ which occurrences the name of Alexander McLeod has: hecome 
: connected, I have to say, that the Government of the United 

Statics entirely adhere to the sentiments and opinions expressed 
Ín the communications from this department to Mr. Fox. This 
- Government has admitted that, for an act committed by the 
command of his sovereign, jure belli; ab individual cannot be 
> tesponsible in the ordinary courts of another State. It would 
regard it as a high indignity if a citizen of its own, acting under 
its authority, and-by its special command, in such cases, were 
held to'answer in a municipal tribunal, and to undergo punish- 
ment, as if the behest of his Government were no defence or 
protection to him, A tie, 
< But your. Lordship is aware that, in regular constitutional 
Governments, persons arrested on charges of high crimes can 
only be discharged by some judicial proceeding. I: is so-in 
England; -it is so in the colonies and provinces of England, 
The forms of judicial proceeding differ in different countries, 
being more rapid in some and. more dilatory in others; and it 
inay be added, gencrally more dilatory, or at least more cau: 
tious, in cases affecting life, ia Governments of a strictly lim- 
ited, than in those of a more unlimited character. It was a 
subject of regret that the release of McLeod was so long de. 
layed, A State court, and that not of the highest jurisdiction, 
“decided that, on surmmary application, embarrassed, as it would 
appear, by technical. difficulties, he could not be released by 
that court.. His discharge, shortly afterward, by a jury, to 
whom he preferred to submit his case, rendered unnecessary 
the furthér prosecution of the legal question. It is for the 
Congress of the United States, whose attention has been called 
to the subject, to say what further provision ought to be made 
to expedite proceedings in such cases; and, in answer to your 
Lordship’s question towards the close of your note, I have to 
say that the Government of the United States holds itself not 
only. fully disposed, bus fully competent, to carry into practice 
every principle which it avows or acknowledges, and to fulfil 
every daty and obligation which it owes to foreign Govern- 
ments, their citizens or subjects, 
Ihave the honor to be, my Lord, with great consideration, 


your obedient servant, 
DANIEL WEBSTER, 


è Mr. Webster to Lord Ashburton, 
DEPARTMENT or STATE, 
: Washington, 8th August, 1812, 
` My Lorp: We have had several conversations on the subject 
of impressment, but 1 do not understand that your Lordship 
“has instructions from your Government to negotiate upon a 
nor does the Government of the United States see any uulity in 
opening such negotiation, unless the British Government is pre- 
pared to renounce the practice in all future wars. 
No cause has produred, to go great an extent, and for so long 
a period, disturbing and irritating influences on the political 
xelations of the United Siates and England as the impressment 
Rie by British cruisers from American merchant ves. 
sels. 


From ‘the commancement of the French revolution to the 
breaking out of the war between the two countries ip 1812, 
hardly a year elapsed without loud complaint and earnest re- 
monstrance. A deep feeling of opposition to the right claimed, 
and to the practice exercised under it—and not unfrequently 
exercised without the least regard to what justice and hu- 
manity would have dictated, even if the Hight itself had 
been admitted—took possession of the public mind of America: 
and this feeling, itis well known, co-operated most powerfully 
wih other causes; to produce the state of hostilities which en- 
Buel, ia 

H Atdifferent. periods, before and since the war, negotiations 
have taken place between the two Governments, with the hope 
of finding some means of quieting these complaints, Atsome 
times, the effectnal abolition of tho practice has been requested 
and treated of; at other times, its temporary suspension; and, 
at other times again, the linitation of its cxercise and some se- 
curity azainet its cnormous abuses. 


A common destiny has attended these efforts; they havealt 
failed. The. question stands at this moment where it stood 
fifty years ago. The nearest approach toa seitiement was a 
convention proposed in 1803, and which had come lo the 
point of signaturo, when it was broken off in consequence 
ofthe British Government insisting tat the narrow seas should 
be expressly excepted, out of the sphere over which the con- 
templated stipulations against impressment should extend. 
The American minister, Mr. King, regarded this exception as 
quite inadmissible, and chose rather to abandon the negotiation 
Ta to acquiesce in the doctrine which it proposed to estab 
ish. 

_ England asserts the right of impressing 
in time of war, out of neutral merchant € 
by her visiting oflicers, who, among the crews ef such mer. 
chant vessels are British subjects, Sho asserts this asa legal 
exercise of the prerogative of the Crown; which prerogative is 
alleged.to be founded on the English law of perpetual and indis- 
soluble allegiance of the subject, and his obligation, under all 
circumstances, and for his whole life, to render military ser- 
vice to the Crown whenever required. 

This statement, made in the words of eminent British jurists, 
shows, at once, that the English claim is far broader than the 
basis Or platform. on which itis raised. The Jaw relied on is 
English law; the obligations insisied on are obligations exist- 
ing between the Crown of England and its subjects. This law 
and these obligations, it is admitted, may be such as England 
may choose they shallbe. But then they must be confined to 
the parties. Impressment of seamen, out of and beyond Eng- 
lish, territory, and from on board the ships of other. nations is 
an interference with the rights of other nations: is further, 
therefore, than English prerogative can legally extend; and is 
nothing butan, attempt to enforce the peculiar law of England 
beyond the domihions-and jurisdiction of the Crown. | The 
claim agserts an extra-territorial authority for the law of Brit- 


British subjects, 
vessels, and of deciding 


- and subjects uf oiher 
_ high seas. 


ish prerogative; and assumes to exerrice this extra-territerial 
amharity toie manilese rend annoyance of the chizens 
Rlates, ou board their owi vessels ep the 


Every merchant vessel on the seas is rightfully considered as 
part-of the lerritury ofthe country to which it belongs. The 
entry, therefore, into such vessel, (being neutral,) by a belliger- 
ant, is an act of force, and is, prima facie, a wrong. -8 trespass, 
which-can be justified only when done for some purpose, al- 
lowed to form.a sufficient justification by the Jaw of nations. 
But a British cruiser centers an <Amcrican merchant vessel in 
order to take therefrom supposed British subjects; offering no 
justification therefor, under the law-of nations, but claiming 
the right under the law of England respecting the Xing S pre- 
rogative. ‘Phis cannot be defended. Euglish soil, English ter- 
ritory, Euglish jurisdiction, is the appropriate sphere for the 
operation of English Jaw; the ocean is the sphere of the law 
òf nations; and any merchant vessel on the seas is, by. that law, 
under the protection of the laws of her own vation, and may 
claim immunity, unless in cases in which that faw allows her 
to be entered or visited. 

if this potion of perpetual allegiance, and the consequent 
-power of the prerogative, were the Jaw of the worid; ifit formed 
part of the conventional! code of nations, and were usually prac- 


tised like the right of visiting neutral ships, for the purpose of | 


discovering and seizing enemy property, then impressment 
might be defended as a common right; and there would be no 
remedy for the evil till the nationa! code should be altered, But 
this is, by no means, the case. There is.no such principle in- 
corporated into the code of nations. The doctrine siands only 
as English Jaw, not as national law; and English law cannot 
be of force beyond English dominion. Whatever duties or re 
lations that law creates hetween the sover gn and his subjects, 
can be enforced and maintained only within the realm, or prop- 
er , possessions or territory of the sovereign. There may be 
quite as just a prerogative right to the property of subjects as 
to their personal services, in an exigency of the State; but no 
Government thinks of controlling, by its own laws, property of 
its subjects situated abroad; much Jess does. any Government 
think of entering the territory of another. power for the purpose 
of seizing such property and applying it to its own uses.. As 
laws, the prerogatives of the Crown of England have no obliga- 
tion on persons or property domiciled or situated abroad. 

“When, therefore,” says an authority not unknown or unre- 
garded on cither side of the Atlantic, “we speak of the right of 
a Stale to bind its own native subjects everywhere, we speak 
only of its own claim and exercise of sovereignty over (hem, 
when they return within its own territorial jurisdiction; and not 
ofits right (0 compel or require obedience to such laws, on the 
part of other nations, within their own territoria! sovereignty. 
On the contrary, every nation has an exclusive right to regulate 
persons and things within its own territory, according lo ifs sov- 
eroign will and public polity.” 


The good sense of these principles, their remarkable perti- 
neney tothe subject now under consideration, and the extraor- 
dinary conseynences resulting from the British doctrine, are 
signally manifested by that which we sce taking place every day. 
England acknowledges herself overburdened with population 
of the poorer classes. Every instance of the emigration of per- 
sons of those classes is regarded by herasa benefit. England, 
therefore, encourages emigration; means are notoriously sup- 
plied to emigrants to assist their conveyance, from public funds; 
and the New World, and more especially these United States, re- 
ecive the many thousands of her subjects thus ejected from the 
bosom of their native land by the necessities of their condition, 
They come away from poverty aud distress, in over crowded 
cities, to sek employment, comfort, and new hemes, in a 
country of free institutions, possessed by a kindred r ce,speak. 
ing their own language, and having Jaws and usuges, in many 
respects, like those to which they bave been accustc med; anda 
country which, upon the whale, is found 10 possess more al- 
Uactions for persons of their character and condition than any 
other on the face of the globe. His stated that, in the quarter 
ofthe year ending with June last, more than twenty six thou- 
sand emigrants left the single port of Liverpool for the United 
States—being four or five times as many as left the same port 


"within the same period for (lie British Colonies and all other 


| 


paris of the world. Of these crowds of emigrants, many arrive 
in our cities in circumstances of great destitution; and the chari- 
ties of the country, both pubiic and private, are severely taxe: 
to relieve their immediate wants. In time, they mingle with 
the new community in which they find themselves, arid seek 
means of living; some find employment in ihe cities; others go 
to the frontiers, (o cultivate lands reclainied from the forest; 
and a greater or less number of the residue, becoming, in | e 
naturalized citizens, enter into the merchant service, urder the 
flag of their adopted country. s 

Now, my Lord, if war shouid break out between Encland and 
a European power, can anything be more unjust; anything 
more irreconcileable to the gencral sentiments of mankind, 
than that England should seek out these persons, thus encour- 
aged by her, and compelled by their own condition to leave their 
native homes, tear them away from their new employ ments, 
their new political relations, and their domestic connexions, 
and force them to uadergo the dangers and hardships of milita. 
ry service, fora country which has thus ceased to be their own 
country? Certainly, certainly, my Lord, there can be but one 
answer to this question. Fs it not far more reasonable that Eng- 
land should cither prevent such emigration of her subjects, or 
thas, if she encourage and promote 1t, she should leave them, 
notto the embroilment of a double and contradictory allegiance, 
but to their own voluntary choice, to form such relations, politi. 
cal or social, as they see fit, in the country where they are to 
find their bread, and to the laws aud institutions of which they 
are to look for defence and protection! 

A question of such serious importanceought now to be putat 
rest. If the United States give shelter and protection to those 
whom the policy of England annually casts upon their shores 
~—if, by the benign influences of their Government and institu- 
tions, and bythe happy condition of the country, those emi- 
granis become raised from poverty to comfort, finding it easy 
even to become landholders, and being allowed to partake in 
the enjoyment of all civil rights,—if all this may be Gone, (and 
all this js done, under the countenance and encouragement of 
Bugland hersel',)is it not high time, my Lord, that, yielding 
that which had iis origin in feudal ideas as inconsistent. with 
the present state of society, and especially with the infercenrse 
and relations subsisting between the Old World and the New, 
England should, at lengih, formally disclaim all right to. the 


services of such persons, and renounce all control over their 
conduct? 


Bat impressment is subject to objections of a much wider 
range. If itcould be justified in its application to those who 
are declared to be its only object, it still remains true that, in ite 
exercise, it touches the political: rights of other foverntneris, 
and endangers the security of their own Đativ subjects and citi. 
zens. The sovereignty of the State is concerned in maintain. 


ing its exclusive jurisdiction and possession over iis merchant 


ships on the seas, except s0 far as the law of nations justifies 
intrusion upon that posession for special purposes; and all ex. 
perience has shown that no member of a crew, wherever born, 
is safe against impressment when aship is visited. i 
The evils and injuries resulting from the actual practice can 
hardly. be overrated, and have ever proved themselves to be 
such as should lead to its relinquishment, even if it were found- 
ed in any defensible principle. The difficulty of discrimina. 
ting between English subjects and American citizens has al. 
ways been found to be great, even when an honest purpose of 
discrimination has cx'sted. But the lieutenant of a man-of- 
war, having necessity for men, is apt to be a summary judge, 
and his decisions will be quite as significant of his own wants 
and his own power as Of the truth and justice of the case. An 
extract from a letter of Mr. King, of tke 13th of April, 1797, to 
the American Secretary of State, shows something of the enor- 
mous extent of these wrongful seizures: 
“Instead of a few, and these in many instances equivocal 
cases, I have,” says he, “since the month of July past, made 
application for the discharge, from British men of war, of two 
hundred and seventy-one seamen, who, stating themselves to be 
Americans, have claimed my interference. Of this number, 
éighty six have been ordered by the Admiralty to be discharged; 
thirty-seven more have been detained as British subjects or as 
American volunteers, or for want of proof that they are Amer- 
icans; and to my applications for the discharge of the remain. 
ing one hundred and forty-eight, I have received no answer— 
the ships on board of which these seamen were detained hav. 
ing, in many instances, sailed before an examination was made 
in consequence of my application. , 
“It is certain that some of those who have applied to me are 
can citizens; but the exceptions are, in my opinion, 
few; and the evidence, exclusive of certificates, has been such 
as, iù most cases, to satisfy me that tbe applicants were real 
Americans, who have been forced into the British service, and 
who, with singular constancy, have generally persevered in re- 
fusing pay or bounty, though in some instances they have been 
in service more than two years.” 
But the injuries of impressment are by no means confined to 
immediate subjecis or the individuals on, whom it is prac- 
tised. Vessels. suffer from the weakening of their crews, and 
voyages are often delayed, and pot unfrequently broken up, by 
subtraction from the number of necessary hands by impress- 
ment. And what is still of greater and more general moment, 
the fear of impressment has been found to create great diffi- 
cultly in obtaining sailors for the American merchant service 
iu times of European war. Seasaring men, otherwise inclined 
to enter into that service, are, as experience has shown, deter- 
ted by the fear of finding themsclves ere Jong in compulsory 
military service in British shipsof war. Many instances have 
occurred, fully established in y roof, in which raw seamen, na- 
tives of the United States, fresh from the fields of agriculture, 
entering for the first Gime on shipboard, have been impressed 
before they made the land, placed on the decks of Bridsh men. 
of war, and compelled to serve for years before they could ob- 
tain their release, or revisit their country and their homes. Such 
instances become known, and their effect in discouraging young 
men from engaging in the merchant service of their country 
can neither Le doubted nor wondered at, More than all, my 
Lord, the practice of impressment, whenever it has existed hag 
produced not conciliation and good feeling, but resentment, ex: 
asperation, and animosity, between the two great commercial 
countries of the world. . 

In the calm and quiet which have succeeded the late Wwar-—a 
condition so favorable for dispassionate con deration——England 
herself has cvidently seen the harshness of impessment, even 
when exercised on seamen in her own merchant service; and 
she has adopted measures calculated, if not to renounce the 
power’ or to abclish the practice, yet, at least, to supersede its 
necessity by other means of manning the royal navy, more 
compatible with justice and the righta of individuals, and far 
more conformable to the spirit and sentiments of the age. 

Under these circumstances, the Government of the United 
States has used the occasion of your Lerdsbip’s pacific misston 
to review this whole subject, and to brirg itto your notice and 
that of your Government. It has reflected onthe past. ponder- 
ed the condition ofthe present, and endeavored to anticipate, so 
far as might be in its power, the probable future; and I am 
how to communicate to your Lordship the result of these de- 
likerations, 

Fhe American Government, . then, is 
the practice of impressing seamen from American vessels can- 
not hereaiter be allowed to take place. That practice is 
founded on principles which it does not recognise; and is inva- - 
rably attended by consequences so unjust, so injurious, and of 
such formidable magnitude. as cannot be submitted to. 

In the early disputes between the two Governments on this 
so long contested topic, the distinguished person to whose 
hands were first intrusted the seals of this department de- 
clared, that the simplest rule will be, that the veseel being 
oe shall be evidence that the seamen on board are 

Fi fly years’ experience, the utter failure of many negotiations, 
aud a careful reconsideration now had 
a moment when the passi 


prepared to say that 


nnouncee, therefore, what 
tained by their Government, 


which is over them. 


This announcement is not made, my Lord, to revive uselees 


recollections of the past, nor to stirthe embers from fires which 
have been, ina great degree, smothered by mony years of 
peace. Far otherwise. Its purpose is to extinghish thore 
fires effectually, before new incidents: arise to fun them into 
flame. The communication is in the spirit of peace, and for 
the sake of peace; and springs from a deep and conscientious 
conviction that high interests of both nations regujre that 
this so-long contested and controverted subject should now be 
finally put to rest, Lpersuade myself, my Lord, that you will 
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` the proper season for the calm and deliberate consideration of 


do. justice to this frank and sincere avowal of motives, and 


that you will communicate your sentiments in. this respect to - 


your Government. 

This letter closes, my, Lord, on my part, our official cor- 
respondence; and I gladly use the occasion to offer you the 
assurance of my high and sincere regard. 

f ; DANIEL WEBSTER. 

Lord ASHBURTON, &C., &C., &e. . 


Lord Ashburton to Mr. Webster. 


. WASHINGTON, August 9, 1842. 

Bır: The note you did me the honor of addressing me. the 
8th instant, on the subject of impressment, shall be-transmitted 
without delay to my Government, and will, you may be as- 
sured, receive from them the deliberate attention which its im- 
portance deserves. 

The object of my mission was mainly the settlement of, ex- 
isting subjects of difference; and no differences have or could 
have arisen of late years with. respect to impressment, because 
thé practice has, since the peace, wholly ceased, and: cannot, 
consistently with existing laws and regulations for’‘manning het 
Majesty’s navy, be, under the present circumstances, renewed. 

Desirous, however, of looking far forward iato futurity to 
anticipate even possible causes of disagreement, and sensible 
of the anxiety of the American people on this grave subject of 
past irritation, Ishould be sorry in any way to discourage the 
attempt at some settlement of it; and, although without au- 
thority to enter upon it here during the limited continuance of 
my mission, I entertain a confident hope that this task may be 
accomplished, when undertaken, with the spirit of candor and 
conciliation which has marked all our iate negotiations. 

It not being our intention to endeavor now to come to any 
agreement on this subject, I may be permitted to abstain from 
noticing, at length, your very ingenious arguments relating to 
it, and from discussing the graver matters of constitutional ard 
international law growing out of them, These sufliciently 
show that the question is one requiring calm consideration, 
though I must, atthe same time, admit that they prove a strong 
necessity of some settlement for the preservation of that good 
understanding which, I trust, we may flatter ourselves that our 
joint labors have now succecded in establishing, 

Tam well aware that the laws of our two countries maintain 
opposite priaciples respecting allegiance to the sovereign. 
America, receiving, every year, by thousands, the emigrants of 
Europe, maintains the doctrine, suitable to her condition, of the 
right of transferring allegiance at will, The laws of Great 
Britain have maintained, from all time, the opposite doctrine. 
The duties of allegiance are held to be indefeasible; and it is 
believed that this doctriue, under various modifications, 
prevails in mos‘, if not in all, the civilized Siates of Eu- 
rope. ` 

Emigration—the modern mode by which the population of 
the worfd peaceably finds its level—is for the benefit of all, and 
eminently forthe benefitof humanity. Phe fertile deserts of 
America are gradually advancing tothe highest state of cultiva- 
tion and production, while the emigrant acquires comfort which 
his own confined home could not aflurd him, 

If there were anything in our laws or our practice, on either 
side, tending to impede this march of providential humanity, 
we could not be too eager to provide a remedy; butas this does 
not appear (0 be the case, We may safely leave this pare of the 
subject without indulging in abstract speculations, having 
no. material practical applteation to matters in discussion be 
tween us. 

Butit must be admitted that a serious al question 
does arise, or rather has existed, from practices formerly at- 
tending the mode of manning the British navy in times of war. 
The principle is, that allsubjects ofthe Crown are, in case of 
necessity, bound to serve their country; and ti faring man 
ja naturally taken for the na service. This is not, as is 
sometimes supposed, any arbitrary principle of monarchical 
government; bnt one founded on the natural duty of ev- 
ery man to defend his country ; and all the analogy of 
your laws would lead to the concinsion thatthe same principie 
would hold good in the United States if their geographical po- 
sition did not make its application unnecessary. 

The very anomalous condition of the two countries with re- 


Jation to each other here creates a serious difliculty. Our peo- 
ple are not distinguishable; and, owing to the peculiar habits 
of sailors, our vessels are very generally manned from a com 
mon stock. lis vifficult, under these circumstanc 
Jaws which at times have been tho 
existence of the country, without 
extent and importance of those injuries, however, are so formi- 
dable that it is admiced that some remedy should, if possible, be 
applied: at ali events, it must be foirly and honestly attempted 
Itis true that, during the continuance of peace, no practical 
grievance can arise; butitis also true that it is, for that reason, 


an important subject. Ihave much reason to hope that a satis- 
factory arrangement respecting it may be made, so as to set at 
rest all apprehension and anxiety; and Iwill only further re- 
peat the assurance of the sincere disposinon of my Govern- 
ment favorably to consider ali matters having for their object 
the promoting and maintaining undisturbed kind and friend 
feelings with the United States. , 
Theg, sir, on this u on of closing the correspo 
you connected with iny mission, to exp the sz 
feel at its successful terraination, and te assure you of my high 
consideration and personai esteem and regard, 
ASHBURTON. 


Hon, PANIEL WEBSTER, & Cay &¢., &C, 


THE TREATY. 


By the President of the United Slates of America. 
A PROCLAMATION. | Las 
‘Whereas, a treaty between the United States of 


America and her Majesty the Queen of the United 


Kingdom of Great Britain’ and Ireland, was con- 
cluded and signed by. their. plenipotentiaries, at 
Washington, on- the ninth day of August, one 
thousand eight hundred and forty-two, which treaty 
is, word for’ word, as follows: - 
A treaty to seitleand define the boundaries between 
the territories of the United States and the pos- 
. sessions of her Britannie Majesty in North Ameri- 
ca: for the final suppression of the African slave- 
trade: and forthe giving up of criminals, fugi- 
tive from justice, in cerlain cases. 


Whereas, certain portions of the line of bounda- 
ry between the United States of America.and the 
British dominions in North America, described in 
the second article of the treaty of peace of 1783, 
have not yet been ascertained and determined, not- 
withstanding the repeated attempts which have been 
heretofore made for that purpose: and whereas, it is 
now thought to be for the interest of both parties, 
that avoiding further discussion of their respect- 
ive rights, arising in this respéct under the said 
treaty, they should agree on a conventional line in 
said portions of the said boundary, such as may be 
convenient to both parties, with such equivalents 
and compensations as are deemed just and reason- 
able: and whereas, by the ‘treaty concluded at 
Ghent, on the 24th day of December, 1814, be- 
tween the United States and his Britannic Majes- 
ty, an article was agreed to and inserted, of the fol- 
lowing tenor, viz: “Article 10. Whereas, the traf- 
fic in slaves is irreconcilable with the principles 
of humanity and justice: and whereas, both his 
Majesty, and the United States, are desirous of con- 
tinning their eflurts to promote its entire abolition, it 
is hereby agreed that both the contracting parties 
shall usetheir best endeavors to accowplish so de- 
sirable an object:” and whereas, notwithstanding 
the laws which have at various times been passed 
by the two Governments, and the efforts made to 
suppress it, that criminal traffic is still prosecuted 
and carried on: and whereas, the United States of 
America, and her Majesty the Queen of the United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Freland, are deter- 
mined that, so far as may be in their power, i! shall 
be effectually abolished: and whereas, it is found 
expedient, for the better administration of justice 
and the prevention of erime within the territories 
and jarisdiction of the two patties respectively, that 
persons commiting the crimes hereinafier enumer- 
ated, and being fugitives from justice, should, un- 
der ceriain cireumstances, be reciprocally delivered 
up:—the United States of America and her Britan- 
nic Majesty, baving resolved to treat on these sever- 
al subjects, have, for that purpose, appointed their 
respective plenipotentiaries to negotiate and con- 
clude a treaty; that is to say, the President of the 
United States has, on his part, furnished with full 
powers Daniel Webster, Secretary of State of the 
Uniied States; and her Majesty, the Queen of the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, bas, 
on her part, appointed the right honorable Alexan- 
der Lord Ashburton, a peer of the said United 
Kingdom, a member of her Majesty’s most honor- 
able privy council, and her Majesty’s minister 
plenipotentiary on a special mission to the United 
States; who, after a reciprocal communication of 
their respective {nll powers, have agreed to and 
signed the following articles: 

ARTICLE I, 

itis hereby agreedand declared that the line of 
boundary shall be as follows: 

Beginning at the Monumentat the source of the 
river St. Croix, as designated and agreed to by the 
commissioners under the Sih article in the treaty of 
1794, between the Governments of the United States 
and Great Britain; thence north, following the ex- 
ploring line ran and marked by the surveyors of 
the two Governments in the years 1817 and 1818, 
under the fifth article of the treaty of Ghent, to its 
intersection with the river St. John, and io the mid- 
die ofthe channel thereof; thence, up the middle of 
the main channel of the said river St. John, to the 
mouth of the river St. Francis; thence, up the mid- 
dle ofthe channe) of the said river Se. Francis, and 
of ihe lakes through fwhich]it flows, fo the outlet 
of the Lake Pohenagamook; thence, southwesterly, 
in a straight line, to a point on the northwest branch 
of the river St. John, which point shall be ten miles 
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distant from the main branch of the St. John, in a 
straight line, and in the nearest direction; but if the 
said point shall be found to be lessthan.seven miles 
from the nearest point of the summit or crest of 
the highlands that divide those rivers which empty 
themselves into the river St. Lawrence from those 
which fali into the river St. John, then the said 
point shall be made to recede down the said north- 
west branch of the river St. John, to a point seven ` 
miles ina straight line from the said summit or 
crest; thence, in a straight line, in a course about 


south eight degrees west, to the point where the 


parallel of latitude of 46 deg. 25 min. north inter- 
sects the southwest branch of the St. John; thence, 
southerly, by the said branch, to the source thereof 
inthe highlands at the Metjarmette portage; thence, 
down along the said highlands which divide the 
waters which emply themselves into the river St. 
Lawrence from those which fall into the Atlazitic 
ocean, to the head of Hall’s stream; thence, down 
the middle of said stream, till the line thus.run in- 
tersects the old. line of boundary surveyed: and 
marked by Valentine and Collins previously to the. 
year 1774 as the 45th. degree-of north Jatitude; and. 
which-has" been known and understood to be the 


‘Tine of actual division between the States of New 


York and Vermont on one side, and the British 
province of Canada on the other; and,. from said 
point of intersection, west along the said dividing 
line as heretofore known and understood, to the 
Iroquois, or St. Lawrence river. 


ARTICLE Il. 


It is moreover agreed, that from the place where 
the joint commissioners terminated their labors, 
under the sixth article of thetreaty of Ghent, to wit: 
ata pointin the Neebish channel, near Muddy 
lake, the line shall run into and along the ship 
channel, between St. Joseph’s and St. Tammany 
Islands, to the division of the channel at or near the 
head of St. Joseph’s Island; thence, turning east- 
wardly and northwardly around the lower end of 
St. George’s or Sugar Island, and following the 
middle of the channel which divides St. George’s 
from St. Joseph’s Island; thence up the east Nee- 
bish channel, nearest to St. George’s Island, through | 
the middle of Lake George; thence, west of Jonas 
Island, into St. Mary’s river, to a point in the 
middle of that river, about one mile above St, 
George’s or Sugar Island, so.as to appropriate and 
assign the said island to the United States; thence’ 
adopting the line traced on the maps by the com- 
missioners, through the river St. Mary and lake 
Superior, to a point north of He Royale in said lake, 
one hundred yards to the north and east of Ile 
Chapeau, which Jast-mentioned island lies near the 
northeastern point of He Royale where the line 
marked by the commissioners terminates; and from 
the last-mentioned point, southwesterly, through the. 
middle of the sound between lle Royale and’ the” 
northwestern mainland, to the mouth of Pigeon’ 
river, and up the said river, to and through the 
north and south Fowl Lakes, to the lakes of the 
heightof land between Lake Superior and the Lake . 
of the Woods; thence, along the water communi- 
cation to Lake Saisaginaga, and through that lake; 
thence, to and through Cypress Lake, Lac du Bois 
Blane, Lac Ja Croix, Little Vermillion Lake, and 
Lake Nameecan, and through the several smaller 
lakes, straits, or streams, connecting the lakes here 
mentioned, to that point in Lac la Pluie or Rainy 
Lake, at the Chaudière Falls, from- which the com- 
missioners traced the line to the most northwestern . 
point of the Lake of the Woods; thence, along the 
said line, to the said most northwestern point, be- 
ing in latitude 49 deg. 23 min. 55 sec. north, and in 
longitude 95 deg. 14 min. 38sec. west from the Ob- 
servatory at Greenwich; thence, according to exist- 
ing treaties, due south, to its intersection with the 
49th parallel of north latitude, and along that paral- 
lel to the Rocky Mountains. It being understood 
that all the water communications, and all the 
usual portages aleng the line from Lake Superior 
to the Lake of the Woods, and also Grand Portage, 
from the shore of Lake Superior to the Pigeon 
river, asnow actually used, shall be-free and open 
to the use of the citizens and subjects of both coun- 
tries. 

ARTICLE Hi. 


In order to promote the interests and encourage 
the industry of all the inhabitants of the countries 
watered by the river St. John and its tribntaries, 
whether living within the State of Maine or the: 
Province of New Brunswick, it is agreed that 
where, by the provisions of the present treaty; the 
river St, John is declared to be the line of pound- 
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ary, the navigation of said river shall be free and 
open to-both parties, and shall in no.way be ob- 
structed by. either: that all the produce of the forest, 
in logs, lumber, timber, boards, staves, or shingles, 
or of agriculture not being manufactured, grown on 
any of.those parts of the State of Maine watered 
-by the river St. John, or by its tributaries, (of which 
fact reasonable evidence shall, if required, be pro- 
. duced,) shall have free access into and through the 
said river and its said tributaries, having their source 
within the State of Maine, to and from the seaport 
at the mouth of the said river St; John, and to and 
round the falls of said river, either by boats, rafts, or 


other conveyance; that when within the Province’ 


of New Brunswick, the said produce shall be dealt 
with as if it were the produce of the said Province: 
that; in like manner, the inhabitants of the territo- 
ry of the Upper St. John, determined by this treaty 
to belong to her Britannic Majesty, shall have free 
access to and through the river for their produce, in 
those parts where the said river runswholly through 
the State of Maine: Provided, always, That this 
agreement shall give no right to either party to in- 
terfere with any regulations not inconsistent with 
the.terms of this treaty, which the Governments, 
respectively; of Maine or of New Brunswick may 
make respecting the navigation of the said river, 
when both banks thereof shall belong to the same 


party. 
ARTICLE 1Y. 

All grants of land heretofore made by either 
party, within the limits of the territory which by 
this treaty falls within the dominions of the other 
party, shall be held valid, ratified, and confirmed 
to the persons in possession under such grants, to 
the same extent as if such territory had by this 
treaty fallen within the dominions of the party by 
whom such grants were made; and all equitable 
possessory claims, arising frorn’ a possession and 
improvement of any lot or parcel of land by the 
person actually in possession, or by those under 
whom such person claims, for more than six years 
before the date of this treaty, shall, in like man- 
ner, be deemed valid, and be confirmed and quieted 
bya release to the person entitted thereto, of the 
title to such lot or parcel of land, so described as 
best to include the improvements made thereon ; 
and in all other respects the two contracting parties 
agree to deal upon the most liberal principles of 
equity with the settlers actually dwelling upon the 
territory falling to them, respectively, which has 
heretofore been in dispute between them, 

ARTICLE V, 

Whereas, in the course of the controversy re- 
specting the disputed terrilory on the Northeastern 
boundary, some moneys have been received by the 
authorities of her Britannie Majesty’s Province of 
New Brunswick, with the intention.of preventing 
depredations on the forests of the said territory, 
which moneys were to. be carried to a fand called 
the “disputed territory fund,” the proceeds whereof 
it -was agreed should be hereafter paid over to the 
parties interested, in the proportions to be deter- 
mined by a final settlement of borndaries: It is 
hereby agreed, that a correct account ofall receipts 


and payments on the said fund shall be delivered to | 


the Government of the United States, within six 
months afier the ratification of this treaty, and the 
proportion of the amount due thereon to the States 
of Maine and. Massachusetts, and any bonds or se- 
curities appertaining thereto, shall be paid and de- 
livered over to the Government of the United 
States; and the Government of the United States 
agrees to receive forthe nse of, and pay over to 
the States of Maine and Massachusetts) their re. 
spective portions of said fand; and further to pay 
and satisty said States, respectively, for all claims 
for expenses incurred by them in protecting the 
said heretofore disputed territory, and making a 
survey thereof in 1838, the Government of fhe 
United States agreeing withthe States of Maine and 
Massachusetts to pay them the further sum of three 
hundred thousand dollars, in equal moieties, on 
account of their assent to the line of boundary de- 
scribed in this treaty, and.in consideration of the 
conditions and equivalents received therefor from 
the Government of her Britannie Majesty. 
ARTICLE Vi. i 

It is furthermore understood and agreed, that, for 
the purpose of running and tracing those parts of 
the line between the source of the St. Croix and 
the St. Lawrence river, which will reanire to be 
run and ascertained, and for marking the residue 
of said line by proper monuments on the Jand, two 
commissioners shall be appointed—one by the Pres- 


{| 


ident of the United States, by and with the advice 
and consent.of the Senate thereof, and one by her | 
Britannic Majesty’; and the said commissioners | 
shall meet at Bangor, in the State of Maine, on the -| 
Ist day of May next, or as soon thereafter as may 
be, and shall proceed to’‘mark the line above. de- 
seribed, from the source of the St..Croix to the 
river St.John; and shall trace on proper maps the 
dividing line along said river, and along the river 
St. Francis, to the outlet of the Lake Pohenaga- | 
mook; and from the outlet of the said lake, they | 
shall ascertain, fix, and mark, by proper and dura- | 
ble monumenis upon the land, the line described in | 
the first article of this treaty; andthe said commis- | 
sioners shall make to each of their respective Gov- | 
ernments a joint reportor declaration, under their; 
hands and seals, designating such line of boundary, | 
and shall accompany said report or declaration ` 
with maps, certified by them to be trae maps of the 
new boundary. 


ARTICLE VIL A 

It is further agreed, that the channels in the river 
St. Lawrence, on both sides of the Long Sault 
Islands, and of Barnhart Island; the channels in | 
the river Detroit, on both sides of the Island Bois , 
Blane, and between that island and both the Amer- | 
ican and Canadian shores; and all the severalchan- ; 
nels and passages between the various islands lying | 
near the junction of the river St. Clair with the | 
lake of that name, shall be equally free and opento | 
the ships, vessels, and boats of both parties. 

ARTICLE Vill. 

The parties mutually stipulate that each shall 
prepare, equip, and maintain in service, on the 
coast of Africa, a sufficient and adequate squadron, ` 
or naval force of vessels, of suitable numbers and 
description, to carry inall not less than eighty guns, 
to enforce separately and respectively the laws, 
rights, and obligations of each of the two countries 
for the suppression of the slave-trade; the said 
squadrons to be independent of each other, but the 
two Governments stipulating, nevertheless, to give 
such orders io the officers commanding their re- 
spective forces as shall enable them most effectually 
to act in concert and co-operation, upon mutual 
consuitation, as exigencies may arise, for the at- | 
tainmenigof the true object of this article: copies 
of all such orders to be communicated by each 
Government to the other, respectively, 

ARTICLE iX. 

Whereas, notwithstanding all efforts which may 
be made on the coast of Africa for suppressing 
the slave-trade, the facilities for carrying on that 
(raific, and avoiding the vigilance of cruisers, by 
the fraudulent use of flags, and other means, are | 
so great, and the temptations for pursuing it, 


i. while a market can be found for slaves, so strong, 


as that the desired result may be long delayed, un- | 
less all markets be shut against the purchase of | 
African negroes,—the parties to this treaty agree that | 
they will unite in all becoming representations and 
remonstrances with any andall powers within whose 
dominions such markets are allowed to exist: and 
that they will urge upon all such powers ihe pro- 
priety and duty of closing such markets at once and 
forever. 
ARTICLE X. 

It is agreed that the United States and her Bri- | 
tannie Majesty shall, upon mutual requisitions by | 
them, or their ministers, officers, or authorities, | 
respectively made, deliver up to justice all persons : 
who, being charged with the crime of murder or as- 
sault with intent to commit murder, or piracy, or 
arson, or robbery, or forgery, or the utterance of 
forged papers, committed within the jurisdiction 
of either, shall seek an asylum, or shall be 
found, within the territories of the other: pro- 
vided, that this shall only be done upon such | 
evidence of criminality as, according to the 
laws of the place where the fugitive or per- | 
son so charged shall be found, would justify 
bis apprehension and commitment for trial, if | 
the crime or offence had there been committed: | 
and the respective judges and other magistrates of . 
the two Governments shall have power, jurisdic- | 
tion, and authority, upon complaint made under 
oath, to issue a warrant for the apprehension of 
the fugitive or person so charged, that he may be 
brought before such judges or other magistrates, re- | 
spectively, to the end that the evidence of criminal- | 
ity may be heard and considered: and if, on such | 
hearing. the evidence be deemed sufficient to sus- | 
tain the charge, it shall be the duty of the examin- 
ing judge or magistrate to certify the same to the 
proper executive authority, that a warrant may 


ARTICLE XI. 


The eighth article of this treaty shall be in force 
for five years from the date of the exchange of the 
ratifications, and afterwards, until one or the other 
party shall signify a wish to terminate it. The tenth 
article shall continue in force until one or the other 
of the parties shall signify its wish to terminate it, 
and no longer. 

ARTICLE Xi. 

The present treaty shall be duly ratified, and the 
mutual exchange of ratifications shall take place in 
London, within six months from the date hereof, 
or earlier if possible. 

In faith wherecf, we, the respective plenipoten- 
tiaries, have signed this treaty, and have hereunto 
aflixed our seals. . 

Done in duplicate, at Washington, the ninth day 
of August, anno Domini one thousand eight hun- 
dred and forty-two. 

DANIEL WEBSTER, [srar] 
ASHBURTON, [sea] 


And whereas, the said treaty has been duly rati- 
fied on both parts, and the respective ratifications of 
the same having been exchanged, to wit: at Lon- 
don, on the thirteenth day of October, one thousand 
eight hundred and forty-two, by, EDWARD EVERETT, 
Envoy Extraordinary and Minister Plenipotentiary 
of the United States, and the right honorable the 
Earl of Apsrpsen, her Britannic Majesty’s princi- 
pal Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, on the 
part of their respective Governments: 

Now, therefore, be itknown, that I, Jonn TYLER, 
President of the United. States of America, have 
caused the said treaty to be made public, to the end 
that the same, and every clause and article thereof, 
may be observed and fulfilled with goon faith by 
the United States, and the citizens thereof. 

In witness whereof, I have hereunto set my hand, 
aod caused the seal of the United States to be af 

xed. 

Done at the city of Washington, this tenth day 

of November, in the year of our Lord one 

] thousand eight hundred and forty-two, avd. 
of the independence of the United States 


the sixty-seventh. 
JOHN TYLER, 


{u. 8 


By the President: 
Danie. Westra, Secrelary of Slate. 


TWENTY-SEVENTH CONGRESS, 
THIRD SESSION.. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, Decamber 5, 1842 

This being the day set apart by the Constitution 
of the United States for ine annual meeting of 
Congress, 

The PRESIDENT pro tem (Mr. Maxcum) took 
the chair, and ca'led the Senate to order at the 
hour of J2 o'clock. He stated that he had been 
informed by the servednt-at-arms that there was 
hot a quorum of the Senators present, 

Mr. HUNTINGTON observed, that that being 
the case; it was apparent that no business could 
be transacted today; he therefore moved that the 
Serate adjourn till to-morrow at 12 ovluck. 

The question was put, and carried in the affirm- 
ative; and the Senate accordingly adjourned, 


The following Senators appeared in their seats, 
vz: 


From New Hamps 

Wilcox. 

From Massachisetts. —Mr. 

Fron Connectiout.— Mr. E 
` From Vermont —Mir, Grafo. 

Erem New York,—Messre, 
madgze, 

From New Jersey.— Sir. Dayton. 

Se ee Buchanan and 
From Delaware —Messts. Bayard and Clayton, 
From Maryland. Messrs. Kerr and Merriek, 
From Virginia —Messis. Rives and Archer, 
From North Caroling, —Mr. Mangum, 


— Messrs. Woodbury and 


Wright and Tall- 


a 


From, Ohio.—Messrs. Allen end Tappan. 
From Alabama —Mr King. 
from Missourt.—Mr. Benton. ` 


: HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, December 5, 1842. 

At 12 ovelsek the SPEAKER took the chair, 
and cailed the Houss to order; when, the Clerk 
having called the roll, it appeared that one hundred 
and seventy-six members answered to their 1 names, 
being a sufficient number to constitute a quorum, 
viz: 


From Maine.—Mesirs. Elisha H. Allen, David 
Bronson, Nathan Clifford, Wiliam P. Fessenden, 
Nathaniel 8. Littl efield, "Joshua A. Lowell, Al- 
fred Marshall, and Benjamin Randall. 

From New Hampshire.——Messrs. Charles Œ Ather- 
ton, Edmund Burke, Ira A. Eastman, John R. Re- 
divg, and Tristram Shaw. 

From Moassachuseits.—Messrs. John Q. Adams, 
Osmyn Baker, Nathaniel 8. Borden, George N 
Brigg, Barker Burnell, William R. Calhova, 
Caleb Cushing, Charles Hudson, William Par. 
menter, and Leverett S Saltonstall. 

From Rhode Island.—Messrs, Robert B. Cranston 
and Joseph L. Tillinghast. 

From Connecticut.—Messrs. Willizm W. Board- 

i man, Jobn H, Brockway, Thomas B. Osborne, Fru- 

Smitb, Joseph Trumbull, and Thomes W. Wil- 
liams. 

From Vermont,—Messrs. Horace Everett, Hiland 
Hall, John Mattocks, William Slade, and Au- 
gustus Young. 

From New York —Messts. Alfred Babcock, Dans 
jel D. Barnard, Bernard Blair, Samuel S. Bowne, 

> David P. Brewster, Linoihy Childs, Thomas C. 

Chitienden, Jehn ©. Clark, Staley I. Clarke, 
James G. Ciinton, Richard D. Davis, Joseph Eg 
ber', Charles G. Ferris, Millard Fillmore, Charles 
A. Floyd, Joba Q. Flosd, A. Lawrence Poster, 
Samuel Gordon, Francis Granger, Jacob Bouck 
Hiram P. Hunt, "Archibald L. Lina, Christopher 
Morgan, Robert RicClellan, John McKeon, Sam- 
usl Patridge, Lewis Riges, James I. Roosevelt, 
John Sanford, Thomas A. Tomlinson, John Van 
Baren, Henry Van Rensselaer, Aaron "Ward, and 
Fernando Wood. 

From New Jersey.—Messrs. John B. Aycrigg, 
William Halsted, John’ P. B. Maxwell, Joseph 
F. Randolph, Charles ©. Stratton, and Thomas 
Jones Yorke. 
©. From Pennsywania —Messrs. Henry W. Beeson, 
. Benjamin A. Bidlack, Charles Brown, Jeremiah 
Brown, James Cocper, John Edwards, Joseph 
Fornance, James Gerry, Amos Gustire, Thomas 
“Henry, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Lagers so'l, 
William W. Irwin, William Jock, Francis James, 
George M. Keim, Thomas M. P. MeKennan, 
Albert G. Marchand, Peter Newhard, Arnold Plam- 
er, Robert Ramsey, Almon H. Read, James M 
Russell, William Simonton, John Svydir, George 
and W. Toland. 

From Maryland.—Messrs. Wham Cost John- 
son, Juhn P. Kennedy, and Jolin Thomson Mason, 
Fron roete ‘Messrs. Richard W. Barton, 
John W. Batts, Geo 8 Gary, Thomas W. Gii- 
mer, William A. Harris, Samuel L. Hays, George 
W. Hopkins, Edmund W. Hubard, Robert M. T. 
Hunter, Joba W. Jones, Francs Mallory, Cuh- 
bert Powell, William Smith, Lewis Sicenrod, Aiex- 
ander H. H. Suar!, George W. Sammers, John 
Taliaferro, and Henry A. Wise. 

From North Carolina.—Messrs. Arebibald FI. Ar- 
rington, John R. J. Daniel, Edmund Deberry, 
James J. McKay, Anderson Miehell, Kenneth 
Rayner, Abraham Reneher, Edward Sianly, and 
William H. Washington. 

From South Carolina — Messrs. William Bater, 
Patrick ©. Caldwell, Isane BE. Heimes, Francis 
W. Pickens, R. Barnwell Rhett, and James Rogers. 

From Georgie.—Messrs. Mark A. Cooper, and 
Roger L. Gamble. 


From Kentucky.—Bies-is, Linn. Boyd, Wm. O. 
Bakr, Garrett Da Wilis Green, B x 


Bryan Y. 
n B. Thompson, Fos 


Owsley, James © 

Unuerweod, 4 
From Tennes i ranam MeCielen, 
Hopkius L, Tamey, Ha rvey M, Watterson, and 
Joseph L. Williams. 
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From Ohio —Messrs. Benjamin 3, Cowen, Ezra 
Dean, Josina R. Giddings, Patrick G. Goode: Jobn 
Hastings, Samson Mason, Joshua Mathic!, James 
Mathews, Williem Medili, Calvary Morris, 
miah Morrow, Nathaniel G. Pendleton, Joseph 
Ridgway, Wiliam “Russell, Samuel S.okely, Geo, 
Sweney, and Jobn B Weller. 

From Louisiana.—Mr. John B. Dawson 


From Indiana. Messrs. Richard W. Thomp.. 


sen and Joseph L. White. 

From linois —Messts. Zadok Casey and John 
Reynolds. i 

From Alabama —-Mir. Reuben Chapman. 

From Missouri.—Messts. John C. Edwards and 
John Miller. - 


On metion by Mr. CUSHING, 

Ordered, ‘That a message be sent to the Senate, 
informing that body that a quorum of the House 
had assembled, and were ready to proceed to busi- 
ness, 

Mr. CUSHING submitted the usual joint reso- 
lation for the appointmeni cf a joint committee to 
wait on the President of the United States, aad in- 
form him that a quorum of the two Honses of Con- 
gress had sssembled, and were ready to receive 
aby communication he might make. 

‘The resolution having been adopted, Me-sre. 
Cusmine, Kewwepy of Maryland, and Tiiwine- 
HAST were ‘appointed as the committee on the part 
of the House. 

On motion by Mr. KENNEDY, he was excused 
from serving, on account cf indisposition; and Mr. 
Bost of New York was appointed in bis place. 

Oz motion by Mr. CUSHING, 

Ordered, Toat the daily hour of the meeting of 
the House be at 12 o’eloek noon, tiil further or- 
dered. 

Mr. EVERETT eave notice that be would 
morrow, sk leave to introduces a bill 
bankrupt law. 

Mr. ADAMS vave notice that he would to~ 
morrow offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the 21st rele for 
siness in this Flowse, in the follow 
petition, memorial, resolution, or other 
praying ibe abolition of slavery in the Distri 
Colurnbia, or any Srate or Territory, or the s 


to- 


the 


words: 


trade between the States or Territories of the 
Unsited States in whieh it now exists, shall be re~ 


cvived by this House, or entertained in any way 
whatever,” be, and the same is hereby, reseinded. 
Mir. WISE chjceted to the reception of the 
resolution. 
the SPEAKER said it was only offered as a 
cies 


Mr. WISE ingnired if this notice tock pre- 
ecdence of the other orcers of the Froas 
a SPEAKER replied thai it di 
. WR. COST JOH INSON 2 was 


Faa ible of amendmen’. 

The SPEAKER said that the resolution could 
amended when it came properly before the 
rioure; at present, it was only offered in the shane 


he 


-ofa notie. 


yr 


Mre BRIGGS offered a joint resolation provid. 
ing fer ibe appuiniment of two Chaplains of ait- 


ferent deacmina io one by esch l 
serve during the session, asd to 
weekly: adop’ed. 


On motion by Sir, BRIGGS, the usual order for 
the supply of members with newspapers was 
adopted. 

Mr. SILLINGHAST a 
following joint rescluiion: 

Resclud, (he Honorable Senate concurring 
heréin,) Phat a jeint committee of three members 
of this House, wih a like namber from Sepete, 
be eppointed to direct and superintend the experndis 
dare of all money appropriated for the pers 
ebase of books i ; je Lib uy of Cou ss, and 
library 


eked leave to ofer the 


ibe rescleron + adopted. 
On motion of Mr. McKENNAN, 
The House adjourned., 


Jere-. 


IN. SENATE. : 
Tusspay, December 6, 1842, > * 

The PRESIDENT ‘pro. fem: took the chair àt 
12-o’cleck, and stated that he had been informed 
by the Sergeant-at-arms tbat there was still no 
quorum present. Such being the fact, ; 

On metion of Mr. KERR, the Senate adjourned ; 
till to-morrow morning at 12 weloek. : 
Messrs MOREHEAD and CRITTENDEN, of 
Kentacky, and Mir. SMITH, of Connecticut, ap- 
peared in their seats to-day, who, in ad dition to 
those announced on yesterday, made twenty-six 
Senators in attendance. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Touspay, December 6, 1842. 

Mr. Wal. COST JOHNSON gave notice that 
he wouid to-morrow, or atan early day thereaf+ 
ter, ask leave to introduce a bill entitled “An act. 
fur the relief of the several States and Territories: 
of the United S:ates and the District of Columbia. ar 

Mr. HALSTED gave notice that ‘he. would 
to-mdérrow ask leave to introduce a bill entitled 


D 


“An eciresulating the taking of testimony in 
eases of contested elections ? i l 
On motion cf Mr. WM. COST JOHNSON, 


é i 
Ordered, That a select committee on a National Foundry be 
appointed by the Chair, to consist of the same number of mem- 
bers as composed the similar committee of the last session. 


Mr. TALIAFERRO offered a resolation author- 
izing the docr-keeper of the House to -appoint an 
aditiocal mesenger; but, at the suggestion of Mr. 
HOPKINS, the resolution was laid over till to- 
morrow. 

Mr. ADAMS submitted the following resolution, 

cf which he gave notice yesterday: 


Resolved, That the 2tst rule for conducting business in this 
House, inthe following words: “No petition, memorial, resolu» 
tion, or other paper praying the abaiition of slavery in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, or any State or Territory, or the slave-trade 


petween the Statesor Territories ef the United States in which 
itnow exi hall be received by this fouse, or entertained in 
any way whatever,” be, and the same is hereby, rescinded, 

Mer, WISE inquired if the resolution was in or- 
der? 


The SPEAKER replied ibatit was; but he suge 

gested to the gentleman from Massachusetts the 
e rababiliy of s debate arising on it, and that he 
had better let it He over for the present, 

Mr. WISE asked if there was not unfinished bu- 
siness on the calendar of the Inst session that took 

recedence of this resoletion? There certainly 
was a vast deal of unfinished business; and, in bis 
view, il had the precedence over all new business 
of this session. 

Mr. ADAMS observed, that he offered the reso- 
lution now, because, by ihe rules of the House, the 
first thirty days of the cession re allotted for the . 
reception of pelitions—a Yule that hed been ob- 
served since the commencement of the Govern. 
ment. This Government (Mr said) was made 
for receiving the petitions of the peop'e, and attend- 
ing to their wants; and to deprive them of the right 
of presenticg them was as unconstitutional as une 
just. Hemede this motion now, because the first 
business to be transacted should ‘be the attending 
iv the petitions of the people; ao re was a large 
class of petitions exclude le he proposed 
to rescind, asd that ela “from a particular 
section of the Union. lid not wish to debate 
bis motion, bat wouid be ng, if the House 
thought proper, to take the question on it now by 
yeas and nays. Hi was a duty he owed to bis cone 
, ta endeavor to restore to them the con- 


tke first business of 
s for petitions; pe~ 
dences petitions were 


o eall the Ste 
P iority and p 


prec 


las 


t session mus tles over for six days: but, if 
the Honse was ready to preceed to basiness, he 
cont naga that the Speaker conid find much better 
kusiness than the jn! rroduction of this everlasting 
jest of agitation, rt session, when 
ought to be ewe sposing of the 

a ions bad priority, 
: would necessarily exelu e the resolution of 
the gentleman from Massachuset is, if nothing else 
did; at all events, it did not come in of right. . He 
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(Mr. Waise) objected to it yesterday, when the no- 
tice was given, and he repeated his objection to- 
day; and-he supposed the question would Se on 
the reception of the resolution. “Shall it be re- 
ceived?’ was the question; and he ecntended that 
this required a majority of two-thirds. 

_ A’ member was heard to observe that the ques- 
tion was cn the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. WISE. I contend that it is not received. 

The SPEAKER made some observations, which 
were veiy indistinctly heard; but he was under- 
stood to say that the resoiution came properly be- 
fore she House, one day’s notice having been given 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts, yesterday, 
asthe rules preseribed. Bat he further observed 
that the committees were not appointed; and, there- 
fore, if petitions were called for from the several 
States, they could not be referred. 

Mr. WISE said he would suggest to the Speaker 
that the ron appointment of the mere members of 
the committees was no reason why the Slates 
should not be called for petitions; for, if the mem- 
bers were not appointed, the commiitees were. 
The roles provided that there should be certain 
standing committees; and alla gentleman had to 
do, on presenting a petition, was to move thatit be 
referred to a committee, and not to A, BPC, and 
D, cons itating the committee. The committees, 
then, were in existence, though the members were 
not all there who were to be named cn those com- 
“qnittees; and they could reer petitions to day, w? 
the members were not named by the Speaker, as 
well as to-morrow, or a future day, when they 
should be named. 


Mr. WELLER moved that the resolation be 


laid on the table; and on tat motion called for the 


yeas and nays, which were ordered. 
The yeas and nays were taken, and resuited— 
yeas 85, nays 93, as follows: 


»YEAS—Messrs. Arrington, Atherton, Barton,  Bidlack, 
Bowne, Boyd, Burke, Wiliam Buter, William O. Buder, 
Patiick C. Caldwell, Casey, Chapman, Clitord, Clinton, Coles, 
Mark A. Couper, Daniel, Garrett Davis, Dawson, Dean, De- 
berry, Eastman, John C. Edwards, Charles A. Floyd, Por- 
nance, Geriy, Gilmer, Goggin, Gustine, Harris, Hastings, Hays, 
Holmes, Hopkins, Houck, Houston, Hubard, lfunter, Charles 
J. Ingersoll, Jack, William Cost Johnson, John W., Jones, Keim, 
John P, Kennedy Abraham McClellan, McKay, Matiory, 
Marchand, Jolin Thomson Mason, Mathews, Medill, Miller, 
Mitchell, Newhard, Owsley, Pearce, Pickens, Plumer, Powell, 
Rayner, Read, Reding, Rencher, Rhett, Reynolds, Rigg 
Rogers, Shaw, William Smith, Snyder, Steenrod, Sunn ; 
Sweney, Taliaferro, John B. 'Phompson, Richard W. @homp- 
aon, Turney, Van Buren, Ware, Warren, Wa tou, Weller, 
Westbrook, Joseph L. Withmns, Wise. and Wood,—-85, 

NAVS--M s. Adams, Alferd, Sherlock J. Andiews, 
Ayerige, Babcock, Baker, Barnard, Bir e Blair, Boardman, 
Borden, Botts, Brewster, | Bronson, Jeremiah 


n, Mathtot, Mattocks, Maxwell, Morgan, 
Morris, Morrow, Osborne, Parmenter, Pat Pendleton 
Ramsey, Benjamin Randall, Randolpl ay, Rodne *, 
Roosevelt, Wm. Russell, James M. Rox s 
Jord, Simonton, Slade, Stan f 

cH. TL stuart, TMilinghast, Poland, Torafinson, Traumbuil 

Underwood, Van Ren aer, Wall doseph L. White, Win: 
throp, Yorke, and Augustus Your 93, 


Mr, EVERETS thea rose and said, as it was 
important that this 1 
upon, as it might othe 
of petitions, he would mo 

‘The motion was 
ton in order was, 
now purl? 

Mr. WISE jnqatred if ht 
members were pot ail ther 
the question to a day certain. 

The SPEAKER was uni 
negative. 

Mr. WISE said th 


seconded, and 
thail the 


next qaes- 
question be 


in order, as the 
lo move to pec 


ratcod to reply in the 


ker had postponed the 
appointment of com és, of the ground that the 
members had not all arrived; and an the same 
ground he asked fora shir nement of this 
impertant subject. I i 
not in order, he «t 
on the pending 
be now paid 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and resalted— 


yeas 84, nays 99; as follows: 


k 
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YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Sherlock J. Andrews, Ay- 
crigg, Babcock, Baker, Rarnard, Birdseye, Blair, Boardman, 
Bordet, Botts, Briggs, Brockway, Bronson, Jeremiah. Brown, 
Burnell, Cathoun, Childs, Chittenden, John C. Clark, Staley 
N. Clarke, J. Cooper, Cowen, Cranston, Garrett Davis-Jobn 
Edwards, Egbert, Everett, Fessenden, Fillmore, A. L. Foster, 
Giddings, Patuick G. Goode, Granger, Hall, Halsted, Henry, 
Hudson, Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, James, John P. Kennedy, 
Linn, McKennan, Samson Mason, Mathiot. Ma tocks, Maxwell, 
Morgan, Morris, Morrow, Osborne, Parmenter, Patridge, 
Pendleton, Ramsey, Benjamin- Randall, Randolph, Rayner, 
Ridgway, Rodney, Wm. Russell, J. M. Russell, Saltonstall, Si- 
manton, Slade, Truman Smith, Stanly, Stokely, Stratton, J. B. 
Thompson, Richard W. Thompson, Tillinghast, Toland, Tom- 
linson, Trumbull, Van Rensselaer, Joseph L. White, Thomas 
W. Williams, Winthrop, Yorke, and Augustus Young—84. 

NAYS—Messrs. Arrington, Atherton, Barton, Beeson, Bid- 
jack, Bowne, Boyd, Brewster, Charles Brown, Burke, W. But- 
ler, Wm. O. Butler, P. C. Caldwell, Chapman. Casey, Clif- 
ford, Clinton, Coles, Mark A. Cooper, Cushing, Daniel, R. D. 
Davis, Dawson, Dean, Deberry, Doan, Eastman, John 
C. Edwards, Ferris, John G. Floyd, Charles A. Floyd, For- 
nance, Gamble, Gerry, Gilmer, Goggin, Gordon, Harris, 
Hastings, Hays, Holmes, Hopkins, Houck, Houston, Haubard, 
Hunter. Charles J. Ingersoll, William W. Irwin, Jack, William 
Cost Johnson, John W. Jones, Keim, Littlefield, Lowell, 
Abraham McClellan, Robert McClellan, McKay, McKeon, 
Mallory, Marchand, Alfred Marshall, John Thomson Mason, 
Mathews, Medill, Miller, Newhard, Owsley, Pearce, Pickens, 
Piumer, Powell, Reding, Rencher, Rhett, Reynolds, Riggs, 
Rogers, Roosevelt, Sanford, Shaw, William Smith, Snyder, 
Steenrod, Alexander IL H. Stuart, Summers, Sweney, Tal- 
iaferro, Tarney, Underwood, Van Buren, Ward, Washington, 
Watterson, Weller, Westbrook, Joseph L. Williams, Wise, 
and Wood—95. 


So the mais question wes not then put. 
DEATH OF THE HON. J. W. WILLIAMS. 


Mr. JOHN T. MASON rose to announce ths 
death of the Hon. J. W. Wiuttams of Maryland, 
and spoke as follows: 


Mr. SPEAKER: [rise toannounce the death of the 
Hon. James W. Wiruiams, 2 member of this 
House from the Sate of Maryland. Mr. Wik- 
Liams died suddenly, on the morning of the 21 
inst, with astroke of paralysis, which attacked 
him in his earvinge wilco ou bis way to the seat of 
Government, Abbough be had been for a long 
time in feeble health, yet the very sudden and un- 
expected termination to which bis disease finally 
came was well calculated to add new pangs to the 
grief of his family and friends, which, without that 
circnmstance, wou'd have been deep and poignent 
ai the loss of a parent and husband so devoted, a 
tricnd so faithful,and a man so estimable. The 
profound and unaffected sorrow with whieh his 
neighbors and friends received the sad intelligence 
of bis death, the undivided voice wiih which his 
many virtues are acknowledged by those wih 
whom he has been asseciated here, and the confi- 
dence which bas been rey iin bim from time to 
time by the citiz rate, constitute a more 
eloquent and effect seemium upon him than 
anything Tn oug respect—perbaps in 
none otheresi 
pay this last tribute to the memecry of the deceased. 
No ene, perbars, on this flcor knew sẹ well, and 
none conld sprak with the same kaowledge, of 
these trails which charactenized him, and which so 
exelted him in the cslimaiicn of the targe citele of 
his acquaintance. Daring the whole time that I 
bave been in publie life--now four years—heth- 
er in our State Legislature, cr as a member of 


this body, Mr, “Wn ams has been ess: elated 


A wore 
tleman—a more upright 
| publie servant—snd a more 
with, ‘Phe 
him; the 


3 neighbors; his frequent exa'ta- 
ble publi end the extra- 
icn ofhis propbeey of the civil 
in 1836, end of her pres- 
smenis—made long before 
lom to foresee them—~are 


any one eise had ti 
all-abundant ev 
said. On occasions lie these, if is no: unusual, I 
am aware, to pass high enecomiums upon the cher- 
acter of the deceased—-a_ mole of proceeding the 
lgs reqnisite in the present instance, as the charac- 
ter of Mr. Witniams was too well established, and 
held ir iigh esteem, to have anything to hope 
from g ar from censure. His mild and 
genile spirit rendered jt nearly imvossible fer him 
to have any enemies. The innocence and simpli- 
city of his behavior, the sensibility of his heart, the 


denees of the teruih of what I have’ 


fidelity with which he discharged the duties of life, 
the equanimity with which he bore ils rebukes 
and sufferings, willleave a lasting impression on 
the minds of his friends and acquaintances. 

We have just met to enter upon a new session ; 
and the first thing almost that claims our aitention— 
coming, as it were, as a message from the Execu~ 
tive. on high, isterrepting the salutations of friends, 
marring the pleasure of the occasion, and ehecking 
the ardor of our hopes—is another example, in the 
death of our friend, of the uncertainty of human 
life. Ut could not have come on a mcre fi: occa- 
sion. We have entered upon a new portion of 
ume, aod such oceasions are pecal'arly favorable 
to morai reflection. Ona an entrance on anew 
scene, or a new period in our life, a contemplative 
ming will be naturally employed in estimating its 
acquisitions, comparing its improvemenis, retra- 
cing past occurrences, and revolving future pros- 
pecis. The example of the deceaied is not only 
before you fer such a wholesome exercise of the 
mind; bat to it may be added his voiee, which may 
now be considered ‘as addiessiig you from the 
tomb, aud enjoining upon you the duty of prepara- 
tion for another life. What an example of mor- 
tality is presented on the present occasion! With- 
out the slightest warning, without the opportunity 
of a moment’s immediate preparation, away from 
home, and alone, the destroyer met hiu—no tender 
assidnities of friendship, no well-known voice, no 
wife. nor con, ner daughter was near to soothe his 
sorrows or close his eyes in ceath, May this 
golemn event have a wide spread influence. In- 
stead of murmuring at such efllictive dispensations 
whieh separate us from these we love and esteem, 
let us employ them as motives to set our affections 
upon the wore lasing things of another world— 
remembering thet, whatever ties of affection are 
broken by death, whatever pleasures are lest to us 
here, are only taken from the cnjoymen’s of time, 
to be added to .bose of eternity. 


Mre. Wituians was a native of Maryland, and 
was aged about fifty five years. He was for many 
years a prominent member of the Legislature of 
his Sate, and was at one time Speaker of the 
House of Delogaies. Darirg the whole time he 
was a member, he opposed with firmness and un- 
abating zzal that system of internal improvements 
which has eveatuated in. cverwhelming the State 
in endless taxation, Those who are now lament- 
ing over what they regard the evils which that 
policy has brought upon them, will eberish in bigh 
respect his sagacity in predicting those evils, and 
the pertinacity with which he re-isted the system 
which has en‘ailed them on us. ‘Fhose who still 
believe the policy to have been a wise one, must 
do him the justice to admit that bis opposition to it 
was aS honest as il was unyielding. In May, 
1841, Mr. Wintiams was elected to Congress, and 
conlintied a member cf this body up to the time of 
his death. Here, as he was in the Legislature of 
his Sate, be was vigidant and regular in his at- 
tendance upon his public duiies. 

In kim the State of Maryland has lost a faithful 
public servant; his family a devoted and affec- 
iionate head; and his friends one who was always 
ready to make any sacrifice to advance their in- 
terests. 

Ia ecnelusion, Mr. Mason offered the follow- 
ing resolutions, which were unsnimously adopted: 

Resolved, That this House have learned, with feelings of 
deep sensibility, the intelligence cf the decease of the honorable 


j James W. Winrtams, late a member of this Congress; and aa 


an evidence of the sympathy whi 
hereby tender to his surviving tives and personal friends, 
they will wear crape on the lelt arm for thirty days, 

Rescived, also, (as a further mark of respect for the mem 
ory of the deceased,) that this House do now adjourn, 

Ordered, That the Clerk communicate to the Senate infor. 
mation of the death of James W., Winciams, and of the pros 
reedings of this House thereon, 


The House then adjourned, 


the menibers entertain and 


[We omitted to siate, in our report of yester- 
day’s proceedings, that the Tot. Ronent O. Wine 
TEROP, 2 Representaiive eleet from the State cf 
Massachusetts, to supply the vacaney ceeasioned 
by the resignation of the Hon. DATHAN APPLETON 
appeared, was qualified, and took his seat} ; 


a, ee eee re see A ge) heehee. Tiel, gee ae. 


i Re ee ee 
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IN SENATE. 
: Wepnerzpay, December 7, 1842. | 
The PRESIDENT pro tem, took the chair at 12 
o'clock; and ° 
The proceedings of the two former days being 
read, ; 


Mr. HUNTINGTON presented the credentials © 


of the Hon. Samurn, C. Crarr, Senator elected 
by the Legislature of Vermont, to fill the vacancy 
occasioned by the resignation of Judge Prentiss 
which were read. Mr. C. was then qualified and 
took his seat. 

“Mr. MILLER presented the creden ials of the 
Hon, Wm. L. Dayron, Senator elected by the 
Legislature of New Jersey, to fill the vacancy oc- 
casioned by the death of the Hon. SamoeL L. 
Soursarp; which were read. Mr. D. was then 
qualified and took his seat. 

On motion by Mr. HUNTINGTON, it was 
` Ordered, That the Secretary of the Senate inform the Fouse 


of Representatives that a yuorum of the Senate have assem- 
bled, and are ready to proceed to business. 


On motion by Mr. MERRICK, it was 


Resolved, That each Senator be supplied daily, during the 
present session, with three copies of such daily uewspapers as 

e may choose, provided that they be furnished at the usual 
rates of annual charge fora daily paper; and provided that 
any Senator thinking proper to take other thana daily paper, 
shall. be entitled to so many such other papers as will be equal 
to three daily papers. 


THE BANKRUPT LAW. 

Mr. BENTON gave notice that he would, on 
to-morrow, ask leave to introduce a bill to repeal 
the bankrupt law. 

BOARD OF EXCHEQUER. 

Mr. TALLMADGE gave notice that he would, 
at an early day, ask leave to introduce a bill to 
modify the several acts establishing the Treaswry of 
the United States. 

A message was received from the House of 
Representat ves, by Marruew Sv, Crain CLARKE, 
their Clerk, informing the Senate that a quorum 
of that body had assembled, and were ready to 
proceed to legislative business; and also informing 
the Senate that they had passed a resolution, and 
appointed.a committee under it, to join such com- 
mittee as might be appointed on the part of the 
Senate, to waiton the President of the United 
States, and inform him that a quorum of the two 
Houses of Congress had assembled, and were rea- 
dy to receive any communication he might make. 

On motion of Mr. KERR, the above resolution 
was concurred in; and the Chair was authorized 
to appoint a committee of two on the part of the 
Senate; when 

Messrs. Kerr and Kina were appointed said 
committee. 

After a short interval, 

- Mr. KERR, from the above commitice, stated 
thatthe joint committee had waited upon the Presis 
dentj‘and informed him that a quorum of the two 
Houses had assembled, and were ready to receive 
from him such communication as he might think 
proper to submit to them; when the President di- 
recied them to inform their respective Elouses that 
he would forthwith submit a message in writing. 
Thereupon 
DA message in writing was received from the 
President of the United States, by the hands of 
Rosexr Tyinn, esq., his private secretary, whieh 
was read, as follows: 

To the Senate and 

House of Representatives of the United States: 

“We have continued reason to express our pro- 
found gratitude to the great Creator of all things 
for numberless benefits conferred upon us as a peo- 

le. Blessed with genial seasons, the husbandman 

as his garners filled. with abundance; and the 
necessaries of life, not to speak of its luxuries, 
abound in every direction. While in some other 
nations steady and industrious labor can hardly 
find the means of subsistence, the greatest evil 
which we have to encounter is a surplus of pro- 
duction beyond the home demand, which seeks, 
and with difficulty finds, a partial market in other 


regions. The health of the country, with partial 
exceptions, has, for the past year, been well pre- 
served; and, under their free and wise institutions, 
the United States are rapidly advancing towards 
the ‘consummation of the high destiny which an 
overruling Providence’seems to have marked out 
for them. Exempt from domestic convulsion, and 
at peace with all the world, we are free to consult 
as to the best means. of securing and advancing 
the happiness of the people. Such are the circum- 
stances under which you now assemble in your re- 
spective chambers, and which should lead us to 
unite in praise and thanksgiving to that great 
Being who made us, and who preserves us as a 
nation. 

I congratulate you, fellow-citizens, on the happy 
change in the aspect of our foreign affairs since 
my last annua! Message. Causes of complaint at 
that time existed between the United States and 
Great Britain, which, attended by irritating cir- 
cumstances, threatened most seriously the public 
peace. The difficulty of adjusting amicably the 
questions at issue between the two countries, was, 
in no small degree, augmented by the lapse of 
time since they had their origin. The opinions 
entertained by the Executive on several of the 
leading topics in dispute, were frankly set forth in 
the Message at the opening of your late session. 
The appointment of a special minister by Great 
Britain to the United States, with power to negoti- 
ate upon most of the points of difference, indicated 
a desire on her part amicably to adjust them; and 
that minister was met by the Executive in the same 
spirit which had dictated his mission. The treaty 
consequent thereon, having been duly ratified by 
the two Governments, a copy, together with the cor- 
respondence which accompanied it, is herewith 
communicated. I trust that, whilst you may see in it 
nothing objectionable, itmay be the means of pre- 
serving, for an indefinite period, the amicable re- 
lations happily existing between the two Govern- 
ments. The question of peace or war between the 
United States and Great Britain, isa question of 
the deepest interest, not only to themselves, but to 
the civilized world; since it is searcely possible 
that a warcould exist between them without en- 
dangering the peace of Christendom, The imme- 
diate effect of the treaty upon ourselves will be 
feltin the security afforded to mercantile enter- 
prise, which, no longer apprehensive of interrup- 
tion, adventures its speculations in the most distant 
sea; and, freighted with the diversified productions 
of every land, returns to bless our own. There is 
nothing in the treaty which, in the slightest degree, 
compromits the honor or dignity of either nation. 
Next to the settlement of the boundary line, which 
must always be a matter of difficulty between 
States as between individuals, the question which 
séemed to threaten the greatest embarrassment 
was that connected with the African slave-trade. 


By the 10th article of the treaty of Ghent, it was 
expressly declared that “whereas the traffic in 
slaves is irreconcilable with the principles of hu- 
manity and justice; and whereas both his Majesty 
and the United States are desirous of continuing 
their efforts to promote its entire abolition; itis 
hereby agreed that both the contracting parties 
shall use their best endeavors to accomplish so de- 
sirable an object.” In the enforcement of the laws 
and treaty stipulations of Great Britain, a practice 
had threatened to grow up, on the part of its 
cruisers, of subjecting to visitation ships sailing 
under the American flag, which, while it seriously 
involved our maritime rights, would subject to vex- 
ation a branch of our trade which was daily in- 
ereasing, and which required the fostering care of 
the Government. And although Lord Aberdeen, 
in his correspondence with the American envoys, 
at London, expressly disclaimed all right to detain 
an American ship on the high seas, even if found 
with a cargo of slaves on board, and restricted the 
British pretension toa mere claim to visit and in- 
quire; yet it could not well be discerned by the Ex- 
ecutive of the United States how such visit and in- 
quiry could be made without detention on the voy- 
age, and consequent interruption to the irade. It 
was regarded as the right of search, presented.only 
ina new form, and expressed in different words; 


| 


and I theréfore felt it to be my duty distinctly to` de~ 
clare, in my annual Message to Congress, that no 


‘such concession could be made, and that the Uni-. 


ted States had both the will and the ability to.en- 
force their own laws, and to protect their flag from 
being used for purposes wholly forbidden by those 


‘Jaws, and obnoxious to the moral censare of the 


world. Taking the Message as his letter of in< 
structions, our then Minister at Paris felt him- 
self required to assume the same ground in a res 
monstrance which he felt it to be his duty to 
present to M. Guizot, and, through him, to the 
King of the French, against what has been called 
the Quintuple Treaty; and his conduct, in. this 
respect, met with the approval of this Government. 
In close conformity with these views, the eighth 
article of the treaty was framed, which provides. 
that “each nation shall: keep afloat in the African 


seas a force of not less than eighty guns, to act sep- 


arately and apart, under instructions from their re- 
spective Governments, and for the enforcement of 
their respective laws and obligations.” From this 
it will be seen that the ground assumed in the Mes- 
sage has been fully maintained, atthe same time 
that the stipulations of the treaty of Ghent are to 
be carried out in good faith by the two countries, 
and that all pretence is removed for interference 
with our commerce, for any purpose whatever, by 
a foreign Government. While, therefore, the 
United States have been standing up for the free- 
dom of the seas, they have not thought proper to 
make that a pretext for avoiding a fulfilment of 
their treaty stipulations, ora ground for.giving 
countenance to a trade reprobated by our laws. 
A similar arrangement by the other great powers 
could not fail to sweep from the ocean the slave- 
trade, without the interpolation of any new prin- 
ciple into the maritime code. . We may be permit- 
ted to hope that the example thus set will be follow~ 
ed by some, if not all of them. We thereby also 
afford suitable protection to the fair trader in those: 
seas; thus fulfilling at the same time the dictates 
of a sound policy, and complying with the claims 
of justice and humanity. 

It would have furnished additional cause for con- 
gratulation, if the treaty could. have embraced all. 
subjects calculated in future to lead to a misunder- 
standing between the two Governments. The ter~ 
ritory of the United States, commonly called the 
Oregon Territory, lying on the Pacific ocean, north 
of the forty-second degree of latitude, to a portion. 
of which Great Britain lays claim, begins-to. attract 
the attention of our fellow-citizens; and the tide of 
population, which has reclaimed what was so lately 
an unbroken wilderness in more contiguous re~ 
gions, is preparing to flow over those vast districts: 
which stretch from the Rocky mountains to the 
Pacific ocean. In advance of the acquirement of 
individual rights to these lands, sound policy dic- 
tates that every effort should be resorted to by the 
two Governments to settle their respective claims. 
It became manifest, at an early hour of the late 
negotiations, that any attempt, for the time being, 
satisfactorily to determine those rights, would lead 
to a protracted discussion, which might embrace; 
in its failure other more pressing matters; and the 
Executive did not regard it as proper to waive all 
the advantages of an honorable adjustment of other 
difficulties of great magnitude and importance, be- 
cause this, not so immediately pressing, stood in 
the way. Although the difficulty referred to may 
not, for several years to come, involve the peace of 
the two countries, yet I shall not delay to urge on 
Great Britain the importance of its early settle« 
ment. Nor will other matters of commercial im- 
portance to the two countries be overlooked; and I 

ave good reason to believe that it will comport 
with the policy of England, as it does with that of 
the United States, to seize upon this moment, when 
most of the causes of irritation haye passed away, 
to cement the peace and amity of the two countries, 
by wisely removing all grounds of probable future 
collision. 

With the other powers of Europe our relations 
continue on the most amicable footing. Treaties 
now existing with them should be rigidly observed; 
and every opportunity, compatible with the. inter- 
ests of the United States, should be seized upon to 
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enlarge the basis of commercial intercourse. Peace 

with all the world is the true foundation of our 

policy, whichcan only be rendered permanent by 
the practice of equal and impartial Justice to all. 

Our great desire should be to enter only into that 

rivalry which lcoks to the general good, in the cul- 

tivation of the sciences, the enlargement of the 
field: for the exercise of the mechanical arts, and 

: the spread of commerce (that. great civilizer) to 

every land and sea. Carefully abstaining from in- 
terference in all questions exclusively referring 
themselves to the political. interests of Europë, we 
may be permitted to hope an equal exemption from 
the interference of European Governments in what 
relates to the States of the American continent, 

~ On the 23d of April last, the commissioners: on 
/ the part of the United States, under the conven- 
i tion with the Mexican Republic of the llth of 
: April, 1839, made to the proper department a 

final.report in relation to the proceedings of the 

commission. From this it appears that the total 
amount awarded to the claimants by the com- 
missioners and the umpire appointed under that 
convention, was two million twenty-six thousand 
and seventy-nine dollars and sixty-eight cents. The 
arbiter having considered that his functions were 
required by the convention to terminate at the 
same time with those of the commissioners, return- 
ed to the board, tndecided for want of time, claims 
which had been allowed by the American commis- 
sioners, to the amount of nine hundred andtwenty- 
eight thousand six hundred and twenty dollars and 
eighty-eight cents, Other claims, in which the 
amount sought to be recovered was three million 
three hundred and thirty-six thousand eight hun- 
dred and thirty-seven dollars and five cents, were 
submitted tothe board too late for its consideration. 
The Minister of the United States at Mexico has 
been duly auikorized to make demand for the pay- 
mentof the awards, according to the terms of the 
convention, and the provisions of the act of Con- 
gress of the 12th of June, 1840. Hehas also been 
instructed to communicate to that Government the 
expectations of the Government of the United 
States in relation to those claims which were not 
disposed of according to the provisions of the con- 
vention, and all-others of citizens of the United 

. Btates against the Mexican Government. He has 

also been furnished with other instructions, to be 
followed by him in case the Government of Mexico 
should not find itself in a condition to make pres- 
ent payment of the amount of the awards, in specie 
or i's eauivalent. 

Lamhappy to be able to say that information 
‘which is esteemed favorable, both to a just satis- 
faction of the awards, and a reasonable provision 
for other claims, has been recently received from 
Mr. Thompson, the Minister of the United States, 
who has promptly and efficiently executed the in- 
structions of his Government in regard to this im- 
portant subject. 

The citizens of the United States who accom- 
panied the late Texan expedition to Santa Fé, and 
who were wrongfully taken and held as prisoners 
of war in Mexico, have all been liberated. 

“A correspondence has taken place between the 
{ Department of State and the Mexican Minister 
\ of Foreign Affairs, upon the complaint of Mexico 
\ that citizens of the United States were permitted 
} to give aid tothe inhabitants of Texas in the war 
: existing between her and that republic. Copies of 

this correspondence are herewith communicated to 

Congress, together with copies of letters on the 

same subject, addressed to the diplomatic corps at 

Mexico, by the American Minister and the Mexi- 

can Secretary of State. 

Mexico has thought proper to reciprocate the 
mission of the United States to that Government, 
by accrediting to this a minister of the same rank 
as that of the representative of the United States in 
Mexico, From the circumstances connected with 
this mission, favorable results are anticipated from 
it. It isso obviously for the interest of both coun- 
tries, as neighbors and friends, that all just causes of 
mutual dissatisfaction should be removed, that it is 

| to be hoped neither will omit or delay the employ- 

“ment of any practicable and honorable means to 

accomplish that end. 

The affairs pending between this Government 
and several others of the States of this hemisphere 
formerly under the dominion of Spain, have again, 
within the past year, been materially -obstructed 
by the military revolutions and conflicts in those 
countries. 


The ratifications of the treaty between the United 


States and the Republic of Ecuador, of the 13th of. 
June, 1839, have been exchanged, and that instru- 
ment has been duly promulgated on the part of this 
Government. Copies are now communicated to 
Congress, with'a view to enable that body to make 
such changes in the laws applicable to our inter- 


| course with that Republic as may be deemed re- 
r quisite. 


Provision has been made by the Government of 
Chili for the- payment of the claim on account of 
the illegal detention of the brig Warrior at Coquim- 
bo, in 1820. This Government has. reason to ex- 
pect that other claims of our citizens against Chili 
will be hastened to a final and satisfactory close. 

The empire of Brazil has not been altogether 
exempt from those convulsions which so constant- 
ly afflict the neighboring republics. Disturbances 
which recently broke owt are, however, now un- 
understood to be quitted. But these occurrences, 
by threatening the stability of the Governments, or 
by catising incessant and violent changes in them, 
or in the persons who administer them, tend great- 
ly to retard provisions for a just indemnity for loss- 
es and injuries suffered by individual subjects or 
citizens of other States. The Government of the 
United States will feel it to be its duty, however, to 
consent to no delay, not unavoidable, in making 
satisfaction for wrongs and injuries sustained by 
its own citizens. Many years having, in some 
cases, elapsed, a decisive and effectual course of 
proceeding will be demanded of the respective 
Governments against whom claims have been pre- 
ferred. 

The vexatious, harassing, and expensive war 
which so Jong prevailed with the Indian tribes in- 
habiting the peninsula of Florida, has happily been 
terminated; whereby our army has been relieved 
from a service of the most disagréeable character, 
and the treasury from a large expenditure. Some 
casual outbreaks may occur, such as are incident 
to the close proximity of border settlers and the 
Indians; but these, as in all other cases, may be left 
to the care of the local authorities, aided, when 
occasion may require, by the forces of the United 
States. A sufficient number of troops will be 
maintained in Florida, so long as the remotest ap- 
prehensions of danger shall exist; yet their duties 
will be limited rather to the garrisoning of the neces- 
sary posts, than to the maintenance of active hostili- 
ties. It is to be hoped that a territory, so long re- 
tarded in its growth, will now speedily recover 
from the evils incident toa protracted war, exhib- 
iting, in the increased amount of its rich produc- 
tions, true evidences of returning wealth and pros- 
perity. By the practice of rigid justice towards 
the numerous Indian tribes residing within our 
territorial limits,and the exercise of a parental 
vigilance over their interests, protecting them 
against fraud and intrusion, and at the same time 
using every proper expedient to introduce among 
them the arts of civilized life, we may fondly hope 
not only to wean them from their love for war, 
but to inspire them with a love for peace and all 
its avocations, With several of the tribes, great 
progress in civilizing them has already been made 
The schoolmaster and the missionary are found 
side by side; and the remnants of what were once 
numerous and powerful nations may yet be pre- 
served as the builders up of a new name for them- 


' selves and their posterity. 


The balance in the treasury on the Ist of Janu- 
ary, 1842, (exclusive of the amount deposited with 
the States, trust funds, and indemnities,) was $230,- 
483 68. The receipts into the treasury during the 
first three quarters of the present year, from all 
sources, amount to $26,616,593 78; of which more 
than fourteen millions were received from cus- 
toms, and about one million from the publie lands. 
The receipts for the fourth quarter are estimated at 
nearly eight millions; of which four millions are 
expected from customs, and three millions and a 
half from loansand treasury notes. The expendi- 
tures of the first three qnarters of the present year 


» exceed twenty-six millions, and those estimated for 


the fourth quarter amount to about eight millions; 
and it is anticipated there will be a deficiency of 
half a million on the Ist January next; but that the 
amount of outstanding warrants(estimated at $800,- 
000) will leave an actual balance of about $224,000 
in the treasury. Among the expenditures of the 
year, are more than eight millions for the public 
debt, and $600,000 on account of the distribution to 
nes of tne proceeds of sales of the fpublic 
ands: 


The present tariff of duties was somewhat has- 


tily and hurriedly passed near the close of the late 
session of Congress. That it should have defects, 
can; therefore, be surprising to no one. To rem- 
edy such defects as may be found to exist in many 
ofits numerous provisions, will not fail to claim 
your serious attention. „it may well merit in- 
quiry, whether the exaction of all duties in cash 
does not call for the introduction of a system 
which has proved highly beneficial in countries 
where it has been adopted. I refer to the ware- 
housing system. The first and most prominent 
effect which it would produce, would be lo protect 
the market alike against redundant or deficient 
supplies of foreign fabrics; both of which, in the 
long run, are injurious as well to the manufactu- 
rer as to the importer. The quantity of goods in 
store being at all times readily known, it would en- 
able the importer, with an approach to accuracy, to 
ascertain the actual wants of the market, and to 
regulate himself accordingly. If, however, he 
should fall into error, by importing an excess above 
the public wants, he could readily correct its evils 
by availing himself of the benefils and advantages 
ot the systém thus established. In the storehouse, 
the goods imported would await the demands of 
the market; and their issues would be governed by 
the fixed principles of demand and supply. Thus 
an approximation would be made to a steadiness 
and uniformity of price, which, if attainable, would 
conduce to the decided advantage of mercantile 
and mechanical operations. ; 

The apprehension may be well entertained, that, 
without something to ameliorate the rigor of cash 
payments, the entire import trade may fall into the 
hands of a few wealthy capitalists in this country 
and in Europe. The small importer, whorequires 
all the money he can raise for investments abroad, 
and who can but ill afford to pay the lowest duty, 
would have to subduct in advance a portion of his 
funds, in order to pay the duties, and would lose 
the interest upon the amount thus paid for all the 
time the goods might remain unsold; which might 
absorb his profits. The rich capitalist abroad, as 
well as at home, would thus possess, after a short 
time, an almost exclusive monopoly of the import 
trade; and-laws designed for the benefit of all, 
would thus operate for the benefit of the few—a re- 
sult wholly uncongenial with the spirit of our in- 
stitutions, and anti-republican in all its tendencies. 
The warehousing system would enable the import- 
er to watch the market, and to select his own time 
for offering his goods for sale. A profitable por- 
tion of the carrying trade in articles entered for 
the benefit of drawback, must also be most seriously 
affected, without the adoption of some expedient to 
relieve the cash system, The warehousing sys- 


-tem would afford that relief, since the carrier 


would have a safe recourse to the public store- 
houses, and might, without advancing the duty, re- 
ship within some reasonable period toforeign ports. 
A further effect of the measure would be to super- 
sede the system of drawbacks, thereby effectually 
protecting the Government against fraud, as the 
right of debenture would not attach to goods after 
their withdrawal from the public stores. 

In revising the existing tariff of duties, should 
you deem it proper to do so at your present session, 
I can only repeat the suggestions and recommenda- 
tions which, upon several occasions, I have here- 
tofure felt it to be my duty to offer to Congress, 
The great primary and controlling interest of the 
American people is union; union, not only inthe 
mere forms of government—forms which may be 
broken—but union fonnded in an attachment of 
States and individuals for each other. This union 
in sentiment and feeling can only be preserved by 
the adoption of that course of policy which, nei- 
ther giving exclusive benefits to some, nor impos- 
ing unnecessary burdens upon others, shall consult 
the interests of all, by pursuing a course of moder- 
ation, and thereby seeking to harmonize public 
opinion, and causing the people every where to feel 
and to know that the Government is careful of the 
interests of allalike. Nor is there any subject in 
regard to which moderation, connected with a 
wise discrimination, is more necessary than in the 
imposition. of duties on imports. Whether refer- 
ence be had to revenue—the primary object in 
the imposition of taxes—or to the incidents which 
necessarily flow from their imposition, this is en- 
tirely true. Extravagant duties defeat their end 
and object, not only by exciting in the public mind 
an hostility to the manufacturing interests, but by 
inducing a system of smuggling on an extensive 
scale, and the practice of every manner of fraud 


© siderable state of forwardness. 


apor the revenue, which the utmost vigilance of 
overnment cannot effectually-suppress. An op} 
posite course of policy would be attended. by re- 


~ sults essentially different, of which every interes- 


of society—-and notre more than those of the manu- 
facturer-- would reap important advantages. 
Among the most striking of its benefits would 
be'that derived from the general acquiescence of 


: the country in its support, and the consequent 
permanency and stability which would be given 


to all the operations of industry. It cannot be too 
often repeated, that no system of legislation can 
be wise, which is fluctuating and‘uncertain. No 
interest can thrive under it. The prudent capi- 
talist will never advénture his capital in manu- 
facturing establishments, or in any other leading 
pursuit of life, if there exists a state of uncer- 
tainty as to whether the Government will repeal 
to-morrow what it has enacted to-day. Fitfal 
profits, however high, if threatened with a ruinous 
reduction by a vacillating policy on the part of 
Government, will scarcely tempt him to trust: the 
money which he has acquired. by a life of labor 
upon the uncertain adventure. I, therefore, in the 
spirit of conciliation, and influenced by no other 
desire than to rescue the great interests: of the 
country from the vortex of political contention, 
and in the discharge of the high and solemn du- 
ties of the place which I now occupy, recom- 
mend moderate duties, imposed with a wise dis- 
crimination as to their several objects, as being 
not only most likely to be durable, but most advan- 
tageous to every interest of society. 

The report of the Secretary of the War Depart- 
ment exhibits a very full and satisfactory account 
of the various and important interests committed 
to the charge. of that officer. It is particularly 
gratifying to find that the expenditures for the mili- 
tary service are greatly reduced in amount; that a 
strict system of economy has been introduced into 
the service, and the abuses of past years greatly 
reformed. The fortifications on our mayitime 
frontier have been prosecuted with much vigor, 
and at many points our defences are ih a very con- 
The suggestions 
in reference to the establishment of means of com- 
munication with our terrilories,on the Pacific, and 
to the surveys so essential to a knowledge of the 
resources of the intermediate country, are entitled 
to. the most favorable consideration. While 1 
would propose nothing inconsistent with friendly 
négotiations to settle the extent of our claims in 
that region, yet a prudent forecast points out the 
necessity of such measures as may enable us to 
maintain our rights.. The arrangements made for 

reserving our neutral relations on the boundary 
between usand Texas, and keeping in check the 
Indians in that quarter, will be maintained so long 
as circumstances may require. 

For several years angry contentions have grown 
out of the disposition directed by law to be made of 
the mineral lands held by the Government in seve- 
ral of the States. The Government is constituted 
the landlord, and the citizens of the States wherein 
lie the lands are its tenants. The relation is an 
unwise one; and it would be much more conducive 
to. the public interest that asale of the lands should 
be. made, than that they should remain in their 
present condition, The supply of the ore would 
be more abundantly and certainly furnished when 


_ to be drawn from the enterprise and the industry 


of: the proprietor, than under the present system. 
The recommendations of the Secretary in regard 


` .to the improvements of the Western waters, and 


certain prominent harbors on the lakes, merit, and 
J doubt not will receive, your serious attention. 
The great importance of these subjects to the pros- 
perity of the extensive region referred to, and the 
security of the whole country in time of war, can- 
not escape observation. The losses of life and 
property which annually occurin the navigation of 
the Mississippi alone, because of the dangerous 
obstructions im the river, make a loud demand 
upon Congress for the adoption of efficient meas- 
ures for their removal. 

The report of the Secretary of the Navy will 
bring you acquainted with that important branch 
of the public defences. Considering the already 


vast and daily increasing commerce of the coun- ~} 


try, apart from the exposure to hostile inroad of 
an extended seaboard, all that relates io the navy is 
calculated to excite particular attention. What- 
ever tends to add to its efficiency, without entail- 
ing unnecessary charges upon the treasury, is well 
worthy of your serious consideration, . It will be 
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Seen, that while an appropriation exceeding by more 


than. a million the appropriations of the. pre:ent 
year, is asked by- the- Secretary, yet that, in this 
sum, is proposed to be included $400,000 for the 
purchase of clothing, which, when once expend- 
ed, will beannually. reimbursed by the sale of the 
clothes, and will thus constitute a perpetual fund, 
without any new appropriation to the same object. 
To this may also be added $50,000 asked to cover 
the arrearages of. past years, and $250,000 in order 
to maintain. a competent Squadron on the coast of 
Africa; all of which, when deducted, will reduce 
the expenditures nearly within the limits of those 
of the current year. While, however, the expen- 
ditures will thus remain very nearly thesame as 
of the antecedent year, it is proposed to add greatly 
to the operations of the marine, and, in lieu of 
only twenty-five ships in commission, and but little 
in the way of building, to keep, with the same ex- 
penditure, forty-one vessels afloat, and to build 
twelve ships of a small class. 

A strict system of accountability is established, 
and great pains arc taken to insure industry, 
fidelity, and economy in every department of daty. 
Experiments have been institated to test the qual- 
ity of- various materials, (particularly copper, iron, 
and coal,)soas to prevent fraud and imposition. 

It will appear by the report of the Postmaster 
General, that the great point which, for several 
years, has been so much desired, has, during the 
current year, been fully accomplished. The. ex- 

enditures of the department for the current year 

ave been brought within its income, without les- 
sening its genera] usefulness. There has been an 
increase of revenue equal to $166,000 for the year 
1842 over that of 1841, without, as it is believed, 
any addition having been made to the number of 
letters and newspapers transmitted’ through the 
mails, The Post Office laws have been honestly 
administered, and fidelity has been observed in ac- 
counting for, and paying over by the subordinates 
ofthe department, the moneys which have been 
received. For the details of the service, I refer 
you to the report. 

I flatter myself that the exhibition thus made of 
the condition of the publie administration will serve 
to convince you that every proper attention has been 

aid to the interests of the country by those who 
rave been called to the heads of the different depart- 
ments. The reduction in the annual expenditures 
of the Government already accomplished, furnishes 
a sure evidence that economy in the application of 
the public moneys is regarded as a paramount 
duty. 
. At peace with all the world—the personal lib- 
erty of the citizen sacredly maintained, and his 
rights secured under political institutions deriving 
all their authority from the direct sanction cf the 
people—with a soil fertile almost beyond example, 
and a country blessed with every diversity of cli- 
mate and production, what remains to be done in 
order to advance the happiness and prosperity of 
such a people? Under ordinary circun.stances, this 
inquiry could readily be answered, The best that 
probably could be done fora peopie inhabiting such 
a conntry, would be to fortify their peace and se- 
curity in the prosecution of their various pursuits, 
by guarding them against invasion from without, 
and violence from within. The rest, for the greater 
part, might be lefi to their own energy and enter- 
prise. ‘The chief embarrassments which, at the 
moment, exhibit themselves, have arisen from over- 
action; and the most difficult task which remains 
to be accomplished is that of correcting and over- 
coming its effects. Between the years 1833 and 
1838, additions were made to bank capital and 
bank issues, in the form of notes designed for cir- 
culation, to an extent enormously great. The ques- 
tion seemed to be, not how the best currency 
could be provided, but in what manner the great- 
est amount of bank paper could be put in circula- 
tion. Thus, a vast amount of what was called 
money—since, for the time being, it answered the 
purposes of money—was thrown upon the country; 
an over-issue which was attended, as a necessary 
consequence, by an extravagant increase of the 
prices of all articles of property, the spread of a 
speculative mania all over the country, and has 
finally ended jn a gengral indebtedness on the 
part of States and individuals, the prostration of 
public and private credit, a depreciation in the 
market value of real and personal estate, and 
has left large districts of country almost en- 
tirely without any circulating medium. In view 


of the fact that, in 1830, the whole bank-note 


circulation. within the United States amounted ` 
to but: $61,323,898, actording to the Treasury 
statements, and that an addition had been made 
thereto of the enormous sum ‘of. $88,000,000. 


_in seven years, (the circulation on the Ist January, 


1837, being stated at $149,185,890,) aided by the 
great facilities afforded in obtaining loans from 
European capitalists, who were seized with the 
same speculative mania which prevailed in.the 
United States—and the large importations of funds 
from abroad, the result of, stock sales and loans— ` 
no one can be surprised at the apparent, but unsub- 
stantial, state of prosperity which everywhere pre- 
vailed over the land; and while little cause of sur- 
prise should be felt atthe present prostration of ev- 
erything, and the ruin which has befallen so many 
of our fellow-citizens in the sudden withdrawal ° 
from circulation of so large an amount of bank is». 
sues since 1837-—exceeding, as is believed, the 
amount added to the paper currency for a similar 
period antecedent to 1837—it ceases to be a matter 
of astonishment that such extensive shipwreelr 
should have been made of private fortunes, ‘or that 
difficulties should exist in meeting their. engage-:. . 
ments on-the part of the debtor States, Apart from 


-which, if there be taken into account the immense 


losses sustained in the dishonor of numerous banks, 
it is less a matter of surprise that insolvency should 
have visited many of our fellow-citizens, than that 
so many should have escaped the blighting influ- 
ences of the times, 

In the solemn conviction of these truths, and 
with an ardent desire to meet the pressing necessi- 
ties of the country, I felt it to be my duty to cause* 
to be submitted to you, at the commencement of 
your late session, the plan of an Exchequer; the 
whole power and duty of maintaining which, in 
purity and vigor, was to be exercised by the Repre- 
sentatives of the people and of the States, and, there- 
fore, virtually by the people themselves, It was 
proposed to place it under the control and direc- 
tion of a treasury board, to consist of three cqm- 
missioners, whose duty it should be to see that the 
law of its creation was faithfully executed; and 
thatthe great end of supplying a paper medium of 
exchange, at all times convertible into gold and 
silver, should be attained. The board, thus consti- 
tuted, was given as much permanency as could be 
imparted to it, without endangering the proper 
share of responsibility which should attach to all 
public agents. In order to insure all the advan- 
tages of a well-matured experience, the commis« 
sioners were to hold their offices for the respective 
periods of two, four, -and six years; thereby secu- 
ing, at all times, in the management of the Ex. 
chequer; the services’ of two men of experience; 
and to place them in a condition to exercise perfect 
independence of mind and action, it was provided 
that their removal should only take place: for.ac-: 
tual incapacity or infidelity to the trust, and tobe: 
followed by the President with an exposition of 
the causes of such removal, should it occur. It 
was proposed to establish subordinate boards in each 
of the States, under the same restrictions and limit- 
ations of the power of removal, which, with the cen- 
tral board, should receive, safely keep, and disburse 
the public moneys; and in order to furnish a sound 
paper medium of exchange, the Exchequer should 
retain of the revenues of the Government a sum not, 
to exceed $5,000,000 in.specie, to be set apart as re- 
quired by its operations, and to pay the public 
creditor, at hisown option, either in specie, or. treas- 
ury notes of denominations not less than five, nor 
exceeding one hundred dollars; which notes should 
be redeemed at the several places of issue, and*to 
be receivable at all times and everywhere in pay- 
ment of Government dues; with a restraint upon 
such issue of bills, that the same should not ex- 
ceed the maximum of $15,000,000. In. order to 
guard against allthe hazards meidentto. fluctua- 
tions in trade, the Secretary of the Treasury was 
invested with authority to issue $5,000,000 of 
Government stock, should the sameat any time be 
regarded as necessary, in order to place beyond 
hazard the prompt redemption of the bills which 
might be thrown into cireulation: thus, in fact, 
making the issue of $15,000,000 of exchequer bills 
rest substantially on $10,000,000; and keeping in 
circulation never more than one and one-half dol- 
lar for every dollar in specie. When to this it is - 
added that the bills are not only everywhere. re- 
ceivable in Government dues, but that the Gov- 
ernment itself would be bound for their ultimate 
redemption, no yational doubt can exist that the 
paper which the Exchequer would furnish would 
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- ened 


yeadily enter into generaicirculatjon, and be main- 
tained'at all times at or above par with gold and 
silver; thereby realizing the great want of the 
age, and fulfilling the wishes. of the people. In 
order to reimburse the Government the expenses 
of. the. plan, it was proposed to invest the Ex- 
chequer with the limited authority to. deal in. bills 

“of exchange, (unless prohibited by the State in 
which an agency might be situated,) having only 
thirty days to run, and resting on a fair and dona 
fde basis, The legislative will on this point might 
be so. plainly announced, as to avoid all pretext for 
partiality or favoritism. It was furthermore pro- 
posed to invest this Treasury agent with authority to 
receive on deposite, to a limited amount, the specie 
fands of individuals, and to grant certificates there- 
for, to be redeemed on presentation, under the idea 
(which is believed ‘to be well founded) that such 
certificates would come in aid of the exchequer 
bills in supplying a safe and ample paper circula- 
tion. Or, if in place of the contemplated dealings 
in exchange, the Exchequer should be authorized 
not only to exchange its bills for actual deposites of 
specie, but for specie or its equivalents to sell drafts, 
charging therefor a smail but reasonable premium 
T cannot doubt but that the benefits of the law would 
be speedily manifested in the revival of the credit, 
trade, and business of the whole country. Enter- 
taining this opinion, is becomes my duty to urge 
its adoption upon Congress, by reference to the 
strongest considerations of the public interests, with 
such alterations in jts details as Congress may in 
its wisdom see fit to make. 

Lam well aware that this proposed alteration and 
amendment of the laws establishing the Treasury 
Department has encountered various objections; 
and that, among others, it has been proclaimed a 
Government bank of fearful and dangerous im- 
port. Itis proposed to confer upon it no extraor- 
dinary powers. It purports to dono more than pay 
the debts of the Government with the redeemable 
paper of the Government; in which respect, it ac- 
complishes precisely what the Treasury does daily 
at this time—in issuing to the public creditors the 
treasury notes, which, under law, it is authorized to 
issue. It has no resemblance to an ordinary bank, 
as it furnishes no profits to private stockholders, 
and lends no capital to individuals. If it be ob- 
jected to as a Government bank, and the objection 
be available, then should all the laws in relation 
tothe Treasury be repealed, and the capacity of 
the Government to collect what isdue to it, or pay 
what it owes, be abrogated. 

_ This is the chief purpose of the proposed Ex- 
chequer; and surely, if, in the accomplishment of a 
purpose so essential, it affords a sound circulating 
medium to the country and facilities to trade, it 
shauld be regarded as no slight recommendation 
of it to public consideration. Properly guarded by 
the provisions of law, it can run into no dangerous 
evil; nor can any abuse arise under it, but such as 
the Legislature itself will be answerable for, if it be 
tolerated; since it isbut the creature of the law, and 
is susceptible at all times of modification, amend- 
ment, or repeal, at the pleasure of Congress. I 
know that it has been objected that the system 
would be liable to be abused by the Legislature 
-—by whom alone it cou'd be abused—in the par- 
ty eonflicts of the day; that such abuse would 
manifest itself in. a change of the law, which 
would authorize an excessive issue of paper for 
the purpose of inflating prices and winning pop- 
ular favor. To that it may be answered, 
that the ascription of such a motive to Congress is 
altogether gratuitous and inadmissible. The the- 
ory of our institutions would lead us to a different 
conclusion, But a perfect security against a pro- 
ceeding so reckless, would be found to exist in the 
very nature of things. The political party which 
should be so blind to the true interests of the coun- 
try as to resort to such an expedient, would inevita- 
bly meet witha final overthrow, in the fact that, 
the moment the paper ceased to be convertible into 
specie, or otherwise promptly redeemed, it would 

¡become worthless, and would, in the end, dishonor 
the Government, involve the pecple in ruin, and 
such political party in hopeless disgrace. At the 
same time, such a view involves the utter impossi- 
bility of furnishing any currency other than that of 
the precious metals; for, if the Government itself 
cannot forego the temptation of excessive paper is- 
sues, what reliance can be placed in corporations, 
npon whom the temptations of individual ag- 
grandizement would most strongly operate? The 
people would haveto blame none but themselves 


` for any injury that might arise from a course so 


reckless, since their agents would be the wrongdo- 
ers ,and they the passive spectators. 

There can be but three kinds of public currency: 
Ist. Gold and silver, 2d, The paper of State insti- 
tutions; or, 3d. A répresentative of the precious 
metals, provided by the General Government, or 
under its authority. The sub-treasury system re- 
jected the last; in any form; and, as it was believed 
that no reliance could be placed on the issues of lo- 
cal institutions, for the purposes of general circu- 
lation, it necessarily and unavoidably adopted spe- 
cie as the exclusive currency for its ownuse. And 
this must ever be. the case, unless one of the other 
kinds be used. The choice, in the present state of 
public sentiment, lies between an exclusive specie 
currency on the one hand, and Government issues 
of some kind on the other. That these issues can- 
net be made by a chartered institution, is supposed 
to be conclusively settled. They must be made, 
then, directly by Government agents. For several 
yearspast, they have been thus made in the form of 
treasury notes, and havé answered a valuable pur- 
pese, heir usefulness has been limited by their 

eing transient and temporary; their ceasing to 
bear interest at given periods, necessarily causes 
their speedy return, and thus restricts their range 
of circulation; and being used only in the disburse- 
ments. of Government, they cannot reach those 
points where they are most required. By render- 
ing their use permanent, to the moderate extent 
already mentioned, by offering no inducement for 
their return, and by exchanging them for coin and 
other values, they will cohstittte, to a certain ex- 
tent, the general currency so much needed to main- 
tain the internal trade of the country. And this is 
the Exchequer plan, so far as it may operate in 
furnishing a currency. 

I cannot forego the occasion to urge its impor- 
tance to the credit of the Government in a financial 
point of view. The great necessity of resorting to 
every proper and becoming expedient, in order to 
place the treasury on a footing of the highest re- 
spectability, isentirely obvious. The credit of the 
Government may be regarded as the very soul of 
the Government itself—a principle of vitality, with- 
out which all its movements are languid, and 
all its operations embarrassed. In this spirit 
‘the Executive felt itself bound, by the most im- 
perative sense of duty, to submit to Congress, at 
its last session, the propriety of making a specific 
pledge of the land and, as the basis for the nego- 
tiation of the loans authorized to be contracted. I 
then thought that such an application of the public 
domain would, without doubt, have placed at the 
command of the Gevernment ample funds to re- 
lieve the treasury from the temporary embarrass- 
ments under;which it labored. American credit had 
suffered a considerable shock in Europe, from the 
large indebtedness ofthe States, and thé temporary 
inability of some of them to meet the interest on 
their debts. The utter and disastrous prostration of 
the United States Bank of Pennsylvaniahad contrib- 
uted largely to increase the sentiment of distrust, 
by reason of the loss and ruin sustained by the 
holders of its stock—a large portion of whom were 
foreigners, and many of whom were alike ig- 
norant of our political organization, and of our 
actual responsibilities. It was the anxious de- 
sire of the Executive that, in the effort to nego- 
liate the loan abroad, the American negotiator 
might be able to point the money-lender to the 
fand mortgaged for the redemption of the prin- 
cipal and interest of any loan he might con- 
tract, and thereby vindicate the Government from 
all suspicion of bad faith, or inability to meet its 
engagements. Congress differed from the Execu- 
tive in this view of the subject. It became, never- 
theless, the duty of the Executive to resort to every 
expedient in its power to negotiate the authorized 
loan. After a failure to do so in the American 
market, a citizen of high character and talent was 
sent to Europe—with no better success; and thus 
the mortifying spectacle has been presented, of the 
inability of this Government to obtain a loan so 
small as not in the whole to amount to more than 
one-fourth of its ordinary annual income; at a 
time when the Governments of Europe, alihough 
involved in debt, and with their subjects heavily 
burdened with taxation, readily obtain loans of any 
amount at a greatiy reduced rate of interest. It 
would be unprofitable to look further into this 
anomalous state of things; but I cannot conclude 
without adding, that, for a Government which has 


| paid off its debts of two wars with the largest 


maritime power of Europe, and now owing a debt 
which is alltiost next to nothing, when compared 
with its boundless resources—a Government the - 
strongest in the world, because emanatin from 
the popular will, and firmly rooted in the afiections 
of a great and free people—and whose fidelity to its 
engagements hasnever been questioned;—for such a 
Government to have tendered to the capitalists of 
other countries an opportunity for a small invest- 
ment of its stock, and yét to have failed, implies 
either the most unfounded distrust in its good faith, 
or a purpose, to obtain which the course pursued 
isthe most fatal which could have been adopted. 
It has now become obvious to all men that the 
Government must look to its own means for supply- 
ing its wants; anditis consoling to know that these 
means are altogether adequate for the object. The 
Exchequer, if adopted, will greatly aid in bringing 
about this result. Upon what I regard as a wells 
founded supposition, that its bills would be readily 
sought for by the public treditors, and that the issue 
wotild, in a short time, reach the maximum of 
415,000,000, it is obvious that $10,000,000 would 
thereby be added to the available means of the treas- 
ury, without costor charge. _ Nor can I fail to urge 
the great and beneficial effects which would be 

roduced in aid of all the active pursuits of life. 
ts effects upon the solvent State banks, while it 
would force into liquidation those of an opposite 
character, through its weekly settlements, would 
be highly beneficial; and, with the advantages of a 
sound currency, the restoration of confidence and 
credit would follow, with a numeroustrain of bless- 
ings. My convictions are most strong that these 
benefits would flow from the adoption of this meas- 
ure; but, if the result should be adverse, there is 
this security in connexion with it—that the law 
creating it may be come at the pleasure of the 
Legislature, without the slightest implication of its 
good faith. . 


Í recommend to Congress to take into consider- 
ation the propriety of reimbursing a fine imposed 
on General Jaċkson, at New Orleans, at the time 
of the attack and defence of that city, and paid 
by him. Without designing any reflection on the 
judicial tribunal whiçh imposed the fine, the re- 
mission at tkis day may be regarded as not unjust 
or inexpedient, The voice of the civil authority 
was heard amidst the glitter of arms, and obeyed 
by those who held the sword—thereby giving addi- 
tional lustre to a memorable military achievement. 
If the laws were offended, their majesty was fully 
vindicated; and, although the penalty incurred and 
paid is worthy of little regard in a pecuniary point 
of view, it can hardly be doubted that it would be 
gratifying to the war-worn veteran, now in retire- 
ment and in the winter of his days, to be relieved 
from the circumstances in which that judgment 
placed him. There are cases in which public func- 
tionaries may be called on to weigh the public in- 
terest against their own personal hazards; and, if 
the civil law be violated from praiseworthy mo- 
tives, or an overruling sense of public danger and 
public necessity, punishment may well be re- 
Strained within that limit which asserts and main- 
tains the authority of the law, and the subjec- 
tion of the military to the civil power. The de- 
fence of New Orleans, while it saved a city from 
the hands of the enemy, placed the name of Gen- 
eral Jackson among those of the greatest captains 
of the age, and illustrated one of the brightest pages 
of our history. Now that the causes of excitement 
existing at the time have ceased to operate, it is 
believed that the remission of this fine, and what- 
ever of gratification that remission might cause the 
eminent man who incurred and paid it, would be 
in accordance with the general feeling and wishes 
of the American people. 

I have thus, tellow-citizens, acquitted myself of 
my duty under the Constitution, by laying before 
you, as succinctly as I have been able, the state 
of the Union, and by inviting your attention to 
measures of much importance to the country. The 
Executive will most zealously unite its efforts with 
those of the Legislative Department in the accom- 
plishment of all that is required to relieve the 
wants of a common constituency, or elevate the 
destinies of a beloved country. 

JOHN TYLER, 


Wasnineton, December, 1842. 


Mr. KERR moved that 1,500 copies of the mese 
sage and accompanying documents, and 3.500 
ccpies without the documents, in addition to the 
usual quantity, be printed for the use of the Senate. 
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' The CHAIR said it would be hecessary, wnder 


the rule of the last session, to refer the.motion. to. 


the Committee on Printing, unless, by. unanimous 
consent, the printing was ordered. 
: ` Mr. KING thought it was not so intended by 
the ‘rule; but, such being~ the impression. of the 
‘Chair, he hoped the unanimous consert of the Sen- 
ate for the printing would be given. He made that 
motion; and a 

The question being put, it was carried in the af- 
firmative. 

The PRESIDENT pio tew. laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from. the Treasury Depart- 
ment, covering the Treasurer’s report of bis ac- 
counts for the third and fourth quarters of 1841, 
and ‘the first and second quarters of the year 1842; 
which, i a 

On motion of Mr. EVANS, was laid on the table 
and ordered to be printed. Referred to the Com- 
miitee on Printing. ©. 

Oa motion of Mr. EVANS, it was ordered that 
the daily hour of meeting of the Senate be 12 
o'clock, until otherwise ordered. 

DEATH OF MR. J. W. WILLIAMS. 

A message was received from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, informing the Senate of the death of 
one of its members, Mr. J. W, Winiams, late a 
Representative from the State of Maryland; which 
being read, 

Mr. KERR. rose, and remarked as follows: 


I rise, with feelings of painful regret, to perform 
the duty of proposing to the Senate some special 
notice of the communication from the House of 
Representatives upon the recent and sudden death 
of the Hon. James W. Wituuams, late a member 
of that body from the State which I have the honor 
here, in part, to represent. 

The first news of this distressing event reached 
me on my journey hither. The fact was then too 
confidently related to admit of doubt on my part, 
and was soon confirmed in all its particulars. 
` The deceased was travelling, on Friday last, 
from his home, to the discharge of his high duties 
in this Capitol, when he was stricken down by the 
visitation of Providence—apoplexed. In a state 
of insensibility, he was reconveyed (o his own man- 
sion, in time only to draw his last breath in the 
bosom of his afilicted family. 

I will not detain you, Mr. President, by any te- 
dious homily of mine upon this striking example 
of the uncertainty of the life of man, and of the 
poor assurance we have of its continuance, from 
day to day, even in the highest health, amidst 
the gayest enjoyments that life can supply, and 
with all the honors to which ambition may prompt 
us to aspire. We are proudly conscious cf “this 
sensible warm moticn” of our being, but little 
think how soon it may “become a kneaded clod!” 
We live on, heedless of the continual recurrence 
of fatal incidents like this, and take no warning 
from them. We seem, indeed, to live to be ever 
verifying the well-known apborism—which is daily 
repeated—that “Man thinks all men mortal but him- 
self!” 

Let us, Mr. President, take to heart this fatal 
blow on one who, like us, perhaps, was indulging 
the hope of prolonged life and happiness; and, in 
doing the formal honor to his virtues and his mem- 
ory which custom here demands of us, let us ap- 
ply to ourselves the sad story of his untimely death, 
in solemn reflection, and keep it in mind, as a to- 
ken and a proof that we—ay, the wisest and the 
best of us—-must ere long follow him to “that 
bourne from whence no traveller returns !”” 

It becomes me, as a friend of the deceased, to 
say a few words in justice to the character of so 
worthy and so excellent a citizen. 

Mr. Witviams was a native son of Maryland, 
but born in a section of it distant from that in 
which he last and long resided. He was edacated 
with unusual care, and great pains were taken to 
make bim a scholar—and a good one; and he re- 
warded, by an assiduous improvement of his advan- 
tages, the kindness of an anxious parent, who be- 
stowed on him the noble boon of a well-regulated 
education. . : 

Though intended for the profession of the law, 
he married early, and became an active and dis- 
tinguished merchant in our commercial emporium, 


(the monumental city,) but ultimately retired; -as 
most men seem inclined to do, to the pursuit of 
agriculture. Yet, with the advantages of early 
stady and a cultivated. mind, this gentleman was 
enabled to fulfil with high credit the duties of a 
Representative in the Legislature of -his native 
State, and, for his superior intelligence and useful- 
ness, was for some time distinguished. by the honor 
of presiding over the deliberations of its popular 
branch.  * Wa . 

„In the discharge of all public duties, he was able, 
steady, and diligent; and it is proof of bis eleva- 
tion in the. general confidence and respect, that he 
was raised by the voice of an intelligent commu- 
nity around him to that high and honorable station, 
the duties of which he was hastening to-discharge, 
and in which he died. : 

Ido not choose, Mr. President, to advert to the 
particular religious persuasion to. which this gen- 
tleman belonged; but he performed his moral du- 
ties, and his social and domestic obligations, with 
fidelity, with kindness, and with uniform courtesy; 
and all who knew-him will ever bear testimony to 
that amiable demeanor for which he was remarka- 
ble ın all his private intercourse. 

If the deceased had any peculiar faults or foibles, 
I knew them not; and I trust they were only such 
as frail humanity is heir to. It were bootless now 
to weigh them in the rigid scale of justice. Let us 
not too scrupulously scan that account of him, 
which we, ourselves, could not render but in asking 
mercy: 

“No farther seek his merits to disclose, 

Or draw his frailties from their dread abode— 
There they, alike, in trembling hope repose— 
, The bosom of his Fatherand his God!” 

I will offer for the adoption of the Senate, and 
as a memorial for our record, the resolutions which 
I send to the chair: 


, Resolved, That the Senate have received with deep sensibil- 
ity the proceedings of the House of Representatives on the sud- 
den death of the Hon. James W. Winiams, a member ofthat 
body from the State of Maryland, and sincerly sympathise in the 
regrets incident to that mournful occasion. 

Resolved, That, in testimony of their high respect for the 
character of the deceased, the members of the Senate will wear 
the usual badge of mourning for the space of thirty days; and ag 
a further testimonial of respect for the memory of the deceased, 
that the Senate forthwith adjourn. 


The Senate, accordingly, adjourned. 


Mr. Berrien of Georgia, Mr. Miller of New 
Jersey, and Mr. Barrow of Louisiana, appeared 
in their seats to-day, in addition to those already 
announced. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, D.cember 7, 1842. 
The minutes of yesterday were read and ap- 


proved. 
THE ONE-HOUR RULE. 


Mr. W. C. JOHNSON rose for the purpose of 
giving notice that to-morrow he should meve that 
the one-hour rule be rescinded. 

[Some gentleman was heard to say that the one- 
hour rule was not in force.] 

Mr. J. resumed, and said be had been told that 
the one-hour rule was not now in operation, as it 
had been adopted for the concluding portion of the 
last session only. If, therefore, that were so, his 
notice would be unnecessary. 

The SPEAKER replied that the one-hour rule 
had been incorporated with the rules of the House. 

Mr. W.C. JOHINSON’S notice was then re- 
ceived and entered. 


ABOLITION. 


Mr. ADAMS called the attention of the House 
to the position in which a motion made by him to 
rescind the 2ist rule was left yesterday; the House 
having negatived the question, “Shall the main 
question be now put?” after the previous question 
had been seconded. He then expressed his desire 
that.the question should now be taken, and without 
debate; for it had been very fully discussed hereto- 
fore, and was well known to, and understood by, 
every member of the House. 

Tne SPEAKER said ihe question would come 
up as business in order; and, as the previous ques- 
tion had been seconded, debate was necessarily eut 
off, 

Some conversation in relation to the operation 


cf the previous question ensued, in. which Mr. 
ADAMS, Mr. PICKENS, Mr. EVERETT, and 
y 


` the SPEAKER tock patt: 


“Mr. W. C. JOHNSON then said, ss the gentle- 
men on the other side were avowedly very anxious 


-to prevent debate, he hoped they would vote with 


him to Jay the whole subject on the table! - He 
then made that motion; on which the ycas.and nays 
were demanded, and ordered. nee 

Mr. BIDLACK. moved that he be exensed from. 
voting on this subject. _ 

Mr. B. said he bad made this motion as the 
only way in which he. could get an opportunity 
of * defining his position.” . He had no doubt the 
previous question would be called and sustained; 
and he wished to take this occasion, before the 
vote was ‘taken: on the motion now pending, to 
remind Southern gentlemen, and especially some 
of the members from Kentucky and Virginia, 
that he had been very much surprised at their vote 
on this question-yesterday,’as well -as heretofore. 
. Mr. B. had been told, when this ‘question was 
first submitted tohim to vole upon at a previous 
session, that it was a question of “life and death” 
with the South, upon which “they were all united.” 
Supposing this to be the case, Mr. B. had gone 
with them upon an abstract proposition, upon the 
merits of which there was an honest difference of 
opinion among good men, who were his imme- 
diate constituents, as well as elsewhere, ‘at the 
North.. Now, what he wished was to appeal to 
Southern men to know whether they considered it 
magnanimous to urge Northern members to a pare 
ticular course on this question, when Southern 
members themselves would not unite upon it. 

-The SPEAKER reminded Mr. B. that the mos 
tion was a very narrow one. Pasa 

Mr. BIDLACK observed he was aware he 
eould not go into the merits of the question, and 
he would content himself with saying that be was 
determined to remain consistent, and vote as he 
had done heretofore, nojwithstanding the circum. 
stances to which he had reference. He had ob- 
tained his object by referring to the peculiar posi- 
tion of the parties to the question, and would with- 
draw the motion. 

The question was then taken on the motion of 
the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. W. C. Joun- 
son] to lay the whole subject on the table; and it 
was negatived—yeas 90, nays 91, as follows: 

YEAS—Messers. Arrington, Atherton, Barton, Beeson, Bid. 
Jack, Bowne, Boyd, Charles Brown, Burke, William Butler, 
William O. Butler, Patrick C. Caldwell, Thomas J. Campbell, 
Casey, Chapman, Clifford, Clinton, Mark A. Copper: Cross, 
Daniel, Dawson, Dean, Deberry, ivastman, John C. Edwards, 
Charles A. Floyd, Fornancey Gamble, Gerry, Gilmer, Gus. 
tine, Harris, Hastings, Hays, Holmes, Hopkins, Houck, 
Houston, Hubard, Hunter, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jack, William 
Cost Johnson, Cave Johnson, John W. Jones, Keim, McKay, 
Mallory, Marchand, Mathews, Medill, Miller, . Mitcheil, 
Newhard, Owsley, Payne, Pearce, Pickens, Plumer, Powell, 
Alexander Randall, Rayner, Reding, Rencher, Reynolds, 
Rhett, Riggs, Rogers, Shaw, Shepperd, William Smith, 
Snyder, Sprigg, Steenrod, Summers, Sweney. Taliaferro, John 
B. Thompson,. Richard W. Thompson, Triplett, Turney, 
Van Buren, Ward, Warren, Washington, Watterson, Weller, 
Westbrook, Wise, and Wood—$0, 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Sherlock J. Andrews, Ay- 
crigg, Babcock, Baker, Barnard, Birdseye, Blair, Boaidman, 
Borden, Botts, Brewster, Briggs, Brockway, Bronson, Jeremiah, 
Brown, Burnell, Calhoun, Childs, Chittenden, John C. Clark, 
Staley N. Clarke, James Cooper, Cowen, Cranston, Garrett 
Davis, Richard D. Davis, Doig, John Edwards, Egbert, 
Everett, Ferris, Fessenden, Fillmore, John G. Floyd, A. Law- 
rence Foster, Giddings, Patrick G. Goode, Gordon, Granger, 
Hall, Halsted, Henry, Hudson, Joseph R. Ingersoll, James 
Irvin, William W, Irwin, James, Linn, Littlefield, Robert 
McClellan, McKennan, McKeon, Samson Mason, Mathiot, 
Mattocks, Maxwell, Morris, Morrow, Osborce, Parmenter, 
Patridge, Pendleton, Ramsay, Benjamin Randall, Randolph, 
Ridgway, Rodney, Roosevelt, William Russell, James M. 
Russell, Saltonstall, Sanford, Simonton, Slade, Truman Smith, 
Stanly, Stokely, Stratton, Alex. H. H. Stvart, Toland, Toms 
linson, Trumbull], Underwood, Van Rensselaer, Joseph L. 
White, Thomas W, Willlams, Winthrop, Yorke, and Augustus 
Young—91, 

The SPEAKER announced that the questicn 
recurred, Shall the main question be put? On 
which Mr. Apams had demanded the yeas and 
nays; and they were ordered. i 

The yeas and nays were accordingly taken, and 
resulted as follows: Yeas 91, nays 93. The ques 
tion, therefore, being again negatived, went over 
for the day. The yeas and nays were as follows: 


YEAS—Messis. Adams, Allen, Sherlock J. Andrews, Ay» 
ctigg, Babcock, Baker, Barnard, Birdseye, Blair, Boardman, 
Borden, Botts, Briggs, Brockway, Bronson, Jeremiah Brown, 
Buroell, Calhoun, Casey, Chills, Chittenden, Joha C, Clark, 
Baley N. Clarke, James Cooper, Cowen, Cranston, Garrety 

arri 


Davis, Richard D. Davis, John Edwards, Everett, Ferris, 
Fessenden, Fillmore, A.#Lawrence Foster, J. R. Giddings, 
Patrick G. Goode, Granger, Hall, Halsted, Henry, Hudson, 
Joseph R. Ingersoll, James Irvin, James, Linn, McKennan, 
Samson Mason, Mathiot, Mattocks, Maxwell, Mitchell, Mor- 
an, Morris, Morrow, Osborne, Owsley, Parmenter, Patridge, 
“Pendleton, Ramsey, Alexander Randall, Benjamin Randall, 
Randolph, Rayner, Ridgway, Rodney, Wm, Russell, James 
M. Russell, Saltonstall, Sanford, Simonton, Slade, Truman 
Smith, Stanly, Stokely, Stratton, Summers, John B. Thomp- 
son, Richard W. Thompson, Toland, Tomlinson, Trumbull, 
Van Rensselaer, Washington, Joseph L. White, Thomas W. 
Williams, Joseph L. Williams, Winthrop, Yorke, and Augus- 
tus Young—9l. : 
NAYS—Messrs. Arrington, Atherton, Barton, Beeson, Bid. 
lack, Bowne, Boyd, Brewster, Charles Brown, Burke, Wm. 
Butler, Wm. O. Butler, Patrick C. Caldwell, T. J. Campbell, 
Chapman, Clifford, Clinton, Mark A. Cooper, Cross, Daniel, 
Dawson, Dean, Deberry, Eastman, John C., Edwards, John G. 
Floyd, Charles A. Floyd, Fornance, Gamble, Gerry Gilmer, 
Goggin, Gordon, Gustine, Harris, Hastings, Hays, Hopkins, 
Houck, Houston, Hubard, Hunter, Charles J. Ingersoll, Wil- 
liam W, Irvin, Jack, William Cost Johnson, Cave Johnson, 
John W. Jones, Keim, Littlefield, Lowell, Abraham McClel- 
Jan, Robert McClellan, McKay, McKeon, Mallory, Marchand, 
Alfred Marshall, Matthews, Medill, Miller, Newhard, Payne, 
Pearce, Pickens, Plumer, Powell, Read, Reding. Rencher, 
Rhett, Riggs, Rogers, Roosevelt, Shaw, Shepperd, Wm. Smith, 
Snyder, Sprigg, Steenrod, Alexander H. H. Stuart, Sweney, 
Taliaferro, Turney, Underwood, Van Buren, Ward, Warren, 
Watterson, Weller, Westbrook, Wise, and Wood—93. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD rose to a question of order. 
If the question which had just been disposed of 
should be negatived to-morrow and subsequent 
days, as it had been both this and the preceding 


day, he wished to inquire whether it was to lie - 


over from day to day, to the end of the session. 
(Cries of “The question is not debatable.”) He 
Said he did not desire to debate it; he merely wished 
to know where they were. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON and others objected to de- 
bate on the subject. 

The SPEAKER also stated that the House hav- 
ing disposed of the subject for this day, the gentle- 
man from Kentucky was not in order. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, then, I will bring 

“it before the House to-morrow. 
The subject was then laid over. 
ORGANIZATION OF CONGRESS. | 

A message was received from the Senate, by A. 
Dicxins, Esq , its Secretary, informing the House 
that a quorum of the Senate was assembled, and 
that that body was ready to proceed to business. 

Subsequently another message was received from 
the Senate, by its Secretary, informing the House 
that the Senate had appointed a committee on its 
part to, wait on the President, with the committee 
appointed on behalf of the House, to inform him 
that the two Houses of Congress were ready to 
receive from him any communication he might 
have to make. [The names of the gentlemen ap- 
pointed by the Senate will be found in our Senate 
report.J 

THE PUBLIC PRINTING. 


.. Mr. WISE moved the reappointment of the se- 

Ject committee of the last session on the public 

printing, which, during the last session, had made 

great progress with, and nearly completed its la- 
ors. 

The motion was agreed to. 

NOTICES AND MOTIONS. 

Mr. BRIGGS gave notice of a motion for the 
amendment of the 19th joint rule of the two 
Houses of Congress, so as to substitute the word 
“intoxicating” for the word “spirituous.” Th: 
rnle now stands thus: “No spirituous liquors shall 
be offered for sale, or exhibited, within the Capitol, 
or on the public grounds adjacent thereto.” 

Mr. BARNARD gave notice of a motion for 
leave to introduce a bill to authorize the issue of 
convertible exchequer bills, and further to amend 
the laws relating to the Treasury Department. 

Mr. MATHIOT gave notice of a bill to grart 
pensions to certain widows of officers and soldiers 
of the Revolution. 

Mr. BURNELL gave notice cf a bill to provire 
for the enlistment of boys for the naval service, 
and to extend the term of the eniistment of sea- 
men. 

Mr. R. W. THOMPSON gave notice of a bil 
to make an appropriation for the continuation of 
the Cumberland road through the States of Oh’o, 
Indiana, and Hilinois. 

Mr. W. W. IRWIN gave notice of a bill mzk- 
ing an appropriation for the construction of seven 
marine hospitals on the Wesiern waters. 

Mr. HARRIS gave notice of a billto repeal so 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Representatives, informing the Senate that that 
body had passed a resolution for the appointment 
of two chaplains for the present session, of differ- 
ent genowinations—one for each House—who are 
to interchange services weekly; and alzo passed a 


. resolution for the appointment of a joint commit- 


much of the act entitled “An act to provide reve- 
nue from imports, and to change and modify the 
law imposing duties on imports and for other 
purposes,’.as imposes a tax upon salt. f 

Mr: STEENROD gave notice of a bill to make. 
an appropriation for the continuation of the Cum~ 
berland road west of the city of Wheeling, and the 
construction of a bridge over the Ohio river. . 

Mr. J. C. EDWARDS gave notice of a bill 
authorizing drawbacks on goods exported by land | 
to Santa Fe. 

Also, of a bill declaring what is the Northern 
boundary of the State of Missouri. 


WAREHOUSING SYSTEM. 

_Mr. McKEON gave notice that he would to- 
morrcw, or some subsequent day, ask leave to in- 
troduce a bill to organize the warehousing system. 

HUDSON RIVER. 

Mr. BARNARD gave notice that he would to- 
morrow, or some subsequent day, ask leave to in- 
troduce a bill making an appropriation for con- 
tinuing the improvement of the Hudson river. 

STATE DEBTS. 

Mr. WM. COST JOHNSON moved that 5,000 
copies of the document of the last session, in re- 
lation to the debts of the States, be printed for the 
use of the House: rejected—ayes 57, noes 88. 

Mr. CUSHING, from the Joint Committee, ap- 
pointed to wait on the President of the Uniied 
States, and inform him that a quorum of the two 
Houses of Congress had assembled, and were 
ready to receive any communication he might 
make, reported that the committee had performed 
the duty assigned them; and had been answered by 
the President that he would forthwith make a com- 
munieation in writing to each of the two Houses. 

The annual message of the President was then 
presented by Mr. ROBERT TYLER, his secretary, 
and read at the Clerk’s table. 

[This document will be found in its proper 
place, in the proceedings of the Senate. ] 
After the message had been read— 

Mr. CUSHING moved that the message be Jaid 
on the table, and that 10,000 copies with the doc- 
uments be printed for the use of the House. 

Mr. HOPKINS suggested to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts to modify his motion, so as to order 
the printing of 5,000 copies with the documents, 
and 10,000 without. 

Mr. CUSHING declined doing so, saying that 
this point was fally discussed atthe last session, 
and the House then settled down with the under- 
standing that 10,000 copies with the documents 
was the number necessary for circulation. 

The question was then taken on Mr, Cusnino’s 
motion, and carried. 

On motion of Mr. BRIGGS, 
The House adjourned. 


` intend the disbursement of the fund for the increase 
of the library of Congress; and asking the concur 
rence of the Senate in each. 

On motion of Mr. TAPPAN, the resolutions 
were concurred in, and the Chair was authorized 
to appoint the committee on the part of the Senate 
to superintend the disbursement of the library fund. 

On motion by Mr. BATES, the Senate, by 
unanimous consent, resolved to proceed forthwith 
to the election of a chaplain. 

Mr. BAYARD suggested whether it would not 
be better to. pass a resolution simply appointing the 
chaplain of the last session. _ 

The CHAIR said that the rule required that the 
Senate should ballot; and the resolution was there- 
fore inadmissible. 


CHAPLAIN. 

The Senate then proceeded to ballot; when it 
was ascertained that only 25 ballots (not a quo- 
ram) had been received—of which 

Mr. ‘Euston received . . . 24, and 
Mr. Bulfinch. i š . i oe 

At the suggestion of Mr. KING, the Senate was 
counted; when it was ascertained that a quorum 
were present. 

The Senate proceeded a second time to ballot; 
when 28 votes were received—-of which 

Mr. Tuston received . : - 26, 
Mr. Bulfinch . . . r . l, and 
Blank . . . . . so pe 

Mr. Tuston was therefore declared to be duly 

elected. 


THE BANKRUPT ACT. 


Mr. BENFON, on leave, and agreeably to no- 
tice given, introduced a bill to repeal the bank« 
rupt act; which was read, as follows: f 

Whereas the bankrupt act of 1841 is unconsti- 
tutional and immoral, and violates the rights of 
the States and of individuals, and is invalid and 
void, and ought notto be permitted to remain on 
the statute-book; therefore, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the act passed on the 19:h of 
August, 1841, entitled “An act to establish a uni- 
form system of bankruptcy throughout the United 
States,” be, and the same hereby is, repealed, ex- 
cept for the trial of cases now depending under 
said ac'; which cases may be prosecuted to ter- 
mination under the following limitations aad con- 
ditions, to wit: i 

First. That no discharge from his debts. shall 
be granted to any bankrupt, except with the con- 
sent of two-thirds of bis creditors, and upon the 
judicial certificate ef his integrity, as provided for 
in the 36ih section of the bankrupt act of April 4, 
1800, which is as follows: 


“That no person becoming a bankrupt, according to the in- 
tent and provisions of this act, shall be entitled to a certificate 
of discharge, or to any of the benefits of the act, unless the coma 
missioners shall certify, under their hands, to the judge of the 
district within which such commission issues, that such bank- 
rupt hath made a full discovery of histor her estate and effects, 
and in all things conformed him or herself to the directions of 
this act; and that there doth not appear to them any reason to 
doubt of the truth of such discovery, or that the same was not 
a full disecvery of the said bankrupts estate and effects; or 
unless the said judge should be of opinion that the said certifi- 
cate was unreasonably denied by the commissioners; and unless 
two-thirds, in number and in value, of the creditors of the banka 
rupt, who shall be creditors for not less than fifty dollars, re- 
epectively, and who shall have duly proved their debts, under 
the said commission, shall sign such certificate to the judge, 
and testify their consent to the allowance of a certificate of dis« 
charge, in pursuance of this act; which signing and consent 
shall be also certified by the commissioners; but the said com- 
missioners shal} not certify the same till they have proof, by 
affidavit or information, in wriling, of such creditors, or of the 
persons respectively authorized for that purpose, signing the 
said certificate; which affidavit or affirmation, together with the 
letter or power of attorney to sign, shall be laid before the 
judge of the district within which such commission issues, in 
order for the allowing tie certificate of discharge; and the said. 
certificate shall not be allowed, unless the bankrupt make oath 
or affirmation, in writing, that the certificate of the commis~ 
sioners, and consent of the creditors thereunto, were obtained 
fairly and without fraud; and any of the creditors of the said 
bankrupt are aliuwed to be heard, if they shail think fit, pefore 
the respective persons aforesaid, against the making or allowing 
of such certificates by the commissioners or judge.” 


In addition to the members recorded to have 
been present on Monday, the following appeared 
on Tuesday; Messrs. V. Birdseye, Walter Celes, 
William L. Goggin, George S. Houston, James 
A. Pearce, G. B. Rodney, John Westbrook, und 
David Levy, delegate. 

And, on Wednesday, the following appeared: 
Messrs. Cave Johnsen, William W. Payne, and 
Edward Cress. 


IN SENATE. 

THURSDAY, DECEMBER 8, 1842. 
Mr. PORTER of Michigan, and Mr. GRAHAM 
of Worth Caroline, in addition to those already 
announced, appeared in their seats to-day. 
The PRESIDENT pro tem. Isid before the Sen- 
ate acommunication from the Navy Department, 
transmitted in eempliance with the act of Congress 
of March, 1819, coyering an abstract cf the ex- 
penditures out of the contingent fund of that de- 
paitment, from the lst October, 1841, to the 30h 
September, 1842, inclusive; which, 
On motion of Mr. ARCHER, was ordered to 
lie on the table. and be printed. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON submitted a revolntion, 
(which was, by unanimous consent, agreed t0,) £0 
far suspending the 34h rele as to authorize the 
presiding officer to appoint the standing committees 
for the prevent sezsicn. 

A message was received from ihe House of 


tee (consisting of three from each House) to super- - 


Secondly. That the insolvent laws of the States 


be respected and left in force, to the same degree 
that they were ordered to. be respected by the 6l-t 
section of the act of 1800; which section is in the 
following words: 


.. “That. this act shall not repeal orannul, or be construed to- 


= yepeal or annul, the laws of any State now in force, or which 
may hereafter be enacted, for the relief of insolvent debtors, ex- 
cept so far as jhe same may respect persons who are, of may 
be, clearly within the purview of this act, and whose debts 
shall amount, in the cases specified in the second section there- 
of, to the sumstherein mentioned. And ifany person within the 
purview of this act shall be imprisoned for the space of three 
months fer any debt or upon any contract, unless the creditors 

` of such prisoner shall proceed to prosecute a commission of 
bankruptcy against him or- her, agreeably to the provisions of 
this act, such debtor may, and shall be, entitled to relief under 
any such laws for the relief of insolvent debtors, this act not- 
withstanding.” 

Thirdly. That the liens created by. State laws 
on the property of bankrupts be respected and ob. 
served in the same full and absolute manner in 
which they were ordered to be respected and ob- 
served by the 64th section of the said act of 1800; 
which section is in these words: 

“That nothing contained in this act shall be taken or con- 
strued to invalidate or impair any lien existing at the date of 
this act upon the lands or chattels of any-person who may be- 
come bankrupt.” 

Fourthly. That a person subject to involantary 
bankruptcy shall not have the privilege of volon- 

_ tary bankruptcy; but, on filing a declaration of in- 
solvency, shall be subject to be proceeded against 
at the will of his creditors, according to the princi- 
ples of the 6:h section of the bankrupt act of 
George IV, and the 13:b section of the insolvent 
debtors act of the same reign. 

Fifthly. That the operation of the act be pros- 
pective only, according to the first section of the 
bankrupt act of the year 1800. 

Siathly. That agreements on the part of bank- 
rupts in office to assign a part of their salaries and 
emoluments to their creditors, be binding in law, 
and give the creditors a right to have the same re- 
tained for their benefit, 

Oa motion of Mr. BENTON, the bill was then 
ordered to be printed, and read a second time. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a petition from W. 
`M. Quackenboss and others, sureties of .the late 
collector for the port of New York, (Mr. Swart- 
wout,) asking thata law might be passed author- 
izing the, Secretary of the Treasury to compromise 
with said sureties their liabilities to the Uniled 
States. Mr. W. remarked that this matter had 
‘been before the Senate three or four consecutive 
sessions, and a bill had been invariably passed, 
but failed in the House for want of time. 
He hoped, as this was a short session, and as it 
was to the interest of all parties that the matter 
should be settled, that the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary would give the subject the earliest considera- 
tion possible, and report a bill without delay. He 
moved the reference of the petition to the Judiciary 
Committee; but, as no such committee was yet ap- 
pointed, it was ordered to lie on the table for the 
present. 

Mr. TALLMADGE submitted the following 
resolation, which lies over, under the rule, viz: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of instructing the Sec- 

` retary of State to communicate with the judicial officers of 
the United States who have had the execution of the bank- 
rupt law, and ascertain from them the number of applications 
under the act, both voluntary and involuntary; the number of 
discharges, the points decided under any provision of the act, 
the opinions of the judges ag to any amendments or modifica- 
tions of the act; and such other information as he may deem 
necessary to show the effects and operations of the act; and 


that he report the same to the Senate on the first day of the 
next session, 


Mr. BARROW gave notice that he would on 
-to-morrow ask leave to introduce a bill for the re- 
lief of Thomas W. Chinn. 


THE EXPUNGING RESOLUTION. 


Mr. BAYARD rose and said he would take this 
early opportunity, in confcrmity with the notice 
which he had given on the last day of the last ses- 
sion, to introduce a resolution which he had been 
instructed by the Legislature of ħi: State to intro- 
duce four years ago; and he would take occasion 
to say that it was bis design to ack its considera- 

> tion at as early a day as practicable. The Senate 
having nothing of a very important nature to occupy 
its attention at present, he hoped they wou'd be 


able to take the matter into consideration within: 


the present month, as the adoption of the resolution 
would. be, in bis opinion, a bappy consummation 


wiih whichto close the year. It was to rescind 
the resolution of the 16h January, 1837, common- 
ly called the “expenging resolution.” Mr. B.’s 


resolution.was then sent to the Chair, and read as ` 


follows: 


Wheréas the Senate of the United States, in the exercise of 
its functions asa deliberative assembly, did, on the 28th day of 
March, 1834, adopt the following resolution: F 


“ Resolved, That the President, in the late Executive pro» ` 


ceedings in. relation to the revenue, has assumed upon himself 
authority and power not conferred by the Constitution aad laws, 
but in derogation of both.” 

And whereas afterward, to wit, on the l6th day of January, 
1837, the Senate, in reference to the above resolution, adopted 
another, as follows: 

“Resolved, That the said resolve be expunged from the 
Journal: and for that purpose, that the Secretary of the 
Senate, at such time as the Senate may appoint, shall 
bring the manuscript Journal of the session of 1833-4 into the 
Senate, and, in the presence of the Senate, draw black lines 
round the said resolve, and write across the face thereof, in 
strong letters, the words following: Expunged by order of the 
Senate, this 16th day of January, in the year ofour Lord 1837.” 

And whereas the Constitution of the United States expressly 
requires that each House of Congress shall keep a journal of 
its proceedings, meaning thereby to preserve a faithful and 
permanent record of those proceedings: i 

And whereas the Senate of the United States, independently 
of its legislative, executive, and judicial functions, has thein- 
herent right, ag a deliberative assembly, to express its opin- 
ions, which can he done only by resolution—which opinions, 
when thus expressed, become part of its proceedings, of 
belt the Constitution provides that a permanent record shall 

e kept: 

Ab whereis the resolution of the 16th of July, 1837, and the 
act of the Secretary of the Senate in compliance with it, in 
legal contemplation destroyed, and in fact defaced, the record 
of the proceeding to which itrefers: wherefore, 

Resolved, Thatthe resolution of the 16th of January, 1837, 
commonly called the expunging resolution, be, and the same is 
hereby, rescinded, and shall be forever hereafter held as 
naught; and that, in all future publications of that portion of 
the Journal which contains the resolution of 1833-4, and in all 
copies which may hereafter be made of the same for any offi- 
cial or legal purpose, the said resolution of 1833-’4 shall be 
published and copied as it was originally entered on the said 
Journal, without any notice whatever of the superscription 
which was erroneously made, in pursuance of the resolution 
of the 16th of January, 1837. 


The resolution was then ordered to be printed. 

On motion by Mr. BAYARD, it was ordered 
that, when the Senate adjourn, it adjourn till Mon- 
day next, 


JUDGES OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. TAPPAN gave notice that he would, on 
Monday next,ask leave to introduce a resolution, 
proposing to amend the Constitution of the United 
States, in relation to the appointment of judges of 
the United States courts. 

On motion, the Senate then adjourned till Mon- 
day next. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, December 8, 1842. 
Mr. TALIAFERRO offered the following reso- 
lution, which was considered and adopted: 


Resolved, That the several memorials, petitions, and reso- 
lutions presented to the House of Representatives, during the 
present Congress, which have not been finally acted on; also, all 
bilis which went from this House to the Senate, and which 
were lost there; and such bills as were referred to the several 
committees of this House, and not reported on; be again re- 
ferred to the committee to which the same were heretofore 
referred, as soon asthe said committees spall be organized— 
a written request to that effect being handed by any member to 
the Clerk, whose duty it shall be to enter the same in the 
journal, as if presented in the House, 


ABOLITION. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. Apams, to 
rescind the 2łst rule, so as to admit the reception 
of abolition petitions, resolutions, &e., on which 
the previous question had been moved and sec- 
onded, came up as the first business in order. 

Mr. JOHN W. JONES moved to lay it on the 
table; and called for the yeas and nays on the 
question; which were ordered, and resulted in yeas 
92, nays 95, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Arrington, Atherton, Barton, Beeson, Bid- 
lack, Bowne, Boyd, Charles Brown, Burke, William Butler, 
Green W. Caldwell, Patrick C, Caldwell, Thomas J. Campbell, 
Casey, Clifford, Clinton, Mark A. Cooper, Cross, Daniel, Daw- 
son, Dean, Deberry, Eastman, John ©. Edwards, Charles A. 
Floyd, Fornance, Gamble, Gerry, Gilmer, Goggin, William O. 
Goode, Harris, Hastings, Hays, Hopkins, Houck, Houston, 
Hubbard, Hunter, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jack, Wm. Cost John- 
son, Cave Johnson, John W. Jones, Isaac D. Jones, Keim, John 
P. Kennedy, Abraham McClellan, McKay, Mallory, Marchand, 
Maithews, Medill, Meriwether, Miller, Mitchell, Moore, New- 
hard, Owsley, Payne, Pearce, Pickens, Piumer, Powell, Ray- 
ner, Reding, Rencher, Reynolds, Rhett, Riggs, Rogers, Saun- 
ders, Shepperd, William Smith, Snyder, Sprigg, Steenrod, Sum- 
mers, Sweney, Taliaferro, John B. Thompson, Richard W, 
Thompson, ‘Triplett, Turney, Van Buren, Ward, Warren, 
Washington, Watterson, Weller, Westbrook, Wise, and Wood 


— 92, 


NAYS—Mesars. Adains, Allen, Sherlock J. Andrews, Ay- 
crigg, Babcock, Baker, Barnard, Birdseye, Blair, Boardman, 
Borden, Botts, Brewster, Briggs, Brock way, Bronson, Jeremiah 
Brown, Burnell, Calhoun, Childs, Chittenden, John C. Clark, 
Staley N. Clarke, James Cooper,.Cowen,-Cranston, Cushing, 


’ Garrett Davis, Richard D> Davis, John Edwards, Egbert, Ev- 


erett, Fessenden, Fillmore, John G. Floyd, A. Lawrence Foster, 
Giddings, Patrick Goode, Gordon, Granger, Hail, Halsted, 
Henry, Howard. Wdson, Joseph R. Ingersoll, James Irvin, 
William W. Irwin, James, Linn, Littlefield, Lowell, Robert Mc- 
Clellan, McKennan, McKeon, Alfred Marshall, Samson. Mason, 


_ Mathiot, Mattocks, Maxwell, Maynard, Morgan, Mortis, Mor- 


row, Osborne, Parmenter, Patridge, Pendleton, Ramsay, Ber- 


-jamin Randall, Randolph, Ridgway, Rodney, Roosevelt, Wm. 


Russel], James M. Russell, Saltonstall, Sanford, Simonton, 
Stade, Truman Smith, Stanly, Stokely, Stratton, Tillinghast, 
Toland, Tomlinson, Trumbull, Underwood, Van Rensselaer, 
Joseph L. White, Thomas W. Williams, Winthrop, Yorke, an 
A. Young—95. y 

So the House refused to lay the resolution on 
the table. A i 

The, question then recurring, “Shall the main 
question be now put?” 

Mr. UNDERWOOD renewed the point of order 
raised by him. yesterday; and contended that; al> 
though the effect of the second to the previous 
question was to put an’ end to debate, yet. the refu- 
sal of the House to order the main question to ba 
put, authorized debate after the next day. He 
understood from the Manual, that the decision of 
the House refusing to order the main question to 
be put, carried the question over to the next days 
but, when that day came, if the main question was 
not ordered, the second was imperative. If the 
decision of the Chair was correct, the House might 
go on, from day to day, refusing to lay the resolu. 
tion on the table, and refusing to order the main 
question to be put; and thus the question would 
never be settled. Certainly, a construction of the 
rules leading to such consequences could not be 
correct. It bad been suggested by some one be- 
hind him, that the difficulty could be cbviated by 
reconsidering the question; and he therefore hoped 
that some gentleman who voted with the majority 
would move a reconsideration. 


The SPEAKER reaffirmed his decision, and 
pointed out two authorities, which he read to the 
House, sustaining his decision. 


Mr. EVERETT suggested to the gentleman from 
Kentucky to take an appeal from the decision of 
the Chair; stating that, if the gentleman did not ap- 
peal, he would appeal himself. [Mr. Unperwoop | 
said that he would take an appeal, in order, to try 
the sense of the House on the subject.) Neither 
of the cases read by the Chair, Mr. E, said, gave 
the decision of the Speaker or of the House on the 
question now at issue; in both cases, the difficulty 
having been got over by. the members moving a 
reconsideration, instead of taking an appeäl::: The 
error of the Chair seemed to-him to consist im this: 
that he took the second to the previous question for 
the order of the House. By the parliamentary 
law, the previous question could be seconded by a 
single member; and under the rules of the House, 
it required a majority for a second; but in both 
cases it was only a second, and not the order of the 
House. Hecontended, therefore, that when the 
question fell, the second fell withit. It was now 
too late to move the reconsideration, and the first 
question to be put would be on ordering the main 
question. If that should be lost, the House would 
be just where it was the day before; and so they 
might thus go on from day to day, refusing to Jay 
the resolution on the table, and refusing to order 
the main question to be taken. Mr. E. concluded 
by appealing from the decision of the Chair, 

After some remarks from Mr. BRIGGS, anda 
reply by the CHAIR, neither of which were dis« 
tinctly understood by the reporter, 

an BRIGGS was proceeding with his remarks, 
when 

Mr. TURNEY called him to order, on the 
ground that the appeal was not debatable. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL referred to some aua 
thorities sustaining tbe decision of the Chair. 

Mr. 'TURNEY objected to debate on the appeal, 
and moved to lay it on the table; which motion, 
was carried without a division. 

The quection was then taken cn ordering the 
main question, and decided in the negative—yeas 
95, nays 100, as follows: 

YEAS—Mesers, Adams, Allen, Sherlock J. Andrews, AY, 


; crigg, Babcock, Baker, Barnard, Birdseye, Blair, Boardman, 


Borden, Botts, Briggs, Brockway, Bronson, Jeremiah Brows 


Burnell, Calhoun, Casey, Childs, Chittenden, John €C. Clark; 
` Rialey N: Clarke, James Cooper, Cowen Cranston, Garrett 
Davis, Richard D. Davis, John Edwards, Egbert, Everett, 
Ferris, Fessenden, Fillmore, A Lawrence Foster; Giddings, 
Patrick G, Goode, Granger, Hall, Halsted, Henry, Howard, 
Hudson, Joseph. R. Ingersoll, James. Irvin, James, John P. 
Kennedy, Linn, McKennan, Mathiot, Mattocks, Maxwell, 
Maynard, ‘Morgan, Morris, Morrow, Osborne, Owsley, Par- 
menter, Patridge, Pendleton, Ramsey @ Benjamin Randall, 
Alexander Randall, Randolph, Rayner, Reynolds, Ridgway, 
“Rodney; William Russell, James M. Russell, Saltonstall, 
Sanford, Simonton, Slade, Truman Smith, Stanly, Stokely, 
Stratton, Summers, John B.. Thompson, Richard W. Thomp- 
son, Tillinghast, Toland, Tomlinson, Triplett, Trumbull, Van 
Rensselaer, Washington, Joseph L. White, Thomas wW. Wil- 
lama, Jeph L. Wiliams, Winthrop, Yorke, and Augustus 
oung—95, 

NAYS—Messrs, Arrington, Atherton, Barton, Beeson, Bid- 

` Jack, Bowne, Boyd, Brewster, Charles Brown, Burke, William 
Butler, William O. Butler, Green W, Caldwell, Patrick C. 
Caldwell, Thomas J. Campbell, Chapman, €lifford, Clinton, 
_ Mark A. Cooper, Cross, Cushing, Daniel, Dawson, Dean, 
Deberry, Eastman, John C. Edwards, John G. Floyd, Charles 
A. Floyd, Fornance, Gamble, Gerry, Gilmer, Goggin, Wil- 
liam ©. Goode, Gordon, Green, Gustine, Harris, Hastings, 
Hays, Hopkins, Houck, Houston, Hubard, “Hunter, Charles 
J. Ingersoll, William W. Irwin, Jack, William Cost Johnson, 
Cave Johnson, John W. Jones, Keim, Littlefield, Lowell, 
Abraham McClellan, Robert McClellan, McKay, McKeon, 
Mallory, Marchand, Alfred Marshall, Mathews, Medill, Meri- 
wether, Miller, Mitchell, Moore, Newhard, Payne, Pearce, 
Pickens, Plumer, Powell, Read, Reding, Rencher, Rhett, 
Riggs, Rogers, Roosevelt, Saunders, Shaw, Shepperd, William 
Smith, Snyder, Sprigg, Steenrod, Alexander H. H. Stuart, 
Sweney, Taliaferro, Turney, Underwood, Van Buren, Ward, 
Warren, Watterson, Weller, Westbrook, Wise, and Wood— 
So the House refused to order the main question 


10 be now put. 
THE ONE-HOUR RULE. 


Mr. W. C. JOHNSON rose, pursuant to notice 
given yesterday, to move that the one-hour rule 
adopted at the last session, (which had been incor- 
porated in the general rules, and was, therefore, in 
force for the present session,) be now rescinded. 

Mr. FILLMORE rose toa point of order; and 
he inquired from the Speaker whether it was in 
order to move that resolution at that time. He 
contended that resolutions were not then in order. 

Tne SPEAKER replied that the gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. Jounsow] had given notice of his 
motion, and it had been received and entered; and 
as there was now no other business before the 
House, it came up in order. 


Mr. FILLMORE contended that the notice given 
by the gentleman from Maryland only authorized 
the introduction of his resolution when resolutions 
were in order; but, at present, petitions were in 
order. 

Tae SPEAKER said there were no committees 
appointed to which petitions could be referred; and 
he decided this resolutiou to be in order. 

Mr. W. C. JOHNSON then said it was not his 
intention to consume the time of the Flouse, but he 
felt desirous to say that it was indispensab'e to wise 
legislation that a reascnable time should be given 
for the discussion of the questions which should 
come before this House. It was due to the conn- 
wy that. the Representatives of the people should 
bave the opportunity to expzess their opinions 
on some of the vast questions that wouid 
arise—the currency, for instance. His object, there- 
fore, was not to delay, but to expedite the public 
business. He was willing that a particular day 
shonld be fixed to terminate debate on any partic- 
mar bill, or that the House should have the con- 
trol of it by tke previous question, But he con- 
tended that no pariy had been benefited by the 
adoption of this one-hour rele. They had been 
bere during two sessions, and, since the adoption 

„of this rale, no member had had time to express 
his views fully on any question. He (Mr. Joun- 


sow) had been thereby compelled to bea silent į 


member of the House—[laughter]—and for one, 
he should desire, on one or two subjectz, to address 
the Honse at a greater length than the rule in 
question would permit. He wished this great body 
tobethe organ of the people; and, as their Represen! 
atives, to discuss public measures, and to carry 
them out after a full examination; and hence he 
made this motion, But as it was not his intention, 
as he had before stated, to consume unnecesssr.ly 
the tine of the House, he would now move the 
previous questicn. 

The previous question was seconded; and as the 


Spraker was about to propose the qnestion, Shall : 


the main question be now put? 
Mr. McKENNAN rose and said, believing that 
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to be one of the best rules this House ever adopted, 
he would move to lay the resolution on the table; 
and on this motion he called for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were. ordered; and the mo- 
tion to lay the rescinding resolution on the table 
prevailed—yees 116, nays 70, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, ‘Sherlock J, Andrews, Aycrigg, 
Babecck, Baker, Barton; Beeson, Bidlack, Birdseye, Blair, 


- Boardman, Borden, Botts, Briggs, Brockway, Milton Brown, | 
William O. 


Jeremiah Brown, Burnell, William Butler, 
Butler, Cathoun, ‘Thomas J. Campbell, € 
man, Childs, Chittenden, John ©. Clark, Jamès Cooper, 
Cowen, Cranston, Garrett Davis, Deberry, Jobn Edwards, 
Fessenden, Fillmore, A. Lawrence Foster, Gamble, Giddings, 
Gilmer, Goggin, Patrick G. Goode, Granger, Hall, Halsted, 
Hays, Denry, Holmes, Houston, Howard, Hudson, Joseph R. 
Ingersoll, James, Cave Johnson, Keim, Jobn P. Kennedy, Lion, 
‘Abraham McClellan, McKennan, Marchand, Samson Mason, 
Mathiot, Mattocks, Maxwell, Maynard, Meriwether, Mitchell, 
Moore, Morgan, Morris, Morrow, Osborne, Owsley, Patridge, 
Pendleton, Piamer, Powell, Ramsey, Benjamin Randall, Alex- 
ander Randall, Randolph, Rayner, Rencher, Ridgway, Rodney, 
Rogers, William Russell, James M. Russell, Saltonstall, Shep- 
perd, Simonton, Slade, Truman Smith, Snyder, Stanly, Stokely, 
Stratton, Alexander H. H. Stuart, Summers, Taliaferro, John 
B. Thompson, Richard W. Thompson, Tillinghast, Toland, 
‘Tomlinson, Triplett, Trumbull, Underwood, Van Rensselaer, 
Warren, Washington, Weller, Westbrook, Joseph L. White, 
Thomas W. Williams, Winthrop, Yorke, and Augustus Young 
—li6. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Arrington, Atherton, Barnard, 
Bowne, Boyd, Brewster, Charles Brown, Burke, Green W. 
Caldwell, Patrick C. Caldwell, Clifford, Clinton, Mark A. 
Cooper, Cross, Cushing, Daniel, Dawson, Dean, Eastman, 
Egbert, Everett, Ferris, John G. Floyd, Chartes A. Floyd, Gerry, 
William O. Goode, Gordon, Gustine, Harris, Hastings, Hop- 
kins, Hubard, Charles J. Ingersoll, William W. Irwin, Jack, 
William Cost Johnson, John W. Jones, Littlefield, Lowell, 
Robert McClellan, McKay, McKeon, Mallory, Alfred Marshall, 
Mathews, Medill, Miller, Newhard, Payne, Pearce, Pickens, 
Read, Reding, Reynolds, Rhett, Riggs, Sanford, Shaw, William 
Smith, Sprigg, Steenrod, Sweney, Turney, Van Buren, Ward, 
Watterson, Joseph L, Williams, Wise, and Wood—70. 


Mr. WELLER moved that when this House 
adjourns it adjourn to meet again on Monday 
next; which was carried, the vote being 91 in the 
affirmative and 60 in the negative. 

Mr. FILLMORE moved that the House then 
adjourn, which was agreed to; and the House ad- 
journed to meet again on Monday next. 


Casey, Chap- 


The following additional members appeared in 
their places to-day: 

Messrs. Saunpers, G. W. CaroweLL, W. O. 
Goopn, MERIWETHER, Moore, Maynarp, and 
Howarp. 


IN SENATE. 


Monpay, December 12, 1842. 

The Senate met at 12 o’clock. 

The following Senators, in addition to those 
heretofore announced, appeared in their seats to- 
day, viz: Messrs. Simmons and SPRAGUE, of Rhode 
Island; Messrs. Wire and Smits, of Indiana; 
Mr. Youna, ofIllinois;Mr Linn, of Missouri; Mr. 
Woopsriver, of Michigan; and Mr. Fouron, of 
Arkansas. 

After the reading of the journal of Thursday 
last, the President pro fem. announced to the Sen- 
ate the standing committees; but, previous to such 
annunciation, he was understood to say that the 
Senator from Virginia, [Mr. Rives] who was 
chairman of the Committee on Forsign Relations 
at the last session, had expressed a wish to the 
President pro tem. to be excused from serving 
on that committee, and gave reasons for such wish, 
which were considered ample. > 

The committees sre as follows: 

On Foreign Rela'ions.—Messrs. Archer, Berrien, 
Buchanan, Tallmadge, and Choate. 

On Finance.—Messrs. Evans, Graham, Wood- 
bury, Berrien, and Crittenden. 

On Commerce.—Messts. THuntingion, Wood- 
bridge, King, Barrow, and Wright. 

On Manufactures —Messts. Simmons, Archer, 
Miller, Buchanan, and Morehead. i 

On Agriculture.--Messrs. Linn, 
Smith of Connecticut, and Sturgeon. 

On Military Affairs Messrs. Crittenden, Mer- 
rick, Benton, Huntington, and Wilcox. 

On the Militia —Messs. Barrow, Fulton, Smith 
of Indisna, Williams, and MeRoberts. 

On Navel Affeirs.—Messis. Bayard, Graham, 
Williams, Choate, and Barrow. 

On Public Lands.—Messts. Smith of Indiana, 
Tallmadge, Walker, Huntingtoa, and Conrad. 

On Private Land Claims.—Messrs. Hendersen, 
Linn, Tappan, Fulton, and Sprague. 


Bates, Crafts, 


On Indian Affairs.—Messrs. White, Morehead, 
Sevier, Phelps, and Benton. 
On Claims.—Messts. Graham, Wright, Wood- 


- bury, Woodbridge, and Phelps. 


On Revolutionary Claims.—Messrs. Phelps, Clay- 


“ton, Smith of Connecticat, Allen, and Williams. 


Ow the Judiciary —Messts. Berrien, - Clayton, 
Dayton, Walker, and Kerr. 

On the Post Office and Post Roads.—Messrs. Mer- 
rick, Simmons, McRoberts, Conrud, and Miller. 

On Roads and Canals.—Messrs. Porter, White, 
Young, King, and Cuthbert. 

On Pensions.—Messrs. Bates, Bagby, Allen, 
Phelps, and Sevier. 

On the District of Columbia —Messrs. Miller, 
Bayard, King, Kerr, and Young. 

On Patents and the Patent Office —Messrs. Kerr, 
Porter, Henderson, Wileox, and Sturgeon. 

On the Public Buildings.—Messrs. Dayton, Ful- 
ton, and Evans. 

On the Library.—Messrs. Woodbridge, Tappan, 
and Choate. 

On Engrossed Bills.—Messrs. Conrad, Bagby, and 
Sturgeon. 

On Enrolled Bills—Messrs. Sprague and Wil- 
liams, 

To Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses — 
Messrs. Tappan, White, and Porter. i 

On Retrenchment.—Messrs. Morehead, Graham, 
Miller, Fulton, and Sprague. 

On Printing. —Messrs. Clayton, Williams, and 
Sprague. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial, nus 
merously signed, from manufacturers of furred 
hats, in the city cf Philadelphia, representing that, 
previous to the passage of the last tariff, hat- 
ters’ fars were introduced free of duty; but by that 
tariff, the same rate of duty (25 per cent.) was 
imposed on unfinished hats and unmanufactured 
furs as was imposed on hats finished; which oper- 
ated as no incidental protection to them at all. 
They state that if the 25 per cent. duty be retain- 
ed on fars, it will throw thousands of hatters in this 
country out of employment, and ruin the business; 
and, therefere, pray that unmanufactured furs may 
be admitted free of duty: referred to the Commit- 
tee on Manufaciures. 

On motion of Mr. WRIGHT, the memorial of 
William Quackenboss and others, the sureties of 
Samuel Swartwout, which he presented on Thurs- 
day last, was, in addition to other documents on 
the same subject, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. W. also presented the petition of the widow 
of Joseph Conckey, a soldier in the Revolutionary 
war, for a pension: referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. : 

Mr. W. also presented the memorial of Taylor, 
Morrell, & Co., of New York city, praying that a 
law might be passed changing the name of the 
ship Westchester: referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

hir. W. also presented a memorial of a large 
number of citizens of Seneca county, New York, 
praying that Congress would repeal the bankrupt 
law: referred to the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented a memorial 
from the widow of Joseph Nourse, deceased, pray- 
ing the payment cf a sam of money to her, which 
was desreed io her deceased husband by the Su- 
prems Court, in a suit ggaiust the United Staies; 
whieh, with cther documents on the files, was re- 
ferred to the Judiciary Committee, 

Mr. BUCHANAN presenied the proceedings of 
ameeting cf citizens of Philadelphia, of which 
fir. Joba MM, Scott was chairman, accompanied by 
a memorial urging strongly upon Congress the pro- 
priety of their deciding upon the claims for French 
spoliations prior to 1800: referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations, 

Mr. MILLER presented the memorial of Con- 
stant R. King and Julia Werdiey, children of Jo- 
seph King, dereased, late a paymaster and clothier 
in the Revolutionary army, praying to be allowed 
bounty land on account of the services of their de- 
ceased father: referred to the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims. 

_ Also presented a memorial from the representa- 
tives of Samuel Nicholson, deceased, late a capo 


A 


tain in the naval service, praying to be allowed an - 


amount of pay withheld from him by the United 
States, while-under arrest, of which he was after- 
wards honorably acquitted: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. ~ i s 

Mr. BERRIEN presented a petition from Rich- 
ard: H. Wilde, praying that Congress will pass a 
Taw extending to him the benefit of the copyright 
law of. the United States, in the publication of a 
work of which he is the author, and which he is 
compelled, from the nature of the ‘work, to have 
first printed in Europe: referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. aT 


Mr. BARROW; agreeably to notice, on leave, 


introduced a bill for the relief of Thos. W. Chinn; 


which was read twice, and referred to the Commit- 


"tee on Private Land Claims. i 


Mr. STURGEON presented a petition from 
Samuel Grice of Philadelphia, praying remunera- 
tion for certain losses under a contract with the 
Wavy Department for cutting certain timber, in 
consequence of interruption by hostile Indians: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 


JUDGES OF UNITED STATES COURTS. 


Mr. TAPPAN, agreeably to notice given, and on 
leave, introduced a joint resolution so to amend the 


: Constitution of the United States as to limit the 


term of office of the judges of the Supreme and 


Inferior Courts of the United States; which was 


¿»read twice, and made the special order of the day 
: for the first Monday in January, aud ordered to be 


printed. 


Mr. YOUNG presented the petition of James 
Trumbull, of Pike county, Illinois, praying for the 


- privilege of relocating a quarter section of land 


received on account of military services during the 
late war; and also for a pension: referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. YOUNG also gave notice that he would, on 
to-morrow, ask leave to introduce bills of the fol- 
lowing titles, to wit: 

„An act granting an additional quantity of land to 
the State of Illinois, to aid in the completion of 
the Illinois and Michigan canal. 

An act appropriating the proceeds of the rents 
of the United States lead-mines in the State of Il- 
linois, and Territories of Wisconsin and Iowa, for 
the improvement of the navigation at the Rock 


. River and Des Moines rapids, in the Mississippi 


river. i 

An act making farther appropriations for the 
continuation of the Cumberland road, in the States 
of Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois; and 

An ‘act making a further appropriation for the 
completion of the public works, and rebuilding the 
light-house at the harbor of Chicago. 

Mr. GRAHAM presented the petition of Daniel 
Murray, prayiog certain allowances for carrying 
the United States mail: referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


Mr. WOODBURY presented petitions from Olive 


Thompson and Margaret Gould, widows of revo- 
Jutionary soldiers, praying pensions: referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. W. also presented the petition of William 
Russell, of the schvoner Perch, praying for fishing 
bounty: referred to the Commiitee on Commerce. 

On motion of Mr. WOODBURY, leave was 
granted D. T. Maurice to withdraw from the files 
of the Senate ceriain documents, 


FINE ON GENERAL JACKSON, 


Mr. LINN gave notice that he would on to-mor- 
row ask leave to introduce c:rtain bills; among 
which was a bill to indemnify General Andrew 
Jackson the fine of $1,000, with costs, imposed on 
him for discharging his official daties, by Judge 
Hal! of New Orleans. 

Mr. BATES presented a. petition from Lucy 
Davis, a widow of a soldier of the Revolution, 
praying for a pension: referred to the Commiitee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. ARCHER presented the memorial of the 
legal representatives of Richard Harris and Nim- 


rod Farrow; which was referred to the Committee 


on Claims. 
Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented. the petition of 
Lemnel Bingham, praying compensation for prop- 


= erty taken from him by a band of Pottawatomie 
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Indians: referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. š Ea. 
THE EXPUNGING RESOLUTION. 

Mr. BENTON gave notice that, when the reso-. 
lution introduced by the Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. Bayarn] to rescind the expunging resolution, 
came up. for consideration, he would move-to 
amend it with the following as a substitute: 


That the resolution expunging from the Senate Journal the 
sentence of condemnation against President Jackson for remo- 
ving the public deposites from the Bank of the United States, 
commonly called “the expunging resolution,” was an act done 
by the Senate in conformity to the will of the people, anthenti- 
cally expressed in the popular elections, and in the instructions 
from the General Assemblies of the States, after a fuli and fair 
submission of the question to the people and the States for their 
consideration and decision. And the said “expunging resolu- 
tion’? having been thus adopted, in accordance with such ex- 
pressed will and instructions, it is incompatible with the prin- 
ciples of representative Government, and inconsistent with the 
respect due tothe people and the States, and unbecoming the 
Senate, to act upon any proposition for reseinding the said “ex- 
punging resolution,’ while the said instructions of the States 
and the said expressed will of the people remain unrevokea 
and unaltered hy any subsequent instruction or expression of 
the public will. 

Resolved, That the thanks of the country are due to General 
Jackson, ex-President of the United States, for having, by bis 
courage, patriotism, and sagacity, in removing the public de- 
posites from the Bank of the United States, in 1833, and in 
placing his veto upon the renewed charter of that bank, in 
1832, thereby saved the Government. and people of the United 
States from the pecuniary loss, the political corruption, and the 
moral pollution, which a longer connexion with that institution 
must have brought upon them. 

Mr. BENTON then submitted the following res- 
olution; which lies over one day under the rule, 
viz: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be request» 
ed to inform the Seuate as follows: 

1. The number and estimated value of vessels which will be 
required in the African squadron under the late; British treaty, 

2. The probable annual cost of repairing said vessels. 

3, The number of men and officers which the eqnipment of 
the squadron will require. 

4. The probable annual loss of men from deaths, desertion, 
and other casualties, on board said squadron. 

5. The probable annual expenditure of said squadron, under 
all the heads of expenditure incident to the service. 

6. Whether it is intended 10 make the squadron consist of 
more than eighty guns, and the calibre of the guns to be used. 

7. The whole number of guns which it is expected to have 
afloat in the United States navy during the year 1843, and the 
estimated expense of the naval establishment for te year, in- 
cluding ail expenses incident to keeping up the navy. 


Mr. CLAYTON gave notice that he would on 
to-morrow ask leave to introduce a bill, to be en- 
titled An act to amend the act of 1842, supplemen- 
tary to the acts to establish the judicial system of 
the United States. 

Mr. FULTON presented the petition of sundry 
citizens of Scott county, Arkansas, praying Con- 
gress for a donation of a quarter section of Jand 
on which to erect their county buildings: referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

On motion of Mr. LINN, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, December 12, 1842, 


Th: minutes of Thursday were read and ap- 
proved; and the following list was then read of 


STANDING COMMITTES. 

Committee of Elections.—~Messrs. Halsted, Blair, 
Barton, Borden, Cravens, Gamble, Turney, Hous 
ton, anc Reynolds. 

Committee of Ways and Means. —Messrs. Fillmore, 
Botts, Samson Mason, Wallace, T. F. Marshall, J: 
R. Ingersoll, J. W. Jones, Atherton, and Pickens. 

Committee of Claims — Messrs. Giddings, Cowen, 
Osborne, ‘Somlinson, Warren, Hebard, Arnold, 
Barke, and Medill. 

Commitiee on Commerce.—Messrs. J, P. Kennedy, 
Winthrop, Toland, Childs, Rayner, Benjamin 
Randall, S. J. Andrews, T. W. Williams, and 
Ferris. 

Committee on Pudiic Lands. —Messrs. Morrow, 
Casey, Traman Smith, Gentry, Bronson, How- 
ard, Brewster, Chapman, and Jacob Thompson. 

Committee on the Past Office and Post Reals.— 
Messrs. Briggs, Joseph L. Williams, Wm Russell, 
Brockway, Owsley, Hopkins, Andrew Kennedy, 
Jobn G. Floyd, and Plumer. 

Commiitee for the District of Columbia —M essers, 
Underwood, Summers, Alexander Randall, Powell, 
Richard W. Thompson, J, Campbell, Hunter, 
McKeon, and Dawson. 

Committee on ihe Judieisry.-—-Messrs. Barnerd. 
Tumbal, Pearee, Maxwell, Milton Brown, Gar- 


rett Davis, Charles. J.:Ingersoll, Roosevelt, and . 
Saunders. ne A 

Committee on Revolutionary Claims.—Méessrs. 
Hail, P. G. Goode, Triplett, Thos. J. Campbell, 
Maynard, Washington, James, Parmenter, and W: 
0. Goode. : 

Committee on Pule Expenditures.—Messrs. Linn, 
Hudson, Morgan, Van Rensselaer, James We - 
Russell, Mitchell, Mark A. Cooper, Clinten, and 
Littlefield. -< - ; wee 

Coihmtitee on Private Land Claims.—Messis. 
Moore, John Young, William C. Johnson, Cave 
Johnson, Birdseye, Payne, R. D. Davis, Cross, 
and Harris.. < po 

Committee on Manufactures.—-Messrs. Saltonstall, 
Tillinghast, Randolph, Slade, Hunt, Henry, 
Allen, Gilmer, and P. ©. Caldwell. 

Committee on Agriculture.—Messrs. Deberry, 
Ridgway, Simonton, Gustine, Doig, Shaw, John 
Edwards, Patridge, and Hastings. ` 

Committee. on Indian Affairs —Messrs. James 
Cooper, Chittenden, W. Butler, Rencher, Joseph 
L. White, Watterson, Weller, John’. C. Edwards, 
and Gwin. i ; 

Committee on Military Affairs.—Messrs. S:anly, 
Pendleton, Goggin, William B. Campbell, Stokely, 
Wm. O. Butler, Solers, Miller, and J T. Mason. 

Committee on the Militia —Messrs Keim, Coles, 
Ward, Boyd, Mark A. Cooper, Reding, Alfred 
Marshall, Sweney, and Snyder. 

Committee on Naval Affairs.—Messrs. Wise, 
Calhoun, Jobn C. Clark, Burnell, Fessenden, 
Rhett, Mallory, Clifford, and Wood. ` 

Committee on Foreign Affairs.—Messrs. John @. 
Adams, Cushing, Everett, Granger, Shepperd, A. 
H. H. Stuart, Caruthers, Meriwether, and Holmes, 

Committee on the Territories—Messrs. Pope, 
Christopher H. Williams, Gates, Isaac D, Jones, 
Green W. Caldwell, Hays, Dean, Charles A. 
Floyd, and Black. f 

Committee on Revolutionary Pensions.-—Messrs. 
Taliaferro, Fodney, Staley N. Clarke, Mathiot, 
L. W. Andrews, Babcock, Mathews, Fornance, 
and Wm. Smith. 

Committee on Invalid Pensions —Messrs. Morris, 
Aycrigg, Baker, Gordon, Stratton, Read, Doan, 
Sanford, and Augustus Young. 


Commitice on Roads and Canals.— Messrs. Me- 
Kennan, Lane, John B. Thompson, W. W. Ir- 
wn, Sprigg, Mattocks, Steenrod, Daniel, and — 
Riggs. 

Committee on Patents —Messrs. R. McClellan, 
Cranston, Gerry, Ramsey, and Arrington. 

Committee on Public Buildings and Gyrounds.— 
Messrs. Boardman, Ward, Cranston, Bowne, and. 
Sumter. an 

Committee on Revisal and Unfinished Business.— 
Messrs. Eastman, Beeson, C. A. Floyd, Jack, and 
Mattocks. 


Committee on Accounts.— Messrs. Marchand, 
Yorke, Cary, Staley N. Clarke, and Joseph Le 
Williams. 

Committee on Mileage.~-Messrs. Thomas W, 
Williams, John ©. Edwards, Westbrook, Egbert, 
and Black. 

The following committees of the fast session 
holl over for this: 

Committe: on the Expenditures in the State Depart- 
ment._-Me>srs, Van Buren, Hudson, Oliver, Brock- 
way, and one vacancy. ! 

Committee on the Expenditures in the Treasury Des 
pariment.— Messrs. A. Lawrence Foster, Samson 
Masen, Patridge, Isase D. Jones, and James Irvin. 

Committee on Expenditures in the War Depari- 
ment.—Messre. MeKay, Newkard, Gamble, Rey- 
nolds, and Birdseye. 

Committee on Expenditures in the Navy Depart» 
ment.— Messrs. Yorke, Simonton, Borden, Alexan. 
der H. H. Stuart, and Green. 

Commiilee on Expenditures in the Post Office De- 
pariment.— Messrs. Lowell, Morgan, Washington, 
Boyd, and Dane. 

Commiltee on Expenditures on the Public Build- 
ings —Messrs. Cave Johnson, Gates, Bidlack, 
| Stokely, and Houck. 


Joint COMMITTEE on THE LIBRARY. 


On the part of the. House.—Messrs. Tillinghast, 
| Aycrigg, and Sumier, f i 


On the part of the Senate, —Messrs. Woodbridge‘ 
Tappan, and Choate. : 
` E SELECT COMMITTEES. 
< On National Foundry —Messrs. Wm, ©, Jobn- 
son, Samson- Mason, 
Hont, Keim, Parmenter, andghave Johnson, 

On National Printing Office —Messrs. Wise, 
Everett, Samson Mason, Gentry, and Black. 

Mr. CHARLES BROWN presented the peti- 
tion of sixly hatters, of Philadelpbia, praying that 
the duty recently imposed on foreign furs be re: 
pealed: referred. to the Committee’ on Manufac- 
tures. 

ABOLITION. 
My, FILLMORE rose and said, as the standing 
committees had been appointed, and as this was a 
short session, he would move that the President's 
message be taken up for reference. 

Mr. ADAMS objected; the business in order be- 
ing his resolution to rescind the 21st rule, on 
which, for three previous days of the session, the 
House had refused to order the main question. 

Mr. FILLMORE urged the necessity of refer- 
ring the President’s message; and observed that the 
resolution of the gentleman from. Massachusetis 
would come up when the message was disposed of, 

Mr. ADAMS persisted in his objection. 

Mr. WM. COST JOHNSON said, if the reso- 
lution of the gentleman from Massachusetts was 
thus to obstruct the public business, he would move 
that it be laid upon the table. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNEON called for the yeas and 
nays; which being ordered, resulted—yeas 166, 
nays 102, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Landaf W, Andrews, Arrington, Atherton, 
Barton, Beeson, Bidlack, Black, Bowne, Boyd, Milton Brown, 
Charles Brown, Burke, William Butler, William O, Butler, 
Green W., Caldwell, Patrick ©. Caldwell, John Campbell, 
Wm. B.Campbell, Thomas J. Campbell, Caruthers, Cary, 
Casey, Clifford, Clinton, Mark A. Cooper, Cross, Daniel, Dean, 
Deberry, Doan, Eastman, John C. Edwards, Charles A. Floyd, 
Fornance, Gamble, Gerry, Gilmer, Goggin, Wm. O. Goore, 
Harris, Hastings, Hays, Holmes, Hopkins, Houck, Houston, 
Hubard, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jack, William Cost Johnson, Cave 
Johnson, John W. Jones, Isaac D. Jones. Keim, Abraham Mc- 
Clellan, McKay, Mallory, Marchand, Thomas T°, Marshall, 
Mathews, Medill, Meriwether, Miller, Mitchell, Moore, New- 
hard, Owsley, Payne, Pearce, Pickens, Piumer, Pope, Powell, 
Rayner, Reding, Rencher, Reynolds, Riggs, Rogers, Saunders, 
Shaw, Shepperd, William Smith, Snyder, Sollers, Sprigg, 
Steenrod, Summers, Sumter, -Bweney, Taliaferro, John B. 
Thompson, Jacob Thompson, Triplett, Turney, Van Buren, 
Ward, Warren, Washington, Watterson, Weller, Westbrook, 
Christopher L. Williams, Joseph L. Williams, Wise, and 
Wooil.—106. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Sherlock J. Andrews, Ar- 
nold, Aycrigg, Babcock, Baker, Barnard, Birdseye, Blair, 
Boardman, Borden, Botts, Brewster, Briggs, Brockway, Bron- 
son, Jeremiah Brown, Burnell, Calhonn, Chittenden, J. C. Clark, 
Sialey N. Clarke, James Cooper, Cowen, Cranston, Cravens, 
Cushing, Garrett Davis, R. D. Davis, Doig, John Edwards, 
Egbert, Everett, Ferris, Fessenden, Fillmore, John G. Floyd, 
A. Lawrence Foster, Gates, Giddings, Patrick G. Goode, Gor- 
don, Granger, Iall, Watsted, Henry iIoward, Hudson, Hunt, 
Joseph R. Ingersoll, James Irvin, WwW. w. Irwin, James, John 
P. Kennedy, Andrew Kennedy, Lane, Linn, Littlefield, Lowell, 
Robert McClellan, McKennan, McKeon, Alfred Marshall, 
Samson Mason, Mathiot, Mattocks, Maxwell, Maynard, Mor- 
gan, Morris, Morrow, Osborne, Parmenter, Patridge, Pendle- 
ton, Ramsey, Benjamin Randall, Read, Ridgway, Rodney, 
Roosevelt, Wm. Russell, James M. Russell, Salstonstall, 
Slade {Truman Smith, Stanly, Stokely, Stratton, Alexander 
H. H. Stuart, Richard W. Thompson, Thiicghast, Toland, 
Tomlioson, Trumbull, Van Rensselaer, Wallace, Joseph L. 
White, Winthrop, Yorke, and John Young—102. 


The resolution was, therefore, laid on the table. 
THE PRESIDENT'S MESSAGH-—THE EX- 
CHEQUER. 

Mr. FILLMORE submitted the motion which 
he had before intimated his desire to offer. Ii was 
in the following terms: 

Resolved, That so much of the President’s annual message 


and accompanying documents as relates to our intercourse - 


with foreign nations, be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. ü 

That so much thereof as relates to (he treasury and financial 
concerns of the Government, including the exchequer plan 
and the tariff, be referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. 

‘Phat so much thereof as relates to the warehousing system 
bo referred to the Committee on Commerce. i 

That so much thereof as relates to the army and military 
defences of the country, be referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

That so much thereof as relates to the public lands, be re- 
ferred to the Commitice on Public Lancs. j 

That somuch thereof as relates to the navy and maritime 
defences of the country, be referred to the Committee on Nayal 
Affairs. 

That so much thereof as relates to the Post. Office Depart- 
ment, be referred to the Committee onthe Post Office and Pust 
Roads. 

That go much thereof as relates to the reimbursing a fine im- 
posed on General Jackson at New Orleans, be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


King, Randolph, Mallory, 


pe 


Mr. PICKENS suggested to the gentleman from 
New. York the propriety. of amending his resolu- 
tion, so äs to move that the House go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Presidents message. 
A practice had grown up, which had subverted the 
old order of things; but he -hoped the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means would take 

. such steps as would bring the House back to the 
good old Republican castem of responding to the 
residents message. ; 

Mr. FILLMORE said the reason why he had 
not moved to go into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union on the President’s message 
was, because the experience of the last few years 
had shown that such a course was only to waste a 
large portion of the time of the session with a de- 
bate resulting in nothing. For two or three ses- 
sions, the President’s message was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union; 
and he believed at one of those sessions the mes- 
sage never came cut of the committee, and was not 
referred to the standing committees for their con- 
sideration. In consequence, at the last session the 
message was taken up in the House, and referred 
to the committees. The utility of that course 
was felt at that time, when they were commencing 
a long session; but the propriety of it, he thought, 
was much greater now, when they were com- 
mencing a sbort session. 

Mr. PICKENS said the experience of the House 
was directly against the motion of the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means. If they 
agreed toa motion to go into Committee of the 
Whole, the object would be a general discussion, 
which must take place on some question; and, if 
it tock place now, at an early period of the ses- 
sion, the House would be then prepared for efi- 
cient legislation. It was well known that hardly 
any business was ever done before the holydays; 
and, therefore, if the Presidents message were now 
referred to the Committee of the Whole, gentlemen 
could express their views in defence of, or reply 
tc, the tepies of the message; and the House would 
be then ready for business, Tiis course, it must 
be obvious, would expedite the public business. 
He thought this was the more appropriate mode, 
and that the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means would find its adoption the best policy. 

Mr. W. C. JOHNSON said, as this was to be a 
short session, it would be better to refer the differ- 
ent portions of the message to the committees; and 
those members of the House who desired to make 
speeches upon it would have time to mature their 
views, and the Ciscussion would then be interest- 
ing. If, however, there were any gentlemen that 
would rise cn that floor and say they were anx 
icus to go into a dissussion of the message gener. 
ally, be, for one, as far as his vote would go, would 
go against the previous question; but, if there was 
no gentieman anxious to go into such a discussion, 
he (Mr. Jounson) would vote for the propesition of 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, considering it the wisest courre to pursue, 
especially at a short session. 

Mr. CUSHING inquired if there was any, and 
what, disposition to be made of that partof the 

message respecting the proposed amendment of 
the laws relating to the Treasury Department. 

Mr. FILLMORE said there was, and that it wss 
proposed to refer that portion of the messzge to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. CUSHING said he should propose that 
that portion of the message be referred to the Com- 
miltee of the Whole on the state of the Union; and 
his reason was, that, by the rule: of the House, the 
bills of the last session were continued to this; and 
that amongst those bills, there was one on the eal- 
endar on this very subject. His anxious wish was 
—he did not know how far the House wowd par- 
ticipate wiih bim—that the House should reach 
this enbject as soon as possible, that the country 
right know whether there was any prospect of a 
favorable disocsition of it. The most expeditious 
and the fairest way was to take up the biH now on 
ihe calendar, at the earliest moment, and jn antici- 
nation of the ordinary bills cf the session from the 
Committee of Ways and Mears, and to associate 
therewith the portion of the President's message to 

i which he had alluded; and the House could then 
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proceed to the discussion and consideration of that 
question, in relation to which there was so much 
expectation throughout the country. 

"Phe SPEAKER put the question on the motion 
of the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Prox- 
ENs] to refer the message to the Committee of the 
Whole House; and it was negatived. 

The Clerk again read the propositions of the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
which it was suggested should be acted upon sepa- 
rately. 

When the motion for the reference of so much 
of the President’s message as related to the Treas- 
ury Department eame up in order, (the preceding 
proposition having been agreed to,) 

Mr. CUSHING renewed his motion for a divi- 
sion ‘of the resolution, so that the portion he had 
specified, and for the reasons he had given, might 
go to the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. FILLMORE said the motion of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts had been put upon a 
ground which was not tenable. He (Mr. Fitt- 
more) had no desire to throw any obstacles in the 
way, for, on the contrary, he regretted that the 
subject was not discussed at the last session. The 
bill, however, was now on the calendar as one of 
the orders of the day, and, therefore, it would be in 
order any day to move to go into committee on 
that bill. The reference of the message, as he pro- 
posed, would throw obstacles in the way of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts; for that bill 
was by no means the plan of the Exeeutive Depart- 
ment. This part of the President’s message then 
might be referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and the House might still go on with the 
consideration of the bill. : 


Mr. CUSHING said, if the plan of the gentle- 
man from New York, for the simultaneous con- 
sideration of the message and the bill by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means and the Committee of 
the Whole, were agreed to, and he (Mr. Cusuine) 
should move to-morrow to go into committee on 
the bill, he should be met with the ery of ‘Oh! 
wait; for this matter is in the hands of a-standing 
committee; wait until we get their report’? The 
gentleman’s course. was an ill: gical one. 

If they referred this subject toa standing com- 
mittee, notwithstanding the bill was before the 
House, they must expect to get something from 
that committee. But, suppose he was not encoun- 
tered with this objection, on moving to go into 
Committee of the Whole; in that committee 
he should be encountered with the objection 
that this matter was in the hands of a 
standing committee, and that that committee 
would give them a report which ought to be 
received and considered before this subject was 
disposed of; and there would thus be an impedi- 
ment to the despatch cf this bill.” But, for a fur- 
ther reason, what was the precise object of 
the genileman’s motion? There was in Com- 
mittee of the Whole a matured bill, which 
hed been before the House and the country 
for neatly a year; but the gentleman from 
New York said that was not the identical plan of 
the Executive, nor the precise scheme recommended 
by the Presidents message. Now, itwas imma- 
terial whether there was more or less difference; 
it was a bill reported by a committee, to whom a 
similar recommendation was submitted; and ke 
urged upon the House to follow out that course. 
The House, at the last session, referred this mat- 
ter toa committee of the friends of the measure, and 
they deliberated and reported this bill to the House; 
and now, what was it the gentleman from New 
York proposed? Did he propose to refer it toa 
committee of the friends of the measure? If he 
were proposing to refer it to a committee of the 
friends of the measuye, he wauld be performing a 
werk of superercgation, for they had before them 
the ideas of sucha committee. What, then, was 
the object of the gentleman? Wasit to refer it to 
lis enemies that it might be crushed and damned? 
Was that the gentleman’s object? Ifit were, he 
(Mr. Cusnixa) submitted that the course proposed 
was not a jusi or a fair one; it was against the 
rules of all fair proceedings, as laid down in the 
books on parliamentary law; and he therefore ad- 
hered to his original views, and toa course which 


was both straightforward and equitable. He hoped 
-the House would refer this portion of the message 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, that:they might proceed to its consideration 
© with the bill now in the committee. : 

-> Mr. PICKENS was disposed to favor the motion 
~ of. the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Cusu- 

1NG,}] ashe wished to give the Administration a fair 
hearing before the country on this great measure, 
upon which they had staked themselves. He. was 
willing that the reference should be. made to the 
Committee of the Whole, where a. full discussion 
might be had upon its merits. He thought it due 
to the President, and but an-act of fairness and 
justice. He was opposed to its going to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, although he was a 
member of that committee; not because they were 
its enemies, (as the gentleman from Massachusetts 
had said,) for of that he knew nothing; but be- 
cause he desired the friends of the President, who 
were here in a minority, to have ample scope for a 
fair appeal to the country upon a measure to which, 
as he understood it now, be (Mr. P.) was utterly 
opposed. He did not know what shape it would 
assume; but he could not go for the principles of a 
measure which looked to making Government pa- 
_ per, as a permanent system, for cirenlation. 
Mr. EVERETT was very desirous that the plan 
of the Executive should have a fair examination. 
~ It had been referred to a committee of its friends, 
and they damned it; and he now wished it to be 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and he should have no objection that they be in- 
> structed to report the bill of the Executive, that a 
direct vote might be taken upon it. 

Mr. CHARLES J. INGERSOLL, after a few 
remarks, which were inaudible at the reporter’s 
desk, observed that he wished to give this measure 
the direction which its friends preferred; but he first 
desired to know from the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, (Mr. Cusnina,] whether there was any 
difference between the bill reported by the select 
committee at the last session, and the plan reported 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, and recom- 
mended by the President; and, if so, in what the 
difference consisted. 

Mr. CUSHING said that that was one of those 
questions which could not be answered by yes or 
ne; it must be answered by a statement cf facts; 
and, if the House would permit him, he would 
make such an explanation as he doubted not would 
be satisfactory to the gentleman. 


Mr. INGERSOLL wished to know whether the 
plans were the same in principle. 

Mr. CUSHING said that he would be glad to 
answer that question, if the House would permit 
him. No objection being mace, Mr. C. went on 
to say, that the bill recommended by the President, 
and the one feported by the select committee, were 
` substantially the same in proposing a certain plan 

of finance. They differed, however, in two points; 

and these were in regard to the proportion the bills 
to be issued are to bear to the specie on band, and 
in regard to exchanges. The bill of the House 
allowed the issue only of notes, dollar for dollar of 
specie on hand; while the plan of the Secretary of 
the Treasury allowed the issue of three doliars of 
notes for every dollar of specie, Again: the bill 
of the select committee excluded all dealings in 
exchange, execpt such as might be ordered by the 

Secretary of the Treasury, for the purposes of the 

Government; while the Treasury plan proposed to 

authorize the dealing in exchanges. 

Mr. BOTTS called Mr. ©. to order, on the 
ground that he was going into the merits of the 
question. 

The CHAIR decided that the gentleman from 
‘Massachusetts had been permitted, by the general 
consent of the House, to make an explanation in 
detail; and that, therefore, he had a right to go on. 

Mr. CUSHING observed that he had explained 
what the two material differences were in the two 
exchequer bills; and he would only add that there 

= were a few other differences, which were questiers 

merely of machinery, details, &e. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL expressed his thanks to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts for giving him 
all the explanation he desired. He wonld then say 
that he would vote for the reference to the Com- 
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mittee of. Ways and Means of the Présidents pro- 
ject, as he was decidedly and immovably opposed 
to it; but he had no objection to the reference. of 
the bill of the select committee to the Committee 
of the Whole House, because he believed that 
something might be made of it. He was opposed 
to it for another reason: he was opposed to any 
treasury plen that originated with the Executive; 


` for he thought it bigh time that this House should 


resume the right, of which it had divested itself, of 
beginning such matters here. oe 

Mr, EVERETT moved to amend the motion of 
the gentleman from New York, so as to commit 
the subject te the Committee of Ways and Means, 
with instructions to report a-bill in strict conformity 
with the plan of finance presented by the Secretary 
of the Treasury at the last session, and recom- 
mended by the President; and also that the com- 
mittee report. their opinion whether said bill ought 
to pass. 

Mr. HOLMES expressed his astonishment that, 
on ameasure which, of all others, required the 
most mature deliberation—a measure which was 
proposed for remedying all the evils which have 
afflicted the country, and a measure which, if it 
should ever come up for discussion, would draw to 
it all the financial ability and the acumen of the 
greatest minds in the House—a proposition should 
be made, by way of instructions, which was to 
decide it at once. He was decidedly opposed to 
the motion, as, in principle, it violated all the es- 
tablished practices of the House. He wished a de- 
cision on this important subject to be made after 
a free and ample discussion, and not in advance, 
by giving instructions to a committee. 

Mr. W.C. JOHNSON preferred a reference to 
the Committee of the Whole, for the simple reason 
that the bill and message should go to the same 
committee. 
Committee of the Whole, it would be then in the 
power of the gentleman from Vermont to move to 
refer the plan of the Select Commiltee to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole; and thus the two plans could 
be under discussion at the same time, and the one 
selected that might be found to be the most de- 
sirable. 

In regard to the exchequer scheme, he thought 
there should be some decision on it, one way or 
other, before the close of the session. 


Mr. CUSHING here modified his motion, so as 
to strike out the second resolution of Mr. Fiku- 
more, and insert his amendment as a substitute. 

Mr. EVERETT then observed that it would 
then be in order for him to move to amend the 
original resolution before it was stricken out, and 
he therefore offered his amendment at this time. 

Mr. WISE observed that the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Vermont struck him as a singular 
mole of offering an amendment. At the very 
moment, said Mr. W., we are for referring 
the matter to a committee, for the purpose of 
considering and reporting which plan of finance is 
the best, the gentleman from Vermont was for de- 
ciding iLat once, by instructing the Committee of 
Ways and Means to take one particular plan, and 
no other. Instead of deliberating on this important 
question, the gentleman proposed that they should 
dispense with deliberation; and yet, forsooth, he 
did not propose to offer any opinion on the 
subject. It be wanted to make experiments 
on this body, why not put it at once into the 
receiver, as proposed by bis friend from Massa- 
chusett? fhe gentleman could best accomplish 
his objects by concurring in the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, and going into a dis- 
cussion of che subject in Committee cf the Whole. 
Gentlemen seemed to have waked up, all at once, 
to the exchequer bill. his time twelve months 
ago, the President recommended the excheq icr 
plan; and it was (patliamentary law being, in thet 
instance, observed) referred to a committee of its 
friends, under the vain hope that they never would 
be able to agree- upon a report. A report, how- 
ever—and an elaborate one, toc—was made; and 
from that time to this, no farther action bad been 
had onit. We do not (said Mr. W.) ask you to 
adopt the plan of the select committec; but we do 
say that itisjust as good a nucleus—just as good 
a foundation to build on—as any that could be pro- 


If the reference should be made to the | 


posed, unless gentlemen wished to mature a plan 
out of the House, instead of in the House. He 
cared not, personally, how this subject was disposed 
of; but he submitted to the House that-the views 
presented by the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
urging. the justice,and propriety of considering in 
Committee of the Whole the report of the select . 
committee of the last session, was the most condu- 
cive to the despatch of business, f “ , 

Mr. EVERETT remarked that the gentleman” 
seemed to suppose that there was danger lest the 
Committee of Ways and Means should form a 
bill out of the House. -He had ne apprehension 
of any such danger. The only plan that would 
be reported, would be that of the Executive. He 
thought that the Executive had not been fairly 
dealt by, and had reason to complain. Therefore . 
he wished the plan cr exchequer system of the 
President to be brought ‘before the House for its 
action. ; F 

Mr. W. COST JOHNSON suggested that, if- it 
was the objectof the gentleman from- Vermont 
(Mr: Evergrr] to bring the House to a test at 
once, he had better modify his proposition, by 
moving to insiruct the Committee of the Whole, 
insteac of the Committee of Ways and Means. 
The committee might report the bill; and if there 
was a majority for it, in oue hour it might be 
passed, Yet he (Mr. J.) was not anxious to force 
others to a decision at once. He had not himself 
examined the plans and reports, except that of the’ 
Seeretary of the Treasury, for which he might be 
inclined to give his vote, i€ for either’ 

After some conversation between Messrs. EV- 
ERETT and JOHNSON, i 

Mr. PICKENS inquired whether he was to un- 
derstand the gentleman from Vermont as moving 
to instruct the committee to report the bill prepared 
by the select committee of last session, or that by 
the Secretary cf the Treasury. 

Mr. EVERETT said that he meant the biil of 
the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. PICKENS remarked that, if so, by voting 
for the instructions proposed by the gentleman 
from Vermont, [Mr. Everert,] be should be con- 
strued as having committed himself in favor of 
the measure. (Cries of No.) Gentlemen might 
think otherwise; but such he imagined would be 
the inference from the House journals twenty 
years hence. 


Tbe SPEAKER suggested that there was no in- 
stance of the Committee of the Whole having been 
instructed to report a particular bill. It was the 
custom of the Committee of the Whole to report 
bills which had previously come from the standing 
or select committees of the House. 

Mr. McKENNAN rose to appesl to the gentle- 
man from Vermont [Mr. Evererr] to withdraw 
his amendment to the resolution of reference. He 
saw no good that could be answered by such posi- 
tive instructions to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. That committee would have the whole 
subject before them, and he thought their hands 
should not be bound. He was in favor of giving 
them an onportunity to makea ieport. 

Mr. J.G. FLOYD, afier an inquiry as to the 
question before the Hfouse, proceeded to say that, 
as he understocd the parliamentary rule, it was 
customary that propositions from the Executive 
shou'd be referred to committees friefdly to their 
adoption. Indeed, this was the only practicable 
method of legislation. Now, this was a proposi- 
tion torefer the recommendations contained in the 
messege of the President to the Committee of Ways 
and Means—a committee whieh was well under- 
stood to be unfavorable to their adoption. He was 
opposed to this course; neither did he think it just 
to instruct the committee to report the identical 
measure formerly recommended by the President. 
The more proper course was, to refer that part of the 
messige relating to the exchequer plan to a com- 
mittee of its friends, who would give it the fairest 
consideration, and bring out every argument in its 
favor. 

He would refer the House to a passage in the 
speech of a former distinguished member, which 
contained, as he conceived, tie proper doctrine. 
This speech was made by the How. John Sell, at 
the commencement of the first session of ‘the 26th 


44 


Congress, and was in reply to the remarks of the 
gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Pickens] iù 
relation to the appointment of committees, The 
-ground taken was, that the Executive should have 
proper committees te report upon. its recommen- 
dations. [Ee here read the passage alluded to.] 
It had thus seemed to the distinguished member 
from Tennessee (Mr, Bell] that there were certain 
committees which came more in’ contact with the 
Executive than others; and these committees should 
be constituted of a majority of its friends. It was 
not for him to: inquire how far the present incum- 
bent of the chair had conformed to this idea of Mr. 
Bell, of appointing committees with.a view to their 
co-operation with the Executive. He had only de- 
signed to cite this authority, and efer to the former 
practice of the House. With these views, he 
should vote against the preposition to refer to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and in favor of 
that to refer to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. EVERETT rose, and withdrew his motion 
to refer to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
with instructions to report the exchequer bill pre- 
pared by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL here. called for a di- 
vision of the question of striking out the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means, as proposed by Mr. FILL- 
MORE, and inserting the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, as proposed by Mr. 
Cousning; so as to take the vote first on striking 
out, and then upon inserting. 

The SPEAKER, however, subsequently decided 
that, according to the 48th role of the House, a mo- 
tion to strike out and insert was indivisible. 

Mr. TILLINGHAST ssid he would make an 
explanation as to the vote he shou'd give on the 
present cecasion, which, he had no doubt, would 
apply to others as well as himself. It was true, 
that itwas parliamentary to refer executive propo- 
sitions to their friends; bat this rule did not here 
apply. Tne reason of the rule was to prevent the 
suppression of important measures, by referring 
them to inimical committees. In the present case, 
the measure had already been referred to a com- 
mittee of its friends, and a bill reported. He could 
not say how he should vote upon the measure— 
whether for or against it: that would depend upon 
the details which it might contain. Ele thought it 
best to submit it to as much examination as possi- 
ble, both for and against it. 

Mr. CUSHING inquired whether the genile- 
man contemplated that the House shoul! wait une 
til the Commitee of Ways and Means bad made 

- a report before it proceeded to take setion upon the 
subjects recommended in the message of ihe Presi- 
dent. 

Mr. TILLINGEAST ssid, No. The House 
might go on and discuss the measare; but might be 
relieved by the report, which would come in du- 
ring the discussion. It was a matter of vast im- 
portance to the country, and he saw no objection 
to having it examined by men beth ia favor of, 
and opposed to, its adeption. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Cusuina’s 
motion to strike out “he Committee of Ways ard 
Means,” and insert “the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union,” as ibe committee whose 
duty it shoald be to consider the portion of tte 
message relating to a re-organization of the Treas- 
ury Department, and the establishment of an ex- 
chequer system. "Phe House refused to strike out 
and insert—ycas 100, nays 105, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Arrington, Atherton, Barton, Beeson, Black, 
Bowne, Brewster, Charles Brown, Burke, Wiliam Buter, Wil- 
lam O. Butler, Green W. Caldwell, Pe K C. Cabiwell, John 
Campbell, Cary, Chapman, Chfford, Clinton. Mark A. Cooper, 
Cushing, Daniel, Richard D. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Doan, Doig, 
Eastman, John C, Edwards, Egbert, Ferris, John G. Floyd, ©. 
A. Floyd, Fornance, Gerry, Gilmer, Goggin, Patrick G. Goode, 
Wiliam O, Goode, Gordon, Gustine, Harris, Hastings, Hay 
Hopkins, Houck. Houston, Hubard, Hudson, Unnter, Char! 
J. tagersoll, W. W. Irwin, Jack, W. C. 1, C. Tohuso 
John W. Jones, Keim, Andrew Kennec weiield, Lowe 


Abraham McClellan, Rober ellan, M Kay, McKeon, 
lory, Marchand, Alfred rsnall, Mathews, Mitchell, Mortis 


Newhard, Parmenter, Patridge, Payne, Pickens, Plumer, Pope. 


Read, Rencher, Reynolds, Riggs, Rogers, Roosevelt, Sanford, 
Saunders, Shaw, Wiliam Smith, Sayder, Sprigg, Steenrod, 
Sumter, Sweney, Jacob Thompson, Van Buren, Ward, Wat- 
ey Westbrook, Christopher H. Williams, Wise, and Wood 

NAYS —Messrs. Adams, Allen, Landaf W., Andrews, Sher- 
tock J. Andrews, Arnold, Ayerigg, Babcock, Baker, Barnard, 
Birdseye, Blair, Boardman, Borden, Bouts, Boyd, Briggs, 
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Brockway, Bronson, Milton Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Burnell, 


Calhoun, William B. Campbell, Thomas J. Campbell, 
Caruthers, Casey, John C. Clark, Staley N, Clarke, James 
Cooper, Cowen, Cranston, Garrett Davis, Deberry, Jobn 
Edwards, Everett, Fessenden, Fillmore, A. Lawrence Fos- 
ter, Gamble, Gates, Giddings, Granger, Hall, Ralsted, Henry, 
Howard, Hunt, Joseph R., Ingersoll, James. Irvin, James, 
Isaac D. Jones, John P. Kennedy, Lane, Linn, McKennan, 
Thomas F. Marshall, Samson Mason, Mathiot, Mattocks, Max- 
well, Maynard, Meriwether, Moore, Morgan, Morrow, Osborne, 
Owsley, Pearce, Pentileton, Powell, Ramsey, Benjamin Ran- 
dall, Rayner, Ridgway, Rodney, William Russell, James M. 
Russell, Saltonstall, Shepperd, Slade, Truman Smith, Stanly, 
Stokely, Stratton, Alexander H. H. Stuart, Summers, John B. 
Thompson, Richard W. Thompson, Tillinghast; Tomlinson, 
Triplett, Trumbull, Turney, Underwood, Van Rensselaer, Wal- 
Jace, Warren, Washington, Joseph L. White, Joseph L. Wil. 
liams, Winthrop, Yorke, Augustus Young, and John Young 
—105. 

The remaining resolutions of reference (except 
the last) were adopted nem. con. 

Mr. W. W. IRWIN moved to refer so much of 
the message as relates to the remission of General 
Jackson’s fine, to a select committee, instead of the 
Committee on the Judiciary, as proposed by Mr. 
Fitimore's resolution. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON proposed an amend- 
ment, instructing the committee to report abill. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL suggested that a bill 
had already been reported at the last session, and 
now remained on the calendar. 

Mr. IRWIN modified his motion so as to pro- 
pose the reference of the subject to the Committee 
of the Whole House, which now had charge of the 
bill reported for the remission of the fine. 

Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL said he should like to 
have the motion amended. He moved that the 
committee be instructed to act without delay. 
{Laughter.] 

The question reenrring on the motion to refer 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union— 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON called for the yeas and 
nays; which were taken, and resulted—yeas 97, 
nays 103, as follows: 


YEAS—Mesars, Arrington, Atherton, Beeson, Bidlack, Black, 
Bowne, Boyd, Brewster, Milton Brown, Charles Brown, Burke, 
William O. Butler, Green W. Caldwell, Patrik C. Caldwell, 
John Campbell, Thomas J. Campbell, Casey, Chapman, Clif- 
ford, Clinton, Mark A. Cooper, Cross, Cushing, Daniel, R. D. 
Davis, Dean, Doan, Doig, Eastman, John C. Edwards, Egbert, 
Ferris, John G. Floyd, Charies A. Floyd, Fornance, Gerry, 
Gilmer, Patrick G. Goode, Wiiliam O. Goode, Gordon, Gus. 
tine, Harris, Jfastings, Hays, Holmes, Hopkins, Houck, Hous- 
ton, Hubard, Hunter, Charles J. Ingersotl, William W. Irwin, 
William Cost Johnson, Cave Johnson, John W. Jones, Keim, 
Andrew Kennedy, Littefield, Lowell, Abraham McClellan, 
McKay, McKeon, Mallory, Marchand, Alfred Marshall, Medill, 
Moore, Newhard, Parmenter, Patridge, Payne, Pickens, Piu- 
mer, Ramsey, Read, Reding, Rencher, Reynolds, Rhett, 
Riggs, Rogers, Roosevelt, Sanford, Saunders, Shaw, William 
Smith, Snyder, Sprigz, Steenrod, Sumter, Jacob Thompson, 
Turney, Ward, Watterson, Weller, Westbrook, Wise, and 
Wood—97. 

NAYS—Mesers, Adams, Landaf W. Andrews, Sherlock J. 
Andrews, Arnold, Aycrigg, Babcock, Baker, Barnard, Barton, 
Birdseye, Blair, Boardman, Borden, Botts, Briggs, Brockway, 
Bronaon, Jeremiah Brown, Burnell, William Butler, Calhoun, 
Chittenden, John €C. Clark, Staley N. Clarke, James Cooper, 
Cowen, Cransion, Cravens, Garrett Davis, Deberry, Everett, 
Fessenden, Pilinore, A. Lawrence Foster, Gamble, Gates, 
Giddings, Goggin, Granger, Hall, -Halsted, Henry, Howard, 
Tudon, Hunt, James Irvin, James. Isaac D. Jones, John P. 
Kennedy, Lane, Linn, McKennan, Thomas i, Marshall, Sam- 
son Mason, Mathiot. Ma'tocks, Maxwell, Maynard, Meriwether, 
Mitchell, Morgan, Morts, Morrow, Osborne, Owsley, Pearce, 
Pendieton, Pope, Powell, Benjamin Randall, Rayner, Ridgway, 
Rodney, Wm. Russell, J. M. Russell, Saltonstall, Shepperd, 
Slade, Truman Smith, Stanly, Stokely, Stratton, Alexander H. 
Ti. Stuart, John T. Stuart, Summers, Taliaferro, J. B. Thomp- 
son, Richard W. Thompson, Tillinghast, Toland, Tomlinson, 
Triplett, Trumbull, Underwood, Van Renssclacr, Wallace, 
Warren, Washington, Joseph L. White, Christopher H. Wil- 
liams. Joseph L. Williams, Winthrop, Yorke, Augustus Young, 
aad Juhn Young—103, 


So the House refused to refer to the Committee 
of the Whole; and Mr. Fintmore’s last resolution, 
referring the subject to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, was adopted. 

Mr. READ asked leave to offer a series of reso- 
lutions, but withdeew them upon objection being 
made to their consideration. 

Pir, W. W.IRWIN offered the following reso- 
lation: ; 


Resolved, That so much of the Presidenta message as re- 
lates to the continuance of the improvements of the navigation 


ished works, be referred to ‘he Committee of Ways and 


Western waters, to the Committee on Roads and Canals; and to 
new improvements in lake and other harbors, to ths Committee 
on Commerce. 


Mr. R. W. THOMPSON moved lo strike out 


“Roads and Canals,” aud insert “a select come 
mittee.” 


Western waters and the lake harbors, so far as relatesto i 


far as the same may relate to new works on the ` 


Mr. SPRIGG offered an amendment, (the pur- 
port of which could not be definitely gathered,) and 
briefly explained its object. 

Mr. PICKENS observed that the amendment 
of. the gentleman from Kentucky was too compli- 
cated to be appended to the motion of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Inwiv.]. He would 
therefore suggest that the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky should withdraw it, or move that it be laid 
upon the table until it cou!d be printed. It seemed, 
however, to him, (Mr. P.,) that if the gentleman 
wished to get the information, he had better direct 
his amendment as a’ resolution to the heads of de- 
partments, from whom the. information could be 
obtained more expeditiously. 


Mr. WISE said the amendment embraced a 
subject foreign to the original proposition, and 
therefore was not in order. 


Mr. W. W. IRWIN made some observations 
on the propriety of referring this whole subject to 
the Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. R. W. THOMPSON regretted to see a 
proposition so interesting to his State embarrassed 
and encumbered with such an amendment; and he 
predicted that the session would pass away before 
its object could be accomplished, if the design of 
its mover should prevail. There was much in the 
amendment about which he should like to hear all 
that could be said; but to append it to the motion 
before the House, would only create embarrass- 
ment. He, therefore, hoped the gentleman would 
withdraw his proposition. He (Mr. T.) then 
moved the reference of the subjects embraced in 
the original motion to a select commitlee, to be 
composed of gentlemen from the several portions 
of the Union immediately interested in it, that 
there might be obtained an expression of opinion 
from Western and Southwestern gentlemen. 


Mr. FILLMORE explained, and justified the 
reference to the three enumerated standing com- 
mittees. 


Mr. W. W. IRWIN accordingly agreed so to 
modify bis resolution. 

Mr. SPRIGG explained. * 

Mr. HOLMES said, whatever diversity of 
opinion there might exist in that House as te the 
propriety or impropriety of improving the several 
points of the country by Federal money, there 
could be no difference of opinion on this point-— 
that it was better to preserve the country before 
they improved it. From the President’s message, 
they learned that there was a deficiency of ten mil- 
lions of doliare in the treasury; and, therefore, it 
should first occupy their attention how they were 
to provide, and whether they could provide enough 
to carry on their great sysiem. Bat, with this de- 
ficit in the treasury before them, gentlemen were 
starting their projects of improvements in the har- 
bors and the Western waters, without once considera 
ing whether they could exist as a Unicn—not for 
want of sentiment to rally around the Union, butfor 
want of aliment to sustain it. Considering the 
present position of the treasury, and the deficiency 
of ways and means, he moved to lay the resolu- 
tion and all the amendments on the table. 


The yeas and nays were called for, but not or- 
dered; and the motion to lay on the table was 
negatived. 


The moticn of the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Tucmpson] to refer the subject to a select 
committee was also negatived. 

Mr. SPRIGG withdrew his amendment; and, 
after d few words from Mr. R. W. THOMPSON, 
Mr. PICKENS, and Mr. McK ENNAN, 

Mr. Irwin's resolation was agreed to. 

The House then adjourned. 

Ia addition to the members already announced 
as none the following appeared in their places 
to-day: - 

Messrs. Lanparr W. Anprews, E. J. Bracs, 
Georce B. Cary, (erronecusly stated to have been 
present on the first day of the session,) CARUTHERS, 
Jonn CameBELL, W.. B. CAMPRELL, I D. JoNES, 
Lane, T. F. Marcwart, Jenn Pope, J. T. STUART, 
Davi Wattace, Jons Youne, Parme TRIPLET, 
and A, C. Doper, delegate, 


rs 
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IN SENATE. 

_..... Toxspay, December 13, 1842. 

My. Conran, of “Louisiana; Mr. Croats, of 
Massachusetts; and Mr. McRozerrs, ol Jllincis, 
appeared in their seats to-day. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate the petition: of Benjamin Franklin, praying for 


a naval pension: referred to the Committee on Na-. 


val Affairs. f Dotti 

Also laid. before the Senate a communication 
from Charles F. Mayer of Baltimore, covering a 
copy of the proceedirgs of a meéeting held in that 
city, of the claimants for indemnity for spoliations 
committed by the French prior to 1800; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Also laid before the Senate a communication 
from. the Navy Department, in compliance with 
the joint resolution of Congress of 29th May, 
1830, enclosing a letter from the Commissioner of 
Pensions, containing a list of the names of perzons 
who have applied for relief under the naval pen- 
sion laws, and whose claims were rejected, and the 
reasons for rejeeting the same; which was, on mo- 
tion of Mr. BAYARD, ordered to be printed. 

Also, laid before the Senate a communication 
from Alexander. Vattemare, in relation to certain 
documents printed by order of the Chamber of 
Peers of France, and by them ordered to be trans- 


;¿ mitted to the Senate of the United States. 
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, the Commitlee on Commerce. 


-On motion of Mr. WOODBURY, referred to the 
Commitee on the Library, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. ARCHER presented a memorial from the 
Board of Common Council of the city of Alex- 
andria, praying certain amendments to their char- 
ter; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Distriet of Columbia. 

On motion of Mr. KERR, it was 

Ordered, That the papers of Francis Cazeau be taken fiom 
the files of the Senate, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a memorial from the 
Chamber of Commerce of the city of New York, 
praying Congress to pass a law adopting the ware- 
housing system asa partof the revenue system, 
Mr. W. remarked that the memorial, coming from 
practical merchants, no doubt contained many 
suggestions which might be valuable to Congress 
in its action upon this subject; he therefore moved 
that it be printed, and referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON hoped the Senator from 
New York would withdraw the motion for refer- 
ence for the present. The warehousing system 
Was a subject of great importance, and, primarily, 
was a subject of commercial policy, and not of 
finance; and should therefore, when referred, go to 
He hoped the Sen- 
ator would let the matier be printed, and leave 
the question of reference for future consideration. 

Mr. WRIGHT had no objection to the course 
suggested; and the question of reference was post- 
poned until after the document shall have been 
printed. 


BOARD OF EXCHEQUER. 

Mr. TALLMADGE, cegreeably to notice, and 
on leave, introduced a bill amendatory of the sev- 
eral acts establishing the Treasury Department; 
which was read twice, and ordered to be printed; 


č and, 


On the further motion of Mr. T., who said the 
bill was precisely of the same character a3 that in- 
troduced by him at the last session, it was posi- 
poned till Tuesday two weeks, and made the spe- 
cial order for thatday. 

THE PRESIDENT'S MESSAGE. 

The President’s message was then taken up, and 
referred as follows: 

On motion by Mr. EVANS, so much as rela’ed 


“to finance was referred to the Committee on Fi- 


nance. : 

On motion by Mr. ARCHER, so much as re- 
lated to foreign affairs to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Oa motion by Mr. LUNN, so much as related to 
improvements in the Western waters to the’ Com- 


“mittee on Roads and Canals. 


On motion by Mr. HUNTINGTON, so much 


as rela‘ed to commerce and navigation to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. = t PE 
On motion by Mr. SMITH of Indiana, so much 


as related to the public- domain to the ‘Committee 


on Publie Lands. 7 x 

On motion by Mr. BAYARD, so. much -as re- 
lated to nayal affairs to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, 


On motion by Mr. CRITTENDEN, so much 


as related to military affairs to the Committee on 
Military Affairs; and . 

On motion by Mr. WHITE, so much as related 
to Indian affairs io the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. 

Mr. BAYARD presented a petition from Com- 
mander Charles Ridgely, praying that certain al- 
lowances may be made to him in the settlement of 
his accounts in the Navy Department; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Messrs. EVANS, LINN, GRAHAM,CHOATE, 
FULTON, and KING, severally gave notice that 
tbey would, on to-mcrrow, ask leave to iatroduce 
certain bills, 

Mr. CONRAD presented a memorial from Eliza- 


beth Lawson, only child and heir of the Jate Gen. | 


E. W. Ripley, praying the payment of the amount 
of a certain verdict obtained against the United 
States by her father: referred to the Committee on 
Claims. i 

Mr. TAPPAN presented a memorial from citi- 
zens of Washington county, Pennsylvania, pray- 
ing the establishing of a post-ronte from Wash- 
ington, Pennsylvania, to Steubenville, Ohio: refer- 
red to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 


~o BILLS INTRODUCED ON LEAVE. 

Mr. GRAHAM, agreeably to notice, and on 
leave, introduced a bill for the relief of Stalker & 
Hill; which was read twice, and referred to the 
Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. PORTER, agreeably to notice, and on 
leave, introduced a bill relating to the offices of 
surveyors general of the States of Ohio, Indiana, 
and Michigan; which was read twice, and referred 
to the Commitee on Public Lands. 

Mr. GRAHAM, agreeably to notice, and on 
leave, introduced the following joiat resolution; 
which was read, and laid over for the present, 
viz: 


Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representatives 
concurring,) That the following be added to the joint rules of 
the two Houses: 

Whenever a claim against the United States, of any descrip- 
tion, bas been, or shall be, presented to either House, and re- 
ferred tv a committee, and such committee shall have made a 
report in writing against the allowance of the claim, and the 
same shall have been concurred in by such Iouse. itshall not 
he in order to revive the consideration of such claim in that 
House, at the same or any future session of Congress, either by 
bill, resolution, petition, or otherwise; except upon a memorial 
of the claimant. first seting forth, upon affidavit, that he has 
discovered new evidence in support of bis claim since the de- 
cision against. it, and a statement of the substance ofsuch evi- 
dence; or, second, assigning specific errors in the report of the 
committee adverse to it, and a certificate of a member of that 
House that he believes that the former decision was erroneous 
as charged in said memorial: Provided, That an order dis- 


charging a committee from the further consideration of a claim, | 


shall in nowise require compliance with the rule. 
BANKRUPT LAW. 


The resolution introduced some days ago by Mr. 
TALLMADGE, instructing the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary to inquire into the propriety of calling on 
the Secretary of State to clicit from the Judiciary 
department, end report to Congress at its next ses- 
sion, ali the information that might be obtained as 
to the operation of the bankrupt act, came up in 
its order; when 

Mr. KING said it appeared to him that, if they 
were to wait for the information called for by this 
resolution, the whole session would probably be 
consumed before they could act upon the subject 
of the repeal of that Jaw. A very great delay in 
procuring the information sought for would be in- 
evitable; and the matter would necessarily go over 
to the nex! session of Congress. He asked if it 
was the design of the honorable Senator to give the 


waatier the go-by, in this manner, until the next | 
session? Such, in his (Mr. Kixe’s) opinion, would | 


be the effect of the adoption of this resolution; and 
he could not, therefore, vote for it in its present 
form. 


Mr. TALLMADGE said, in presenting the res- 


olution, be had designed it as a resolution of ingui- 
ty, for information to be laid before the Judiciary 
Committee at the next session. That was ‘the 
original form of the resolution; but, at the sugges- 
tion of some honorable gentlemen, that the -infor- 
mation had better be obtained as speedily. as possi- 


` ble, he had modified ‘it in accordance with thase 


suggestions. He did not anticipate any such delay. 
as the honorable Senator from Alabama seemed to - 
apprehend. He thought it was very imporiant that 
the information should be obtained. . If the Senate, 
however, should consider it desirable to proceed 
without it, it would be equally in their power to do 
so as if the resolution bad not been passed. He 
hoped, therefore, that there would be no objection 
to its adoption. _ y i 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said there was one partie- 
ular in the resolution which appeared to him some- 
what objectionable, inasmuch as it would lead toa 
very voluminous report, as it required from the 
Secretary of State a report of all the- peints which 
have been decided by the courts under the late 
bankrupt act. ‘Phat seemed to him to be a 
matter for the employment of lawyers, rather 
than for the consideration of the Senate. The 
report would be a very costly one, and a very 
useless one, as far as the public were cone - 
cerned. He considered, nevertheless, it was im- 
portant that they should possess the information 
called for by the resolution, whether the law were 
repealed at this session or not; and he would there- 
fore vote for the reso'ution, indulging, at the same 
time, the anticipation that the law would be re- 
pealed; for he was well convinced thatthe publie ` 
Opinion was against it especially in his own State. 
There had been strong indications in that State 
that the public opinion was against it. As for 
himself, he had supposed thata temporary bank- 
rupt law was better suited to the condition of the 
country than a permanent system, and had conse- 
quently preferred originally a bill limited in point 
of duration, This bill had bad a limited duration, 
and it had accomplished, in his opinion, the pur- 
poses of humanity. He desired to be informed 
what number had been relieved by it. That there .. 
had been abuses, he had no doubt, as must be the 
case in the operation of all human laws. This being 
the case, and opinion prevailing very much against 
the law, he should feel himself constrained to vote 
for its repeal. Yet he was perfectly willing to vote 
for this resolution, provided it were amended go as 
to prevent the necessity for precuring a voluminous 
reportof the various points argued and determined 
under the operation of the law. ss M 

Mr. TALLMADGE said the resolution did not 
cali for arguments of the court, or details of opin- 
jon on the various points decided; but simply the 
points themselves, The law officers, no doubt, 
would give these in the most concise form. He 
had inserted in the resolution the words “points 
decided; and, in doing so, he meant to have ex- | 
cluded opinions and decisions in detail. He would 
not then detain the Senate in any discussion as to 
whether the law had fulfilled its humane objects, 
or as to whether public opinion was in favor of 
its repeal; but when the subject again came up for 
consideration, he would show that, wherever its 
practical operation was known and felt, the law 
did not meet with public disapprobation; so far 
from it, many who were opposed to its passage, 
having witnessed its practical operation, had come 
to be decidedly in favor of it. 

Mr. BERRIEN suggested to the Senator from 
New York [Mr. Tatnmapas] the propriety of ac- 
cepting the modification recommended by. the- 
Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Crirrenpen.] He 
conceived the object which his friend from New 
York had in view would be fully attained by the 
cail] on the jadicial.cficers for information relative 
to the number and decisions of cases acted upon. 
Those officers cannot mske the required reporis 
Without adverting to the points of decision. 
He (Mr B.jwas desirous that the Senator from 
New York should accept the proposed modifica- 
tion of the resolution, because it would certainly 
simplify the inquiry, and facilitate the making of 
the reports. It was of great importance to obtain, 
as speedily as possible, the fullest information: in 
relation to the actual operation of the law. For, 
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besides the advocates of that measure, and those 
not originally its advocates, but now desirous of- 
its continuance, there are’ many who are in favor of 
a permarient bankrupt law, ho do notapprove of the 
présent act, and are anxious to have some considera- 
ble- modifications made—such as its practical opera: 
tion may have suggested the necessity of. It wasfor 
the purpose of enabling such persons to present 
their views upon information promptly furnished, 
and without being subjected to the- delay which 
would arise from the effects of the resolution in its 
original form, that he wished to see it modified ac- 
cording to the proposition of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky. : ; 

Mr. TALLMADGE said be would accept the 
modification suggested. f 

The resolution, as modified, was then read. 

Mr. BERRIEN suggesied a further modification, 
in effect requiring the Secretary of State to report 
to Congress, from time to time, the reports and re- 
sponses to the resolution, as soon as received by 
him. 

This modification was also accepted; and the 
resolution, as modified, was then read as follows, 
and adopted: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State do communicate, with 
all convenient despatch, with the judicial officers of the United 
States who have had the execution of the bankrupt law, and 
ascertain from them the number of applications under the act, 
both voluntary and involuntary; the number of discharges; the 
opinions of the judges as to any amendments or modifications 
of the act; and such other information as he may deem neces- 
sary to show the effects and operations of the act; and that he 


report the satne to the Senate, from time to time, as soon as the 
information shall be received. 


CORPS OF REPORTERS, 


Mr. BAYARD submitted the following resolu- 
tion, which was read, viz: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate he, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to employ a corps of reporters, 
not exceeding five in number, for the residue of the present 
session, and at (he commencement of each succeeding session 
of Congress, to report the proceedings and substance of the de- 
bates of the Scnate, who shall be sworn or affirmed faithfully 
to discharge the duties of their effico, and shall be allowed a 
compensation, to be paid out of the fund for contingent ex- 
penses, not exceeding sixty dollars per week for the principal 
reporter, and fifty dollars per week for each of the others. The 
business of reporting shall be so conducted, that the pntire re- 
portofthe proceedings and debates of each day shall, within 
three hours after the adjournment, be placed in the hands of 
the printer. The publication of the report shall be committed 
to the publishers of such one of the daily papers as will en- 
gage, free from all charge, first, to!publish the entire report in 
their daily paper; secondly, to furnish proofslips thereof toany 
other paper in the District of Columbia; and, thirdly, to fur- 
nish two copies of the report for the use of each member of the 
Senate, and five copies for the office of the Sceretary of the 
Senate, by 9 o’clock on the ensuing morning. 

Resolved, ‘That a seat on the floor of the Senate shall be as- 
signed to the reporter actually on duty, by the President of the 
Senate, 

Mr. BAYARD said that the resolution was the 
same as that introduced by him at the last ecsvion. 
He then gave his opinions at large on the propri- 
ety of its passage, which were no doubt remem- 
bered, and which were unnecessary to be repeated. 
He did not wish the resolution to be referred—as 
the subject had been referred twice—to select com- 
mittees; and the committee at the last session 
had fully examined into it, and a report was made 
approving the plan, and showing its practical oper- 
ations. As the Senaie was thin, he did not desire 
to press the resolution then. I:lies over, 

Mr. SMITH of Indiana submitted the following 
resolution, which was read and adopted, viz: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of making an appropri- 
ation of a sum sufficient. to complete the Cumberiand road 
through the States of Ohio, Indiana, and Nlinois, upon the most 
substantial and economical plan, using gravel in lieu of broken 
rock, where the former material can be procured at less ex- 
pense than the latter; making said appropriations payable by 
annual instalments to the several States, su as to insure contin- 
uous operations, and surrendering the road to them, binding 
them to complete and keep the same in repair, levying 
no more tolls than may be necessary for that purpose. 

Resolved, further, That said committee be instructed to in- 
quire into the expediency of adopting the turnpike road from 
Springfield, Ohio, to Dayton, aad from thence, via Maton, to the 
Indiana State Jine, as a part of the Cumberland road: Provided, 
Said turnpike road can be obtained on terns to justify the same, 
taking into consideration the increase of distance and probable 
cost of completing the old route, as compared with the sum for 
which the turnpike already completed may be obtained. 


EXPUNGING RESOLUTION. 

The resolution of Mr. BAYARD to rescind the 
expunging resolution, came up in order on the cal- 
endar of business. 

Mr. BAYARD said he was not desirous to take 
up the resolution for consideration at that time, as 


the. Senate was not full, and as ihe Senator from 
Missouri, [Mr. Bewron,] who preposed an amend- 
ment, was not in his place. He therefore preferred 
that it should be laid on the table for the pres- 
ent. : The resolution was accordingly laid on the 
table. - - oe 

‘On motion of Mr. FULTON, the papers: of 
Ephraim D. Dixon were ordered to be taken frem 
the files, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


THE BANKRUPT LAW. 


The bill introduced by Mr. Benton, for the re- 
peal of the bankrupt law, came up in order as in 
committee of the whole. 

Mr. GRAHAM moved that it be postponed un- 
til toe morrow, as the Senator from Missouri (Mr. 
Benton] was not in his seat. The question was 
put, and the molion was agreed to. 

Mr. G. gave notice, that when the bill again 
ezme up for consideration, he would move to 
amend it, by striking out all after the fifth line, and 
inserting the following; which was ordered to be 


_ printed, viz: 


“ Provided, nevertheless, That all petitionsin bankruptcy 
instituted before the first day of the present session of Congress 
shall proceed to hearing and determination in the same man- 
ner, and under the same rules, regulations, and restrictions, as 
if the act aforesaid had not been repealed.” 


On motion by Mr. MOREHEAD, 
The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Tuxspay, December 13, 1842. 


The proceedings of the House this day were 
opened with a prayer from the Rev. Szrrimus Tus- 
ton, the chaplain of the Senate. The minvtes of 
esterday were then read and approved. 

Oa the motion of Mr. FILLMORE, the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means were authorized to cm- 


ploy a elerk. 
DIGEST OF LAWS. 

On the motion of Mr J. R. INGERSOLL, the 
Judiciary Committee was authorized to inquire in- 
to the expediency of the Clerk of the House sub- 
scribing for a limited number of Gordon’s Digest 
of the Laws of the United States, and of the Rev- 


enue Laws. 
PRIVILEGE. 

Mr. BOTTS rose, as he observed, to a question 
of privilege. He said he held in his hand a copy 
of the daily Albany Argus of October 25th, cen- 
taining a letter written and signed by the Hon. 
John C. Spencer, a distinguished member of an- 
other branch of this Government, as the Secretary 
of War. That letter purported to have been writ- 
ten, first, for the purpose of furnishing a general 
defence of the Administration; but parucularly for 
the justification of the somerset which he (the 
writer) had recently turned, and which might bring 
him into enviable distinction with any harlequin on 
the stage. 

Mr. WISE. Iask if my colleague rises to a 
privileged question? 

Mr. BOTTS. Ido. 

Mr. WISE. Then I ask that it may be stated; 
for I should like that we should all be heard on the 
question. 

Mr. BOTTS continued. He would repeat that 
this letter appeared to have been written for the 
general purpose of defending this administration; 
also, for the justification of the political somerset 
which that Secretary had recently taken, and which 
might bring him into envious distinetion with any 
harlequin. 

Mr. CUSHING rose to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER was understood to say that 
the gentleman from Virginia was not strictly in 
order. i 

Mr. WISE said if his colleague was about to 
comment on that letter, he would not be in order in 
doing so. 

Mr. BOTTS continued, without regarding the 
interruption, and finished his sentence thus—but 
particularly to operate on the elections which 
were about to occur in the State of New York. 

Mr. WISE said he would not rise to a question 
of order, if anything like equality in attack and 
defence would be entertained; but he mrde the 
point of order, that his colleague was commenting 
on a letter which had nothing to do with the busi- 


ness of this House. His colleague said he was 
akout to comment on a letter addressed to the peo- 
ple at large. 

Mr. BOTTS begged his colleague to have a little 


“patience; he was about to comment on a paragraph 


relating to ihis House, and which contained a foul 
calumny, from which he, as a member of this 
House, felt bound to purge himself. It was a cal- 
umny on him, (Mr. Borts,) and on this House, 
which he meant to contradict. 

Mr. WISE inquired if he was to understand that 
the Speaker entertained that as a question of privi- 
lege. 

The SPEAKER said he knew not yet what it 
was; and he called upon the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Bors} to make his motion, and to state 
iis ground. f 

Mr. BOTTS said he found in the letter the two 
following paragraphs: 

“I may now advert toa fact long known to me, which has 
been promulgated in the newspapers of the day, vouched for 
byat least one Whig editor, stated by a Representative in Con- 
gress from Massachusetts, in a speech lately delivered at New- 
buryport, upon authority, and hitherto not denied. Thatfact 
is, that previous to returning the second bank bill to Congress 
with his objections, in full view of the assaults to be made upon 
him, and with the purpose of removing all cause ofagitation, as 
well as to secure himself against unjust imputations, the Presi- 
dent submitted tò his then cabinet, whether he should, in the mes- 
sage then about to be transmitted to Congress, announce a resolu. 
tion to retire from public life at the expiration of the existing 
term, and that, against his doing eo, all the members of the cabi- 
net protested, on the ground that such an annunciation would not. 
have the effect to produce peace or quiet, but would only change: 
the direction of faction; that no one had a right to expect such a 
step from him, as he had not been elected President, and no 
obligation existed that should interpose any barrier between 
him and a direct vote of the people, 


That question he should leave to the members of 
the cabinet to answer for themselves; one of whom 
[Mr. Grancer] was then on that floor. Then came 
the second paragraph, to which he wished to call 
the special attention of the House: 

“In connexion, and yet in contrast with the preceding, is. 
another fact of an extraordinary character, which, though 
known by many, has lately been distinctly promulgated, It is: 
shadowed in a letter of Mr.Ewing’s, in the statement by him of a 
proposition having been made to the President, that the majori- 
ty who had passed the first bank bill would consent ta postpone 
the second to the nextsession of Congress, if they could receive 
assurances that, in the mean time, no hostile movement would 
be made on the part of the President. The full meaning of this 
statement has now been developed by the declaration of a mem- 
her of Congress, that a message was carried from the Whig 
leaders in Congress to the President, to the effect that if he 
would engage not to disturb any members of his then cabinet irs 
the enjoyment of their offices, the second bank bill should be 
postponed. Ry 

“The answer to such a proposition may be easily conceived. 
The effect of that proposition was to prove the identity of the 
members of the cabinet, whose places were deemed in jeopardy, 
with the hostile members of Congress; and, if the design was 
to precipitate matters, it was most effectual. 

“You will require no aid to determine which of the actors ite 
these scenes exhibited a lofty, disinterested patriotism, and 
which evinced any tenacity for place or desire for power. 
These facts are full of instruction, and furnish a key to many 
mysterious transactions.” 

Mr. WISE again rose to order. The para- 
graphs read by his colleague did not involve a 
question of privilege for that House; and he sub- 
milted that question for the consideration of the 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER inquired if the gentleman from 
Virginia wished to submit a resolution? 

Mr..BOTTS replied that he intended to submit 
a proposition to the House on this question. Here 
was a publication emanating from a high. 

Mr. WISE. I call my colleague to order. 

The SPEAKER made some observation, which 
was not distinetly heard. 

_Mr. BOTTS inquired whether the Speaker de- 
cided that the publication which he had read— 
namely, a letter from the Secretary of War, im- 
pugning the motives of that House—he had no right 
to discuss. 

_The SPEAKER. The Chair has made no de- 
cision. Does the gentleman submit a proposi- 
tion? 

Mr. BOTTS. I submit a proposition for a com- 
mittee of inquiry. The Chair is exceedingly rigid; 
but I will comply with its exactions. 

_ Mr. WISE. I wish it to be understood that I ob= 
ject to entertaining this subject. 

Mr. W. W. IRWIN, I object to the reception 
of the resolution, [Lauaghter.] 

Mr. BOTTS submitted the following resolution: 

Resolved, Thai a committee of be appointed to in- 
quire into the truth of the charge entertained ir the letter of 
the Hon. John C, Spencer, dated the 25th October, addressed to 
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: Lewis K.. Faulkner aad others, versus the Whig party, 
of having submitted a proposition to the President of the 
United States, at the extra session of Congress, to postpone 
the consideration of a great national measure, intimately con- 
nected with the best interests of the country, on condition of a 
pledge from him, that he would not disturb the then members of 

is Cabinet in office. 
Mr. WISE. I rise to this written point of or- 

_ der, which I send to the Chair, ` 

Mr. BOTTS. You had better take the thing 
slowly and deliberately. 

The SPEAKER stated that this subject was pro- 
posed as a question of privilege. Now, there was 
a great difference between a.questicn of privilege 


and a privileged question; and it. was the duty of. 


the Chair to decide all such questions. 


A question of privilege was one which involved’ 


the character and the -rights of members of the 
House; and the Chair would inform the gentleman 
from Virginia. [Mr. Wise] that bis question of 
order. did not reach the point. It was for the 
House to ‘determine whether it should be enter- 
tained; and if no gentleman made a motion for 
that purpose, it was the duty of the Speaker to test 
the sense of the House. He should therefore pro- 
pound the question, “Shall the resolution be consid- 
ered?” Because, for the Chair to decide in such 
a case, would be a. wsurpation on its part. 
What the Chair might deem a breach of privilege, 
the House might not deem so, and vice versa; and 
therefore he should propound the question which 
he bad stated; todo which, he had the authority of 
the 5th rule, which said: 


+ “When any motion or proposition is made, the question, 
“Will the House now consider, tP? shall not be put unless it 
is demanded by some member, or is deemed necessary by the 
Speaker.” 

Mr. WISE said he had made two poin's of or- 
der, and he asked the Clerk to read both. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON. Mr. Clerk, read both 
the original resolution and the points of order. 

The Clerk then read Mr. Berrs’s resolution, as 
given above, and also Mr. Wisu’s points of order, 
as follows: f 

“Mr. Wise submits that it isnot in order to 
entertain the propesition of Mr. Borts, without a 
vote of two-thirds of the House, unless it be a 
privileged question; and he submits that the para- 
graphs read by Mr. Borrs from a letter purporting 
to be written by John C. Spencer, Secretary of 
War, do not involve any question of the privileges 
of this House.” 

Mr. WISE. 
point cf order. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the 
House entertain the propc sition? 

Mr. WISE. There is a rule of the House, if 
the Speaker will permit me to remark, that requires 
that no propositione- 

Mr. BOT'TS arain called Mr. W. to order, and 
insisted that he had no right to raise a point of 
order. 

The SPEAKER replied, that the gentleman 
from Virginia on his right had risen to a point of 


I desire to say a word on that 


’ order, and he was waiting to hear it stated. 


<Mr. WISE. I am about stating my point of 
order; and am sure that, when the Speaker under- 
stands it, there will be no difficulty between us. 

Mr. BOTTS again rose and claimed the floor. 

The SPEAKER said that he had beard the gen- 
tleman from Virginia on his left, (Mr. Borrs,] and, 
jn courtesy, wished to hear the pcint of order of 
his colleague. He considered both gentemen out 
of order, though be was willing very calmly to 
hear both of thern—one at a time. 

Mr. WISE proceeded to explain his point of or- 
der. The resolution of bis colleague was nothing 
but new maiter before the House, which was ex- 
cluded by other business, having precedence over 

_ it, and which, if no objection had been made, could 
have been entertained by general consent. But, 
objection was made; and, therefore, it required a 
vote of two-thirds to entertsin ite On that rule, 
Mr. W. said, he relied. His colleague must move 
to suspend the rules, and get a vote of two thirds, 
unless he could show tbat it is a privileged ques- 
tion. Then, did it appear, on the face of the prop- 
osition, that it ‘was a privileged question? No. 
It was simply a proposition to raise a committee 
of inquiry. Suppose he were to offer a resolu- 
tion to raise a committee to inquire into the af- 


` fairs cf the Post Office, the War or the Navy De- | 


pariment:: would he not require the consent of 
every member around him? and if there wasa sin- 
gie objection, must he not move for, and obtain, a 
suspension of the rules, before he could get in his 
resolution? If, however, be shouid rise in his 
place, and state that it wasa privileged question, 
and the Speaker shculd decide it to be such, then 
, it would have precedence over all other business. 
Now, he submitted that this’ was a resolation of 
mere ordinary inquiry, end, being objected to, re 
quired suspension of the rules before st could bere- 
_ ceiveđ. If his colleague made it a question of privi- 
lege, the Speaker was bound to desice whether it was 
such or not; and the only mode of getting the sense 
of the House on that point was, by appealing from 
his decision. This distinction cf the Speaker, be- 
tween a quesiion ef privilege and a privileged 
questicn, was a distinction without a difference. it 
was like the difference between “Jemmy, come 
ou,” and “Come ont, Jemmy.” In regard to the 
paragraph of which his colleague complained, he 
would say to him that there was not that sanctity 
thrown around the mejesty of that House, that the 
Secretary of War could not say all that was said 
in that letter—and more ioo—without beingguilty of 
contempt of the House. If official legislative cor- 
ruplion had been charged by the Secretary, then 
the resolution was a privileged question, and wou'd 
bave precedence over all other business until 
every stain was wiped out. But the resolution 
stated that the letter cf the Secretary merely 
charged a party in the Elouse of Representatives. 
And when dida party ever get the privileges of 
the House? This was the first time that it ever 
was made a privileged question—that a party was 
arraigned. Mr. W. said, he submitted to the 
Speaker, as the officer of order of the House, 
whether it could, by any constructen, be consider- 
ed a privileged question, that the Secretary of War, 
or anybody else, had impugned a party in this 
country. If his colleague would undertake to say 
that the Secretary cf. War had charged the House 
with malfeasance in legislation, he would agree 
that it was a question of privilege. He asked the 
Clerk to read the resolution. 
[The resolution was eczordingly read, when Mr. 
W., continued] i 
His points of order were these: First, that ihe 
busitess of Congress, the business of the country, 
and the business of the peopte, important and vi- 
tal, had pricedence over the business of the Whig 
pariy. That was bis first point; and before the 
Whig party could get in are:olution to inquire 
about the slanders or truths contained in the Secre- 
lary’s letter, they must bave a vole of two-thirds. 
His secon! point was, that bis cvlieague could not 
torture that paragraph—in which an accusation 
was made against the Whig party, not against 
Congress—into a question of privilege. His col. 
league could not make out of this a question of 
privilege, so as to give ita priority over the busi- 
ness of the people. He was not forced (Mr. W. 
said) to ask the House whether it would entertain 
this proposition or not. ‘Fhe Speaker himsceif must 
decide it, or mast oblige his cofleagne to make a 
motion to suspend the rules. 


Mr. POTTS ob-erved that he was not disposed 
to interrupt his colleague while he was stating his 
points of order; but he would now say thatthis was 
the first time since he bad been a member of the 
House that he hsd ever known a gentleman to get 
up and discuss a decision of the Chair without ta- 
king an appeal. His colleague corsmenced with 
the deelaration, that they were not such magnates 
of the land as to be authorized to inquire into 
scandalum magnatum, coming from any quart. 
Now, he did not know how bigh his colleague rated 
his privileges as a member of the House, but he 

' (Mr. B.) was disposed to give bim bigher claims— 
claims which he made for himself and for every 
member of the House. He (Mr. B.) was that 
magnate of the land that claimed the privilege of 
inquiring into scandalum magnatum, when made 
against the members of the House. His colleagee 
objected to the resolution, because it stated thata 
party, only, was arraigned in the Secretary's letter; 
but had not his colleague ascertained what party 

| constituted the majority in that House? Was not 


| 


an accusation egainst the Whig party, an accusa- 
tion against the majority of the House—that party 
constituting the majority? [General laughter.]. . 
His colleague said that a charge of corruption 
against a single member of the House would be a 
question ef privilege; but a charge made by a dis- 
Unguished officer of one branch of the Government, 
of corruption against a majority of another branch. 
of the Government—there, forsooth, was seanda. | 
lum magnalum;. but, not being directed against a 
single individual, was not a proper subject of in» 
quiry.. He had understood that in the case of the 
lamented Mr. Cilley—whose name he never heard 
without regret—a communication having appeared 
in the Courier and Enquirer, of New. York, chare - 
ging corruption against a single member, his col- 
league offered a resolution raising a select commit- 
tee to inquire into the subject. . 


Mr. WISE begged leave to correct his colleague. 
The case his colleague alluded to kad nothing ts do 
wiih that of Mr. Cilley. A resolution of ir quiry 
was offered, as stated; but it having been ascertains 
ed that the accusation was made against a mem- 
ber of the Senate, [Mr. Ruggles,] a committee of 
inquiry was raised in that body, the subject fally 
inquired into, and the member honorably acquitted. 

Mr. BOTTS, This was a case cf a single para 
graph in one of the newspapers cf the day. 


Mr. WISE WNo,sir. It was a charge made by 
a letier-writer, who was well known iv the House, 
and throughout the country, [Matthew L, Davis,] 
in which he alleged that it could be proved thata 
member of Congress had taken a money bride 
from a patentee of mail-bag locks, for some ser~ 
vice rendered him. It was nota party charge, and 
bad nothing to do with the case of Mr. Cilley. As 
soon as he (Mr. W.) saw that parsgraph—-not a 
common newspsper item, but contained in one of 
the letters of the Spy in Washington, who was 
well known as a responsible individual—he rose 
and offered a resolution, setting forth that a charge 
had been made against a member of Congress, and 
proposing that a committee should be raised to in- 
quire into it. He would further say, in order to 
put his colleague in possession of all the facts, that 
the individual himself [Matthew L. Davis] told 
him (Mr. W.) thathe could prove the charge be had 
mide. 

Mr. BOTTS understond, then, that it was nota 
newspaper paragraph, but a letter written by a re- 
speeable and responsible individual, and it was 
therefore entitled to respeciful consideration; but, 
ia this case, the letter was written by ihe Secretary 
of War, a member of Mr. Tyler’s cabinet, and 
tuerefore was not entitled to respect. Be 


Mr. WISE was sure that his colleague would 
not, in eandor, say that such was his understanding 
of his remarks. 

Mr. BOTTS would not say that his colleague 
meant to convey such an impression; but he must, 
in candor, say that such was a fair deduction from 
what he said. 


Mr. WISE asked his colleague, in courtesy, to 
allow him to explain bimselfso as to be under- 
stood. His colleague had stated that his (Mr. 
W.) proceeding was founded on a newspaper 
paragraph. This he denied, aud explained that 
it was founded on an accusation nade by a known 
and responsible individual against a member of 
Congress. From nothing that he had said, could 
a fair deduction be made that the Secretary of 
War was not a respectable and responsib'e charac- 
ter, ‘Eke distmeticn which bis colleague and 
everybody else must have understood him to 
draw between the letterof the Secretary of War 
and the accu:ation of Matthew L. Davis, was tbis: 
Tne Secretary in bis letter did not accuse anybody 
of crime, but it was a mere political accusation of 
corruption against one of the parties of the day; 
while the charge of Mr. Davis was of crime against 
a particular individual, Mr. W. said he had 
himself made accusations of corruption against a 
party, and had heard the same accusations made 
against the party with which he acted; but he 
never dreamed of sueh accusations being made 
the subject of Inquiry in the House. 

Mr. BOTTS again rose and remarked, that, as 
one good turn deserved another, he would appeal 
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to the courtesy ef his colleague notto interrupt 
him. cpa i 

Mr. WISE. 
unless he egregiously misrepresents or misquotes 

~ me. 

Mr. BOTTS. I hope my colleague. does rot 
intend lo charge me with a design to misrepreseat 
him. f 

Mr. WISE observed, that ke could not enter 
into what were the designs of his colleague; but 
he could say that his colleague could not more 
effectually misrepresent him than by proceeding as 
he had. ~ 

Mr. BOTTS resumed. His colleague had con- 
tended that, in the former instance, when he [Mr. 
Wisz] moved the resolution of inguiry, the charge 
against a member of Congress was preferred by a 
responsible individual, [Matthew L. Davis,] known 
as the “Spy in Washington.” Now, if a charge 
adduced by such a man—a respectable letter-writer 
—-was competent to cause Congress to order a 
committee of investigation, the case was much 
stronger, and the reason for a committee of inves- 
ligation greater, when agrave charge was made 
by the Secretary of War. If it was true that the 
Whig party was willing to postpone the considera- 
tion of great national questions, only to secure 
certain individuals in office, they would indeed 
be subjected to a grievous charge. He (Mr. B.) 
would not accuse the Secretary of War of fabri- 
cating the charge; yet he had endorsed it, and it 
was but right that the names of those who had 
made the charge, or given information to the Sec- 
tary, should be surrendered. Was there a Whig 
here, who knew any foundation for such an accu- 
sation? If there was, he demanded that such 
should stand up and speak. He pronounced it a 
foul and atrocious calumny on the Whig party, 
put forth on the eve of an election, and calculated 
to operate to the prejadice of that party. He (Mr. 
B.) did not claim to be a leader of the Whig party; 
yet he was on terms of intimacy, and closely con- 
nected in his personal and political relations 
with— 

Here Mr. CUSHING called to order, and sug- 
gested that the remarks of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia (Mr. Borrs] did not relate to the question of 
order pending betore the House, but treated of 
things which would have to be considered after 
the House shall have ordered the inquiry asked 
for by the gentleman. 

Mr. BOTTS said that the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts had not raised any ebjection to the re- 
marks of his colleague (Mr. Wise] as being out of 
order. 

The CHAIR said that he had indulged bath of 
the gentlemen trom Virginia out of order. 

My. WISE. I ask the Speaker never to indulge 
me out of order. I was not conscious of being 
out-of order. I ask for no indulgences. 1 never 
get any. 

After a brief, but inaudible explanation from 
the SPEAK &R— 

Mr. BOTTS resumed. He was going on to 
say, when in'errupted, that, though nota Jeader of 
the Whig party, yetsueh were bis intimate person- 
al and political associations with tag members of 
that party, that he didnot believe it could have 
been possible for sucha proposition as that ebarged 
by the Secretary of War to have been made to the 
President, without his having beard something of 
ite The letter of the Secretary cf War was more 
adroitly written, more ingenious, and better calcula- 
ted to produce an impression against the Whig 
party, than anything he had evor seen. He main- 
tained that the House should inquire into the truth 
of the charge which it made. If true, let the Seg- 
retary of War s‘and exoneraied; let those who in- 
formed him stand exonerated, and the burden of 
the accusation be thrown upon such members of 
the House as might have furnisked the informa- 
tion. If, however, the charge was false—if the 
Secretary had no authority for making it, let the 
falsehood be branded on the forehead of the fabri- 
cator, ‘This would be the consequence: it was for 
this purpose that he desired investigation. Would 
the members of the late cabinet have consented to 
retain their places upon such terms as those stated 
by the Secretary of War? He (Mr. B.) knew of 


I shall not interrupt my colleague, | 


but.one who would have consented to such condi- 
tions, and the Whig party did. nut hold themseives 
responsible for him. They had no sympathy for 
him in the course he was pursuing. 

Here some ‘conversation ensued between the 
SPEAKER, Mr. WISE, and Mr. BOTTS. The 
latter had resumed his temarks, and was discussing 
the objects of the Whig party at the extra session, 
when he was called to order for irrelevancy. He 
then concluded by submitting his resolution to the 
consideration of the House. i 


The SPEAKER, after remarking upon the gud- 
den manner in which this point of order had sprung 
up for decision, and repeating his averment that 
there was a difference between “a question of privi- 
lege” and “a privileged question,” remarked that 
be could find no instance on record where the 
Chair had entertained of himself, and settled, what 
was a question of privilege; on the contrary, he 
found numerous insiances where the House had 
settled it. The question must come up, ‘‘Shall the 
resolution be received as a question of privilege?” 
If no member called for the question, it would be 
the duty of the Chair to submit it. i 

Mr. WISE inquired whether it would require a 
majority, or two-thirds, to reecive the resolution as 
a question of privilege? 

The SPEAKER answered, A majority. 

Mr. WM. COST JOHNSON moved to lay the 
whole subject on the table; but withdrew his mo- 
tion at the request of i 

Mr. GRANGER, who expressed a desire to 
speak. ; ' 

Amid many cries of “hear him,” much confu- 
sion, and an objection on the part of Mr. Bowne, 

Tne SPEAKER decided that the genileman 
could only proceed by general consent. 

Mr. WISE inquired whether an opportunity 
would be afforded him of replying to the gentleman 
from New York, (Mr. Grancer.] [Cries cf Yes | 

Mr. BOWNE tben withdrew his objection; afier 
which, 

The SPEAKER said the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Granger] might proceed by universal 
consent. 

Mr. WISE wished it to be understood that he 
united in tbis universal consent enly on condition 
that an opportunity should be afforded him to re- 
ply. Without this, he should positively object to 
the gentleman’s proceeding. 

Mr. GRANGER. Considering the peculiar re- 
lation of the gentleman [Mr. Wise] to the Presi- 
dent, I take my seat under objection from that 
quarter. 

Mr. WISE made some remarks not heard above 
the noise prevailing, but understood to be an expres- 
sion of bis willingness that the gentleman from 
New York should proceed, provided his remarks 
cid not call for a reply. 

Mr. W. W. IRWIN rose and objected; at which 
stage of the proceedings, 

Mr. FESSENDEN moved to lay the whole sub- 
jeet on the table. 

This motion was rejected—yeas 86, nays 99, as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs, Sherlock J. Andrews, Arrington, Atherton, 
Beeson, Black, Boyd, Brewster, Briggs, Aaron V; Brown, Chas. 
Brown, Burke, William Butler, Green W. Caldwell, John 
Campbell, Cary, Casey, Chapman, Clifford, Clinton, Mark A. 
Cooper, Cowen, Cross, Daniel, Dawson, Dean, Doan, Eastman, 
Ferris, Fessenden, Join G. Floyd, Charles A. Floyd, Gerry, 
Giddings, Gilmer, Patrick G. Goode, Gustine, Hastings, Hays, 
Hopkins, Houck, Houston. Hubard, Hunter, William W. Ir- 
win, Jack, William Cost Johnson, Cave Johnson, I. D. Jones, 
Keim, Littlefield, Lowell, Abraham McClellan, McKay, Mal- 
Jory, Marchand, Alfred Marshall, Samson Mason, Mathews, 
Maxwell, Medill, Meriwether, Miller, Mitchell, Moore, Morria, 
Newhard, Parmenter, Partridge, Pickens, Plumer, Read, Rey- 
nolds, Riggs, Rogers, Saunders, Shaw, William Smith, Snyder, 
Steenrod, Stokely, Stratton, Sumter, Jacob Thompson, War- 
ren, bide ss Westbrook, Christopher H. Williams, and Win- 
threp-—€6. 

NAY¥S—Messrs. Adams, Landaf W., Andrews, Arnold, Bab» 
cock, Baker, Barnard, Barton, Bidlack, Birdseye, Blair, Board- 
man, Borden, Botts, Bowne, Jeremian Brown, Barnell, Patrick 
C. Caldwell, Thomas J, Campbell, Caruthers, Chittenden, Jobn 
C. Clark, Staley N. Clarke, James Cooper, Cranston, Cravens, 
Cushing, Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, Deberry, John Ed- 
wards, Egbert, Everett, Fillmore, A, Lawrence Foster, Gem- 
ble, Gates, Goggin, William O. Goode, Gordan, Halsted, Har- 
ris, Henry, Holmes, Howard, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. 
Ingersoll, James Irvin, James, John P. Kennedy, Andrew Ken- 
nedy, Lane, Linn, Robert McClcilan, McKennan, Thomas F. 
Marshall, Mathiot, Mattocks, Maynard, Morgan, Morrow, Os- 
borne, Owsley, Payne, Pendleton, Powell, Ramsey, Reding, 


Ridgway, Rodney, Roosevelt, William Russell, James M. Rus- 
sell, Sanford, Shepperd, Slade, Truman Smith, Stanly, Strat. 


ton, Alexander H. H. Stuart, Summers, Taliaferro, John B. 
Thompson, Richard W. Thompson, Toland, Triplett, Trum- 
ball, Turney, Underwood, Van Buren, Van Rensselaer, Wal 
lace, Ward, Washington, Weller, Joseph L. White, Joseph L. 
Williams, Wise, Wood, Augustus Young, and John Young 


Mr. BOTTS now submitted a modification of 


his proposition, by striking out the words “ihe Whig 


party” in the original resolution, and inserting “the 
members of Congress.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. WISE remarked that his colleague’s resolu- 
tion purported to be partly an extract from the let- 
ter of Mr. Spencer, in which the words “the Whig 


-party” were used, and not “the members of Con- 


gress.” He therefore called for the reading of the 
portion of the letter referred to, and also the reso- 
lution offered by his colleague. 

They were read accordingly. 

Mr. PICKENS desired to know if the Speaker 
presented the question of reception as involving a 
privileged question? For if the Chair put it to the 
House to decide whether the resolution of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia [Mr. Bors] involved a priv- 
ileged question, it then became a grave question of 
the deepest interest, in which the rights and honor 
of the House were concerned, and a decision 
should be made that could stand the test of time. 
He agreed with the Chair, that it was for the 
House, and not for the Speaker, to decide as to its 
privileges. He (Mr. P.) did not wish to interfere 
in this controversy at all; but whether it involved 
the privileges of the House or not, was a question 
above all party interests. 

The SPEAKER gave an affirmative answer. 

Mr. BIDLACK made a few remarks, not dis- 
tinctly heard. , 

Mr. WISE asked to be excused from voting. 
He was placedin a dilemma, by the form in which 
the question would be put to the House. Were 
the question as to whether the resolution of his 
colleague was a question cf privilege, put separate- 
ly from the question of reception, he should vote 
with pleasure. As it was, if he voted ay, he 
should be voting that the resolution was a question 
of privilege, which he did not think; yet, he was 
anxious to receive the resolution, although not asa 
privileged question. With these remarks, he with- 
drew his request to be excused from voling. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL inquired what would 
be the effect of the reception of this resolution as 
a question of privilege? Would it come up for 
the immediate consideration of the House? 

The SPEAKER said Yes; and that it would 
override all other business, 

The question was then taken, Shall the resolu- 
tion be received as a question of privilege? and de- 
cided im the negative—yeas 85, nays 106, as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Landaf W. Andrews, Arnold, 
Aycrigg, Babcock, Barnard, Birdseye, Blair, Borden, Botts, 
J. Brown, Wm. Butler, Wm. B. Campbell, Thos. J. Campbell, 
Caruthers, Chittenden, John C. Clark, Staley N. Clarke, James 
Cooper, Cranston, Cravens, Garrett Davis, Deberry, John Ed- 
wards, Everett, Fillmore, A. Lawrence Foster, Gamble, Goggin, 
Halsted, Henry, Howard, Hudson, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph 
R. Ingersoll, James Irvin, James, Isaac D. Jones, John P, Ken- 
nedy, Lane, Linn, McKennan, Thomas F. Marshall, Samson 
Mason, Mathiot, Mattocks, Maynard, Meriwether, Moore, Mot- 
gan, Morrow, Osborne, Owsley, Pearce, Pendleton, Powell, 
Ramsey, Rayner, Ridgway, Rodney, William Russell, James 
M. Russell, Shepperd, Slade, Truman Smith, Stanly, Stokely, 
Stration, Alexander H. H. Stuart, Summers, Taliaferro, Jolin 
B. Thompson, Richard W. Thompson, Tillinghast, Toland, 
Tomlinson, Triplett, Trumbull, Turney, Van Rensselaer, Wal. 
lace, Warren, Washington, Joseph L. White, Augustus Young, 
and John Young—&. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Sherlock J, Andrews, Arrington, Ath- 
erton, Baker, Beeson, Bidlack, Black, Bowne, Boyd, Brewster, 
Briggs, Bronson, Aaron V. Brown, Charles Brown, Burke, Bur- 
nell, William O. Butler, Green W, Caldwell, Patrick C. Cald- 
well, Jobn Campbell, Cary, Casey, Chapman, Clifford, Clinton, 
Mark A. Cooper, Cowen, Cushing, Daniel, Richard D. Davis, 
Dawson, Dean, Doan, Eastman, Ferris, Fessenden, Charles A. 
Floyd, Gates, Gerry, Giddings, Gilmer, Patrick G. Goode, Gor- 
don, Gustine, Harris, Hastings, Hays, Hopkins, Houck, Houston, 
Hubard, Hunter, William W. Irwin, Jack, William Cost John- 
son, Cave Johnson, John W, Jones, Keim, Andrew Kennedy, 
Littlefield, Lowell, Abraham McClellan, Robert McClellan, 
McKay, McKeon, Mallory, Marchand, Alfred Marshall, Mathews, 
Maxwell, Medill, Miller, Mitchell, Morris, Newhard, Parmenter, 
Patridge, Payne, Pickens, Plumer, Read, Reding, Reynolds, 
Riggs, Rogers, Roosevelt, Sanford, Saunders, Shaw, William 
Smith, Snyder, Steenrod, Sumter, Jacob Thompson, Under- 
wood, Van Buren, Ward, Weller, Westbrook, Christopher H. 
Se Joseph L. Willams, Winthrep, Wise, and Wood 

Mr. BOTTS thereupon remarked, that. the Whig 
party in Congress stood purged and acquitted of 
the charges brought against them by the honorable 
Secretary. He had shown that he did not shrink 
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from an: investigation into their truth or false- 
hood. ` , f ee, 
< REPEAL OF THE BANKRUPT LAW, 
. Mr. EVERETT asked leave, pursuant to no- 
tice, to introduce a bill to repeal the bankrupt 
law; and he wished it to -be put on its second read- 
ing, and printed. [Objections were made from all 
parts of the House.] ‘He would move, then, the 
suspension of the rutes, that it might be received. 
Mr. HOPKINS called for the yeas and nays on 
the motion to suspend; and they were ordered, and, 
veing taken, resulted—yeas 137, nays 63, as fol- 
ows: 


: YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Landaf W: Andrews, Arrington, 
Atherton, Barton, Beeson, Bidlack, Birdseye, Boardman, Botts, 
Bowne, Boyd, Brewster, Brockway, Bronson, Aaron V. Brown, 
Charles. Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Burke, William Butler, 
William O. Butler, Green W, Caldwell, Patrick C. Caldwell, 
Calhoun, William B. Campbell, Thomas J. Campbell, Car- 
ruthers, Casey, Chapman, Clifford, Clinton, Mark A. Cooper, 
Cowen, Cravens, Cross, Daniel, Garrett Davis, Richard D., 
Davis, Dean, Deberry, Doan, Eastman, John ©. Edwards, Eg- 
bert, Everett, Ferris, John G. Floyd, Charles A. Floyd, For- 
nance, A. Lawrence Fuster, Gamble, Gerry, Gilmer, Goggin, 
Wiiliam O. Goode, Gordon, Gustine, Hastings, Hays, Holmes, 
Hopkins, Houck, Houston, Hubard, Hunter, Charles 3. meer- 
soul, Jack, Cave Johnson, John W. Jones, Keim, Andrew Ken- 
nedy, Linn, Littlefield, Lowell, Abraham McClellan, Robert 
McClellan, McKay, McKennan, McKeon, Mallory, Marchand, 
Alfred Marshall, Thomas F. Marshall, Mathews, Mattocks, 
Medill, Miller, Mitchell,’ Morris, Nowhard, Parmenter, Pa. 
tridge, Payne, Pickens, Plumer, Ramsey, Read, Reding, Rey- 
holds, Riggs, Rogers, Sanford, Saunders, Shaw, Shepperd, 
Slade, Truman Smith, William Smith, Snyder, Solers, Steen: 
rod, Stokely, Alexander H. H, Stuart, Summers, Sumter, 
Taliaferro, John B. ‘Thompson, Richard W. Thompson; Jacob 
Thompson, Tillinghast, Triplet, Trumbull, Turney, Under- 
wood, Van Buren, Wallace, Ward, Watterson, Weller, Woest- 
brook, Wise, Wood, and Augustus Young—137, 

o NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Sherlock J. Andrews, Arnold, Ay: 
bree: Bakor, Barnard, Wair, Borden, Briggs, Chittenden, John 
CG, Clark, S) N., Clarke, J, Cooper, Cranston, Cushing, Dawson, 
Fessenden, Fillmore, Gates, Gildings, Granger, Halsted, Henry, 
Howard, Hudson, Joseph R. Ingersoll, James Irvin, James, 
William Cost Johnson, Isaac I. Jones, Jolin P. Kennedy, Lane, 
Mathiot, Maxwell, Maynard, Meriwether, Moore, Morgan, 
Morrow, Pearce, Pendleton, Powell, Benjamin Randall, Ridg- 
way, Rodney, William Russell, James M. Russell, Stanly, 
Stratton, Toland, Tomlinson, Van Rensselaer, Warren, Wasi 
ington, Joseph L, White, Christopher H. Williams, Joseph L. 

illiams, Winthrop, Yorke, and John Young— 63, 

. The rules were therefore suspended by a ma- 
jority of two-thirds, 

Mr. EVERETT then introduced his bill, which 
was read a first and second time, It was as fol- 
lows: 

A BILL TO REPRAL THE BANKRUPT ACT. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and sou © REVTESERLMMES 
of the United Stutes of Am in Cong assembled, Virat 
an act entitled ‘An act to establish a nniform system of bank- 
raptey throughout the United states,” approved on the nine- 
teenth day of August, eighteon hundred and forty one, he, and 
the same hereby js repeated: Provided, Raat this act shall 
not affect any case or proceeding in bhankruptey commenced 
before the fifth day of Decemb shiven hundred and forty 
two; or any pains, penalties, or forfeitines, incurred under such 
act. 


Mr. EVERETT moved that the bill be printed, 
and that it be made the special order for Tuesday 
next. 

Afier some conversation between Mr. EYER- 
ETT, Mr. BARNARD, and the SPEAKER, 

Mr. BARNARD moved that the bill be eom- 
mitted to the Commitice on the Jadiciary 
` Mr. EVERETT said, in his opinion, ii would 
not be necessary to commit it. 

Me J. Rk. INGERSOLL suggested 
more distant than the one nar 


that a day 
ed by the gentleman 


from Vermont should be fixed, that gentlemen ; 
might have an cpportunily te hear from their con- — 


stituents, whose opinions might possibly regulate 
the judgment of some gentlemen. He, therefore, 
moved to strike out “Tuesday next,” and insert 
“Tuesday week.” 
Mr, EVERETT thought the time he had fixed 
jong enough. 
Mr. PAYNE gare notice that, at the proper 
time, he should move to strike out the proviso. 
Mr. CAVE JORNSON said the sooner they got 
rid of this question the better; and, therefore, he 
moved to make it the speciai order for to-morrow. 
Mr. BARNARD hoped, when it was printed, 
the House would consent to act with that delibera- 
tion in this case which marked their proceedings in 


others; and that. they would consent to com-. 
_ mit this bill to a standing committee. a: 
The question was then taken on the motion of 


Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, to postpone the bill to this 
day two weeks; which was Jost—only 52 voting in 
thggafirmative. — a f 

: e motion of Mr. Cave Jonnson, to postpone 
until to morrow, was also lost; the vote being 78 
in the affirmative, and 85 in the negative. 

The question then recurred on the motion of the 
gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Evererr] to print 
and postpone until Tuesday next; which was 
agreed to. 


TAMPERING WITH THE EXECUTIVE. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD said he had voted against 
the resolution of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Borrs} as a question of privilege; but he was 
anxious to ascertain the fact, if any gentleman had 
been tampering with the Executive. If such were 
the fact, he wished those gentlemen to be exposed 
to the public indignation; and, therefore, he de- 
sired to offer a resolution which ke had prepared. 

Mr. FILLMORE hoped the gentieman from 
Kentucky would give way,so thatsome Executive 
communications now on the Speaker’s table might 
be received, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD said it would occupy but 
a moment to dispose of his resolution, and the Ex- 
ecutive communications could be received imme- 
diately after. 

Objections were made to the reception of the 
resolution of the sentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD moved a suspension of the 
rules for the reception of his resolution. 

Mr. CUSHING cailed for the yeas and nays; 
which being ordered, resulted as follows—yeas 109, 
nays 78; which being less than a majority of two- 
thirds, the motion to suspend tke rules did not pre- 
vail. 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Landaf W, Andrews, Arnold, Ar- 
rington, Aycrigg, Babcock, Barnard, Barton, Bidlack, Birds- 
eye, Blair, Boardman, Borden, Botts, Jeremiah Brown, Wil- 
liam Batler, Calhoun, William B. Campbell, Thomas J. Camp- 
bell, Caruthers, Jobo C, Clark, Staley N. Clarke, J, Cooper, 
Mark A, Cooper, Cranston, Cravens, Cushing, Garrett Davis, 
Deberry, John Edwards, Everett, Fillmore, A. Lawrence os. 
ter, Gamble, Goggin, Gordon, Halsted, Henry, Holmes, ©. J. 
Ingersoll, J. R. Ingersoll, James Irvin, James, Isaac D. Jones, 
Jobn P, Kennedy, Andrew Kennedy, Lane, Linn, Littlefield, 
Jowell, Robert McClellan. McKennan, Mallory, Thomas F. 
Marshall, Samson Mason, Mathiot, Mattocks, Meriwether, Mor- 
gan, Morrow, Osborne, Owsley, Payne, Pearce, Pendleton, 
Powell, Ramsey, Benjamin Randall, Rayner, Reding, Ridgway, 
rodney, William Russeil, Janes M. Russell, Saltonstall, Shep- 
perd, Slade, Truman Smith, Sollers, Stanly, Stokely, Stratton, 
Alexander FL. H. Sinart, Stummers, Taliaferro, Join B. Thomp- 
son, Richard W. Thompson, Jacob Thompson, Tillinghast, 
Toland, ‘Vomlinson, Triplett, Trumbull, Turney, Underwood, 
Van Reusselacr, Wallace, Ward, Warren, Washington, Wel- 
ler, Joseph L. White, Christopher H. Williams, Joseph L. Wil 
liams, Wise, Wood, Augustus Young, and John Young--109. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Sherlock J, Andrews, Atherton, Ba. 
ker, Beeson, Black, Bowne, Boyd, Brewsier, Briggs, Aaron V. 
Brown, Charles Brown, Burke, Burnell, Green W. Caldwell, 
John Campbell, Cary, Casey, Clifford, Cliaton, Cowen, Cross, 
ard D. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Basiman, Jobn C. Edwards, 
Ferris, Fessenden, Juhn G. Floyd, Charles A. Floyd, Gates, 
Gerry, Gilmer, Patrick G. Goode, Wiliam O. Goode, Gustine, 
Hastings, Hays, Hopkins, Houck, Houston, Zubard, Hudson, 
Hfunter, William W. Irwin, Jack, William Cost Johnson, Cave 
Johnson, Keim. Abraham McClellan, McKay, McKeon, Mar- 
chand, Alfred Marshall, Mathews, Maxwell, Medill, Mitchell, 
Morris, Newhard, Parmenter, Pickens, Plumer, Read, Rey- 
nolds, Riggs, Rogers, Roosevelt, Saunders, Shaw, Snyder, 
Steenrod, Sumter, Watterson, Westbrook, and Winthrop--73. 


JOINT COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BRIGGS moved a concurrence in the reso- 
lution of the Senate to appoint joint coramittees 
on enrolled bills, &c., &c. 

‘Fhe motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


Mr. FILLMORE moved that the Executive 
communications on the Speakers table be read; 
whieh was agreed to. 

The Cuerr accordingly read a variety of com- 
munications from the War and Navy Depart- 
ments, and from the Treasurer of the United 
States, and the Commissioner of the Publie Build- 
ings; and they were appropriately referred, and or- 
ed to be printed. 

Myr. FILLMORE inquired if the estimates for 


the year had been received from the Treasury Der. ` 

partment? oy ee 

~ The SPEAKER: replied, that they had:not yet 

been placed upon-his table. Di piyin 
i -© CONTESTED. ELECTION. 

The SPEAKER announced that he had received 
additional testimony in the case of the contested 
election of the Delegate from Florida, [Mr. Levy.} 
“ Mr. TURNEY moved that it be laid on the 
table. ` 

Mr. MORGAN moved that it be referred, tegeth- 
er with the testimony previously received, and the 
report of the committee'of the last session, to the 
Committee of Elections. - aaa S 

The question was taken on the motion ‘o lay on 
the table, which was negatived—the vote being 52 
in the affirmative, and 76 in the negative. 

Mr. MORGAN then urged the motion which he 
had submitted. : 

Mr. TURNEY objected to that motion. He 
did net know by what authority this tesimony had. 
been taken, nor by which party; but at the extra‘ 
session time wasgiven both parties to take testimo~ 
ny, under the rales of the House, which prescribed 
how the testimony should be taken; festimouy was 
accordingly taken, and the whole was referred to 
a standing committee, by whom a report was 
made, and the case was disposed of. But new tes- 
timony. had found its way into the Hous:—-by 
whom or by what authority taken, no human being 
could tell. It was certain that it was not taken by 
the authority of ihe House. Now, he wished to. 
know if, at this late day, the House was again to 
commit this subject to the Committee of Elections, 
when the term of the Delegate’s service had nearly 
expired? It appeared to him to be a species of 
child’s play; and if it were to be done, be hoped 


the gentlemen who voted for it would take upon | 


themselves the trouble which the examination 
would require. He submitted, as a question of 
order, whether the report of the last session was 
now before the House? F 
The SPEAKER was understood to. decide that 
it was not. j 
The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE... 
Wenpnespay, December 14, 1842, = 

The PRESIDENT protem. laid before the Seno: 
ate a communication from the State Department, 
showing the returns made to that depariment, by 
electors of the several collection distrie's of the 
United States, of the number of American seamen 
registered in each district during the year ending 
September, 1842; which, on motion of Mr. EVANS, 
was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CHOATE presented the petition of Benja- 
min K. Churchill, of New Hampshire, who was 
engaged in the privateer service of the United 
Siates during the late war with England, praying 
for a pension: referred to the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs. i 
+ Mr. SMITH of Indiana presented the petition 
of Gesrge Burk, praying for revolutionary bounty 
land: referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Gleaims. 

Oa motion of Mr. BERRIEN, - the petition and 
papers of Dunean L. Clinch were ordered to be 
taken from the files of the Senate, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims, 7 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a memorial from 
Franklin W. Stilwell, relative to qualifying and 
appointing engineers on board the United States 
steamships: referred to the Committee on. Naval 
Affairs. 

On motion of Mr. KERR, leave was granted to 
withdraw from the files of the Senate the petition 
and papers of R. S. Coxe, assignee of David 


Beard. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. EVANS, on leave, introduced a bill for the 
relief of Robert B. Lewis; which was twice read, 
and appropriately referred. i 


Mr. BATES, on leave, introduced a bill for re- 


funding to Massachusetts the balances due her for- 


disbursements during the late-war with Great Brit- 
ain; which was read twice, and referred -to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, Tea 

Mr. CLAYTON, on leave, introduced a bill to 
tepeal the act to amend an act approved 23d Au- 
gust, 1842, further supplementary to the act enti- 
tled “Ap act to establish the judicial system of the 
United Siates;” which was read twice, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

‘Mr. PORTER, on leave, introduced a bill to 
amend an actentitled ‘An act toestablish the north. 
ern boundary live of the State of Ohio, and to pro- 
vide forthe admission of Michigan into the Union,” 
approved in 1836; which was read twice, and re- 
ferred to the Jadiciary Committee. 

Mr. KING, on leave, introduced a bill for the 
relief of Joseph Bryan, Harrison Young, and Ben- 
jamin Young; which was read twice, and, with the 
papers on the files of the Senate relating to it, re+ 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. GRAHAM, on leave, introduced a bill for 
the relief of claimants to indemnity for certain 
slaves taken by the. British Government from on 
board of the American brigs the Comet and Enco- 
mium, at Nassau and New Providence; which was 
read twice, and referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. . ; 


FINE ON GENERAL JACKSON. 

Mr. LINN, on leave, introduced a bill to indem- 
nify Major General Andrew Jackson for damages 
sustained in discharge of his official duty; which 
was read twice, and 

Mr. L said the bill was very short; and, ta~ 
king example of the Senator from New York, 
(Mr. Waraut,] he would not move to refer it to 
any committee. It was fully discussed at the last 
session; and its provisions being simple, were, no 
doubt, understood on all sides. He would, there- 
fore, move that the bill be postponed till this day 
week, and made the order for that day, The mo~ 
tion was agreed to. 

Mr. L. also, on leave, introduced the following 
bills, viz: 

A bill authorizing the relinquishment of the six- 
teenth sections granted for the use of schools, and 

the entry of other lands in lieu thereof; which was 
read twice, and referred to the Committee on the 
Publie Lands. 

A bill to continue in force the “Act for the final 
adjustment of private land claims in Missouri,” ap- 
proved 9th July, 1832; and the act supplemental 
thereto, approved 2d March, 1833; which was 
read twice, and referred to the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims, 

Mr. FULTON, on leave, introduced a bill to al- 
low a drawback on foreien merchandise exported 
in original packages to Chihuahua and Santa Fe, 
in Mexico; which having been read twice, 

Mr. FOLTON moved to refer it to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Mr. WOODBURY expressed a wish that the 
Commiltee on Commerce, to which it was proposed 
to refer this bill, would take into cunsideration the 
propriety of enlarging ils provisions, so as to in- 
clade the whole frontier of the United Sates. He 
considered that the privilege of drawback on goods 
exported in originai packages was equally, if not 
more, important to the Nortbern and Eastern sec- 
tions of the country, than to that section whieh this 
bill was intended to benefit—the West. 

Mr. KING, as one of the committee, had no 
objection to the reference; bul he must say that he 
was adverse to the passage of any general provis- 
ion allowing drawback, believing that it would 
lead to most mischievous consequences, and would 
defraud the Government ofa large portion of its 
revenue. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON said the Committee on 
Commerce had at the last session examined this 
bil, and considered it as a case sui generis, and 
goe which ought te pass asa matter ot strict jus- 
tice to those interested in the trade, and as a matter 
of public policy.. Tne committee then reported 
favorably io the passage of the bill without a gen. 
eral provision. They thoneht it ought not to be 
connected with the subject of drawbacks generally. 
He believed the interests of the country were very 
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well protected in the bill as then reported from the 
committee, and that it ought to pass. 


‘Mr. FULTON remarked that the bill at the last 


session took the very course which the Senator 
from New Hampshire suggested; and, on account 
of its being encumbered With the additional weight 
of a general provision, was lost. He sincerely 
hoped that this bill, Which was intended to provide 
for a peculiar case, would not again be converied 
into a-general bill. As the bill stood, it was a sub- 
ject of deep interest to the West; not only so, but 
to thé whole Unio. Justice to those interested in 
this particular trade demanded its passage, vhk- 
er a generalsystem of drawbacks be established or 
not. , 

Mr. WOODBURY said he did not wish to em- 
bariass the action upon this bill; but he hoped that 
when the committée were considering the subject, 
they would consider the question of extending the 
principles of the bill to every section of the Union. 
He felt bound,-at the last session, from a sense of 
duty, to make the motion to include the whole 
frontier of the United States in the bill. He would 
try again to effect that object. It was important 
not only to the commerce of the country, but toa 
vast portion of the business passing through the 
Northern Jakes, and on the Northern railroads, 
during six months in the year, when the navigation 
was closed. He merely threw out the suggestion 
to the committee, to consider the propriety cf ma~ 
king the bill general, while they were. entertaining 
the subject. As to the objection urged against a 
general bill, that frauds would grow up under it, he 
would only say that smuggling can beas effectually 
guarded against in a general bill as it was pcssible 
to do in a partial bill. He would feel compelled, 
in justice to the whole frontier, to move an amend- 
ment in accordance with his views when the bill 
came before the Senate for action. 

The bill was then referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. FULTON, on leave, introduced a bill in re- 
lation to a donation of land to certain persons in 
the State of Arkansas; and 

A bill forthe relief of sundry citizens of Arkan- 
sas, who lost their improvements in consequence 
of the treaty between the United States and the 
Choctaw Indians; which bills were read twice, and 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

On motion of Mr. LINN, the petition and papers 
of Dr. Boyd Reiliy were ordered to be taken from 
the files of the Senate, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

On motion of Mr. BARROW, the petition and 
papers of Garland & Curry were ordered to be 
taken from the files of the Senate, and referred to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Messrs. BATES and FULTON gave notice that 
they would, on to-morrow, ask leave to introduce 
certain bills. 

On motion of Mr. EVANS, the following reso- 
lution, introduced by Mr. Benton on Monday last, 
was taken up for consideration: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be request. 
ed to inform the Senate as follows: 

1, The number and estimated value of vessels which will be 
equired in the African squadron under the late British treaty, 

2. The probable annual cost of repairing said vessels, 


3. The numter of men and officers which the equipment of 
the squadron will require. 

4. The probable annual loss of men from deaths, desertion, 
and other casualties, on board said squadron, i 

5. The probable annual expenditure of said squadron, under 
all the heads of expenditure incident to the service. 

6. Whether it is intended to make the squadron consist of 
more than eighty guns, and the calibre of the guns to be used. 

?. The whole number of gans which it is expected to have 
afloat in the United States navy during the year 1843, and the 
estimated expense of the naval establishment for the year, in- 
cluding all expenses incident to keeping up the navy. 


Mr. BENTON modified the resolution, by in- 
serting the words ‘and other arms” after the word 
“guns,” in the 7th clause. The resolation, as thus 
modified, wasadopted, 

Mr. CLAYTON said he found the Cheir had 
placed him on the Committee on Printing. His 
health was such, that it was utterly impossible to 
perform the duties which would devolve on hi 
in consequence. 
cused. 

The question was put, and he was excused; and 
the Chair was authorized to appoint another mem 
ber to fill the vacancy. 


m 
He therefore asked to be ex- 


ë 


CORPS OF REPORTERS. 

The resolution for the appointment of sucha 
corps came up in order; but was, at the suggestion 
of Mr. BAYARD, who introduced it, postponed 4ill 
Monday next. : 
CLAIMANTS. 


The joint resolution of Mr. GravaM came up, 
and was read, as follows: i 
Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representativea 


‘eoncurring,) That the following be added tothe joint rules of 


the two Houses: ; 3 

Whenever a claim against the United States, of any deserip- 
tion, has been, or shall be, presented to either House, and re- 
ferred to a-committee, and such committee shall have made a 
report in writing against the allowance of the claim, and the 
same shall have been concurred in by such House, it shaft not 
be in order to revive the consideration of such claim. in that 
House, at the same or any future session of Congress, either by 
bill, resolution, petition, or otherwise, except upon a memorial 
of the claimant, first setting forth, upon affidavit, that he has 
discovered new evidence in support of his claim since the de- 
cision against it, and a statement of the substance of such evi- 
dence; or, second, assigning specific errors in the report of the 
committee adverse to it, and a certificate of a member of that 
House that he believes that the former decision was erroneous, 
as charged in said memorial: Provided, That an order dis- 
charging a. committee from the further consideration ofa claim, 
shall in nowise require compliance with the rule, 

Mr. GRAHAM remarked that this resolution’ 
was fully discussed and passed the Senate at the 
last session, but was not acted onin the other 
House; and unless some Senator wished a post- 
ponement, he honed it would be passed at once. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE said he could not vote for 
the resolution. He deemed the rules already 
passed sufficient to guard the Senate against im- 
proper applications from claimants. The effect of 
the rule wou'd be to narrow down and infringe the 
right of petition of his constituents. He could not 
see that any good would grow. out of it; and was, 
therefore, opposed to it. 

Mr. KING said it appeared to him that bis 
friend from Michigan was mistaken in his views of 
the proposed rule, when he asseried that it would 
operate as an infringement of the right of petition. 
He would find, on examining the proposition, that 
that right was scrupulously guarded. The great 
object of the resolution was to prevent a constant 
return of subjects acted upon year after year, and 
reporied against by the committees, and rejected by 
the two Houses—matters which were frequently 
brought up from musty records, and presented to 
the Senate, with no new grounds by the claimants 
to recommend them to its consideration. This 
practice caused a great deal of labor, and was at- 
tended with considerable expense to the nation. 
This rule was to prevent the practice, and enable 
Congress to devote to the important business of the 
nation the time thus improperly taken up in rein- 
vestigating, thrice over and over again, claims 
without merit or shadow of justice. The rule 
would be an admirable one, and would save a great 
deal of unnecessary labor, and a great deal of 
money for the Government. He knew that, year 
after year, these rejected claims were hunted up by 
interested agents, and brought forward without any 
new evidence or new grounds to recommend them 
to favorable consideration; and, when. presented, 
they were referred to the committees, reinvestigae 
ted, at immense labor, reported against, and reject- 
ed: and still there was no end to action upon them. 
The claims of citizens should be fully and fairly 
examined, and decided upon; but, when that was 
done, Congress should at least be saved the trouble 
of going over them again and again. i 

in LINN inquired whether the resolution. re- 
qsized that a report in writing shoald be made by 
the commitiees, 

Mr. GRAHAM replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. LINN thought that, if the resolution was 
referred to a committee, and a report was made 
and published, giving information to the country 
of the rule, and the reasons for its adoption, it 
would prevent much abuse ef members of Con- 
gress. If otherwise, great complaint in regard to 
members of Congress neglecting the business cons 
fided to them would be made; and they would have 
to write many letters defending themselves against 
the charge. There hnd been some discussion upon 
the subject last year; and he believed there was a 
resoiution adopted, of the nature of this proposed 
tule, requiring a writlen report to be made in 
all cases of private claims, and excluding fur. 


~ ther action on claims thus- unfavorably re- 
ported: upon:. After. the passage of such rale, 
he had- been greatly blamed: for not. pressing 


claims reported against, without the applicant | 


knowing of. the existence of the rule of: the 
Senate... His henorable friend from Alabama 
certainly stated the case veiy strongly, and, in the 
main, correctly. .They bad been grossly imposed 
“upon... He thought it would be better. to refer the, 


matter to some committee; and he. would theres 


“ fore move that it be referred to the Committee on 
Clnims. ae 
Mr. GRAHAM had no otjection to the refer- 


ence} but supposed the notoriety. of the course par- 


sued by Congress, in relation to reiterated claims, 
would be given as well by the publication of the 
resolution, as by the publication- of the report of 
the committee. He therefore saw no necessity 
for the reference desired by the Senator from Mis- 
gouri, He had been induced to bring forward the 
subject at the last session, in. consequence of the 
experience he had had, as a member of the com- 
mittee, with regard to the pertinacity with which 
claims are reiterated after. repeated rejections, and 
the expenditure of much labor in previous in- 
‘ vestigations. The committee have had to con- 
` sider claims repeatedly rejected since 1815~°16, 
and even since 1808. There is no end to the la- 
labor of investigation, if this system isto go on. 

Mr. WRIGHT said, in relation to the consider- 
ations which had been suggested for the passage of 
the resolution, it appeared to him that there was 
another, which rendered it a high and imperious 
duty npon Congress to adopt such a resolution. 
With a single word, he would refer to it. They 
had, during the last thrée or four years, heard a 
good deal of abuse about the delays, on the part of 
Congress, in acting upon private claims. They 
had heard it asserted that there were a thousand 
honest and suffering claimants before Congress 
whose claims were not acted on. He (Mr. W.) 
had no doubt that, if both Houses were to 
adopt such a rule, and abide by it, at least 
nine hundred out ef the one thousand claims 
would. disappear at once. There were claims 
whieh had been before Congress for twenty 

- years; and, having no merit, they could not be dis- 
posed of. To rid themselves, then, of these—he 
would not say slanders—but these errors in the 

_ public jadgment, and to show that they did not de- 
serve these reproachful charges of neglecting pri- 
vate claims, it would, he thought, be proper to 

` adopt some hovest and fair rule by which, when a 
bad claim had been once fairly rejected, it should 
not again be placed upon the calendar, and con- 
tinued there from day to day, as construetive evi- 
dence of improper neglect and delay on the part 
of Congress, 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE made some farther re- 
marks against the resolution; and 

The question was puton the motion ef refer- 
ence, and disagreed to. 

The question was then put on the adoption of 
the resolution, and carried in the affirmative. 

REPEAL OF THE BANKRUPT LAW. 

The orders of the day brought up Mr. Benton's 
bill for the repeal of the bankrupt act. 

The CHAIR announced that it was on its sec- 
ond readicg, and would be considered as in com- 
mittee of the whole; the question p ing being on 
the amendment submitted by the Senater from 
North Carolina, (Mr. Granam J 

Mr. BERRIEN observed that, if the bill was still 
subject to such a motion, he wonld move to reter 
it to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

_ The CHAIR stated that the motion would be 
in order. 

Mr. BERRIEN observed that he believed it was 
considered expedient, in obedience to publie opin- 
ion, to bring forward the repeal cf the law al ihe 
commencement of this session of Congress. 

The law, as it now exists, applies to cases Doth 
of voluntary and involuntary bankrupey. D was 
proposed to repeal this law, on the ground that 
publie opinion was against it; but, in his (Mr. B.'s) 
opinion, the public sentiment was directed rather 
against that portion of the law which relates to vol- 
untary bankrupicy, than against the law itself. With 
a view, then, to ascertain, by examination, whether 


such a dill may not be presented’ to the considera- 


tion of the Senateas would steer. clear of the objec- . 


tions which ‘apply to the existing law, it seemed 
desirable that it should be referred to a com- 
mittee for inquiry. And he was strengthened 
in this conviction- ‘by thé fact, that- among the 


‘numerous petitions which had been presented to ` 


Congress at a former session, upon the subject of 


the bankrupt law, by far the greater portion sought, _ 


not its repeal, but à modification. of it, by excluding 
the provisions which relate to voluntary, bankrupt- 
cy, and by modifying the terms upon which cer- 
` tificates of bankruptey should be granted. It 
Gen: to him that public opinion, so far as it had 
een ascertained by the representations made to 
Congress, was not at all adverse to the existence 
of a system of mercantile bankruptcy; and with 
a view of ascertaining whether a bill in such a 
form might not be substituted for the present law, 
he thought it was desirable that it should be refer- 
red. But it wasparticvlarly desirable in another and 
a general view; inasmuch as it would protect the 
legislation of the United States Congress from the 
imputation of instability, and insure that respect 
which ought to be entertained towards all legisla- 
tion. Besides, it seemed to him improper to pro- 
ceed in the consideration of the. matter with such 
rapidity, precluding the possibility of giving it that 
due deliberation which it required. They should 
not hurry their investigatioa upon this subject 
without making those preliminary inquiries which 
they were in the habit of making in regard to 
every ordinary subject. These were the consider- 
ations which induced him to propose that the bill 
be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. BENTON objected, in the most strenuous 


terms, to the reference proposed by the Senator - 


from Georgia. To refer the bill to that committee, 
would be tantamount to its total rej<ction. He 
would tell the Senate plainly, that, if the reference 
was made, he would consider the proposition to re 
peal the bankrupt act at once rejected. What 
would it be, but inviting a committee hostile to the 
purpose of the bill to go into the question of a uni- 
versal bankrupt system, or exercise its ingenuity to 
build up a system like that of the British bankrupt 
system? and that is not a work that can be per- 
formed this session, if it ever can be performed 
successfully. The committee was under the delu- 
sion of the false doctrine which induced the original 
measure: that delusion was, thet insolvency and 
bankruptey are one and thesamething. This falla- 
cy has ever been maintained by the Judiciary in the 
application of thelaws, which cannot be administer- 
ed without gross error, A question cannot arise be- 
tween two neighbors about a dozen of eggs, with~ 
out being liable to be taken from the custody of the 
laws of the States and brought up to the Federal 
courts, And now, when this doctrine that insol- 
vency and bankruptcy aie the same, if a continu- 
ance of the law is to be contrived, it must be done 
in conformity with such a fallacy. Tne law has 
proved to be nothing bet a great insolvent law, for 
the abolition of debis, for the benefit of debtors; 
and would it be mainained that a permanent sys- 
tem ought to be bailt up on such a foundation as 
that? No, be could tell the Senate they could not 
go into any such work. He should resist the mo- 
ton fur these reasons, Efe resisted it, also, be- 
cause it was contrary to all parliamentary usage 
lo send a bill to a committee hostile to its princi- 
ples, To send it to such 2 committee is to send it 
where it is foredoomed. There was no occasion 
for suck a course; the law has met the universal 
condemnation of the country. The present bill 
was a bill for its repeal, with provisions for 
bringing the remaining cases within constitutional 
limits. With this view he had taken the 36th sec- 
tion of the old bankrupt act of 1800, which re- 
quired the consent. of two-thirds of the ereditors 
to the extinction of the bankrupt’s debts. The 
whole of the creditors are treated as a partnership 
for the purpose of saving their debts——all having 
an interest, but giving a large majority a decisive 
voice in the adjustment. The old bankrupt act 
was in reality a bankrupt sysiem, and respected 
the insolvent laws of the States. Bat the present 
law undertakes to expunge the insolvent laws of 
the States. The old law was confined to traders; 
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but this extends to every one. who. wants fo get 
rid of his debts., ‘The old law. of 1800 not only 


‘respected the insolvent laws of ibe States, but 
the lien laws of the States; this presumes ‘to abro- 


gate both. In the provisions of this repeal bill, the: 
necessary clauses of the old law are tobe incor- 
porated, in relation to the remaining cases of bank~ 


“ruptey, . This must be done to bring them within. 


ihe’ pale of the Constitution. One gota effect 
will be, that, although we may not. teil ihe 
judges they have been’ guilty of gross error, we 
can show, them that they have acted unconstitu« 


‘tionally. In’ England, a bankrupt must have his 


certificate signed by two-thirds of his ereditors, or 
he is treated as an uncertified bankrupt. And he 
would teil the Senate that here, now, every person 
who has been discharged under the act of last ses- 
sion is an uncertified bankrupt; and his claim to 
be discharged from liability to his debts should be 
disregarded in any court acting up to the Constitu- 
tion. If he (Mr. B.) were judge of a court, he 
would treat asa nullity any certificate onder the 
present law, brought forward as a plea against & 
claim of debt. He would ask: fora. certificate 
sighed by two-thirds of the creditors; and if that 
could not be produced, he would disregard the plea 
altogether. He would ask, was the Senate now to 
elongate this iniquitous act? and if it was, for what 
length of time? - He could tell them’ how long it 
would admit of remaining cases being continaeds 
just as long as the assets would hold out to pay 
the officers of the courts and the commissioners. 

Some months ago, he read in a Philadelphia pa- 
per a notice to creditors ta.come forward for a diva 
idend of half a cent in the dollar in a csse of bank- 
ruptey pending, under the old law. of 1800, since 
the year 1801. And, three or four days ago, he read 
a notice in a London paper, calling on creditors to` 
come in for a dividend of  five-sixths of.a penny im 
the pound, in a case of bankruptcy pending since: 
the year 1793. Here has been a case where tha 
waste of property has been going on for fifty years. 
in England, and another case where it has been 
going on in this country forty-one or forty-two. 
years. He had been himself twenty-three years in. 
the Senate, and, during that time, various efforts. 
were made to revive the old law of 1800 in some. 
shape or other; but never, till last. session, in the 
shape in which the present law passed. And how: 
could this law be expected to stand, when even the 
law of 1800 (which was in reality a bankruptlaw} 
could not stand; but was, in the first year of its 
operation, condemned by the whole country, With 
regard to the motion of the Senator from Worth 
Carolina [Mr. GraHam] to amend the bill, he should 
say that it fairly brought up thè question properly, 
at issue, It brought up the question: oP repeals 
and, that being decided, it next presented the = 
question of how the pending cases are. to 
be treated. One proposition. is to go on, in’ 
relation to these cases, with the bankrupt law, ” 
as if not repealed; the other is, to make these 
remaining cases subject to the provisions of a cons, 
stitutional bankrupt law. On this issue, the ques~ 
tion is just as fairly presented, and much: better 
presented, than it can be by any report of a com= 
mittee. The motion of the Senator from North 
Carolina does all that can be required, It brings 
up the main subject in all its bearings. All that is 
necessary, is to fix a day for its consideration.. If, 
however, the motion of reference was persisted in, 
he should call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. TALLMADGE did not know that the mere: 
question-of reference was sucha vital‘one as to 
commit those who should vote for it. He supposed, 
from present indications, that the law wouid be re- 
peated. But those who intended to vote for the re- 
peal, could assuredly vote for the reference, 
without being thereby committed against the 
repeal. The question of reference is, simply, 
whether the Senate shall proceed in the mate 
ter deliberately, and upon full information; or 
precipitately, and without any guide, It was, he 
considered, all-important that the bill now. under 
discussion should undergo the examination of the 
appropriate committee. The Senator from Mis- 
souri says the question is fairly and fully. presented 
on the motion of the Senator from North Carolina. 
But there are many Senators who think the ques- 
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tion should also embrace a modification of the law; 
sod they, too, wish to see that view presented from 
the proper source. Let the bill, then, go to the 
Committee on the Judiciary; and if the law is to be 
repealed, :here will be time. enough to effect that 
object. ft seemed, indeed, strange to him that 
there should be any objection to letting the bill pass 


through the Judiciaty Committee; for the Senate 


mast heve the same control of it after it is reported 
back, thal it has now. He hoped there would be 
no objection to considering -the opinion of the com- 
mittee, 3 : ; 

Mr. BERRIEN said it was truly stated by the 
Senator from Missouri, that the bill he proposes, 
and. the amendment offered by the Senator from 
North Carolina, present two questions—the question 
of repes', and the question as to the terms of that 
yepea) But, independently of these, there was a 
third question. A portion of the Senate desired 
to have it inquired of, by a committee, whether, n- 
stead of an absolute repeal of the: Jaw, it might 
nat be s2 modified as to make it conform to the in- 
tere. ts of the country, and to the prevailing public 
opinion. With a view to ascertain whether such 
a modification could be proposed, it was asked that 
the bill might be referred to the Judiciary Commit- 
tee. And surely, in relation to a matier of this im- 
portant nature-——in relation to the exercise of a pow- 
er which could alone be exercised by the General 
Government—notwithstanding gentlemen might 
entertain the opinion that the bill, even when so 
modified, would not be acceptable to them, 
yet. it was but one of the ordinary courtesies of 
legislation to allow gentlemen who may take a 
different view, an opportunity of presenting tbeir 
views for the consideration of that body. He 
(Mr. Bernien) denied, therefore, that the refer- 
ence of the bill to the committee would at all in- 
fluence the vital question of repeal or no repeal, 
The only effect of the reference would be, to give 
those who were in favor of a modification of the 
law an opportunity of presenting their views in a 
deliberate form. He would not, however, object 
to the yeas and nays being taken. 

Mr, BENTON said if there was any Senator 
present who would say that the vote he should give 
for reference would not commit him, he (Mr. B.) 
was willing to withdraw the call for the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said he was disposed to 
gratify the gentleman by the reference, although he 
should vote for the repeal of the law. 

Mr. MERRICK said he shoald vote for the ref- 
erence, without feeling himself committed at all, 
wilh respect to the vote he should give on the ques- 
tion of repeal. He intended to vote for the repeal 
ia some form. 

Mr. BENTON said he would, then, withdraw 
his call for the yeas and nays. 

The question was then taken on referring the 
bill to the Committee on the Judiciary, and de- 
cided in the affirmative—ayes 17, noes 12; and it 
was accordingly so referred. i 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the War Department, 
transmitting the annual report of the Commission- 
er of Pensions, containing a list of applicants for 
pensions, or increase of pension, which applica- 
tions were rejected during the last year: ordered to 
lie on the table, and be printed. 

Also, a message from the President, transmitting 
a letter from the Secretary of the Navy, covering 
despatches from the Mediterranean, giving correet 
information of the state of the relations of the 
Usited States with Morocco; which, on motion of 
Mr, BAYARD, was ordered to lie on the table, and 
be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. alzo stated that there 
were communications from the President of the 
United States of an executive character, on his desk, 

Thereupos, 

On motion of Mr. KING, the Senate proceeded 
to the consideration of executive business, and 
spent the remainder of the day’s Session therein. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, December 14, 1842. 
Mr. McKEON presented the petition of the 
Chamber of Commerce of the city of New York 
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‘fora’ warehousing system; which was referred to 


the Committee on Commerce. _ 
~ ` JOINT COMMITTEES. 


Messrs. James Irvin, Epmunp Burke, and P. 
G. Gooner, were this morning announced as the 
members, on the part of the House, of the Joint 
Committee on Enrolled Bills, €c. 


CIVIL & DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. FILLMORE, from the Committee of. Ways 
and Means, reported a bill making appropriations 
for the civil and diplomatic expenses of the cwe 
ernment for the half of the calendar year ending 
30th day of June, 1843. 

. The bill was read a first and second time. 

Mr. FILLMORE moved that it be eemmitied to 
the Committee of the Whole, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. CUSHING begged to ask the chairman. 
of the Committce of Ways and Means if the bill 
contained an appropriaticn for the pay of members 
of Congress, and the usual contingencies; so that 
no bill was to be introduced for that purpose, in 
anticipation of the ordinary civil and ciplomatie 
appropriations. 

Mr. FILLMORE replied, that this bill contained 
a provision for the pay of members of Congress, 
and the contingencies; and that no bill for that 
purpose would, therefore, be introduced in antici- 
pation of the civil and diplomatic appropriations. 

Mr. CUSHING observed that he was glad the 
committee had adopted that course. 

The bill was then committed, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ELECTION OF CHAPLAIN. 

Mr. BRIGGS moved that the House proceed to 
the election of its Chaplain; which was agreed to. 

Mr. BOWNE nominated the Rev. Mr. Tiffany 
of the Episcopal Church, of the State of New 
York. . 

Mr. HENRY nominated the Rev. Mr. Reese of 
the Methodist Church. 

Mr. JAMES COOPER nominated the Rev. Mr. 
Muller of the Lutheran Church, now resident in 
the city of Washington. 

Mr. PEARCE nominated the Rev. Mr. Suther- 
land of the Methodist Church, 

Mr. MALLORY nominated the Rev. Mr. Clay- 
ton of the Methodist Church. 

Mr. HUDSON nominated the Rev, Mr. Bull- 
finch of the Unitarian Church. 

Mr. ARNOLD zaid he had been requested by 
several of his friends to nominate the Rev. Mr. 
Maffitt, tbeir late Chaplain, whom he and his 
friends would rather hear than any other man 
[laughter] that they could get; and therefore they 
wanted to vote for him. 

Mr. BARTON nominated the Rev. Joha Collins 
of the Methodist Church. 

The nominations having all been made, Messrs. 
Bowne, Henry, and James Cooper, were ap- 
pointed tellers to receive the votes. 

The vote having been taken, 


Mr. BOWNE announced that the number of 


votes taken was - - - - 194 
Necessary to a choice - - - 98 

Of which 
Mr. Tiffany received - = - 78 
Mr. Muller - = -. = 34 
Mr. Reese a a ~ = 29 
Mr. Mafñtt - - - - 19 
Mr. Clayton - - - - 13 
Mr. Bullfinch - . > - 13 
Mr. Coll.ns =- - . - 5 
Mr. Sutherland - - - - 3 


As no candidate had received a majority of the 
voles given, there was no choice, and it beeame 
necessary to vote again. 

Mr. L. W. ANDREWS inquired if it would 
not be in order to submit a resolution to eleet the 
gentleman having a plurality of votes. 

The SPEAKER replied that it would not, 

Mr. BARTON withdrew the name of Mr, Col- 
lins from nomination. 

A second vote was then taken, the result of 
which 

Mr. BOWNE announced to be— 

Whole number of votes $ < 

Necessary toachoice - ~ = 


198 
106 


1 


| 


Of which— - ; 
Mr. Tiffany received -~ - - 119 
Mr. Reese - - = -. 39 
~Mr. Mulier - - = - 29 
Mr. Maffitt - = - - 10 
Mr. Balfinch - - E - 1 


Mr. Tiffany having received a majority of all 
the votes given, he was declared duly elected to 
the chaplaincy of the House of Representatives 
for the present session. 

A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by Mr. Jonn Truer, jr, his 
secretary, as follows: 


To the House af Representatives: 

Two bills were presented to me, at the last session of Con- 
gress, which originated in the House. of Representatives, nei. 
ther of which was signed by me; and, bothhaving been pre- 
sented within ten days of the close of the session, neither has 
become a law. 

The first of these was a bill entitled “An act to repeal the 
proviso of the sixth section of the act entitled ‘An act to appro- 
priate the proceeds of the sales of the public lands, and to grant 
pre-emption rights,’ approved September fourth, one thousand 
eight hundred and forty-one.” : 

This bill was presented to me on Tuesday, the 30th August, 
at twenty-four minutes after four o’clock in the afternoon. 

For my opinions relative to the provisions contained in this 
bill, it is only necessary that I should refer to previous commu- 
nications made by me to the House of Representatives, 

The other bill was entitled “An act regulating the taking of 
testimony in cases of contested elections, and for other pur- 

oses,?? 

This bill was presented to me at a quarter past one o’clock, 
on Wednesday, the thirty-first day of August, The two Houses, 
by concurent vote, had already agreed to terminate the ses- 
sion by adjournment at two o’clock on that day—that is to say, 
within three-quarters of an hour from the time the bill waa 
placed in my hands. Jt wasa bill containing twenty-seven 
sections, and, I need not say, of an important nature. 

On its presentation to me, its reading was immediately com- 
menced; but was interrupted by so many communications 
from the Senate, and so many other causes operating at the 
last hour of the session, that it was impossible to read the bill 
understandingly, and with proper deliberation, before the hour 
fixed for the adjournment of the two Houses; and this, I pre- 
sume, is a sufficient reason for neither signing the bil}, nor re. 
turning it with my objections, 

The 17th joint rule af the two Houses of Congress declares 
that “no bill or resolution that shall have passed the House of 
Representatives and the Senate shal) be presented to the Presi- 
dent of the United States, for his approbation, on the last|day of 
the session.” 

This rnle was evidently designed to give to the President a 
reasonable opportunity of perusing important acts of Congress, 
and giving them some degree of consideration, before signing 
or returning the same. 

It is trae, that the two Houses have been in the habit of sus. 
pending this rule, towards the close of the session, in relation to 
particular bills; and it appears by the printed journal, that, by 
concurrent votes of the two Houses, passed on the last day of 
the session, the rule was agreed to be suspended, so far as the 
same should relate to all such bills as should have been passed 
by the two Houses at one o’clock on that day. It is exceed- 
ingly to be regretted that a necessity should ever exist for such 
suspension, in the case of bills of great importance, and there- 
fore demanding careful consideration. 

As the bill bas failed, under the provisions of the Constitution, 
to become a law, I abstain from expressing any opinions upon 
itsseveral provisions, keeping myself wholly uncommitted as 
to my ultimate action on any similar measure, should the 
House think proper to originate it de novo, except so far as 
my opinion of the unqualified power of each House to decide 
for itself upon the election, returns, and qualifications of its 
own members, has been expressed hy me, ina paper lodged in 
the Department of State, at the time of signing an act entitled 
‘an act for the apportionment of Representatives among the 
several States, according to the sixth census,” approved June 
the 22d, 1842,” a copy of which is in possession of the House. 

JOHN TYLER. 


Wasuincton, Dec. 14, 1842. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Department of State, contain- 
Bg 


i 
th 


ing an abstract of the returns of the collectors of 


e 


Also, a communication from the Navy Depart- 
meat, enclesing a communication from Commo- 
dore Morgan, relative to the adjustment of our 
differences with Morocee: referred to the Commit: 
tee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

TEMPERANCE, 

Mr. BRIGGS called up the resolution submitted 
by him some days since, to amend the 19th joint 
tule, by striking out the word “spirituous,” and in- 
serting the word “intoxieating.? 

[The effect of this amendment would be to pro- 
ao the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capi- 
tol. 

ee WELLER asked if the resolution was in 
order, 


The SPEAKER replied in the negative. 
Mr. WELLER then objected to its considera- 
tion; upon which f ` 
Mr. BRIGGS moved a suspension of the rules; 
andthe: yeas and nays. having é 
Mr. CALHOUN, ‘they were ordered, and resulted 
—yeas 195, nays 52—as follows: : ; 


_, YEAS—Messrs. Adams, L. W, Andrews, 
Aycrigg, Baker, Barnard, Barton, Beeson, Bidlack, Birdseye, 
Blair, Boardman, Borden, Bowne, Briggs, Bronscn, Aaron V. 
Brown, Milton Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Burnell, Wm. Butler, 
Calhoun, Caruthers, Cary, Casey, Chapman, Chittenden, John 
‘C. Clark, Clifford, Mark A. Cooper, Cranston, Cravens, Cushing, 
Richard D. Davis, Deberry, Doig, John Edwards, Fessenden, 
Fillmore, John G. Floyd, Fornance, Gamble, Gates, Gerry, Gid. 
dings, Gilmer, Patrick G. Goode, Granger, Hail, Halsted, Ienry, 
Houck, Houston, Howard, Hudson, Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, 
James Irvin, Wm. W- Irwin, James, Wm. Cost Johnson, Keim, 
John P. Kennedy, Linn, Littlefield, Abraham McClellan, Robert 
McClellan, McKay, McKennan, Marchand, Alfred Marshall, 
Samson Mason, Mathiot, Mathews, Mattocks, Maynard, Meri- 
wether, Mitchell, Moore, Morgan, Morris, Newhard, Osborne, 
Payne, Pendleton, Plumer, Ramsey, Benjamin, Randall, Read, 
Reding, Rencher, Reynolds, Rhett, Ridgway, Riggs, Rodney, 
Roosevelt, William Russell, James M. Russell, Saltonstall, San- 
ford, Shaw, Shepperd, Slade, Truman Smith, Stokely, Stratton, 
Alexander H. H. Stuart, Summers, Jacob Thompson, Tilling- 
hast, Toland, Triple:t, Trumbull, Underwood, Van Rensselaer, 
Warren, Washington, Westbrook, Christopher H. Williams, 
Winthrop, Wise, Wood, Yorke, Augustus Young, and John 
Young-~125. 

NAYS—Messra. Arnold, Arrington, Atherton, Black, Burke, 
William O: Butler, Patrick C. Caldwell, Thomas J, Campbell, 
Clinton, Coles, James Cooper, Cowen, Cross, Garrett Davis, 
Dawson, Egbert, Everett, Ferris, Charles A. Floyd, A. Law- 
tence Foster, Gogsin, Wm. O. Goode, Gordon, Hays, Holmes, 
Hunter, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jack, Andrew Kennedy, McKeon, 
Mallory, Miller, Morrow, Owsley, Patridge, Pearce, Rayner, 
Rogers, William Smith, Snyder, Stanly, Steenrod, Taliaferro, 
Turney, Van Buren, Ward, Watterson, Weller, Jos. L. White, 
and Joseph L. Williams—52, 


So the rules were suspended; and, the resolution 
being before the House, 
Mr. AYCRIGG offered the following as an 
amendment: 
. Resolved, That the restaurateurs be forthwith removed from 
the Capitol. 
Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL suggested that this 
would remove the men, and not the places. 
-The amendment was adopted without opposi- 
tion; and the resolution of Mr. Brigas, as thus 
amended, passed by acclamation. 


WAREHOUSING SYSTEM. 

Mr. McKEON asked leave to have referred to 
the Committee on Commerce a bill in relation to 
the warehousing system 

Mr. McKENNAN objected. 

Mr. MCKEON moved a suspension of the rules; 
but the House refused to suspend 

PETITIONS. 

Mr. FILLMORE inquired what was the decision 

of the Speaker in regard to the offering of peti- 


tions. 

The SPEAKER replied that the rule was with- 
out limit. It was in the power of members to in- 
troduce petitions atany time.’ 

Mr. FILLMORE said he was perfectly content 
with the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. BRONSON asked leave to offer a resolu- 
tion, calling upon the Solicitor of the Treasury fer 
information as to the amount of fees paid the sev- 
eral clerks of the Federa! courts in cases of admi- 
rally and bankruptcy. 

Mr. BOWNE objected to the reception of the 
resolution; and it was act considered. 

THE TARIFF. 

Mr. READ asked leave to offer the following 
resolutions; which were read for information: 

Whereas the act of Congress entitled “An act to provide reve- 
nue from imports, and to change and modily existing laws im- 
posing duties on imports, and for other purposes,” passed 30th 
August, 1842, having been passed in the hurry and confusion of 
the Iast_ day of a session, and therefore greatly desective, vot 
only in its details, butin some of its principles, imposing pro- 
hibitory dutiey on a great variety of articles, thereby so far de- 
feating itself, both in regard to revenue and protection-—ihe Jat- 
ter, by administering a powerful stimulant to the smuggling 
trade; therefore, g ? i ` 

Resolved, Tnat the Committee of Ways, and Means be in- 
atructed to report a bil, supplementary to the said act of the 
30th August last, based upon the following principles, viz: 

1. To produce an adequate revenue for the economical ad- 
ministration of the Government, and no more—say from twenty 
to twenty-three milions. A i se 

2. articles classed as “necessaries of life’? and entering into 

onera] consumption, of a description not grown or pr oduced 
in the United States, to be admitted free of duty. 

3. Articles imported, coming in comperition with those grown 
or produced in the United States, to be taxed so as to give am- 
pie protection to our farmers, planters, manufacturers, and 
mechanics, g ¢ 

4, The measure of such protection to be, inal cases, so much 
duty as will make the cost of the foreign article inour markeis 
equal to the cost of production in the United States, and no 


more. 


S. J. Andrews, 
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been called for by . 


` the whole subject back. 


5. If it should be found necessary to impose higher duties.for 
revenue than arê required by the said measure of protection, 


. in such ‘case dzruries ta pay a higher duty than necessaries: 


- 6. No drawback. to be allowed on foreign sugars refined in 
the United States, nor on ‘spirits distilled from foreign. mo- 
asses. $ $ ~ L 
7, No drawback to be allowed- in any case, unless the goods 
shali be specially intended forexportation, and actually exported 
within ninety days from the time of importation. 


8. The principle of cash duties to be preserved, except in thé ` 


case of goodsimported and entered for exportation, which may 
be warehoused, > 


9, Allduties to-be levied on the true value of the goods in the - 


principal ports of the United States; such value to be ascertain- 
y a board ôf commissioners, (to be appointed for that pur- 


Pdve;) in all cases where the importer sha!lappeal from the val- - 


uation or appraisement of the collector of the port. 
TRADE WITH AUSTRIA AND PRUSSIA. 


Mr. TRIPLETT offered a resolution, which 
was adopted, after being modified according to the 


- suggestions of Messrs. WISE, McKEON, and 


ADAMS, in the following form: 


Resolved, That the President of the United-States be re- 
quested to communicate to this House, as soon as conveniently 
may be, if notincompatible with the public interest, the com- 
mnnications to and from our ministers at Berlin and Vienna, 
subsequent to the last communication sent to this House on the 
subject of the trade and commerce between those respective 
countries and the United States, 


NAVAL DEPOT AT MEMPHIS. 


Mr. C. H. WILLIAMS offered the following 
resolution; which was adopted, (after an amend- 
ment by Mr. Wiser, substituiing the Committee on 
Naval Affairs for the Committee on Commerce.) 


Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be instruct- 
ed to inquire into the expediency of establishing a naval depot 
and dock-yard, at Memphis, in the State of Tennessee. 


On motion of Mr. J. P. KENNEDY, the select 
committee of last session on the subject of inter- 
national copy-right,. (which failed to report for 
want of time,) was ordered to be revived. 


EXTRA PAY. 


Mr. ©. J. INGERSOLL asked leave to offer a 
resolution granting to the officers, clerks, folders, 
pages, &c. of the House, the same extra pay which 
was allowed to the same in the Senate at the last 
session of Congress. 


Mr. BLACK objected, and the resolution was 
not received. 

Messrs. J.C. CLARK and GIDDINGS sev- 
erally attempted to introduce revolutions of in- 
quiry; but were defeated by the intervention of ob» 
jections. 

CONTESTED ELECTION, 


Mr. MORGAN calicd for the question on the 
motion pending at the adjournment yesterday, to 
refer certain additional testimony, in the case of 
the contested election of the Delegate from Florida, 
{Mr. Levy,] to the Committee on Elections; and, 
the question being stated by the Speaker, 

Mr. BARTON presented still further testimony 
ov bebaif of the sittiog member; and he moved 
that it be printed. 

The SPEAKER avnounced the question to be on 
the motion to refer. 

Mr. MORGAN entered into a statement of facts 
in connexion with the taking of this testimony, and 
arged the propriety of refering the whole subject 


‘back to the Coawmittee on Elections. 


My. HOPKINS said he did not understand the 
character of the testimony now presented to the 
House to be sneh as to render it necessary to refer 
tt was important that the 
question should be sevled. The sitting member 
had invoked a decision; but, if the case were re- 
ferred back to the Committee on Elections, with 
(his addi-joual correspondenee, for re-cxaminaticn, 
they might nei expect a report until the close of the 
presest s ssion, when it would be impossible 
to have a ful: attendance of the House for a decis- 
icn of a question ke tha’. ‘There could be no ob- 
jection to the printing of this additional testimony; 
and then they would have it before the House, 
whieh would be as compelentio determine the 
ease as any committee could be. 

Mr. BARTON, Mr. HALSTED, Mr. TUR- 

YEY, and Mr. MORGAN, entered inte statements 

relative to the admisribility of certain testimony, 
and discussed the necessity of the proposed refer- 
ence. 

Mr. LEVY begged to be allowed to szy a word 
or tvoin explanation of the circumstances under 
which he acted, and of the course which hehad 


deemed it his duty. :to take. Such action as the 
House might. determine to take on this subj: ely 


’ would be in accordance with its own.views of jus- 


tice and propriety; and he. had ‘no suggest: on to 


| make in regard it, and no desire to influence ite 


aclion.. He had, from the first, deemed jt to, be his 
duty, because most consistent with propriety, to're- 
frain from expressing. any opinion, either in regaré 
to the proceedings, cf the committee, or of. the 
House. - He was himself satisfied that he had the 
right to represent the people of Florida on this, 
floor, and that’he was.a citizen of the United 
States. The people of Florida themselves were 
perfectly satisfied as to these particulars, He 
would, however, make a brief explanation of facts, 
in order to give the House a more perfect under- 
standing of the subject. After theelection, under 
which he was returned as the delegate from the 
Territory of Florida, a few ‘individuals, impelled 
by personal motives, who had opposed his election, 
and who had the bencfit of their opposition at the’ 
polls, made a remonstrance to the House, in whick 
they denied his right to represent the Territory in 
Congress. There was no contesting candidate ap- 
pearing here to canvass his right to iis seatsdut 
these men, who came as remonstrants, came also 
2s witnesses. They were not only witnesses, but 
some of them went to (he extent of seven deposi- 
tions each, who were not in Florida at the time 
the transactions took place. about which they un- 
dertock to. testify. Now be would say to the 
House, that, having regarded this matter as an in- 
quiry instituted by itself, for its own satisfaction, 
whether the delegation from Florida had been. 
properly filled by the people of that Territory— 
taking it as a question between this House and the: 
people of Florida, he had not deemed it consistent. 
with self-respect, and with the respect he owed, 
both to the House and the people of Florida, to say 
anything to influence its action, When the ques- 
tion came up before the House, on the report of 
the Committee of Elections, he should then ask to: 
be heard. Whether the House would refer this: 
matter back again to the committee, or proceed: 
with the report of the committee of the last ses- 
sion, were questions in regard to which he had not. 
a word to say. As the chairman of the commit. 
tee, however, bad gone into a statement of facts, 
which might have some effect on the minds of 
members of the House, he begged have to make 
a plain and simple statement in reply to it So far 
as ‘notice was concerned, he contended that ample: 
and sufficient notice, and of the. best kind, was: 
given of the depositions taken by bim, That no- 
tice was given inthe publie papers of Florida,” 
one end of the Territury to the other. He did not: 
chocse to reecgnise one of these remonstrants more 
than another, in giving notice; and there b-ing 
some hundted o! them, had he given a notice to 
cne, the other nizety-nine might have had cause of 
complaint. a 

Mr. HALSTED inquired of the grntemam 
whether he was not in’ormed last session that ‘he: 
attorneys ef the remonstrants would receive the: 
notices 

Mr. LEVY replied that Mr. Peter Schenk Smith. 
informed him that Mr. Richard S. Coxe of this 
place, or General Hernandez, or himself, would 
receive notices; but he should like to know what 
right one of the remonsirants ui 10 appoint atior- 
neys to act for all of them. ith respect to the 
deposition of his father, (Mozes © Levy,) made 
in the city of New York, he was ready to make’ 
an explanation to the Honsc; theugh it. was pain+- 
fulto him to approach this part of the subject. 
Oa receiving notice that this deposition was to be 
taken, be went on.to New York, and exdeavored 
to obtain an interview with bis father, without ef- 
fect- Having been denied this interview, he could 
not attend the taking of the testimony, but ap- 
pointed a friend to actin his place, directing bim 
not to sablect his parent 10 a cro-s examination, 
He afiecwerds, having seem the dep sition, drew 
up and submitted certain interrogatories, necessary 
te elicit some impcriant facts. Ged knew that bis 
only object thronghout had been to elicit truth, and 
to lay before the House all the facts of the: cate, 
If there were any little technicalities of which 
gentlemen who were pressing this matter wis heit 


Je 


ee 


`o avail themselves, he was willing that- they 
shoutd have the benefit of them. “All he wanted 
was, that all the truth should be brought out, 
‘The main ground of this case was his right of citi- 
yenship; arid. to establish: this, he depended upon 
dhe public récords of the country. All other tes- 
_ timony he looked upon as of very little importance. 
That record was iu “the State Department, trans- 


hitted and deposited there in pursuance of law. | 


Tt had been acquiesced in, from that time to this; 
sand if the Howse was now prepared to go behind 
‘this record, and inquire into the facts upon which 
jt was ‘made, then he would say that there was 
very little régard to be paid to public faith. After 
ta few more remarks, Mr. L. said, that the only evi- 
‘dence on which the House was now asked to recom- 
mit this matter to the Committee of Elections, was a 
worrespondence between Messrs. Peter Schenk 
Smith, and Moses C. Levy, his principal witness, 
Snwhich they dispute about what the former heard 
the latter say to him. On such testimony as this, 
athe House was asked to send this matter back to 
the Committee of Elections, to go over all. their 
investigations again. ; 

The question was then taken, and the motion 
‘of Mr. Hatsrep was rejected. Í 

On motion by Mr. CUSHING, the select com- 
mittee raised on the petition of Washington Irving 
and others, on the subject, of an international copy- 
Tight Jaw, was authorized -to report by bill or other- 
wise. ` 

Mr. BARTON offered a resolution for the ap- 
pointment of a select committee to inquire into 
the expediency of abolishing the military super- 
intendencies at the national armories, and of substi- 
tuting civil superintendencies in their stead; also 
to inquire into the abuses alleged to exist in these 
establishments. 

Obdjected to by several, and the resolution was 
not received, 

The House then adjourned. ! 


IN SENATE. 


THURSDAY, DECEMBER 15, 1842. 

Mr. Catnoun appeared in his seat to-day. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial of 
the Chamber of Commerce of Philadelphia, pray- 
ing Congress to adopt the warehouse system as a 
part of the revenue system. Mr. B. said that, as 
the Chamber -of Commerce represented a large 
body of the merchants, he would ask that the me- 
morial be printed, and referred to the same com- 
mittee to which similar memorials bad been refer- 
red: agreed to. 

Mr. BARROW presented a petition from V. 
Leblanc, praying compensation for services therein 
mentioned; which was referred to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims. 

On motion by Mr, LINN, it was ordered that 
the petition and papers of Benjamin Crawford, 
asking indemnity for losses sustained in conse- 
quence of having his boarding seitlement broken 
up by an officer of the United States army, be 
taken from the files of the Senate, and referred to 
ihe Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. SMITH of Indiana reported back, from the 
Committee on Public Lands, without amendment, 
the bill for the relief of sundry citizens of Arkan- 
sas, who lost their improvements in consequence 
of the treaty between the United States and the 
Choctaw Indians; and 

The bill in relation to a donation of land to cer- 
tain persons in the State of Arkansas. 

Also, reported back, with amendments, which 
were read, the bill authorizing the relinquishment 
of the sixteenth sections granted for the use of 
schools, and the entry of other lands in lieu 
thereof. 

On motion by Mr. EVANS, it was ordered that 
the petition of Thomas Fillebrown be taken from 
the fles of the Senate, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

On motion of Mr. CONRAD, it was ordered- 
that the memorial and papers of Réné Vienne be 
withdrawn from the files of the Senate, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a memorial from a 
large number of citizens of Yates county, New 
York, praying Congress for the instant repeal of 
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the bankrup: law; which was referred io the Gom- 
mittee on the Judiciarv. Beata. 

Mr. BATES, on leave, iairodueed a bill for the 
relief of the Steamboat Company of Nantucket; 
which was read twice, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

“Mr. RIVES presented a memorial from Mrs. 
Frances M. Lewis and Mary Neal, widows of late 
officers in the navy of the United States, who were 
lost on board of the United Siates sloop of way 
“Epervier,” praying a restoration of the pensio 
which they heretofore received under the navy 
pension law, and which has been withheld from 
them in consequence of the repeal of such law: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CONRAD submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which lies one day under the rule, viz: 

Resolved, That the Sccretary of the Treasury be requested 
to communicate to the Senate whether any, and what, amount 
of money had been refunded to claimants in virtue of the act 
ebtitled “An actin relation to lands held in the Greensburg, 
late St. Helena district, in the State of Louisiana, and authoriz- 
ing the yesurvey of certain lands in said district,” approved 
August 29, 1842; whether, in any cases, the claimants have re- 
ceived reimbursement of the price paid by them for Jands in 
complying, or offering to comply, with the provisions of said 
act, andsuch reimbursement bas been refused, and the reasons 


for such refusal; and whether any, and what, proceedinge have 
taken place under said act. 


THE QUINTUPLE TREATY. 


Mr. BENTON submitted the following resolt- 
tion; which lies one day, under the rele, viz: 


Resolved, That the President be requested to inform the 
Senate whether the quintuple treaty. for the su ppression of the 
slave-trade, has been communicated to the Government of the 
United States in any form whatever? And if so, by whom? 
for what purpose? and what answer may have been returned to 
such communication? . Also, to communicate to the Senate all 
the information which may have been received by the Govern- 
ment of the United States, going to show tbat the “course 
which this Government might take in relation to said treaty 
has excited no small degree of attention and discussion in Eu- 
rope.” Also, to inform the Senate how far the “warm animad- 
versions,” and the “great political excitement,” which this 
treaty has caused in Europe, have any application or reference 
to these United States. Also, to inform the Senate what danger 
there was of having the “laws and the obligations” of the United 
States, in relation ta the suppression of the slave-trade, “exe- 
cuted by others,” if we did not “remove their pretext and mo- 
tive for violating our fiag, and executing our laws,” by enter- 
ing into the stipulations for the African squadron, and the re- 
monstvating embassies, which are contained in the eighth and 
ninth articles of the late British treaty. 


Messrs. STURGEON and LINN gave notice 
that they would, on to-morrow, ask leave to intro- 
duce certain bills. 

Mr. McROBERTS gave notice that he would 
ask leave, un to-morrow, to introduce a bill to 
amend the several laws granting pre-emption rights 
to settlers on ihe public lands. 

Mr. McR. remarked that there were some sug- 
gestions in the President’s message in regard to the 
propriety of disposing of the mineral lands belong- 
ing to the United States. He moved that so much 
of the message as related to that subject be refer- 
red. to the Committce on the Public Lands: 
agreed to. 


On motion of Mr. LINN, it was 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to return to the General Land . 


Office ali the original papers on file is his office, which ac- 
companied the report of the Secretary of the Treasury, of the 
10th of January, 1838, and contained in Senate Document 97, 
of the 2d session of the 25th Congress. ; 


Mr. FULTON, on leave, introduced a bill per- 4 


fecting titles to land south of the Arkansas river, 
held under the treaty of New Madrid, and pre- 
emption rights under the act of 1814; which was 
twice read, and referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. 

Mr. BAYARD moved that, when the Senate ad- 
jcurn, it adjourn to meet on Monday next: agreed 
fo. 

On motion of Mr. BAYARD, the Senate then 
preceeded to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness; and, after some time spent thereon, 

Adjourned, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
'fuurspay, December 15, 1842. 

Mr. PARMENTER presented the petition of 
Mary Page fer a revolutionary pension; of Mary 
J. Babbit fora naval pension; of Jobn C. Clark 
for increase of pay of captains’s clerks in the navy; 


all of which were referred to the appropriate com- 
mittees. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
The following Executive communications were 
Jaid on the table of the House of Representatives 
on Monday last, to which we were only able then 
to allade in genera! terms: 
A letter from the Secretary of War, in obedience 


< to a resolution of the House of Representatives of 


the 30th of August last, transmitting a statement of 
the private establishments at which fire-arms are 
manufactured for the Government, where situated, 
the number annually fabricated, at what prices, 
&c.; which letter and statements were referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A letter from ihe Secretary of War, in answer 
to the resclution of the House of the 25th May 
last, transmitting a statement of the number of the 
officers of the army, with the rates of pay and al- 
lowance, &e.: laid on the table. . 

A letter from tee Sceretary of War, in answer 
to a resolution of the House of the 11th August, 
transmitting a statement of the number of resigna- 
tions in the army since the Ist of January, 1834, 
with the causes of the same, so far as known; and 
how many of the said officers who resigned were 
educated at West Point, with any farther informa- 
tion upon the same subject: laid on the table, 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting 
a revort of the Third Auditor of the Treasury, inan- 
swer in partto the resolution of the House of the 28th 
of February last, requiring a report of all cases of 
extra compensation heretofore allowed to officers 
of the army for services similar to those rendered 
by General Scott, for which he is said to have re- 
ceived exira allowance; together with the names of 
such officers, the time when received, the amount 
paid to euch, &e., and stating his inability to de- 
termine when the answer will be completed: laid 
on the tabie, 


A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, trans- 
miting, in cbedience to the joint resolution of 
Congress of the 29th of May, 1830, a report from 
the Commissioner of Pensions of the names of per- 
sons who have applied for relief under the navy 
pension laws, and whose claims have been re- 
jected, and the reasons for such rejection: laid on 
the table. . 

A letter from the Scerctary of the Navy, trans- 
mitting, agreeably to the provisions of the act of 
Congress of the 34 of March, 1809, an abstract 
of the contingent expenses of the naval establish- 
ment from the Ist of October, 1841, to the 30th of 
September, 1842, inclusive: laid on the table. 

A letter from the Treasurer of the United States, 
transmitting copies of the Treasurer’s accounts 
with the United States for the third and fourth 
quarters of 1841, and the first and. second quar- 
ters of 1842, as adjusted by the accounting officers 
of the department: laid on the table. 

A letter from the Clerk of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, transmitting his report of the expend. 
iture of the contingent fund of the House of 
Representatives: referred to the Committee of Ac- 
counts, 

A letter from the Commissioner of Public Build- 
ings, transmitting copies of all contracts made in 
his office from ihe Ist of December, 1841, to the 
present time, with the names of the applicants for 
said contracts, and the amount of their respective 
bids: referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, 


FEES IN BANKRUPTCY. 


Mr. BRONSON offered the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 
hereby is, required to obtain, with aslittle delay as practicable, 
a statement of fees taxed by the several clerks of the circuit 
and district courts of the United States, in admiralty and bank- 
rupt cases: showing the amount of fees taxed by said several 
clerks, with the items constituting said amountin a case in ad- 
inivaity; and, also, in a case in bankruptcy, either to the bank: 
rupt, or a creditor, when there is no adverse appearance;.and 
showing the whole amount of fees that have been actually paid 
to each clerk on petitions, and otker proceedings under the 
bankrupt act, lothis date; and, also, the amrounireceived by 
said clerks for filing papers, &c.; and for blank forms and cop- 
ies, in cases of bankruptcy under said act, and up to this date. 


Mr, NE said he would not object to this 
resolution, if it was not to impede the speedy ace 
tion of the House on the bill to repeal the bank- 
rupt law; but he wished to know if it was to have 
such an effect. 


_. : Mr. BRONSON replied in the ieee: 
> Mr, CAVE JOHNSON inquired if it was not 
ue that. this resolution should lie over for one 
“day. x Ro j ~ 
~The SPEAKER was understood to reply that it 
must-lie. over, if objected to. 


iMr; CAVE JOHNSON then objected, and the 


resolution was laid over. : 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPŘIA- 
. TIO : 


: Mr. FILLMORE said it wasof considerable im- 
portance that the civil and diplomatic appropria- 
tion bill, which be reported. yesterday from the 
Committee of Ways and Means, should be acted 
upon immediately; and therefore he moved that 
the. House resolve itself into a Committee of the 
“Whole, for the purpose of taking up that bill. 

The motion was agreed to, and Mr. Briaas was 
called to the chair. 

` The CHAIRMAN directed the Clerk to read the 
bill No. 615, being “A. bill making appropriations 
for the civil and diplomatic expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the half calendar year ending the 30th 
day of June, 1843.” 


_ The Clerk accordingly read the bill through all 
jts sections. It was then taken up, by sections, 
and the committee proceeded, without cbjection, 
“through all the sections to the following item in 
‘the "Treasury Department: 
“Por extra clerk hire, $750.” 
Mr: GILMER moved to strike out this item. 
At the Jast session of Congress, he said, there 
were several investigations instituted into the ex- 
penditures of the various departments at the seat 
of Government; and he knew not what effect those 
investigations produced on the minds of other gen- 
tlemen, but he would say, for himself, that they 
left on bis mind no doubt that there were too many 
elerks—too many regular clerks employed in those 
“yarious departments, He would not say there were 
toe many in all the offices of the General Govern- 
ment; but, speaking in the aggregate, he was sat- 
isfied there were too many employed in the vari- 
ous departments, and thatthe public service de- 
yoanded that there should be a reduction rath- 
er than an increase in that quarter. He 
was therefore surprised to see a permancnt item 
for extra clerk-hire introduced into this bill by the 
Committee of Ways and Means. They had 
hitherto been told, when efforts were made to re- 
dace the expenditures of the departments, that, in 
consequence of the calls for information by Con- 
gress, the regular clerks were not adequate to 
keep pace with the public business. Now, if there 
were any necessity for the employment of extra 
clerks, he wished to know it. He would not con- 
sume the time of the committee with arguments, 
which must necessarily be but a repetition of 
the arguments adduced at the last session, not 
only in the shape of speeches, but also of reperis 
from investigating commillees; but he would ask 
whether the Congress of the United States intended 
to authorize, as a permanent system, the employ- 
ment of 600 or 700 permanent clerks in the va- 
rious departments, and then make an annual ap- 
_ propriation for extra clerk-hire? He knew, from 
. his own personal examination, that, in the various 
offices in the departmen's, there were more clerks 
than could now be profitably employed. He knew 
there were some who were nol employed more 
than one-fourth of their time. There was, then, a 
superabundance of labor; and (hy was understood 
to say) it had been suggested that the executive de- 
partments should be authorized by law to transfer 
Jabor from one cffice, where there should be found 
to be a superabundance, to offices where there 
should be found to be a deficiency; and thus the 
exira clerk-hire might be dispensed with. ‘The ex- 
tent of tae evil, he further observed, was not set 
forth in this item; for it would be perceived that 
this bill made only a temporary appropriation—l 
was but an appropriation for half the calendar 
year; and therefore another appropriation wouid 
be necessary, as it was evident ii wes contem- 
plated; and therefore, satisfied as he was that they 
might produce a slight temporary inconvenience by 
withholding this appropriation, he believed » great 
counterbalancing good would ensue if the com- 


until it was a cheap one; 
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mittee agreed with him, and should. strike out this J}: 
and similar i/ems. a ae, 
Phere was abother class of appropriations which 
he -bad hoped had received: their quietus at the last. 
session—he alluded to that class called “‘ miscella- 
neous.” He must be: permitted to express the 
opinion, that, whatever party conflicts there might 
be in the country, and whatever party might be in 
power, this would never be-an honest Government 
nor would it ever be 
satisfactory to the people, until their Representa- 
ts caused. accounts to be published showing 
how the revenue was raised, and what were the 
purposes for which it was appropriated. There 
were striking defects in the system, which should be 
corrected by the publication from tie to ‘time of 
statements and accounts of all the receipts and all 
the expenditures of the Government.’ There were 
many items of a million of dollars in the accounts; 
and he would a:k what information did they de- 
tive from such an item? None whatever; and 
therefore they wanted the items, dollar for dollar, 
specifically stated. A reformation in the Auditors’ 
and Comptrollers’ offices was requisite, by which 
they should be furnished with specific information, 
insiead of being, as at present, compelled to go 
through the vouchers when filed away. His ob- 
ject was to ascertain distinetly, item by item, how 
the money of the Government was expended. He 
desired also to avoid these miscellaneous expendi- 
tures, which the people did not understand; but 
particularly at this time he hoped the committee 
would see the propriety of suspending this appro- 
priation for exira clerk-hire. 

Mr. FILLMORE confessed that he was a little 
surprised at so long a speech on so small an item. 
He was as ready, however, to discuss this question 
now, as he would be atany future lime; and he would 
make such an explanation as he trusted would be 
satisfactory to the gentleman. The gentleman 
said that he made the motion to strike oat this ap- 
propriation for extra clerk-hire merely for the pur- 
pose of testing the question whether, in any case, 
an appropriation should be made for that cbject in 
any of the departments. Now, this subject ün- 
derwent a gocd deal of discussion at the last ses- 
sion; and he had hoped that it was then definitively 
setiled by the act then passed. If the gentleman 
would take the trouble to lecok into the laws of tbe 
last ecesion, he would fied that these appropriations, 
being liable to abuse in consequence of their gen- 
eral characier, were stricken out of the general ap- 
propriation bill, and embodied in a bill framed to 
provide for them all, and specifying each particu- 
lar object. ‘The committee, in reporting this bill, 
did not stop there, bu inserted a section, not only 
for the purpose of guarding against abuses, but for 
avoiding these annual discussions of small mat- 
ters, Ht was, however, necessary that these appro- 
priations should be made. You must (said Mr. 
F.) either employ a force of permanent clerks suf- 
ficiently large, net only to carry onthe ordinary 
business of the departments, but to meet all the ex- 
t-aordinary calls that may be made on them, by 
Congress or otherwise; or you must employ a force 
sufficient to carry on «li the ordinary business, and 
allow the departments to employ extra clerks for 
extraordinary business, ‘The latter mode was un- 
questionably the more economical. 

Mir. F. bere banded up to the Chair the law 
passed at the Jast session, and directed the Clerk to 
read the 10th and Iio seetions; which was done, 
“Phese sections provite that ro extra clerks shali te 
employed in asy of the executive departments, ex- 
cept during the session c! Congress, to enebdie them 
to meet the calls of Congress; and then only when 
the heads of departments shall believe that the em- 
ployment of sth extra clerks is indispensably ne- 
ecssaty for the pablis service. 

Mr. GILMER was aware of ihe Jaw to which 
the gentleman alluded, and be believed the lay i 
was a very good one. But bere was no evidence | 
showing that the employment of extra clerks was i 
necessary; and the making the appropriation in ad- 
vance, was encouraging the departiments [0 employ || 
exira clerks, whether necessary or not. He wouid | 
ask the gentleman. fiom New York if he had any |} 
infermation showing the-necessity of employing 
extra clerks. 


was to provide. in advance fir the payment 0 à 


vices- that might-or might not be necessary; and he 


enough to make the appropriation. oi 
Mr. SMITH of Virginia inquired of his eol- 
league how the service was 10 be paid for, if. no 


appropriation was made; should the heads.of de- 
partments find the’ employ ment.of extra: clerks ins 
dispensably necessary: for the public service. ~. 


be employed in any of the departments, unless;the. 

heads of departments found that their employment 

was indispensably necessary for the public service. 

Now, there was nothing here to show that the em- 
loyment of extra clerks was necessary. 

Mr. SMITH said that there was the power given 
to the heads of departments; but where was the ap- 
propriation to pay for the service rendered? -Were 
heads of departments. to employ clerks. when they 
found it indispensably necessary to do so, in erder 
to answer the calls that may be made by Congress, 
and. then trust to the contingency of obtaining an 
appropriation to pay them? 


propriation with pleasure, if there was any report. 
from the departments showing that it would be nes 
cessary. He understood this appropriation was: 
proposed for labor to be done hereafter. But upen 
what data, on what information, and for what ne- 
cessity was this appropriation to be made? When- 
ever the departments should have complied with 
the act of last session, he should be willing to vere 
the money. 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia said he had a few re- 
marks to make on-the subject before the commit~ 
tee. It seemed to him that the appropriation was: 
proper, and should be made. It was for clerks. 
notin regular employment, and who might not: 
cand would not be employed unless there was sere 
vice for them to perform. . It was. true that no du- 
ties now existed to'be: performed; yet such might. 
arise. Suppose Congress should „make calls for 
information, to be prepared during. the ‘Tecess; it 
would be absolutely necessary to employ extra 
clerks, How were they to be paid’ without an ap- 
propriation? 

Mr. BLACK bad no doubt of the general cor- 
rretness cf the position of the gentleman. from 


Virginia, [Mr. Smirx;] but he wished to know, 


whether the law of Congress, making it the duty ef 
the departments to report the necessity of emp'oy- 
ing these extra clerks, had been complied with? 

Mr. FILLMORE remarked that the Jaw merely 
required a report of past expendi'ures; it had noth- 
ing to do with future ones Next ‘year, the report 
vould come in, stating bow the. money now pro- 
pesed to be appropriated had been expended, , 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia resumed, and read.a 
portion of the law of last session, specifying when 
extra clerks shall be employed, and what shall,be 
the duty of the depariments in relation thereto, It 
would be perecived that the difficulty of the gén- 
Jeman from Georgia [Mr. Buacx] was obviated 
py the fact, that a report of the manner in which 
this meney had been spent would, according to the 
law, bave to be made at the next session-of Con- 
gress, Agais: he knew of a case where a call was 
made for information two years since, and not com- 
plied with, owing to the inadequacy of labor in the 
department. Would the getiewan from Georgia 
[Mr. Buscx] have the cle:ks in employment, with- 
out pay? Such would be the case, unless this ap- 


| propriation were passed. 


in making these remarks, he did not hesitate to 
avow- his belief that there were maby inefficient 
clerks in the departmenis, and -m 00) 
form. It was often. the case that clerks who 


Mr. GILMER said tbat the very law read. by: - 
the chairman. reguired:that no extra. clerks:should. 


Mr. BLACK said that he would vote for the ape. 


much 100m for fe- . 


% 


i 


TE 


should be attending to their duties, were walking on - 


the avenue during. office-hours. This, however, 
was ho reason why. temporary clerks would not 
have to be employed. The cbject of the appropri- 
ation was, to place fands at the disposal ef the de- 
partments, in case extra hire should be needed. It 
was necessary, he thought, that the heads of de- 
partments should be` trusted with: the contingent 
‘expenditure of this money; and there was no reason 
to believe that those officers would employ any extra 
clerks, unless absolutely necessary to carry on the 
public business. 

Mr. CUSHING obtained the floor, but yielded 

itto . i ` i 

Mr. FILLMORE, who stated that the committee 
had reduced the-amount asked for by the departe 
mentin a very great degree. 

“Mr. BLACK ‘rose, and was proceeding to re- 
ply to some of the remarks of the gentleman from 
Virginia, [Mr. Synre,} when 

Mr. CUSHING claimed the floor, and remark- 
ed that he hoped, by a brief explanation, to explain 


the obscurity which existed in the minds of some. 


of the gentlemen who had addressed the House 
regarding this matter. He believed it was under- 
stood by the House, that, until the last session, 
there were a number of clerks employed in the 
‘departments without authority of law.- It was 
then deemed important that there should be a stand- 
ing law on the subject; and accordingly a bill was 
reported by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
J. R. InamrsoLL,] subsequently passed, specifying 
the number of clerks to be employed, and giving a 
legal existence to many who had been before but 
temporary. It then became necessary to make 
provision for extra clerk-hire, and the regulations 
were established. The first was, that extra clerks 
should only be employed under previous regula- 
tions; and the second, that there should be a sub- 
sequent responsibility for their hire, and for the 
expenditure so incurred. Thus, whether there be 
$100 or $100,000 appropriated to this object, not 
one dollar could be spent. unless to prepare infor- 
mation required by a call from Congress. Should 
Congress call for information, and should there be 
no appropriation, the Secretaries should say at 
once that there was no money, and the informa- 
tion could not be had. 

The question now involved was, whether the 
House were willing to intrust this contingent ap- 
propriation to the heads of bureaus for one partic- 
ular purpose, and for that only. He averred that, 
without a’certain degree of discretion being al- 
lowed to those officers, it would be impossible to 
carry on the Government. i 


Mr. GILMER said, he might be mistaken in 
his views; but, until he was convinced to the con- 
trary, he. must persist in the course he had taken. 
From a careful investigation which he bad made 
in the departments, on a committee at the last ses- 
sion, he had come to the conclusion that there 
were more permanent clerks than were necessary 
to the public service. Acting, then, upon this 
ground, how could he vote for extra clerks? When 
the committee had reported that, out of eighty 
clerks in the Land Office, at least twenty could be 
dispensed with, and one-third in the Indian De- 
partment, how would he be justified in voting for 
more? 

Mr. TILLINGHAST remarked, that the de- 


` cision of this matter depended much upon the fac's 


of the case. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Ginmer] was convinced that no more clerks were 
required, whilst the departments thought other- 
wise. He (Mr. T.) bad every confidence in the 
statement of the gentleman from Virginia; yet he 
preferred to take the opinion of the departments, 
and should act upon that in giving his vote for the 
appropriation asked for. 

Mr. BLACK reiterated his objections to the 
item of.appropriation. Were it for past services 
—-for labor already performed—he should have no 
objection to vote the money; but he could not con- 
sent to vote an appropriation for services that 
might or might not be rendered hereafter. In the 
present condition of the treasury, he thought that 
it was incumbent on the Representatives of the 
people to persist in the utmost economy of appro- 
prigtion and expenditure of the public funds. To 


| 
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make appropriations in ‘cases like the present, he 
was well convinced, weuld be balio invite expendi- 
tures. D 

Mr. WISE addressed the committee al large in 


‘favor-of the item, and in reply to the remarks of 


his colleague, [Mr. Ginmer.] He contended- that 
it wasthe true policy of the Government to em- 
ploy temporary clerks at particular seasons, in- 
stead of a greater number of permanent clerks all 
the year; and he illustrated his position by refers 
efice to the situation of the farmer, with whom it 


` was almost invariably a rule to hire a small force 
- during the year, and many extrahands, at advantted 


prices, during harvest. The sessions of Congress 
were the harvest-imes in the departments, when 
more laborers were required. 

Mr. J. W. JONES agreed wiih his colleague in 
the propriety of retrenching the expenditures of 
the Government, where it eould be done without 
injury to the public service; but he doubted whether 
his colleague would accomplish his object, if he 
succeeded in striking cut the appropriation for ex- 
tra clerk-hire; on the contrary, it might be true 
economy to make the appropriation which was 
there asked on the part of the Committee of Ways 
and Means. The question was by no means new 
to the House, or to the committee; for it was a sub- 
ject which had very frequently engaged the atten- 
tion of committees, not only of the present session of 
Congress, but of sessions which had gone by. He 
remembered very well, several years ago, when it 
was sought to introduce some sich items into an 
appropriation bill, with reference to oiher parts of 
the Government, his attention was particularly 
drawn to the subject, and he then examined it with 
great care. It was brought to his attention, and 
that of the coinmittee, by an appropriation asked 
for on behalf of the General Land Office; and the 
committee was at first of opinion that it was a sub- 
ject which was exceedingly liable to abuse; and 
ihe Commissioner was called upon to furnish 
the reasons which induced him to ask for that 
appropriation; and he (Mr. Jones) remember- 
ed well that it was the most judicious appli- 
cation of money that could be made—particu- 
larly ia that branch of tbe public service. And 
the reasons which applied there, would also apply 
here. Why, in some of the land offices, one or 
two clerks were all that were required to discharge 
their duties; but, when the land sales caine on, the 
duties increased ien, twenty, yea, perhaps a hun- 
dred-fold, and for, perhaps, one, two, or three 
weeks. Every gentleman would see, then, the 
propriety and the economy. of calling in an 
additional force for one, twe, or even 
four weeks, to discharge the extra duties, 
without interfering with the permanent service of 
the establishment. During the sessions of Con- 
gress, it was well known to every one who bad 
witnessed the repeated calls on the various depart- 
ments for information, that the regular force was 
inadequate for such exigencies; and it was true 
economy to eall in extra aid. 

Mr. G. DAVIS, Mr. WISE, and Mr, BID. 
LACK entered into explanations respecting the 
intention of the Secretary of the Treasury some 
time since to dispense with a pertion of the clerks 
in his departiment. 


Mr. BIDLACK observed that he would detain 
the committee buta moment, merely for the purpose 
of referring to a document to show that his recol- 
lections in regard to the statement made by the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. G- Davis] were 
correct. From this doucument, it would be seen 
that, so far from its being true, as stated by the gen- 
teman, that the Secretary of ihe Treasury con- 
templated a reduction of the force of the Land Of- 
fice, the conirary was the fact. Ia decument No. 
90, of the last session, it weuld be found that a 
resolution was passed on the 13th of August last, 
calling on the Secretary to report to the House 
whether there could be any reduction made in the 
force of his department. With a view to answer 
this call, the acting Secretary of the Treasury call- 
ed on the Commsissisner of the General Land Or- 
fice for information on ihat poiat in regard to bis 
cfice. The Commissioner made a report in’ an- 
swer, which he would not detain the House by 
reading; but it was sufficient for him to say that 


the Commissioner stated, in substance, that he had 
been too -short atime in-office to determine with 
ceriainty whether any part of his clerical force 
could be reduced consistently with-a due regard for 
the public service; bu: he gave his opinion that 
there was certain. business that ought to be done, 
and, if that were done, there could be no reduction. 
Upon this report the Secretary of the ‘Treasury, so 
far from contemplating a reduction in the General 
Land Office, said that he concurred with the Com- 
missioner in the views there given by him. Mr. 
B. said that he referred to this document merely for 
the purpose of showing that his recollections of the 
circumstances were corrcet. - 

The question was then taken on Mr. GILMER’S 
motion to strike out the appropriation, and reject- 
ed wiikout a division. 

The Clerk then proceeded with the reading of 
the bill, until he eame to the appropriations for 
contingent expenses of the bureau of medicine and 
surgery of the Navy Department; when, ` : 

On motion by Mr. FILLMORE, the appropria- 


- tion was reduced trom $450 to $250. 


On motion by Mr. MALLORY, the appropria- 
tion for contingent expenses of the burean of pro- 
visions and clothing was also reduced from $450 
to $250. 

When the appropriation for tne Post Office De- 
partment was reached, f 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia offered an amendment, 
appropriating $7,000 for continuing certain clerks 
in the office of the Auditor of the said department; 
but, on aa explanation from Mr, Fitumorg, With- 
drew the amendment 

After preceeding with a few more items of the 
bil, the commiltes rose and reported progress. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a re- 
por: from the Treasury Department, containing 
the estimates of the expenditures for the civil and 
diplomatic departments of the Government for 
ihe half year ending the 30th of June, 1843; which, 

On moticn by Mr. FILLMORE, was referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, and order- 
ed to be printed, with two thousand extra copies. 

Also, the aunual report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury on the state of the finances; which was 
referred to the same committee, and ordered to be 
printed, with ten thousand extra copies. 

Also, a communication from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, enclosing the annual report. of the 


“Commissioner of the General Land Office; which 


was referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed, with ten thou- 
sand extra copies. 

Aiso, a communication from the Third Auditor 
of the Treasury Department; which was laid on 
the table, and ordered to be printed. ' 

The House then adjourned. 


HOUSS OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Fripay, December 16, 1842. 

Mr. SHAW referred the following petitions to 
the appropriate committees, under the rule of the 
House: 

Tne petition of widow Olive Thompson, and 
Margaret Gould, boib of Portsmouth, N: H., pray- 
ing fur an alteration in the pension law passed Au- 
gust 23, 1842; and 

The petition of William Russell, of Portsmouth, 
N. H., praying for a fishing bounty. 

Mr. BEESON presented the petition of John H. 
Bugher, Thomas Baird, and twenty-five others, 
citizens of the United States, praying for tbe re- 
pealof the bankrupt law: referred to the Commit- 
ice of the Whole on the slefe of the Union. . 

Mr. HUBARD presented the following peti 
tions; which were referred to the appropriate com- 
mittees, under the recent rule adopted by the 
House of Representatives: : 

Petition of William Anglia for a pension; 

Petition of Tbomas Harvey for a pension; 

Petition of Major Tariton Woodson for com- 
mutation pay; 

Petition of 
years’ half-pay; 

Petition of Major Joseph Michaux’s heirs for 
commutation pay; and the 

Petition of Danjel Guerrant for a pension. 

Mr. WM. 0. BUTLER presented the petition 


ajor John Brent’s heirs for seven 


of Southerland Mayfield, praying that his pension 
may be extended to the time he received his wound: 


* referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


CAPITOL HILL INSTITUTE. 


` Mr. BOWNE offered the following resolution, | 


Which was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the use of this hall be granted to the Capitol 
Hil Institute on Saturday evening next, at 7 o’clock, for the 
delivery of alecture before the association by the- Hon. Levi 


_. Woopzury. : 
FEES IN BANKRUPTCY. 


Mr. BRONSON called up his resolution, which 
he submitted yesterday, in the following words: 

‘Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 
“hereby is, required to obtain; with-as little delay as- practicable, 
a statement of fees taxed by the several clerks of the circuit 
and district courts of the United States, m admiralty and bank- 
rupt cases: showing the amount of fees taxed by said several 
clerks, with the items constituting said amount in a cass in 
admiralty; and, also; ina case in. bankruptcy, either to the 
bankrupt, or a creditor, when there is no adverse appearance; 
and showing the whole amount of fees that have been actually 
paid toeach clerk on petitions, and other proceedings under 
the bankruptact, to this date; and, also, the amount received 
by said clerks for filing papers, &c., and for blank forms 


ang copies, in cases of bankruptcy under said act, and up to this 
ate. 


Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL inquired if the gentle- 
man from Maine had examined a set of resolutions 
passed at the last session, to ascertain whether 
tbey did not cover the whole ground? 

. Mr. BRONSON replied that the resolution allu- 
ded. to. by the gentleman from Pennsylvania did 
mot comprehend the information which he sought 
te obtain. 

: The resolution was then agreed to, 


‘LATE COLLECTOR OF PHILADELPHIA. 


Mr. TOLAND submitted the following resolu- 
tion: N 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to 
inform this House whether any charges have at any time been 
preferred to the department against Jonathan Roberts, late cot- 
ector of the port of Philadelphia, relative to his discharge of 
the duties of said office; and, ifany have been, that he be do- 
rected to furnish copies of the same. Also, that he trarsmit to 
thie House copies of any order, instruction, or request, address- 
ed to tho said Jonathan Roberts, to remove or appointany sub- 
` ordinate oficer of the customs at the port of Philadelphia. Also, 
-a copy ofthe order or letter dismissing him from the office of 
collector of said port: and copies of all letters and papersin pos- 
session of the department relating to the subjects embraced by 
this resolution. 
“ Objection was made to the reception of the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. TOLAND moved a suspension of the rules, 
for its reception. 

The SPEAKER being unable to decide on the 
vote, (being taken vive voce,) 

Mr. BOTTS called for the yeas and nays; and 
they were ordered. 

Mr. WISE said the gentlernan from Pennsy!va- 
nia had better make his call on the President of 
the United States, as he was the officer who had 
the power of removal in such cases, and as the pa- 
pers might be with him, and not with the Secre- 

' tary. 

Mr. TOLAND was understood to reply that 
he only called for such matters as were in the 
control of the depariment, and such as this Heuse 
had the right to call for. 

‘` The yeas and nays were then taken, and the 
result was, yeas 96, nays 81; which being less than 
a majority of two-thirds, the rules were not sus- 
pended. 


IRREGULARITY OF THE MAILS. 


Mr. MERIWETHER submitted the following 
resolution, and it was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster General inform this House 
what, if any, arrangements have been made by that department 
to secure the more regular transportation of the mail between 
Washington City and Augusta, Georgia; how many failures of 
the mail between these places have been reported to that de- 
partment between the Ist day of July last and the ist day of 
December, instant; what contractors have been fined, and how 
often, and to what amount, during the same period, 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIA- 
TION BILL. 

Mr. FILLMORE moved that the House resolve 
itself into a Committee of the Whole on the bill 
No. 615, being a bill making appropriations for 
the civil and diplomatic expenses of Government 
for the half calendar yeor ending the 30th day of 

: June, 1843. 

The motion was agreed lo, and Mr. Brees 
took the chair. ` 

The committee then proceeded with the bill, and 
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| passed througt various items, vill it came to the 


appropriation for defraying the various experses 
of the Supreme, Cireuit, and District Courts of ihe 
United States, $238,000; when - i 

- Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL moved to reduce the 
appropriation $50,000. .The committee would, 
recollect, he said, that when this subject was under’ 
consideration last session, he made the same mo- 
tion that he now did—that is, to reduce the appro- 
priation one hundred thousand dollars for the 
year. The subject was fully discussed, and the 
proposition was adopted—firstin Committee of the 
Whole, and afterwards in the House, by a majority 
of twenty-five on the call of the yeas and nays. The 
object was to reduce what was considered to be a 
great and unnecessary expense in thisdepartment of 
the Government; and this object having been ac- 
complished, an attempt was made in the Senate to re- 
store the sum that had been stricken outin the Heuse. 
That attempt was negatived by a decisive vote; 
but, at the last expiring moment of the session, the 
chairman of the Committee on Finance in the Sen- 
ate succecded in getting the $100,000 put back in 
the bill making an appropriation for the Wyandot 
Indians. In this way, the appropriation was got 
through the Senate, and ultimately through the 
House. Mr. I. said that it was due to economy, 
and due to the esprit du corps of the House, (which 
was the purse-bearer of the nation,) that, when it 
thought fit to reduce the appropriation, the Senate 
should not be permitted to smuggle it back in this 
way. 

Mr. FILLMORE admitted that the expenditure 
which the gentleman wished to reduce was extrav- 
agantiy high, and that some abuses existed in this 
department of the Government which ought to be 
corrected: But Mr. F, said that the withholding 
the appropriations would not remedy the evils éom- 
plained of. The officers of the Judiciary had es- 
tablished fees; and, if they were not paid this year, 
they must be the next. Mr. F. intimated that 
some further legislation would be necessary to 
correct the abuses éomplained of; and that the 
committee proposed to bring in a bill for that pur- 
pose before the close of the session. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL hardly knew what to say 
tothis. He had no doubt that all the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means said was per- 
fectly sincere; and that the assurance he gave the 
House to have further action on the subject before 
the close of the session would be verified. 

The Chairman acknowledged that there was some 
thing extremely wrong, and, he (Mr. J) must be per- 
mitted to say, something that could only be rem- 
edied in the way he proposed. If he understood 
the matter, these’very large charges occurred jn 
this way: The officers of the courts, witnesses, 
jurors, &c., and all the persons concerned in the 
administration of justice, received a certain per 
diem compensation, and the courts sat so many 
days in the year more than was necessary, that 
their expenses were greatly increased. He took it, 
therefore, that it was in the power of the House, by 
reducing the fund placed at the disposition of this 
department, to be distributed among the officers of 
the different courts, to keep their expenses within 
reasonable bounds. 

After a further explanation from Mr. FIL- 
MORE, 

Mr. INGERSOLL withdrew his motion, reser, 
ing to himself the power of renewing it in the 
House. 

Mr. MERIWETHER culled the attention of 
the chairman of the committee to the omission of 
an appropriation for the marshal of Georgia, 
while there was an appropriation for the marshals 
of all the other States. Deeming this to be an ac- 
cidental omission of the department, he moved 
to amend the bill by inserting one hundred dollars 
for the marshal of Georgia. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT also called the attention of 
the chairman to a similar omission of an appro- 
priation for the marshal of the southern district 
of New York; but at the request of 

Mr. FILLMORE, these omissions were passed 
over till the bill could be read through. 


HASSLER’S COAST SURVEY. ; 
Mr. AYCRIGG moved to strike out the appro- 
priation for the survey of the coast of the United 


a ere a 7 = keea pi Š a 
States, inélading ‘Gompensation of superintendent 


.-and assistants, $50,000. 


“Mr. MALLORY said it would be recollected’ 
that, at the last session of Congress, the House ap- 
pointed a select committee to examine this subject. 
The committee were engaged in their investigations 


- several months; their duties were very arduous, 


and a jarge mass of information was obtained: In 
consequence, however, of the absence of certain in- 
formation deemed material: by the. committee, and 
from other causes, they were unable to report dar- 
ing the session. The result of their examination 
however, was, that, although they weré satisfied of 
the importance of this work, a majority of them 
came to the conclusion that ihe individual placed 
at the head of. it was both physically and mentally 
incapable of carrying iton. They, therefore, came 
to the determinatioz, when they should make a re- 
port, to bring in a bill to correct the abuses which 
they believed to exist. While, however, he said 
this much, he would also say that he was opposed 
tostiking out the appropriation,, for the ‘work 
roust still go on. as bee 

Mr. AYCRIGG asked if the appropriation of 
the last year was exhausied. 7 : a 

Mc. MALLORY would answer the gentleman 
as far as he could, by saying that the superintends 
ent was stiil in the field, and had not been to Waste 
ington; therefore, it was impossible to state how 
much of the appropriation wason band. Here- 
peated, that he could see no propriety in withhold- 
ing the appropriation, for it was in the power of 
Congress to correct the abuses that might be found 
to exist. ae ee 

Mr. WISE askec if he understood bis colleague 
correctly, in saying that a majority of the com- 
mitiee came tothe conclusion that the superins 
tendent was physically and mentally incapable of 
carrying on the work. 

Mr. MALLORY replied in the affirmative, 

Mr. WISE would ask bis colleggue if there wad 
any vote in the commitieé on this head. 

Mr. MALLORY said that when the majority of 
the committee came to that conclusion, and de- 
termined to make a report to that effect, bis col- 
Jeagne and the gentleman from South Carolina 
{Mr. Homes] were not present, ; 

Mr. WISE expressed his astonishment at what 
his colleague stated, and declared that it was the 
first time he had ever heard it said that Mr. Hass- 
ler was mentally and physically incapable. i 

Mr MALLORY said it was not his fault if his 
colleague was not present, 

Mr. WISE rose in vindication ofthe expedi- 
ency of the. appropriation. If it even was a‘fact. - 
that three of the committee were prepared to re- 
port that Mr, Tiassler was both mentally and physi- 
cally incompetent to carry on this survey in a 
proper manuer,it was the first he had ever heard 
of it. He asserted thata majority of the, com+ 
mittee never had come to any such determinatioty 
They would not dare to put it in an official form 
that they belicved the celebrated mathematician 
Hassler mentally incompetent to perform the du- 
ties of this survey. True it migh' pe, that, in ma- 
king disbursements—in the mere mechanical oper- 
ations—Mr. Hissler might be an unfit person; but, 
in the Manipulation of instruments, there was no 
one who could compare with nim. The testithoh} 
of Europe was recorded in his favor as a man of. 
science. Indeed, he (Mr. W.) ventured to assert 
that testimony could be adduced to show, and con- 
clusively prove, that this survey had been. better 
and more cheaply conducted than any other work 
in the world, : 

Here Mr. MALLORY interrupted Mr. W., and 
denied the positions which the latter gentleman 
had assumed. Te referred to a map engraved 
from a chart of Mr. Hassler, by order of the 
House, and appealed to the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. Ayorice] to state bow that chart had 
been executed. i 

Mr. WISE. I desire bim to state what he 
Knows. [Here Mr. Avortac left the hall, and 
went to the library te get the chart and map ree 
ferred to.] In the absence of the gentleman, he 
would state the facts, as he had them from Capt. » 
Gedney, whose statements were in every respect to 
be relied on. The map was lithographed here in 
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Washington, and Mr. Hassler had nothing to do 
with it: The seale of the map was. laid down in- 
correctly by the person who ĉopied from Hassler’s 
chart. 
ney whether the original chart was correct, and 
was answered that it was. Thus gentlemen would 
see that a typographical error was charged. upon 
Mr. Hassler as a grievous fault... fos 

* Here Mr. AYCRIGG rose, and exhibited sev- 
eral charts and maps obtained from the library, 
ard was understood to say thatthe scale of the 
maps was falsified, and to charge general incer- 
rectness upon them. 

Mr. WISE inquired whether Captain Gedney 
had not informed the gentleman from New Jersey 
that the error in the maps was not Mr. Hassler’s, 
but occurred in copying and lithcgraphing. 

Mr. AYGRIGG answered in the negative, and 
stated that he held the origival chart in bis hand, 

Mr. WISE. Is it the original? 

Mr. AYCRIGG. Yer, 

Mr. WISH. It must be a copy. 

Mr. AYCRIGG reiterated his statement. 

Mr. WISE resumed. He thought the State of 
New Jersey, by its Representative, was the last 
section in the Union that had any reason to com- 
plain of the survey. It had so kappened that the 
survey was nearly complete along the Delaware. 
The whole coast of New Jersey wax complete, 

Mr. AYCRIGG here rose, and was understood 
to contest (he srientifie accuracy of Mr. Hassier’s 
survey, and the system on which it had been con- 
ducted. 

Mr. WISE replied, and remarked, that if the 
gentleman thought proper to come to matters of 
science—-to introduce technicalities into the de- 
bate—he (Mr. W.) must stand off. He did net 
presume to think himseif mathematician enough to 
overlook the celebrated Hassler, He knew not 
if Mr. H. had verified his work; but he knew that 
the next base to be taken would be upon the Ches- 
apeake; and then the work would be verified from 
Long Island to Cape Charles. He had been told 
by allthe young officers that the survey of New 
Jersey was so accurate, that the lines of many 
“hundred miles met within a few feet. . 

He was unqualifiedly cf the opinion that the 
chart of the survey was itself worth more than the 
amount of one year’s appropriation. ` 

Mr. MALLORY here rose and inquired whether 
the chart of the new channel or entrance to the 
port of New York had ever been published; and 
why not? 

Mr. WISE remarked, that Mr. Hassler was 
jealous of his reputation, and had, therefore, with- 
held the chart until he could determine its positive 
verification. It was withheld until the matter could 
be made complete; and this was made a snbject of 
complaint by many gentlemen opposed to the con- 
tinuance of the survey. Acting upon this com- 
plaint, the select committee bad determined that 
the chart should be published. fn six weeks it 
would be out and before the public. 

There was another class of enemies to this ap 
propriation for Hlassler’s suryey. There were a 
certain number of gentlemen—beaded by a clique 
in the navy—who had made the discovery tbat 
surveying by chronometric astronomy was to be 
revived. Such a survey, he pronounced, would 
not be worth the paper on witicn it was lithograph- 
ed. Such a survey would not meet the object de- 
sired by the country; and would, in nine eases out 
of ten, run a vessel upon the shoals. 

The next. ciass of enemies io this apprepriation, 
were those who thought that Mir. Hassler held a 
lucratice office 3,000 per annum being allowed 
him asasalary, and $3,000 more to pay bis expenses, 
He (Mr. W.) was of the opinion thatihe expenses 
of Mr. H. could not be less than $4,060. ‘Phere 
were others, too, who wanted Mr. Efassler’s office, 
and they also were opposed to this appropriation, 

He would state e 


Rg circumsiance icb bad, 
happened in New Jersey, and which, for 
aught be knew, might have bad some ip 


fluence upon the cor 
that State [Mr. 
the course of 


se of the genij 
Ayerieg.] Mir. Sass 


He (Mr. W.) had inquired of Capt. Ged- . 


this state of the case, he was sotified that he must 


Officer of Uncle Sam, eud noi knowing anything 
about ths jaws of property ia this country. In 


pay fent, or remeve; and, upon his refusal, process 
was issued against him by some pettifogging law- 
yer in New Jersey, and he was actually sent to 
prison, where he remained two days, incarcerated 
among felons, because be could not be made to 
understand that he had to pay rent. He (Mr. W.) 
undertook to say that his colleague, [Mr. MALLO- 
Ry, ] the gentleman from New Jersey, [Mr.Aycarea,] 
and the gentleman from Massachusetts, {Mr. 
Cusnine,] whose reputation for scientific attain- 
ments was greater than either of the other two, 
might sit down at the feet of Hassler, and be taught 
by that philosopher. 

Mr. AYCRIGG interposed and said, if the gen- 
tleman would look in the library, he would find a 
pamphlet containing 400 errors which had been 
committed in a work of only 200 pages by Mr. 
Hassler. These were errors, by his own acknowl- 
edgment. 

Mr. WISE remarked that he could not wish a 
better proof of the accuracy of the man. [Laughter.] 
The acknowledgment showed that he was candid, 
and could be relied on. [Laughter] Other men 
would have produced works with one thousand 
and one errors, and not acknowledged one of them. 
[Laughter] Did. the gentleman suppose that 
Isaac Newton never committed an error? If he 
did, he was mach mistaken. The whole business 
of science was to correct error, Let the genile- 
man go (o Paris, and he would there find the Na~ 
tional Institute daily engaged in correeting errors. 

He had already mentioned three classes of ene- 
mies tothe survey. The fourth was composed of 
those who,znow that the survey had progressed as | 
faras the peninsula of the Chesapeake and the 
coast of North Carolina, (which was the most dan- 
gerous of navigation in the United States) were 
anxious that the survey should be carried back to | 
Long Island, aad thence proceed northward. A 
fifth class was composed of those, among others, 
who thought Mr. Hassler incompetent, not only be- 
cause be cculd not speak the English language 
correctly, but also because he was in the habit of 
speaking his mind pretty freely of those whose 
practice it was to catechise and cross-question him. 
In his exam’naticn before the committee, Mr. Hass- 
ler would understand the questions in a different || 
sense from thatin which they were propounded, 
and would answer accordingly. He (Mr. W.) |) 
had, however, been able io understand him; and 
where he had not, he had gathered what informa- 
tion he desired from Captain Gedney. 

Mr. MALLORY rose, aud said, he admitted the |; 
fact of Mr. Hassler’s confused answers. So great 
was his confusion, that an interpreter had.to be in- 
troduced. He would give his colleague one reason 
for opposing the continuance of Mr. Hassler. It 
was known thatthe topography of the southern 
coast was different from that of the northern. In 
the former it was flat. and in the latter distinguish- 
ed by highlands. The same process, therefore, 
would not answer for surveying both coasts. When 
questioned in committee as to-how he should pro- 
ceed with his sarvey when he arrived upon the 
coast of Virginia and North Carolina, he eoaid 
give no satisfactory answer. This fact could be 
proved +y the journal of the commitiee. 

Mr. WISE ventured to assert that Mr. Hassler 
would not answer any cne as to the mods in whieh 
he wonid proceed; but the officers had told him || 
how he would go about the work. Their testimo- 
ny, and that of every man of science, was in favor 
of the competency of Mr. Hassler. i 

Mr. MALLORY reasserted the ground he had | 
taken, and said the committee were satisfied of Mr. 
Tassler’s inability to tell how he should proceed. | 

Mir. WISE resumed, and went into adeseription | 
of Mr. Hassler’s personal appearance, mode cf eon- | 
versatice, &e , together with the scenes engsted be~ fi 
fore the select committee; when 

Mir BIDLACK catled him ic order, and contend- | 
ed that he was transcending the rules of the House, |! 
which forbade members to detail seenes which had 
occurred ia commitiec. 

Phe CHAIRMAN sustained the point of order. 


Mr. WISE then said he would state what hap- [ 


pened out of committee. Mr. Hassler was charged 
with being mentally and physically incompe- 
tent— : Es 

Here Mr. MALLORY said, that when he made 
the report of the committee, as.its chairman, he 
did not deem it necessary. to state-all the facts 
which led bim to the conclasion. ; 

. Mr. WISE again denied the incompetency of 
Mr. Hassler, and said that, had the committee. so 
reported, it would have been without evidence. He 
then wentinto an argument to prove this position; 
when 

Mr. AYCRIGG remarked that the fact that Mr. 
Hassler had denied his own map, and was, accord- 
ing to his own statemient, between eighty and ninety 
years of age, was conclusive, to his mind, of in- 
competency. : . 

Mr. WISE. Now, we have all the evidence. 

Mr. MALLORY. No, not all. My colleague 
has asked for the witnesses of Mr. Hassler?s m- 
competency. I say that he was witness enough 
against himself, without any other witness what- 
ever. ; 

Mr. WISE. Now, we have the evidence. 
Should that map, containing merely a typographical 
error, blast the mental reputation of a man who 
stands before the world as a philosopher? He 
detied the introduction of competent witnesses 
to prove his incompetency. Mr. Hassler might 
look odd and shabby in his dusty old coat; 
but, in the field of science, he was at home, 
and, not only at home, but major domo. 
He appealed to the experience of gentlemen 
here wbo had been to college, if they had 
ever seen a great mathematician who was not 
an odd sort of a man. .He well remembered 
old Jemmy Read, of Washington College, Pa; 
and he appealed to the Representative of the Wash- 
ingion district to say if any one ever taught mathe- 
matics better, little common sense as he had out of 
doors. A man might have all the depths of New- 
ion knowledge, and yet not know that a New 
Jersey pettifogging lawyer cou'd put him in jail 
among felons. He appealed to gentlemen not to 
be prejudiced by Mr. Hassler’s manner. As to his 
age—true, be was old; yet he kad an old-fashioned 
constitution that could stand much. He was an 
octogenarian in age, with all his mental facuitieés 
in full vigor. 

Mr. HOLMES said this motion was discourte- 
ons to the committee, and disreapeetfal to the 
House. As a member cf the committee to which 
this subject had been referred, he had left the matter 
principally to the gentleman before him [Mr. Mat- 
uory,] and the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
{Mr. Cuszina;] who, he would state, seemed to 
him to go with a predetermination into the investie 
gation, And he would say again, so far from 
feeling the mental ineompetency and the vast infe- 
riority of the gentleman they had assailed, and 
whose characier for seienee they would pull down, 
he had feit rebuked when the answers were given 
to the interrogations putto him. He had felt that 
the committee, having just looked into the books 
and learned the alphabet cf science, were display- 
ing to bim, who was the great master in science, 
the little knowledge which they had; and he ap- 
pealed to the gentleman from Virginia whether, 
when they went into a collision of intellect, they 
were not invariably put down. He (Mr. H) 
thought the best way fer himself was to retreat, 
and he believed the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Wise] did the same, [laughter;] and they left the 
other gentleman to car:y oa the contest. The com- 
mittee summoned Mr. Hessler before them; and 
they tock testimony; but they never made a report, 
which ought to be made after a fall examination, 
before they pronourced judgment on one whose 
intellect had ilumingted not this country alone— 
for it was the admiration of the philosophers of 
Europe. Was it fair and respecifal, then, to the 
House, under such circumstances, to ask them to 
rely on the ipse dixif of individuals alone? Mr. 
Hassler might have admitted an error in oneof 
ihe maps, as the geatleman from New Jersey had 
stated; and ihe great mind of Mr. Hassler might 
be revelling in the light of uth. Who did not 
remember the story of Galileo, who, when 
carried before a tribunal of scientific men, 
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confessed his error in his discovery that the 


earth revolved round the sun, but-who whispered || 


tó a. neighbor, atthe same time, “Though I do 
confess my. error, the world will go round the sun, 
for all that,” And. those philosophers would find 
‘that, in. the judgment of posterity, (if they were 
capable of knowing aught about the things of this 
. life,) the world does go round the sun, for all, that. 
_He hoped the House would get a full report from 
the committee, who were made the jury in the 
ease, before they ventured to determine on such an 
>- important subject; and not: destroy, on an appro- 
priation bill, on ex parte statements, a plan which 
was commenced in the time of Mr. Jefferson, 
which had been prosecuted at a vast expense, 
which embraced the whole line of their coast, and 
not only the lives of their marine, but the passen- 
gers who came to our shores, and the great inter- 
ests of commercial enterprise. 

Mr. CUSHING went intoa lengthened state- 
ment.of the proceedings of the committee to whom 
this investigation was intruste?; who, having been 
unable to complete their inquiries during the last 
session, were continued, by a resolution of the 
House on the day of its adjournment, to the pres- 
ent session. Tne subject was divided into two 
classes—administrative and scientific; the former 
of which only had they fully considered. And not- 
withstanding’ the conclusions of his own mind on 
that branch of the subject which they had explored 
-~feeling strongly tae public importance, and the 
deep interest to the cauntry, and to its commerce, 
and to the learning and science of the world, of this 
gteat scientific work—he hoped it would be prose- 
cuted to its completion, He regretted that this ap- 

. propnaion had rot been permitted to pass, and he 
oped the committee would not agree to strike it 
out. So high was his estimate of the work, that 
not only incompetency, but mismanagement should 
be pardoned to secure its completion. He intended 
to vote for this appropriation, though he felt bound 
to state the conclusion to which he, in common 
‘with others, had arrived respecting the character of 
the superintendent. The class of topics which 
he called administrative, he divided into two 
branches: the physical condition and the men- 
tal condition of the person who had the super- 
intendence of the work. And he was the last 
man to say that an old and faithfal servant, 
who had discharged his duty to his country, should 
be removed for his infirmities; but, if that fact 
were put in issue—to wit, whether that coast sur- 
vey had been unnecessarily delayed; whether prop- 
er despa‘ch and all practical economy had been ra- 
sorted to,—on going into those questions, they 
would ren their heads against the fact that Mr. 
Hassler, {rom the infirmities of age, was deprived, 
during a portion of the year, of the full ability to 
superintend the work, as a younger and more vig- 
orous man would do. Fhe work had been delayed 
by the infirmities of age. 

Mr. WISE said that sickness had caused it. It 
was the fever which had produced delay. 

Mr. CUSHING. Yes, and that wax connected 
with old age. And he was told that the average 
eraployment had not been more than three months 
in the year. 

Mr. WISE said that he was a younger man 
than the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. CUSHING. I call the gentleman to order. 
{Roars of laughter.] i 

Mr. WISE repeated that he was a younger man 
by several years than the gentleman from Massache- 
setts; and yet he had been confined for six weeks this 
fall with the bilious fever. But it was said that Mr. 
Hassler had been but three months in the field in 
the year; and here hz would observe, thatif he had 
not been in the field, (and there were five or six 
months in the year during which the youngest 
could not be in the field,) he had been in his office, 
going through the figures which the field-work had 
accnmulated. 

Mr. CUSHING said he did not wish new to be 
“pressed to go into the minute details; and there- 
fore he would return to the questiqn of physical 
incompetency. What was the nature of the coast 
survey? It was, in fact, a great bureau of this 
Governfnent; and Mr. Hassler was the superin- 
tendent of its vast enterprise—a bureau involving 


a much larger personnel and expenditare of money, 


than some cther bufeans of this Government; and 
it was one ofthe difficulties*which stood in the 
way of-a speedy and prompt prosecution of the 


whatever and how superlative soever ‘Mr. Hass- 
ler’s merits might be, did not bring administrative 
merit to the conduct of a bureau in which so.many 


incurred of $100,000. 

Mr. WISE asked the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Cusano} if he was one of those who 
came to the conclusion that Mr. Hassler was men- 
tally and physically incapable, as stated by his col- 
league. ; 

Mr. CUSHING said he was not present when 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Matnory] was 
on the floor, and did not hear what was said by 
him. 

Mr. ETALLORY begged leave to explain. He 
had stated that the basis of the report they contem- 
plated making, was the conviction on their minds 
that Mr. Hassler was mentally and physically in- 
capable of discharging the daties of superintendent. 

Mr. CUSHING said that he had already sufi- 
ciently gone into detail in regard to the physical 
part of the subject; and, as to the mental part of it, 
he wished to avoid going into it. It was enough 
for him to say that he came to the conclusion that 
Mr. Hassler was incompetent to the discharge of 
his administrative duties as head of the bureau. 
He did not intend to enter into the question 
whether Mr. H.,as a man of science, was compe- 
tent or-incompetent. But granting that his scien- 
tific qualifications were as great as the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Wise] rated them to be; yet, 
he was satisfied that the House, upon an examis 
nation of the testimony taken by the committee, 
would come to the conclusion that he was unfitted 
to discharge the administrative part of his duties. 
Mr. C., however, strongly deprecated the with- 
drawal of the appropriation. He had ‘rather (he 
said) that the surveys should be continued under 
the charge cf Mr. Hassler, than retard a work that 
was so important in a scientific and commercial 
point of view. He hoped the committce would 
leave the appropriation as it was. 

On motion by Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, the com- 
mitiee rose and reported progress. 

Mr. JOHN G, FLOYD moved that when the 
House adjourned, it should adjourn over to Mon- 
day next. 

Mr. FILLMORE called for the yeas and nays 
on the motion, which were ordered; when 

Mr. FLOYD withdrew the motion. 

The House then adjourned. 
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Saturpay, December 17, 1842. 

Mr. Dixon H. Lewis and Mr. Smunps of 
Alabama, and Mr. Gwin of Mississippi, this 
morning took their seats. Mr. Prorrist, also, has 
arrived in the city, but in such a state of ill healih 
as to confine him to his room. 

Mr. MEDILL prevented a memorial from a 
nuuber of the citizens of Somerset, Ohio, inclu- 
ding six members of the bar at that place, asking 
a repeal of the law of the last session, establish- 
ing the summer term of the circuit aad district 
courts for Ohio, at Cincinnati, and that both terms 
be held at Columbus, as formerly. 

By the request of Mr. LOWELL, the following 
petitions and papers were taken from the files and 
referred, viz: 

The petition and other papers of Nicholas 
Thomas for a pension: to the committee on Revo- 
lutionary Pensions; 

The petition and other papers of Henry Dorr 
for a pension: to ihe Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions; z 

The petition and other papers of William Pool 
for a pension: to the Commitiee on Invalid Pen- 
sions; 

The petition of Freeman Hall and others for an 
appropriation for a breakwater at Matinicus Island, 
Maine: to the Committee on Commerce; and 

The petition of John Patten, jr., for the allow- 
ance of a bounty on fishing schooner ‘ Credit.” 

Mr. J. CAMPBELL introduced his colleague, 


work, that an individual had been selected who, . 


persons were employed, and.an annual expenditure 


3 


ihe Hon. S. W. Tror, who was sworn, and took 

his’ seat. [Mr. Trorm is the successor of Mr. 

Samson H. Burier.] . : : 
oe KENTUCKY ASYLUM: 
Mr-J. R. THOMPSON asked leave .to.intro- 


„ducea bill in relation to the land heretofore.given 


to the Kentucky asylum for the deaf and dumb. 
After some objection on the part of Mr. BAR- 
NARD to the irregularity of the proceeding, (no 
notice having been given,) and some explanations | 
by Mr. THOMPSON, the bill was allowed to. be 
introduced, and passed through all its stages. 


LIBRARY OF CONGRESS. 
Mr. TILLINGHAST submitted the following 
joint resolution; and it was agreed to: ° 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States in Congress assembled, That of the copies 
of the catalogue of the Library of Congress, last published, 
now remaining on hand, there be distributed, by the librarian, 
one copy to each member of Congress. : i 


THE PUBLIC CREDIT. oa 
Mr. EVERETT gave notice that he would,’ to- 
morrow, or on the first opportunity, ask leave to 
introduce a bill entitled ‘A bill to revive and es- 
tablish the public credit.” [Laughter.] 
REVOLUTIONARY PENSIONS. 


Mr. EVERETT offered the foliowing resolution; 
and it was agreed to: ue i i 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensións be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of granting a pétision 
to Adam Pond, a revolutionary soldier. 

He also offered the following resolutions; which - 
were adopted: e ; 

Resolved, That the Committee on Private Land Claims be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of authorizing patents 
to issue to Chester Baxter, A. Blake, and Jason Steele, for lots. 
Nos. 27, 28, 36, 37, 38, 29, and 40, in township 16, range 16 east, 
m the southeastern district of Louisiana. — i 

Resolved, That the claim of the administrator of Joseph 
Edson, sometime marshal of the Vermont district, for pound- 
age on sundry executions in favor of the United States, be re- 
ferred to the Judiciary Committee, 


FRENCH SPOLIATIONS. 


Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL presented a- memorial 
of citizens of Philadelphia, relative to French spoli- 
ations prior to 1800, which he briefly explained; 
and urged the necessity of acting at an early day 
on the bill now on the calendar of the House on 
that subject. “The memorial was committed to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


PENITENTIARY OF THE DISTRICT OF 
COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BOARDMAN submitted the following re 
solution: ; 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be request- 
ed to communicate to this House the annual expense. to the 
public treasury of maintaining the pemtentiary in the District 
of Columbia during the last five years, Also the number of 
officers and men now employed in the charge and snperinten- 
dence thereof, with the compensation allowed to each, the 
number of prisoners confined therein, the offences for which 
they were severally sentenced, and the periods for which they 
were to be confined. Also the occupation of the several pris- 
oners—whether employed by contractors, at a stipulated price, 
under the superintendence of the officers, or upon materials 
or work immediately for the use of the Government, together 
with the gross amount of the avails of the labor of the pris- 
oners; he cost of the food, clothes, and medicine of the 
prisoners, Also the expense Incurred by any agency or com- 
mission instituted within the last two years, for any purpose 
connected with the prison, and chargeable upon the treasury. 


Mr. BOWNE said he wished the House to get 
to its regular business,and therefore he objected 
to these resolations, and to all others at this time. 

The resolution was in consequence not received. 


CIVIL AND ae Ta APPROPRIATION 
ILL. f 

Mr. FILLMORE said the chairman of the Com- 
miitee cn Claims had appealed to him.to allow 
this day to be devoted to private bills; but he, nev- 
ertheless, felt bound to move that the House re- 
solve itself into a Coramitiee of ine Whole, on bill 
No. 615, being a bill making appropriations for 
the civil and diplomatic expenses of Government 
for the half calendar year ending the 30th day of 
June, 1843. He made this motion, as he con- 
ceived, in the discharge of his duty; and he left it 
to the House to dispose of it as it might think 
proper. ; 3 

The SPEARER pūt the question, and an- 
nounced that the noes appeared to have it, 

A division was called for; and the Speaker an- 
nounced the result to be 52 in the affirmative, and 
48 in the negative—being less than a quorum. 


ant nana a 


i 
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Tellers were called for, (a quorum. evidently be- 
ing in the House;) and Messrs. PoarpMan and 
WELLER were appcinted; and, after tabing the 


vote, they announced the resuit to be 86 in the af- 


firmative, end 53 in the negative.. The motion 
was therefore carried, and: Mr. Bricas took the 
chair. š À 
When the committee rose yesterday, the pending 
question was on the. motion of Mr. Avoriaa, to 
strike out the item of $50,000 for the coast survey; 
and the debate on that. question was now resumed. 

Mr. J R. INGERSOLL entered into a defence 
of Mr. Hassler, whose history, connexion with 
this Government, sacrifices, services, attainments, 
and gualifications, he minutely detailed and eule- 
ized. : 

Mr. REYNOLDS obtained the floor, but yield- 
ed it to , 
` Mr. AYCRIGG, who made a brief explan 
Ation ‘in reply to Mr. IncersoLL. ‘The reporter 
heard Mr. A. too indistinctly to venture upon a 
sketch of his remarks, 


Mr, REYNOLDS said it had been repeatedly 
asserted in the course of the debate, that Mr. Haas- 
ter had no friends here; but he sholild itifer; after 
hearing the warin and elequent eulogy pronounced 
on him by the gentleman from Philadelphia, [Mr. 
J.R InarrsoLL,] that ke cou'd not have an abler 
or more zealous advocaie, either with or without a 
fee; though he was sure that the gentleman defend- 
ed. him without one. Mr. R. said that he, for one, 
was not an enemy of Iir, Hassler; on the contrary, 
he was his friend. He was not one to say that, 

ecause he was a foreigner, he should not receive the 
patronage of the Government; for he would make 
no distinction between native and adopted citizens. 
This country was but of recent growth, and buta 
few years back we were a!l foreigners; so that a 
doctrine ednirary to his would exclude all. But 
to return to the subject under discussion. Ac- 
cording to the gentleman from Philadelphia, if Mr. 
Hassler was to be turned out of office, this Repub- 
lic would be put an end to—the wheels of the Gov- 
ernment would stand still; and rot only that, but 
this gréat work, so important to the scientific and 
commercial world, would be stopped. This was 
the foree of the gentleman’s argument. Why, the 
work might be stopped, and sull the Republic suf- 
fer nocetrimcat. Ifthe gentleman would refer toone 
of the dogaments which be had been handling, he 
would find that the work was once susnended for fif- 
teen years, and still no great evils happened in con- 
sequence of it. Now, he only wanted it to be sus- 
pended till the report of the committee came in, 
and then they wouid be betier able to determine 
what course it was proper to take in regard to it. 
The gentleman contended that a majonty of the 
tommittee did not rome to the conclusion (as stated 
by the gentleman from Virginia) that Mr. Hassler 
was mentally and physically incompetent. Now, 
he did not know huw the gentleman arrived ai that 
eonciasion. Some people were so aristoeratic in 
their ideas, that they did not wish the majority to 
#overn; but he hoped that the mind of the gentle. 
man, though be lived in the fine city of Philadel. 
phia, was not so perverted as to make him believe 
that iwo wers a inajority of tive. Yad not the 
committee the right to say that Mr. Hassler was 
physically and mentally incompetent? He was 
told that the gentleman from Philadelphia was a 
lawyer, and a very eminent one-—-he was, 100, a 
Philadelphia lawyer. 

{Mr. Iverrsotn here made some remark net 
heard by the reporier.] 

Mr, R said that he 
lawyer from bis speci g, and he world 
cite a sample of it. The gendeman said that there 
was no report, True, there was not a written o 
but the majority of the committee informed the 
House cf the bases of one that they bsd agreed 
upon, The geniloman, perhaps, would noi agree 
that there was g report until he saw it ia Gales & 
Seaton’s paper, wile Gales & Seston’s ink and type. 
Mr. R. then spoke of the Atlantic inflaenee 
which operated in favor of this appropriation, and 
said that the gentleman resided in the city of Phil 

adelphie, where everybody was in favor of the 
coast survey. He was also surrounded by the in- 
fluence of those whose employments depended on 


se gentleman for a 


t 
i3 


| 


the continuance of. the ai vey. The information 
which the gentleman go: this moming, and which 
he had just communicated to the House, came 
from that source. The other members of the com- 


mittee, also, were subject to this Atlantic infu- 


ence, ahd would, therefore, vote for the appropria- 
tion. This was al] very natural and very proper. 
He himself lived ander an influence of a different 


‘natufe—he meant that of the national roed—and 


should endeavor to obtain all the appropriations be 
could for it. Let us, however, (said Mr. R.,) re~ 
turn to Mr. Hassler. He believed it was an ex- 
traordinary issue, that the Congress of the United 
States should go into an investigation of a man’s 
age. Nov, it was not necessary for the committee 
to say anything about agé; they had a right to say 
that the superintendent was menially and physical- 
ly incompetent, withovt refetring to his age. Here 
were three individuals, under ise solemnity of their 
oaths, declared that he was mentally and physical- 
lw incomoctcnt, Was not thisenough, without go- 
ing into his age? Ought he, after the announce- 
ment of this fact, to continue in office? Should the 
President be forced to continue him? Had Mr. 
Hassler. & right to this eflice for life? He was 
aware that there was a mistaken notion ehtertained 
by many, that a public officer had a property in the 
office he held; but he did not agree to give in to 
such a doctrine, The gentleman from Philadel- 
phia urged that Mr. H. was not only a man of 
science and a philosopher, but that he was the only 
man in the Union capable of carrying on this 
work. Now, he looked upon ii as a reproach to 
the Union—as disreputable to the Repudlic—to say 
that, out of a population of seventeen millions, 
there was only one man capable of sur: eying our 
coasts, Where was the West Puint academy, and 
the number of scientific young men there yearly 
educated at a vast expense to ihe nation? Would 
the gentleman say that none of these were capable. 
If so, the institution ought to be abolished. Would 
the gentleman say that none of the officers cf tie 
navy were capable? He would pause for the gen- 
tleman’s reply, and spare him a few minutes of the 
time allotted him (Mr. R.) to enable him to answer 
the inquiry. * , 

Mr. JOSEPH R. INGERSOLL said he woui 
answer the gentleman with pleasure. He didnot 
believe that there was a single officer of the army 
or havy, cr, indced; a single individual in the na- 
tion, capable of superintending the work es it had 
been done by Air. Hassler. 

Mr. MALLORY, on leave being given him by 
Mr. Reynoune, said that he would give the gentle- 
man some information of what took pidee in the 
committee-room. Hearing the great age of the 
superintendent spoken of, they thonght it neces- 
sary tò ascertain whether the strvey could be car- 
ried on, shouid he die before its completion: and 
they, therefore, made inquiries, in relation tò tnis 
point, of some of the officers engaged in it, who 
were able and competent men. They answered 
ibat there were many meh in the country perfectly 
competent, in every way, to carry on the work. 
Now, as to the sge of Mr. Hassler. He said that 
he had been fifiy-six years jn the public servies, 
and thathe first turned his attention to jurispre- 
dence and diplomacy. 

Mr. JOS. R. INGERSOLL said that ke had re- 
ceived several communications on this subject, 
ene of which was signed M. C. Bassler, in which 
the writer said that his father wes just seventy- 
three years of age. 

Mr. REYNOLDS continued. The sge of the 
individual had nothing to do with the subject, 
the gentlemen of the committee not having been 
bound to give their reaso teoming to the con- 
clusion that they did—~ he was mentally and 
physically incompetent. ‘This was no disgrace 


Hassier. Ele ought to retire from the 
service, for no man would desire to 
gontinue in office after such an annonunee- 


ment No man was losing of 
fice, any more than by being beaten in an elec- 
tion. ° Fhere was his fiend before him, who 
either had been, or would be beaten; and yet it was 
no disgrace to him. Let the eld gentleman, then, 
retire; and he would find himself much more com- 
fortable in the bosom of his tamily, than camping 


disgraced by 


IR 


out in the snows of New Jersey, as stated by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. But the friends of 
Mr. H. on this floor wanted to make his character 
a pretezt for continuing the appropriatién, and 
dwelt much on his services, and the hardships hé 
encountered. Did he not hear’the gentleman from 
Philadelphia eloquently declsiming about the storms 
hovering over the old man’s head, while he was 
engaged in his arduous labors in the field—the 
ground covered with snow, and he without a tent 
to lie inf Why, no attack was made on Mr. Hass- 
ler’s characiér. The affair of the map was only 
spoken of by the gentleman fror New Jersey (Mr. 
Aycrice] as an evidence of his incompetency, and 
not of bis criminality. No forgery was eharged. 
The gentleman, as a lawyer, knew very well what 
constituted forgery; and that the charge did not 
dihount to éhat. After some further remarks, Mr. 
R. went on to urge that the appropriation for the 
survey should be postponed at least till te-report 
of the committee was received. This he cone 
ceived to be required by prudence, as well as econ- 
omy. He further observed, that while he was for 
an economical expenditure of the public money, he 
was for equalizing the appropriations more than 
had hitherto been done, between the Atlantic and 
Western pofiions of the Union, He looked upon 
the harbors for the lakes, the improvement of the 
Mississippi and Ohio, and the purchasing out, so 
as to make free, the Louisville and Portland Ca- 
nal, as objects of far more importance than the 
coast survey. 


Mr. TILLINGHAST ros? and advoeated the 
appropriation, He conimenced by referring to 
the arraignment of an ancient philosopher and 
poet before the Areopagus, where he appeared oti 
trial, and seemed to be mentally and physically 
incompetent. That man was Sophocles, and was 
thought to be insane. Yet he defended himself 
by reading a portion of a work’he was then ene 
gaged in writing—the celebrated tragedy of the 
CAdipus Coloneus—a work réad wilh pleasure 
even to the present day. The trial of Mr. Hass- 
ler at this time reminded him of this iscıdent, 
He, too, had defended himself, by detailing a por- 
tion of his labors—which, however, were such 
as act to Be understood by his judges. Yet this 
philosopher was engaged upon a work which here- 
after might render him as celebrated in one depart- 
ment of knowledge, as old Sophocles was in ane 
other.” 

He (Mr. T.) thought that the object sought to 
be attained could not be accomplished by rejecting 
this approprialioi. A law remained in force aù- 
thorizing the President to employ a superintendent 
of the Zonst survey; and so long as this was the 
law, a superintendent might be keptin office. If 
there was any faultto find with the present super- 
intendence, the House should express their opinion, 
end induce the President to change it. If it was 
ulleged that the work was failing to answer its 
purpose, and was only ealenlated to decoy into 
danger, instead of affording beacons for the pres- 
ervation of life and property, Jet there be an in- 
vestigation; let Mr. Hazsler’s performance be in- 
quired into, and justice done him. He (Mr T.) 
deprecated any act of the House that would sud- 
cenly astign Mr. Has-ler to retirement and dis- 
mission, withovt due investigation. 

He went on to explain the reason of the differ- 
ence of the map from the correct standard. He al- 
laded to the pamphlet correcting the four hundred 
errors, referred to yesterday by the gentleman from 
Mew Jersey, [Mr. Ayoniae,] as having been cone 
mitted in a book ef 200 pages. This minute cor 
rection was to him an evidence of the extreme de- 
sire on My. H.’s part to be accurate. He read 
from the pamphiet of errata to show that the er- 
rors charged were mostly errors cf grammar and 
siyle, and not mathematical errors. 

Mr. WISE wished the committee to take notice 
iherthe gentleman from Rhode Island read from 
the book adduced on yesterday by the gentleman 
from New Jersey, [Mr. Avoriaa,] to prove the in- 
competency ef Mr. Hassler. 

Mr. TILLINGHAST resumed. These errors 
were of the most trifling character, or,es a. gentle- 
man near bim [Mr. C. J. Inczrsonn] said, were 
mete corrigenda. Eie had been informed by scientific 
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men. that Mr. H.'s work was, in all respects, re- 
markably accurate; He proceeded to notice a 
number of objections urged against the superin- 
tendenc? of this survey. He had no evidence of 
the ineriness of Mr. Hassier, and the assistants un- 


der him.’.So far from it, their duties had. been. ~ 


pursued with remarkable industry and vigor... As 
tothe delay ia the publication of the maps, he 
could see no reason to censure Mr. H. for. not 
“bringing them out until he was authorized to do 
so. He denied tbat a great scientific work, like 
this survey, could be properly carried, on, as had 
been proposed, under the administrative. superin- 
tendence of a bureau. No one was better \calcu- 
lated to superintend it than Mr. Hassler, although 
he might be old; and yet, not so old as some men 
of great intellectual vigor who sat before him: Af- 
tera few more remarks in relation to the impor- 
tance of the survey to the whole country, and to its 
commerce, he took. hisseat. 


MrGILMER, said he rose for the purpose of - 


offering an amendment, rather than to make a 
speech. It was not his purpose to do anything to 
prevent the committee from coming to a vote upon 
the question to-day. It seemed to him that the 
debate had taken—he would not say too widea 
range—but a range too far from the work. He 
could not perceive what the merils and qualifica- 
tions of Mr. Hassler as a man of science anda 
mathematician had to do with the expediency and 
propriety of making this appropriation. He (Mr. G.) 
knew noting of the acquirements of Mr. Hassler, 
and his competency to produce a work adequate to 
the wants of the country. He could not under- 
take to decide ina matter where doctors so widely 
differed among themselves. [A voice Lawyers ] Yes, 
where both doctors and lawyers disagreed. [Laugh- 
ter.] Nor could he see the application of the re- 
marks of the gentleman from Rhode Island, (Mr. 
Tiiuinauast,] in relation to the trial of Sophocles, 
to the present iiem of appropriation. 


He (Mr. G.) was disposed to regard this as a 
matter of appropriation solely. He was prepared 
to reduce every appropriation and every expendi- 
ture under the Government which would admit of 
it. It was, as he conscientiously believed, the duty 
of Congress to make this reduction—a duty, the 
performance of which was imperiously demanded 
of them by the condition of the country. This ex- 
penditure was one, he conceived, which might be 
dispensed with without injury to the Government. 
He would go farther than this; he would advocate 
a still further reduction of the army from that 
made at the last session, especially among the staff, 
and in the engineer department. In short, he 
meant to vote for reductions in every department 
that would admit ef it. 


Here Mr. G. was interrupted by ealis for the 
committee to rise; to which ke yielded, ia order that 
a test vote might be taken. The committee re- 
fused to rise—ayes 57, noes 72, 


Mr. GILMER resumed, and expressed his grati- 
fication that the committee had refused to rise. 
He reiterated his assurance that he did nat mean, 
by his vote, to express any opinion of Mr. Harsler 
as aman of science. Ithad, however, been urget 
as a reason for continuing the appropriation, that 
a sudden suspension of the survey would occasion 
injury to the Government, from the fact that ex- 
tensive field-notes had been taken, thovga not 
yet reckoned out—a process which could not be 
accomplished by any one else so well as by Mr. 
Hassler. e admitted the argument in part; and 
it was the object of the amendment he should sub- 
mit to obviate the difficulty. Instead of making the 
appropriation cf $50,000, as contained in the bill, he 
should propose te substitute such a sum only as 
would be necessary to enable Mr. Hassler to com- 
plete, in the closet, the nofes and observations al- 
ready taken in the field. When the treasury should 
bein a better condition, the survey might be resumed. 
But, at present, the expenses of this Government 
exeeeded ifs income. The Government was poz- 
zled how to raise means io meet its most pressing 
and immediate engagements. It had borrowed un- 
til it eculd borrow no more. There was bul one 
alternative Jeft—and that a reduetion of expenses, 
and the withholding of all appropriations not of 


-absolute necessity. The present was one ofthat 


character, and therefore he opposed it. 

- He was loth to do injury either to the Govern- 
ment or to individuals, and, therefore, on the present 
occasion, he was willing to- grant such a sam as 
would enable Mr. Hassier-to complete his notes. 
The same process of reduction he would have 
carried into effect with regard to olher appropria- 
tions. ; “ae 


Mr. AYCRIGG here suggested to Mr. G. to move 
| to strike out $50,000, and insert $20,000. 


“Mr. GILMER accepted ‘the snggestion, and 
made a motion accordingly. Whe committee, he 
said, would perceive that, by the proposed reduction, 
$30,000 would be saved the ensuing year, and 
$100,000 each year thereafter. It was impossible 
fer a Government like ours to tak3 any such step 
as that proposed, Without experiencing a temporary 
inconvenience. Its paramount duty was retrench- 
ment. The only remedy for the times was re~ 
trenchment; and, indeed, it was the only remedy 
that could be successfully resorted to in order to 
restore private and public faith, now sunk so low 
as to make every American with patriotie feelings 
look upon his country with the deepest regret. 

Mr. AYCRIGG here signified his acceptance 
of the motion of the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
Gitm_er ] in lieu of his own; which was to strike 
out the whole appropriation. : 

Mr. BURNELL then obtained the floor, and 
was about to address the committee, when, at the 
request of many members, he yielded toa motion 
that the committee rise; which motion was carried. 

The committee rose and reported progress, 

Mr. WISE offered a resolution of inquiry, which 
was adopted, calling on the Secretary of the Navy 
for information in relation to the appropriation of 
Jast session for the construction of a dry-dock at 
Brooklyn. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House several 
executive communications: 

1. A communication from the Treasury Depart- 
ment, in answer toa resolution of the House of 
June 23d, 1842, calling for a statement of the num- 
ber of cargoes entered at American and foreign 
ports by ves-els of the United States. Laid on the 
table, and ordered to be printed. 

2 A communication from the Treasnry Depart- 
ment, covering the report of the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office, in relation to certain pri- 
vate land claims at New Orleans: referred to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. BOARDMAN again offered his resolation, 
calling cn President for imformation respecting 
the penitentiary in the District of Columbia; 
which was adopted, 

Mr. CUSHING offered a resolution, (which was 
zdepted,) instructing the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Pensions to inquire inte the expediency of re- 
viving the actof July, 1838, allowing pensions to 
certain widows, 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL inguired of the Chair 
when resolutions would be in order? 

The SPEAKER answered, Monday next; which 
will be resolution day. 

On motion of Mr. FILLMORE, 

The Flouse adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, December 19, 1842. 

Mr. Watxer of Mississippi, and Mr. Ssyinr of 
Arkansas, appeared in their seats to-day. 

After the reading of the journal, 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before ihe Senate 
a communication from the Treasury Department, 
transmitting the anuual report of tbe Secretary, 
showing the condition of the finances; when, 

On motion of Mr. EVANS, the report was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance, and 1,709 
copies, in addition to the usual quantity, were order- 
ed to be printed; 200 of which to be subject to the 
disposal of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. also laid before the 
Senate a communication from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, transmiting the annual report ofthe 
Commissioner of the General Land Office; which, 
on motion of Mr. SMITH of ladiang, was order- 
ed to lie on the table and be printed, 


Also, laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Navy Department, covering a report, in | 
compliance with a resolution of thé Senate ef the. 
29ih June, 1842, upon the subject. of the cultiva- 
tion of hemp; which, on motion of. Mr. BAYARD; 
‘was ordered. to lie on the table and be printed. °- 

Mr. BATES presented a petition from Samuel. 
Dicy for a pension; which was referred to.the Com- 


| mittee. on Pensions. ` : 


Mr. BUCHANAN presented, a memorial from, 


‘a large"number of persons engaged ‘in the manu- 


facture of hats, similar to others presented by him, 
praying Congress so to modify the tariff as to ad- 
mit hatters? furs free of duty: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Manufactures. : i s 

Mr. LINN presented the. memoria! of Mr. 
Thomas Allen, printer to the Senate, praying pay- 
ment for the printing of the Compendinm of the 
Sixth Census: Mr. L. said there was a letter from 
the Secretary of Sta'e accompanying the memorial, 
urging upon Congress the propriety of paying the 
claim. The whole subject was. referred. to. the 
Committee on Finance. fer ae ic a a ee 

Mr. WRIGHT presented the petition of John 
Woodward, of Bloomingburg, N. Y., praying com- 
pensation for services doring the revolutionary 
war; which was referred to the Committee on Rev-. 
olutionary Claims. 

Also presented the petition of Jonathan Brown, 
of Sullivan county, N. Y., a drummer in the reyo- 
lutionary army, praying a pensions referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 4 i 

Mr. CONRAD presented a petition from the 
New Orleans and Carrollton Railroad Company, 
praying a modification of the tariff, and an ex'en- 
sion of the time now required for laying down iron . 
imported for the use of their railroad: referred to the 
Committee on Finance. f 


Mr. ARCHER presented a petition from. the 
directors of the Petersberg Railroad Company, 
praying an extension of the time required by law 
for laying down the iron imported for the use of 
said company: referred to ths Committee on Fi- 
nance, 


X Mr. STURGEON presented a ‘memorial from 


C. Evans, praying that his invention to prevent the 
explosion of steam-boilers may be applied to the 
steam-vessels of the United States: referred to the 

Committee on Naval Affairs.. : i 


Mr. McROBERTS presented a memorial from 
citizens of Illinois, asking Congress to refund to 
General Jackson the fine and costs imposed on him 
by Judge Hall of New Orleans, and the interest. 
therecn: ordered fo lie on the tables - ` 


Mr. BARROW presented a petition from Join : 


L. Delee, praying for the privilege of entering land 
in lien of land lost to him by the settlement of the 
boundary line between the United States and Tex- 
as: referret to the Committee on Pablic Lands. 

Mr. WILLIAMS presented a petition of eiti- 
zens of the State of Maine, praying for the repeal 
of the bankrupt law: referred to the Judiciary 
Committee, 

On motion of, Mr. WILLIAMS, the petition of 
Noab Miller was ordered to be taken from the 
files of the Senate, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. À 

Messrs. BATES, EVANS, SMITH of Indiana, 
FULTON, and LINN, severally gave notice that 
they would, on to-morrow, ask leave to introdace 
certain bills. : 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. LINN, on leave, introduced a bill for the 
relief of Jacques Bon and Alexander Coleman, 
and their heirs and legal representatives; and 

A bill to confirm the title of the heirs of Joseph 
Thompson, senior, deceased, to atract of land in 
Missouri; 
which were read twice, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claiss. f 

Also, on leave, introduced a bill to authorize the 
adoption of measures for the cccupation and set- 
tiement of the territory of Oregon, and to extend a 
certain portion of the laws cf the United States 
over the same, and for other purposes; which was 
read iwice, and, on motion of Mr. LINN, referred 
to a select committee, to consist of five, to be ap--. 
pointed by ‘the Chair. Thereupon, the Chair ‘aps 
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poifited Messrs. Linn, WALKER; SEWER, MERRICK, 
and Pueres, to constitute said committee. 


Mr. STURGEON, on leave, introduced a bill for. 


the telief of Lucretia Haymaker, heir at jaw of 
John Bown; which was twice read,- and referred. 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

On. motion of Mr. WALKER it was 


Resolved, That the Committee onthe Public Lands be in- 
‘structed to.inquire into the expediency of permitting the State of 
Mississippi to appropriate $25,000 of the two percent. fund of 
said State towards the completion of the railroad from Jackson 
to Brandon, on the conditions designated by said State: 


MEXICAN’ CLAIMS. 


> Mr. CONRAD submitted the. following resola- 
` tion, which lies over one day, under the rule, viz: 
` Resolved, That the Secretary of State be requested to com. 
municate to the Senate (ifnot incompatible with the public in- 
terest) whether the amount due and payable by Mexico for in- 
demnity to citizens of the United States, under the late 
convention, has been paidin conformity with the terms of said 
convention; if net, whether any, and what, measures have been 
adopted by our Government to obtain or enforce payment; and 
aiso, to obtain the recognition of such claims as were submitted 
to, but not finally acted upon, by the late joint commission. 


Mr. HUNTINGTON, from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported back without amendment, 
and with a recommendation that it pass, the bill to 
allow a drawback on foreign merchandise exported 
in original packages to Chihuahua and Santa Fe, 
in Mexico. 

Mr. H. also reported, from the same committee, 
a bill to authorize the issuing of a new register te, 
and. to change the name of, the ship Westchester 
of New York, to that of the Atlantic of New 
York; which was read, considered as in commitiee 
of the whole, reported to the Senate, and ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading. 


Oa motion by Mr. TALLMADGE, the papers 
of Joseph Robey were ordered to be withdrawn 
from the files of the Senate, and referred to the 
Committee on the Pablic Lands. 


Mr. TALLMADGE prevented a memorial from 
a committee on behalf of claimants to indemnity 
for French spoliations prior to 1800; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. T. also presented a petition from John Bos- 
worth, praying for a pension; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. RIVES presented a memorial from George 
Taylor, of the District of Columbia, praying in- 
demnity for French spoliations prior to 1800: refer- 
red to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 

Mr. R. also presented a memorial from Mary 
W. Harrison, widow and executrix of the late 
Benjamin Harriton, praying the passage of a law 
authorizing the resettlement of the accounts of her 
late husband with the Government, there being 
many errors in the former settlement: referred to 
the Committee on Revolationary Claims, 


DEATH OF Mr. HABERSHAM., 


A message was here received from the House of 
Representatives, announcing to the Senate the death 
of the Hon. Richanp W. Harersnam, late Rep- 
resentative from the State of Georgia, and the pass- 
age of certain resolutions; which message being 
read, 

Mr. BERRIEN rose and adédrersed the Senate 
as follows: . 

Mr. President: In offering the resolutions which 
it is my duty to submit to the Senate on this occa- 
sion, the usage of this Chamber requires that I 
should accompany them with some notice, however 
brief, of the character of the deceased—with some 
reference, however transient, fo the event which 
calls for this expression of our sympathy, 

Ir would be to me, sir, a grateiui, though a 
melancholy ‘flice, to proncunes the eulogy of my 
departed fricnd and associate—to dwell with cher- 

ished recollection on his public virtue:—on his 
private worth—above all, on that benevolence of 
feeling, which was so beautifally exhibited in all 
his intercourse with his fellow-men. It would be 
my privilege to speak of bim thus, sir; for it has 
been my good fortune to have been associated with 
him from his earlier years, in relations of kindness 
and amity, which experienced no solitary interrep. 
tion to the close cfhis life; while, in mutually cherish- 
ing these feelings, we only lengthened the chain 
which had united our fathers ia like friendiy 
bonds, The occasion is, however, perhaps, in- 


appropriate to the expression of mere private feel. 
ing—and I forbear. - : 


Mr. Hapeasuam was a native of Georgia. His 


family name is associated with the records of her 
colonization, and. is honorably inscribed on the 
pages of her provincial annals. It has been dis- 
tinguished in each successive period of her history, 
and, unsullied by a-spot, will now be registered on 
the stone which covers his own remains. In 
Georgia, sir, that name is the synonyme of patri: 
otism, integrity, and benevolence. 

Br. HaBeRSHaM was born in the city of Savan- 
nah—I think in the year 1786. He obtained his 
collegiate education at Nassau Hall, in New Jer- 
scy; received the honors of that msiitution in 1805; 
and, returning to his native State, afier the usual 
course of preparatory study, was called to the bar, 
He was early distinguished among his professional 
associates, and was for a series of years the coun- 
selof the United States in the courts of that dis. 
trict. He retired from office, with the applause of 
the ‘people of Georgia, when the duties which it 
imposed conflicted with his own sense of justice 
to a portion of his fellow-citizens. He served with 
reputation in the municipality of the city of Sa- 
vannah, and in the Legislature of his native State, 
and has been twice honored by a seat in the coun- 
cils of the Union. It can scarcely be necessary 
to say to those to whom I address myself, that his 
duties here have been discharged with zeal and 
fidelity, with assiduity and intelligence, and 
in a frank and conciliatory spirit, which, even amid 
the conflicts of party, secured to him the esteem 
and regard of his associates. He died at his own 
residence in Georgia, on the 2d instant, at a mo- 
ment when, but for the disease which had pros- 
trated him, he would have been hastening to unite 
with us in the duties of legislation. 

Mr. Hazersnam has now closed his earthly 
labors. Hereafter, among us, he lives only in the 
memory of his virtues. These will be long held 
in grateful remembrance by those to whom he was 
most intimately known. The recollection of them 
will, I trust, assuage the sorrows of the widowed 
partner of his life, and of that group of orphans 
wko are clustering around her in this hour of 
anguish. 

But Mr. Hazsensuam yet lives. The record of 
this probationary life, as to him, indeed, is closed 
forever. But he has gone, in the immortality of 
his being, to render his account to his Creator end 
his Judge. It remains to us to hope that he may find 
acceptance in that solemn hour through the ato- 
ning blood of the Redeemer; and to inscribe on our 
own hearts the monitory lesson which this event 
is calculated to impart. 

Mr. B. closed by offering the usual resolutions 
in testimony of the respect of the Senate for the 
memory of the deceased, and authorizing the wear- 
ing of crape; which were read, and unanimously 
adopted; and, in accordanee with which, the Senate 
forthwith adjourned, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Moxpay, December 19, 1849, 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi presenied the 
petition of Mathaniel Mitchell, praying a grant of 
land for the purpose of making the experiment ef 
extracting turpentine, in profitable abundance, frora 
the pine forest trees bordering on the Galf of Mex- 
ico: referred to the Committee on Pablic Lands, 

Mr. MARSHALL of Maine presenied the peti- 
tion of Robert Pattersor, and 43 others, ship mas- 
tersand merchants of Belfast, Maine, for the eree- 
tion of such beacons, spindles, and buoys, on the 
Muscle ridges in Penobscot Bay, as will render its 
navigation more safe! 

Also, the petition of George Drinkwater, and 
26 others, of Lincolnville, for the same. 

Aliso, the petition of Joseph Jones, and 49 oih- 
ers, of Camden, for the same. 

Also, the petition of Andrew Leach, and 61 
others, cf Prozpect, for the same. 

Mr. GAMBLE of Georgia rose, and addressed 
the House as follows: 

The preseat Congress, it is believed, has of- 
tener performed the painfel duty of anncuneing 
the death of iis members, than any which has 
preceded it under the Government. In the first 


_ week of our session, we were called upon to pay 


the last tribute of respect to the memory of one 
who died on his way to the seat of Government, to 
resume his duties asa. member of this body; and 


„to-day, the daty has devolved upon me to commu- 


nicate to the House the mournful intelligence which 
has reached us, of the death of another member of 
this branch of the National Legislature. For some 
time we entertained hopes that the rumor of his 
death was unfounded; or, at most, premature. But 
itis at length reduced to painful certainty that 
Ricuarp W. Hazersnam is no more. He has 
finished his course on earth; his seat. in this 
hall is vacant; and he now sleeps in the silent 
tomb. His constitution being naturally feeble, 
and his health somewhat impaired when he 
first took his seat as a member of this body— 
added to the severity of the climate, and his labo- 
rious and close attention to his duties, which 
was more than he was able to endure—brought on 
a disease, which has only terminated in his death; 
which painful event, as we are informed, took 


` place at his residence in Habersham county, 


Georgia, on the second day of this month, sur- 
rounded by his family and friends. Mr. HABER- 
SHAM was a descendant of one of the most henora- 
ble and distinguished families in Georgia. He 
was endowed with more than ordinary powers of 
mind, which was enlarged and cultivated by a lib- 
eral education, Being thus qualified, ke early en- 
gaged in publie life, and, by a long course of up- 
right conduct and unbending integrity, he acquired 
a degree of confidence which few attain, and (what 
is still more rare) which he never abused. He has 
occupied stations of honor and trust, both under 
the Federal and State Governments, the duties of 
which he discharged to the full requisitions of the 
law, and entire satisfaction of those with whom he 
had official transaction. f 

In 1838 he was elected as a member of Congress, 
and continued in that character until his death. 
To you, sir, and his associates here, I need say 
nothing. You kave witnessed bis course; you ap- 
preciate his worth asa man, and his usefulness as 
a member of this body, And notwithstanding the 
political asperity of the times during which he has 
been a member—and although he has been firm 
and unwavering in his political course—-yet I be- 
lieve he never indulged in a sentiment, or suffered 
an expression to escape his lips, at which even the 
most sensitive political opponent could jusily take 
exception. His errors and infirmities, if any he 
had—~and none are faultless—“were of the head, and 
not of the heart.” He was amiable, generous, and 
forgiving in his disposition; his home was the 
centre of kindness and hospitality; and his hand 
ever open to the calls of charity. It may be said 
of him, and can with truth be said of him, that 


| he has gone, and left notan enemy behind him. 


In his lamented death, Georgia has lost one of her 
most useful, virtuous, and talented citizens—one of 
her most distinguished, patriotic, and cherished 
sons; and his family have sustained a loss which 
cannot be repaired by time. “May that Being who 
tempers the wind to the shorn lamb,” comfort and 
Sustain them in this, their deep affliction; and may 
this memento of our moriality make a deep and 
lasting impression upon our hearts, and cause us 
weil to consider the admenvion addressed to us in 
the word of trath, which is enforeed by this solemn 
dispensation—“‘ise ye Riso ready, for in such an 
hour es ye think not the con cf man cometh,” 

Mr. G. then offered the usual resolution, viz: 
that the members, as a mark of respeet for 
the memory of the deceased, go into mourning, by 
wearing crape on the lefi erm for thirty days; 
which was adopted; and, as an additional mark of 
respect for his memory, 

On motion by Mr. GAMBLE, 

The Fouse adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, December 20, 1849. 

Mr. BENTON presested a petition from Mary 
W, Thompsen, widow of the late Colonel Thomp- 
Son, praying compensation for certain military ser- 
vices of her late husband, which remain unpaid: 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MERRICK presented a petition from 


we 
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Join Bronaugh'and Archibald Fleming, ‘praying 
indemnity -for losses sustained in carrying the 
United States mail, in consequence of the destruc- 
tion of a part of. the Potomae-bridge by a freshei: 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. =: ? S - i 

< Mr. ARCHER presented a petition from Wm. 
A. Weaver, praying compensation for work done 
in. preparing at the State Department the sixth cen- 
sus of the United States: referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. ` i . 
_ Mr. PORTER presented a petition from the 
Board of Internal Improvement of ‘the State of 
Michigan, praying an extension of the time allow- 
ed by law for laying down railroad iron imported 
free of duty: referred to the Commiitee on Fi- 
nance. noes 


` On motion of Mr. LINN, the petition and pa- 
pers of John B. McKown were ordered to be ta- 
ken from the files of the Senate, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. L. also presented a memorial from citizens 
of Platte county, Missouri, praying that a perma- 
nent agent might be appointed, to reside at Wes- 
ton, or some other convenient point in Missouri, 
for the purpose of purchasing, under the direction 
ofthe Secretary of the Navy, such quantity of 
water-rotted hemp as might be required for the use 
of the Government: referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. Z 
“Mr. L. also presented a memorial from citizens 
of Attleborough, Massachusetts, praying that the 
fine of $1,000 may be refunded to General Jack- 
son: ordered to lie on the table. 
`` Mr. McROBERTS presented a petition from 
citizens of Illinois, praying the repeal of the bank- 
rupt law: referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Mr. McR. also presented a petition from John 
Dawson, pension agent, Spring field, Illinois, ask- 
ing compensation for his services as agent: refer- 
red to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a memorial from the 
Chamber of Commerce of Appalachicola, Flori- 
da, praying Congress to make an appropriation for 
the construction of two new light-houses on that 
eoast, for the accommodation of commerce; and 
also for the construction of a marine hospital: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

On motion of Mr. CONRAD, the petition and 
papers of the heirs of Madame De Lusser, for the 
confirmation of a grant of land in Mobile, were 
ordered to be taken from the files of the Senate, and 
referred te the Committee on the Publie Lands. 

Also, on his motion, leave was granted to with- 
draw from the files the petition and papers of Wil- 
ham Dubuys. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition from Asahel 
Brainerd, of Cayuga county, Ohio, for an exten- 
sion of pension: reterred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. i 
` Mr. WRIGHT said he some time since pre- 
sented to the Senate a petition, which was now be- 
fore the Committee on Claims, from Nimrod Far- 
row, and Richard Harris, praying compensation for 
constructing a fort in Mobile bay. THe now pre- 
sented a petition from Israel Ketcham, a sub-con- 
tractor under those persons, praying that Congress, 
in making an appropriation for the purpose, may 
not disregard the interesis of the sub-contractors: 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

_ Mr. BAYARD presented a memorial from the 
President and Directors of the Bank of the Me- 
tropolis, praying that their charter may be modified 
in such manner as they suggest, and which expe- 
rience has pointed out to be necessary: referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
- Mr. B. also presented a petition from Edward 
Earle, who is desirous that the Government of the 
United S:ates should purchase the right for using 
his patent for preserving wood, which he alleges 
is much better than the present mode of doing it, 
with corrosive sublimate: referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

On motion of Mr. SMITH of Connecticut, it 
was ordered that the petition and papers of 
Wareham Kingsbury, for a peasion, be taken 
from the files of the Senate, and referred to the 

- Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. S. also presented a petition from Hetty 
Fossett, the widow of John D. Alveys, for’ a pen- 
sicn:. referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

On motion of Mr. SEVIER, it was crdered that 
the petition of Benjamin Murphy be taken from 
the files, and referred to the Committee on Indian 


Affairs. ; i 
"BILLS AND REPORTS., 
Mr. LINN, on leave, introduced a bill for the 


relief of the heirs of Nathaniel Pryor, deceased;” 


which was read twice, and referred to the Com- 


- mittee on Indian Affairs. 


“Also, on leave, introduced a bill fo surrender to 
the States of Missouri and Arkansas tbe aliernate 
sections of certain public lands, (reported as not 
worth the expenses of survey,) for the purpose of 
increasing the value of the pubhe domain con- 
liguous; which was read twice, and referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to which had been referred the petition of 
Henry Quackenboss and others, reported a bill to 
authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to make an 
arrangement and compromise with any of the 
sureties on the bonds of Samuel Swartwout, late 
collector of the port of New York; which was read, 
and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. EVANS, on leave, introduced a bill for the 
relief of Barbara Spear, the widow of John Spear, 
late an invalid pensioner; which was read twice, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, on leave, introduced a bill for regulating 
the currency of foreign gold and silver coin in the 
United States; which was read twice, and referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BATES, on leave, introduced a bill making 
compensation to pension agents; which was read 
twice, and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, on leave, introduced a bill to continue the 
office of Commissioner of Pensions; which was 
read twice, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, ` 

Mr. FULTON, on leave, introduced a bill to 
authorize the Legislatures of the States of Arkan- 
sas, Louisiana, and Tennessee to sell the lands 
heretofore appropriated for schocl purposes in 


those States; which was read twice, and referred to - 


the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. WALKER, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported a bill to authorize the settlement 
of the accounts of Joseph Nourse; which was read, 
and ordered toa second reading. | 

Mr. SMITH of Indiana, on leave, introduced a 
bill to provide for ascertaining and disposing of 
the lead-mineral lands in the States of Illinois and 
Missouri, and the Territories of Wisconsin and 
lowa, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. GRAHAM, from the Commitiee on Claims, 
reported the following bills; which were read, aud 
ordered to a second reading, viz. 

A bill for the relief of J. R. Vienne; and 

A bill for the relief of Ephraim B Dixon. 

Mr. BATES, on Jeave, introduced a till for the 
relief of Henry Gardner and others, directors of an 
association ealled the New England Mississippi 
Land Company; which was read twice, and refer- 
red to the Judiciary Committee, 

Mr. WILLIAMS, from the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs, made an adverse report on the petition 
of Benjamin Franklin fer a privateer pension; 
which was ordered to fie on the table. 

Mi. W. also, from the Committee on Printing, 
reported in favor of printing the annual report of 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office; 
which was concurred in by the Senate; when, 

On motion of Mr. SMITH of Indiana, five hun- 
dred copies additional of said report were ordered 
to be printed. 

CLAIMANTS. i 

Mr. HUNTINGTON said he had been request- 


ed to move that the memorial and papers of Sam- > 


uel Brown, late naval officer at Providence, Rhode 
Island, praying compensation for extra services, be 
taken from the files cf the Senate and referred. 
Mr. H. remarked, thata verbal report had bern 
made against the prayer of this petition, and con- 
curred in by the Senate previous to the passage of 


the rule of the last session, which provided that 
whenever a claimshall have been reported against, 
in writing, by either of the standing committees, 
and the report concurred in by the Senate, it should 
not be in order io present that claim to the eonsid- 
eration of the Senate, except upon a new petition 
from the claimant pointing out an-error in the de- 
cision of the committee, or presenting new evidence 
in support’ of the claim. Mr. H. didnot know 
what course to take with reference to this claim, 
and wished to have the sense of the Senate whether 
its presentation was admissible under the rule; 
the report against it being but a verbal one, and that 
having been made previous to the passage of the 
rule, 

The CHAIR was understood to say that hereto- 
fore the rule had been construed as restrospective 
in its operation; but in this case a further 
question wasipresented—whether the rule, which 
required a written report to be made, should be 
construed to exclude cases wpon which verbal: res 
poris only were made. : > : 

A discussion here--arose, as to. the proper: con» 
struction of the rule, in which Messrs. HUNT- 
INGTON, LINN, KING, CLAYTON, and 
PHELPS participated, maintaining that the rule 
was intended to be retrospective in its operation, to 
prevent the re-presentation of those old cases so fre- 
quently reported against; but were willing to make 
an exception to. this.case, upon which a verbal re» 
port only was made, when a written report was re» 
quired by the rule. : 

Mr. GRAHAM said the difficulty could be 
avoided by admitting this petition by unanimous 
consent, on the ground of non-compliance with the 
rule, which required a written report; and then to 
amend the rule, as suggested by the Senator from 
Vermont, (Mr. Purtrs,] to make all cases admissis 
ble, upon which no written report had been made. 

This suggestion was yielded to, and the petition 
was ordered to be taken from the files, and re- 
ferred, 

Mr. PHELES submitted the following: 


That the rule of the Senate adopted on the 26th of January, 
1842, be amended by the following: Provided, That this rule 
shall vot extend to any cases whereon adverse reports, not in 
writing, may have been made previous to the said 26th day of 
January, 1842, 4 : $ 


This amendment lies over one day, under the 
rules. Py es 

The following resolution of Mr, Conran ‘was 
taken up and adopted, viz: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested 
to communicate to the Senate whether any, and what, amount 
of money has been refunded to claimants in virtue:of the act 
entitled “An act in relation to fands heldin the Greensburg 
(late St. Helena) district,in the State of Louisiana,and authoriz. 
ing the resurvey of certain lands in’ said’ district,”, approved 
August 29, 1842; whether, in any cases, the claimants have res 
ceived reimbursement of the price paid by them for lands in 
complying, or offering to comply, with the provisions of said 
act, and such reimbursement has been refused, and the reasons 
for such refusal; and whether any, and what, proceedings have 
taken place under said act, F 


THE AFRICAN SQUADRON, 


The following resolution, submitted by Mr. Ben- 
Ton some days ago, was taken up for considera- 
tion: 


Resolved, That the President be requested to inform the Sen- 
ate whetherthe quintuple treaty, for the suppression of the 
slave-trade, has been communicated to the Government of the 
United States in any form whatever; and, if so, by whom;. for 
what purpose; and what answer may have been returned to 
such communication, Also, to communicate to. the Senate all 
the information which may have been received by the Governa 
ment of the United States, going to show that the “course which 
this Government might take in relation to said treaty has 
excited no small degree of attention and discussion. in Eu. 
rope.” Also, to inform the Senate how far the “warm animad- 
versions,’? and “the great political excitement” which this trea. 
ty has caused in Europe, have any application oy reference to 
these United States. Also, to inforny the Senate what danger 
there was that ‘he laws and the obligations” of the United 
States in relation to.the suppression§ef the slave-trade would 
be “executed by others” if we did not “remove. their pretext 
and motive for violating our flog and executing our laws,” 
by entering into the stipulations for the African squadron, and 
the remonstrating sentences which are contained in the Sthand 
9th articles of the late British treaty.. And,also, to communie 
cate to the Senate all the correspondence which may have been 
received from our ministers abroad, having relation to the fore- 
going points of inquiry. 


Mr. ARCHER inquired if the Senator from Mis- 
souriintended to make aay remarks on the sub- 
ject? 

Mr. BENTON intimated that he did not con- 
ceive any necessary, unlessealled for in reply. 

Mr. ARCHER said he believed he could give 


6 


the Senator,from Missouri all the information that 
he would be enabled to obtain by the adoption of 
this resolution. ‘The Senator would. perceive, by 
reference to- the. message of the President, of Au- 
gust last, communicating the treaty between the 
United States and Great Britain, that an answer to 
the ‘first. branch of his interrogatories was there 
given. The President had there deelared.thal the 
quintuple treaty. had- not been communicated to 
this Government by any of the parties to. that 
treaty. It was very true, that the Government of 
the United States had got information of the char- 
acter of that treaty, as seemed to be.the case with 
regard to the various Governments of Europe; but 
it had not yet been officially communicated. 


As to the other matters inquired for by the reso- 
lution, the same answer would, he thought, equally 
apply to them. The Gevernment had no other 
means of obtaining information, than that pos- 
sessed by the gentleman from Missouri himself. 
It was within the knowledge of the honorabie Sen- 
ator himself, that—in consequence, perhaps, of the 
importance of the treaty itself, or, perhaps, in con- 
Sequence of the attention which had been attracted 
to it by General Cass—it had become a subject of 
discussion and of animadversion throughout Su- 
rope, as well as the United States. 

The next branch of inquiry contained in the res- 
olution, as he (Mr. Arcner) understood i', was in 
relation to the opinion which had been expressed 
by the Executive of the United States as to the 
course which this Government ought to pursue in 
reference to the slave-trade. He (Mr. A.) would 
at least presume that the honorable Senator from 
Missouri was indifferent, as he himself was, as to 
the opinions entertained by the President upon this 
subject; and he would therefore submit to the hon- 
orable Senator whether there could be any propriety 
or necessity for asking ihese cpinions. He would 

“ask, then, inasmach as there had been no cfficial 
communication on the subject between this and 
any foreign Government, wherefore should a call 
be made for information which could not be ren- 
dered? ‘The President had merely expressed an 
opinion that it was best to execuie our own laws, 
and not submit to the indignity of having them ex- 
ecuted for us by other nations. 

The Senator from Missouri, he was sure, would 
concur with him, thatas there were no facts in the 
possesion cf the Executive, wbich were not equal- 
ly in the possession of the Senator himself, there 
could be no necessity for the resolution of inquiry. 
He hoped, therefore, the honorable Senator would 
be willing that the motion which be was now about 
to make, to lay ihe resolution upon the table, should 
prevail. 

Mr. BENTON replied to the gentleman from 
Virginis, [Mr. Ancner,] and said his resolution of 
‘inquiry was founded upon the Presidents message 
of August last, recommending the ratification of 
the British treaty; and all the points of inquiry 
made by him were found in that message. He 
would have made the eall at the last session, when 
the treaty was ratified; but there was no time for 
it. The treaty came atthe end of a nine months? 
session, in tke raidst of the deg-days, and when 
tbere was no time for isquiries. But the appro- 
priations for the treaty were still toa be made; and 
the information he wanted, would be used when 
the supplies-for the African squadron were de- 
manded. The message says the quintuple alliance 
was not officially communicated fo the Government. 
This implies that it was unofficially communi- 
cated; and if so, the country ought to know by 
whom, and for what purpose. Phe message 
speaks of our conduct in relation to (hat treaty, as 
being the subject of atientioa and diseussion in 
Europe; and telly us of warm animadversions, and 
great political excitement, in relation to it. Of 
course, it is the parties to this quintuple treaty—the 
holy allies—-who are giving us this attention, and 
making us the subject of this discussion; who be- 
stow this animadversion, and experience this great 
excitement;—and it is ceriainly right that the peo- 
ple of the United States should know what all this 
portends; and how far the affairs of the United 
Siates are taken into the keeping of the holy 
allies. The message also presents, as an ar- 
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would execute our ‘laws if we did not; and’ 


gument for the African squadron, that others | 


execute them ia'a way to violate- our flag. 
This is presented as an argument to operate on 


- the mind of the Senate, in favor of the rati- 


fication, when it might. be an argument against 
carrying it into effect; for this country was not to 
be dragooned into an alliance. The whole case, 
as.made out in the President’s message of August 
last, went to show that the holy allies had taken 
our conduct into their consideration; and that Great 
Britain. was going to execute our laws for us, if 
we did not execute them ourselves; and that this 
squadron and these remonstrating ambassadors 
were the price which we paid to appease the holy 
allies, aad to escape seaich from Great Britain. 
This was the aspect of the message; and he wished 
to know whether there were facts to justify it, If 
there were, he thought it a case for resistance, not 
for submission. 

Mr. ARCHER desired to say a single word, in 
relation to this matter, to the Senator from Mis- 
souri, and to the Senate. He presumed no one 
would contend that it comported with the dignity of 
that body to make a eall upon the Executive for 
information, when they were sufficiently advised 
that no information could be obtained. And, to be 
convinced that none could be obtained, it was only 
necessary to refer to the message of the President. 
What, then, was the object of this resolution? 
Was ita resolution of crimination? The Sena‘or 
was informed that there bad been no communica- 
tion made to this Government by the parties to the 
quintuple treaty: how, then, could he expect to ob- 
tain the information he asked? Í 

[Mr. A. here read a portion of the message.] 

He would put it to the honorable Senator him- 
self, whether it was not- jast as much within his 
own knowledge, as within that of the Government, 
that there had been warm animadversions and 
strong political excitement throughort Europe in 
relation to that treaty. It had been in France— 
one of the greatest nations in the world—a_ subject 
of such violent political excitement, that the Gov- 
ernment had actually, as he had been informed, 
determined to renounce all participation in it. 
Could there be any higher evidence than this that 
the comments of the President were founded upon 
the facts connected with this subject? Was there 
anything more notorious than the high state cf po- 
litical excitement which this very subject had pro- 
duced in Europe? The President had stated this 
fact, and given his own opinion upon it. And he 
(Mr. A.) confessed ke thought the honorable Sena- 
tor from Missouri would have concurred with bim 
in the opinion, that if they were to have laws or 
provisions formed in reference to their obligations 
towards other nations, they should at least take up- 
on themseives the execution of those laws. Did 
the honorable Senator desire to be understosd as 
urging it asa grourd of demerit in the President, 
that he expressed the opinion that we should be the 
sole executors of our own laws—that we should 
ourselves give them force and efficacy? Did the 
mere expression of this abstract opinion involve 
the inference which the honorable Senator intend- 
ed to draw, that there had been—what? That 
ikere had been efforts on the part of thisGovernment 
to obtain assistance from other powers in the exe- 
ection of onr own laws? There was not the least 
groand for such a presumption. 

How could the Government, by any possibility, 


furnish the evidence demanded by the honorable. 


Senator, when they were told by the Executive 
that he had bad no negotiations upon the subject 
with any power whalever? There being, then, no 
information in the possession of the Government 
going to answer the inquiry contained in the reso- 
lution, he would submit to the honorable Senator 
whether it was fit that they should send a crimina- 
tory ora vindictive resolution to the President. He 
wouid putit to the honorable Senator, if it was 
really informaticn that he sought. The honorable 
Senator knew fuil well there was no information 
that he could receive, His object, then, with all 
due respect to the honorable Senator, he (Mr. A.) 
must suppose was merely to utter a “denunciation 
against the Executive. This being bis view of the 
case, he felt bound to move that the resolution be 
laid upon the table. 


~ 


Mr. KING suggested thatit would be better to 
postpone its consideration, and, in the mean time, 
order it to be printed. _ : 

Mr. ARCHER said he intended no discourtesy 
towards any honorable Senator; and if any one 
desired to diseuss the resolution further, he would 
withdraw the motion. : 

Mr. BENTON observed that he wanted the in- 
formation, not for crimination, but for use on the 
discussion of the appropriation. Everything in 
relation to the origin and cause of this African 
squadron would then be wanting; for he, for one, 
meant to resist the appropriations for this African 
crusade. He said the gentieman from Virginia 
{Mr. Ancuer] was mistaken in supposing that he 
wanted the opinions of the Administration. Not 
so. He had their opinions in the August messages 
and he wished to see whether they had any facts 
for the opinions they then delivered. He wished 
to see if the holy allies were animadverting upon 
us, and whether Great Britain intended to search 
our ships if we did not join her in the African alli- 
ance. This seemed to be the opinion of the Admin- 
istration; and Mr. B, wished to see if they had any 
foundation for it. With this view, he called for 
all the information they possessed, and especially 
for the cerrespondence of our ministers abroad. 
He felt certain that those ministers must have writ- 
ten on the subject. It could not be sapposed that 
the President had founded his communication to 
the Senate on coffee-house discussions, or on news 
paper discussions, or even on the debates of the 
French Chambers: there was nothing in all that to 
alarm us, or to show that the holy allies were oc- 
cupying themselves with our affairs. The Presi. 
dent must have had official correspondence on the 
subject, even if he had no official communication 
of the treaty: and he wished to see that corres- 
ponderce. He had a right to see it, and should ins 
sist upon his right. 

Mr. B. then read the paragraphs from the Presi- 
dent’s message of August last; and argued that 
every inquiry was bottomed upon the message, and 
proper for the information of Congress and the 
country. The paragraphs were as follows: 

“It is known that, in December last, a treaty was signed in 
London, by the Tepresentatives of England, France, Russia, 
Prussia, and Austria, having for its professed object a strong 
and united effort of the five powers to put an end to the traffic, 
This treaty was not officially communicated to the Government 
of the United States; but its provisions and stipulations are sup- 
posed to be accurately known to the public. Itis understood 
to be not yetratified on the part of France, 

“No application or request has been made to this Govern. 
ment to become party to this treaty; but the course it might 
take in regard toit, has excited no small degree of attention 
ond diseussionin Europe, as the principle upon which it is 
founded, and the stipulations which it contains, have caused 
warm animadversions and great political excitement, 

“In my message at thecommencement of the present session 
of Congress, J endeavored to state the principles which this 
Government supports respecting the right of search and the 
immunity of flags. Desirous of maintaining those principles 
fully, at the same time that existing obligations should be ful 
filled, I have thought it most consistent with the honor and dìg- 
nity of the country thaiit should execute ils own laws, and 
perform its own obligations. by ils own means andits oon 
power, The examination or visitation of the merchant vessels 
of one nation, by the cruisers of another, for any purpose, ex- 
cept those known and acknowledged by the law of nations, 
under whatever restraints or regulations it may take place,may 
lead todangerous results. “Jt ds far better, by other means, 
to supersede any supposed necessity, or any motive, for such 
eraminaton or visit. Interference with a merchant vessel 
by an armed cruiser, is always a delicate proceeding, apt to 
touch the point of national honor, as well asto affect the inter- 
ests ofindividuals.. It has been thaught, therefore, expedient, 
not oniy in accordance with the stipulations ofthe treaty of 
Ghent, but, ut the same time, us removing ail pretext on the 
part of others for violating the immunities of the American 

flag upon the seas, as they existund are defined by the law of 
nations, to enter into the articles now submitted to the Senate, 


Mr. B. said these paragraphs presented grave 
matter fur the consideration of the Congress and 
the country. They were gravely presented to the 
Senate, to influence its action on the trealy; and, 
from the case which they present, it is perfectly 
clear that this squadron is our tribute in men and 
ships to appease the holy allies, and to prevent 
Great Britain from searching us, It is clear, from 
these paragraphs, that this five years’ alliance is the 
price which we pay for these favors, Now, it 
might or it might not be so. In either event, we 
have a right to know; and in either event, the ad- 
ministration is on the horn of a dilemma. If the 
holy ailies and Great Britain are gving to take us 
in hand if we do not give them this squad- 
ron, then it was cowardice and national degras 
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dation to giveit; If, on the other hand, the holy 
allies have no designs upon us, and Great Britain 
has no design to. search us, if we donot search 
ourselves, then the Senate has been trifled with, 
and considerations brought to bear upon them 
which have no foundaticn in fact. In either case, 
we have a right to know the facts. Has Great 
Britain threatened us? Have the holy allies taken 
our conduct in. hand? These are the questions 
which arise on the President’s message; and let us 
have them answered. Let us have the correspond- 
ence of our ministers, if there is any. Does the 
Senator from Virginia undertake to say for the ad- 
ministration, that they have no such correspon- 
dence? [Mr. Anrcnmn was understood to answer 
negatively.] Then let the administration answer ! 
As the case now stands, we have given this 
squadron under a threat--under the threat of 
seeing. Great Britain execute our anti-slave-trade 
laws for us, if we do not execute them ourselves; 
upon the same principle (hat she executes our neu~ 
trality laws for us on the Canadian frontier. The 
excuse-—n0, not the excuse! for she does not de- 
scend to excuse, but boldly justifies!—the justification 
for the attack on the Caroline was, that the Uni- 
ted States did not, or could not, execute its own 
laws on that frontier; and, therefore, Great Britain 
was under the necessity of exccuting them for us. 
This is the language with respect to the Canada 
frontier; and, from the tenor of the message, we 
have the same language in relation to the coast of 
Africa, By land and by water—at home and 
abroad—Great Britain underiakes to execute our 
laws for us, and to punish our citizens for us! and, 
from the termination of the Schlosser affair, 
and this African tribute in men and ships, it seems 
that the present Administration admits her preten- 
sion in both cases. But, let us see. Let us have 
the facts—the correspondence; and let the country 
judge whether we have really been menaeed, or 
whether our Administration have taken fright at 
nothing. 

Mr. ARCHER assenting to the suggestion of 
postponing the resolution to Thursday, on motion 
to that effect, the resolution was postponed to 
Thursday next, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN observ. d that there was a 
bill, which the House had passed, now cn the ta- 
ble awaiting the action of the Senate. He hoped 
there would be no objection to taking it up witha 
view to reference. 

No objection being made, the biil in relation to 
the lands granted to the deafand dumb asylum in 
the State of Kentucky (amendatory of the law) 
was taken up, read twice, and teferred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WRIGAT offered the following resolution; 
which lies on the table one day: 

Resolved, That the Commitee on Rocrenchment be instructed 
to inquire and report to the Senate the number of clorks of com- 
mitives who have been appointed and paid out of the contin- 
gent fundofthe Senate, during the last and present Congress; 
the amount so paid to such clorks, and the rate of compensa- 
tion; and whether any, and what, other mode.can, in the opinion 
of the’committce, be adopted, by which a more general, and 
equal, and offectual aid to all the committees of the Senate may 
be secured in a more reasonable form, and on more economical 
terms. 

The joint resolution of the Honse to amend the 
19ih joint rule was then taken up; and, on 
motion of Mr. BARROW to that effect, Izid on the 
table. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON said there was an en- 
grossed bill on the table, which might be taken up 
and disposed of in a few moments; as he did not 
suppose there would be any dise :ssion or opposi- 
ticn in relation to it, It was the bill ordered to be 
engrossed yesterday, changing the name ofa ves- 
sel from “Westchester” to “Atlantic.” 

The bill was taken up, read a third time, and 
passed. 

A communicaiion from the Treasury Depart- 
Ment was then read, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Printing. 

Mr, SEVIER moved an adjournment. 


‘ 


Mr. HUNTINGTON said it was desirable the 


Senate should go ‘into executive session for a few 
moments. 7 

The motion to adjourn was negatived—ayes 12, 
noes 15. eo ts i i 

The Senate: then,. on motion of Mr. HUNT- 
INGTON, went into executive session; and after a 
short time spent therein, 

Adjourned, : 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay,; December 20, 1842.. 


‘Mr. EASTMAN presented the petition of Hill- 
yard Shaw, for a pension. 

Also, the petition of Charles Colman for bounty 
land or other remuneration, 

Also, the petition of Moses Turner for arrears 
of pension; which were severally referred to their 
appropriate committees. 

Mr. CASEY presented the petition ef J. Child- 
ers of Lawrence county, Ilineis, praying an in- 
crease of pension; which, on his motion, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. BARTON presented the petition of nu- 
merous citizens of Hampshire county, Virginia, 
praying for a repeal of the bankrupt law. 

Mr. LOWELL presented the petitions of John 
N. Swasey, and 98 other shipmasiers and mer- 
chants of Bucksport, Maine; of Andrew Peters, and 
34 other sbipmasters and merchants of Ellsworth, 
Maine; and of James S. Pike, and 29 other ship- 
masters and merchants of Calais, Maine: all 
praying for an appropriation for the erection of 
beacons, spindles, and buoys on the Muscle ridges 
upon the coast of Maine; which were referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, 


MUTINY AND EXECUTIONS ON BOARD 
THE BRIG SOMERS. 


Mr. GWIN asked the permission of the House 
to offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to this House whatever official infor- 
mation may have been received at the Navy Depariment rela- 
tive to the alleged design of mutiny on board the United Btates 
brig Somers, under the command of Alexander Slidell McKen. 
zie; and what number of persons have been executed for said 
offence; their names and rank; and the proceedings which 
were had on beard of said vessel in reference thereto. 


Mr. WISE suggested to the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi, that, as a court of inquiry was to be called, 
from which official information would be-received 
in a very few wecks, it would be better to postpone 
his resolution until the court had been held. 

Mr. GWIN intimated his intention to press his 
resolution, that the necessary information might be 
got from the President. 

Mr. WISE said the gentleman could not obtain 
any information in that way. 

Mr. L. W. ANDREWS and other gentlemen 
made remarks which did not reach the reporter’s 
desk. 

Mr. GWIN moved a suspension of the rules 
for the reception of his resolution, to which objec- 
tion had been made. 

The motion was negatived. 


THE BANKRUPT LAW. 


Mr. FILLMORE moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole, for the purpose 
of proceeding with the consideration of the general 
appropriation bill, 

Mr. HOPKINS inquired if the bill for the repeal 
of the bankrupt Jaw was net the special order for 
this day. 

The SPEAKER replied in the negative; the bill 
having been merely postponed to this day. 

Mr. HOPKINS called for the yeas and nays cn 
going into commiltce. 

Mr. H. observed that he supposed, if the Hou-e 
refused to go into committee, it would be in order 
to move to take up the bill to repeal the bankrupt 
law. 

The SPEAKER was understood to reply in the“ 
affirmative. 


|| .. The yeas and nays were then ordered, and, bė- 
ing taken, resulted as follows: Yeas 89, nays.98. 

So the House refused to go into Committee of 
the Whole. oe ee 

Mr. EVERETT then moved. that the 
take up the bill to repeal the bankrupt law. 

The motion was agreed to. ` 2 

Mr. EVERETT then briefly stated some rea- 
sons which had prompted his action.in this matter, 
but in so low a tone of voice, and amidst a deaf- 
ening hum threughout the House, which overpow- 
ered the honorable gentleman’s voice. He was 
understood to say that he voted for the bankrupt 
law wken it was pasted, for the relief of bankrupts 
whose misfortunes were brought upon them: with- 
out.any fault of their own, but by the fault of. the 
Government. His object, then, was to relieve the 
country from the distresses in- which it: was. ‘then 
involved; but he did not, so far as he was concern- 
ed, design it to be a permanent measure. He was 
in favor of limiting it to one year at the time of its 
passage; but he did not press his views on that 
point at that time, because he desired the 
passage of the law, and such a limitation might 
have endangered its. passage. He now offered 
this Dill for the repeal of the bankrupt law, 
because he conceived it to be destroying con- 
fidence between man and man; and seemed to 
be a shelter for those who. were disposed toe live 
without labor. Its future operation he looked upon 
as injurious; and it would be difficult to engraft 
any amendment-upon the present act which would 
diminish ‘its evils. He said be did not propose 
to commit this bill, because he was in favor of a to» 
tal repeal of the bankrupt law; and therefore its 
committal was unnecessary. If, however, such a 
motion should be made, he should consider it a 
test question between those who desired the con- 
tinuance, and those who desired the repeal of that 
aw. 

Mr. BARNARD observed that the fate of the 
27th Congress seemed to be a very peculiar and a 
very hard one. This Congress was composed of 
two parties; the lines of difference between which 
were drawn, perhaps, more distinctly than between 
any two parties that ever existed in this country. 
One of these parties was in a decided majority of 
that House—numbering some thirty or forty. votes 
of a majority. The execuiive power of the coun- 
try also was in the hands of one holding: ‘opinions 
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the meeting of Congress, however, for the first 
time for the transaction of business, after its elec- 
tion, misfortune had fallen upon the dominant 
party; they lost their own President, and the con- 
Stitutional incumbent of the Presidential office was 
not disposed to act in accordance with the majority. 
A portion, also, of their own friends in the House 
of Representatives, departed from them, and joined 
themse-ves with the Executive, who was of course 
supported by ihe whole body ofthe opposition. In 
that way, and under those circumstances, we came 
(said Mr. B.) to the transaction of the public busi- 
ness. We struggled with difficulties from the first 
moment of our existence, and have never ceased 
to struggle with difficulties to this day. Our condi- 
|| tion was like that of the poor wretch Sysiphus—con- 
demned to roll an enormous stone up a steep ac- 
clivity, only to find some obstacle in our way, by 
which our labors and ourselves were to be tumbled, 
down to the bottom again. But all this (said Mr. 
B.) was our misfortune, and not our fault; and 
amidst all our difficulties we certainly succeeded in 
passing some good measures. At the extra session 
we passed the Jaw distribufing the proceeds of the 
public lands “among the States, and we passed the 
bankrupt law. At the last session, we passed the 
districting law, and we also passed the tariff law. 
What was to remain of all these, and many other 
measures, at the close of the constitutional term of 
existence of the present Congress, no man could 
tell. One thing was sure—the land-distribution 
law was gone already; the congressional district- 
| ing law was in danger; while the tariff law was 


in accordance with those of the majority. Before <. 
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proposed to be moderated and modified out of. all 
its protective character; and now, at last, came the 
bill to repeal the bankrupt law—moved, too, by 
one of the original friendsof that measure. For 
one, (said Mr. B.) I could stand all the injuries our 
enemies are doing us; but it is hard to receive such 
blows at the hands of our friends. What an extra- 
ordinary spectacle (said Mr. B.) do we now present 
to the American people! This motion for a repeal 
of the bankrupt law came from Vermont, and from 
his excellent and learned friend from that State, 
[Mr. Evenerr,] who took the pains to declare, at 
this and at the last session of Congress, that, upon 
the whole, the bankrupt act was the best and wisest 
law that Congress had ever passed. Now, it was 
to be repealed upon the motion of the very gentle- 
man who had made this eulogium. Considering the 
‘source from which that motion emanated, and con- 
sidering the sort of support which it was about to 
receive, itstruck his mind as one of the most alarm- 
ing movements he had ever witnessed in the political 
world. It went far to prove the truth of the charge 
so often made against this nation—that its legislation 
was destined to be unstable; not guided and governed, 
“as it ought: to be, by the settled, well-considered, 
well-digested opinions of the people of the country; 
but that it was destined to be disturbed by every 
wave of popular sentiment-—to follow, in short, not 
only the shiftings and turnings of popular senti- 
ment, but popular error and popular delusion. 
‘That such a thing as popular error and popular 
delusion existed, as well in this country as in 
others, he was not afraid or ashamed to say. By 
unsettled, ill-digested popular opinion, he never 
had been—and so he!p him God!—never would be 
governed. 


But Vermont demanded the repeal of the bank- 
rupt law; and, therefore, it was to be repealed. 
Vermont was a creditor State<-she was in the 
happy condition of owing nobody, and everybody 
was indebted to her; and ber Legislature, at its 
last session, passed a resolution instructing her 
‘Senators, and requesting her Representatives, in 
Congress, to procure the repeal of that law. He 
denied the right of Vermont to dictate to Congress 
upon this subject, or upon any other. She might 
express her opinions, it was “true; but the opinions 
that governed here were those of the members of the 
National Legislature, and not those of the mem- 
bers of her State Legistature. He was utterly hos- 
tile to this doctrine of instruction, let it come from 
what source it might, avowed or mot avowed. 
What seenrity was there for legislation, if the rep- 
resentatives of a State—the very same men-—were 
10 be governed one day by one set of opinions, and 
another day by another, just as the waves of pop- 
ular sentiment ebbed and flowed. Vermont did 
not, it seemed, like to see her debtors escape, and, 
in commos with almost all other creditors, she had 
a very great reluctance to see the dead body o 
debt buried out of her sight. Well, this might be 
a very natural feeling; but it was a morbid one, 
which ought not to be encouraged. Creditors were 
not buzzards, to feed on carrion; and he did not 
want to see these dead bodies kept above ground 
dill they tainted the whole atmosphere. 

He had remarked that he could not see any se- 
curity for legislation in the country, unless party 
and parly men were to be precluded from influen- 
cing it to suit their temporary purposes. If they 
could not be, then the legislation of the country would 
be blown about by every popular gale. Unless the 
Representatives would abide by their own opinions 
afier having once promulgated them, he was free 
to declare that. there could be no stability in the 
policy of the country. 

But his excellent friend from Vermont [Mr. 
Evearrtr] had discovered that she bankrupt Jaw 
had performed its office; that it had fulfilled its ob- 
jects, aud therefore ®ughi to be repealed. He 
further avowed, that it was bis opinion at the time 
the act was passed, that it should have been limited 
to the term of one year; that it ought to be a tem- 
porary law. What was a temporary law? What 
was it but repadiation in its most odious form-—- 
repudiation by individuals of their awn debts at 
their own time; a proclamation by debtors of a 
jubliec——not like that of the Jews, which occurring 
at regular and stated periods, creditors as well as 


debtors could prepare themselves for—but.a jubilee 
the time of which was to be prescribed by the 
debtors themselves. Such a bankrupt law was not 
the establishment of a-rule of law; it was the es- 
tablishment of an exception to a rule of law, in the 
face of the law itself. I: wasa law by which you 
open the prison doors, and let loose those confined 
at the moment; though at the next day the jails may 
be as full as ever—and of those, too, who are not 
to be set at liberty. Was that a bankrupt law 
in the understanding of the Constitmiion? The 
Constitution authorized Congress to pass uniform 
laws on the subject of bankruptcy: but could a 
law of a year’s duration be called a oniform law? 
It was not law, because it was not a rule of conduct 
affecting all alike; but it was a mere partial arbi- 
trary act of arbitrary power, interposing between 
the creditor and his debtor, to break up for the time 
being the relations between them, and to take away 
the power which the law gave the former over the 
latter. In this way, the creditor, in his turn, might 
be ruined and driven to bankruptcy; though, 
in consequence cf the temporary nature of the law, 
he would be precluded from its benefits. Mr. B. 
said he denied the power of Congress to pass any 
such law. Ithad the power to pass a permanent 
and uniform Jaw, and he admitted that it had the 
power to repeal it; bat it had no power to pass a 
bankrupt law that was not permanent and uniform. 
Such a bankrupt law as was contemplated by the 
Constitution would have,the tendency to prevent 
bankruptey; but a temporary law, such as was con- 
templated by the gentleman from Vermont, would 
have the tendency to encourage bankruptcy, and 
to encourace extravagance and speculation, by the 
hope held out that a proclamation of jubilee would 
be made to free debtors for the time being from the 
power of their creditors. 

If, then, this bankrupt law was to be repealed, 
let it be because it was inexpedient; because, such 
alaw ought never to have been passed; but, for 
Heaven’s sake, do not let it be repealed on the 
ground that it has accomplished the object for 
which it was enacted. 


Mr. B. said he had no manner of doubt but that 
very much of the influence which was abroad in 
the country, and was brought to bear on the House 
at the time the bankrupt law was passed, was that 
of individuals, who, if they did not then hold the sen- 
timents advanced now by his friend from Vermont, 
were yet willing to receive the benefits of them; 
in other words, they were willing that a temporary 
law should be passed to relieve them from their 
embarrassments, 10 be repealed or to expire at the 
time they came to be creditors. He prayed and 
besonght gentlemen, therefore, if they meant to 
vote for the repeal, to put their votes on better 
grounds than those of his friend from Vermont. 
Let the law be repealed, if it isto be repealed, be- 
cause it isa bad law; but do not let it be repealed 
because it was intended as a temporary measure, 
and because it has fulfilled its objects. 

But why should the bankrup: law be repealed? 
He addressed himself to those who bsd been its 
friends. What was the greatest objeciion to the 
measure, in the minds of intelligent men, at the time 
of its passage? Was it not because of its retro- 
spective operation, violating, in their opinions, one 
of the provisions of the Constitution, by impairing 
the obligation of contracts? That objection was 
now almost removed. The force of the bankrupt 
law in regard to old cases was almost spent; 
and it was now about to commence its most whole- 
some and beneficent functions, by operating on 
eases which bave arisen since its enactment. The 
conslitutional objection was, therefore, no longer 
in force. 

After some further remarks from Mr. B., show- 
ing the benefits derived, and to be derived, from the 
bankrupt ect, ke concluded by moving to com- 
mit the bill to the Commitice on the Judiciary, 
with instructions to bring ina bill to repeal that 
part of the law providing for voiantary bankrupt- 
cy, and to provide that this shall take place in 18 
months from the passage of ihe act. i 

Mr. B, said the House was aware that, in the 
other branch of Congress, a resolution had been 
adopted ealling upon the Sccretary of State for in- 
formation in relation to this subject; and he hoped 


M 


that the House would wait till that information was 
received, and not, by precipitate legislation, run the 
risk of committing an act of cruelty and injustice. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL said he should like to 
move the adoption of instructions to the committee, 
in case the bill were referred to their consideration. 
Hie, therefore, sent to the Chair the followisg in- 
structions: i 

“And that the said committee be instructed to 
report a bill excluding the voluntary provision from 
the present bankrupt act, and including banks.” 

Mr. BARNARD inquired whether the motion 
was in order; to which : 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL modified his instructions, 
by striking cut the word banks, and substituting the 
words trading corporations. 


Mr. WINTHROP said that, however calculated 
the motion wasto produce a wide discussion, he had 
a strong presentiment that the present debate would 
not be long. It seemed that summary execution 
was to be applied to this, the-last act of that ill- 
fated extra session. Its sentence had been pro- 
nounced before arguments at law; judgment was 
to be first carried out, and a hearing had afterwards. 
Indeed, he feared that there was an impatience and 
an indisposition to hear at all, either before or after 
judgment. For himself, he bad no disposition 
to speak at length; for the subject had already 
been nearly exhausted by the remarks of his friend 
from New York, (Mr. Barnarp;] nor would he 
impugn the course taken by his friend from Ver- 
mont, [Mr. Everer?,] who no doubt acted from a 
sense of duty to his constituents. Heonly wished 
to explain simply the reasons which should induce 
him to vote against the repeal of this law, repre- 
senting as he did a great commercial community. 

The power of Congress to enact a bankrupt 
law wasnot implied merely, but was found in the 
category of those clearly expressed and enumerated 
powers about which there was no dispute. Now, 
he held it to be the duty of Congress to exercise its 
power; and not to exercise it, a positive neglect 
and omission—not less than it would be to omit 
to exercise the power given to regulate commerce, 
establish courts, coin money, provide for. the com- 
mon defence of the country, and,in short, any 
other power expressed among those named in the 
Constitution. He was aware that it had been sug- 
gested by his friend from Vermont, [Mr. Evenert,] 
that though the present law mightj be repealed, 
another might be enacted. But when wonld such 
an event occur? When could it be expected? 
Certainly not until it should be called for by the 
people, to sweep off the load of indebtedness that 
might be upon them; and then the law would itself 
be swept off, after having performed its office. 
Such was the fate of the first bankrupt law, and 
such seemed to be the inevitable destiny of this. 

But the language of the Constitution was re- 
markably sirong. It was, not that “Congress shall 
have power to pass,” bat to “establish a uniform 
system of bankruptcy.” Would a mere passage of 
an act be a fulfilment of the power to establish the 
system? So far from it, the reverse of the propo- 
sition would be true; and steh passage be a mere 
temporary remedy. Such a coursc—the enactment 
ofa bankrupt law for a particular temporary pur- 
posc—could be justified on no principle whatever. 
He, therefore, protested against the introduction of 
a bankrupt law at irregular intervals, and before 
the trader and the man of business could be aware 
how to act. Antieipatiag the results which had 
flowed from the insertion of the retrospective prin- 
ciple in the present act, he had voted for it with 
tejuetance; and, had he believed that the whole 
act was destined to be so soen expunged from 
the statute-book, he should not have voted for 
itatall. And here he would make a suggestion 
to that gentleman, who had denounced the retro» 
spective character of the act; and that was, that, 
by voting for the repeal of the law at the present 
lime, they would become responsible for its revival 
hereafter. The only mode of preventing the en- 
aciment of a retrospective law was to establish the 
prospective provision of the present law upon a 
firm basis. True, the present law might not be 
perfect, and might require remedy in its details. 
What he bad to say was, let it be perfected; let it 
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“be limited in its operation to traders, if necessary; 
and even let a provision be inserted comprehending 
~ banks, under certain circumstances and regulations. 
It did seem to him that thé responsibility of the en- 
actment of a retrospective bankrupt act hereafter 
would rest on those gentlemen who should vote for 
‘the repeal of the present. 
“There was one more view of the subject which 
he would mention. He meant the monstrous in- 
justice of an immediate and unconditional repeal 
“of the law. ‘It was known that many debtors, re- 
sponding, as had been said, to the first sound of 
“the trumpet, had advanced and obtained relief, hav- 
‘ing first stripped themselves for the purpose, and 
leaving as little matter to be decided upon by the 
- courts as effects to be distributed among the cred- 
itors. A repeal of the law would not take away 
the benefits these men had obtained, whilst it would 
-give the same desperate debtors the further advan- 
tage of any new bankrupt law which might be en- 
` acted hereafter. On the other hand, there. were 
numbers whose affairs, not altogether hopeless, left 
the prospect of distributing something to their cred- 
itors—-men whose applications for the benefit of the 
act had been held back, in the hope of making an 
honorable compromise; or whose cases had been 
delayed in the courts by argument upon points of 
law: these would be allogether deprived of the 
advantages-secured by more expeditious, and per- 
haps less scrupulous, debtors. In conclusion, he 
hoped—-if it was not too late to hope—that the House 
would pause before it resolved to wipe out alto- 
gether the law now in force. . 

‘Mr. PAYNE remarked that one of the strongest 
objections which he had to the passage of this act, 
was its retrospective character. He was not fully 
persuaded that the Government had power to pass 
a law absolving individuals from their contracts, 
He could not believe it to be legal and proper for 
the Government to destroy the relations subsisting 
between debtor and creditor. Government, as he 

. thought, should at least have permitted the obliga- 
tions between the creditor and bis security to be 
performed. 

These were some of his objections to the law at 
the beginning; but, with regard to a prospective 
bankrupt law, properly established, he did not then, 
nor did he now, object. All objections, however, 
were disregarded by those who controlled the ac 
tion of this House; and a uniform system of bank- 
rupicy, to be perpetual as the law of the country, 
was passed; and this was the first time that the 
avowal had been made-~as it had been made 
this morning-—that the object of the bankrupt law 
was to violate private contracts, and to turn men 
loose from their obligations, It was immaterial 
how they regarded it here; but the eyes of all the 
commercial world were turned upon them; and to 
Europe it would appear that they repealed the law, 
after ithad done—what? Released at least the debtor 
from the obligation of his contracts. It appeared 
to him this proposition portrayed, more clearly than 
anything else could do, the true object the gentle- 
men who advocated it had in pressing it on the 
country. Now, if he might be permitted to advise 
those gentlemen who passed this law, he should 
say: For Heaven’s sake, do not lay iton thisexclu- 
sive ground—that the object was to release the debt- 
or from the obligation of his contract, for which he 
had received a valuable consideration. 


He would declare again, that, if a bankrupt law 
were established, striking out the voluntary fea- 
ture, and making itsuch a bankrupt law as was 
contemplated by the Constitution, he should not 
object to see it become part of tae permanent poli- 
cy of our country. But if they voted for the bill 
which was now presented to the House, for the re- 
peal of the existing bankrupt law, they would com- 
mit themselves with regard to the constitutionality 
of the whole measure. The proviso was designed 
to secure to those who had taken the first step, the 
benefit of the existing bankrupt law up to the Sh 
of the present month; and when this bill was fatro- 
duced, he gave notice thathe should move to strike 
out that proviso; but he was conscious of the great 
difficulty which must result. There was much 
force in what had been said by gentlemen on this 
subject, respecting the indecent haste of bankrupts 
to avail themselves of the law, to release them from 


hasty, and who regretted the necessity to avail 
themselves of the provisions of the law, arid there- 


-fore held back, were to be deprived of the benefits 


of the law. There were difficulties, too, in the 
way of their voting for this bill to repeal the bank- 
rupt law, with such a provision as would compro- 
mise them on the constitutional question whieh it 
involved; and the whole case afforded a striking 
illustration of the evil of that hasty legislation 
which was forced on the country without consider- 
ation by the operation of the gag rule, which did 


“not permit an ¢ to be dotted, ora ¢ to be crossed. 


Under all the circumstances, he did not know that 
he could go for the repeal, as the bill now stood; for 
he was unwilling to commit himself with regard to 
the constitutional question. 

He had another remark to make, in relation to 
the instructions. It had been his determination in 
all his acts, while he was a member of that body, 
to give no vote which, in his opinion, would tend 
to increase the power of this Government, or the 
Executive patronage of this Government, Every 
vote he did give would be to diminish rather than 
to increase that power. Suppose, then, they placed 
all the banking institutions of the country under 
the operation of the bankrupt law; why, an Exe- 
cutive, who was disposed to do so, might use the 
power of this Government for the punishment, on 
the one hand, and his influence to excite hope of 
reward, on the other; or, every bank would be 
placed at the foot of the Executive, to aid him in 
carrying out his plans. Were he disposed to strike 
directly at the principle by which he bad governed 
his legislative action, he should give the Executive 
this power. He trusted, therefore, that the pro- 
position would be either amended, or laid on the 
table; but if, on the contrary, it were attached to 
this bill, the bankrupt law would never be re- 
peated. There was one fact, in connexion with 
the discussions which had already been had on 
this subject, to which he was inclined to call the 
attention of the House; but he declined doing so, 
because it verified a prediction which had been 
made again and again with regard to the Whig 
Congress. This bankrupt law was a Whig meas- 
ure, Jt originated with the Whigs; it was passed 
by Whigs. He was not sure, but he did not be- 
heve there was more than one solitary Democratic 
member that voled for it, Ard what were they 
now told? Why, that this Whig measure—a 
measure conceived, brought forth, and carried into 
a law by Whigs, to relieve the country, had done— 
wha? Destroyed all confidence between man and 
man,-end had broken down the credit of the coun- 
try. This was the character given of it by the 
gentleman frum Vermont. 

Mr. EVERETT explained. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman then said, if it 
had not done all these things, that it was in a state 
of progression; and if they permitted it to remain, 
it would break down the credit of the country, and 
destroy confidence between manand man. Such 
was the result of one of the important measures 
which were passed by the 27th Congress; and in 
view of this, and other acts, there was one circum- 
stance which appeared to be a little remarkable: 
the President was blamed for the application of bis 
vetoes, and for not permitting the Whigs to do all 
that which they desired to de—for not permit‘ing 
the majority in this Congress to do all that they 
pleased; and be was still blamed. It was not his 
place to blame or to defend the President; but jus- 
tice ought to be done, and he would, therefore, say 
they ought not to blame the President for not per- 


now admitted they had done. 


Mr. GORDON addressed the House in favor of 
the repeal of the law. He commenced by remark- 
ing that, in the discussions upon the measure, when 
it passed at the extra session, it was said that it 
would be hailed as a public jubilee. Recollecting 
this remark, he did not expect so early to have 
heard it said by a member of the House—anda 
member, too, of that very majority who passed the 
act—that it was intended as a permanent measure. 
He had himself supposed that the law had its in- 
ception, and would have its consummation in a de- 
sire to relieve debtors from the embarrassments 


miting more wrongdoing than that which it was 
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their obligations; whereas those who were less 


into which they. were, for the time being, plunged; 
and was only such a measure as would be passed, 
at intervals, to fulfilihe end named. Butit seemed 
he was mistaken; and Row, the only ground on 


- which the law was at all justified was taken ‘away. 


As to_his own position, that was the same now as 


at the extra session—a.- firm opposition to. the 


measure on account of its unconstitutionality, as 
well as on account of considerations of its injus- 


: tice. S 


The fate of the measure, as the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Winrnror] had said, was sete 
ted. Its end was at hand. {ts decree of repeal 


-had been borne on the wings of popular sentiment 


and indignation. The work only remained to be 
done. He could not see how his colleague [Mr. 
Barwarp] could have been brought to declare that 
it was a want of reflection in the people to de- 
cree the repeal of the-measure: at which he was 
astonished! Surely his colleague could not have 
perceived how, by this remark, he was impugning 
the intelligence of the people. His colleague had. 
set himself up to contradict the public voice förde- 
manding the repeal of this measure! and did not 
this amount to a declaration that the people knew 
not what they were about? Such was, in fact, the 
averment which his colleagué had made; yet he 
(Mr. G.) was not surprised at the remark, when he 
recollected that his colleague belonged to that 
party which had no confidence in the people, and 
which believed them to be incapable of self-gov~. 
ernment. 

Here Mr. ARNOLD rose, and inquired. whether 
a single petition for the repeal of the bankrupt 
act had been presented this session. . erm 

Mr. GORDON said this question reminded him 
of a fact, which he often observed—that there 
were many men who could not or would not un- 
derstand what pablic sentiment was, in relation to 
a particular measnre, until they had read it in a 
petition. Now, these petitions, it was well known, 
were often gotten up to order, and therefore enti- 
ted to no moral influence. Public sentiment upon 
a measure like the present was overpowering; and 
a miserable petition would but ill embody its 
force and omnipotence. In reply, however, to the 
gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr.ARnoxp,] he would 
state that petitions had been sent here to obtain the 
repeal of this measure. But whether they bad ‘or 
not, every man of ordinary sagacity and observa- 
tion knew what public sentiment was upon this 
question. He was glad to find that even the gen- 
tleman from Vermont had bowed down before this 
public sentiment, and had ‘deierssined tọ vote for 
the repeal. ae A 

Mr. EVERETT rose, and was understood’ to’ 
say that his determination arose from a change of 
his opirioas, rather than from considerations grow~ 
ing oul of any supposed state of public sentiment. 

Mr. GORDON said he was then glad to hear 
that%the gentleman had changed his opinion. His 
added but another to the general voice that the 
law was a bad one. 

Buthis colleague [Mr. Baxnarp] had complained 
of the instability of legislation in this country, and 
} ad charged that the repeal of the law would tend 
still further to sink our reputation in thet re- 
spect. In reply, he would remark that all- bad 
laws, like this bankrupt act, did most effectually 
contribute toinstability of legislation; because, im 
a country where the people’s wishes were con- 
sulted, such laws were certain to. be expunged from 
the statute-book. Yet he would leave it to the 
common sense of any man to say whether this was 
a reason why a bad law should not be repealed. 
If Congress would confine itself to its legitimate 
sphere of action, standing upon the broad platform. 
of the Constitution, and only enacting such meas« 
ures as were called for by the people, there would 
be no reason for his colleague to complain of in- 
stability of legislation. 


But his colleague had also complained of popu- 
lar error and delusion in relation to this law. New, 
he could tell bis colleague how the people had 
come to be so sadly in “error and delusion.” They 
had employed their “sober second thought’? upon 
the bankrupt act, and their verdict against it was 
another instance to show how correct are the ulti~ 
mate decisions of the people in regard to matters 


fall and free exercise of this sober second thought, 
tobe no longer under. the same ‘popular error and 
delusion”.as in 1840. Although his colleague 
complained of the delusion of the peop'e, it had al- 
ways bappened that he was with them when they 
were deluded, and against them when restored to 
their sensés, [Laughter—‘Good!”] Such a delusion 

` èxisted in 1840 as had never before, and he trusted 
never would again. 

His. colleague bad said that party lines were 
never so strictly drawn as at the commencement of 
the present Congress—as if, forsooth, there ever 
were but two parties in the country; and as if the 
Whig party of 1840 was any other but the old Fed- 
eral- party. Now was the time, he (Mr. G.) 
thought, when party lines:were tightly drawn. The 
laxity and the delusion of 1840 had passed away; 
and the drawing of party lines tight again shows 
the Democratic majority inthe country. That ma- 
jority would soon be called upon to act; and they 
would, he imagined, proceed to legislate for the 
country according to? their well-known principles 
and their settled and unchanging creed. 

But his colleague argued, that to repeal the bank- 
ruptlaw at this time would place the majority in 
a ridiculous attitude before the people. To this 
remark he could not agree; on the contrary, he 
thought that a repeal would show that the present 
majority were willing to sbake off the attitude of ridi- 
cule in which they already stcod before the whole 
country. Had the dominant party been content to 
let well enough alone— to let the sub-treasury remain 
in force, and to have passed no laws whatever, ex- 
cept moderate appropriation bills—-they would stand 
much higher before the country. As they had not 
done this, they might even now acknowledge their 
errors and repent. They would, at least, get credit 
before the world for a high-toned magnanimity. 
Indeed, he thought the people were forgiving in 
their disposition, and might even be persuaded to 
pardon them for their. many offences. He was, 
however, stongly inclined to doubt if the present 
generation would ever put them in power again, 
after having once been so grossly deceived. Whilst, 
then, he was assuring his Whig friends of forgive- 
ness, he must take leave to tell them that they 
were doomed to wait until a new generation should 
have come upon the stage, ere they could play the 
same high tricks over again. [Laughter.] His 
colleague had said that it would require much 
courage lo vote against the repeal of the bankrupt 
act, ia the present stale of public opinion. He ad- 
mitted the trath of the remark; and, as a friend 
near him suggesied, it would require brandy and- 
waler courage—or, mayhap, delirium tremen.—to 
bring them up to the sticking point. [Laughter] 
Whatever might be the condition and quantity of 
their courage, he was apprehensive that his col- 
Jeague would find a majority of his friends unwil- 
ling lo vote against the repeal of this measure. 

Again: his colleague bad said that, ia a commer- 
cial community like ours, it was impossible to get 
along well without a bankrupt law. Now he 
(Mr. G.) declared, on the other hand, it was im- 
possible for a commercial community like ours to 
gel along with such a bankrupt law as this; and 
there he was at issue with his colleagne. ‘The re- 
peal of the law, he predicted, would be followed 
by a brisker state of trade and increased life and 
enterprise in every commercial circle. Capital, 
now hidden and hoarded, from want of confidence, 
would come out, and do its good office in stimulating 
business, 

But such a state of things would never occur 
until the manifestation of a disposition to preserve 


the. inviolability of contracts should have taken . 


place. It was his conviction that this bankrupt 
jaw had done more against our credit in Europe 
than repudiation itself. ` Repudiation only operated 
on Jarge capitalists and fondmongers; but the 
hankropt act levelled a deadly blow at manufac- 
turers and dealers of every descrip’ion. The busi- 
ness operations of these were great, compared with 
that of the mere money-lenders, 

In corciusion, be would say a few words in yee 
ply te the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Winturor,] whose example he should endeavor to 
fol.ow, deeming that short speeches, and to the 


ernment. They bad determined, afiér the | 
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point, were the best. That gentleman seemed to 
lay particular emphasis upon the circumstance that 
the Constitution gave Congress the power to estab- 
lish a uniform system of bankruptcy. Did it, he 
would ask, follow, that because the power was 
given, therefore it must be exercised? Had the 
gentleman’s studies. in constitutional law only 
taught him that every power conveyed by an in- 
strument must be used? Such a doctrine, to be ex- 
posed, needed only to be stated. 

But the gentleman had complained of the injus- 
tice of an immediate repeal, arguing that, as many 
had already taken advantege of the law, it would 
be unjust to slight others who were more tardy, 
but were preparing to reap the harvest of its. pro- 
visions. This appeared to him like saying that be- 
cause ten thousand debtors have plundered their 
creditors without conscience, therefore the law 
should be keptin operaticn for the purpose of al- 
lowing still. more to do the same! He was, how- 
ever, not entirely surprised at this doctrine, when 
he recollected that in the bard-cider campaign it 
was held out to a Jarge class that the consequence 
of a Whig triumph would be the expunging of 
their debts. Seeing this tendency of the law was 
the main reason with the people for demanding its 


immediate repeal, he thought that those who adyo- 


cated a postponement of the repeal thought more 
of their political consistency than of advancing the 
public interests. - 

Mr. WELLER -then called for the yeas and 
nays on the question; which were ordered. 

Mr. ARNOLD inquired if the instructions could 
be divided; and, being answered by the Speaker in 
the affirmative, called for a division, so as to take 
the question first on the first clause. 

Mr. CUSHING doubted whether a division of 
the question was in order; and called upon the 
Clerk to read the instructions again, to see if there 
were two distinct substantive propositions in it; 
which was done. 

Mr, CAVE JOHNSON then, after a few re- 
marks, moved the previous question, in order to 
cut off the motion to commit, and to bring the 
Honse to a direct vote on the bill. 

The question on seconding the previous. question 
was then taken by tellers—Messrs. Bowne and 
Marutor—and Jost; there being only 46 votes in 
the affirmative. 

So the House refused to second the call for the 
previous question. : 

The question recurring on Mr. INGERSOLL’s mos 
tion to amend the motion to commit with instruc- 
tions— 

Mr. CUSHING obtained the floor, and was 
about addressing the committee, when repeated 
cries of “Question, question,” were heard; and he 
took his seat, saying that if the committee were 
ready to take the question then, he would forego 
his remarks. 

Mr. ARNOLD moved to strike out that part of 
the instructions relating to voluntary bankrupts, so 
that the instructions would read ‘to report a bank- 
rapt bill including corporations not owned by 
States.” 

Mr. BOWNE desired to know whether the 
amendment, as it then read, would repeal the law 
now in force.. It struck him that it would not-— 
that the effect of it would be to bring in a new 
bankrupt law, withcut repealing the old one. He 
would not have troubled the House with any re- 
marks, but, from the fear that the incipient 
steps just taken towards the repeal of this act 
would not result as the mover contemplated. 
He would not say that the gentleman who 
moved these instructions intended thereby to 
impede the passage of the bill before them, 
or lo prevent the passage of any similar bill 
during the session; but he feared that such wou'd 
be the effect of the motion, if it prevailed. Every 
member on that floor understood well what was the 
will of the whole country, as well as that of his 
constituents, in relation to this question. It had 
been long before the public; and the public mind, 
having weighed it in the balance, had, as far as he 
could understand it, declared it had been found 
wanting. He was ready to act on it now, thoush 
he confessed he would like to see some little modi- 
fication of the bill before the House. If he could 


not ge: that modification, he would vote for the bill 


zas it was; though he would not vote for a single 


motion that, in his view, would have a tendency to 
defeat the measure. 

We have (said Mr. B.) but a few weeks to stay 
here; and if we send this bill to a committee, they 
might require some time to prepare a bill in ac- 
cordance with the instractions of the House; while 
the House itself will require some time to act upon 
it in Committee of the Whole, after it is reported 
to them—unless, indeed, the one-hour gag rule 
should be put in force. It would then have to 
undergo a proper degree of deliberation and dis- 
cussion in the other body; so that, in the end, there 
misht not be time enough’ left of the session to 
pass it. Were it net for these considerations, (Mr. 
B. said,) he would have no objection to the mo- 
tion of his colleague, [Mr. Barwarp,] to send the 
bill to the Committee on the Judiciary for their 
revision; but as it was, he could not consent to 
any measure that would delay or endanger its 
passage. This was not a proper time togo into 
a discussion upon the merits of the bankrupt 
act. Ashe kad before remarked, its merits were 
well understood by the whole country, and by 
every member on that floor. The judgment of the 
public had been formed, and they had now ouly to 
act on it. He would say, also, that he did not deem 
it proper to impugn the motives of those gentlemen 
who voted for thislaw. He was willing to believe 
that they acted from the best and purest motives; 
and he believed, also, that many of them, being 
now convinced that the law was inexpedient, were 
willing now to vote for its repeal. It was sufficient 
for them to say that they were wiser now than they 
then were; and he would, therefore, neither impugn 
their consistency nor their honesty. He had uni- 
formly opposed this law, and a majority of his 
constituents coincided in opinion with him. He 
was therefore ready now to vote for its repeal. 
The only modification he wanted to make was a 
proviso that the repeal shall take effect from the 
passage of the act, so as to leave all persons 
who had already commenced the preliminary pro- 
ceedings of bankruptcy under the faith of a law of 
Congtess, at liberty to consummate them. There 
would be great cruelty and injustice in cutting off 
those who had incurred a heavy expense to ob- 
tain the benefits of this law, and who did so under 
the faith of an act of Congress. With this pro~ 
viso, he would be perfectly satisfied to vote for the 
bill before them; though, if he could not get it, he 
would vote for the bill as it then,stood. 

Mr. CHARLES BROWN said he was not in 
so great a hurry to repeal the bankrupt law as 
many gentlemen seemed to be. He was opposed 
to its passage, ard was still opposed to it as it 
stood upon thestatute-book; and if it could not be 
amended as he desired, he would vote for its re- 
peal. But, before he voted for its repeal, he was 
desirous of making a fair and full effort to have 
embraced within its provisions all the banks and 
other trading corporations of ihe country. The 
operation of the voluntary provisions of the law, 
as they were called, had been almost unmitigated 
evil. But it had done its worst; and, if left in full 
foree; could do comparatively but little more evil. 
It had deranged and destroyed all the long-estab- 
lished relations of debtor and creditor—had invali- 
dated contracts, and released from their obligations 
all the large and princely debtors. It had afforded 
an opportunity for thousands to be released from 
their debts, who otherwise would have paid them, 
and thereby enabled those to whom they were n- 
debted, in their turn to pay their debts. This last 
class—the creditors of those who have taken the 
benefit of the bankrupt law—have been made 
bankrupts by its operation; and now, by its repeal, 
you will leave them without remedy. Was this 
jasi? Was that the way the obligation of contracts 
cught to be maintained? Much, if not all, the op- 
position in the public mind against the bankrupt 
law, was owing to its voluntary and retrospective 
action—its violation of past engagements and ex- 
isting contrac!s. But these had been already can- 
celled by it; and the repeal ef the law would not 
restore these obligations—would not place them in 
the situation they were before its passage. The 
evil it had done could not, therefore, be remedied, 


cate necro mR A Ee ares ae = s = = = mermas : revit, 
If it remained in force, it could now oniy affect 


contracts. made under it, and could do no positive 
‘wrong. ‘Many had been made .bankrzpt by the 
-effects of the law, who otherwise would h«ve paid 

all their debts. He doubted the pelicy or justice of 

making, these its victims, and then to deprive them 
of its remedies by legislation. 

Before its passage, every man knew when he-in- 
curred a debt what were the penalties for non-pay- 
ment. All knew what they hada right to expect and 
demand as creditors, or to give or suffer a: debtors; 
all the debtors and creditors stood ‘upon the same 
platform. If they. repealed the Jaw before all the 
relations of these parties that have been changed 
of it have been arranged according to its provis- 
ions, manifest injustice would be done to a large 
porion of them. Those who have been released, 
have had especial benefits conferred upon them; 
which especial benefits have bankrupted others, 
who will be left under all their obligations to others, 
again, without claims on those who were indebted 
to them. This was, be said, a great wrong, and 
one inflicted by the Government. 

With these views of the subject, it having done 
mostof the evilit could do, he was notin so great a 
hurry to repeal itas were some of those who had the 
sin of its passage on their heads. He was for 
makingit the minisier of some good, to compensa:e, 
in part, for the evil it had done. If it conld be 

` made (and he believed it could) to operate on all 
the banks and other corporations of the country, it 
would be one of the most salutary laws ever en- 
acted. There was nothing that had so much 
deranged and impeded the healthy action of the 
business of the country, as the non-payment of 
specie by the banks of many parts of the coun- 
try. They had for years, and now, in many 
places, sat Jike an incubus upon its industry, and 
blighting its prosperity. If these could be made to 
pay specie or to close their doors, the ex- 
changes of the country would immediately be 
regulated, and its prosperity begin to advance. 
He was, therefore, for applying the bank- 
yupt law to all such institutions, and to have 
them expunged or purified before it was repealed. 
He would, therefore, suggest to his colleague [Mr. 
C. J. IyaenrsoLL] so to change his proposition, as to 
embrace alf banks and trading corporations within 
the provisions of the law. Of the power of Con- 
gress to do so, he had not the least doubt; nor 
would he make any distinction between banks whose 
stock was held py S'ates and those held by individ 
uals. No matter who or what the corporator or 
corporators were, it was not with them the law 
would have to do; but with the corporation, or 
rather with its property, its debtors, and its cred- 
jtors; and these ought to be subject to the pen- 
alties and provisions of the bankrupt law, as much 
as any other property, debtors, and creditors. Be- 
_lieving this, he would vote aganst all propositions 
that did not embrace all banks. His object was 
to reach them all, and he would make no distine- 
tion, nor take anything less. If he could not get 
this, he would go for the repeal of the law altogether, 

Mr. PICKENS said, to test the question, and to 
bring the House to a direct vote, he should move 
the previous question; and, he would add, that if 
gentlemen attempted to embarrass the bill with col- 
Jateral issues, they would defeat it. He called, 
then, upon gentlemen (and more particularly as 
the people whom they represented had decided 
against the expediency and the constitutionality of 
that odious law) to come to the vote, and make re- 
peal imperative. With that view, he moved the 
previous question; on which he demanded tellers. 

Mr. HOPKINS and other gentlemen made 
some observations to the gentleman from South 
Carolina, (Mr. Pickens,] which were not heard at 
the reporter’s desk; and, in the confusion, an ad- 
journment was moved. 

The SPEAKER put the question, and it pre- 
vailed—88 in the affirmative, and 75 in the nega- 

. tive, and the House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, December 21, 1842. 
Mr. BATES presented a petition from Seneca 
Thomas, praying for a pension: referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


-ground that its continuance will produce a salu- 
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Mr. BERRIEN presented.a memorial from a 
number of citizens. of New York, remonstrating 
against the repeal. of the bankrupt law, on the 


tary effect, by preventing overtrading, &c.: referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary.  - : 

‘Mr. BUCHANAN presented two. memorials 
from manufacturers of hats, asking Congress to 
repeal the 25 per cent. duty on imported furs: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Manufactures. 

Mr. PHELPS, from the Committee on Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of Thomas. Fille- 
brown, jr; which was read, and ordered to a sec- 
ond yeading. 

THE BANKRUPT ACT. 

Mr. BENTON presented a petition from Wash- 
ington county, Vermont, by W. Richardson, pray- 
ing the repeal of the bankrupt act, and accompa- 
nied by a letter to him, stating that the people of 
Vermont were as unanimous as the Legislature of 
their State in condemning that act. Mr. B. would 
take the opportunity which the presentation of this 
petition offered, to declare that, holding the bank- 
rupt act to be unconstitutional at six different 
points, (the extinction of the debt witheut the consent 
ofa given majority of the creditors being at the 
head of these points,) he would vete for no repeal 
which would permit tbe act to continue in force 
for the trial of depending cases, unless with pro- 
visions whieh would bring the action of the law 
within the Constitution. To say nothing, at pres- 
ent, of other points of unconstitutionality, he limit- 
ed himself to the abolition of debts without the 
consent of a given majority of the creditors. This, 
he held, no power in our country can do. Congress 
can only go as far as the bankrupt systems of 
England and other countries go; and that is, to 
require the consent of a given majority of the cred- 
itors (four-fifths in number and value in England 
and Scotland) and that founded upon a judicial cer- 
tificate of integrity by the commissioners who ex- 
amined the cave, and approved afterwards by the 
Lord Chancellor. Upon these principles only 
could Congress act: upon these principles the Con- 
gress of 1800 acted, in making a bankrupt act: 
and to these principles he would endeavor to 
conform the action of the present act so 
long as it might run. He held all the certifi- 
cates granted by the courts to be null and void; 
and that the question of the validity would be car- 
ried before the courts, and before the tribunal of 
public opinion. The federal judges. decided the 
alien and sedition law to be constitutional. The 
people reversed that decision, and put down the 
men who held it. This bankrupt act was much 
more glaringly unconstitutional—much more im- 
moral—and called more loudly upon the people to 
rise against it. If he was a United States Judge, 
he would decide the act to be unconstitutional. If 
he was a State court, and one of these certificates 
of discharge from debts should be pleaded in bar be- 
fore him, on an action brought for the recovery of 
the old debt, he would treat the certificate as a nul- 
lity, and throw it eut of court. If commanded by 
the Supreme Court, he would resign first. The 
English law held all bankrupts, whose certificates 
were not signed by the given majority of the cred- 
itors, to be uncertifieated; and, as such, he held all 
these to be who had received certificates. un- 
der our law. They had no certificate of dis- 
charge from a given majority of the credit- 
ors; and were, therefore, what the English 
law called “uneertificated bankrupts.” He said the 
bankrupt systems formed the creditors into a part- 
nership for the management of the debtor’s estate, 
and his discharge from debt; and, in this partnership, 
agiven majority acted for the whole, all having the 
same interest in what was lost or saved; and, there- 
fore, tobe governed by a given majority, doing 
what was best for the whole. Buteven to this 
there were limitations, The four-fifths could not 
release the debt of the remaining fifth, except upon 
a certificate of integrity from the commissioners 
who tried the case, and a final approval by the 
Lord Chancellor. The law made itself party to the 
discharge, as it does in a case of divorce, and for 

the sake of good morals; and required the judicial 
certificate of integrity, without which the release 
of four-fifths of the creditors would not extinguish } 


$ 


- that: Congress can act. 


z 


the debt of the other fifth. It is only in this way ` 
í It can only act according 

to the established principles of the bankrupt sys- 
tems, It had no inherent or supreme authority- 
over debts. It could not’ abolish debts “as: it 

pleased. It could not confound bankruptcy and 

insolvency, and so get. bold of all debts, and 

sweep them off as it pleased. All this wás des- 

potism, stich as-only could be looked: for in a 

Government which had no limits, either on-its 

moral or’ political powers, The attempt to éon- 

found insolvency: and bankruptcy, and- to make 

Congress supreme over. both, was the most daring 

attack on the Constitution, on the State laws,- on 

the rights of property, and on public morals, 

which the histcry of Europe or America exhibited. 

There was no paralled to it ig Europe or America. 

It was repudiation-—universal repudiation of all 

debts—at the will of the debtor. ~The law was sub- 

versive of civil society; and-he called upon Con- 

gress, the Stale Legislatures, the Federal’ and 

State judiciaries—and, above all; the people—to 

brand it for unconstitutionality and immorality, 

and to put it down. 

Mr. B. saidhe had faid down the law, but he 
would refer to the forms which the wisdom of the 
law provided for executing itself. These forms 
were the highest evidences of the law. They were 
framed by men learned in the law—approved by 
the. courts-—and studied by the apprentices to. the 
law. They should. also be studied by the journey~ 
men—by the professors—and by the ermined | 
judges. In this case, especially, they should be so 
studied. Bankruptcy was a branch ef the law but 
little studied in our country. The mass of the 
community were uninformed upon it; and the latitu- 
dinarians, who could find no limits tothe power of. 
our Government were daringly presuming upon the 
general ignorance, by undertaking to~confound 
bankruptcy and insolvency, and claiming for Con- 
gress a despotic power over both. This darirg at- 
tempt must be chastised. Congress must be driven 
back within the pale of the Constitution; and for. 
that purpose, the principles of the bankrupt 
systems must be made known to the people. The 
ferms are one of the best modes of doing this: 
and bere are the forms of a bankrupts certificate 
in Great Britan—the country. from which our 
Constitution borrowed the system. [Mr. B. then 
read from Jacobs’s Law Dictionary, title Bank- 
ruptey, atthe end of tbe title, the three forms of 
the certificates which-. were’ necessary to release g 
debtor from his debts.] The first form was that of 
the commissioners who examined the case, and 
who certificd to the integrity of the bankrupt; and 


that he had conformed in all particulars to the acte- ` 


The secund form was that of the certificate of four- 
fifths of hisecreditors, “allowing him to be discharged 
from his debts.” The third was the certificate of 
the Lord Chancellor, certifying tbat notice of 
these two certificates having. been published for 
twenty-one days in the London Gazette, and no 
cause being shown to the contrary, the- certis 
ficates granted by the commissioners and- by 
the creditors were “confirmed.” Then, and 
not till then, could the debtor be discharged from 
kis debts; and with all this, the act of 1800 in the 
United States perfectly. agreed, only taking two- 
thirds instead of four-fif-hs of the creditors. Con- 
gress could only absolve debts in this way, and 
that among the proper subjects of a bankrupt law: 
and the moral sense of the community must revolt 
against any attempt to do it in any other form. 
The present act was repudiation—eriminal repudi- 
ation, as far as any one chose to'repudiate—andg 
must be put down by the community. 

The memorial was then referred to the Judiciary 
Committee. 

On motion of Mr. PORTER, leave was granted 
to withdraw from the files of the Senate (for the 
purpose of laying before the other House) the pa- 
pers in relation to the claim of certain companies 
of Michigan militia. . 

Mr. KING presented to the Senate a memorial 
adopted by the Legislature of Alabama, upon the 
subject of lands which had been recently acquired 
from the Cherokees, which, through an. error of- 
the Commissioner of the General Land.Office, had 
been advertised for sale in January next, contrary 


= 


to the understanding with the residents thereon 
entitled to pre-emptions-—that one year would be.al- 
lowed them (from the time of the filing in the office 
the plats of survey) before the lands were brought 
into market; to prove their rights to pre-emption. 

Mr. K. was understood to say that he had called 
upon the present Commissioner, and represented 
to him the understanding of the former Commis- 
sioner with thesegresidents, (of which he was una- 
‘ware;) and that the sales had been postponed so as 
to give. the pre-emptors the benefit of the twelve 
months intervening the filing of the plats and: the 
sale to establish their rights. He considered, there- 
fore, that the object of the memorial was accom- 
plished, though he moved its reference to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands; which was agreed to. 

Mr.-MILLER presented a petition from Ezekiel 
‘Wade, praying remuneration for property destroy- 


ed by the enemy during the revolutionary war; 


which was referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, 


THE OREGON BILL. 


Mr. LINN, from the select committee on the 
subject, reported back, with several amendments, 
the bill for the occupation and settlement of the 
Territory of Oregon, and for extending portions of 
the Jaws of the United States over the same, and 
for other purposes. The amendments were ordered 
to be printed. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, from the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs, made an adverse report on the petition 
of Benjamin K. Churchill for a privateer pension; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 


J mr. ALLEN submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which lies over one day under the rule: 


Resolved, That the 40th rule for conducting the busivess in 
the Senate, and which requires the Senate to close its doors 
when transacting executive business, be rescinded, and that the 
Senate shall hereafter sit with open doors when transacting all 
business except treaty business. 


MAIL FACILITIES, 


Mr. KING rose to call the attention of the Sen- 
ate to an act which was passed at the last session, 
establishing post offices and post routes. It would 
be recollected that, at the time of the passage of 
that act, considerable discussion arose regarding 
the propriety of establishing a post office near the 
city of Alexandria; and, after a full consideration 
of the subject, upon all the information that could 
be collected, both Houses determined that that of- 
fice ought not to be established. By an error ot 
the engrossing clerk—certainly not intentional— 
the clause requiring the establishment of that of- 
fice was retained in the bill. The Postmaster 
General, however, though aware that the establish- 
ment of an office at that place was improper and 
uncalled for, yet, finding it in the statute-book, felt 
bound to execute the law. To arrest his action in 
the matier, he (Mr. Kina) now brought it to the 
consideration of the Senate. If it were considered 
that it was a part of the law, it ought to be repeal- 
ed. He hoped the chairmzn of the Committee on 
the Pest Office and Post Roads would turn his at- 
tention to the subject; for, unless the committee 
brought forward some proposition for its repeal, he 
(Mr. Kina) would feel it to be his duty ta bring 
forward a biil to repeal it., He would await. the 
action of the committee until to-morrow. 


Mr. MERRICK, (at a subsequent part of the 
day.) in reference to the subject to which the Sena. 
tor from Alabama [Mr. Kina] had-cailed the at- 
tention of the Senate, observed, that he was satis- 
fied, upon looking at the law passed last session 
for the establishigent of post-offices and post routes, 
that a very material error had been committed 
(probably in the engrorsment cf the bill). in th 
part of i: which related to the csiablishmeut of 
pest-office in Fairfax county, Virginia, at a semi 
nary a rew miles from Alexandria. The Senate 
actually refused to establish such an office. He 
now rose to give notice that he should ask leave to- 
morrow to bring in 2 bill to repeal that portion of 
tbe law. 


ASSUMPTION OF STATE DEBTS, 
Mr. BENTON submitted a resolution, which 
was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
guested to inform the Senate whether the late special minister 
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from Great Britain to the United States made any proposition, 
informally or otherwise, to the negotiator on the part of the 
United States, for the assumption or guaranty of the State 
gens by the Government of the United States to the holders of 
said debts. 


Mr. ARCHER wished the resolution to lie on 
the tabje for the present. 


Mr. CONRAD, cn leave, introduced’ a bill for 


the relief of William B: Lewis, postmaster al New 
Orleans; which was read twice, and referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


Mr.\LINN submitted the following resolution, 


which lies one day on the table, by the rule: 


Resolved, That the President be requested to inform the 
Senate of the nature and extent of the “informal communica- 
tions” which took place between the American Secretary’ of 
State and the British special minister during the late negotia- 
tion in Washington City on the “subject of the claim of the 
United States and Great Britain to the territory west of the 
Rocky Mountains;” and also to inform the Serate what were 
the reasons which prevented “any agreement on the subject 
at present,” and which made it “inexpedient to include that 
subject among the subjects of formal negotiation,” 


On motion of Mr, LINN, it was 


Resolved, That the Secretary uf War be requested to sendto 
the Senate a copy of Lieutenant Fremont’s report of the recent 
exploring expedition to the Rocky mountains, made under the 
direction of the War Department. 


On motion of Mr. LINN, it was 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to send 
to the Senate the report of the board of commissioners appoint- 
ed to select a site for a Western armory. 


CLAIMS AGAINST THE GOVERNMENT. 


The proposition submitted by Mr. Parips to 
amend the rule of the Senate adopted on ihe 26ih 
of January, 1842, providing that it shall not be in 
order to re-present a claim-once reported against by 
either of the standing committees, such report 
having been concurred in by the Senate, was taken 
up and adopted, as follows, viz: 


Provided, That this rule shall not extend to any cases 
Whereon adverse reports, not in writing, may have been made 
previous to the said 26th day of January, 1842, 


BILLS ORDERED TO BE ENGROSSED, 


Senate bill entitled “An act to authorize the re- 
linquishment of the sixteenth sections of land 
granted for the use of schools, and to select other 
lands in leu thereof,” was taken up as in commit- 
tee of the whole, on an amendment from the 
Committee on Public Lands, authorizing the re- 
linquishment by legal subdivisions, if preferred. 

Mr. KING thought it was extending the privi- 
lege too far, to allow the relinquishment of less than 
quarter sections, and might lead to great public in- 
convenience and prejudice. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN agreed with the Senator 
from Alabama in this opinion; and submitted to 
the chairman of the Committee on Paoblic Lands, 
[Mr. Smita] whether it was not carrying the thing 
too far, to allow the relinquishment of forty acres 
of a section to be picked out of the heart of 
another section. 


Mr. SMITH remarked that portions of the 
School sections were ponds, and totally unfit for 
anything; and the committee, considering the ben- 
eficial objects for which the privilege was asked, 
kad concinded to grant it. 

The question was put, and the amendment was 
agreed to. 


On motion of Mr. KING, the bili was further 
amended, so as to allow the selection to be made of 
any lands in the S:ate where the relinquished 
section might lie, instead of confining the selections 
to the same township. 

The bil was then reported to the Senate, and 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

The Senate bill entitled “An act in relation to 
donations of land to ceriain persons in Arkansas,” 
was considered as in committee of the whole, re- 
perled to the Senate, and ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading. 

The bill for the relief of certain citizens of Ar- 
kansas who Jost their improvements in consequence 
of the treaty between the United States and the 
Cherokee Indians, came up in order as in commit- 
tee of the whole; but 

On the suggestion of Mr. BARROW, who wished 
to amend it so as to include some eases of citizens 
of Louisiana, it was postponed till 1o morrow. 


On motion of Mr, BARROW, the Senate then 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Weopwespay, December 21, 1842, 
Mr. KING of Georgia appeared and took his 

seat. 

Mr. KEIM of Pennsylvania presented the pe- 
tition of A. Troxee and fourteen others, batters, of 
Harrisburg, Pa., praying Congress tha! all hatters? 
furs be admitted free of duty. 

Mr. PICKENS rose and desired to be informed 
as to the exact state of the question on the bill be- 
fore the House, in Committee of the Whole, when 
they adjourned lastevening. He desired to know, 
if be should move to strike out the proviso in the 
pending motion, and then move the previous 
question, if it would be in order. 

The SPEAKER said that it would not. He 
would, however, suggest to the gentleman from 
South Carolina, that if there were any reports from 
the standing committees of the House, they would 
be the first business in order. 

The standing committees were then called in 
their order; and reports were made as follows: 

From the Committee of Ways and Means, by 
Mr. FILLMORE. ` 

From the Committee of Claims, by Messrs. 
COWEN and GIDDINGS. 

Mr. COWEN, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported. the following resolution: 


Resolved, That this House will, on Friday and Saturday, 
the 23d and 24th instant, meet at 10 @’clock, a. m., for the pur- 
pose of disposing of the business upon the private calendar. 


The resolution having been read, Mr. C. called 
for the yeds and nays on the question of its adop- 
tion; but the call not being sustained by one-fifth 
of the members present, tellers were called for, and 
ordered; when, on taking the question, the result 
was, ayes 75, noes 68. 

So tke resolution was adopted. 

Mr. GIDDINGS, from the same committee, of- 
fered the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee of Claims ve authorized to 
continue in employment their clerk, at the compensation here- 
tofore allowed him, until the further order of the House. 


Mr. CAVE JOHNSON asked if that resolution 
was in order. If not, he should object to it. 

The SPEAKER said that it was the report of a 
committee. 


Mr. JOHNSON observed that the committee 
who had heretofore the charge of this subject, had 
examined it with great care, and had come to the 
conclusion that the services of this clerk were not 
necessary during the recess. Accordingly, when 
the resolution to continue his employment came 
up, an amendment was offered and adopted, lim- 
iting the employment to the then session of Con- 
gress [last session.] This resolution was to au- 
thorize the Committee of Claims to employ a 
clerk, wko had annually been continued in em- 
ployment for years. Now, if the Committee of 
Claims wanted to employ a clerk during the ses- 
sion of Congress only, he would not object to it; 
bat he was cppozed tothe annual employment of 
one. 

Mr. SMITE of Virginia desired to know whether 
this clerk was a regular and stationary cfficer of 
the ELouse, and was employed in the recess, 

Mr, CAVE JOHNSON said that he had been 
annually eavp'oyed fcr years, 

Mr, SMITE further desired to know. what the 
clerk’s services were, and what was his compensa~ 
tion, 

Mr. GIDDINGS said that this gentleman had 
been regularly employed since the year 1826 in 
keeping the records and doing the clerical business 
cf the comp e, during the sessions of Congress, 
and in preparing a digest of the decisions of the 
committee since the organization of the Govern- 
ment. Mr. G. explained the great usefulness and 
importance of this digest, and spoke in a highly fa- 
vorable manner of the services of the clerk. Mr. 
G. then called for the reading of the report of the 
committee on this eubjce'; which was done, 

Mr. SMITE then asked what was the compen- 
sation of this clerk, 

The SPEAKER replied that it was $1,500 per 
annum. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved to amend the 
resolution, by limiting the employment of the clerk 
to the present session. 
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Mr. COWEN observed that an inquiry bad been 


made. whether.this clerk had been-coatinued in the. 


employment of the committee since the expiration 
of.the last session. He would answer that ques- 
tion by saying, that he had been laboring very as- 
siduously. in the committee-room, during the recess, 
in making up its records, and in continuing the di- 
gest of the decisions of the committee, which he 
had a long time been engaged in. He understood 
and believed that he had not lost more than one or 
two days since the last session. He wonld further 
say, that, without the services rendered by him in 
the recess, the committee would not have been 
able to commence their labors as early as they did 
at this session. i 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON asked if the services 
performed during the recess were hot services that 
had heretofore been performed by the regular clerks 
in the Clerk’s office. Mr. J. also said that a reso- 
lution was passed at the last session limiting the em- 
ployment of this clerk to that session only. 

Mr. COWEN was understood to say that the 
resolution was so amended, but that it was not 
finally acted on. 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia observed that it seem- 
ed extraordinary to him why it should be necessary 
for this committee to employ a clerk during the 
recess. Tne committee met but three times a week, 
and it appeared to him that the clerk could carry 
on the business of the committee, and perform the 
other services spoken of during the times the com- 
mittee were not in session. The clerk had six 
days in the week to workin, and yet it seemed that 
he could not keep up his records, but must have 
the recess to do itin. Mr. S. further observed, 
that some of the most important committees of the 
House had no clerk allowed them, and were com- 
pel'ed to attend to their own clerical daties. There 
was the Committee of Revolutionary Claims, for 
instance, of which he was a member, who had no 
inconsiderable amount of correypondence and other 
writing to attend to without having a clerk to as- 
sist them. He thought the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee ought to be adopied. 

Mr. EVERETT was in favor of the resolution; 
because, having the fullest confidecce in the com- 
mittee, he was ready to believe, from their report 
on the subject, that the services of this clerk were 
highly important and necestary. Mr, E. also 
spoke very favorably of the efficiency of the clerk, 
and the regularity of his attention to his duties. 

The question was then taken on Mr. ©. Jons- 
son’s amendment? and it was adopted—ayes 133, 
noes 63. 

The question recurring on the resolution as 
amended, 

Mr. HOPKINS inquired whether it was intend- 
ed to provide compensation for the services of this 
clerk during the recess? Now, at the last session a 
resolution was passed, limiting his services to that 
session; and if it was now intended, in the face of 
that resolution, to pay him for the recess, he would 
vote against it. 

Mr. COWEN observed, that the services render- 
ed were important and indispensable; and the clerk, 
with the exception of one or two days, had been 
regularly employed. The Government had had 
the benefit of his services, and he ought to be paid 
for them; and, the simple question now was, wheth- 
er the Government should take the services of this 
individual without paying him for them. 

Mr. HOPKINS desired to know of the gentle- 
man from Ohio whether the House, at the last ses- 
sion, did not, by a solemn vote, limit the services 
of this clerk to that session? 

Mr. COWEN presumed that it was so. But he 
would observe, that the clerk himself knowing how 
necessary and indispensable the continuation of his 
work was, of his own motion went into the com- 
mittee-room and continued his labors, relying on 
the justice of Congress to pay him. 

Mr. HOPKINS then observed that the question 
was not, as stated by the gentleman from Ohio, 
whether the House would take the services of this 
clerk for nothing; but the true question was, whether 


“the decision of the House that his services in 


the recess were not wanted, should stand; and 
whether he should be permitted, of his own motion, 
to thrnst himself into their committee-room, and 


perform services which they had solemnly declared 


should not be rendered. _ 

Mr. ‘FORNEY moved to amend the resolution, 
by striking out the word “continue” and insert the 
word “employ;” the effect of which was to prevent 
his being continued during the recess. The House 
at the last session (Mr. T. said) passed a resolu- 
tion limiting his employment to that session; not- 


withstanding which, he, of his own motion, went 


into. the committee-room, and performed services 
which the House declared were not necessary, and 
now came forward and asked to be paid for it. If 
the House should now pay him for working on his 
own authority during the last recess, it would be 
setting a precedent under which he would have 
nothing more to do but to set the present resolution 
at defiance, go into the committee-room again in 
the next recess, and at the next session again 
demand pay for it. It would have been far better 
(Mr. T. said) to have adopted a resolution origi- 
nally paying him for his services in the recess, and 
continuing him in regular employment, than to 
permit the solemn decision of the House to be 
thus set aside. Mr. T. concluded by calling for 
the yeas and nays on the question; which were ac- 
cordingly ordered. ` 

Mr. COWEN offered a few remarks in expla- 
nation, previous to the taking of the question, and 
expressed the hope that the House would not dig 
regard all former precedents on the subject, an 
take the services ot this clerk for nothing. 

The EIouse rejected thg amendment—-ayes 93, 
noes 101. : 

The question then recurred upon the adoption 
of the resolution, and it was adopted. 


THE BANKRUPT LAW. 


The CHAIR announced the first business in 
order to be the bill to repeal the bankrupt law, 
with the motion of the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Bannann] to commit the bill to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, and the motion of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [C. J. INaERoLL] to in- 
struct the committee to report a bill excluding 
vuluntary applicants, and banks owned by States, 
and including such corporations not owned by 
States as issue notes of circulation. The pending 
question was a motion for the previous question 
made by Mr. Pickens. 

Mr. CUSHING appealed to the gentleman to 
withdraw the call, in order to enable him to offer a 
proposition. 

After some conversation backwards and for- 
wards, 

Mr. PICKENS assented, on condition that the 
motion should be renewed. 

Mr, CUSHING then said that the effect of the 
previous question would be cut off all amendments 
and instructions, and bring up the question upon 
the engrossment of the bill as it now stood. What 
he proposed was, that the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Barnarp] should withdraw his motion 
tocommit the bill, in consequence of which the 
instructions would fall to the ground, and he (Mr. 
C.) be enabled to tender an amendment to the con- 
sideration of the House. He weuld send his 
amendment to the Chair, that it might be read for 
information. The amendment was then read by 
the Clerk, as follows; so that, instead of taking ef- 
fect on the 5th December, 1842, it shall read: 


@. “That this act shall not affect any case or proceeding. in 
bankruptcy commenced before the passage of this act; or any 
pains, penalties, or forfeitures incurred under the said act; but 
every such proceeding may be continued to its final consumma.- 
tion, in like manner as if this act,had not been passed.” 


Mr. BARNARD said he would consent to with: 
draw his motion to commit, on one condition; and 
that was, that he be permi:ted to offer a substitute 
for the bill as it now stoed. He would send his 
substitute to the Chair, to be read for information: 


Be it enacted, &e., That so much of the act entitled “An act 
to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the 
United States,” approved on the t9th day of August, 1841, as 
authorizes any person owing debts to apply, by petition, for the 
benefit of said act, together with all the parts ofsuch act which 
are applicable solely to the mode of obtaining the benefit of 
the provisions of such act in behalf of debtors, by the volun- 
tary petition of such debtors, without the concurrence or aid 
of the creditors, be, and the same is hereby, repealed: Pro- 
vided, That this act shall not affect any case or proceeding in 
bankruptcy already commenced, or which shall be commenced 
before the 4th day of March next, or any pains, penalties, or 
forfeitures prescribed in and incurred, or which shall be in- 
curred, under said act, i 


He proposed this, hoping that it might prove. . 
acceptable to the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
[Mr. Cusuinea,] in lieu of bis own. $ 

Mr. CUSHING was unwilling to accept of the 
amendment, because it went beyond the object 
which he desired to attain. His object was io. 
perfect the bill, without going beyond it. z 

Mr. BARNARD. If my proposition be ad- 
mitted, it will include that of the gentleman from 


-Massachusetis, ; ~ 


Mr. CUSHING. Yes, and something more. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON objected to’ the pro- 
ceedings, as out of order. i 

Mr. CUSHING again appealed to the gentle- 
man from New York, (Mr. Barwagp,] to withe 
draw the motion to commit. 

Mr. BARNARD here declined. 

Mr. CUSHING, in accordance with the pledge 
he had given, moved the previous question. — 

Tellers [Messts. Horxins and Linn] were ap- 
pointed, who reported-——ayes 60, noes 94. 

So the House refused to sustain the previous 
question. ` i = : a 

The SPEAKER then announced the question | 
to be on the motion of the gentleman from Tennes- 
see. 

Mr UNDERWOOD wished to make one or 
two observations. When the bankrupt bill was 
under consideration, and before it was passed, he 
talked to the House by the hour against it; and he 
proposed some twenty or thirty amendments, but 
no attention was paid to them. The bill was 
passed hastily, and without due consideration; and 
the effect was seen in these propositions to repeal 
it. The House was now proceeding with the 
same haste to repeal, as they proceeded to pass the 
bill; and he wished to make a few suggestions, and 
to ask the House to deliberate on a measure which 
was to affect so many interests in the country. If 
they repealed this law, without qualification or re- 
striction, they would affect a class of vested 
interests which be considered good faith would 
not allow them to touch. And what weie 
they? They were interests of this kind: In all 
cases of involuntary bankruptcy, where credit- 
ors were proceeding against their debtors, they 
had the right, if an act of bankruptcy had been 
committed, to have the debtors declared bank- 
rupis, and their property distributed pro rata ac- 
cording to their debts; to set aside all fraudulent 
conveyances which had been executed within sixty 
days before the application; and to disregard all 
preferences which the bankrupts might. have made. 
But, by this hasty legislation, they, would do.away 
with all these rights. He could illustrate his megn- 
ing by citing his own case. He bad had to proceed 
against an individual, to compel him into bank- 
rupicy, to cause a distribution of his assets; the 
case was afterwards settled by compromise, and 
therefore, as it was now at an end, he had 
no personal interest; but he doubted not there 
were hundreds of similar cases existing, and they 
were now, by hasty proceedings, about to nullify 
the whole that had been done. There was, how- 
ever, a proposition made, by way of proviso and 
salvo, to this effect: that the repealing act shall not 
take effect except from its passage; or the 5th day of 
December, as it now stood; or from the Ist of July, 
as was proposed by the gentleman from New York, 
[Mr. Bannarp.] And what was the object -of a 
provision of that sort? He would tell the House, 
and he would show its injustice to the community. 
That proceeding was, to allow all, those who had 
not already done so, to cut their legal cbligations 
to their creditors. Why was the act to be repeal- 
ed? Iiwas,as gentlemen said, in obedience to ` 
public sentiment. What did public sentiment 
demand? That they should not touch the legal 
obligation of contracts; and, in pursuance of that 
sentiment, it was proposed to repeal this law. But, 
in the proviso, they said they would allow time to 
cut as many legal obligations as possible. And 


‘what was their plea for that? Why,it had been 


said, because they had done it in respect to some, 
they should therefore do it in respect to. others. 
Their having done it in respect to some, was made 
the pretext for doing it towards all: and that was 
their respect for public sentiment! and that was the — 
way they proposed to do for the people what it was | 


said the people required to be done;—that is, the 
people required at their hands that the obligation 
of contracts should not be violated; and they pro- 
: posed to comply with that demand, by allowing. 
time for their violation. If they had done what 
was wrong by the passage of the act in respect to 
contracts heretofore existing, the sooner they made 
reparation the better; therefore, they ought to have 
no proviso of that sort. l ; 
When he rose, he did not intend to make a 
long speech, and therefore he should now merely 
say that he should make no proposition to amend; 
but he should give such a vote as would tend 
towards carrying out the principles he had always 
held. When the bankrupt act was passed, he 
told Congress that he was in favor of a bankrupt 
law, but not such a bankrupt law as this. He 
was in favor of a bankrupt law now, and he ex- 
pected to die in favor of one. He knew the value 
of a bankrupt law, by experience. He never was 
sued for any debt contracted on his own account, 
in his life; but he had hada vast number of writs 
for debts of other people. He had been made 
bankrupt to the amount of a hundred thousand dol- 
lars, and he had had to surrender even the books of 
his office to pay other people’s debts. Fortunately 
for him, he had got clear of the whole of it. The 
principle of bankruptcy which Jhey ought to sanc- 
tion was to relieve a man from debts incurred by 
calamity, and not by imprudence; but in the pas- 
sage of this bankrupt law, they had failed to make 
that distinction; they had undertaken to relieve 
everybody from his debts created by imprudence, 
or from the consequences of his frauds, by means 
of which debts might have been contracted; and it 
was against a principle of that extent that so- 
ciety had risen up as with the voice of one man. 
No man in his section of the country had ever said 
that in a case of calamity or misfortune—for 
Heaven, by tempest, or by flood destroys a man’s 
property—-a man should not be relieved. 

He (Mr. Unpexwoop) protested against their 
mortgaging the faculties of a man under such eir- 
cumstances, or, Shylock-like, claiming that his 
flesh should be meted out: yet there were many 
who, by their extravagance or imprudence, had got 
into’ debi; and to relieve them by this bankrupt 
law, was to permit them tofgo into the community, 
and do the same thing again. Now, he (Mr. U.) 
would vote for the bill of the gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Barwarp,] if he would reduce the time 
for voluntary bankruptcies, 


Mr. BARNARD agreed to amend bis proposi- 
tion, by changing the day from the Ist July to the 
Ist April. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD would then consider that 
alteration as made in the gentleman’s proposition. 

Mr. BARNARD, after conversation with sey- 
eral gentlemen, again changed the day, from the 
Ast of April to the 4th of March. 

Mr. BLACK inquired if it was in order to 
move to lay that amendment on the table. 

Mr. BARNARD withdrew his motion to com- 
mit the bill to the Judiciary Committee, 

Mr. BLACK said, when the proper time came, 
he would move to lay the gentleman’s amendment 
on the table. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL obtained permission 
from the gentleman from Kentucky, (Mr. Unper- 
woop,] (who still kept possession of the floer,) to 
move to amend the proposition of the gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. Barwarp,] by the addition 
of the words, “and to include banks.” 

Altera few words from Mr. CUSHING on a 
poiat of form and order, 

Mr. EVERETT intimated his willingness to 
amend his original bill, by substituting the 25:h 
for the 5th of December, as the day fixed by the 
proviso as the limit for the application in bark- 

rup'cy. 

Mr. UNDERWCOD then resumed. He had 
but very little to say; buthe wanted the amend- 
inents presented, which would exhibit the whole sub- 
ject in the aspect which he had pointed out. First, he 
wanted a proposition made from some part of the 
House for the repeal of ihe bill heretofore passed, 
so far as related to applications for voluntary ban’. 
ruptcy, without proviso or qualification, He then 
wanted a motion made, in some shape or other, by 


gentlemen who had been acting on this subject, to 


retain so much of the bill as allows of compulsory’ 


bankruptcy, and the distribution of the property of 
the bankrupt among his creditors, according toftheir 
respective debts, pro rata. For the reasons which 
he had already advanced, he thought it would be 
proper to repeal the voluntary principle of the 


bankrupt law, and to retain the involuntary part ! 


of it. That was the proposition of. the gentleman 
from New York, (Mr. Barnarp,] except that he 
proposed to permit voluntary bankrupeies, first uniil 
the Ist July, then until the Ist April; and as the 
proposition now stood, until the 4th day of March. 
Now that was the very thing which the people had 
condemned; and. he (Mr. U.) wished to get clear 
of that part of the proviso; and he would move, if 
it were in order, to strike out so much of the gen- 
tleman’s amendment as proposed to extend the 
time until the 4th of March for voluntary bank- 
rupts to file their petitions. 

The SPEAKER said such a motion was not then 
in order. 

Mr. CUSHING submitted, as a point of order, 
that the amendment which had been proposed by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. C. J. In- 
GERSOLL] was not in order without the consent of 
the House; which had not been given. He then 
went on to state the nature of the proposition 
which he desired to make—which was, in effect, to 
substitute the time of the passage of this act for 
the days which had been proposed. Various prop- 
ositions and observations were made by several 
gentlemen. ` 


Mr. HOPKINS then rose, and said, if the peo- 
ple of this country had decided anything in relation 
to this question, they had decided that the bankrupt 
law should be repealed; and he should regard any 
proposition to clog it with exceptions, or provisoes, 
as calculated to disappoint, rather than to promote, 
the public expectation. What he desired was a 
direct vote of this House upon the immediate and 
unqualified repeal of the law. He believed that 
was what it was expecied, on the part of the peo- 
ple, that they would do; and he called upon the 
friends of repeal there to disregard all these excep- 
tions and provisoes, and to consent to take nothing 
until they got a vote on the unqualified repeal of 
the law. For himself, he should vote against every 
amendment which contained such a proposition as 
was incorporated in that offered by the gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. BARNARD,] or the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Cusnine ] He would 
not say how he would vote on the bill of the gen- 
tleman from Vermont, [Mr. Everer?.] He went 
‘for the repeal of the law—for an instant repeal of 
the law, and the unqualified repeal of the law; and 
he called upon those who were looked to here to 
execute the publie judgment, with regard to this 
law, to be cauticus how they voted on these vari- 
ous propositions. 

I.was in the power of the majority (whieh he 
doubted not might be found there in favor of repeal) 
to bring the House to a direct vote on the qnestion 
of repea!, instead of on those propositions, come 
of which would make repeal of no utility. The 
proposition which desigaed to continue yolan- 
tary baukruptcies until the 4th of March, gave 
notice to every debior to come and be discharged 
from his liabilities, and then there would be nothing 
to remedy; for the whole mischief would be done, 
If, however, they came up to an unquslified repeal 
of the law, they might prevent much cf the mis- 
chief that would result from its Operation. He 
(Mr. Hopxins) had seen nothing in the indications 
of publie sentiment about a qualified repeal; he 
had seen nothing about voluntary or involuntary 
bankruptcy. On the contrary, the people had 
called on their Representatives to repeal the law; 
and, in his judgment, they would disappoint tie 
people if they aceepied any of these various prop- 
ositions to amend. He was satisfied there Was a 
majcrity on that floor for repeal—unqualified re- 
peal; and he called upon them to stand by the 
bill in that shape; if not, they would repeal but in 
name. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Un- 
DeRwooD] had spoken of a repeal whieh would 
interfere with vested interests; but,in his (Mr. Hs) 
judgment, it was not repeal which interfered with 
vested interesis: it was the passage of the Jaw 
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which interfered with vested interests, and im- 
paired the obligation of contracts. He repeated, 
that, unless the bill should be passed so as to se- 
cure an unqualified repeal of the bankrupt law, as 
at present advised he should vote against every 
proposition; for no other would meet the expecia- 
tions of the country. 

Mr. BRIGGS was understood to move the com- 
mittal of the bill to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr, CAVE JOHNSON submitted, asan amend- 
ment, a simple proposition for the repeal of the 
bankrupt law; and he was afterwards understood 
to say that he would consent to the committal to the 
Judiciary Commitiee, but with instructions to re- 
porta bill for the grepeal of the bankrupt law to- 
morrow at two o'clock, This (he said) would 
bring the House to the question whether there 
should or should not be a repeal. 

Mr. WISE said be had been sitting there. 
watching the Protean shapes given to the bill, un- 
til he was tired. If they intended torepeal thatlaw, 
now was the accepted time. The House could 
come to the question of repeal, if they chose, at 
onee, by voting down the motions to commit, and 
the motion to instruet; and then, by refusing to 
entertain the previous question, make it a bill to- 
operate from the time of its passage, and not from 
the 5th of December, or any other specified day. 
That was all that was wanted; and that could be 
done to-day, justas well as it could be done if it 
were referred to a commiltee. i 

He (Mr. Wise) had said nothing about this 
bankrupt bill, except once; and that was when the 
potent argument was advanced to the House and 
the country, that there were 500,000 bankrupt 
voters in the United States ready to avail them- 
selves of its advantages, 

This power it was (and a political power, too) 
that was urged at the time of the passage of the 
bankrupt bill, by which it was kicked through in 
such hot hasie. He warned gentlemen, however, 
(and it was all he had ever said on this subject,) 
hat if there were 500,000 bankrupts in the coun- 
ry, there were at least 500,000 creditors also. 
Their condition, too, was changed. The debtors 
being released—gentlemen no longer having the 
debtor power to press, now pressed the creditor 
power. When they thought the bankrupt law was 
popular, they passed it; but now they think its re- 
peal is popular, they press the repeal. Though 
he could see mischiefs growing out of the repeal of 
this law, still he thought that it ought to be repeal- 
ed. He believed that this bankrupt law had pro- 
duced one-half the distress of the country, by de- 
stroying confidence, and inducing creditors to put 
the screws on their debtors. At the moment that 
the Legislature stepped forward to interfere be- 
tween the debtors and the creditors, the latter were 
stimulated fo commence suits for the recovery of 
theirdebts, Mr, W. strongly opposed the including 
of banks and corporations in the provisions of the 
bankrupt law, on the ground that the same evils 
would be produced by it. The banks would be 
esmpeiled to put additional screws on their debtors; 
and he heped there was no one who would be 
willing to see the people depressed further than they 
already we Tae best thing that coald now be 
dove would be, to repeal this law, for the purpose 
of restoring confidence, and cnabli g creditors, with 
more safety, to indnlge their d: btors, 

Mr. CHAS. BROWN said he rose upon the 
impulse of the moment, to enter his protest against 
the assumptions of the gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. Wisk] who had just taken his seat, in rela- 
tion to the effects upon the people of Virginia, and 
ail the other States of the Union, that would follow 
the adoption of the amendment proposed by his 
colleague, (Mr. INGERSOLL, ] to embrace all “banks” 
Within the involuntary provisions of the bankrupt 
law. Tt had been, and now was, the desperate 
struggles of involved and insolvent banks to cole 
lect their debts, thathad ground the people to death. 
The fear of protests and bank disgrace compelled 
many lo sacrifice their proneriy,to keep up their 
credit in bank. The banks sacrifice nothing, but 
compel their debtors fo saerifice their property to 
redeem the bank’s notes: thus do they go on, com- 
pelling the payment of ten, twenty, or fifty per 
gent. every sixty deys; and that it was that 


had spread such: ruin and distress through many 
parts of the country, and would continue. to be the 
ease, as long as the involved or insolvent banks 
were suffered to exist. Let but these banks be 
forced to stop banking—to:stop discounting in- 
dividual. notes, and issuing their own, and 
their: debtors would feel immediate relief. The 
banks would no longer bave any inducement to 
oppress their debtors, but would collect their debts 
without oppressing them; and if the Virginia banks 
could be thus stopped now, the people of Virginia 
would soon breathe freely. In a single day, or 
month, they would feel themselves relieved as 
from an incubus; and their prosperity would be 
soon restored. Mr. B. said he knew what he 
stated to be true. He was not theorizing, but giv- 
ing to the House and to the gentleman from Virginia 
the results of experience. In the city of Philadel- 
phia, while its dozen of banks pursned the course 
now being pursued by the Virginia banks, all was 
distress, and difficulty, and oppression; but the very 
hour that one-half of them closed their doors, 
(whieh they did nearly on the same day,) and 
three-fourths of its bank capital was thus forced into 
entire bankruptcy, and they obliged to stop banking, 
the people felt relief, and have been going on ever 
since increasing in prosperity. Money, instead of 
being scarce, has been increasing in quantity, and 
improving in quality. Property ceased to be sac- 
rificed to meet the grinding reqyisitions of insol- 
vent banks. Nor was this salutary influence felt 
at Philadelphia alone; but wherever the banks had 
been forced to pay specie or close, the same relief 
had been felt. Under the bankrupt law, the bad 
will be forced to close, and the good be relieved 
from the weight of the bad, and the community 
be relieved from the oppression of them all. The 
idea that there would be no money in circulation if 
the banks were closed, was an absurdity too palpa- 
ble to need contradiction, Such had been always 
feared, but had never been the consequence. a 


One word as to the power of the General Gov- 
ernment to bring those State institutions under their 
bankrupt law, and he had done. Of that power I 
have not the least doubt. The sole or main object 
and intention of giving to the General Government 
the power to pass a general bankrupt law, was 
evidently to establish general rules and laws regu- 
lating and controlling the relations of de?tor and 
creditor throughout the Union—to prevent any one 
State from throwing over the property of its citi- 
zens a shield against their creditors in another 
State. If, therefore, no State could protect the proper- 
ty of its citizens, as individuals, from the operation 
of a general bankrupt Jaw; how could it, or why 
ought it to have the power to shield the property of 
its corporate bodies from the same liabilities 
that its citizens are under? What were banks or 
corporations? Were they not merely “artificial per- 
sons”—usually a number of individuals invested 
with power to bear a single name, with the same 
powers as individuals pursuing the same business? 
Thus a bank corporation had the same power as a 
single banker—-a manufacturing corporation asa 
single manufacturer—a mining corporation as a 
single miner. If, then,the general bankrupt law over- 
rode the State laws so far as it affected the proper- 
ty of each individual as a private banker, manu- 
facturer, or miner, why should i: not override State 
laws as to the property of the same individuals, as 
corporate bankers, manufacturers, and miners? 
These debtors and creditors were all alike, and the 
same general laws ought to regulate and control 
them. He could not see what-principle of Siate 
rights would be impaired; and believing that 
a great good would be done, he would go 
heartily for bringing all banks and corpora- 
tions under the involutary provisions of the bank- 
rupt law; and would assure his friend from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Wisx] that the people of Virginia and 
the whole country would, instead of being “screwed 
down” furtber, as he asserted, find the screws im- 
mediately loosened, and themselves free and pros- 
perous. If banks were not so brought within the 
province of the law, he should vote for its repeal; 
believing, as he did, that its continuance would do 
more evil than geod. Evil it had worked, and no 
doubt, to some extent, would continue to work; but 
he was confident ihat the immense amount of good 
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that would be doñe to the whole-country by a general ` 
strangulation of all the note-issuisg insolvent 

banks, and @ consequent purification of the cur- 

‘rency, would more—far more-—than compensate for 

all or any of the ‘evils of a continuance of the 

bankrupt law upon iadividuals. ae 

Mr. ARNOLD wished to say a few words bé- 
fore the question was taken. The House had long 
presented a strange spectacle to the country, by. 
undoing at one session what was solemnly done © 
at another; acting under the impulses of patriotism 
and love for the people. The Democracy, toc, 
presented an extraordinary spectacle. They, as 
friends of the people, were demanding the repeal 
of the law, and especially that part applying to the 
poor debtor. This was the tune of modern De- 
mocracy—the subterranean Democracy—that the 
act went too far in its provisions for the benefit of 
the poor! Whilst making these remarks on the 
Democratic party, he could not refrain from ex- 
pressing his dissent from many acts of the Whig 
party. He thought they were too soon tired of 
well-doing, and too soon yielding to the one-man 
power at the other end of the avenue, He thotight 
they should leave the undoing of their own meas- 
ures to another Congress, when, all conceded, the 
Democracy would have a Jarge majority. Let the 
Democracy and John Tyler carry on ihe Govern- 
ment for two years. 

As for the bankrapt law, he regarded it as the 
best measure which had been passed by the Whigs. 
Is evil had been accomplished; and, should it be 
allowed to remain in force, he predicted that, in 
five years, it would be the most popular law in the 
country. Hecommented on the coalition which 
he said had been formed between the Locofocos 
and a portion of those claiming to have belonged 
to the Whig party, by which defeat had been 
brought upon the Whig cause. There seemed to 
be an especial desire on the part of this coalition to 
have the bankrupt law repealed, and to set them- 
selves up as the enemies of debt. 

He commented on the fact that many Demoerats 
in New York, particular friends of Mr. Van Bu- 
ren, were against the repeal of thislaw. Indeed, 
he had the best reason to believe that Mr. Van Bu- 
ren himself was in favor of the present bankrupt 
law. A large number of the Democracy of New 
York hed petitioned against the repeal of the law. 
In 1827, Mr. Van Buren had advocated a bank- 
rupt act in the Senate; and now every mountebank 
in the country was setting himself up to know more 
about itthan Mr. Van Buren. 

Mir. A. then went into the subject ar large, and 
spoke until the expiration of his hour, treating the 
subject in its personal, political, and commercial 
aspects. 

After he bad concluded, 

Mr. SALTONSTALL obtained the floor, and 
moved an adjournment; which was carried, 
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Tuurspay, DECEMBER 22, 1842. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented amemovial from 
Mary Reside, the widow of Jas, Reeside, deceased; 
who wasa mail contractor with the Government, | 
praying that Congress might pass a law, appropri- 
ating the amount of the verdict obtained by ber de- 
ceased husband in the Supreme Court of the Uni- 
ted States, agains: the United States, for the sum of 
$188,496 06, a large portion of which verdict was 
for money actually borrowed on his orders, and a 
mortgage on his property, to aid the Past Office 
Department. The memorialist states that the mort- 
gaged property is threatened to be sold, to satisfy 
the mortgage. Mr. B. moved, as this presenied a 
legal question, that the memorial, and the memo- 
rial of James Reeside, deceased, now on the files of 
the Senate, be referred to the Judiciary Committee: 
agreed to. 

Mr. WOODBURY presented a memorial from 
the assistant messengers in the Post Office Depart- 
ment, praying an increase of their compensation: 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Also, presented a petition from Daniel Currier, 
for a pension; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

On motion by Mr. CONRAD, it was ordered that 
the memorial of Juan Quarro, for property taken | 


from him in 1841, be taken from.the fi 
Senate, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


jes of the : 


Mr. SMITH of Indiana, fromthe Committeeon | 


the Peblie Lands, reported ‘back, without amend- ` > 


ment, the bill to provide for ascertaining: and. dis- `° 


posing of the lead-minera] lands in the States of 


IJinois and Arkansas, and the Territories of Wis- - 


consin and Iowa. 


Mr. WOODBRIDGE, from the Committee on | 
the Library, reported back to the Senate, without — 


amendment, and with a recommendation that it do 
pass, the joint resolution for the distribution of the 
catalogues of the Library of Congress. 


Y Mr. McROBERTS submitted the following reso». 


lution: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be directed to 
inquire into the expediency of making an appropriation to 
remove the obstructions to navigation at the Des Moines rapids, 
in the Mississippi river. 


The resolution was considered by unanimous 


consent, and adopted. 


Mr. McROBERTS said he had a petition. tò pre- ` 


sent from citizens of Iowa Territory npon the same 


subject, and which he should ask to have referred ` 


to the same committee. 

In explanation of the resolution and petition, he 
said the rapids referred to had been, and continued 
to be, an obstruction to the commerce upon the 


Mississippi, between $t. Louis and the northern part ` 


of Tinois and the Territories of Wisconsin and 
Iowa. The rapid is impassable, at least without 
great delay and danger, at low stages of water. 
For the last few years, the impediment to the navi- 
gation of that noble river bad been more sensibly 
felt, from the great increase of population and com. 
merce upon the Upper Mississippi. The whole 
commerce of Iowa, and most of that of Wiskonsin 
and the northern part of the State he represented, 
so far as depended upon water communication, 
had to pass these rapids. Looking, then, to the 
growth and resources of the immense territory 
north of the rapids, ro one could mistake the im- 
portance and necessity of this improvement. He 
believed that no part of the Mississippi valley had 
surpassed, if it had ever equalled it, in the same 
period of time, in population and improvement. 
During the fall season, when emigration was pour- 
ing in most numerously, the delay, and expense, 
and Joss of properly were greatest at these rapids. 
No stronger appeal could be presented than the ex- 
isting state of things, to the justice of the Govern- 
ment to appropriate means to remove the obstruc- 
tioncomplained of in this petition. 

Mr. B. said that the great MINERAL REGION lies 
north of these rapids. In lead, and: possibly. in 


copper, the territory referred to was the richest up- 


on the face of the globe. The whole people of 
the country were interested in protecting this inter- 
est. In 1839, the amount of lead which descended 
over these rapids, the products of the upper mines, 
was twenty six millions of pounds; in 1840, twen- 
ty-five millions; and for the first eleven months of 
1841, twenty-seven million six hundred and fifty 
thousand pounds. At ordinary prices, the net pro- 
ceeds would amount to more than a million of dol- 
lars per year. This lead finds its way to the East- 
ern cities, and supplies the demand for the article 
in all the various purpeses to which it was applied. 
The opening of these mines has supplied the home 
market, and prevented importations from abroad. 
From 1821 to 1838, inelusive—a period of eighteen 
years—we imported but 2,625,133 pounds; while 
we have exported more than that amountto China 
alene ina single year, In 1840 we imported about 
half a million, and exported twice that amount. 
But, sir, (said Mr. McR.,) independent of these 
considerations, the highest dictates of national duty 
require that the appropriation should be made. 
That river, end the part of it which includes the 
obstruction referred to, was the channel to naviga- 
tion for two Territories, and no inconsiderable por- 
tion of one cf the Stat s. ` Fhe subject, therefore, 
assumed an importance that made the work one 
of national concern. They were yearly appro- 
priating millions for the imprevement of har- 


bors, rivers, inlets, and other works to protect the . 


commerce upon the sea-board; and he claimed the 
same measure of justice for the people of the Mis- 
sissippi valley. . 


. The petition from the citizens of Iowa was theg 
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presented, and, upon his motion, was 
the Committee on Commerce. : 

Mr. MERRICK, agreeably to notice, and on 
leave, introduced a bill to repeal ceriain portions 
of the act of Congress, approved August Ist, 1842, 
entilled “An act establishing certain post effices 
and post rcutes,” which was read. 

Mr. MERRICK. desired that the bill might be 
read a second time and disposed of, without being 
referred to the committee; as it was merely to cor- 
rect the error which was made ih engrossing the 
bill of August last, and which had been spcken of 
yesterday; which error was the cause of continuing 
the post office at the high school in Fairfax county, 
afew miles from Alexandria, when Congress ac- 
tually, by a formal vote, suck from the bill such 
Office, ; 

The bill was reada second time, considered as 
in committee of the whole, reported to the Senate, 
and, being engrossed according to order, was read 
the third time and passed. 


Mr. BENTON said he took pleasure in present- 
ing to the Senate the credentials of bis colleague, 
Lewis F; Linu, who was elected by the Legisla- 
ture of Missouri a Senator from that State for six 
years from the 4th of March next; which Mr. B. 
moved to have placed on the files of the Senate, as 


referred to 


” the oath of office would not be-administered until 


after the expiration of this Congress. 


Mr. FULTON presented the credentials of his 
colleague, AmBrose H. Sevier, who was elected 
by the Legislature of Arkansas a Senator from that 
State for six years from and after the 4:h of March, 
1843. Mr. F., in presenting the credentials, re- 
marked that a misstatement had gone abroad as to 
the term for which his colleague was clected. That 
some of the papers bad published that he was 
elected from the 4'h of March, 1845, instead of the 
Ath of March,.1843, He wished this error in the 
public mind corrected. The credentials were or- 
dered to be placed on the files, 

Mr. BARROW submitted the following resolu- 
tion, which lies for the present on the table, viz: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of granting to the Bate 
of Louisiana every alternate section of the public lands in the 
Limits of that State, which have been returned as not worth the 
cost of survey; and cach alternatescction ofsuch Jands as are 
subject to inundation by the overflowing of the Mississippi 
river, on the condition that the said State construct levees, by 
means of which said lands shall be effectually protected, there- 
after, from inundation: And provided, That the proceeds of 
the sales of lands reclaimed by means of sach levees, shall 
be exclusively appropriated by the State of Louisiana to the 
inaking of roads and the improving of rivers and bayous within 
its limits. 

Mr.WOODBURYsaid a bill had been introduced, 
and approved by the Committee on Commerce, to 
allow a drawback on goods exported in original 
packages by way of the Northwest. He had 
wished that the bill might be made general in its 
provisions; and he threw outszome suggestions to the 
Committee on Commerce, a few days ago, when 
the bill alluded to was referred to it, with the hope 
that they might consider it just and proper to make 
the bill a general one. He also stated on that oc- 
casion, that if they did not do se, he would feel it 
his duty to move an amendment to the bill when 
it was taken up for consideration, He had de- 
termined, however, not to embarrass action on 
that bill, and would move the adoption of the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of allowing a drawback on for- 
eign merchandise exported in original packages, as well by sea 
as over land. 

The resolution was adopted. 

The following resolution, introduced by Mr. 
Waianr on yesterday, was taken up, and, being 
explained by the mover, was adopted, viz: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Retrenchment ba insiruct- 
ed to inquire and report to the Senate the number of clerks of 
committees who have been appointed and paid out of thecon- 
tingent fund of the Sonate, during the last and present Con- 
gress; the amount so paid to such clerks,and therate ofcom pen- 
sation; and whether any, and what, other mode can, in the opin- 
ion of the committee, be adopted, by which a more general, 
and equal, and effectual aid to all the committees of the Senate 
may be secured in a more reasonable form, and on more eco- 
nomical terms. 

The resolution by Mr. ÀLLEN, to rescind the 40ih 
rule of the Senate, concerning the business in se- 
eret session, came up in order; but was, on the mo- 


| 


tion of the mover, postponed till the 24 Monday in 
January next, and made the order for that day. 

On motion by Mr. WOODBURY, 300 copies ad- 
ditional of the report of the coast survey were order- 
ed to be printed for the use of the Senate. 

THE OREGON TERRITORY. 

The resolution introduced on yesterday by Mr. 
Linn, came upin order, and was read as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to inform the Sen- 
ate of the nature and extent of the “informai communications?” 
which took place between the American Secretary of State 
and the British special minister, during the late negotiation in 
Washingtion city, on the “subject of the claim of the United 
States and Great Britain to the territory west of the Rocky 
Mountains;” and also to inform the Senate what were the rea- 
sons which prevented “any agreement on the subject at pres- 
ent,” and which made it “inexpedient to include that subject 
among the subjects of formal negotiation.” 

Mr. ARCHER suggested to the Senator from 
Missouri, that, inasmuch as it might be inconsist- 
ent with the public interests that this information 
should be communicated at this time, it would be 
better to amend the resolution by inserting the 
words “if not inconsistent with the public inter- 
est.” Jlis own opinion was, that the honorable 
Scnator would be nearer to the accomplishment of 
his purpose by not pressing the passage of the reso- 

lution at this time. 

Mr. LINN said he considered the suggestion of 
the honorable Senator exceedingly reasonable. The 
reason why he had introduced the resolution was, 
that they might have some information regarding 
the condition of the Oregon territory. The nego- 
tiations upen that subject had slept for the last 
twelve or fourteen years. Jt appeared that some 
correspondence had taken place, informally, be- 
tween the Secretary of State and Lord Ashburton; 
and he felt great anxiety that something positive 
should be known regarding the course which had 
been pursued in reference to this subject. Many 
of our citizens were now going to tbat Ter- 
ritory, and thry were desirous of knowing 
in what position they were likely to be 
placed. Tne claim of the British Government 
appeared to be insome degree strengthened by lapse 
of time; and the public feeling in many of the 
States throughout the valley of the Mississippi gen- 
erally, and, indeed, throvghout the wxele United 
States, demanded that some definite action shouid 
take place. We want to know what the British 
Government are disposed to tolerate us the posses- 
sion of. "Phat seemed to be the nature of the case; 
not what we are disposed to assert cur right to and 
to claim, but what they will allow us the possession 
of. Hewas of cpinion that the resolution would 
do very well as it was; if, however, the gentleman 
from Virginia was desirous that it should be modi- 
fied in accordance with the suggestion he had made, 
he (Mr. Lix) kad not the least objection, 

Mr. ARCHER observed, that if the resolution 
was to pass atali, it should be with the usual mod- 
ification; but the resolution seemed to have been 
brought forward under a misapprehension of the 
fact—under the supposition that all negotiations 
upon the subject had been totally laid aside. If this 
were the ground upon which it bad been introduced, 
it was, as be (Mr. ARCHER) was advised, a mistaken 
supposition. ‘he subject had not been laid aside: 
it was still a pending subject of negotiation between 
the two Governments. And in this view of the 
subject, he would submit to the honorable Senator 
whether it was fit that they shonld make the inquiry 
at this time; or whether he would promote his cb- 
ject by pressing the matter now; and whether it 
would not be better, therefore, to permit the reso- 
lution to lie upon the table for the present. If his 
honorable friend, however, would accept the modi- 
fication which he had suggested, he would offer no 
opposition to its adoption. 

Mr. LUNN assented, observing that he did not 
consider itat all material, as, if the furnighing of th 
information should be considered by the Exeeutive 
as detrimental to the public interests, it would be 
withheld is either case. 

Mr. KING said he was exceedingly desirous 
that an investigation of this subject should take 
place at an early day, and that the question should 
be set atrest. It appeared to him, however, that 
if negotiations were now actually pending, it would 
be utterly idle and nugatory to ask the Executive 
for eny information upon this subject. His an- 
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swer must necessarily be, that it does not comport 
with the publie interest to make such communica- 
tion. He (Mr. Kina) had had some experience 
here; and he knew very well that calls of this kind 
frequently embarrass negotiations. ‘They were too 
much in the habit of pushing things to pubiicity at 
so early a period, that the whole world were aware 
of the precise position in which their negotiations 
stood, and were enabled to avail themselves of that 
knowledge to embarrass the negotiation, and coun- 
teract its objects. 

Mr. BENTON eustained the resolution, and en- 
forced the arguments urged by his colleague [Mr. 
Lin] in favor of its immediate adoption. In the 
course of bis remarks, he dwelt particularly on 
the fact, that, in the correspondence furnished to 
the Senate relative to the late negotiation between 
ihe British special minister and our Secretary of 
State, not one word is said about the propositions 
made by either party for an adjustment cf the 
claims to the Columbia river. The Presidents 
message alluded to ‘informal communications,” 
but they are not found in the correspondence fur- 
nished to the Senate. The resolution makes two 
inquiries: one as to the “nature and extent of 
these informal communications;” and the other as 
to the ‘reasons which prevented any egreement on 
the subject at present,” and which made it “inexpe- 
dient to include the subject among the subjects of 
formal negotiations.” 

There could bé no reason for withholding the 
nature of the conference in those particulars. 
There is no necessity for State secrets in this 
country. Our right to the Columbia river, and all 
the territory we claim jn that region, is undoubted; 
and we assert it to the world. If Great Britain has 
a claim, let it too be taken in band, and spread 
before the world. Thedelay had been entirely 
to her advantage. When all the subjects of ne- 
gotiation were in our hands, we could have co- 
erced Great Britain to recognise our rights; but by 
pestponing this subject, and settling others, we 
parted with the means of insisting on cur rights, 
and strengthened her claim. If Great Britain has a 
better claim, let her show it. There was nothing to 
be ashamed of inthe matter, if it was an henest 
claim. We made no secret of the nature of our 
claim. There should be nene about the proposi- 
tions to put the question of right at rest. The 
correspondence and nature of the conference on 
other subjects, not included inthe treaty, were 
made known; and why not all re’ating to this sub- 
ject of the Columbia river and Northwest territory? 
The resolution was not only proper, but necessary; 
and ke hoped it would be adopted. If the cpposi~ 
tion to it was persisted in, he should cail for the 
yeas and nays. 


Mr. LINN said there was a particular point in- 
volved in the resolution, which, probably, his hon- 
orable friends were not acquainted with. It was 
founded upon certain informal conversations which 
took place between Mr. Gallatin and the British 
ministry, in London, respecting the intention of the 
British Government to “district the territory of Ore- 
gon, he British had asserted their intention to 
insist upon the extension cf their boundary to the 
forty-ninth parallel of latitude, and along that par- 
allel to the Columbia—taking in the whole valley 
ot the Columbia. ‘This will, of course, deter Uni- 
ted States citizens from settling north of the Co- 
lumbia river. He (Mr. Linn) desired that the 
couniry should know precisely the state of the case. 
He had no desire to embarrass the Administration. 
If the President supposed the public interest would 
be jeoparded by the disclosure, he could, of course, 
say so; and that would be an answer to the resolu- 
tion. 

_ The question was then put on the resolution, and 
it was adopied. 
ASSUMPTION OF STATE DEBTS. 


Mr. Benron’s resolution, offered yesterday, 


mas taken up for consideration, and read as fol- 
ows: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to inform the Senate whether the late special minister 
from Great Britain to the United States made any proposition, 
informally ‘or otherwise, (o the negotiator on the part of the 
Jnited : States, for the assumption or guaranty of the State 


debts by the Government of the United Stat 
ae ed States to the holders of 
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‘Mr. ARCHER observed that, with regard to the 
ubjeet of this resolution, he could furnish the 
enator from Missouri with as much information 
s he: could obtain from the executive department. 
‘As advised, he could assure the Senator that no 
roposition whatever, or even allusion to the sub- 
ect of the assumption of the. State debts, bad been 
made in the course of the negotiation with this. 
-Government, After this answer, he submitted fo 
the Senator from Missouri whether the resolution 
ought to be adopted by the Senate. ' 

Mr. BENTON was very much pleased with the 
information given by the Senator from Virginia; 
but he would prefer having it directly from the 
Executive. He therefore should urge the adop- 
tion of the resolution. i 

Mr. ARCHER said the answer he had given 
was advisedly; and he understood from the depart- 
ment itself, that no other answer could be returned 
by the Executive. He did notthink it right to pass 
a resolution calling upon the department for infor- 
mation already derived from it; he should therefore 
vote against the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. BENTON called for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered, and resulted in the affirma- 
tive—yeas 26, nays 12, as follows: 

YEAS—Mesers. Allen, Barrow, Bayard, Benton, Buchanan, 
Calhoun, Crafts, Crittenden, Fulton, Henderson, King, Linn, 
McRoberts, Mangum, Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, Smith of 
Indiana, Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, White, Wilcox, Williams, 
Woodbridge, Woodbury, and Wright—26. 

NAYS--Messrs. Archer, Bates, Berrien, Clayton, Conrad, 
Evans, Graham, Huntington, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, and 
Phelps—12, k 

Engrossed bill, entitled “An act authorizing the 
relinquishment of sixteenth sections granted for the 
use of schools, and to enter other lands in lieu 
thereof,” was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN submitted the following 
resolutions, which were adopted. 

Resolved, That the Committes on Naval Affaira be instruct- 
ed to inquire into the expediency of creating, in the State of 
Kentucky, an agency for the purchase, and an establishment 
for the manufacture, of American water-rotted homp, for the 
use of the navy of the United States; and to inquire inte the ex- 


pediency of establishing a navy-yard at some suitable place on 
the Ohio or Mississippi rivers, 


Resolved, That the report of the Secretary of the Navy, 
made on the — instant, in relation to the manulacture of hemp, 
be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN made some remarks, show- 
ing that the cultivation and manufacture of hemp 
was a subject of great interest, not only to his con- 
stituents, but to the whole country; and appealed to 
the committee to which the subject was referred, to 
give ita full investigation. 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented several memo- 
rials from the city of New York, against the repeal 
of the bankrupt law; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MOREHEAD moved the printing of 800 
copies extra of the report of the Secretary of the 
Navy upon the subject of the cultivation and man- 
ufacture of hemp; which report, he said, contained 
much information valuable to the growers of that 
article. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN suggested 1,500 copies; 
which suggestion was yielded te, and that number 
was ordered to be printed. 

Engrossed bill entitled “An actin relation to do- 
nations of land to certain persons in Arkansas,” 
was read the third time, and passed. 


FINE ON GENERAL JACKSON. 


The bill introduced by Mr. Linn, to indemnify 
General Jackson for the fine imposed oa him at 
New Orleans while in the discharge of his official 
duty, came up for consideration, as in committee 
of the whole; and there being no motion to amend, 
it was reported to the Senate. 

Mr. LINN suggested-the propriety of immedi- 
ately putting the bill upon its third reading; and, 
if there was a disposition on the part of any Sena- 
tor to oppose it, the opposition could be made after 
jt had received its third reading. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN saw no good reason for 
exempting this bill from the usual course of legis- 
lation; and moved its reference to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Thais motion led to? a very interesting and ani- 
mated debate, in which Messrs. CRITTENDEN, 
LINN, HUNTINGTON, BAYARD, BUCH- 
ANAN, ALLEN, WRIGHT, and CONRAD 
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participated, to so late an-hour thatit was impos- 
sible-to write it out.for this evening’s paper, even if 
there had been. room for its admission.. The-bill 
was finally postponed till Tuesday next. : 

Mr. CONRAD presented to the Senate a copy 
of the record of the trial of General Jackson‘at 
New Orleans, which was. made out thirty years 
ago, by the then clerk of the court. It was, 

On motion of Mr. LINN, ordered to be printed 
for the use of the Seaate. 


The civil and diplomatic bill was then read and 


‘referred to the Committee on Finance; after which, 


` The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuunspay, December 22, 1842, 

Mr. THOS. J. CAMPBELL presented a peti- 
tion of 420 citizens of McMinn county, Tennes- 
see, praying a repeal of the bankrupt law: referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SHAW presented the petition of Benjamin 
Watson, of Newmarket, New Hampshire, praying 
for a pension; which was referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 


Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL submitted the memorial 


of Mary Reeside, executrix of James Reeside, de- 
ceased. 

Mr. BREWSTER presented (under the rule) 
the petition of ship-owners, merchants, and traders, 
of Oswego, New York, asking that drawback may 
be allowed on goods exported from this country to 
Canada: referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the report of a special committee of the 
Legislative Assembly of Canada, on the subject of 
a free trade with Great Britain in the agricultural 
productions of British North America, and of a 
protection to those productions from the competi- 
tion of foreigners in the colonial and home mar- 
kets, including the memorial of the colonial com- 
mittee and the despatch of Lord Stanly: referred to 
the same committee. 

Mr. J. P. KENNEDY asked the House to take 
up a small bill from the Senate, to authorize the is- 
suing of a new register to, and to change the name 
of, the packet ship Westehester to that of the Atlan- 
tic, of New York. He said the vessel now lay in 
the port of New York, at a great expense, being 
unable to sail until this bill was passed. 

The bill was taken up, read three several times, 
and passed. 

Mr. C. H. WILLIAMS presented the proceed- 
ings of the board of mayor and aldermen of the 
city of Memphis, Tennessee, on the subject of the 
establishment of a Western armory and naval de- 
pot and dock-yard_ at Memphis; together with the 
report of Colonel D. Morrison, civil engineer; the 
report of the committee appointed by the board 
&c. &e. 

Hae then moved that it be printed. [It was a 
pamphlet of some 22 pages, with accompanying 
maps and profile.] 

Objections were made in various quarters. 

Mr. WILLIAMS moved that the rules be sus- 
pended, to enable him to get in his motion; but the, 
Louse refused its assent. ji 


THE GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. FILLMORE said he had been much press- 
ed to urge upon the House the necessity of åispo- 
sing of the general appropriation bill, To-morrow 
and Saturday were set apari for the business on 
the private calendar, and at the other end of the 
avenue there was a great want of the money 
which this bill would appropriate; he therefore 
asked the Hoxse to go into Committee of the 
Whole on the bill entitled “A bill making appro- 
priations for the civil and diplomatic expenses of 
the Government for the half calendar year ending 
the 30th day of June, 1842.” 

Mr. STANLY suggested to the gentleman from 
Wew York that it would be necessary to fix some 
time for terminating debate on this bill; otherwise 
it might be rua on to an unnecessary length. 

Mr. FILLMORE assented; and moved a reso- 
lution fixing 2 o’clock this day to terminate del ate 
in Committee of the Whole on this bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FILLMORE then renewed his motion that 
the House go into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union on this bill. 


The motion was agreed to, and Mr. Brices.took -> 
the Chair. 5 m i : i 
Mr. BURNELL was entitled to the foor from 
the last day on which this bill wasin Committee of 
the Whole, on the pending question to reduce the 
appropriation from $50,000 to $20,000, on the mo- 
tion of Mr. Ginmer. He first glaneed. at the im-. 


` portance of this last survey—not a particular, bat ~ 


a general importance to the South and to the West, - 
as well as to the East and to the North. In this. 
point of view he confessed he had been not a lit- 
tle surprised at the remarks of the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Reyneips] in the discussion of this 
question the other day. The sea was the great 
highway in which every part of this country was 
interested: there might, with some gentlemen, be 
a peculiar interest in the prolongation and main- 
tenance of the Cumberland road; but there was a 
general interest in the removal of the obstructions 
that existed in this great highway of the national 
commerce, or the discovery of their precise posi- 
tion; whether at the commencement of the naviga- 
tion of the Mississippi, or the Balize, at New Or- 
leans, or at any other point of their coast. But now 
the proposition was virtually to abandon the survey, 
by cutting down the appropriation from $50,000 
to $20,000, ibe usual annual appropriation having 
been $100,000; and this was put on ‘the ground of 
economy—an economy which would be a saving at 
the spigot, and a loss at the bunghole. On what 
sort of principle did gentlemen put this case? In 
some quarters, gentlemen had taken an abstraction 
—and on that abstraction. the question had been 
put, whether the lives and the property of their 
countrymen, to an illimitableextent, should be pro- 
tected; or whether that immense interest should be 
sacrified, for the purpose of saving an insignificant 
number of dollars in the treasury. Ee might ask, 
where wasit that the money in the treasury itself was 
raised, if it was not from the resources which com- 
merce creates? But it had been said that the com- 
mittee ought not to make any appropriation, so 
long as the Government could get along without it. 
Why, whatever might become of the people, the 
Government could get along withont the Cum- 
berland road; or if the whole of the river 
Mississippi were choked up with snags; or 
if every l'ght-house on the coast were extin- 
guished. Whe argument was in favor of econ- 
omy; and the trade of a great nation was to 
be put against a few thousand dollars in the treas- 
ury! Why did they want the snags taken out of 
ihe Mississippi? And here he would direct the at- 
tention of the committee to the recently received 
relations of the destruction of property in’ the 
western district of this country; and he would tell: 
the gentlemen from the West, that he, as a North- 
ern man, withed to see the Western gentlemen 
bring forward their bills, and ke should be treach- 
erous to his censtituents if he did not stand by and 
see the obstructions to Western navigation all re- 
moved, That was the ground on which he-stood 
as one of this national committee. Now, during 
the last seventeen months, there had been sixty- 
nine vessels wrecked on the Mississippi, in conse- 
quence of obstructions to its navigation; and yet 
the gentleman from Virginia bad proposed to re- 
duce the appropriation for the coast survey from 
$50,000 to $20,000; and he would reduce it to 
$10,000 if he could have his own way. Why, 
those wrecked vessels were, perhaps, worth 
$10,000; but the Government could get on, ac- 
cording to some gentlemen, without the removal 
of the snags from the river! 

Again: look at the seaboard at the other end of 
the great natural highway. Why, within a very 
limited period, 575 soulshad gone down to a watery 
death, never to rise again. He could not tel) them 
the amount of property which had been lost on that 
coast, but it was immense; and discoveries had been 
made by this coast survey which were of the ut- 
most importance to navigation and the preserva- 
tion of commerce, though they might be deemed 
of no imporiance to tke Government. He con- 
fessed he was sorry to kear such narrow views ex- 
pressed as those to which he had been alluding—and 
made, too, by gentlemen to whom this survey was 
important, although, in their native gounties, they 
did net hear the raging of the storm. He could 


76 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


scarcely deem it necessary to state, much less to 
to argue, the necessity of the survey of the coast of 
a couniry which had 2,240,000 tons of shipping— 
a nation only second in the world in amount of its 
shipping, the first having but 2,800,000 tons! 

He then noticed several shoals in bis own neigh- 
borhood, about whose position and extent there had 
been much controversy, and the consequent loss of 
time which was occasioned by the sweeping route 
which its uncertain position compelled vessels to 
take; and, also, to the inaccuracy with which shoals 
had been hitherto laid down, whereby both lives 
and property had been sacrificed. Taese shoals 
were found on every part of their coast; and, in 
consequence of the uncertainty attending their po- 
sitions, wrecks occurred; and the owners of one 
wrecked vessel alone had saffered recently to the 
extent of $50,000. He could appeal to his friends 
from Maine, (whose constituents were deeply in- 
terested in this survey, especially those engaged in 
the lumber trade;) bat he tock it for granted thata 
survey of the coast was deemed necessary to all 
partsof the country, and that a wise economy 
would dictate it to the Government, for the seke 
more particularly of every partof the nation where 
there was a surplus of produe‘s, and a desire to 
send that surplus to market, 

It was, however, proposed to abandon the sure 
vey now; and it was added, that it could be re- 
sumed by-and-by. He looked upon this survey as 
one of the most splendid monuments of human 
genius which science had ever erected in the 
world; and he represented Mr. Hassler as entitled 
to the nation’s gratitude; and as regarded the sur- 
vey, in point of economy, he considered its con- 
tinuance as the most economical course that could 
be pursued. The work was in progress; the diffi- 
culties attendant on the commencement of all great 
works had been surmounted; skill was employed, 
which the country had paid for, and instruments 
and vessels were provided. If, therefore, these per- 
sons were disbanded, and these instruments and 
vessels were disposed of, they would not only lose 
all they had been acquiring, but a very large ex- 
penditure would be requisite whenever the work 
was resamed, which its continuance would not 
call for. 

Some conversation here ensued between Mr. 
BURNELL and Mr. AYCRIGG on the points 
disputed at an earlier period of the debate. 

Mr. BURNELL then proceeded to chow the re- 
cessity of the continuance of tie survey: first, by 
calling attention to the discoveries which had been 
already made, azd the partial advantages which 
it had afforded; and then by stating, paricularly, 
certain errors respeciing the positions of shoals, 
which had occasioned the loss of property equal to 
the whole cost of the survey; and the absolute ne- 
cessity which existed of affording to mariners cor- 
rect charts for tbeir guidance, 

Mr. ©. J. INGERSOLL said he did not rise 
so much to make a speech, as to state a motion 
which he should submit, in ease the pending mo. 
tion was voted down. He had taken great pains 
to be correctly informed as to this survey; and he 
was cenvinced that it wasa subject of great na- 
tional importance, and on no aceount to be aban- 
doned. He was equally satisfied and convinced 
that Mr. Hassler’s supervision was the best that 
covld be obtained in the country. Without, then, 
intending to imply any want of confidence in Mr. 
Hassler, he was still convinced that $25,000 a 
year might be saved by simply requiring cur own 
officers of the army and navy to perform the du- 
ties, for performing which others were paid so 
highly. He should move to insert the following 
proviso to the appropriation: 

Provided, The superintendent shail have no power Over the 
disposition of said money; bat that the officers of the army and 
navy shall be exclusively employed upon the survey of the 
coast, under the direction of the Secretaries of War and the 
Navy, respectively, 

By reference to the report of the 
the Treasury, it would be seen what large sums 
had been expended. In 1833, $20,000 was ex- 
pended; in 1836, $47,000; in 1837, $91 000; in 
1838, $88,000; in 1839, $88,060; in 1840, $68,000; 
daring the first two quarters of 1841, about $34,- 
000; and for the expenses of the hydrographic 
parties from 1835 to 184], $32,000. There had 
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also beef expended, in the shape of extra pay to 
officers of the army and navy, (being the differ- 
ence betwesn their regular pay and their allowance 
when employed on the survey) $114,584. It would 
be perceived that the sam appropriated was annu- 
ally increased, and it was not until within a year 
or two past'that $100,000 was annually appropri- 
ated. He saw no reason why the increase had 
been made. In the report, he fonnd a long list of 
officers with large salaries; and, in fas', Mr. Hass- 
ler had mere money at his disposal than any of- 
ficer of the Government except the President. 

He agreed with his friend from UNnois, [Mr. 
Reynonps,] that if the officers educated at West 
Point Academy were not capable of making sur- 
veys required by the Government, it was high time 
the country should be informed of the fact. Mr. 
Hassler, too, was cld; and it could not be expected 
that a man so advanced in life would leng survive 
to be at the head of the survey. Acting upon this 
fact, he thought we should be training our officers 
to sueceed him in the performance of his invalua- 
ble services. That those cficers should be alloved 
extra pay when making surveys, he thought essen- 
tially wrong, Ovr navy officers were now paid 
liberally—higher iban those of any other navy in 
the world. Should the committee vote down the 
motion pending, (which seemed to him to bea mere 
forcible eatting down of the appropriation, without 
rhyme cr reason,) he should move that they be em- 
ployed to the exclusion of other persons who were 
how paid hieh salaries by the Government, 

Mr. MALLORY said he was aware of the anxi- 
ety of the committee that the debate should be 
brought to a close; yet, he felt it to be due to him- 
self, as the chairman of the seleeteommittee, not to 
permit the question to be taken without offering a 
few remarks, He regretted that this discussion 
should have taken place in advance of the report 
of the select committer, becausé he was convinced 
that, when that report should have been made, the 
evidence by which it would be accompanied wonld 
bear him outin whathe had said when he last ad 
dressed the committee, as well as what he shobid 
now say, He was no enemy to the coast survey; 
but it was because of his great anxiety to have it 
finished that he had instituted the inquiry to know 
why, after the expenditure of $100,600 a year, 
(making a gross sum of $750,000 to $900,000,) 
ho practical results had been accomplished, 
except three piiùl charts, one of which was 
known to be incorrect. Gentlemen might make 
light of this; but those who are acquainted 
with maritime affairs know that it was by no 
means a lgbt matter to have charts placed 
in the hardsof mariners which were incorrect, 
But the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Bur- 
NELL] seemed to think that it made no difference 
how the seale was, so the chart itself was correct. 

Mr. BURNELL explained. What he kad said 
was, that ihe survey might be very accurate, and 
yet the scale of the chart so placed as to give an 
erroneous idea, 

“Mr MALLGRY resumed. As he had said, 
after the expenditure of (to speak in round num. 
bers) $800 000; after the employment of one brig, 
four schooners, twenty barges, and scores of men 
from the army and navy, for ten years, notbing per- 
ceptible had been done—nothing to show to the 
country for this vast expenditure cf moncy! And 


yet, because he had instituted inquiries, and inves. 


tigated the proceedings of this extraordinary prodigy 
of science—this Galileo—this Sophocles—this Nes. 
tor—this Ferdinand R. Eassler;—because he had 
presumed to question a man thus plastered with 
praise by gentlemen here, he was to be charged 
with having been guilty of a seandalum magnatum? 
Surely, no philosopher of ancient or modern times 
ever had such eulogies passed upon him. The 
gentleman from South Carolina IMr. Hormes] 
might say that he felt rebuked that a commitiee of 
the House—men learned only in the alphabet of 
science—should interpose to correct such a mathe- 
matician as Hassler. But he (Mr. M.) felt rebuked 
from a different cause. He felt rebuked for the army 
and navy of his country—rebuked to think that none 
of the officers were capable of conducting the sur- 
veys ordered by the Government, it would seem, 
from passing events, that Congress had to deal with 
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a privileged order of men, and that it could not call 
in question thé conduct of any of the officers and 
employees of this Government, without bringing 
upon itself a shower of denunciation and abuse, 
These complaints on the part of interested individ- 
uals had become stereotyped; and, a few days 
since, a correspondence was even carried on be- 
tween a genileman advocating Mr. Hassler on the 
floor, and a portion of his corps of observation in 
It might be a part of Mr. Hassler’s 
diplomacy to have this corps of observation in the 
gallery, instead of in the field; and he wcendered 
that the friends and eulogists of that gentleman did 
not think of him as a fit person to conduct the nes 
gotiations. with Lord Ashburton. 

But, the time admonished him that hefmust burry 
on with his remarks. Eccentricity was, with him, 
no excuse for arrogance end insolence, and confu- 
sion of ideas was no test of greatness; for, when he 
was aschool-boy, one of the first lessons taught 
him was, that the individual whose head thought 
clearly, always spoke clearly and wrote clearly. 
So much in reply to his colleague’s remarks on Mr. 
Hassler’s eccentricities and confusi -n of ideas. But 
he was known in Europe, gentlemen said. Wow 
known? and for what? What had he dune to cause 
his name to be known throughout the world? Any 
common navigator and mathematician, with one 
little vessel, could have traced out the soundings of 
a few bays and rivers, as well as this Galileo, So- 
phocles, or MarshaliBlucher has done it, (for Mr. 
Hassler had been compared by his eulogists to all 
these great men.) In one respect, it appeared to 
him that it did require the talents of Marshal 
Blucher to conduct this great army and squadron 
of the coast survey. What were they? First, 
there was his Noah’s ark, with its four foaming 
steeds; next, his theodolitze; vertical and reflecting 
circles; transit instruments; his box-chronometers; 
mounted barometers, (on horseback, he supposed, ) 
reflecting telescopes, thermometers, and alhidades; 
his arm-protractors; his microscopie comparateur; 
his subdivided kilogrammes; micrometer screws; 
and, last, his box of wooden legs. These (said Mr. 
M.) are the accoutrements of the conmander-in- 
chief. Then we havea brilliant array of army 
Officers, with their sixty tents, with a retinue of 
wagons and horses, Then came the navy force, 
headed by a captain in the navy, with several na- 
val officers, and twenty boats, with their crews, 
Now, he would say that it did require the talents of 
Marshal Blucher fo manage this grand array of na- 
val and military force, 

While speaking of the arrogance of this foreigner, 
he didnot wish to be understood as having any 
hostile feelings to any foreigner that came to this 
country. On the contrary, he was willing that he 
should enjoy the same rights that he (Mr, M.) did; 
Willing, in short, to piace him on the same footing with 
himself; bat he was unwilling that he should exalt 
himself above every other man in the country, 
and to see the Congress of the United States en- 
dorse the calumny. Such was the prejudice of this 
foreigner against the United States, that he would 
not even get the copper for his plates in this coun- 
try, bat sent for them to Europe; and when he did get 
it, it was found to be worthless, and unfit for the 
purpose. He also sent to Hamburgh for two en- 
gtavers, when it was well known that there were a 
number of engravers in this country capable of ex. 
ecuting any work that might be given them. 
Speaking of his arrogance, there was not a depart- 
ment of the Government, in which he bad not 
given a sample of it. He was first attached to the 
Navy Department, and at one time he had sev. 
eral sericus difficulties with Secretary Dicker- 
son. Then he was transferred to the Treasury 
Department, and we find him there (said Mr. M.) 
conducting 2 voluminous correspondence with the 
Secretary about his pay, and tbe pay of those 
under his command. Though so much had been 
said about his disinterestedness, yet he was willing 
to absert himself from his duties for months, to 
‘quable with the departments about the amount of 
his compensation: And as to his great qualifica- 
tions—why, he tells you himself, in one of his 
reports, that he was five years getting ready to bea 
gin his work; and all that time, too, drawing fall 
day from the Government, Í 


+ 


es 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


One instance of Mr. Hassler’s want of temper, 
‘and disrespect:to Congress, he would mention. The 
committee, anxiéus to ascertain when ihe charts of 
thé surveys.that bad been made could be published, 
- with. the cost -of them, inquired of the engraver 

who was summoned bef.re them, what the cost of 

‘engraving them. would be. He answered, that he 

could not teil without seeing the manuscript.charts: 

‘Upon. this, the committee addressed a letter to Mr. 

‘H., which was sent by the engraver, requesting 

him to permit that gentleman to see the charts, and 
„telling him the purpose for which. they were to be 

inspected. The engraver eame back to the com- 
mhittee-room, and said that Mr. H. refused to’ Jet 
him see the charts, and had used language, both 
towards the committee and Congress, so exceeding- 
dy disrespectful, that he would not like to repeat it. 
This would be sufficient to show the temper of this 
Galileo, who was always courting inquiry, and, 
when it was instituted, loudly: complained about 
persecution, Here was a letter from Mr., H., in 
reply to the respectful note addressed to him by the 
committee, which he would ask the Clerk to read, 
in order toshow the temper of this man, and the 
disrespectful manner in which he treated a com- 
mittee of the House. 


Mr. WISE objected to the reading of that letter. 
It was a part of the journal of the committee; and 
he, as a member of the ccmmiltee, protested against 
the reading of any part of its journal, unless all 
the members of the commiltee had access to it, to 
make a report. 


Mr. MALLORY said that the papers of the 
committee had passed freely about from member 
to member; and Mr. Hassler himself had been 
permitted to take a copy of his evidence, for the 
purpose of explaining it; though, in doing so, be 
made about ten lines fur every ene of h's testi- 
mony, and confused it so that it wowd take a 
Philadelphia lawyer to understand it. He would 
not, however, violate the tules of the louse by 
reading the letter, though it would seem but fair 
that he should be permitted to do what other gen- 
tlemen had done in the course of the debate. His 
colleague, the other day, in bis remarks, made use 
of testimony that was before the commitiee; and 
the friends of Mr. Hassler had made ase of infor- 
mation derived {rom the officers of the coast sur- 
vey. 

[Here several gentlemen called for the reading of 
the letter; and it was read, as follows: 


Wasninaton, May 30, 1912, 

Sin: The unprovoked fnsu/t offered to me by seading the 
engraver Stone to me to inspect the work of thecaast survey 
in the map of New York, is too much, as well for the 
powers of the committee, as for the feelings ofan honest man, 

You know that the maps of the coast survey cannot be en- 
proved but in the ofico under my ewn inspection. You know 
that the map in question is alveady cut up in platee, two of 
which are under the engraver’s hands nearly finished, two 
others just beginning, for wo more the drawing is nearly 
finished, and two more are half finished drawings, 

You know that the engraver Stone is in no way qualified to 
do such work, nor that E could be made responsible for any of 
his doings. Hence you canrot otherwise but conclude that the 
measure you begin is destructive to the work, therefore to the 
execution and expenses hitherto incurred, therefore directly 
opposite to the aim: professed by the conmmiiltee to favor the 
coast survey work, 

No man can expect that E, who am answerable for the work, 
could be compelled to give the final execution in the hands of a 
mau in whom Ihave not the slightest reason to have any couti- 
dence whatever. 

I consider the sending of Btone foinspect my work, as he said 

- first, an unmerited insult; and Fam certain thatevery meni 
ber of the committee, placed in my situation, would consider 
it 50. 

With best respect and good wishes, 
Your obediont servant, 
F. R. HASSLER. 


Hon. Francis MALLORY, 
Chairman of the Committee on the Coast Survey. 

Here was a specimen (Mr. M. said) of the tem- 
per and ability of this Gaileo, who reminded him 
of Paracelsus of old, the greatest boaster cf the 
age he lived in. This empyric said that he had 
discovered an elixir, the drinking of which wouid 
render a man immortal; yel he died with a vial of 
it in his pocket. 

Now, as he had but little time left him, he 
would give the reasons why he thought the super- 
‘Yotendence of this coast survey should be placed in 
Other hands. Though Mr. d. had been fer such a 
number of years employed in this work, no part of 
the survey was yet complete. When the commit- 
tee examined him, they found that there had been 


no deep soundings from Point Jadith to the Dela- 
ware; and when questioned on that subject, he an- 
swercd that itcould not be done unless Congress 
would make an additional appropriation cf one 
hundred thousand dollars. He said that he had 
discovered great errors. in Bowdiich and the 
- American Almanac as to the latitude and lon- 
gitude of several parts of the coast; and yet 
he has not made them public, so that his 
discoveries are of no manner of benefit to nav- 
igatore. Then, as to the Gedney channel, for which 
so much credit has been given him on that floor. 
Why, he did not discover it. It was discovered by 
Capt. Gedney, an officer of the navy, and though 
it was discovered as long.ago as 1835, it was not 
yet published. Then the famous shoal in the Del- 
aware, of which so mach was said by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, [Mr. J. R. InaersoLL,] 
was discovered three years ago, and no chart of it 
has yet been published. One great objection to 
him was the slow progress he had made in the 
work, and the probability that it would be equally 
slow in future. We have a coast of 3,000 miles 
in extent, and only 300 of it has yet been survey- 
ed. Now, any school boy, with his slate, could eal- 
culate that, if it took ten years to go round 300 
miles, it would take one hundred years to go round 
3,000. None but a Rosicrucian, therefore, could 
expect to see the completion of the work. Whether 
it was to cost two or twenty millions, no man could 
tell. When Mr. Hassler was asked that question, he 
could give no information on the subject. In con- 
clusion, Mr. M. said that the direction of the work 
ought to be changed. Lt ought to be placed under 
the charge of the officers of the army and navy; 
„and, by this means, a saving could be effected of 
$40,000 a year. 
The hour having arrived at which, by the reso- 
lution adopted this morning, the debate was to 
terminate, Mr. M. was cut short in his remarks, 


. and took his seat. 


Mr. GILMER then modified his resolution by 
substituting $10,000 for $20 000, so as to strike out 
$50,000 and insert $10,000. 

Mr. SPRIGG asked if it would be in order to 
move a division of the question, 

The CHAIR said that it would not. 

Mr. TRIPLETT iaguired what course gentle- 
men were to take who wanted the appropriation 
sirick2n out altogether. He did not want to vote 
a cent. i 

The CHAIR said that, afier tbe question was 
taken on the pending motion, it would be in 
order to move to strike out the whole clavse. 

The question was then taken by tellers, (Messrs. 
We ier and Trprerr,) on Mr. Ginmer’s mo- 
tion, and carried—ayes 82, noes 63. 

So the appropriation was reduced from $50,000 
to $10,000. 

Mr. GWIN then moved to strike out the whole 
clause making an appropriation for the coast sur- 
vey; and the question having been taken by tellers, 
(Messrs. Brack and C. J. Incersont) was carried— 
ayes 79, noes 64. 

So the appropriation for the coast survey was 
Stricken out. 


Mr. TILLINGHAST offered an amendment, 
apprepriating $5,000 for preparing and publishing 
an account of tke exploring expedition; which was 
adopted. 

Mr. SPRIGG moved to strike out the appro- 
priation of $25,000 for the custom-house at Bos- 
ton: rejected—ayes 47, noes not counted. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Indiana cffered an amend- 
went, to come in after the clause providing for mis- 
cellaneous claims, that no part of that sum should 
be applied to the furnishing the new cust m house 
at the city of New York: carricd—ayes 64, 
noes §2. i 

The clause making appropriations for light- 
houses having been read and coneurred in— 

Mr. SPRIGG cffered an amendment, providing 
that the Secretary of the Treasury shail cause an 
account to be kept of all the expenditures, of every 
description whatseever, in relation to light-houses; 
and that he report the same annually to Congress: 
rejected—ayes 55, nos 71. 

Mr. McK-EON moved lo strike out the appro- 


priation for- the pay of ministers to Prussia, Aus- 
tala, Spain, and Brazil: lost without a count. 

Mr. McKEON moved to strike out the whole 
clause making an appropriation for the salaries of 
chargé; des affaires to Portugal, Denmark, Swe- 
den Holland, Belgium, Chili, Peru, Venezuela, 
New Grenada, Texas, Naples, and Sardinia: lost 
without a division. oye Ee 

Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL offered an amendment 
appropriating $5,000 for the pay of a commercial 
agent to Europe: rejected. ee 

[The reporter has been furnished by Mr, Incer- 
SOLL with the following, as the substance of the re- 
marks he would have made, had he not been pros 
hibited from doing so by the resolution which cut 
off further debate on the bill.] 


Mr. C. J, INGERSOLL hardly expected his 
motion to succeed, because the project was novel, 
involving expense, and a new office, Yet he would 
explain why he was convinced it ought; believing 
that, eventually, it would; for the more it came 
to be considered, the greater favor. it would find. 
The productive interest. of this great country. is 
immense, and may be much improved by Govern- 
ment. During the current year, two million two 
hundred thousand bales of cotton, incalevlable 
quantities of grain, meat, coal, lumber, and other 
staples, have sprung from the soil, craving con- 
sumers. They are all cheap beyond former expe- 
rience. While superabundant kere, there is erying 
want of them in cther countries. We have a vast 
deal more than we can consume, while they want 
a vast deal more (han they can get, merely because 
commercial restriclions prevent cur supplying them, 
and: thereby greatly augmenting our navigating 
wealth, too. . 

What I propose is a cheap and rational endea- 
vor to promote an object so desirable, bya com- 
mercial agency—national, but not politieal—pro- 
ductive, not diplomatic—a foreign minister, to rep- 
resent abread not the Government, but the produce 
of the United States—the cotton, grain, meats, 
coal, rice, lumber, and whatever else our teeming 
mother earth annually brings forth for the comfort 
of mankind, to clothe, feed, warm, aud make them 
happy. This House did originate such a minister 
for cne staple—tobacco; and the minister plenipo- . 
tentiary of the United States to Austria is, in fact, 
nothing more than a tobacco agent. All our for- 
eign ministers are, indeed, but commercial agents; 
ant what I propose is, to aid them by an attorney 
ad hoc, whose sole business shail be to remove the 
obstacles to more extended American commerce, 
by demonstrating to foreign Governments—and, 
more than Governments, by convincing. foreign 
nations—that it is their interest not to let their peo 
ple suffer while we can casily and cheaply prevent 
it. Our political forsien ministers are well enough 
in their orbits; though we have too many little 
ones. But what we want is not-politicians, or even 
statesmeo; but practical men of business, without 
the parade or restraintof diplomacy, yet with the 
recommendation and support of Government, to 
enlighten the understanding, and enlist the interests 
of other countries—~to awaken their minds to the 
demonstrable policy of improving their condition, 
by connecting it with what we bave and they have 
not, fairly exchanged for what they have more 
than we. Foreign political ministers aione cannot 
do this: consuls still less. They are both station- 
ary——the consuls without salaries, mostly mer- 
chants, having their livelihocd to earn. What we 
want is intelligent men, to go everywhere, mix 
informally with all classes, act in every proper 
way on public opinion, break inveterate habits and 
prejudices, and bring about convictions undoubt- 
edly rational, 

Perhaps twice as much cotton as is raised in the 
United States conid be wrought in France and Ger- 
many, where the cheap labor, the ingenious bandi- 
crafts, the taste and scientific knowledge, exceed 
those of England; and the filations and industrial 
progress of both those great countries, and in 
developments as energetic as those of Great Britain, 
from 1810 to 1830; and in neither France nor Ger- 
many has American cotton any rival home-inter- 
est, such as English India. The late German 
trade union-—called, 1 believe, Zoll Verein—has, no 
doubi, not escaped the attention of our Govern- 
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ment, where Prussian, Austrian, and perhaps other 
ministers must be alive to its vast importance to 
American commerce. But such ministers, with 
their formal correspondence, cannot see all that 
the occasion calls for. This is the moment of uni- 
versal peace and universal struggle for productive 
independence of British manufacturing supremacy. 

: We ought to strain every nerve for our share of the 
wealth of nations. We ought to have special, 
informal agencies to recommend, explain, and in- 
trodace our staples. A friendly feeling is said to 
exist in Germany towards our intercourse. It cer- 
tainly did in France; and even yet does, notwith- 
standing our late most ifl-advised acts of Congress 
to alienate the French. The consumption of our 
rice has considerably increased through the north- 
ern Germaa ports, I believe, since, by mutual con- 
cessions, we have cultivated more dealings with 
them. The same thing may be done for cotton, 
coal, meats, grain, and lumber, with Germany, 

«France, and England too, by similar means. The 
increased consumption of our cotton might be im- 
mense. But we must act with all our faculties 

» by commercial as well as diplomatic insirumentai- 
ty—and do it without delay, Now is the very 
time, when all Europe is casting about to remodel 
their industry, with all good will, to cultivate our 
acquaintance; and we are greaning with excessive 
production, clamoring for consumers. Habit in 
Europe is an umpiré we have no idea of, which it 
requires revolution to change; and we must not 
let those great customers acquire the habit of using 
Egyptian, South American, or East India ecotten, 
inferior to ours. We can beat them all casily, at 
any price. And so of several other great staples. 
Reciprocal commercial concessions would soon 
work miracles for us in all the countries of Europe, 
just now shaking off the English yoke. But, for 
this accomplisbment we must not rely on our for- 
eign ministers, er consult, or merchants atone. 
Government must interpose by special agency to 
dispel prejudice, impress information, enlighten 
public tentiment, (especially the press,) and by all 
fair, open, and active action, carry conviction home 
upon communities. 

See what the late English cuties act has done 
in the way of awakening them to the advantage of 
being supplied. with American meat. And not 
ouly Great Britain, but France may be supplied 
with it. Pork, for instance, worth 3 or 4 cents a 
pound in Cincinnati, would briog from 12 to 16 
in Lyons or Toulon, as well as London and Dub- 
lin. Of the nine hundred thousand people of Paris, 
and two millions of London, mauy thousands are 
half starved because they cannot pay J2 cents for 
pork we can sell them at six. The whole Woest- 
erm country, with its inexhaustible prodactions of 
food and clothing, fs vilally interested in the meas- 
ure I propose. 

Amerisan cotten-—the mightiest of staples, be- 
fore which even iron is eclipsed—hitherto the sun 
of the world of industry—may be readily made to 
supersede Egyptian, South American, and East In. 
dia cotton, which, for coarse fabrics, is used in 
France, Germany, and Switzerland; bui, to do 
that, habit must be overcome. Egyptian cotten, 
introduced mostly through French ports, has had 
considerable foothold m many paris of Europe. 
The ascertained conzumption, the kinds preferred, 
and the quantity and quality that might be wanted, 
regularly published by an A:nericay agent ad hee, 
would be reliable information to onr coulon-grow- 
ets, alore worth much more than all the cost of 
the agency I propose. Merchants kuow that mer- 
cantile prices current are often published, and cir- 
eulars desemineted, to conceal, noi tell the truth, 
for the benefit of speculators. Fine North Ameri- 
can cotion, which cannot be rivalled by Egypt, 
Brazil, or India, is to clothe men, ships, and dwell- 
ings throughout the world, and render it tributary 
to this country, if it will but do jastice to that ines- 
timable productioa, of which even the varicus uses 
yet remain to be discovered. The agency pro- 
posed should bend its whole force to the greaier 
establishment of this; and might, at least, donble 
our export of it, 

Another American growth may, I think, be fa. 
miliarized to European adoption—stone ena). The 
industry of France is eramped for want of fuel, 


There is none but very inferior wood, costing at 
Paris about $18 the cord. English coal is subject- 


ed to a heavy export duty before it leaves England, ' 


and a heavy impost.in France; so that itis not 
used there. Coal from Belgium is taken to Frarce; 
but it is not near as good, or, I believe, as cheap as 
our coal. It is bituminous. What. French coal 
there may be is inaccessible, for want of roads and 
canals to it Now, Pennsylvania coal, if taken to 
France as ballast, might be delivered there at less 


than one-third of the price of French fire-wood; and” 


even paying freight, at about one-half, I sup- 
pose—at from five dollars to eight dollars the ton. 
Connected with cotton, what a prodigious impulse 
it might give to French industry! I have long 
thought that the coal-miners, or even the Legisla- 
ture of Pennsylvania, ought to send a coal agent to 
France, without waiting the action of Congress. 
But the commercial agency I propose would em- 
brace all our staples—cotton, coal, grain, meat, 
rice, lumber, and others. 


I have not mentioned tobacco, because I believe 
it would be by far the most difficult to get intro- 


duced freely. But there is no reason why the com- 


mercial agency suggested should not embrace to- 
bacco. with the rest. 


It is not necessary to point out the advantages of 
such commercial extension to navigation. But it 
ought to be added, that its success would be the 
best remedy for the evils of the bad currency, 
which all agree we suffer under. 


I have but sketched what might be drawn at 
large. It would be easy to carry these views much 
further, to explain their intimate connexion with 
our currency—our very Union itself. But I omit 
much that might be presented, confining myself to 
the shertest intimation of what I am ‘sure the 
more it is thought of, the more convineing it will 
prove, when abier and more practical minds than 
mine come to consider it. American cotton, coal, 
grain, rice, meat, lumber—all the principa? staples 
of this teeming country, need but foreign markets 
for their exports to be increased beyond belief, 
‘They are as much needed abroad as they are su- 
perabundant at home. A few thousand dollars— 
not more than a very few days of debate, or even 
of adjournment of Congress, cost—would amply 
pay a special agent, (or more than one, if deemed 
advisable,) to visit the capitals and other proper 
places of Europe, openly and freely to enlighten 
pablic sentiment, enlist private interest, incline 
Governments, inform the press, and prevail on 
nations to cultivate a greater commercial inter- 
course than now exists with this people. We 
have been, I think, extremely remiss in this en- 
deavor, Ftook the liberty of mentioning it per- 
sonally to the last administration; I have taken the 
same liberty with tbe presen’; without. much 
encouragement from either. 1 now lay it be- 
fore Congress and before the country, hard- 
ly flattering myself that it will have immediate 
acceptance; but well assured that the more it is 
thought of, the more favor it wili find. One such 
agent as is contemplated for a sum insignificant in 
amount, if properly selected—no party hack or 
mere personal favorite—may render more public 
service than two-thirds of the diplomatie instru- 
ments we maintain abroad. Mr. I. concluded by 
invoking the aid of those representing the inter- 
esis of cotton, and coal, and grain, and meat, on 
the floor, to support his motion. It asks for a very 
small sum, which, even if all his notions on the 
subject were unsound, would be less than is con- 
linually paid for printing some useless documeni, or 
paying some undeserving applicant. If even par- 
tially successful, its resnlis would be inestimably 
valuable. Itis a kind of cheap utilitarian mission, 
more deserving of attention than all the sham 
diplomacy we send abrcad. If this pian had been 
recommended by the Executive, and introduced by 
a committee heralded by a report, there would be 
no doubt of its adoption. The Committee of the 
Whole would determine whether an individual 
effort, without any such advantages, is deserving of 
support. 


Mr. T. W. WILLIAMS moved to add an ap- 


propriation for the salary of the consul at Beyrout, 
in Syria, $500: rejected without a division. 


G 


Mr. MERIWETHER offered the following 
amendment: ; 

And be it further enacted, That no part ofany appropriation 
hereby made, shall be transferred to any other object than that 
for which it is specifically appropriated, 

Rejected. 


Mr. McKENNAN submitted the following 
amendment : : ` 


Provided, further, That it shall not be lawful for any clerk 
appointed after the commencement of the present session of 
Congress to be allowed or paid out of any moneys appropriated 
by this-act, only at the lowest rate of salary authorized by law 
to the clerkships in the office where such ¢lerk may be so ap- 
pointed: And provided, further, That the senior efficient 
experienced clerks in office previously to the commencement 
of the present session of Congress shall be allowed and paid at 
the higher, rates of salary, according to their seniority in office, 
and their ‘efficiency and experience in the business of the office 
wherein they are employed, and of which efficiency and expe- 
rience the immediate head thereof shall judge and determine. 


Rejected without a count. : 


On motion byMr. FILLMORE, the bill was fur- 
ther amended by inserting an appropriation for the 
contingent expenses of the bureau of navy yards 
and docks, $250. 

On motion by Mr. FILLMORE, the committee 
then rose, and reported the bill to the House as 
amended. f 3 

Mr. YORKE moved the previous question; which 
motion prevailed, and the House immediately pro- 
ceeded to vote upon the amendments reported from 
the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. WISE asked for the yeas and nays on con- 
curring with the committee in striking out the ap- 
propriation of $50,000 for the coast survey under 
Hassler’s superintendence; and they were or- 
dered. 

The House concurred by the following vote: 


YEAS—Messrs. Landaf W. Andrews, Sherlock J. An- 
drews, Arnold, Arrington, Atherton, Aycrigg, Babcock, Bee» 
son, Bidlack, Black, Boardman, Botts, Boyd, Brewster, Bron- 
son, Aaron V. Brown, Milton Brown, Charles Brown, Burkey 
William Butler, William O. Butler, Green W. Caldwell, 
Patrick C. Caldwell, William B, Campbell, Thomas J. 
Campbell, Caruthers, Casey, Chapman, Chittenden, Clifford, 
James Cooper, Mark A. Cooper, Cowen, Cravens, Cross, 
Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, Dean, Deberry, Doan, Doig, 
Eastman, Egbert, Fessenden, John G. Floyd, Charles A. Floyd, 
A. Lawrence Foster, Gamble, Gentry, Gerry, Gilmer, Gog- 
gin, William O. Goode, Graham, Green, Gustine, Gwin, Har- 
ris, Hays, Houck, Houston, Hubard, Hunter, Jack, Andrew 
Kennedy, Lewis, Littlefield, Abraham McClellan, McKay, 
Marchand, Thomas F, Marshall, Mathiot, Mattocks, Maxwell, 
Maynard, Medill, Meriwether, Mitchell, Moore, Morgan, Mor- 
ris, Newhard, Osborne, Owsley, Patridge, Payne, Plumer, 
Ramsey, Read, Reding, Rencher, Reynolds, Riggs, Rogers, 
William Russell, Shaw, Shields, Slade, Snyder, Sollers, Sprigg, 
Stokely, Alexander H. H. Stuart, John T. Stuart, John E 
Thompson, Jacob Thompson, Triplett, Trotti, Turney, Ward, 
Watterson, Weller, Westbrook, Joseph L. White, Christopher 
H, Williams, and Yorke—119, 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Baker, Barton, Birdseye, 
Blair, Borden, Bowne, Briggs, Burnell, Calhoun, John Camp- 
bell, Cary, Childs, John ©.” Clark, Staley N, Clarke, Clinton, 
Coles, Cranston, Cushing, Daniel, Dawson, Everett, Ferris, 
Fillmore, Fornance, Gates, Giddings, Patrick G. Goode, Gor- 
don, Granger, Hastings, Henry, Iloward, Hudson, Charles J. 
Ingersoll, ‘Joseph R. Ingersoll, James Irvin, William W. Ir- 
win, William Cost Johnson, John W. Jones, Isaac D.Jones, 
Keim, John P, Kennedy, King, Linn, Lowell, Robert McClel- 
lan, McKennan, McKeon, Alfred Marshall, Miller, Morrow, 
Parmenter, Pendleton, Benjamin Randall, Alexander Randall, 
Randolph, Ridgway, Rodney, Roosevelt, James M. Russell, 
Saltonstall, Sanford, Truman’ Smith, Stanly, Summers, Sum- 
ter, Taliaferro, Richard W. Thompson, Tillinghast, Toland, 
Trumbull, Underwood, Van Buren, Wallace, Warren, Wash- 
ington, Thomas W, Williams, Joseph L. Williams, Winthrop, 
Wise, Wood, Augustus Young, and John Young—&4. 


The amendment of the eommittec reduging the 
appropriation for the contingent expenses of the 
Bureau of Medicine and Surgery to $200, was non~ 
concurred in. 

The remaining amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL attempted to get in an 
amendment reducing ibe appropriation for the Ja- 
diciary; but 

The SPEAKER ruled him out of order, ipase 
much as the previous question had been ordered, 

The engrossment of the bill was then ordered. 

Mr. FILLMORE asked the unanimous consent 
of the House to have the question now taken on 
its passage. 

The bill was then read a third time, and passed. 


OHIO RIVER. 

Mr. W. W. IRWIN offered the following reso- 
lution; which was adopted: d 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, die 
rected to cause to be communicated to the House of Represent- 
atives, as soon as convenient, the report by Captain George W, 
Hughes, of the United States corps of topographical engis 
neers, of his late reconnoissance and survey of the Ohio river. 


_ The SPEAKER submitted a number of Exeeu- 
tive communications, as follows: € 


=; ILA communication from the Treasury Depart- 


- Meni, transmitting the report of F. R. Hassler, up- ` 


on ihe progress. of the coast survey; also, a report 
‘upon the subject of the s'andard weights and meas- 
ures: referred to. the Select Committee. 

- 2; A communication from the Treasury Depart- 
‘ment, covering the annual report and list of insol- 
vent-debtors in the United States: referred .to the 
Judiciary Committee. coe 


8, A communication from the Navy Depart- 


ment, in answer to the resolution of the House, 
passed 17h December, calling for information in 
‘relation to the dry dook contemplated at Brooklya: 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. FILLMORE moved that the communica- 
tion be a'so printed. 

Which motion was opposed by Mr. WISE. 

After debate, it was carriel—ayes 83, noes not 
counted. 

COAST SURVEY BY NAVY OFFICERS. 

Mr. MERIWETHER offered the following res- 

olution: 
_ Resolved, That the Select Committee on the Coast Survey 
inquire into the propriety of dispensing with the topographical 
survey of the same; of limiting the number of persons (inclu- 
ding the superintendents and assistants) engaged therein; and 
of employing officers of the navy in the same. 

Mr. WISE remarked, that all that was embraced 
in the resolution was now under consideration by 
the select commitice raised at the last session, and 
continued at the present. He pledged himself, as 
a member of that committee, to investigate the 
“whole subject, and to summon every topographical 
engineer in the city to testify; and he ventared to 
say, that if al! the testimony already taken had 
been read, the House would not have come to such 
a vote as it did to-day, when the whole appropria- 
tion for the survey was stricken out. 

Mc. EVERETT was of opinion thata blow had 
been to-day struck at the coast survey, from which 
he doubted if it ever would survive. Besides the in- 
‘trinsic usefulness of such a survey to the country, 
it was due to our national pride that it should be 
kept up, and the United States thereby contribute 

` its share to the science of the world. He tben 
commented upon the evil effects which would flow 
‘from Ibe casting a suspicion abroad that Mr. 
Hassler was a humbug. Such a course would, he 
thought, destroy the efficiency of any successor 
who might be appointed in resuscitating the work. 

Mr. CHARLES BROWN said the House had 
struck no blow at the coast survey, as was assert- 
ed by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Wiss] and 
the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Everers;} 
ithad only decided that it would relieve the treas- 
ury of the country from an annual expenditure of 
one hundred thousand dollars, and the survey from 
the paralyzing influence of a superannuated super- 
intendent and his corps, and place the whole ander 
the officers of the navy and army of the United 
Slates, where it ought always to have been. Ii the 
Government had no officers in ifs navy and army 
capable of carrying on the work, it was time it 
had; and which, if it had not, it could soon get. 
He hoped, therefore, that the resolution of the gen- 
teman from Georgia (Mr. Mesiwetner] would 
be adopted; and that the committee would introduce 
“a bill, at an early day, placing this important work 
under (he charge of the Presidentof the United 
States, to be conducted by officers of the navy and 
of the topographical engineers of the army—of 
‘thore officers that the Government had been cdu- 
cating, at a large expense, for forty years. He 
had not the least doubt but, under them, the survey 
would be as well done, and far more expeditiously, 
than under Mr. Hassler. 

Mr. WISE would merely say that cur engi- 
neers, from Abert and Totten down, would all de- 
clare that they were notso competent as Hassler; 
and not only that, but also that no other man could 

be found as competent. 

Mr. MERIWETHER said, it was true he had 
voted against the appropriation to-day, and he 
could tell the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Ev- 
pRETT] that ifa blow had been struck at the coast 
survey, as conducted by Mr. Hassler, he was giad 
_tbai he had been enabled to assist in striking that 
blow. 

. He did not believe that there was a greater hum- 
bug in the country than this same Mr. Hassler, 
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He was disposed to carry on the survey, because 


' his constituents were interested in it;-but they 


wanted it completed before the next century: Un- 


“der present auspices, there was no prospect of ac- 


complishing sucha design.. 

The question was then taken upon the resolution, 
and it was adopted. 
` After whicb, the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Faipay, December 23, 1842. 

Mr. CLAYTON presented the memorial of the 
heirs of Robert Fulton; which, in connexion with 
the papers on the files of the Senate relating to the 
claim, was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. MILLER presented a memorial from the 
president and directors of the Patriotic Bank of 
Washington, praying an extension of their charter; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. BAYARD presented memorials from the 
president and directors of the Bank of Potomac, 
and the Farmers’ Bank of Alexandria, praying for 
an extension of their charters, respectively; which 
were referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. BAYARD gave notice of leave to introduce 
a bill to establish naval schools. 

Mr. McROBERTS presented a memorial from 
certain citizens of Otiowa, Illinois, praying the es- 
tablighment ofa mail route from Ottowa, via Mid- 
dle Peint, to Napierville, in that State; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

On motion by Mr. TAPPAN, it was ordered that 
the petition of the heirs of George C. Johnson be 
taken from the files, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian A ffairs. 

Mr. STURGEON presented a memoria! from 
manufacturers of furred hats in Harrisburg, Penn., 
praying Congress to give them incidental protec- 
tion, by removing the 25 per cent. duty imposed on 
imported furs by the tariff of last session: referred 
to the Committee on Manufactures. 

On motion by Mr. STURGEON, it was ordered 
that the petition and papers of Charles Me. Keller 
be taken from the files of the Senate, and refer. 
red to the Committee on Patents and the Patent 
Office. 

On motion by Mr. HUNTINGTON, it was 
ordered that the papers of Charles Kohler be taken 
from tho files of the Senate, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Finance, 
reported back, without amendment, House bill en- 
trled “An act making appropriations for the civil 
and diplomatic expenses of the Government for the 
half calendar year ending the 30th day of June, 
1842.” 

Mr. E. gave notice that, if agrecabl® to the 
Senate, he would, at 1 o’clock, move to go into the 
consideration of this bill. 

Also reported back, from the same committee, 
without amendment, Senate bill to regulate the cur- 
rency of the foreign gold and silver coins. 

Mr. BATES, from the Committee on Pensions, 
reported back, without amendment, Senate bill to 
regulate the compensation to pension agents, 

Also reported back, from the same committec, 
without amendment, Senate bill to continue the of- 
fice of Commissioner of Pensions. 

Mr. McROBERTS, from the Committee on the 
Post Office aed Post Roads, reported back, without 
amendment, and with a recommendation ibat it 
do pass, the bill for the relief of the Nantucket 
Steamboat Company. ` 

Mr. SEVIER, on leave, introduced a bill for the 
relief of the persons residing within the repuicd 
limits of the States of Arkansas and Louisiana, 
beyond the beundary line between the United 
Sates and the Republic of Texas, as established by 
the commissioners appointed to ascertain the sanie; 
whieh was read twice, and referred to the Conie 


i tnittee on the Judiciary. 


Messrs. TALLMADGE and PORTER present. 
ed memorials from the city of New York, reman- 
strating against ibe repeal of the bankrupt ect; 
which were referred to the Judiciary Committee. 


Mr. WILLIAMS submitted the following reso- 
„lution; which was agreed to: hears 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed-to in- 
form the Senate whether ornot.any pensions for disability to 
officers, seamen, and marines, whilein the service and receiv- 
ing pay, have been paid since August 16, 1841; and if any, 
` whai has been the amount thus paid, and under what law-such 
payments have been made, since the passage of the act of 
July 16, 1841. : 


Mr. WOODBURY presented the’ petition of 


James Rundiler, praying indemnity for losses by 


the depreciation of funds paid him for supplies far- 
nished the Government during the late war; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. Se 

Mr. W. also presented documents in relation to 
the claim of - William Russell for fishing bounty; 
which were referred to the Committee on Coms 
merce. 

Mr. LINN, on leave, introduced a bill for the 
relief of the heirs and legal representatives. of 
Madame De Lusser; which was read twice, and ye- 
ferred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Also, introduced a. bill for the relief of Elizabeth 
Munroe; which was read twice, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. : 

Also, a bill for the relief of Capt. J. Throckmor- 
ton; which was read twice, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. . 

Mr. HENDERSON, on leave, introduced a bill 
to confirm the survey and location of claims te 
land in the State of Mississippi, east of Pearl river, 
and south of the thirty-first degree of north latitude; 
which was read twice, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands. $ 

Also, introduced a joint resolution authorizing 
the Secretary of the Treasury to settle, on. certain 
terms, the liabilities of the sureties of Gordon D. 
Boyd, late receiver of public moneys at Columbus, 
Mississippi; which was twice read, and referred to 
the Judiciary Committee. 

The following resolution, submitted by Mr. Bar» 
Row on yesterday, was taken up and agreed to, 
viz: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of granting to the State 
of Louisiana every alternate section of the public lands in the 
limits of that State, which have been returned as not worth the 
cost of survey; and cach alternate section of such lands as are 
subject to inundation by the overflowing of the Mississippi 
river, on the condition that the said Siate construct levees, by 
means of which said lands shal) be effectually protected, there- 
after, from inundation; And provided, That the proceeds. of 
the sales of lands reclaimed by means of such levees, shalt be 
exclusively appropriated by the State of Louisiana to the ma- 
king of roads and the improving of rivers and bayous within its 
AFRICAN SQUADRON AND QUINTUPLE 

TREATY. . . ; 


The following resolution, submiued by’ Mr. 
Benton, was taken up as one of the special 
erders of the day: : 


Htesolved, That the President be requested to inform the Sen- 
ate, (if compalible with the public interest,) whether the quin- 
tuple treaty, for the suppression of the slave-trade, has 
been communicated to the Goyeroment of the United States 
in any form whatever; and, if so, by whom; for what pure 
pose; and what answer may have been returned to such 
communication. Also, fo communicate to the Senate all the 
information which may have been received by the Governs 
ment of the United States, going to show that the “course which. 
this Government might take in relation to said treaty has 
cxciicd no small degree of attention and discussion in Eu- 
rape? Also, to infora the Senate how far the “warm animad- 
versions,” and “the great political excitement” which this trea» 
ty has caused in Europe, have any application or reference to 
the United States. Also, to inform the Senate what danger 
there was that “the laws and the obligations’! of the United 
States in relation to the suppressien of the slave-trade-would 
be “executed Dy others” if we did not “remove ihe pretext 
and motive for violating our flag andexecuting our laws, 
by © tering into the stipulations for the African squadron, and 
the remonstrating embasies which are contained in the 8th and 
Xh articles of the late British treaty. Also, that the President ` 
be requested tọ communicate to the Senate all the correspond- 
ence with cur ministers abroad, relating to the foregoing 
points of inquiry. Also, that the President be -requested tg - 
communicate to the Senate all such information upon the 
negotiation of the African squadron articles as will show the 
origin of said articles, and the history and progress of their 
formation. 


Mr. B. said the resolution presented two distinct 
peints of inquiry: one in relation to the quintuple 
ireaty for the suppression of the slave-trade; the 
other in relation to the danger of seeing our laws 
in relation to the suppression of the slave-trade exe- 
ented by others, if we did not execute these laws eur- 
selves. Both inquiries arise cut of the President’s 
message of Augusi last, in which the quintuple treaa 
ty ismentioned in a way to authorize the belief that 
the contluct of the ullied powers has had relation te 
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the United States ; and the danger that others would - 


execule curlaws for us, if we did not enter into 
the African alliance: and both points were so pre- 
sented, as to operate as inducemenis to the Senate 
to agree to the treaty. Al the same time, the evi- 
dences of this were not given; the correspondence 
shed, no light upon it; and there were no proto- 
cols, or minutes of conference, to show what pass- 
ed between the British and American regotiatiors, 
Now, these beliefs, thus created, were either found- 
ed or not. If founded, and the great powers of 
Europe have actually taken cognizance of our 
conduct in relation to the slave trade, we, 
the people of the United States, ought to know 
it; it is due to them to know it. If not found- 
ed, then it is due to Great Britain, Austria, and 
Prussia, that they should be absolved from a sus- 
picion which the message creates against them. 
No one can read the passages in the message with- 
out feeling that a belief ot interference in our af- 
fairs is created against these sovereigns. It is noi 
asserted, but they and their conduct are referred to 
in a way to excite the belief. If Mr. B. ven- 
tured any opinion, it would be, that the imputa- 
tion was unfounded; and thatall this parade of the 
quintuple allies, and the attention—discussion— 
animadversion—excitement—which is presented to 
us, was merely a scenic representation, to help on 
with the ratification cf the treaty. With respect 
to the other branch of the inquiry—that in relation 
to execuling our laws for us, if we did not execute 
them ourselves——he believed that there was such a 
threat; that it came from Great Britain; and that 
the people had a right to know whether it is true. 
As it stands, the message as good as affirms it. 
These were Mr. B.’s. reasons for making the 
call, and he was taken by surprise to see any ob- 
jection to it. But objection was made; and now he 
must vindicate his call; and he woald do it on 
both points of inquiry, and each in their order. 
First, as to the quintuple treaty: The Senator 
from Virginia supposes there is nothing to be com- 
municated, and therefore resists the call. Even if 
it is so, letthe Government say so; let the Govern- 
ment say there is nothing to communicate. They 
will not say so. They have already said the con- 
trary; and that in a call from the House of Repre- 
sentatives. They admit they have a correspond- 
ence in relation to this quintuple treaty, and prom- 
ise to communicate it at the proper time. Here is 
the President’s answer, in which the call upon him 
is set out—the correspondence admitted—and its 
communication postponed to a more suitable time. 
Mr. B. then read the answer of the President to 
Mr. J. Q Apams’s call, in ihe following words: 
Yo the House of Representatives: A 

A resolution of the House of Representatives of the 13th in- 
stant has been communicated to me, requesting, “so far as 
may be compatible with the public interest, a copy of the quin. 
tupie treaty between the five principal powers of Europe, for 
the suppression of the African elave-trade; and, also, copics of 
any remonstrance or protest addressed by Lewis Cass, Envoy 
Extraordinary and Minister Plenipotentiary of the United States 
at the court of France, to that Government, against the ratifica- 
tion by France of the eaid treaty; and of all correspondence be- 
tween the Governments of the United States and of France; 
and of all communications from the said Lewis Cass to his own 
Government, and from this Governmonut to him, relating there- 
to.?? 

Tn answer to this request, I have to say (hai the treaty men- 
tioned therein haa not been officially communicated to the Gov- 
ernmentof the United States; and no authentic copy of tt, there- 
fore, can be furnished. {n regard to the other papers requested, 
although it is my hope and expectation that it will be proper 
and convenient, at an early day, to lay then before Cougress, to- 
gether with others connected with the same subjects; yet, in 
my opinion, a communication of them to the House of Repre- 
sentatives, at this ime, would not be compatible with the public 


interest, 

y JOHN TYLER. 
WASHINGTON, June 20, 1842, 
This shows that there is something to be con- 

summated; and certainly this is the proper time for 
it. The negotiation is over; and there can be no 
reason for delaying the communication of the cor- 
respondence. Mr. B. hoped there would be no 
further objection to that branch of the inquiry 
which his resolution presented, 

On the second branch of it--that of an execution 
ofeur laws aud obligations by others, if we did not 
remove the pretext for this assuinption, by entering 
into the African alliance. On this branch of the 
inquiry, he believed the reasons for having the in- 
formation which was called for, were strong and 
irresistible. The message clearly presents the case 
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of a threat egaingt us on the part of Great Britain; 
and the question is, Is this true? Iftrae, the coun- 
try is insulted—the nation dishonored—by cowering 
under it. If untrue, Great Britain is wronged, by 
being presented as hectoring over us, when, in 
fact, she was not. Taken either way—and. we 
want the facts—we want to see on what foundation 
this part of the message rests. This is the more 
necessary, because the correspondence is dead si- 
lent—silent as the grave—on all that relates to this 
African squadron. Nota word upon it in the one 
hundred and twenty pages of correspondence 
which was communicated to the Senate, to en- 
lighten it upon the formation of the treaty! 
There is a head for it, but nothing under the 
head! not one ‘word between the two negotia- 
tors! See the document, page 84, and the section 
headed “Suppression of THE AFRICAN SLAVE- 
TRADE—EXTRADITION;” and all in glaring capitals, 
as if we were going to see all that passed between 
the two negotiators on the point of this suppres- 
sior; when not a word is to be found. The ex- 
tradition—this is to say, the surrender of fugitive 
criminals—has one note, of half a page, to say that 
this article for the delivery of fugitives would not 
be binding upon Great Britain until ratified by 


Parliament; and after that, his Lordship vanishes | 


from the chapter. He is seen or heard of no more 
in the eight pages which follow on the suppression 
of the slave-trade: the whole is confined to our 
Secretary and a couple of naval efficers—the Brit- 
ish minister not even appearing to be cognizant of 
what they were about! Lock at it, and follow the 
papers as they rise, and see what a figure they 
present. The first is from Captain Paine, of the 
United States navy, to Mr. Webster, dated May 2, 
1842, and is in answer to inquiries which are not 
given! Mr. Webster’s letter to Captain Paine is 
not given; and how the Captain came to make this 
communication is only to be guessed at; for there 
is no clew to its production. It is, however, a letter 
of much interest, and gives the history of the little 
Sierra Leone anti-slave-trade treaty between a Brit- 
ish and an American officer, which was so prompt- 
ly, so patriotieally, so nobly rejected by Mr. Van 
Buren in 1840. A part of the object of the letter 
seems to have been to complain to the new admin- 
isiration of the manner in which the past adminis- 
tration bad rejected and rebuked that little treaty— 
the seminal principle of the present African alli- 
ance. Mr. Paulding, as Secretary of the Navy, 
and speaking in the name of President Van Buren, 
says, in relation to the arrangement made at Sierra 
Leone, to Captain Paine: 

“Such a delegation of power is not only unauthorized by 
your instructions, but contrary to the established and well- 


known principles and policy of your Government; and is, there- 
fare, not sanctioned by the department.” 


This was a pretty pointed rebuke to Capt. Paine, 
who had made the arrangement with Capt. Tacker, 
of hergBritannic Majesty’s sloop-of-war the Wol- 
verine. As such, Capt. Paine seems to have felt 
it; and thus signified his feelings in the concluding 
sentence of his letter: 

“Any expression of my opinion of Mr, Paulding’s letter to 
me would have been improper, and would still be indecorous. 
I shall be grateful to be informed if you think any explanation 
or defence necessary. I have never believed go.” 

The ccrresponderee dees not show whether the 
Secretary thought any defence or explanation on 
the part of Capt. Paine necessary; but he proeeed- 
ed immedia’ely to console his feelings by making 
an arrangement of a still stronger character with 
Great Britain, and availing himself of all Capt. 
Paine’s information to facilitate its conclusion. On 
the 30ih day cf April, 1842, the Secretary ad- 
dresses eight queries to Captains Bell and Paine on 
the subject of the African slave-trade, of which the 
6b, Tih, and Sth are in these words: 

“6, The utility of employing vessels of different nations to 
cruise together, so that one or the other might have a right to 
visit and search every vessel which might be met with under 
suspicious circumstances, either as belonging to the country 
of the vessel visiting and searching, or to some other country 
which has, hy treaty, conceded such right of visitation and 
search.” 

"7. To what places slaves from slave-ships could be most 
conveniently taken.” 

“8. Finally, what number of vessels, and of what size, it 
would be necessary to employ on the western coast of Africa, 
ia order to put an entire end to the traffic in slaves; and for what 


number of years it would probably be necessary to maintain 
such force to accomplish that purpose.” 


. The answers to these queries are: 


“6, Weare of opinion thata squadron should be kept on the 
coast of Africa, to co-operate with the British, or other nations 
interested in stopping the slave-trade; and that the most effi. 
cient mode would be for vessels to cruise in couples—one of 
each nation.” y 

“7, If captured under the American fiag, send them to Cape 
Mesurado, Liberia; oy, if convenient, to such other of the Amere 
ican settlements as the agent of the United States there may 


ish.” 
mig, As our personal knowledge of the slave-trade extends to 
only that part of it comprised between Cape Verd and Cape 
Palmas, itis difficult to state the exact force required for. this 
service; not less, however, than the following, we think neces 


sary: © 

“One first class sloop of-war. 

“One steamer, from two hundredto three hundred tons bur- 
den. k 

“Two (eight ọrten gun) brigs or schooners. . 

“Ten schooners of about one hundred tons, each with four 

uns. 
j “One store-ship, two hundred and fifty to three hundred tons. 

“All the vessels to have one-tenth Jess than their comple- 
ments of men, to be filled up with kroomen, on their arrival on 
the coast. 


“A steamer (to be fitted up, if possible, to burn with either 
coal or wood, as circumstances may require) will be easenti- 
ally necessary.” 

These were the answers to the three questions; 
and in conformity with these answers, the African 
articles were drawn up. And these answers from 
Captains Bell and Paine close the whole head of 
the correspondence under the title of “Suppression 
of the African slave-trade ? Not a word appears 
in it, to or from Lord Ashburton; and from all that 
we can see, it would seem that he had never 
heard of these African articles until he signed 
them in the treaty! 

The articles, then, for this squadron, and these 
remoristrating ambassadors, stand before us as 
American conceptions ! as stipulations originating 
with the United States, and carried forward by 
them as their separate work, until the articles 
leaped full grown into the body of the treaty. 
This is the way they appear to us: they appear as 
articles of American growth and origin, when, I 
undertake to affirm, that they are wholly British ! 
that they came from the British negotiator! and 
that the American Secretary bas done bis work in 
seeking testimony te justify them, and to ripen 
them into formal sttipulations! . 

To sustain this belief, I do not refer to the fact 
(pregnant as it is) that the British have been push- 
ing and pressing this alliance upon us for thirty-six 
years--from the time Mr. Monroe was in London 
in 1806. I leave out all that, and come to direct 
proof. Here it is, (holding up a pamphlet,) in the 
noble pamphlet of General Cass against the British 
pretension of search. I laid that pamphlet by for 
use, when I got a copy of it. I use part of it now, 
and more hereafter. For the present, I quote from 
page 24, (Baltimore edition, by J, Young,) and 
only take what is there quoted from the London 
Times newspaper—a paper which (no Senator need 
be reminded) is the organ of the ministry which 
sent out Lord Ashburton. The article. is of the 
date of January lust, when the minister was on the 
point of setting out to the United States, and tells 
what he came for. ‘This is the article: 

“This dispute (of tmpressment) now sleeps; though it will 
have to be revived, at latest, on the next occasion when we find 
ourselves invested, by a war, with the right, of which it is the 
consequence; and, indeed, it might be raised upon the contem- 
plated treaty, giving a mutual right of search for the preven- 
tion of the slave-trade, unless provided for, as it might, and 
probably would be, by special articles,” 

Here the official paper of the present British 
ministry shows us, at the moment the special min- 
ister is setiing out, that the question of impresse 
ment is to be revived, and may be done on the 
contemplated treaty, and in that part of the treaty 
which relates to the suppression of the slave-trade; 
and that “special articles” would probably be agreed 
upon in relation to the suppression of this trade. 
This is the import of the article in the Times; and 
it is under a nisi—under an “‘unless’—and under 
the contingency for providing for this suppression 
by special articles, that the right of impressment 
might not be raised upon the treaty! All this is 
too plain for comment, and too grave for neglect. 
It comes from the authentic organ of the British 
ministry; and time and events have verified every 
word of it. The pretension to impress bas been 
revived—revived in Lord Ashburton’s letter of the 
9th of August, in answer to Mr. Webster's of the 
8th, in which our Secretary gave the minister an 
opportunity to revive the pretension, by opening a 
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gtatuitous correspondence upon this head,, after the 
treaty was concluded! The treaty bears date the 
9th of August, and must have been ‘concluded 
some days before that time. Mr. Webster’s letter 
bears date ihe 8th of Avgust—Lord Ashbur- 
, ton’s the 9th of August; and each letter concludes 
with a farewell, and a declaration that these letters 
“closed” their correspondence! Thus the minister 
had a natural occasion presented to him to revive 
the pretension of impressment, and was thereby 
saved from appearirg “‘officious” or inquisitive” 
upon the subject, as itis intended that the British 
governors in the West Indies shall appear when 
liberating American slaves. ‘This proves that the 
Times newspaper was right as to impresswent: the 
stipulations for the African squadron show that it 
was equally right as to the “‘special articles” in lieu 
of the right of search! And both together prove 
tha! impressment, right of search, and this African 
squadron, hunting negroes in couples on the coast 
of Africa, are all part and parcel of the same thing 
the degrading right of ixpressment, against which 

the Untted States went to war in 1812. 

This is enough to prove the British origin of 
these African articles, and the fallacy of the form 
in which they came before us. 

Mr. B. said, upon these expositions of facts and 
reasons, he trusted that no further opposition would 
be made to the call which he had submitted. He 
had a right to the information: the whole Ameri- 
can people bada rightto it. A treaty concerns 
the public, and the negotiators have no right to 
make chimney-corner work of it—to convert it 
into a private affair—give and take what they 
please ; and keep no record~make no report—in- 
form the country nothing about it. This is the 
first time negotiations bave been so conducted in 
our country: let it be the lasi! Let the rebuke be 
now administered which will prevent the repetition 
ofsuch reprehensible conduct in future. Our ne- 
gotiator seems to have acted without instructions 
from the Presiden!: the correspondence shows it, 
and he so declared it at Boston. He seems also 
to heve made no minutes of his proceedings. And 
now, if he is to make no report to us, (a part of the 
treaty-making power,) there is an end to accounta- 
bility and responsibility on the great pcint of our 
hegotiations with foreign powers. 

Mr. EVANS said it was not his purpose to dis- 
cuss the resolution; but, as it was evident it would 
take up a considerable portion of time, he hoped 
it would be postponed. He would suggest to the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. Arcuer] the propriety 
of letting itlie over till to merrow. 

: Mr. ARCHER. assenting, the resolution was 
postponed till to-morrow. 


THE CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRI. 
ATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. EVANS, the eivil and diplo- 
matic appropriation bill was taken ep as in come 
mittee of the whole. 

Mr, EVANS stated that the committee had not 
proposed any amendments to this bill, although there 
was no appropriation in it for the coast survey. 
It was, however, only for appropriations of the cur- 
rent half year; and when the genera] appropriaticn 
bill for the fiscal year came up, any omissions 
could be supplied. 

Mr. WOODBURY observed that, though the ap- 
propriations in this bill were not higher than the 
estimates, yet there were two classes of appropria- 
tions in it, which looked to expenditures that ought 
to be reduced. The estimates themselves were too 
bigh, and would lead to expenses larger than were 
proper in the present state of the country. They 
were those connected with our judiciary and the 
diplomatic relations. But, as this would be correct- 
ed'in-the next bill, (and it was very desirous to 
have this one pass spee@ily,) he would make no 
motion to amend, but merely state this fact in or- 
der to foreclose any inference that double the 


amount of those two classes of appropriations in | 


this bill was not thought tco high for the. whole 
year. Be : 


There being no proposition to amend the bill, it 
was reported back to the Senate, ordered to be read 
a third time, was read a third time, and passed. 


ASSUMPTION OF STATE DEBTS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tem laid before the Senate 
a message from the President of the United States, 
c«vering ihe following communication from the 
Secretary of State: 


DEPARTMENT oF STATE, i 
Washington, Dec. 23, 1842, 

To the President: : 

The Secretary of State—to whom the President has referred 
the resolution of the Senate of the 22d instant, in the following 
words: “That the President of the United States be requeste 
to inform the Senate whether the late special minister from 
Great Britain to the United States made any proposition, infor- 
mally or otherwise, to the negotiator on the part of the United 
Siates, for the assumption or guaranty of the State debts by the 
Government of the United States to the holders of said debts”— 
has the honor to report to the President, that the late specia! 
minister from Great Britain tothe United States made no prop- 
osition, informal or otherwise, to the negotiator on the part of 
the United States, for the assumption or guaranty of the State 
debts by the Government of the United States to the holders of 


said debis. 
DANIEL WEBSTER. 


On motion of Mr. ARCHER, and by unani- 
mous consent, the communication was ordered to 
be printed. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate the following communication from the Presi- 
dent of the United States: 


To the Senate of the United States; 

I bave veceived the resolution of the 22d inst., requesting 
me to inform the Senate of the nature and extent of the “infor- 
mal communications” which took place between the American 
Secretary of State and the British special minister, during ihe 
late neg tiation in Washington city, on the “subject of the claim 
ofthe United States and Great Britain to the territory west of 
the Rocky Mountains;” and also to inform the Senate what 
were the reasons which prevented “any agreement on the 
subject. at present,” and which made it “inexpedient to include 
that subject among the subjects of formal negotiation.” 

In my message to Congress at the commencement of the 
present session, in adverting to the territory of the United 
States on the Hacific ocean, north of the 42d deg. of north lati- 


tude, a part of which is claimed by Great Britain, I recom. * 


mended that, “in advance of the claims of individual rights to 
these lands, sound policy dictates that every effort shonli be 
resorted to by the two Governments to settle their respective 
claims,” and also stated that Ishoul!d not delay to urge on Great 
Britain the importance of an early settlement, Measures have 
been already taken, in pursuance of the purpose thus express- 
ed; and, under these circumstances, Ido not deem it consistent 
with the public interest to make any communication on the 
subject. JOHN TYLER, 

Wasnincron, Dec. 23, 1842. 

On motion of Mr. ARCHER, and by unanimous 
consent, the communication was ordered to be 
printed. 

On motion of Mr. BAYARD, (there being no 
further business before the Senate,) the Sendte pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of executive business; 
and, having spent a short time therein, adjourned 
til Tuesday next. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, December 23, 1842. 


PRIVATE BILL DAY. 
Tois day and to-morrow were, some days since, 


. set apart for the consideration of the business on 


the privaie calencar; and it was also agreed to 
mect two homs earlier than usual on those two 
days. 
The SPEAKER accordingly called the House 
to order this morning at 10 o’clock; and at the de- 
votional exercises by the Rev. Mr. Toston, one of 
the ccngressional chaplains, there were not more 
than 20 members in attendance. 

The Clerk commenced the reading of the jour- 
nal of yesterday; but 

Mr. ARNOLD said there was imporiant matter 
in the journal, which it wonld be better not to ap- 
prove without a quorum at least. He therefore 
suggested a postponement of the reading of the 
journal. ; 
- Mr. J. C. CLARK moved a call of the House, 
as he wished to see what gentlemen were absent! 
from the House when business required their at- 
tendance. 

Mr. CUSHING moved an adjournment, (al- 


though he should vote against it hjmself,) ‘and om 
this he.called for the yeas and nays; which were 
ordered. ` This motion had the doubie effect of tès 
cording the names of-gentlemen present, and of 
giving time for-others to arrive, _ ie 

The yeas and nays having been taken, (during 
which the members in -attendance increased,) the 
motion to adjourn was negatived—yeas 5, na.s Sle 

Mr. COWEN moved that the call of the House 
be dispensed with. ech 

The motion was negatived., c F ‘ 

The question was then taken on,seconding the 
call of the House; on which the vote. was—54 in 
the affirmative, and 40 in the negative; being still 
less than a quorum.. - lad Re ated 

Mr. BIDLACK said he, wished te see the differ 
ence between profession and practice; and, there- 
fore, he called upon the Clerk to state what num 
ber of gentlemen voted to change the hour of 
meeting from 12 to 10 o'clock. . 

Mr. CUSHING said the vote was taken by tel- 
lers, and, therefore, the names of the gentlemen 
who voted in the majority could not be given. 

Mr. FILLMORE suggested that the committees 


_be called for reports, 


The SPEAKER replied that no business could, 
be entertained until a quorum was in attendance. 

A‘ter some irregular conversation between seva 
eral members, : 

Mr. CHAPMAN moved that the House do 
now adjourn, f va 

Mr. BOARDMAN and other? called for the yeas 
and nays; which were ordered, and resulted as fole 
lows: Yeas 7, nays 109. : 

The motion to adjourn was, therefore, negatived. 

It being now ascertained that a quorum was in | 
attendance, the journal of yesterday was read, and 
approved. . 

The SPEAKER thea snid the business in order 
was the bills on the private calendar; and, ‘irst, those 
bills woeld be taken which were ready for a third 
reading. f wid E 

The following bills were then read a third time, 
and passed: i : ‘ 

A bill for the relief of Robert Ramsey. 

A bill for the relief of the owners, master,’ and 
crew of the schocner-Martha, of Eastport, Maine. 

A bill for the relief of the owners, master, and 
crew of the schooner Cod-hook, cf Bluehill, Maine. 

A bill to refund to Charles Holt a fine imposed 
on him under the sedition law, 
bill for the relief of George Hammell. 
bill granting a pension to Isaac Piummer. 
till for the relief of Major Thomas Harrison. 
bill for the relief of Jobn Javins. oN 
bill for the relief of John Farnham. 
bill for the relief of Samuel Hambleton, 
bill for the relief of Levi Eldridge and others. 
bill for the relief of the owners, waster, and. 
crew of the sehocner Joanna, of Ellsworth, Maine. 

A bill for the relief of William Allen. 

A bill for the relief of Lloyd J. Bryan. 

A bill for the relief of Naney Tompkins, 

A bill for the relief of Benjamin J. Totten. 

A. bill for the relief of Mary Crawford. 

A bill granting to Captain James Lowe one 
thousand dollars and a section of land. 

A bill for the relief of Leah Tenure, widow of 
Michael Tenure. 

A bill for the relief of Ruth Mathiot. 

A bill for the relief of Carter B. Chandler. 

A bill for the relief of Henry Freeman. 

A bill for the relief of Sarah White. 

A bill for the relief of Nancy Byrd. 

A bil! for the relief of Alice Usher. 

A bill for the relief of Eve Vandenburgh. 

A bill for the relief of Martha Dameron, widow 
of Christopher Tompkins. f 

A bill for the relief of Elizabeth Dawkins. 

A bill for'the relief of Richard Marsh. 

A bill for the relief of Joseph Bonnell. 

A bill for the relief of Nancy Hambright. - 

A bill for the relief of Tirzah Hunt. 

A bill for the payment oi seven companies of 
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Georgia militia for services rendered in the years 
1840 and 1841, ie es, : 
A bill for the relief of David W. Haley. — 
A bill for the relief of Allen Rogers. 
A bill for the relief of William G. Sanders. 
_. A bill for the relief of the owners and crew of 
. the schooner Martha, (J. Nickerson.) ; 

A bill for the relief of tbe owners of the schooner 
“Three Brothers, (George Dyer and others.) .. 
. A bill for the relief of Gorham A. Worth, one 
of the sureties of Samuel Edmonds, deceased. 

A bill for the relief of William Gale. 

A biil for the relief of Robert T. Norris. 
` A bill for the relief of Teakle Savage, adminis- 
trator of Bolitha Laws. 

A bill for the relief of Charles. Gordon, of Bel- 
fast, owner of the schooner Two Sons, and the le- 
gal representatives of the crew of said vessel. 

"A bill for the relief of Orin Prentiss, of Stoning- 
ton, Connecticut, owner of the schooner Lily, and 
the crew of said vessel. f 

A bill for the relief of Isaac Champlin and 
‘others, owners of the schooner Buffalo. : 

A bill for the relief of Joseph Holmes and 
others, owner and legal representatives of the crew 
of the schooner Industry. 

A bill for the relief of John A. Smith. 

_ A bill for the relief of Edwin Bartlett, late con- 
sul of the United States at Lima, in Peru. 

A bill for the relief of the administrator of John 
“Jackson. 

._ A bill for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Robert T. Spence. 

A bill for the relief of Peter Lionberger. 

A bill for the relief of John R. Delany: 

A bill for the relief of Joseph W. Newcomb. 

A bill for the relief of Sylvia Underwood, mother 
of Lieutenant Underwood, deceased. 
` A bill for the relief of James Mount. 

A bill for the relief of Susan Brum. 

A bill for the relief of Elizabeth Harris. 

A bill for the relief of Robert Layton’s children. 

A Dill for the relief of Mary Elder. 

A billfor the relief of the widow of Captain 
, William Royall, deceased, (Mis. Ann ) 

_ A bill for the relief of Prudence Couch. 

A bill for the relief of Anna Jones. 

A bill for the relief of Maria M. Brooks. 

A bill for the relief of Asa Davis. 

A bill for the relief of David Akinson. 

A bill for the relief of Samuel Neely, 

A bill for the relief of James Sweetman. 

A bill for the relief of Lyman N. Cook. 

A bill for the relief of Gideon A. Perry. 

A bill for the relief of John F. Wiley. 

A bill for the relief of John Hicks, 

A bill for the relief of George Waddell. 

A bill for the relief of Samuel Lord. 

A bill for the relief of Caspar W. Wever. 

A bill for the relief of Richard Rush. 

A bill for the relief of James M. Morgan. 

A bill for the relief of John Drysdale. 

A bill for the relief of Garret Vieit. 

A bill for the relief of Elisha Moreland, William 
M. Kennedy, Robert J. Kennedy, and Mason E. 
Lewis, 

A bill for the relief of S. D. Rose et al. 

A bill for the relief of Barent Stryker. 

A bill for the relief of John W barry. 

„A bill for the relief of Mary McGee and Susan 
Pierce, heirs at law of George Neilson. 

A bill to revive an act entitled “An act for the 
relief of John Davlin,” 

A bill for the relief of Samuel Billings, owner 
of the fishing schooner Lurana. 

A bill for the relief of the owners, officers, and 
crew of the armed brig Warrior, or their legal 
representatives, 

A bill for the relief of Benjamin Evans. 

A bill for the relief of Joshua Drew. 

A bill for the relief of Thomas Copeland. 

A a ior the relief of Sarah Parker. 

ill for the relief of George P. 
Robert Colgate. A Ae 

A bill for the relief of Isaac and Thomas J. 
Winslow. 

A bill for the reli:f of Burr and Smith. 

A bill for the relief of Alexander H. Everett. 

A bill allowing a pension to George Rouse. 


A bili for the relief of Etizabeth Hillsman. 
-A bill for the relief: of Esther Augur. - 

A bill for the relief of Wilmot Marsden. 

A bill for the relief of Abraham Vanhorn, - 

A bill granting a pension to John Peak.. 

A bill granting a pension to Israel Thomas. 

A bill granting a pension to Josiah Westlake. 

A bill for the relief of Dexter Hungerford. 

A bill for the relief of Joseph Hover and Abel- 
ard Guthrie. . 

. A bill for the relief of Peters, Moore, & Co. 

A bill for the relief of Richard Cooke, jr., Robt. 
Anderson, and George Southall. 

A bill for the relief of Horace Witherell. 

A bill granting a pension to Robert Poindexter 
of Kentucky. 

A bill for the relief of Ferdinand Leibert. k 

A bill for the relief of James B. Sullivan. 

A bill for the relief of Benj. Treslow. 

A bill for the relief of Snow Y. Sears. 

A bill for the relief of John Gerard Ford. 

The question was then taken on the engrossment 
of the bill for the relief of the heirs of Robt. Ful- 
ton; which was agreed to: but it was not read a 
third time, objections being made. 

The following bills were ordered to be engrossed, 
and were read a third time, and passed: 

A bill granting a pension to Joserh Watson. 

A bill for the relief of Solomon Emmerson. 

A bill authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 
to refund to David Watkinson & Co. a part of the 
duties imposed ona certain quantity of tin andiron 
imported by them into the port of New York, 

A bi'l to authorize the enrolment or register of 
the brig New Granada. 

On leave given, Mr. WASHINGTON reported a 
bill from the Committee on Revolutionary Claims, 
for the relief of the heirs of Major General Baron 
De Kalb; which, on his motion, was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House, and made the 
order of the day for to-morrow. 


Mr. GIDDINGS moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the 
private bills on the calendar which were ready to 
be committed. 

The motion was agreed to; and Mr. Casey took 
the chair. 

The committee then acted on the following bills, 
which were severally laid aside to be reported: 

The bill for the relief of Charles B. Hall. 

The bill for the relief of Aquila Goodwin. 

The bill for the relief of John McColgan. 

The bill for the relief of Jonathan E. Hustin, 

The bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of General Alexander Macomb and others. 

The bill for the relief of Philip Renault. 

The bill for the relief of Nancy Terry. 

The bill for the relief of Daniel Penhallow. 

The bill for the relief of Samuel M. Asbury. 

The bili for the relief of John P. Skinner and 
the legal representatives of Isaac Green. 

The bill for the relief of S. Morris Waln. 

The bill for the relief of John Patten, jr., owner 
of the fishing schooner Credit, and master and 
crew of said vessel. 

The bill for the relief of Abner Lowell and 
others, owners of the fishing schooner William. 

The bill for the relief of Mary Williams, widow 
of Jacob Williams, deceased. 

The bill for the relief of Joseph Ellery. 

The'bill for the relief of Lieutenant F.W., Smith. 

The bill for tbe relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Francis Pellicer, deceased. 

The bill for the relief of James S. Calhoun, 

The bill for the relief of Johnson Patrick, 

The bill for the relief of Cornelius Wilson and 
James Carter, 

The bill for the relief of William Ellery, owner 
of the fishing schooner Sevo and Ida, and others. 

The bill for the relief of John H. Russell and 
others, owner, master, and crew of the fishing 
schooner Lucy Ann. 

The bill for the relief of Mary Bradstreet and 
Amos Tappan. 

The bill for the relief of Knott Martin and Ar- 
noid Martin the third, owners of the fishing schoon- 
er Only Son, and others. 

The bill for the relief of Joseph W. Reckless. 

The bill forthe relief of Barnabas Baker and 


others, owners of the fishing schooner called the 
Union, of Dennis, Massachusetts. 

The bill for the relief of the legal representa. 
tives of Henry Hoffman. 

' The bill for the relief of Hugh Riddle, of the 
city of New York. : : 

The bill for the relief of John S. Kerving. 

The bill for the relief of Thomas King. 

The bill for the relief of Joshua Knowles, jr. 
and owners and the crew of the fishing schooner 
Garnett: , 

The bill for the relief of William Lomax. 

The bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Captain Samuel Shannon. 

The bill for the relief of Elizabeth Whiteman ; 


and 

The bill for the relief of the heirs and legal rep- 
resentatives of Major General the Baron de Kalb. 
On motion by Mr. COWEN, the committee 
rose and reported the bills to the House; when, the 
following, after having been ordered to be engross- 
ed for a third reading, were severally read a third 
time, and passed: f 

The bill for the relief of Charles B. Hall. 

The bill for the relief of Aquila Goodwin. 

The bill for the relief of John McColgan. 

The bill for the relief of the heirs and legal rep- 
resentatives of Major General Alexander Macomb, 
deceased, and others. 

The bill for the relief of John P. Horton. 

The bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Francis Pillecer. 

The bill for the relief of Philip Renault, 

The bill for the relief of Nancy Terry. 

The bill for the relief of Daniel Penhallow. 

The bill for the relief of Samuel M. Asbury. 

The bill for the relief of John P. Skinner, and 


‘the legal representatives of Isaac Green. 


The bill for the reliet of S. Morris Waln, 

The bill for the relief of Mary Williams, widow 
of Jacob Williams, deceased. 

The bill for the relief of Joseph Ellery, 

The bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
ofLieutenant F. W. Smith, deceased. ‘ 

The bill for the relief of James S. Calhoun. 

The bill for the relief of Johnson Patrick. 

The biil for the relief of Cornelius Wilson and 
James Carter. 

The bill for the relief of Joseph W. Reckless. 

The bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Henry Hoffman. 

The bill for the relief of Hugh Riddle, of the 
city of New York. 

The bill for the relief of John S. Kerving. 

The bill for the relief of Thomas King. 

The bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Captain Samuel Shannon, deceased. 

The bill for the relief of the heirs and legal rep- 
resentatives of William Lomax. 

The bill for the relief of Elizabeth Whiteman. 

The bill for the relief of the heirs and legal rep- 
resenialives of Major General the Baron deKalb. 

On motion by Mr. HOLMES, the reconsidera- 
ticn ordered of the bill remitting the duties on the 
organ imported by the Episcepal church of Charles- 
ton, South Carolina, was taken up; and, after some 
remarks from Mr. H., was read the third time, 
and passed. 


Mr BIDLACK moved a reconsideration of the 
vole cn bill No. 571, for the relief of Samuel M. 
Astury, purporling to come from the Committee 
for ibe District of Columbia. He thought .the 
House was preceeding with too little caution. Ac- 
cording to his recollection, there had been two or 
three reports against this claim, and none in favor 
of it, When a committee had reported favorably, 
he would not interfere. The motion to reconsider 
was rejected. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi moved that 
when the House adjourned, it should adjourn over 
to Tuesday next. 

Mr. GIDDINGS called for the yeas and nays 
on the motion. 

Mr. THOMPSON modified his motion by sub- 
stituting Monday for Tuesday. : 

Then yeas and nays were then ordered, when 

Mr. THOMPSON witkdrew his motion. 

Mr. ANDREWS of Kentucky renewed the ori- 
ginal motion of Mr. T, to adjourn over to Tues- 


day, and-ealled for the yeas and nays; which, be- 
’ Ing ordered, resulted-in yeas 80, nays 80. ` 
The: Speaker voting in the affirmative, the mo- 

tion was carried.. 0 0O o oo, y 

‘The bill forthe relief of John H. McIntosh was 

taken up on its third reading. é 
Mr. TURNEY moved its recommittal to a 

select committee for investigation. 


me B. CAMPBELL advocated its recommit- 
al. ? i 
‘Mr. LEVY went into some lengthy statements 
` in defence of the claim, and in opposition to the 
motion tocommit. He was followed. by. Mr. W. 
`B: CAMPBELL, Mr. TURNEY, Mr. M. A. 
COOPER, and Mr. COWEN; when the bill was 
recommitied toa select committee of five members. 
Mr.C. J. INGERSOLL submitted a resolution 
(which had been before repeatedly. offered on 
preceding days) to pay the pages, officers of the 
House, &c., extra remuneration for the last ses- 
sion. 
Mr. BLACK and others objected, and the reso- 
lution was not received. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The SPEAKER Jaid before the House a com- 
munication from the Treasury Department, in an- 
swer to a resolution of the House of the 19th 
March, 1842, transmitting a statement relative to 
the judicial expenses cf the Government, and the 
laws and usages under which the same are incur- 
red; also, the projet of a bill to fix, ascertain, and 
regulate the fees allowed to clerks, attorneys, mar- 
shals, witnesses, and jurors in the United States 
courts: referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

On motion of Mr. WARREN, the documents 
and papers relating to the claim of W. Faller 
were referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. i 


` SECOND REGIMENT OF DRAGOONS. 
>. Mr. CROSS gave notice of his intention to ask 
leave to bring in abill to repeal the provision by 
which the second regiment of dragoons is to be 
dismounted on the first of March next. 


LAND CLAIMS IN MISSISSIPPI. 


‘Mr. JACOB THOMPSON offered the following 
Tesolution, which was adopted : 


Resolved, That the Commitee on the Publie Lands be m» 
structed to inquire into the expediency of reporting a bill to 
this House quieting the titles to certain tands soid at Choc- 
chuuma and Columbus, Mississippi; which, after the definitive 
establishment of the boundary line between the Chickasaw 
and Choctaw cessions, are found to be within the former ces 


a JESSE HOYTS ACCOUNTS. 


Mr, BOARDMAN offered the following resolu- 
tion, which was adopted: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to communicate to this House the amount of the defaleation of 
Jesse Hoyt, late collector of the porrot New York ; and also 
what means, if any, have been adopted for the recovery ol 
the same, together with the names of thesnreties of sait Hoyt. 

. LIGHT-HOUSES. 

Mr. J. C. CLARK offered the following resolu- 
tion, which (after a brief interval of objection) 
was adopted : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested 
to inform the House whether any agent or agents (other thau 
the regular and usual iaspectors) have been employed during 
the past year in the examination and inspection of the light- 
houses; and if so, the names of such agents, the insiructions 
given, the persons employed under them, the whole expendi- 
ture of such examination and inspection, the number of light- 
houses inspected, the time employed in such inspection, the re- 
port or reports of such agent or agents, the amount of money 
paid for the same, and the fund trom which payment has been 
made, 

At this stage of the proceelings, a motion to 
adjourn was made by Mr BOWNE; but was, a'ter 
some conversational debate, withdrawn. 
COLLECTIONS AND EXPENDITURES AT 

NEW YORK. 
On motion of Mr. G. DAVIS, it was 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury report to this 
House the number, classes, and compensation of persons, re- 
spectively, in the enfployment of the Government in the port of 
New York on the Ist day of January, 1828, and also on the lst 
day of January, 1842; and the amount of revenue collected in 
that port for the two years immediately preceding these dates. 


PRIVATE CLAIM IN KENTUCKY. 
Mr. W. 0. BUTLER offered the following res- 
olatioh; which was adopted: 


` Mr. LEVY hoped it would not be recommitted. 
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Roads inquire into the expediency of releasing D. & V.K. 
Rich, securities of J. F. Moore, deceased, Jate postmaster at 
Gaines Cross-Rodds, in the State of Kentucky, from the pay- 


“ment of a judgment by the’ district court of the Unijed Siates 


for thé district of Kentucky, for the sum of $108 53; and that 
all the papers on filein the Post Office Department. relating to 


. Said claim be referred to said Committee. 


: - STOCKBRIDGE INDIANS. - 
Mr. W. A. HARRIS said he would ask the fa 


` vor of the House to take up a bill reported by him 
` from the Committee.on Indian Affairs, for the re- 


lief of the Stockbridge tribe of Indians in the Ter. 
ritory of Wisconsin. °° ; 

The bill was then read. 

Mr. BRIGGS objected to its further considera- 
tion. 

After some conversation 


Mr. FILLMORE hoped he would withdraw the . 


objection. . 

Mr. HARRIS explained the design of the blll. 
It was precisely analagous to a bill which had 
been hitherto passed in relation to another tribe, 
and which had been found most salutary in its 
operation. This tribe of Indians was not only 
civilized, but in a great measure christianized; and 
their ardent desire was to be made citizens of the. 
republic. There was, moreover, nothing of a specu- 
lating character about the present bill. 

Mr. BRIGGS still persisting in his objection, the 
report was read. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT said that this bill proposed 
specially to naturalize the Stockbridge tribe of In- 
dians. Now, he would remind the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. Harris] that the Constituton of 
the United States only gave Congress the power to 
pass uniform laws of naturalization. (Many voices: 
“That refers to foreigners.”) Then, why pass the’ 
bill at all? Is not the Indian a native American? 
(Laughier.] He wants no act of naturalization. 
(Laughter.] 

Mr. HARRIS said he thought the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Roosevexr] had conceived, 
and given to the House the worst kind of a Vir. 
ginia abstraction he had ever heard. [Laughter ] 

‘Foe question was then taken upon the engross- 
ment of the bill, and carried; and, by general con- 
sent, it was read a third time, and passed. 

JEU D'ESPRIT. 

Mr. SNYDER submitted the following pream- 
ble and resolution, the reading of which was re- 
ceived with mach manifestation of merriment: 


Whereas Nature, in the plenitude ofher wisdom, and bounti- 
ful bequest to the people of these United States, has decreed, by 
its stupendons grandeur and beneficial results, some of her 
great works should remain unaltered, as emblems of her wis- 
dom and design. Inher beneficence, she has interspersed every 
section of ourland with great navigable rivers, lakes, and 
tributary streams, purposely for the enjoyment and 
comfort of man: instance the matchless valley of the great 
Mississippi. Would it not be valueless, and perfect waste, 
without that noble river of its name?—the Western Srates use- 
jess for agricultural purposes, without their navigable lakes? 
And what would Peansylvania be, without her foaming Susque- 
hanna? Her iron, coal, timber, and salt, would be a dead waste 
on her borders; her fertile soil, uncultivated, would now be used, 
as of yore by the aborigines—for a hunting-ground. May the 
opinion be here hazarded, that all these large rivers and lakes 
ave the common property of the Government, free for all citi- 
zevs to naviga, Wade upon, or travel, as a common bighway; 
and that no State, for State or company purposes, has the right 
to obstruct the free passage thereof ?—even the occupant of its 
banks having no more right to the exclusive navigation or the 
use of the water, than the Louisianian, one thousand 
miles off; but must remain ag natnre’s grand highway, and 
the General Government is hound to maintain it as such. 
Pennsylvania hved prosperously, enjoyed all the blessings of 
a kind Providenee, until about eighteen years since, when the 
infernal Improvement of the State was commenced. Since 
then, by act of Assembly, eight or ten dams have been author- 
ized to be constructed across that great highway of nature, 
the Susquehanna river, which has destroyed the ascending 
navigation for beats, and totally prevents the ascension of 
shad. Shad were caught in the northward country, and sold 
for from six te ten dollars a hundred; now, not one is to be 
seen, The loss of all kinds of fish is consequent upon 
those dams—a very serious injury to the people of that river, 
whichis tbree hundred miles long. ‘The shad area loss to the com- 
munity at large, as countless millions heretofore were hatched 
in its fresh-water streams, The health ofthe country is injured, 
the right of property taken from the citizen without his consent, 
for internal improvement purposes; and Nature’s public high- 
way to market (Philadelphia) by keel-bottem boatsin the head 
of the river, is now destroyed, by reason of dams; and the jm- 
mense trade of the Valley of the Susquehanna, and a portion 
from the State of New York, is forced into State and company 
canals. Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be instructed 
to inquire into the constitutional right of Pennsy]vania to author- 
ize the building of dams across the Susquehanna, to the injury 
of the natural rights of the great body politic, and report to 
this House. 


Mr. STANLY objected to the reception of the 
resolution, a 


Resolved, ‘That the: Committee on the Post Office and Post 


- A suspension -ofthe rules was moved; but the 
House refused to suspend. . ee ee 
BREAKWATER AT BLOCK ISLAND. E 
Mr. TILLINGHAST offered the following. res- 
olution;: which was adopted: Dog 
‘Resolved, That-the Committee on Commerce inquire into 
the-expediency of providing a shelter fot vessels at Bloc’x Is- 
land, either by constructing a breakwater or opening a harbor, 
and’also as to the best means of effecting the object aforesaid. 


On motion of Mr. JAMES COOPER the Com- 
mittee of the Whole was discharged from the con-- 
sideration of bill No. 212, and the same was read a: 
third time and passed. : 

Mr. ADAMS gave notice of his intention to 
move that, on Wednesday next, the House go into 
Committee of the Whole on claims relating to 
French spoliations prior to 1860. ; 

The Committee on Enrolled Bills reported the 
general appropriation bill as correctly enrolled, 
and the Speaker signed the same. Immediately 
after which, p Í us 

The House adjourned. oe 
“Mr. McKEON presented the petition of the ine 
“surance companies in the city of New York, pray- 

ing for an appropriation for the improvement of 
the Mississippi and Missouri rivers: referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. ; 
Mr. CROSS, under the resolution adopted by 
the House, referred to the appropriate committees 
the following cases, to wit: The petition of R. Be 
Hyde for a pension; the petition of the widow and 
heirs of Edward Duvall, and the petition of Ben- 
jamin. Murphy, praying indemnities for losses 
sustained in consequence of Indian depredations, 


IN SENATE. 
Tuxspay, December 27, 1842. 

Mr. YOUNG presented a petition from Ralph 
V. M. Cross, and 344 others, citizens of the town 
of St. Charles and its vicinity; a petition from 
citizens of Grand Detour and its vicinity; 
anda petition from Levi Ballou and 55 others, 
citizens of Babcock’s Grove, Dupage county, Il- 
linois, praying the establishment of a tri-weekly 
four-horse post-coach mail-route from Chicago, by 
the Steam Mill settlement on the Des Plains river, 
Babcock’s Grove, in Dupage county, St. Charles, 
in Kane county, Sycamore, in De Kalb county, 
Broaddy’s Grove, and Jefferson Grove, to Grand De~ 
tour, in said State; which, with the accompanying 
diagram, were referred to. the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, presented a letter and memorial from 
Uriah Brown, of Schuyler county, IHinois, praying 
an investigation by Congress of his right-to'the 
discovery of the plan by which ships of war may - 
be blown up, by means of a current of galvanic 
electricity, to be discharged through submerged 
magazines of gunpowder; which, on his motion, 
was referred to the Committee om Naval Affairs. 

Mr. YOUNG, agreeably tó previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce bills‘ of the 
following titles, to wit: 

A bill granting an additional guantity of land to 
the State of Illinois, to aid in the completion of 
the Illinois and Michigan canal; 

A bill making further appropriations for the con- 
tinuation of- the work on the Cumberland road in 
the States of Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois; : 

A bill appropriating the rents of the United 
States lead mines in the State of Ilinois, and Ter- 
ritories of Wiskonsin and Iowa, for the improve- 
ment of the navigation at the Rock nver and Des 
Moines rapids, in the Mississippi river; 
which were severally read twice, and referred to 
the Committee cn Roads and Canals. i 

And a bill making a farther appropriation for 
the continuation of the public works, and rebuild- 
ing the light-house, at the harbor of Chicago, in 
the State of Tlinois; which was read twice, and 
referred to the Committee on Commeree. 

Mr. Y. also gave notice that be would, on to- 
morrow, ask leave to introduce a bill to confirm 
the sales of the school lands in the State of Illi- 
nois. 

Mr. CLAYTON presented a memorial from Eda 
ward Worrell, M. D., alleging that he was unjustly 
selected as one of those who were to be disbanded 
from the service of the United States, under the 


late law for the disbaridment: of a*portton of the- 
army, and asking an investigation into. the matter: 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented af memorial from 
a number of citizens of Pennsylvania, asking that 
the ‘fine imposed on General Jackson, by Judge 
Hall, might be refunded... The, memorialists urge 
that. Congress. ought, unanimously, as if by accla- 
maziion, and without unnecessary delay, to. restore 
to that great man, before he takes his. departure 
from this toa better world, the fine so unjustly 
imposed on him : referred to the Judiciary Com- 
mittee. : 

Also, presented a memorial from a number 
of:citizens of Pennsylvania, complaining that the 
greatest wantof the country was the want of a 
proper currency, and proposing to the Government 
of the United States to issue stock or certificates 
of loan to the States to the amount of 2,000,000,000 
of dollars, founded upon the public domain, as af- 
fording a proper basis for a sound currency: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

‘Also, presented a memorial from a number of 
‘eit zens of the city and edunty of Phiiadelphia, 
alleging that they were from the first opposed to the 
passage of the bankrupt law, because it interfered 
with pre-existing contracts; but that now, believ- 
ing that the mischiefs of the law were at an end, 
and that the law would be very useful in its pros- 
pective operations, pray that ıt may be continued: 
reférred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

_Mr. TALLMADGE presented six memorials, 
numerously signed, from the city of New York; 
also from Syracuse, Rochester, and Penn Yan, 
in the State of New York; and one from Philadel- 
phia; all remonstrating against the repeal of the 
bankrupt law. Mr. ‘TY. said he had no doubt, if 
time were given, that memorials of a similar char- 
a er would be poured in upon the Senate from all 
parts of the Union. He had received letters from 
many of the States, giving the decided opinion that 
a great portion of the community everywhere were 
in favor of the law, and expressing the earnest 
hope that it would not be repealed. These writers 
anxiously inquire as to the prospect of a repeal, 
ahd the terms of that repeal, if such a bill should 
succeed, 

Mr. T. said that these letters were so numerous, 
it was impossible for him to answer them individ- 
ually, even if he pessessed the information they 
desired. He would, therefore, take this cecasion to 
say that he indulged a hope tha!, on mature reflec- 
tion, a majority in Congress would be willing to 
preserve the law, with such modifications and 
amendments as should be deemed necessary 10 re- 
move any objectionable features in it. Mr. T. said 
he considered ita duty enjoined on Congress by 
the Constitution, to establish a uniform system of 
bankruptcy ; and that to repeal this law without an 
effort to amend it, would be a dereliction of duty 
which he would not aniicipate. He would not as- 
sume that a power yielded by thé States to Con- 
gress, fur the mere purpose of uniformity, was not 
10 be exercised by Congress, because it would not; 
nor by the Btates, because they could not exercise 
it. Phe principal objections which were originally 
urged against the bill are now obviated. One was 
is operation on past contracts: that is now re- 
moved; another was, that there was not suf- 
cient judicial foree to execute the Jaw. Ex. 
perience has shown there is no diffieulty on 
that score. But Mr. T. said he did not intend, 
on this occasion, to go into an argument on the 
subject. If, however, he should be disappoint- 
el in his views of the action of Congress, and 
the law should be repealed, he could not persuade 
himself that a single member of this Senate would 
be willing to cut off any applivations pending at 
the time of the repeal. He hoped the repeal—if it 
should take place—would be prospective; and that 
a period some time hence would be fixed upon for 
it to take effect. If there be any distinction be- 
tween those who have keen already discharged, 
and those whose applications are now pending, it 
is in favor of the latter. They have struggled 
along, and omitted to apply, in the hope that they 
would be saved the necessity; and now, to cut them 
off, after others have been discharged, would be 


f 
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criel in Wë extreme. -He hoped and believed ño 
stich injustice would be dons. 


Committee. oe 
Mr. BENTON presented a memorial from Phil- 
adelphia, on the subject of the bankrupt law. The 
letter accompanying it says that the memorial. was 
signed by forty firmis. of that city—the names of 
twenty of whom he knew himself. Mr. B. said 
this petition was opposed to the repeal of the act, 
but wished Congress to amend, and make it a 
baukrupt system. One of the points of objection 
to the law was, that it was unjust and unconstitu- 
tional, because it absolved the debtor from all his 
obligations entered into long before the enactment 
of the law was even contemplated. The letter 
states that two-thirds of the merchants and nine- 
teen-twentieths of the people Lelieve that the banks 
which issue bills should be included within the 
provisions of the law: referred to the Judiciary 
Committee. 

Mr. BERRIEN presented a memorial from the 
city of New Yoik, asking that the bankrupt law 
may not be repealed, but-assigning reasons why it 
should be continued, with certain modifications 
therein set forth: referred to the Judiciary Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. BERRIEN took occasion to say, that so 
far as his information extended, there was a 
more. strong and decided expression of public 
opinion in favor of the continuance of the law, 
under certain medifications, ‘han there was for 
its repeal. Something more than 50,000 persons 
had petitioned upon the subject of the law at the 
last session; of whom, less than 3,000 were in fa- 
vor of its unconditional repeal; 40,000 asked for 
its continuance; and the residue of the 50,000 
asked for its suspension, modification, and repeal. 

Mr. McROBERTS presented a petition from a 
number of citizens of Illinois, asking Congress to 
pass a law for the occupation and settlement of the 
Oregon Territory, and that actual grants of land 
be made to settlers as an inducement to seitlement: 
laid on the table, to accompany the bill. 

On motion of Mr. BATES, it was ordered that 
the petition and papers of Rufus and Charles 
Lane, asking for fishing bounty, be taken from 
the files of the Senate, and referred tothe Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Mr. LINN, on leave, intraduced a bill for the 
relief of Reuban E Gentry, William Monroe, and 
others; which was read twice, and referred to the 
Commitiee on Indian Affairs. 

On motion of Mr. KING, it was ordered that the 
petition of the heirs of William Fisher, asking for 
the confirmation of a ceriain jand claim, found- 
ed ona Spanish grant, be taken from the files cf 
the Senate, and referred to the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims. 

Oa motion of Mr. KING, it was ordered that the 
petition of Samuel Thompson be taken from the 
files of the Senate, and referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

On motion of Mr. SEVIER, it was ordered that 
the petition and documents relating to the claim cf 
F. A. Kerr, for compensation and for supplies fur- 
nished indigent Indians, be taken from the files, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs; 
and a'so that the petiticn of George Duval, a 
Cherokee, for indemnity for losses sustained, be 
taken from the files, and referred to the same com- 
mittee, 

Mr. SEVIER presented a memorial from Doctor 
Gunion, President of the Bank of Washingtcn, 
asking that Congress would pass a law extending 
the charter of that institution: referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SMITH of Indiana presented a document 
from the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
on the subject of surveys of lands; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. STURGEON presented a memorial from a 
large number of citizens of Southwestern Pennsyl- 
vania, asking for the repeal of the bankrupt law. 
Mr. S. said the law was peculiarly unpopu'ar in 
this section of the country, which might be judged 
of from the reading of an extract from the letter 
enclosing the petition; which said, thatif petitions 
were circulated there, ninety-nine out of every one 


The memorials were referred to the Judiciary 


hurdred. would readily sign for the repeal; that 
they believe it was the worst law ever passed by 
Congress; and that it had done more to demoralize 
the country than.any act ever passed: referred to 


the Judiciary Committee. 


Mr. WRIGHT presented a memorial from cer- 
tain inhabitanis of Brooklyn, remonstrating against 
the repeal of the bankrupt law, as far as its. pros- 
pective operations are concerned, and recommend- 
ing certain modifications: referred to the Judi- 
ciary Committee. 

Also, presented a memorial from citizens of the 
northern district of New York, remonstrating 
against the repeal of the Jaw in any such terms as 
would operate as a suspension of it before the pas- 
sage of the repealing act. The memorialists give 
as a reason, that, by the rules of the court thereon, 
(many, if not all, of the district courts) all the appli- 
cants under the law are compelled to pay fees in. 


| advance; and, in a majority of the instances, such 


fees are obtained only by the greatest sacrifice on 
the part of the petitioners; and that, therefore, it 
would be manifestly unjust to destroy these peti- 
lions, filed pursuant to the Jaw, and in all respects 
in conformity thereto: referred to the Judiciary 
Committee. ; f 

Also, presented a petition from Oneida couaty, 
New York, asking for the unconditional repeal of 
the bankrupt law; anda petition from a number 
of citizens of New York, purporting to be mer- 
chants, for a full and unconditional repeal of the 
banlraptJaw; which were referred to the Judiciary 
Committee. 

Mr. SIMMONS presented two memorials from 
citizens of Philadelphia, against the repeal, but in 
favor of a modification of the bankrupt law: re- 
ferred to the Judiciary Committee. 


Mr. SPRAGUE presented a memorial. from 
Providence, Rhode Island, signed by merchants 
and manufacturers, in favor of the repeal of the 
bankrupt law: referred to the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. MILLER presented a memorial from 
John Kurtz, praying for an extension of the 
charter of the Farmers and Mechanies’ Bank of 
Georgetown: referred to the Committee on the 
Distriet of Columbia. 


Mr. WOODBURY presented a memorial from 
certain messengers and laborers in the office of the 
Auditor of the Post Office Department, praying for - 
an increase of their compensation: referred to the 
Commitiee on Finance. 


Mr. BENTON presented a petition, signed by 
Thomas White, and one hundred and fifty others, 
of Dorchester county, Maryland, praying fora 
repeal of the bankrupt act: referred to the Judiciary 
Commitee, 


Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Benjamin 
Murphy, of Arkansas; which was read, and or- 
dered to a second reading. 


Mr. BAYARD presented a memorial from cer- 
tain officers who served in the surveying and ex- 
ploring expedition, representing that. they had re- 
ceiv: d a certain amount of pay under the authority 
ofan express order in writing from the Navy De- 
partment, and that the accounting cflicer of the 
Government, in the adjustment of their accounts, 
had refused to allow the amount thus paid them, and 
that their ordinary pay is now withheld until an 
ajustment of their accounts. They pray Congress 
sa law authorizing the settlement of their 
aresents en the basis of the agreement of the Sec~ 
reiary of the Navy when tbey entered the service: 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BATES presented a petition from William 
Smith, of Northampton, Massachusetts, praying 
indemnity for losses sustained by French spolia- 
tions prior to 1800.. Mr. B. said, to show the in- 
justice and inhumanity of withholding the indem- 
nity, it was only necessary to have the memorial 
read, (which was done,)showing that.the petitioner 
is now an inmate of the pocr-house: referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. ` ` 
_ Mr. BAYARD, on leave, introduced a bill en- 
titled “An act to amend the act entitled ‘An act to 
reorganize the Navy Department of the United 
States,” passed the 30:h August, 1842, and 

A bill to provide for the establishment of schools 


of instruction fn the naval: serviceof the United 
| Btatess ra Se ee ee eye ae 
. =WWhich” were. read twice, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs.” : 
-On motion’ of Mr. CRITTENDEN; leave was 
granted to withdraw from the files of the Senate 
fie! petition and documents of William Meredith, 
the heir of William Meredith, for compensation 
for revolutionary services. Higa thy 
- ‘On motion of Mr. MERRICK, leave was granted 
to withdraw from the files of the Senate the petition 
_of John Burke: E E 
‘Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee on the 
- Judiciary, reported back, withont amendment, the 
bill for the relief of persons residing within the re- 
puted limits of the States of Arkansas and Louisig- 
na; and beyond the’ boundary lire between the 
United. Siatesand the Republic of Texas, establish- 
edby the commissioners appointed to ascertain the 


same. . 
Mr. WOODBURY presented a resolution, which 
was read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce inquire into 
the étate of our tonnage, freights, and commerce with foreign 
powers; and report whether it is properous under the existing 
arrangements, by treaties or laws in relation thereto; and, also, 
whether the regulations by other Governments are equally in 
conformity to the spirit of these arrangements; and if either be 
not.so, what measures are proper to insure greater prosperity 
and, reciprocity. 

, Mr. W. said it was a very important inquiry 
which concerned the whole country, but especially 
the Northern portion of the country; and, there- 
fore, he hoped it would be passed at once. The 
question was put, and the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. WOODBURY then submited the following 


resolution, which lies one day, under the rule, viz: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to furnish the Senate with the following infurmatian: 

1, The amountof revenue received from customs during the 
third quarter of the year 1842, on imports made in that quar- 
tor. 

9, As soon as the returnsare obtained, the amount received 
in the 4th quarter of the same year, from the imports made in 
that quarter, and tho aggregate of those imports. 

3.. The aggregato of appropriations outstanding and unex: 
pended at the close of the years, respectively, of 1840, 1841, and, 
when this year expires, al tho end of 1812; and 

dì The quantity of land which was advertised for public 
wale from 4th March, 1841, to the close of one year from that 
gaio; And the quantity advertised during the year previous to 
that date. 


Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported back, with amendments, (which 
were ordered to be printed,) the bill for the relief 
of. Henry Gardner and others, directors of an in- 
stitution called the New England Mississippi Land 
Company. 

A motion was here made by Mr. HUNTING- 
TON, to take up the motion of Mr. Wricur, to re- 
fer to the Committee on Finance the memorial of 
the chamber of commerce of New York on the 
subject of the warehousing system. 

Mr. WRIGHT explained that he preferred that 
the subject be passed over until to-morrow morn- 
ing, before which time Senators will have read 
the memorial, (now prmted,) and be prepared to 
vote understandingly as to which committee it 
should be referred—the Committee on Finance, as 
proposed by him; or the Committee on Commerce, 
as proposed by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
Howtineron | 

The question was put, and the Senate refused to 
take up the motion. 

THE AFRICAN SQUADRON. 


The following resolution, submitted by Mr. Ben- 


ron some days ago, was taken up for considera- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to inform the Sen- 
ate, (if compatible with the public interest,) whether the quin- 
taple treaty, for the suppression of the slave-trade, has 
been communiéated to the Government of the United States 
incany form whatever; and, if so, by whom; for what pur- 
pose; and what answer may have been returned to such 
communication. Also, to communicate to the Senate all the 
information which may have been received by the Govern- 
ment of the United States, going to show that the “course which 
this Government might take in relation to said treaty has 
excited no small degree of altention and discussion in Eu- 
rope.” Also, to inform the Senate how far the “warm animad- 
versions,’ and "the great political excitement” which this trea- 
ty has caused in Europe, have any application or reference to 
the United States. Also, to inform the Senate what danger 
there was that “the laws and the obligations? of the United 
fates in relation tothe suppression of tha slave-trade would 
He “executed by others! if we did not “remove the pretest 
and motive for violating our flag and executing our lave,” 
by. extering into the stipulations for the African aquadron, and 


the remonstrating embassies w! i 
Sth articles of the late British weaty. Also, that. the- President 
be requested to communicate to the Senate all the correspond- 
ence with our ministers abroad, relating to the forégoing 
points of inquiry. -Also, that “the President be requested to 
communicate to the Senate all such information upon the 
negotiation of the African squadron articles as will show the 
origin of said articles, and ‘the’ history and progress of their 
formation. Show he Og Pak er ce g 
--Mr. ARCHER said, when this subject was last 
under consideration, he had expressed his willing- 
ness that the resolation should be adopted by the 
Senate, with the exception of a certain portion to- 
wards the conclusion. He had thought then, and 
still continued to think, that that portion of the 
resolution to which he referred ought to be stricken 
out—he meant that portion which called upon the 
President for the grounds of the opinion he had 
expressed in the message which he had communi- 
cated to this body in August last. In conscquence, 
however, of the remarks which fell from the hon- 
orable Senator from. Missouri on Thursday, he 
(Mr. ArcuER) was now disposed to allow the reso- 
lution to pass, without the alteration which he had 
proposed. Not ibat he had changed his opinion in 
relation to its propriety ; for he was still of opin- 
ion that the Senate ought not, on its own account, 
to send such a message to the head of any depart- 
ment of the Government; but, inasmuch as he per- 
ceived that a refusal to send the resolution with 
that part stricken out would be attended with cir- 
cumstances highly unfavorable to the Government, 
he was disposed to permit it to go without any 
amendment whatever. ` 

He had been asked why he had desired any 
change in the first instance. He would answer, 
that, as the Government had no organ in that body 
by whom its views could be made known, he had 
felt it incumbent upon him to act as such organ. 

Although he still thought it very desirable that 
the resolution should be modified in the manner he 
had suggested, yet there was a sortof debt of jus- 
tice due to the Executive; and the latier, he 
thonght, was the more imperious of the two con- 
siderations. He would, therefore, be governed by 
it. He would waive his objecticn to the resolu- 
tion, and acquiesce in its adoption. 

The resolution was then adopted. 

BOARD OF EXCHEQUER. 

The bill amendatory of the acts establishing the 
Treasury Department came up as the special order 
of the day. 

Mr. TALLMADGE (on whose motion this bill 
had been made the order for to-day) said, at the 
request of several Senators he had been induced to 
move a further postponement of it. He moved to 
postpone it till Tuesday next, as the special order 
for that day; which motion was agreed to. 


FINE ON GENERAL JACKSON. 
The bill introduced by Mr. Linn some time 


since, to indemnify General Jackson for the fine 


imposed upor bim by Judge Hall, at New Orleans, 


while in the discharge of his official duty, came 


up on its postponement from Thursday last. 
Mr. LINN hoped the bill would now be ordered 


to be engrossed for a third reading, by acclamation, 
as had been urged in a memorial presented this 


day from Pennsylvania by the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Bucnanan.] 


Mr. CRITTENDEN understood. the question of 


reference was yet pending. 

Some doubt being expressed as to the question 
now pending, a few converrational remarks were 
made by several Senators, in expianation, showing 
that the motion to postpone, on Thursday, super- 
seded the motion to refer. 

The CHAIR decided that the motion to postpone 
had superseded the motion to refer. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN then renewed bis motion to 
refer the bill to the Commitee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LINN asked for the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. i 

The question of reference'to the Committee on 
the Judiciary was then taken by yeas and nays, 
and resulted in the affirmative—yeas 23, nays 19, 
as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Clayton, 
Conrad, Crafts, Crittenden, Evans, Graham, Henderson, Hun- 
tington, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Phelps, Porter, Simmons, 
Smith IR Indiana; Sprague, Tallmadge, White, and Wood- 
bridge—23. g 

NÀ YS--Messrs, Allen, Benton, Berrien, Buchanan, Ful- 


hich are contained inthe Sth and . 


Smith’ of 
Connecticut, Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, Wilcox, Wiliems, 


co 


Mr. BAYARD, laid.on the-table. = ë 

On. motion of Mr. BAYARD, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to: the consideration ef executive: ‘busitiess; 
and, after some time spent therein, adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES: 
Turspay, December 27, 1842 


Mr. ALFRED MARSHALL presented the pe- 
tition of John Patterson and eighteen others, ship- 
masters and merchants of Northport, Maine, ask- 
ing the erection of such buoys, beacons, and sp 
dies on the Muscles ridges in Penobscot bay as will 
render the navigation more safe. ` Mies we 

Mr. LOWELL presented the petitions of Jacob 
Longfellow and ten other.ship-masters and: mer 
chants of Machias, Maine; John A. Simpson 
ten other ship-masters and merchanis of East Ma 
chias, Maine; and Jotham Lippinco't and thir y- 
two other ship-masters and merchants of Columbia 
and Addison, Maine,~all praying’ for au’ appto 
priation to improve the navigation of Penobscot 
bay. f cen 
Also, letters from George Thacher, esq., collect- 
or of the port of Belfast; John Whitcomb, Cap- 
tain of the United States revehte-cutter Alert; atid 
Green Walden, captain of the United States reve- 
nue-cutter Morris,—in support of the same cbj-cts 
which were referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. i 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi presented the 
petition of T. W. Haley, H. W. Stegall,’ and 82 
others, praying the establishment of a mail route’ 
frcm Eiectra, in Monroe county, Missis‘ippi, to 
Van Buren, in said State: referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. STEENROD presented a petition of cit- 
izens of Marshall county, Virginia, for ihe repeal 
of the bankrupt law. f ¢ 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL desired to present a me~ 
morial of inhabitants of the city and county of 
Philadelphia: against the repeal of the bankropt 


. law, but suggesting various modifications. 


Mr. L. W. ANDREWS objected; and he said 
he should object to all business that was not strictly 
in order. 

The memorial accordingly was not received. . 

Mr. REYNOLDS moved the reconsideiation of 
the vote by which. a bill was passed ön Friday for 
the relief of the heirs of Philip Renault.” He ex-' 
plained that his object was to cause the insertion of 
a proviso, to sustain the purchasers of certain lands. 

After a few words from Mr. YOUNG and Mr. 
CAVE JOHNSON, the motion was agreed to, ` 

Mr. FESSENDEN asked permission to move 
that a certain bill be taken from the Committee of 
the Whole. It was a lecal bill, on which the dele- 
gation from Maine was agreed, with one exception, 

Objection was made, aed the gentleman was, 
therefore, cut shert in his explanation. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON gave notice of a bill to 
prohibit the allowance of extra compensation to 
the officers of the Government. 

The SPEAKER then announced that reports 
from standing committees were in order. ; 

Mr. GIDDINGS, from the Committee of 
Claims, made a report upon a pelition of Asahel 
Lee, Samuel Lec, and Henry Lee, accompanied 
by a bill for their relief; which was read twice, 
and committed. 

Mr. COWEN, from the same committee, re- 
ported the following biils; which were read twice, 
and committed: 

A bill for the relief of John Cove. 

A bill for the relief of Samuel B. Treck. 

A bill for the relief of Joseph R. Chandler. 

He also made an adverse report on the petition 
of John S. Parkinson. i 

Mr. TOMLINSON, from the same committee, 
reported a bill for the relief of Thomas D. Gibson; 
which was read twice, and committed, : 

Mr. HOWARD, from the Committee on Pub- 
lie Lands, reported a bill for the relief of: the 
heirs or assignees of the heirs of Isaac Todd- and 
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James McGill; which was read twice, and com- 

mitied. . 

; Mr. GENTRY, pursuant to notice heretofore 
given, obtained leave to introduce a bill for. the 
benefit of Fielding Pratt; which. was read twice, 
and committed, eines ; 
- Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee for 
the District of Columbia, reported a bill for the re- 
Nef of the Howard Institution of the City of 
Washington; which was read twice, and committed 
to the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. LINN, from the Committee on Public Ex- 
penditures, reported a resolution to authorize that 
committee to employ a clerk, and to send. for per- 
sons and papers. 

Mr. BOWNE called for the yeas and nays on 
that motion; and, being ordered, they resulted as 
follows: yeas 87, nays 99. 

Mr. J.C. EDWARDS obtained permission to 
introduce a bill to allow drawbacks on foreign 
merchandise exported in original packages to 
Chihuahua and Santa Fe, in Mexico; which was 
read twice, and commiited to the Committee of the 
-Whole.. s A 

Mr. WISE rose to present to the House a reso- 
lution of the Legislature of Virginia, instructing 
the Senators of that State, and requesting its Rep- 
resentatives, to use their best efforts to cause the 
immediate passage of the bill refunding the fine im- 
posed on General Jackson, by J udge Hall of 
New: Orleans, in 1815. 

As this was the resolution of a Statema State 
which he in part represented—he took the earliest 
opportunity to present it; and, in doing so, he 
begged to say for the Legislature of Virginia, and 
for himself, that no partisan feeling entered into 
the spirit of that resolation, It was offered in the 
spirit of patriotism—pure patriotism, It was be- 
lieved by the Legislature of Virginia, and the Rep- 
resentatives of the people of that State, that the act 
employed by General Jackson to defend the city 
of. New Orleans was one of imperious necessity—a 
necessity imposed upon him by the “booty wand 
beauty” of that city, which were threatened by an 
invading army, and no less by domestic traitors-—— 

Mr. MORGAN interposed, and inquired whether 
the gentleman from Virginia was in order? 

Mr. WISE said he wished to exculpate his 
State 

Mr. MORGAN objected to the’ gentleman de- 
bating the question. : 

Mr. WISE. 1 merely wish to state—— 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Speaker, is it in order? 

The SPEAKER said the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia could not enter into debate on the subject. 

Mr. WISE. I donot propose to debate il; but, 
as it was received by unanimous consent of the 
House, I merely wish to bespeak from the House 
that respect which I believe ought to be paid to the 
resolution of the Legislature of a State. 

Mr. HOWARD and others called the gentleman 
to order, 

Mr. WISE. I move that the resolution be ree 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole——- 

Mr. HOWARD. The gentleman hasno right to 
speak upon it at all. 

Mr. WISE. Iam making a motion now. I 
Move that it be referred to the Commitiee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, where a bill, I 
believe, already lies, which was reported at the 
last session, on this subject. 

Mr. TURNEY. And that it be printed. 

Mr. WISE. Yes, and that it be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GATES offered the following resolution; 
which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to transmit to the 
House of Representatives the laws passed by the Governor and 


Legislative Council of the Territory of Florida, at the last ses- 
sion. ` 


Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, reported a bill to amend 
and explain an act of the 4th July, 1836; and an 
act of the 7th July, 1838, allowing pensions to cer- 
tain widows, It was read twice, and committed to 
the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. FORNANCE, from the same committee, 
reported a bill fer the relief. of Jonathan Britton; 
which was read twice, and committed to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 
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Mr. MORRIS, from the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions, reported’ a bill for the relief of Daniel. 


Durham; which was read twice, and committed. 

Also, an adverse report or the petition of Sarah 
Hildreth. - a E : 

Mr. BURNELL offered a resolution, directing 
the Cleriz of this House to distribute amongst the 
members of the House, for circulation, certain 
charts of George’s shoals, now in the Clerk’s office. 
The motion was agreed to. ; 4 

Mr. CAMPBELL of South Carolina gave no- 
tice that he would on to-morrow ask leave to intro- 
duce a bill to suspend, for a limited time, the ope- 
ration of the second section of the act entitled “An 
act for the apportionment of Representatives 
among the several States, according to the sixth 
census.” 

Mr. JAMES IRVIN offered the following reso- 
lution, which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to 
communicate to the House of Representatives the report of the 
engineer in chief of the Navy Department, in refereuce to an 
invention of Cadwallader Evans, of Pennsylvania, for the pre- 
vention of explosions in steam-boilers. 

On the motion of Mr. WISE, it was ordered that 
the Committee on Naval Affairs be discharged 
from the consideration of the petition of Octavius 
A. Holden and James C. Patton. 


THE BANKRUPT LAW. 


The SPEAKER announced the regular order of 
business to be the bill to repeal the bankrupt act. 

The Clerk stated the question as it now stoed. 
The original bill was introduced by Mr. Everett, 
as already published. This Mr. Banwarp had moved 
to amend, so as to repeal only so much of the bank- 
rupt law as permits voluntary bankruptey; provi- 
ding, however, that this act should not affect any 
case or proceeding in bankruptey already commen- 
ced, or which should be commenced before the 
4th day of March next. Mr. Cusine had moved to 
amend the amendment, so as to provide that this 
act should not affect any case or proceeding in 
bankruptcy commenced before the passage of this 
act, and, consequently, not to extend it to cazes 
commenced before the 4th of March next. Mr. 
Brigas had moved to commit the bill and all its 
amendments to the Committee on the Judiciary, with 
instructions to report a bill to repeal that part of the 
existing law which authorizes the volantary appli- 
cation of debtors, and to ineiude corporations 
which issue paper to circulateas money, within the 
operation of the bankrupt law. And Mr. Cave 
Jounson had moved to amend Mr. Bricas’s amend- 
ment, by striking out all the instructions, and insert- 
ing instructions to the Judiciary Committee to report, 
at 12 o'clock to-morrow, the following biil: “That 
the act passed on the 19th day of August, 1841, 
entitled ‘An act to establish a uniform system of 
bankrupicy throughout the United States,’ be, and 
the same hereby is, repealed, 


Mr. SALTONSTALL, who had the floor, ob- 
served, that it was neither his intention nor his 
wish to enter into an elaborate argument on this 
bill; being satisfied, from appearances when it was 
last before ihe House, that it would be brought to a 
close before the close cf this day. The question 
now, as read by the Clerk, opened the whole sub- 
ject for consideration. It was, on the motion of 
the gentleman from Tennessee to commit the snb- 
ject to the Committee on the Judiciary, with in- 
structions to bring in a bill to repeal the bankrupt 
act forthwith. He looked upon this as the most 
important question that could occupy the attention 
of Congress, and should be acted on with great 
caution and deliberation. It would operate through- 
out the United States, and upon all classes of the 
community, upon contracts of every description in 
which the citizens of the United States have enter- 
ed. If ever, therefore, a question deserved to be 
considered calmly, deliberately, and impartially, it 
was this; and, indeed, it should be acted on with as 
much caution as if it was now the question on the 
passage of an original bankrupt law. Other classes 
of the community, as well as the mercantile classes, 
were deeply interested in this question. Mr. S., 
after taking a brief view of the history of the pass- 
age of the bankrupt act, and of the constitutional 
powers and obligations of Congress to pass it, en- 
tered into a consideration of the reasons urged for 


its repeal. It bad been said that public opin- 
ion demanded its repeal; and the gentleman 
who introduced the bill. was supported by the 
resolutions of a sovereign State demanding it. 
He denied; however,- that there was any evi- 
dence showing that the people Cemanded the repeal 
of thislaw. Where was it shown? There had 
been no petitions presented calling for it. The 
Legislatures of the States (with but one exception) 
had made no move in relation to it; and, if he 
judged from what he had seen of the public press, 
there was no evidence there of a desire for the re- 
peal of the act. They had every evidence that 
public opinion was loudly in favor of this law at 
the time of its passage. It was called for by nu- 
merous pelitions, coming from every quarter of the 
country, signed by men of all classes of the com- 
munity. It was advocated in the public papers, 
and strongly recommended to the favorable con- 
sideration of Congress in the message of the Presi- 
dent of the United States. Mr. S. deprecated the 
repeal of this law before sufficient time had elapsed 
to give it a fair trial and examination. : He con- 
tended that it was now operating most favorably, 
and that the principal eause for objection to ithad . 
nearly passed away. This was the retrospective 
feature’of the bill; but as all (or nearly all) the 
cases of that class had been acted on, there was 
now no longer any objection to. the bill. In a 
country like ours, he held ihat some uniform laws 
ou the subject of bankruptey should exist. Such 
laws were just as necessary now, as when the con- 
stitutional provision authorizing Congress to pass 
such laws was adopted; and the very reasons 
wbich operated upon the convention fcr the inser- 
tion of this provision, operated now in favor of 
retaining the present law in force. 


The framers of the Constitution foresaw the 
great increase in the extent and commerce of 
this country. They saw that new Siates would 
spring up, with various interests and with differ- 
ent laws; and that, without some uniform law 
passed hy the common Government, the insolvent 
laws of these States would come in conflict. The 
grant of this power was, therefore, inserted for 
the same ‘reason that the grant ef power for the 
regulation of commerce between the States was in- 
serted; and these same powerful reasons operated 
now, as wellas then. Mr. S. denied that the law 
was complicated, and difficult to be carried out. On 
the contrary, it was perfee'ly simple, and easy to 
be understood and executed. In Massachusetts, 
for example, it had gone into operation. without 
any difficulty whatever, and without any com- 
plaint of frauds. The retrosvective feature, it 
was true, was first complained of; butas this ceased 
to have any effect, the act bad become popular, 
and was found to be exceedingly useful and be- 
neficent in its effects, Mr. S. continued speaking 
up to the expiration of his hour, showing various 


- reasons why the law should not be repealed. 


Mr. DAWSON rose, and addressed the House 
in opposition to the repeal of the law. He said: 
I do not intend to make a speech on this occasion, 
but simply to offer a few brief remarksin my own 
justification, here and at home. I am aware that, 
if I could speak with the voice and wisdom of an 
angel of light, I could not arrest the fate of this 
bill, It is virtually res judéeata—soon to be “as a 
thing that was not.” “Politicians have already ta- 
ken sides for and against il; and the appeals of 
reason and of justice are now alike unavailing. 

I bave not heard a solitary complaint from one 
of my constituents for my voie in favor of this bill. 
On the contrary, I have received many warm and 
grateful acknowledgments in approbation of my’ 
course. I have in my drawer a long list of the 
most respectable names in Louisiana, Urging me to 
oppose the repeal of the bankrupt law. Noman 
in this House would rejoice more than I would to. 
see this bill amended; but I will hold on toit as ié 
îs, Sooner than see it repealed. I am opposed to 
the oppression of the debtor, in every shape, form, 
and manner. Debt is a ‘misfortune; and bitter ig 
the cup of life (Heaven knows) to the unfortunate 
debtor, at best, without being treated as a criminal.’ 
I am willing to see the debter forced to make an 
honest, full, and unqualified surrender of all ke has: 
and then I would palsy the arm of the Shytock who. 


vould. attempt. to take his pound. of flesh, This 
_ .is'the poor man’s law; andit stands “solitary and 
alène,” as the poor man’s Jaw, in the history of the 
-world. I am the open and avowed advocate of a 
„bankrupt law to benefit debtors, and not a law to 
bénefit:creditors exclusively. 1 would not make a 
retrospective law, to favor,or shield the debtor; but 
Í would place him: henceforth beyond the reach of 

_ personal cruelty and degradation. His property 
might ‘be seized and sold; the roof that sheliers 
his wife and children from the peliings of the piti: 


‘less storm might be taken from him, and they - 


might be turned over to penury and want. But 
his person, at least, should be sacred: The credi- 
tor should not touch abair of his head after he had 
made a fair and honest surrender of everything he 
was worth on the face of the earth. 


Man’s inhumanity to man 
Makes countless millions mourn;” 
and wise legislation will always defend and protect 
the weak, the helpless, the unfortunate, and op- 
pressed. The fate of the bankrupt law is already 
foretold. I entertain no doubts of its being re- 
pealed in a few days. It is the first law that 
ever was passed—and,I greatly fear, it will be 
the last—to favor the poor and the unfortunate. It 
is idle to resist the power of money; to its secret, 
subtle, and pervading influences, imagination can 
devise, and strength can accemplish no bar. It 
‘will buy the prayers of the church, the fidelity of 
man, and the love of woman, It is the alpha and 
omega of all human desires. Reason and justice 
are impotent when opposed to the magic power of 
gold. 
“Plate sin with gold, 
And the strong lance of Justice hurtless breaks; 
. Clothe it in raga, a pigmy’s straw doth pierce it.” 

One overgrown capitalist, or rich creditor, has more 
influence over the National Legislature of this 
country than five thousand unfortunate and perse- 
cuted debtors. 

, Repeal this law, and how inconsistent and rep- 
rehensible the majority of this House must appear 
in the “sober second thought” and dispassionate 
consideration of a free and intelligent community ! 
They have forced a good law, in a bad shape, up- 
on the nation; and now that the hour of amend- 
ment is almost at hand—I mean the meeting of 
the 28h Congress—they are about to blast forever 
the last hope of the broken-hearted and desponding 
debtors throughout our vast domain. They are 
now eager and impatient to destroy, with a ruthless 
hand; the most salutary and effective checks upon 
> that reckless credit system which has cast a gloom 

of desolation over the land. 

I voted for this bill, not because I considered it 
perfect, but with a hope that it would soon be 
amended and made perfect. I do not believe that 
any man or party can make a bankrupt Jaw that 
will at first be invulnerable in all its parts. Tam, 
consequently, disposed to make the most of this. I 
am for salutary, judicious, and necessary amend- 
ments; and I am opposed to the repeal. Ihave 
always been in favor of a judicious national bank. 
rupt law; and I earnestly contend that this is a 
most propitious honr for the mos! happy legislation 
upon the subject. I sincerely regret being compelled, 
by the deep and rooted convictions of my mind, 
and the best impulses of my heart, to differ, in this 
single instance, with my Democratie friends. If 
any man ever was truly proud of his party, Tam the 
man. I may be wrong; but if I am, itis an error 
both of the head and of the heart. [ cannot favor 
the. few to oppress the many. If I do err, I feel that 
jt is an error on the side of mercy. 

Mr. CUSHING rose in opposition to the repeal 
of the bankrupt law. He thought that, instead of 
immediately repealing this measure, and thus ex- 
hibiting to the country the spectacle of a vacil- 
lating body—undoing to-day what it bad done 
yesterday; it should be allowed to remain in force, 
and be further tested by public jadgment. Instead 
of a hasty and precipitate action, he thought the 
“public interests would be better promoted by mod- 
ifying the law so as to exclude voluntary appli- 
canis for its benefit, and to include corporations is- 
suing paper for circulation. Let it be modified to 
“suit the views of gentlemen, but not wantonly de- 
molished, f 


truth, saying that it had been. repealed on the 5th 
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If, however; the law must.be repealed, he hoped 
the House. would not put upon ‘the record. an-un- 


of December, as was implied by the provision of 
the bill as introduced by the gentleman from Ver- 
mont [Mr. Everert.] In addition to this untruth, 
which would be implied, the provision was, he 
thought, unjust, and would involve the whole com- - 
merce of the country in difficulty. He argued that 
it was in the highest degree unjust in Congréss to 
refuse to make provision in regard to pending pro- 
cess in the courts, and- earnestly remonstrated 
against a retrospective repeal of the law. The act 
of repeal should, he thought, take’ effect from its 
passage, and not from any date in the past time. 

Mr. C. said he would take -this occasion to pre» 
sent a memorial from Philadelphia against the re- 
peal of the law, which he would have read as a 
portion of his remarks. 


Mr. ADAMS availed himself of the opportunity 
to present a petition for the same purpose. 

Mr. FERRIS presented two petitions from the 
city of New York against a repeal, 

Mr; EVERETT objected to the presentation of 
any further memorials, as irregular. 

Mr. CUSHING resumed, and proceeded in an- 
swer to some of the remarks submitted a few days 
since by the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. 
ARNoLD.] He agreed with that gentleman in part 
of what he had said. It was true that there were ob- 
jection to the act in the first places yet these had 
been either extenuated, or had Jost their force. The 
main objection to the passage of the law was, that 
it would operate on contracts made, and: would 
thus affect vested rights. Now, this objection ap- 
plied with equal force to the repeal of the measure 
as proposed in the present bill, since many enter- 
prises had been entered into by men acting in ref- 
erence to ils continuance. 

He’ would say to the gentleman from Tennessee, 
(Mr. Agnozp,] that he would not have ventured 
to use language of condemnation so strong as that 
used by him when addressing the House on the 
repeal of this law, That gentleman had proceeded 
to make personal references to high functionaries 
of the Government, and to introduce them here as 
if their destiny, or their remaining in office, was 
material to the repeal of the bankrupt law. If the 
remarks of the gentleman were atall relevant to 
the question, equally so would be areply. In con- 
sidering the exciting debates which often took place 
in that body, he thought they were bound to ob- 
serve the fact, that the House of Representatives 
was the great voice of the nation—the safely-valve 
of the democratic impulses of the people. From 
the nature of our Government, discussions must 
frequently be carried on with earnestness, with 
excessive zeal, and sometimes with indecorum; 
yet he felt bimzelf at Lberly to declare, contrary | 
to the opinion of the: press elsewhere, that this 
was the most decorous of all deliberative national 
assemblies in the world. He knew it was more 
orderly than either the House of Commons in Eng- 
land, or the Chamber of Deputies in France. 

He next proceeded to notice the remarks of the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Agnorp] in rela- 
tion to the Secretary of State, and the speech made 
by that officer at Boston, wherein he was charged 
with acting, not from a desire to promote the pub- 
lie welfare, but solely from a lust of office. 
When such a strain of vehement dentnciation as 
had been applied to the Secretary of Siate was 
used by a member on that floor, he felt it to be his 
duty to say something in reply. And, in relation 
to the charge of love of office, he would ask, how 
was a man capable of doing good service to his 
country, unless he held office and was in power? 
Was there an individual, without a public trust, 
who could carry out his purposes of good to the 
country? All experience showed that it was im- 
possible to accomplish beneficial ends without the | 
possession of power. Indeed, the gentleman, after 
thus impugning the motives of the Secretary of 
State, would have been equally justified in impu- 
ting the same selfish views lo every man in the 
United States who had ever heid office, from 
George Washington down to the present time. 
He, (Mr. C.) therefore, denied that any man hold- 


ing office cow'd be: properly accused ofa personat 

and intėrested motive in so doing. ar Petia: 

r -He could not join issue with the gentlemen (Mr. 
ARNoLD] upon the terms Òf general obloquy used 
with regard to the functionariestof the Administra- 
tion; but he would deat with specific facis and: 
measures, and also with intentions eg clearly: and 
plainly developed, whenever they came up for dis- 
cussion. He would say this, as well for others and: 
for patties, as forthe gentleman from Tennessee. 
It was now the beginning of a short session—the 
last of the present Congress. A mass of business 
was before that body—business of deep interest to 
themselves, to their constitnents, and to the c un- 
try. Under this state of facts, the first reflection 
with him was, whether it was for the interest of the 
country, let whatever party that might bave the 
ascendency, to throw aside all legislation, and shut 
their eyes to all its wants, in order to pass off into 
an episodical discussion regarding the character of 
the officers of the Government? If he had argued. 
strictly, the questions of the bankrupt law and ‘the: 
treaty with England, were not .at all affected by 
the character of the men now in power.” In pro- 
portion, therefore, as gentiémen should enter into a 
discussion of these personal relations, would they’ 
depart from that line of conduct which was best: 
calculated to promote the public business. 3 

It was now nearly two yeais since, in accord- 
ance with a vote of the people, a change took place: 
in the administration of the Government. Since- 
that time, an internecine war had arisen in the. 
dominant party. The war had now been pursued! 
for about one year and a half; but, in the midst of” 
it, the Federal Government, with its fixed Constitu- 
tion, had stood, like the god Terminus, defying the 
progress of those who were rushing against it. 
The country had seen one party throw itself against. 
the immovable rock of the Constitution, What. 
had been the consequence? The party thus hurl-- 
ing itself against the constitutional rock was dashedi 
to atoms. 

He thought that enough of recrimination had 
been heard in the House, and throu. bout the coun- 
try, during the period to which he had referred; and. 
he would ask, what interests were to be promoted: 
by its further continuance? Was any personal ob- 
ject to be promoted by a perseverance in these: 
attacks on the part of the Whig party? It was 
remarkable enoogh that one. party should 
have broken itself down against the Federal Gov. 
ernment; but what was the series of even's on: 
which we were aboutto enter? It was an old: 
maxim that eaperientia docet. He was almost ine 
clined to think that, in the present case, this maxim 
would have to be reversed, and made to read izpe 
rientia non docet. [Mr. C.J. Incersont: ““Nocet:”} 
Thén it mightfbe that experience would hurt, rather 
than teach. ‘he other party had, during this war- 
fare, so long carried on, been occupying an envia- 
ble position. They had been folding their arms, 
looking on and laughing; whilst their opponents, 
like Kilkenny cats, were eating each other up from 
head to tail. [Laughter.] This agreeable situa- 
tion was now about to esd; and it appeared, from 
givings outin various quarters, that this party was 
also about to hurlitself against the same immova~ 
ble roek cn which the other had split. [Lavgbter, 
lastingsome time] A gentleman near him said he 
was misiaken. He might be; yet he was under the 
impression that, however individual leaders might 
think and wish, that consequence would follow. 
[Laughter.} ` ; ‘ 

He had said the Federal Government was on 
a fixed basis at Washington. That was the foun- 
dation of his argument. Now he would suppose 
a man called to be President of the United States. 
it mattered not whether he was elected, or whether 
the office devolved upon him by contingencies con- 
templated in the Constitution. He was President. 
What, then, was his first duty? To consider how 
to discharge his’ functions. He (Mr. C.) thought 
the President was bound to look around at the 
facts, and see by what circumstances he was sup- 
ported. Gentlemen might talk of treason; much 
had been said on that subject; but the question for 
the individual who might happen to be. President 

to eonsider was, How is the Government to be 
carried on? By whose aid? He (Mr. Cusnine) 


‘say ‘to. that party now having the ma- 
jority, (and whom, on account of that cir- 
eumstance, it. was more important he should 
address,) that if they- gave him ‘no. aid, it was 
his duty to. seek. aid. from thir adversaries. 
‘Laughter.}: lf tbe Whigs continue to blockade 
the wheels.of the Government, he trusted that the 
Democrats. would be patriotic enough to carry it 
on, [Laughter] oo 
He had thus presented the party relations of the 
question.. Behind them there was one of deeper- 
import, and which might. be vital in its effect. 
There was in the United. States a great career of 
ambition, and beyond it a culminating point—the 
highest- position which it was in the power of man 
to-attain—the Presidency. For this place, on look- 
ing around him, he saw more aspirants than he 
gould count upon his fingers. [Many voices. 
“Name them.”] He could not name them. [“ Name 
them”—‘‘Jet’s hear who they are.”] Their name 
was legion. He knew not what. splits would 
. take place, nor how far their personal relations 
‘would tend to produce divisions; but he saw in 
the general race no individual, at the present hour, 
who :possessed a pre-eminent, overwhelming, and 
irresistible power before tbe people. [A voice: 
“Except one—-Clay.”] Nor didhe know whether, 
during the next two years, any individual would 
acquire that strength. ft was true that the Whig 
party would hold a presidential convention some 
time during that period, [A voice: “No need of it;”] 
and also that the Democratie party would convene 
a similar assembly. He did not know whether this 
convention would be able or not to settle the rival 
pretensions of different candidates; but he saw 
budding such blossoms of discord as to leave 
great doubt about the issue of any conven 
tion that might be held. He did, however, 
know that the next year and a half would be 
signalized by great commotion upon this all-absorb- 
ing subject; and, whether there’ might be one can- 
didate only on each side or not—whether that can- 
ae be cordially supported or not—he would say 
that it would not be forwarding the political interest 
of any one of the parties in the country tocarry ona 
fierce warfare against the present Administration. 
{Laughbter.] He deemed it material that he should 
be. frank upon this point just now. [Cries of 
“Very frank.”] There were men connected with 
the present Administration who meant scon to have 
-a word to say upon this subject. He knew that 
the political cauldron was boiling with various ele- 
ments, wholly discordant and different; and he 
knew, also, what the constitutional power of the 
Fed: ral Government could accomplish. [Several 
voices: “By patronage”—‘‘by lust of office.”] No, 
not by mere patronage: he would show gentlemen 
that he would cut deeper than the mere surface of 
patronage. He referred them to the extra session, 
, Where one measure was proposed by the President, 
and another reported by a committee of the House, 
and pushed through to its passage, until it met 
with a Presidential veto. The action of the Presi- 
dent, as affecting the legislation of Congress on 
that occasion, showed the power of the Federal 
Government, through events, over masses of 
men, to be a hundred-fold greater than all its 
patronage. Whilst the events to which he referred 
were passing, the patronage of the Government 
was in the hands of the retiring Secretaries; thus 
showing that there was not even a concurrence be- 
tween the aclion of the patronage and the vetoes. 
Therefore, what he meant by the power of the Fed- 
eral Government was, an element soaring above all 
patronage——the relation of the President to the ac- 
tion of Congress. - 


He trusted we should never be agitated by such 
another series of collisions between the majority 
in Congress and the President as had occurred 
during the past year and a half; but should such a 
state of things arise, by the famity of parties, it 
was easy to foresee just such another result as that 
now brought about. [A voice: “The veto of the 
sub-treasury predicted.”] He hoped and desired 
that the Houre would be able to apply itself with 
uniform care to its legislative duties—trampling 
under foot party questions, that so much tended to 
impede the transaction of the public business. 

Dir. THOMPSON of Indiana then obtained the 
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“floor, and yielded it for a motion to adjourn: Pre- 


vious to which, and by general consent, 
Mr. McKENNAN offered the following reso- 


` lution; which was considered and adopted: 


Resolved, That the use of the hall of the House be granted to 
Professor Walter R, Johnson, for the delivery ofa lecture on the 
subject of coal, and its various applications. 


Mr. JAMES COOPER, by general consent, of- 
fered the following resolution; which was consider- 
ed and adopted: i 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be required to com. 
municate to this House a detailed{statement of all the expend- 
itures made from the Chickasaw fund, hetween the 2d day of 
March, 1833, and the Ist day of January, 1843; the said state- 
ment tö embrace the names of the persons to whom payments 
have been made, the amount paid to each, and on what ac- 
count. 


Tne SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Treasury Department, con- 
taining a statement showing the expenditures un- 
der the contingent fund for the last year: laid on 
the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Also, a communication from the Secretary of 
State, enclosing a report showing the modifications 
of their tariff laws by certain foreign countries: re- 
ferred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Also, a communication from the same, on the 
subject of our intercourse with forcign nations: laid 
on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Also, a communication from the Legislature of 
the Wisconsin Territory: laid on the table, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

On motion of Mr. McKENNAN, 

The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, December 28, 1842. 

Mr. YOUNG of Illinois presented the petition 
Alexander M, Jenkins, Richard J. Hamilton, and 
Samuel Lre, f the State of Illinois, securities of 
William Lina, late receiver of public moneys at 
Vandalia, in said State, praying that a law may be 
passed discharging them from their joint liability, 
upon the payment by each of a fair distributive 
proportion of the judgments obtained against them 
on account of the defaleation of the said Linn; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Also, a petition from William Elliot, jr., of Ful- 
ton county, Ilinois, praying that a law may be 
passed to enable him to enter a certain quarter 
section of land; which was referred te the Com- 
mitiee on Public Lands. 

Also, a petition of a number of citizens of Boone 
and McHenry counties, for a post-road from 
Hartland, in McHenry county, by way of “Cold 
Sprivg Prairie,” to Amazon post office, in Boone 
county, in said State; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate the report of the Secretary of the Senate, ac- 
counting for the disbursements out cf the contin- 
gent fund of the Senate; which was ordered to lie 
on the table, and be printed. 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented three memorials 
from the State of New York, remonstrating against 
the repeal of the bankrupt law: referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented a memorial from 
F. H. Pettis, counsellor at Jaw in the city of New 
York, and others, remonstrating against the pas- 
sage of the billto repeal the bankrupt law; which 
was referred to the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. C. also presented a memorial from the same 
individual, on the subject of a system of water- 
proof cloths, an invention of which he claims to 
be the author. He says that the discovery is one 
of great value and importance for purposes of na- 
val use: referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs. 

Messrs. WOODBRIDGE, PORTER, and BER- 
RIEN, severally presented memorials against the 
repeal of the bankrupt law; which were referred 
to the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. ARCHER presented a memorial from the 
city and county of Philadelphia, praying that the 
bankrupt law may be modified, but: not repealed; 
which was referred to the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. McROBERTS presented a memorial from 
citizens of Illinois, urging upon Congress the pas~ 
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sage of the bill to repeal the bankrupt Jaw; which 
was referred to the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. LINN presented a memorial from citizens 
of Illinois, praying Congress to pass a law for the 
occupation and setilement of the Oregon Terri- 


` tory, and to grant donations of.Jand as an induce- 


ment to settlement; which was laid on the table, 
to accompany the action on the bill on that sub- 
ject, 

eve. WOODBURY presented a petition from 
James Dodds and Eli Davis, watchmen in the 
Post Office building, asking for an increase of com- 
pensation; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. LINN, on leave, introduced a bill for the 
relief of certain companies of Missouri volunteers, 
commanded by Captains Pollard, Sconce, Harri 
son, Atchison, and Crawford; which was read 
twice, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, on leave, introduced a 
bill for the relief of James Taylor, and, for other 
purposes; which was read twice, and, with the doc- 
uments relating thereto, referred to the Committee 
on Claims. ; 

Mr. CONRAD, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, reported back, with- 
out amendment, the bill for the relief of William 
Debu;s, postmaster at New Orleans. 

On motion of Mr. WILLIAMS, it was ordered 
that the petition of John A. Dickerson, for extra 
compensation as sailing- master in the United States 
service, be taken from the files of the Senate, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 


Mr. SEVIER, from the Committee on Pensions, 
reported a bill for the relief of Wareham Kingsly; 
which was read, and ordered to a second reading. 

On motion of Mr. SEVIER, the Committee 
on Pensions was discharged from the farther cone 
sideration of the petition of John Bosworth; and it 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs.. 

Mr. McROBERTS, on leave, introduced a bill 
declaratory of the assent of Congress to the State 
of Ilinois imposing a tax on all lands hereafter 
sold by the United States in said Siate, from and 
after the time they are sold; which was read twice, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. KING, on leave, introduced a bill for the 
relief of certain citizens of Alabama, who were 
deprived of their improvements by the treaties with 
the Creek Indians; which was read twice, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. McROBERTS presented the credentials of 
Sipnzy Brerse, elected by the Legislature of the 
Siate of Illinois a Senator from that State for six 
years from and after ihe 4th day of March next; 
which were read, and ordered to be placed on the 
files of the Senate. 

Numerous House bills were then taken up, read 
the first and second time, and appropriately re- 
ferred. 

The CHAIR laid before the Senate a subpœna 
issued from the circuit court of the United States 
for the District of Columbia, which had been 
served upon the Secretary of the Senate, with a 
view to compel his attendance into court witha 
certain anti-bank memorial, signed by citizens of 
Georgetown, now on the files of the Senate, to be 
used in the case of Addison vs, White, now being 
tried in said court. The Chair remarked that the Sec- 
retary was in doubt what to do in the case, he hav- 
ing no authority to take from the files any portion 
of the public archives, and had desired him to 
present the subpeena to the Senate. 

A debate of a conversational character took 
place between Messrs. PHELPS, McROBERTS, 
BERRIEN, WOODBURY, HUNTINGTON, 
KING, and CRITTENDEN, as to whether a 
transcript of the record would not do to carry 
into court, and as to whether the Secretary, (though 
he was on duty,) being but a ministerial officer of 
the Senate, was entitled to the privileges which 
attach to Senators, and exempted them from the 
processes of the courts. 

Mr. TAPPAN contended that the time to regard 
ke supceaa had not arrived, but that it should be 
disregarded until an attachment was issued against 
the Secretary; when’ the issue would be made up, 
and could be tried as to whether the privileges o 


nators did not, in some. measure, extend to their 
Officers, and exempt them from legal process 
lein the performance of their official duties. 
The debate having ceased, and the Senators hav- 


ing concluded that it was not worth while to bring - 


' ghe-Senate and court into collision, : 

. Mr. BERRIEN submitted the following resola- 
tion, touching the matter; which was read and 
agreed to, viz: Rit 

- Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate have leave to 


take from the files of the Senate the anti-bank memorial speci- 
fied in the subpana duces tecum issued from the circuit court 


ofthe United States for the District of Columbia, in the case of , 


Henry Addison vs. Robert White, this day served upon him, 
for the purpose of being exhibited as evidence in the said case. 

Mr. HENDERSON, on leave, introduced a bill 
to extend the time of payment of the judgments 
against the Planters’? Bank of Mississippi and the 
Agricultural Bank of Mississippi, and for other 
purposes; which was read twice, and referred to the 
‘Committee on Finance. 

Also, on leave, introduced a bill for the relief of 
the West Feliciana Railroad Company and the 
Grand Gulf Railroad and Banking Company; 
which was read twice, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

Mr. EVANS presented certain documents. in re- 
Jation to the claim of William Allen; which were 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, who 
have charge of the bill for his relief. 

..The following resolution, introduced by Mr. 
‘Woopsury, was taken up and adopted, viz: 
-~ : Resolved, That the Secretary of the Troasury be directed to 
furnish.the Senate with the following information: 

t The amount of revenue received from customs during 
the third quarter of the year 1842, on imports made in that 
quarter. ; 

2. As soon as the returns are obtained, the amount received 
in the 4th quarter of the samo year, from the imports made in 
that quarter, and the aggregate of those imports, 

8. The aggregate of appropriations outstanding and unex- 
pended at the close of the years, respectively, of 1840, 1841, and, 
when this year expires, at the end of 1842; and 

‘4, The quantity of land which was advertised for public salo 
from 4th March, 1841, to the close of one year from that date, 
and the quantity advertised during the year previous to that 
date. 

© The following bilis were then taken up, as in 
committee of the whole, considered, and, there be- 
ing no proposition to amend, were reported to the 


Senate, and ordered 10 be engrossed for a third 


reading, viz: 

The bill for the relief of sundry citizens of Ark- 
ansas, who lost their improvements in consequence 
of the treaty between the United States and the 
Choctaw Indians. 

‘The bill allowing drawback upon foreign mer- 
ehandise exported in the original packages to Chi- 
buahua and Santa Fe, in Mexico. [Mr. RUNT- 
INGTON, chairman of the Committee on Com- 
merce, explained this bill, and defended it on the 
ground that it would increase the export trade to 
those countries, and bring a return of specie and 
furs; and that it would be beneficial to commerce 
generally.) 

The bill to authorize the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to make an arrangement or compromise with 
any of the sureties on the bond given to the United 
Staies by Samuel Swartwout, late collector of the 
customs for the port of New York; 

The bill for the relief of Stalker and Hill; 

The bill for the relief of Ephraim B. Dixon; 


and 

The bill for the relief of J. R. Vienne, of Louis- 
iana. 

The bill to authorize the settlement of the ac- 
counts of Joseph Nourse was taken up, as in com- 
mittee of the whole; and, after a few remarks in 
its favor by Mr. WALKER, was, on motion of 
Mr. PHELPS, laid on the table for the present. 

The bill for the relief of Thomas Fillebrown was 
alse laid on the table, on the motion of Mr. 
PHELPS, 

The Oregon bill came up in order; but was in- 
formally passed over till to-morrow. 

: The joint resolution from the House, for the dis- 
tribution of the Catalogues of the Library of Con- 
gress, was taken up, as in committee of the whole. 
Mr. WOODBRIDGE and Mr. TAPPAN explained 
the resolution, and, advocaled its passage; and Mr. 
KING opposed it, and moved that it be indefinitely 
postponed; and on a division of the Senate on the 
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Then, > be - 
On motion of Mr. PHELPS, 
The Senate adjourned, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 28, 1842. 

_ Mr. BRONSON desired to present a petition fo 
the repeal of the bankrupt law. ‘ 

Mr. ARNOLD said he had another on the other 
side of the question, praying that the bankropt law 
might not be repealed. 

Mr. L. W. ANDREWS objected to their pre- 


. sentation in this way. 


Mr. HOUSTON presented the memorial of Jesse 
W. Garth, of Morgan county, Alabama, praying 
Congress to pass a law directing the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office to grant him a patent to 
certain land therein designated. 


EXTRA COMPENSATION TO OFFICERS. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON asked leaveJo introduce 
the bill, of which he yesterday gave notice, to pro- 
hibit the allowance of extra compensation to the 
officers of the Government. 

The bill was received and read a first and sec- 
ond time. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON then moved its engross- 
ment. 

Mr. ARNOLD objected. He said he had a bill 
before the House on the subject of retrenchment, 
and the House owed it to itself to take up that 
bill. 

The SPEAKER said it was not in order to de- 
bate the question. 

Mr. ARNOLD then moved that the bill of the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. C. Jonnson] be 
committed to the Committee of the Whole on the 
stale of the Union; so that this bill and his own, to 
reduce the pay of members of Congress, might be 
amalgamated. What was good in the bill of the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. C. Jounson] he 
would accept; but he would not take it piece- 
meal. 

Mr. ©. JOHNSON inquired if it was not in or- 
der to move the engrossment of his bill? 

The SPEAKER replied that it was not, if ob- 
jection were made. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON then asked the House to 
print his bill, and let it lie on the table. He said 
a practice prevailed in this Government, of em- 
ploying officers of the army as commissioners, and 
giving them their usual pay as officers, and also 
several thousand dollars as commissioners; and be 
desired this bill to apply to the officers of the army 
as well as to the other officers of the Govern- 
ment. 

After a few words from Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, 
the question was taken on Mr. ArnoLD’s motion 
to commit the bill to the Committee of the Whole; 
and it was decided in the affirmative by a majority 
of 70 to 56. The motion to print was also agreed 
to. 

FOREIGN TARIFF LAWS. 

Mr, FILLMORE said there were some commu- 
nications yesterday received from the State Depart- 
ment, one of which showed the modifications of 
their tariff laws by certain foreign countries. Of this 
document, he now moved the printing of five 
thousand extra copies. 

Mr. L. W. ANDREWS inquired if that mo- 
tion was in order. 

The SPEAKER said it was not, if objection were 
made. 

Mr. ANDREWS. Then I object. 

Mr. FILLMORE said the document related to 
our commerce with Canada, and was of great im- 
portance ; and, therefore, he would move a sus- 
pension of the rule for the reception of his resolu- 
tion. ` 

The motion to suspend, and the motion to print 
5,000 extra copies, were both agreed to. 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT AT 
WHEELING. 

Mr. STEENROD gave notice of his intention 
to ask leave to introduce a bill to amend the act, 
passed at the last session of Congress, establishing 
a distriet court of the United States at Wheeling, 
Virginia. . . 


question, it appedred ibat no. quorum had voted. ` 


WATER-ROTTED HEMP. 

Mr. J. C. EDWARDS presented the petition of 
Henry S. Smith and others, inhabitants of the 
State of Misscuri, praying the appointment ofa 
permanent agent for the purchase of water-rotted 
hemp in Platte county, Missouri. © Hyr 

He also moved its reference to a select commit- 
tee of five members; which was agreed te. 


NEW YORK CUSTOMS AND CASH DU- 
TIES. ` à 


Mr. ROOSEVELT offered the following resolu- 
tion, which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to inform this House what portion of the revenue, received 
from customs since the 30th day of June last, accrued from 
bonds given for the payment of duties on importations made 
previous to that period, and what portion consisted of cash du- 
ties on imports entered since that peried; and whether any. 
bonds, aken before the commencement of the cash system, on 
the Ist of July last, stili remain outstanding; and, if so, what 
is the amount thereof; and how much of said amount may rea- 
sonaty be expected to be collected within tho said twelve. 
months. : , 


Mr. TOLAND desired to present a memorial, `- 
Mr. CAVE JOHNSON inquired if memorials 
could not be presented without interrupting the busi- 
ness of the House, under a rule of the last ses- 


sion? 
The SPEAKER said they could be presented, 
but not printed, without an order of the House. 
Mr. CAVE JOHNSON objecied to the motion 
to print; and the subject was dropped. 


NATIONAL WAR AND COMMERCIAL 
STEAM VESSELS. 


Mr. T. B. KING cffered the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That a select committee of five be appointed to 
take into consideration the expediency of aiding individuals or 
companies in the establishment of lines of steam vessels; for 
the purpose of transporting the mail between some of our prin- 
cipal Northern and Southern porta, to foreign ports, on the 
lakes, and the Mississippi river—said vessels to be constructed 
under the direction of the Navy Department, as war steamers, 
aud at all times subject to its control, under such stipulations.ag 
may be provided by law, Also, to inquire into the expediency 
of employing steamers inthe revenue ‘service, and uniting it to 
the navy; and using iron in the construction of said vessels: and 
report by bill or otherwise, 


Mr. HOPKINS suggested that a part of this sub- 
ject was already under the consideration of a com- 


ittee. 

Mr. KING did not conceive that any harm could 
arise from the consideration of this subject, 

Mr. ADAMS reminded the House that the sub- 
ject of establishing a line of steamers between this 
country and France, (jointly with that nalion,) was 
brought before the House at the last session, by a 
message from the Executive; that. message was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and they: . 
reported a resolution favorable to the project, by 
calling upon the Department of State to report at this 
session the probabie expense of such a plan; he 
hoped, therefore, this resolution would be postpon- 
ed until that resolution had been replied to. 

Mr. KING of Georgia was aware of the direc- 
tion which the resolution alluded to by the honora- 
ble gentleman from Massachusetts had taken, at 
the last session; and, so far as,regarded the com- 
munication across the Atlantic, he should agree 
with him, that that portion of the resolution he 
had the honor to submit might be stricken out. 
There were, however, other ports with which it 
might be important to establish communications, 
by the means of steam vessels. It was true that 
ihe French Government were engaged in establish» 
ing fourteen steamers for a line across the Atlantic; 
and his insertion of foreign ports in his resolution 
was with no view of coming in conflict with them. 
He conceived that it might be of the utmost im- 
portance to the country to establish a line of steam- 
boat communication between New York and Cha- 
gres, or some other point en the Pacific; and, in 
inserting foreign ports in his resolution, he had that 
route in view solely, and not France. There were 
also various imper:ant points on the lakes, as well 
as on the Mississippi, at which steamboat lines 
might very advantageously be established. How 
desirable it might be in time of peace, so to admin- 
ister the affairs of the Navy and Post Office De- 
partments, by aiding in the establishment of steam- 
boat lines, the vessels of which might be converted 
into armed steamers in time of war, would be:the 
proper subject of inquiry for the committee. 


ae 
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Talc dn citisuhs wid athe Goel ate I K., in coaclusion, said that he would, at the 
suggestion of the gentleman, strike out the words 
“foreign ports,” though he did not see the neces- 
sity:for doing so; for informatica. would desirable, 
come from whatever quarter it might. 

Mr. KENNEDY, of Maryland, entirely con- 
eurred with the gentleman from Georgia as to the - 
propriety and expediency of such an inquiry as he 
had suggested. He had now in his possession a 
petition from å gentletnan residing on the Pacific, 
pointing out the importance of a mail communi- 
cation between this country and the Pacific, through 
‘the Isthmus of Panama. He should present 
that petition at the first opportunity allowed him 
to. do-so. 

Mr. KING of Georgia begged leave to add, that 
“he too had received various communications , which 
he showd take the carliest opportunity of present- 
ing. It was not unknown to the House, tbat at 
- the last session this subject was under consideraticn, 
and referred for the action of a committee. He 
hoped there would be no objection to the ap- 
pointment of a committee, 

The question was then put and the resolution 
. Was adopted. 

Cà motion by Mr. KENNEDY of Maryland, 
the petition to which he had just referred was 
committed to the Select Committee ordered by the 
abovementioned resolution. 

Mr. FESSENDEN moved to discharge the 
Gommittee of the Whole from the further consid- 
gration of the bill (No. 199) to change ihe place 
‘of holding the circuit and district courts for the dis- 
trict’of Maine. 

Mr. B. RANDALL objected. 

Mr. FESSENDEN moved the suspension of the 
‘rules, which motion was carried; and the previous 
motion of Mr. F., to discharge the Committee of 
the Whole froth the bili, was ‘agreed to; and, 

< Afier a short discussion between Messrs. FES- 
SENDEN and RANDALL, the bill was amended, 
and ordered to be engrossed ‘for a third reading. 

‘Mi. FESSENDEN then moved that the bill be 
put upon its passage; bul 
. Mr. B. RANDALL objecting, it was laid over 
till to-morrow, 


Mr. EVERETT moved that the House pro- 
ceed to the orders of the day. 


INDEMNITY FOR FRENCH SPOLIATIONS. 


Mr. ADAMS observed that he gave notice the 
other day that he shonld this day move to go into 
Committee of the Whole, for the purpose of act- 
ing on the bill providing indemnity for French spo- 
liations prior to 1800. That bill (Mr. A. said) 
stood first on the calendar, and he now moved that 
the. House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole for the purpose of taking it up. 

Me. PICKENS inguired whether this proposi- 
“tion took. precedence over the bankrupt law. 

The SPEAKER replied that the motion was in 
order, 

Mr. MEDILL called for the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered; and, on taking the question, 
resulted in yeas 88, nays ‘99, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Sherlock J. Andrews, Ay- 
ctigg, Babcock, Baker, Barnard, Boardman, Borden, Briggs, 
Brockway, Bronson, Jeremiah Brown, Burnell, Childs, Chitten- 
den, John ©. Clark, Staley N. Clarko, James Cooper, Cowen, 
Cranston, Cravens, Cushing, Ferris, Fessenden, Filimore, Gates, 
Gerry, Giddings, Patrick @ Goode, Granger, Gustine, Hall, 
Henry, Hoimes, Hudson, Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph 
R. Ingersoll, James Irvin, W. W. Irwin, Isaac D. Jones, 
Keim, John P. Kennedy, King, Linn, Mathiot, Maxwell, May- 
nard, Morgan, Morris, Morrow, Osborne, Parmenter, Plumer, 
Ramsey, Benjamin Randall, A. Randall, Randolph, Ridgway, 


A Roosevelt, James M.Russell, Saltonstall, Sanford, Slade, Tru- 


man Smith, Snyder, Stanly, Stokely, Stratton, Sumter, Sweney, 
Taliaferro, 'Tillinghast, Tomlinson, Trumbull, Warren, Wash- 
ington, . Joseph L. White, Thomas W. Williams, Christopher 
H. Williams, Joseph L. Williams, Winthrop, Wise, Wood, 
Augùstus Young, and John Voung—88. 

NAYS —Messrs. Landaf W. „Andrews, Arnold, Arrington, 
Atherton, Birdseye, Black, Bowne, Boyd, Brewster, Aaron Y. 
Brown, Milton Brown, Burke, Wiliam "Butler, William O. 
Butler, Green W. Caldwell, Patrick C. Caldwell, John Camp- 
bell, William B. Campbell, Thomas J. Campbell, Caruthers, 

Cary, Casey, Clifford, Mark A. Cooper, Cross, Daniel, Garrett 
Davis, Richard D. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Deberry, Doig, East- 
man, Egbert, Everett, John G. Floyd, C. A. Floyd, Fornance, 
Gentry, Goggin, Gordon, Graham, Green, Harris, Hastings, 
Hays, Hopkins, Houck, Houston, Howard Hubard, Jack, Cave 
Johnson, Andrew Kennedy, Lewis, Littlefield, Lowell ‘Robert 
McClellan, McKennan, Marchand, Alfred Marshall Samson 
Mason, Mathews, Mattocks. Medill, ‘Meriwether, Miller, Mitchell, 
Moore, Newhard, ;Owaley, Patridge, Fayne, Pickens, Pope, Ray- 
ner, Read, Reding, Rencher, Reynolds, Riggs, Rogers, W. Rus. 
sell, Saunders, Shaw, Shepperd, Steenrod, ‘Alex, H. H. Stuart, 


John T. Stuart, Summers, Richard W. Thompson, Trott, 
Turney, Van Buren, Wallace, Ward, Watterson, Weller, and 
Westbrook—99, 

So the Honse refused to go into Committee of 
the Whole. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of South Carolina, in accord- 
ance with the notice he had given, asked leave to 
introduce the bill in relation to the congressional 
districts. 

Objection was made. 


THE BANKRUPT LAW. 


On motion of Mr. EVERETT, the House took 
up the bill for the repeal of the bankrupt law. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Indiana, who was entitled 
to the floor, addressed the House at length in re- 
ply to the gentleman from Massachusetts; [Mr. 
CusHinc.] “He had suppesed that the present ses- 
sion was to be devoted entirely to business, and the 
progress made thus far had confirmed his expecta- 
tions. No evidence of a disposilion to make the 
hall of the House an arena for party conflicts had 
appeared whtil yesterday, when the remarkable 
spectasie was exhibited of & spezial friend of the 
present Administration coming here to throw fire- 
brands into the House, and to charge the majority 
with neglecting the public business. This charge 
of neglect of the public business by the Whig par- 
ty was the war-cry at the commencement of the 
last session, throughout its progress, at its close, 
and during the recess. It seemed that the same 
war-cry was now to be resumed, 


At the close of the extra session, the country 
was told that the President would propose meas- 
ures of relief to a suffering country. A measure 
was presented at the next session, and referred to 
a committee of the peculiar friends of the Presi- 
deni, who had ample opportunities to digest it. 
This committee; after mutilating—that was the 
word—the plan of the President, made a report, 
which was allowed to sleep upon the table, without 
any attempt to have it taken up, until neat the end 
of the long session: 


Mr. CUSHING here rose, and remarked that 
the gentleman was in error as to this statement. 

Mr. THOMPSON resumed. The country bad 
been constantly toid that the Whig party was 
responsible for the want of proper legislation 
by Congress; that they were derelict from their 
duty. He had supposed that this warfare 
would have ceased, and that all prejudices 
wonld be surrendered up upon the common al- 
tar of patriotism; but it seemed that the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts had taken a special 
occasion to evince a contrary course of conduct. 
The gentleman seemed to have assumed the char- 
acter of auctioneer for this bankrupt Administra- 
tion, and he took it that the gentleman would be 
entitled to a good part of its effects. This was 
the first time in the history of any civilized coun- 
try that a Government had, through the person of 
its acknow/ed ged leader—a man doing most of its 
speaking, and much of its thinking--stalked into 
a representative assembly, and openly put up the 
Administration in the common market to the 
bighest bidder! The gentleman too, spoke by au- 
thority, and not on mere idle ramor, His positions 
were not thoughileasly taken, for they tallied with 
the declarations in his Newburyport speech, where- 
in he affirmed that the President bad wished to 
declare that he would not be a candidate fcr a 
second term. From whom did he receive this in- 
formation? Of course, he must have reesived it 
from the President or the Secretary of State, be- 

cause they alone could bave furnished it. 

He referred to the fact, that it was formerly 
charged that a large number of applications for 
office were on file from Whigs, and to the action of 
the House on this charge. The House had called 
on the President for the names of these applicants ; 
but the President said they were made to him in 
confidence, and he could not communicate them 
to the House. How did the fact of these applica- 
tions having been made get out, unless from the 
President himeelf? No sooner was the President 
called on for the names, than he threw himself vpe 
on the reserved ground of confidence. 

He next referred to the charge that negotiations 
were entered into on the part of Whig “members 
of -Congress to produce a continuation of the late 


` coming Presidential contest. 
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Cabinet in office. So far as he was concerned, hé 
hurled the charge from him with indignation. He 
believed the charge wholly unfounded, and called 
on the authors of it to name the men who. had 
made any such proposition to the Executive. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts had said that 
the Whig party—of which he was once so able a 
defender, and so distinguished a member—was 
now prostrate, with its banner trailed in the dust, 
by the power of the Executive. The gentleman 
said they were dashed against a constitutional fact. 
What was ihat faci? The veto power. He ob- 
served, it was the duty of the President to look 
around him, and gain support where he could; re- 
ferring particularly to the minority on this floor. 
The gentleman also told the minority that they 
would be dashed to pieces, like their predecessors, 
unless they came into the measures of the Presi- 
dent; but it yet remained to be seen whether he 
would getabid, Judging from the expression of 
opinion by the leading orgen of the Democratic 
party, be (Mr. T.) was inclined to think that no 
bid would be offered by a portion of that party. 
He thought, from givings-out in various quarters, 
that the President would ultimately have to resort 
to this “constitutional fact,” to defend himself 
against a large portion even of that party. Indeed, it 
was doubtful whether there would be bidders from 
either side. 

But the gentleman, in speaking of the various 
candidates for the Presidency, had declared that 
there were persons connected with the Administra- 
tion, who would yet be heard upon that subject. 
The friends of this Administration had already been 
heard from the Northern to the Southern portion 
of this Union. They were constantly declaring 
that astorm was brewing. Now, he thought the 
word bankrupt was the only word applicable to 
this Administtation;—an Administration which, un- 
der the voluntary provision of the bankrupt law, by 
its acknowledged chief, had put itself up in market 
to the highest bidder. 

He reéollected. well—though he was very young 
at the time, and not prepared to take part in the 
political discussions of the day~<«that, during the 
Administration of the distinguished and venerable 


-gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr.Apams,] there 


arose in this country a party, who, upon the bare 
supposition, (which was dispelled on an examina- 
tion of the faets)—upon the bare suspicion that 
there was what was called a bargain, intrigue, and 
management between the then head of the 
Administration, and another: distinguished citi- 
zen who was a member of his Cabinet, made 
it a subject cf the most bitter and vindictive 
denunciation, Yet, notwithstanding that this 
part of our history was still fresh in the recol- 
jection of the gentleman from Massachusetts- 
when we see, in this age of Republican liberty, a 
gentleman descended from a line of illustrious 
Revolutionary ancestry—-coming, too, almost from 
the very Cradle of Liberty, and acting as the organ 
of the Administration on tbis floor—boldly, shames 
lessly, and unblushingly offering the spoils of of- 
fice as a consideration for party support, we may 
well have cause for alarm. How many clerk- 
ships were therein Philadelphia to be disposed of 
in this manner? From the collector down to the 
lowest tide-waiter, the power of appointment was 
to be directed for the purpose of operating on the 
Who, now, would 
charge the Whig party with shaping their mease 
ures witha view to the elevation cf a particular 
individual, after hearing the bold and open avow- 
al from the genileman that the present. Adminis- 
tration would shape their measures for the purpose 
of operating on the coming contest? Bat (said 
Mr. T.) there was something exceedingly ridicu- 
lous jn the idea of the Administration party—and 
such a party, too!—coming into the Representative 
hall, and telling its members that it had the power 
to dispose of the various candidates for the Presi- 
dency at its pleasure, and controlling the votes. of 
nearly three millions of freemen by means of its 
veto power, and the power of appointment and re= 
moval. Hecould not but be struck, on reading 
the remarks of the gentleman this ‘morning, with 
the similarity between them and a remark made 
by one of the officers of his own native State. 


<This man (a constable) in serving a process 
Onan individual, (a sturdy. farmer,) found some- 
“what. more of resistance than was to be ex- 


pected in that land. of steady habits.. He was- 
“gudely shaken by the party arrested; upoti which, 


with an assumption ‘of great dignity and import- 
vance, he said: “I- world have you to understand 
tbat, in shaking me, you are shaking the common- 
wealth” So it was with the gentleman from Mas- 
Sachusetts, who assumed so much power and im- 
. portance for his party. We are, said’ he, “the 
“fixed fact” around this Government at Washing- 
ton; and this fixed fact will knock your brains out 
if you don’t come into our support. We bide our 
time; we see your disagreements, and out of these 
disagreements we hope the. President will have 
some contro] over future events; while the distin- 
guished men around him will, when they sce 
proper, “nave a word to say.” S 
This idea of the gentleman, that the Administra- 
„tion party will be able to. decide between the two 
great parties which divided the country, reminded 
him of an anecdote he had read in one of his 
achool-books, A large rooster strutted into a sta- 
ble, where there: were several horses, and, fiutter- 
ing his wings with great importance, said: “Let us 
` take care, my friends, that we tread not on cach 
_ “other’s toes.” The gentleman, with equal airs of 
“importance, assumed that the yeto power, and all 
the appointments and removals, were so to be di- 
< tected as to be brought to bear on the coming elec- 
tions of 1844. All, then, that the gentleman had 
hitherto said about the President’s conscience, and 
the moral and religious obligaticn that was on him 
to exercise this velo power in the case of the bank 
_- bills, was vain declamation; since he now avowed 
that this power was to be exercised for party and 
political purposes. In all the contests between 

General Jackson and the party in opposition to 
` bir, it was never pretended by any one that he 

used the veto power for the purpose of operating 

‘on the elections, Ii was charged against him, that, 
‘jn the use of the power, he set his own will up in 
opposition to that of the people, as expressed 
. through their representatives in Congress, and in 
‘¢arrying out the Constitution as he, and not they, 
understood it; but no one ever charged him with 

‘using it for party and political purposes, The gen- 
Aleman. from Massachusetts complained that the 
“President of the United States had been badly 
„treated; and that he himself had been badly treated 
“by the Whig pariy. The gentleman said yester- 
day that he and his friend from Virginia, who sat 
near him, [Mr. Wise,] bad been grossly abused— 
had been called traitors. 

Mr. CUSHING begged leave to correct the gen- 
tleman. He made no complaint; but said that 
his friend from Virginia and himself bad had more 
than their share of the obloquy which fell on all 

` public men. 

Mr. THOMPSON continued. Ifthe gentleman 
did not complain yesterday, he would go back to 

former times, when he did complain. He would 
refer to his speech to his constituents, and to his 
speech al the Jast session, when he complained 
that a caucus dictation had arisen which direeted 
the most bitter and violent denunciations against 
him, and the Administration with which he acted. 
Yet, notwithstanding this charge against the Whig 
party, the gentleman complained of being badly 
treated. 

The gentleman commenced this war himself. 
When the members of the Whig party felt them- 
selves bound to declare that they absolved them- 
selves from all connexion with the President, and 
that they would be no longer responsible for his 
measures, the gentleman, in a speech on that floor, 
said that they had been compelled to take that 
course by caucus dictation. The manifesto-Whigs 
of the extra session proclaimed to the world that 
they owed no further obligation to support the ad- 
ministration of President Tyler; that be had soiled 
the pure ermine which had been thrown around 
him; that he brought rebuke and cegradation on 
the office he filled; and that they could no longer 
be responsibfe for his administration. We were 
not ashamed (said Mr. T.) togo before the country 
and tell the people that we were disappointed in 
the man whom. we had elevated to power; and, in 
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- verified. Referring to Mr. 
Spencer's letter, Mr. T. said that, supposing the 


‘President did make a proposition to his Cabinet 


that. he’ would. decline . being a candidate for re- 


election, did’ it follow, as a matter of cowtse, that 
-the other facts. stated by the Secretary of War 


were authorized to be inferred by him? All that 


took place on that occasion would have been con- 


sidered, by any man of common intelligence, as 


` perfectly incongruous with the matter then before 


the Cabinet. If the President was a co-ordinate 
branch of the Government, (as said by the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts,) how supremely ridicu- 
lous was it for hifm to declare that he would not 
be considered a candidate for re-election, just be- 
cause his opinions were at variance with those 
held by another co-ordinate branch of the Gov- 
ernment. 

In relation to the bank bills, Mr. T. said that the 
Secretary of State, [Mr. Webster, ]ina letter written 
by him neatly at the close of that session, was the 
first who intimated a desire for the postponement 
of that question: he said it was the President's de- 
sire that the bank bills should be postponed to the 
next session of Congress. The same things was 
communicated by the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts himself to his constituents; and yet, with 
these fac!s staring him in the face, the Secretary 
of War said that the proposition came from the 
Whig party to postpone the farther consideration 
cf the bank bill, on the condition that the President 


- would retain the members of his Cabinet in office. 


But it seemed to him (Mr. T. said) most singu- 
lar that the doctrines held by the gentleman in 
1834, on the subject of the veto power, could have 
been uttered by a gentleman who now regarded it as 
the mere instrument of party, to be used to operate 
on the elections to be held. Mr. T. here read co- 
pious extracts from a speech delivered by Mr. C., 
in 1834, at Faneuil Hall, in which the exercise of 
the veto power by General Jackson was comment- 
ed on with much severity. After some further re- 
marks, Mr. T. said he had one inquiry to make 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts. It remain- 
ed now for the country to know who it was on that 
floor that was prepared te receive this proffer on 
the part of the Administration for executive sup- 
port. The gentleman had not made this proposi- 
tion to the Whig party, for he toid them that they 
bad butted their brains out againstthe bucklers of 
execulive authority; but he understood him as ad- 
dressing himself to the minority. It remained, 
therefore, for them to tell the country whether they 
were prepared to consummate the alliance thus 
proffered. In- propositions of this nature, silence 
was sometimes considered as giving consent; and it 
became them, therefore, to speak out, lest their 
silence might be taken as an acceptance of 
the proposals. The leading organ of the Dem- 
ocratic party told them this morning that that 
branch of it would have nothing to do with 
this alliance; but he wished to hear what was said 
on that flooron the subject. He did hear one gen- 
tleman say that he had a great mind to make a bid, 
but he was afraid that the people would not sanc- 
tion the bargain. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts came out boldly and openly with his pro 
position. He put the Administration up to the 
highest bidder, end played the auctioneer with con- 
siderable skill and ability. “Going, going,” said 
the gentleman; “cant I geta higher bid?” [Laugh. 
ter, and cries of “A postponed sale.”] 

The gentleman exulted in the fate of the Whig 
party, and told them with much satisfaction that 
their party was destroyed. Now, let him ask ihe gen- 
tleman, in the utmost sincerity of his heart,whether he 
did not feel some little mortification and regret when 
he saw the banner under which he had so often 
rallied trailing in the dust, and trampled under the 
feet of those against whom he had fought for so 
many years? 

After a few more remarks, not distinetly heard 
by the reporter, Mr. T. took his seat. g : 

Mr. EVERETT obtained the floor, and, with a 
few preliminary remarks, moved the previons 
question, Before taking the question on this 
motion, however, Mr. E. asked that there mighi 
be a call of the House. 


all the subsequent, developments of his policy, eur: 
“predictions were fu 


Mr. KENNEDY: of Indiana appealed to the 
gentleman from Vermont to withdraw, the call for 
the previous question-until he, or some gentleman 
on his side of the House, could be heard on the 


` subject. ; : 


Mr. EVERETT refused to comply. +: < s 

Mr. KENNEDY said, if he could: make.no bet- 
ter arrangement, he would undertake, to renew 
the motion, if the gentleman would withdraw its.. 

Mr. EVERETT insisted on his motion. : ? 

The question was then taken on the motion fo: 
.a call of the House, and it was negativeds — 

Mr. BRIGGS called for tellers on seconding the 
demand for the previous question. Tellers, how- 
ever, were not appointed; and the motion of the 
genileman from Vermont was negatived. 

Mr. KENNEDY then proceeded to address the 
House. The question of repealing the bankrupt 
law, he said, had created considerable sensation 1 
that House. He originally voted against the pase 
sage of thatlaw, but not because he was opposed to a 
well-regulated. bankrupt system; and’ he: should. 
vote for the repeal bill, because he conceived a 
large majority of the American people had decided 
against the bill as it was. But he was free to say 
that he believed the bankrupt haw of the extra sege ` 
sion had done its worst; or, in the languagé of the 
gentleman from Vermont wh was its advocate, 
it had answered the purpose of ils passage; or 
rather, he (Mr. K.) might say, the purpose of 
those who passed it, It bad gie: the advantage 
to many, who were noi entitled to it, to get rid. of 
their honest debts; and now, when the time had_ar-. 
rived at which many honest men would take - 
advantage of its provisions, it was to be repealed. 
He responded, then, fully to the observation of 
the gentleman from Verimont—~that it had accom: 
plished its object; and he (Mr. K.) would now 
vole against its repeal, if on this bill they could 
engraft a good ore—one that would be prospective 
in its operation, and that should include corporas 
tions withia its provisions. But, as he had 
said, he should now vote for the repeal bill, 
because the American people had said it must be 
repealed. Exe must, however, be permitted to say 
that the manner and the mode of the passage of 
that law were objectionable to him, and the House 
must excuse him if he spoke plainly on that sub- 
ject. What, then, were the circumstances under 
which that bill became the law of the land? He 
understeod one purpose to be, that it might be the 
means of passing other laws—that was the under- 
standing he had at the time of. its passage; but he 
had since heard it avowed by members on that 
floor—not in their capacity as members, certainly — 
that it was passed to carry the elections in“ the 
States of New York and Maine. 

He now understood that it was feared by Whi 
gentlemen on that floor, that, unless they hassel 
the bankrupt law, the Whig party would lose the 
States of New York and Maine; and in considera- 
tion of the Whigs carrying those States, the 
bankrupt law was enacted. He had heard some 
gentlemen say since, that, though they bad paid 
the consideration, they bad not received the 
equivalent, [!aughter,] and he supposed their de» 
feat operated on some of those gentlemen, and 
prompted them to this summary execution.. [Re 
newed laughter.) Yes, because the Whigs, in- 
stead of carrying those States as they bargained, 
were routed ‘horse, foot, and dragoons,” they 
would take back the bill, {Laughter} Now, if 
that bill was passed with any such object, it was 
an unholy and dishonorable combination to be- 
tray the best interests of the country. 

But he repeated, the mode and manner of the 
passage of that bill rendered it as obnoxious to 
him as the principles it contained. He objected to 
it, first, because of what it did contain; and, sec- 
ondly, because of what it did not. That bill ought 
never to have been made to operate retrospectively, 
or on debts already contracted; for that was, in ef- 
fect, to repudiate those contracts, and it was a wis 
ping of them out with a congressional sponge. On 
that account, then, i! became odious to the Ameri- 
can people. But, further: it ought to have'cone 
tained a provision to embrace corporations issuing 
paper as money; and it became odious to the Amer- 
ican people also on account of that omission. And ` 
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hence the people demanded its repeal, and repealed 
it must be. So much for the biil itself. 


That debate was opened with a long lamenta- ; 


ble Story of the great defeat that was caused tò the 
universal Whig party ;and he (Mr. KENNEDY) ab- 
solutely félt a good deal of sympathy for those gén- 
tlemen, [laughter ;] his heart was warm and ten- 
der, and, though he could warwith the Whig party 
~~yea, to the knife,and from the knife to the bilt— 
yet, when the gentleman from New York [Mr. Bar- 
NARD] spoke of their labors so dolorously—when he 
Spoke of their labors as like those of some poor 
creature (whose name he had forgotten) who, 
‘through a long summer Cay, rolled a barrel full of 
Stones up a hill, [roars of laughter] was then met 
by somebody who knocked them down again: 
yes, when he heard this lamentable story, and 
this afflictive comparison, he almost shed tears 
over the fall of the “universal” Whig party. 
[Roars of laughter.] Truly, the Whig party had 
been rolling stones up the bill of public opinion ; 
yea, even in the very teeth of the American people, 
and in despite of those principles whose declaration 
had been made. For the last quarter of a century 
they had been rolling them up with immenee labor, 
and now, verily, they were knocked. back again. 
{Laughter.] 

“He would now enter into that part of the 
debate which had been called the “ desultory” 
part! [Laughter.] The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Cusnina] had said the Whig party 
had broken themselves to atoms against the 
buckler of Executive power, or against “a con- 
stitutional fact.” [Laughter] Now, he eculd 
tell the gentleman from Massachusetts that he was 
mistaken, and he [Mr. K.] would correct him; for 

. he intended, as he went along, to strike both at the 
right and at the left. The gentleman was wrong, 
then, in supposing that the Whig party had 
broken themselves into atoms against either Er- 
ecutive power, Executive vetoes, or “ a constilu- 
tional fact.” . No, they had broken themselves to 
atoms’ by attempting to roll stones up the 
hill of public opinion, The truth was, the 
bankrupt act, together with divers other acts, 
Were concocted and carried through the House 
of Representatives, and sent to the Senate 
as one grand whole; and they were to be forced 
through together. He (Mr. K.) admitted that a 
great effort was made; and he would admit, if gen- 
tlemen believed those measures were intended for 
the public good, that they did themselves great 
credit in forcing them through; for he believed, if 
his constituents meant him to doa thing, he would 
do it with all his might. But, with those gentle- 
men, it was a misiake that the American people 
had ever decided in favor of those measures. The 
truth was, that in the last campaign they played a 
game of “hide and go seek;” they put candidates 
on their ticket of unknown politice—men who could 
be said to be one thing in one part of the country, 
and another thing in another part;and thus they ral- 
lied that portion of the community that was with nei- 
ther party, and thue they weie enabled to break 
down the solid phalanx of Democracy. Buisocn ce- 
curred that which every man of foresight would 
have anticipated—play ing, fighting, and quarreling 
with each other; and now they had heard threaten- 
‘ings of the total destruction of the “universal” 
Whig party. But the party to which ho (Mr. 
Kennepy) belonged was also threatened with the 
danger of being dashed to pieces on Executive au. 

‘thority. He did not speak by authority; but he 
spoke as one of the 52,000 or 53,000 Demoerats of 
the Hoosier State~and he was the only one that 
had the right to speak there, {laughter]—and he 
would say, that if he must bid ai all, he should be 
cautious to ascertain whether the bids were to be 
called cut verbally or in writing; for, in the first 
case, be should be afraid of a want of authority 
to make the offer; and, in the next place, he 
should fear a forgery. So far, however, as the 
Democracy that he represented on that floor was 
concerned, he could say that they bad no political 
alliances to form with any men—they bad no 


threats to fear from any quarter—for they had but ` 


one set of uniform, straight-forward principles; 
and so far as the Executive was concerned, or 
anybody with the Executive,—so far as that Execu- 
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tive would cairy owt ibe principles of their paity, 
so far weild they s:and by eiin, and notan inch 
further. But, for himseli and his cunstiments, ke 
must say that they were above the acceptance 
of office. If one of his Democratic friends 
should ask him (Mr. K.) to use his influence 
to get that friend an office; he would reply, No, sir. 
And why? Because he thought it was not right that 
they should hold office under this Administration. 
Nor did he think it right that they should hold of- 
fice under the late Administration, when the de- 


ceased Executive was in the presidential. chair; and 


for reasons which he had avowed, both there and 
elsewhere, to the world. He held that John Tyler 
was right in putting only such men inio office 
as would give a fair, and candid, and liberal sap- 
port to bis Administration—if such could be found. 
{Roars of laughter] He (Mr. Kennepy) cared 
not who the Executive might be. Noone would 
hear him denounce the Executive for putting such 
pers:ns in office, and removing those of an oppo- 
Site description. It was right that it should be so; 
for the Executive was placed at the head of the 
Admizistration, and he ought to carry cut, as he 
had the responsibility of, his own measures. 
Should he be told that there should be enemies in 
the camp, to undermine the measures which the 
Executive designed for the good of the country? 
No; it would be suicidal. He, therefore, said to 
his Democratic friends that, so far as he wascon- 
cerned, he believed i! to be right that Jobn Tyler's 
friends should have the offices if they were quali- 
fied to discharge the duties and to give faithful 
services to the country. Bpt to return to another 
question. He knew not whether the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Cusuinc] intended to 
horrify them with the threat of veices to be exer- 
cised hereafter, when the Democratic party should 
have the majority on that floor; but, as he under- 
stocd him, the gentleman from Massachusetis spoke 
to the effect that the Whigs had been in power a 
year and a half, and they had passed a United States 
Bank bill, and other adverse measures, which the 
President had vetoed; and those vetoes had de- 
stroyed that party. The Democrats were coming 
into power; for they would have a majority in the 
next Congress: and, if they persisted in adhering 
to their old false notions in favor of a sub-treasury, 
instead of taking the exchequer, (which was the 
next thing to a sub treasury; and, if they would 
leave it with him fora few minu'es, he would make 
it a good one,) they would be vetoed too. He 
knew not whether this version was the correct one; 
bnt he wouid tell that gentleman what his (Mr. 
Kennepy’s) own views were on that subject. He 
did not expect to be in the next Congress at all; he 
was told that his constituents had some objection, 
[laughter:} if, however, it should be his good or 
bad fortune to be a member of the next Con- 
gress, he should vote for just such meas- 
ures as coinciled with his judgment, right or 
wrong. If right, and the Executive approved 
them, weil and good; but if the Executive vetoed 
them, he would tell the House what be would not 
do;—he weuld not turn round and commence a de- 
hunciation of the Executive; he would not, be- 
cause the President had crossed his purposes, by 
a frank discharge of what he honestly conceived 
to he his duty, take advantage of that cireum- 
Stance, to tear in pieces the Constitution which 
governed his country. He would tell gentlemen 
that he looked upon the Constitution as the great 
palladium of bis country’s safety. He would also 
Say, thatif he were consulted in the future opera- 
tions of Congress, he would not give him occasion 
to use the veio power against them, 


He had noticed what effect the course which 
had been pursued had had on the Western people; 
and if there was one characteristic which the 
American people admired more than another, and 
which they would rally round and sustain more 
than any other, it was a beld and fearless discharge 
of duty, regardless of all consequences. He had 
never seen the time yet (and he hoped he never 
should see the time) when the veto power was ex- 
ereised contrary to the wish of the majority of the 
people. It never had been exercised, that the 
American people had not rallied round and. sus- 
tained it, They rallied by instinct around the 


man who had the courage to take the responsibility 
of bis duties. General Jackson avowed: himself 
ready to “take the responsibility;” and what armed 
that man’s arm, and strengthened it like iron? it 
was that fearless characteristic which gave evi- 
dence of honesty of purpose. 

The people believed him to be honest when 
he had the nerve to do what he believed to be his 
duty, regardless of all consequences; and thus it 
was that General Jackson became the idol of his 
ecuntry. He (Mr. Kennepy) had no disposition 
to make John Tyler a greater man than God Al- 
mighty made him; and, therefore, he never should, 
so far as he was concerned, give him the opportu- 
nity to strike the Democratic party with the vetoes, 
All hoped they would get a man that would ap- 
prove their measures. He repeated, he had no de- 
sire to make John Tyler a greater man than he 
was intended to be by God and nature; but he must 
do him justice. He believed John Tyler was an 
honest kind of an old soul; [roars of laugh- 
ter;] he believed John Tyler. was as honest 
as any man they ever had or wished ta have, 
{lavghter;| ñe did not think that Jobn Tyler was 
as great a man as General Jackson by a consider- 
able spell, [roars of laughter.}] But he was as hon- 
est a man as they had occasion for, [renewed 
laughter;] and he believed a majority of the people 
thought so too; though he was also of opinion 
that, notwithstanding all the storms ‘that might 
be raised in the country, he would never again 
be put into the presidential chair. No, but he 
would be permitted to retire with a good honest 
name. [Laughter.] Jt was true, some individ- 
uais would bespatter him with abuse, and attack 
his character: he had already been denounced 
as a traitor—but to wha? To his country? 
No; no man ever dared say that John Tyler 
was a traitor to his country. Well, then, he had 
been called a traitor to his party;-and the very men 
who made that denunciation were the wen who 
denounced General Jackson, because he would do 
what his party wished him te do. Now he (Mr. 
KENNEDY) was a party man; he was radical to 
the root; he was the most ultra man they ever saw; 
and if even John Tyler conld get the nomination 
of the national convention which they were to have 
soon, he would ga for him. His colleague [Mr. 
Tuomrson] had expressed the hope that he might 
get a chance to attack one of the southern pillars 
of Democracy, and, if that wish should be gratified 
by the nomination of that distinguished man, he [Mr 
Kenwepy] shouldsay Amen; and for that chieftain he 
would do battle with as much pleasure as for any 
gentleman in these broad States. And further, if bis 
colleague supposed that that gentieman would be 
the most weak adversary he could find in the Dem- 
ocratic ranks, if he became their standard-bearer, 
he was very much mistaken. He would tell the 
gentleman farther, that they were going to have a 
great national convention, to nomisate a candidate 
for the Presidency; and not for the purpose of ob- 
taining the spoils, cr of getting over that “fact?— 
[laughter]—for, however, pleasant that might be, it 
was a secondary question with the Democracy—but 
for the maintenance of certain great principles 
and great measures of these United States. [Cries 
of “Name them.”] Well, he would give them some 
of them.] Cries of “No, no; go on”) Well, he 
supposed they were pretty well known; and if there 
were any gentlemen there who were not sequainted 
with Democratie principles, be would refer them 
back to their horn-books, for they were as plain as 
the simple elements of the Janguage in which they 
were written. He repeated, then, that they were 
going to have a convention; and, whenever they 


“met, if they did not promulgate what their princi- 


ples were, in black and white, so that every man 
inthe country could be informed, he (Mr. K.) 
would not vote with them. i 


But'when they were published, tbey would be 
found to be no rabble medley of polities. They 
would not avow a United States Bank here, and 
anti-bank principles there; a tariff here, and anti- 
tariff sentiments there; a bankrupt law here, and 
an opposition to a bankrupt law there; distribution 
here, and opposition to distribution there: | He 
fought in no such ranks. His party’s creed, would 
be known to the world. They would say what 
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they. would, and what they would not-do; and. if 
Jobn Tyler could answer the catechism, and ‘get 
the nomination of that convention, he (Mr. K.) 
supposed he would be good enough for him, 
{langhter,] notwithstanding all the corrup'iou with 
which John Tyler had been surrounded; [renewed 
laughter;] and it was surprising how men might be 
corrupted by- bad example. [Roars of laughter.] 
But.the vetoes, and some of the acts of John Tyler, 


he approved; and be was not disposed to shut the- 
door against aby man who was of the right, 


stamp. : i 

et the House only think for a moment of an 
administration with Daniel Webster and Jobn C. 
Spencer as its high priests, endeavoring to recom- 
mend itself to the Democracy. [Laughter.] He 
thought it would .be as easy to graft a crab apple 
upon.an. orange tree, as to make Danijel Webster 
a Democrat. .[Laughter.] But he believed Mr. 
‘Webster had declared somewhere in Virginia that 
he was a Democrat—a Jeffersonian Democrat. 
[A voice: “At Paichogue.”] He, for one, confessed 
thathe was prejudiced against him, and ever had 
been. It was not until lately, when he was 
abused and.denounced by the Whigs, that he had 
begun to inquire minutely into his real character. 
He confessed that the abuse of the Whigs had led 
him, to believe there might possibly be some vir- 
tué in Daniel Webster, after all that had been said 
against him, and notwithstanding he had ever 
thought him a politica}, leper from head to foot. 
Biut'since those men who had gone and drunk Mr. 
Webster’s wine on the right of the passage of the 
bankrupt law—those men who had been cence so 
gracious with him—had begun to abuse him, he 
(Mr. K.) had looked a little more into bis history. 
If, upon a close examination of bis life and char- 
acter, he could find one green spot to rest his eve 
upon, he would even consent to admit him into the 
Democratic party; but only asa private, doing bat- 
tein the ‘ranks, [Laughter] As to bargains, he 
Would tell his colleague [Mr. Tompson] on be- 
half of the Democrats of the Hoosier Stale, that 
they would make none whatever. 

' Hle did not understand the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts (Mr. Cusnina] as having set up the Ad- 
ministration to the highest bidder, although he 
must confess the remarks of the gentleman had a 
powerful squinting that way. [Laughter.] What 
he understood the gentleman lo state, was, that the 
dominant party in the House had become, by its 
course with regard to the President, no more than 
a. faction; that they were disposed to trample nn- 
der foot allregard for the Constitution, and the in- 
terests of the country, in order to put down Mr. 
Tyler; and that they manifested a spleen, unbecom- 
ing the character of American Representatives. He 
did not certainly understand the gentleman as 
meaning any more than that John Tyler, thus 
situated, and thus opposed by the majority 
in Congress, Yhould carry on the Government by 
the best means in his power. John Tyler was 
President of the United States, and bound to prr- 
form bis duties as such. It was immaterial to the 
people who was President, but very important to 
them that the Government should not be stopped. 
If John Tyler feund the Whig party ever blocking 
him up, and opposing all efforts on bis part to ad- 
minister the Government, he (Mr. K.) held that it 
was not only his right, but his duty, as President, 
to look beyond that party, and to every part of the 
continent, for aid. 

He hoped the Democratic party would net take 
the responsibility of the acts of the present Admin- 
istration. Yet he would never vote against any 
measure whatever, merely cn account of its beirg 
recommended by John Tyler. He should vote for 
whatever he thought right, Jet who might recom- 
mend it. ‘Nor would he join with those whose ob- 
ject was to break down John Tyler. 

After the general rout which the Whig party 
had sustained since the adjournment of the last 
session of Congress, he had supposed they would 

have been taught wisdom, and have changed their 
tone. Whipping was beneficial in its effeet upoa 
children generally, and so he thought it would be 
upon the Whigs. Never did a party so much need 
taking down.. None was ever so haughty, so pre: 
siiming, so self-conceited. Well did he remember 


the declaration of the imperious tenant of-Ash- 
land, that the Demecratic party was like a crimi- 
nal under the gallows, waiting only for the signal 
of execution, on-.account of its manifold crimes! 
Yes! the Democratic party was insulted and up- 
braided by a likening to. the doomed, convict with 
the halter about the neck! and- sych were the ex- 
pressions uttered in relation to that party by the 
sage of Ashland, and repeated by his white Char- 
lies all. over the country! Indeed, it appeared to 
him that the whole. Whig party were acting as a 
band of tyrants during the extra, and even at 
the last session of Congress. At these sessions, 
all freedom of discussion was effectually set aside, 
the gag introduced, and the legislation of this hall 
made to play second fiddle to proceedings in 
caucus, Buthe mustin a measure exculpate his 
Whig friends for what they had done so badly. He 
did not acease them of having perpetrated all the 
mischief of which they were the authors on pur- 
pose, but only on ecconnt of their ignorance of the 
business of legislation. They knew not how to man- 
age. They had been too long out of power. They had 
been on the grass until they became lank and lean. 
The consequence was, that their conduct at every 
step wasmarked by excesses; andsuch a set of legis- 
lators he hoped never again to see. They intro- 
duced the hour rule, the gag, the dictation of cau- 
cusses; and manifested a high degree of hauteur in 
all their proceedings. Supposing that they had 
been effectually checked by the late election, he 
had written to his friends in Indiana, that they 
were chopfallen and in low spirits—dashed to 
a‘oms, as the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Cusnina) remarked. He hoped that the fact that 
congressional President-making had broken down 
one party, would be an effectual warning to others 
to let the people alone make Presidents hereafter. 

He next proceeded to speak of the manner in 
which this personal and party debate had begun, 
and traced the origin of it to the remarks of the gen- 
Ueman from Tennessee, (Mr. ARNOLD,} who poured 
out bile, like aslnice, against the present Adminis- 
tration,and what he termed the *subterrancan Dem- 
ocrats.” The commencement of the debate lay with 
the opposite side of the House; and he (Mr. K.) had 
never known the time of the Houseto be consumed 
by a party debate, which did not originate with the 
Whigs. Heretofore, during the present session, 
smarting under their recent lashing, they had fer- 
borne to enter into a personal and party debate. 
Of laie, however,they had forgotten their whipping 
by the people, and launched out into their former 
violent course. Was it, then, to be expected that 
the special friends of Mr. Tyler would sit there 
and quietly hear themselves denounced in every 
manner, and on all occasions, without attempting 
to reply? The Whig party showed, throughort 
their whole conduct, that they were looking too 
much to the perpetuation of the power which had 
fallen upon them by accident. He could assure 
them that, unless they changed their conrse, such 
an accident would never happen to them again. 
(Laughter. ] 

In speaking for the Democracy of the Hoosier 
State, he could assure the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetis, [Mr. Cusnine,] as well as his colleague, 
{Mr. Tuomrson,] that there was no danger of any 
bargain being consummated with John Tyler. 
From present appearances, he believed there was 
as much prespect of the ultras of the Whig party, 
the Clay men—the white Charlies—~—coming into 
the Democratic ranks, as there was of the Tyler 
men. He bad no apprehension of any bargain be- 
ing entered into, The Democrats would support 
any measure which they believed to be right, and 
calculared to advance the best interests of the 
country, without infringing upon the Constitution— 
and none other. As to the exchequer, he would say 
that, although it had his decided preference over a 
national bank, yet he would never take it in pref- 
erence to the sub-treasury. He cared not for 
names, and should, therefore, have no objection to 
vote for the sub-treasury under the name of the 
exchequer. Give him a pen, and in five minutes 
he could make the exchequer similar to the sub- 
treasury, and perfectly acceptable to himself. By 
striking out all after the enacting clause, and in- 
serting the body of the old sub-treasury bill, the 


exchequer might at once acquire a large number of 
friends, : ere 
He next proceeded to notice ihe ground taken 


by the gentleman from “Massachusetts .[Mr. Cusu- 


ING]-against the veto powers, when used by General 
Jackson. Why did that gentleman ‘then war 
against that power? This warfare against the con- 
stitutional po wer of the President bad been usual 
in the country, whenever exercised to defeat any 
action of Congress. For his own part,-he never 
wished. to encounter this power in. the face of his 
own measures; still, never would any warfare that 
might be earried on against such a conservative 
power induce him to consent to its being stricken - 
out from the Constitution, If Mr. Tyler was 
wrong in using this power, let his.enemies abuse 
his act. Let them contend that the particular oc- 
casion of its use was improper and uncalled-for; 
but not attempt to tear up the whole power from 
“the Constitution. Let them not mutilate that sa- 
cred instrument, merely because it has been, in a 
few instances; the means of impeding their measures, 

He hoped that he sh. uld be exonerated from the 
charge, either express or implied, of bargain with 
the present Administration. His colleague [Mr. 
THoMPson] remarked that if theDemocrats satsilent, 
inasmuch assilence gave consent, they would be tas 
ken as having consented to the arrangement proposed 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts, Now, as he 
knew that whatever his colleague said here would 
be published and read in Indiana, he would assure 
him that, in early life, he saw the effects of politi- 
cal bargains, and was convinced of their entire im- 
policy and impropriety. It was the supposed, if 
notreal, political bargain entered into some years 
since, that effectually caused the sun of Ashland to 
setforever. He (Mr. K. ) had, therefore, resolved 
never to consent to any political bargain whatever, 
nor to suffer his name to be tainted with such a sus- 
picion. As yet, he was at the beginning of his po- 
litical life. He did not now know where the waves 
of polities and of party might carry him hereafter; 
but he was convinced that neither he, nor any par- 
ty to which he might be attached, could be ever 
advanced by bargains and coalitions. 


His colleague had very artfully contrived to say 
somcihing about certain leaders in the Democratic 
party at the South and at the North, and to hint at 
a coming division between their respective friends. 
Now, ke could assure his colleague, that if he ex- 
pected to succeed that way, he would find himself, 
in the result, sadly mistaken. His colleague knew 
nothing of the bands which bound the Democratic 
party tegether. The affections of. that party to- 
wards their public men were not, in’ the least de= 
gree, dependent upon their geographical location... : 
Democracy knows no disticections of geography. - 
Let the candidate forthe Presidency come from 
where he will, there will be no differences among 
them. Let the nomination fa!l upon whom it 
may, the party, whatever their individual prefer- 
ences, will rally around him. The Democratic 
party says to the Whigs, We want none of your 
interference; mind how you interfere with our 


. concerns; if you continue to intermeddle with us, 


we will uvite upon any man thatis true; our preju- 
dices will yield, and your interference but bind us 
closer together. 

Bat his colleague expected that-the Whig party 
would, in its turn, be benefited by the “constitu. 
tional fact,” when the Democrats should have a ma» 
jority, at the. next Congress, Let him indulge this’ 
expectation, if he wished: he (Mr. K ) thought he 
would be mistaken. When the Democratic con- 
vention should have met, and settled the claims of 
rival candidates, the party would be found united 
asa band cf brothers, His colleague would then 
find himself mistaken ic bis hopes of Democratie 
divisions, and, through them, of a Whig triumph 
—or he was no prophet. 

Mr. WISE next obtained the floor, and moved 
an adjournment; but withdrew the motion, ‘at the 
request of 

Mr. TRIPLETT, who wished to have entered a 
motion to reconsider the vote of the House on yes- 
terday,refusing to employ a clerk to ihe Committee 
on Publie Expenditures. à N 

The motion for an adjournment was then tee 
newed, and carried, 7 


IN SENATE. 
THurspay, December 29, 1842. 


Mr. TALLMADGE presented three memorials 
from the city of New York, remonstrating against , 
the repeal of the bankrupt act. . 

Also a memorial of a like character from Roch- 
ester, New York. f 

Mr. T. said the- letter, accompanying the latter 
memorial, remarked that the memorial was signed 
without distinction of party; and that there was 
great unanimity against the repeal of the law, 
but in favor of its modification: referred to the Ju- 
diciary Committee. 

On motion by Mr. CRAFTS, it was ordered that 
the petition of Ashael Spalding, asking compensa- 
tion for disbursing money as pension agent, be 
taken from the files of the Senate, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. WILLIAMS presented a petition from Seth 
Sweetser,a native citizen of the United States, 
praying Congress to establish a regular line of 
packets to Chagres, and an overland mail to Pana- 
ma; which was referred to the Commiitee on Com- 
merce, 70 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from 
a number of citizens of Adams county, Pennsylva- 
nia, praying for the repeal of the bankrupt law; 
which was referred to the Judiciary Committee. 

Messrs. PORTER, BERRIEN, WHITE, and 
WOODBRIDGE, severally presented memorials 
from the city of New York, rewonstrating against 


the repeal of the bankrupt act; which were referred ~ 


to the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. PHELPS presented a memorial from cer- 
tain inhabitants of the Territory of Wisconsin, 
asking. an appropriation for the construction of a 
harbor at Milwaukie, for the protection of the com- 
merce on the lakes; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Also, presented a memorial from the same quar- 
` ter, urging. upon Congress the propriety of making 
no appropriations to pay the expenses of the Legis- 
lative, Assembly of Wisconsin of this year; but 
asking that the amount which would be necessa- 
rily appropriated for that object, for the past 
and present year, may be appropriated and applied 
to the purposes of building one or more harbors on 
the lakes: referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SMITH, frem the Committee on Publie 
Lands, remarked that a petition from James Trim- 
bull, asking the privilege of relocating a military 
bounty land warrant, and fora pension, was re- 
ferred to that committee. In reference to the first 
branch of the petition, he remarked that there was 
a general law in existence, which provided for the 
matter; and as the sccond branch fell within the 
duties of the Pension Committee, he moved that 
the:.Committee on Pablic Lands be discharged 

“from its further consideration, and that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions: agreed to. 

Mr. S. also reported back, from the same com- 
mittee, without amendment, and with a recom- 
mendation that it do pass, the bill for tke relief of 
Elizabeth Monroe, 

Mr. PHELPS presented a memorial from Dr. 
Andrew Welch, asking compensation for services 
rendered certain companies of Fiorida volunteers 
in the year 1837; which was referred to the Ceme 
mittee on Claims. 

DISTRIBUTION OF THE SURPLUS COPIES 

OF THE CATALOGUE OF THE LIBRARY 

OF CONGRESS. 


The joint resolution from the Heuse, to author- 
ize the distribution of part of the surplus cepies of 
the Catalogue of the Library of Congress lo mem- 
bers of the present Congre:s, came up for consid- 
eration as in committee of the whole; the pending 
question from yesterday being on Mr. Kina's mo- 
tion to postpone the resolation indefinitely. 

Mr. TAPPAN observed that he had buta few 
words to say on the subjec!, as he conceived the 
proposition to be very plaia. He was as much 
opposed to the printing or purchasing of books for 
distribution asany cne. But here was a different 
case; the books, in this instance, were on hand, oc- 
cupying, most inconveniendy, room wanted for 
other purposes, ‘They were, in fact, an in- 
gumbranee to the library, and it was very 
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desirable to get rid of them in some way 3; 
and the committee considered the mode point- 
ed out in the resolution the. most satisfactory 
and useful. There are 700 surplus copies on hand. 
The resolution proposes to give to. each member 
of the present Congress one copy. This will dis- 
pose of only about 300; leaving 400 in the library, 
which every one must allow wili be enough for the 
use of those who may have occasion for them 
hereafter. If some better mode of disposing of 
those books were pointed out, the committee would 
take it into consideration. But it did appear to them 
that, by giving each member of Congress a copy of 
this catalogue, a useful purpose would be sub- 
served, not only in relation to the facility afforded 
to gentlemen in making references to the books in 
the library, necessary to consult in the way of 
business; but, in regard to the cirenlation of the 
catalogue throughout the country. Mr. T. here 
referred to lists of various other surplus copies of 
books which greatly encumbered the apartments of 
the library, and which the committee desired might 
be disposed of in-some useful way. He again re- 
marked that he was opposed to tke printing or 
purchasing of books for distribution to members ; 
but as these surplus copies of the catalogue were on 
band, and it was very inconvenient to keep them 
any longer, he hoped the resolution would be 
adopted. 

Mr. KING remarked that the honorable Senator 
from Ohio was so much more conversant with mat- 
ters relating to the arrangement of the library, that 
he should not dispute his conclusion that it w&® 
necessary to dispose of a portion of those surplins 
copies of the catalogue. He was, however, of 
opinion that many of the books referred to in the 
Senator’s list were found no incumbrance. 

With regard to the catalogue, he would say that 
he was willing to vote for a proper distribution to 
the literary and scientific institutions of the coun- 
try; but he was utterly opposed to the principle of 
members of Congress voting to distribute to them- 
selves anything of the kind, even of the smailest 
value. They had no right to distribute to them- 
selves books, or anything else, paid for by the pub- 
lic money. This matter might appear inconsider- 
able, but still it involved the principle; and if it is 
allowed now, there is no knowing where the prac- 
tice may stop, or to what amount it may be in- 
dulged in. Already, shamefal abuses in this way 
had disgraced the legislation of Congress, It was 
time to put a stopto them. There ought to be 
some stopping point; and he thought the present 
was a suitable occasion to arrest the practice.. If 
this surplus cannot be longer kept, let the distribu- 
tion be made to literary and scientidic institu- 
tions, and the libraries of State Legislatures; or— 
what would be much better—let them be sold for 
whatever they will bring, to reimburse so much of 
their original cost. They will sell for something; 
and, however little it may be, it will be a better 
disposition of them than that proposed. 

Mr. SEVIER inguired of the chairman of the 
Committee on the Library what those catalogues 
were worth? 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE replied that he had no 
means of ascertaining, and could not satisfactorily 
answer the question. While up, be would say that, 
personally, it was indifferent to him whether the 
resolution passed in its present form or not. But, 
as chairman of the committee, he conceived it 
proper that he should reiterate the views of the 
committee, unanimously concurred in, and ex» 
pressed by the Senator from Ohio, The cb- 
ject of the distribution to members of Con- 
gress is to afford them facilities for perform- 
ing their duties. This, therefore, was not the 
first step, or a new thing; for facilities of this kind 
had always been accorded to Representatives in 
Congress, It differed in no respect, in this in- 
stance, from the facilities for transacting business 
afforded by the printed documents, reports, and 
pamphlets, daily laid on the desks of the members 
of both Houses. The principle was the same, 
whether the printed matter was in sheets like this, 
(taking up a Senate document,) or a catalogue of 
books, necessary to be ceeasionally consulted in 
ibe library of Congress. The committee, there- 
fore, in recommending the resolution, did not en- 


. perseded by a new catalogue. 


- bers of Congress. 


force any. principle-different from that upon which, 
from the beginning of the Government, facilities 
for business had been furnished to members of 
Congress. These catalogues were books -which 
were only valpab'e for present use. In a few 
years they would be worthless, and would be su- 
It was considered 
by the committee ihat they could not be of so 
much use to any oneelse as to the present mem- 
If it. was desirable to give 
some of them to the literary institutions of the 
country, enough would be left, after supplying 
each member cf Congress, to distribute to such 
institutions. The simple question was, whether 
each member should have a copy of the catalogue, 
exceedingly useful and valuable to him in the per- 
formance of bis duty; or the books should remain 
anincumbrance, if not otherwise given away, to 
no purpose. 

The debate was further continued by Messrs. 
SEVIER and TAPPAN in favor of the resolu- 
tion, and by Messrs. KING and LINN against 
the principle of distribution to members of Con- 

Tess. 

i Mr. WOODBURY suggested a modification, if 
the Senator from Alabama would. withdraw his 
motion to postpone. ‘Fhe modification was, in ef- 
fect, to insert “literary institutions and universi» 
ties.” ` 

Mr. KING consented to withdraw his motion of 
postponement, for the purpose indicated by the 
Senator from New Hampshire. : 

Mr. LINN suggested the propriety of excepting 
literary institutions and universities which had al- 
ready received copies. 

Mr. WCODBURY then submitted his amend- 


ment. ; 

Mr. TAPPAN moved a modification of that 
portion of the resolution which proposed the dis- 
tribution to “members of Congress,” by leaving 
out those words, and inserting “to each person en- 
titled.to the use of the library of Congress.” 

Mr. WALKER thought the resolution ought to 
be recommitted to the Committee on the Library. 
He made a motion to that effect, but it did not 
prevail. > : 

The question was then taken: on Mr. Tappan’s 
amendment, and it was adopted-—ayes 18, noes 11, 

Mr. KING moved an amendment, “excepting 
members of Congress.” 

This was decided in the negative--ayes 12, 
noes 18. 

Mr, WOODBURY explained that he could not 
vole for his amendment as amended. ` 

Mr. EVANS believed: many of the colleges had 
already received copies of the catalogue, and, 
therefore, he thought it would be well to adopt the 
suggestion of the Senator from Missouri, [Mr, Linn,] 
and except such as had. : 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE said he had that moment 
bie informed by the Librarian that such was the 
act. i 

The amendment was accordingly modifed, so as 
to except institutions already supplied with copies 
of the catalogue. 

The resoiution, asamended, was reported back 
to the Senate; and, on the question, “Shall the 
amendments be ordered to be engrossed, and the 
joint resolution read a third time?” 

Mr. KING ea led for the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered; and resulted—yeas 20, nays 13, as 
follows: 

YEAS—Mesers. Bates, Berrien, Clayton, Conrad, Crafts 
pole Pilton; Merrick; Morehead, Phelps, Porter, Sevier, Sim- 
Wilcox. and Woodbridge 2h tn ee) Tappan White, 

NAYS—Messis. Allen, Archer, Benton, Buchanan, Hender- 
son, King, Linn, McRoberts, Mangum, Smith of Connecticut, 
Walker, Williams, and Woodbury—13, 

So the amendments were ordered to be éngrossed, 
and the joint resolution to be read a third time. 


QUINTUPLE TREATY. 


Mr. BENTON submitted the following resolu- 


tion, which, under the rules,-lies one day on the 
table, viz: 


Resolved, That, in addition to. copies of all the correspond: 
ence with and from all our ministers abroad in relation to the 
quintuple treaty, the President be requested to communicate to 
the Senate (so far as it may be compatihle with the public in- 


terest) all such correspondence in relation to the treaty wit 
Great Britain, P eae 


"Phe following bills, which bad been ordered to be 
engrossed heretofore, were taken up, read the third 
time, and passed, viz: : , 

. The bill for the relief of J. R, Vienne, of Lou- 
“isiana; s e: ; 
“Phe bill for the relief of sundry‘citizens of Ark- 
-ansas,-who lost their improvements in consequence 

of.the treaty between the United States and the 

Choctaw Indians; i : 

-- The bill allowing drawback upon. foreign. mer- 

chandise exported in the original. packages to Chi- 

huahua and Santa Fe, in Mexico; > Pe, a 
The bill to authorize the Secre'ary.of the Treas- 

ury ‘to make an arrangement or compromise. with 

any of the sureties on the bonds given to the United 

States by Samuel Swartwout, late collector of the 

customs for the port of New York; 

“The bill for the relief of Stalker and Hill; and 
The bill for.the relief of Ephraim B. Dixon. 
Mr. CONRAD submitted the following resolu- 

tion; which, there being no objection, was then 
considered and adopted: 
“` Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury make report 
tothe Renate what proportion of the public lands in the State 
ot Louisiana have been returned as not worth the cost of sur- 
vey; and also, if practicable, to cause to be prepared and trans- 
mitted to the Senate a plan or diagram of such lands, showing 
the situation and character thereof. 

“The bill allowing compensation to pension 
agents came up as in committee of the whole. 

Mr. BATES explained that she bill allowed pen- 
sion agents 2 per cent. upon all disbursements, 
subject to the discretion of the Sveretary of War; 
but in no case were such agents to be allowed more 
than $1,000:per annam, ‘whatsoever the amount of 
money disbursed by them. 

Mr. BENTON was opposed to the system of al- 
lowing percentages on disbursements, and remark- 
ed that it had been abandoned heretofore by Con- 
gress, in consequence of the great abuses which 
grew up underit, It was wrong in principie, be- 
cause it caused a conflict of interests between the 
agent and the United States. It made it the inter- 
est of the agent to increase the disbursements, 
‘while it was the interest of the United Siates that 
they shoald be diminished. pa 
Messrs. BATES, KING, PHELPS, and SE- 
VIER maintained that it was indispensably neces- 
sary, and just and proper, that some compensation 
should be made those agents for the duties they 
performed for the Government; and, unless it was 
done, it would be impossible to get persons to take 
allthe responsibility of disbursing large sums of 
‘money at their own risk. They pointed out the 
‘danger of the old mode of compensating agents; 
that was, by allowing them to make use of the 
money (which was deposited in their hands some 
monihs in advance of the time of payment to the 
pensioners) in speculating purposes, before its dis- 
bursement; and showed that the alternatives were 
either to contiaue this mode, with its dangers; to 
give a percentage on the sum disbursed, or a fixed 
salary; or to be left without agents at all. Agents 
were indispensably necessary; and they preferred to 
allow a percentage on disbursementy, under the 
guards in the bill, because it was the mest eco- 
nomical and just mode—the agent being compen- 
sated only in proportion no his disbursements, which 
compensation cculd in no case exceed $1,000. 

After a few remarks by Mr. BENTON in reply, 
and there being no proposition to amend the bill, 
it was reported to the Senate, and ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading. 

The bill to continuc the office of Commissioner 
of Pensions was then taken up, as in committee of 
the whole. 

Mr. ARCHER moved to amend the bill, by re- 
instating the salary of the Commissioner to what 
it was two years ago, (83,000 ;) stating, at the 
game time, that it was done without any solicita- 
tion on the part of the Commissioner, whom he 
had never conversed with; though he had been in- 
formed that he was a valuable officer. 

Mr. BATES remarked that it was nothing more 
than just that the salary of the Commissioner 
should be reinstated to what it was formerly. 
Thovgk no application had been made by that offi- 
‘cer to the Committee on Pensions to have that obe 
ject effected, he would be pleased to see it done, 
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. Mr. SEVIER would acquiesce in the amendment, 


if the Senate thought proper to adopt it; bathe 
thought, as the duties of that officer were dimin- 


ishing yearly, and as. the present was the time to 

economize, it might not be’ proper to hazard the 

passage of the bill by such an amendment, : 
The question was put. on the amendment, and 


- it was disagreed to. 


The bill was then reported to the Senate, and or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading. z 
`The bill for-the relief of the Steamboat Com- 
pasy of Nantucket was then considered as in 
committee of the ‘whele; and, there being no mo- 
tion to amend, it was reported to the Senate, and 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

On motion of Mr. LINN, 
The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuorspay, December 29, 1842. 


Mr. KENNEDY of Maryland observed that a 
select committee was appointed yesterday, to in- 
quire into the propriety of carrying the mail round 
the coast by steamers; and he begged leave to offer 
an additional resolution, to inquire into the ex- 
pediency of employing the same vessels for the 
inspection of the light-houses on the coast, 

Mr. K. then submitied the following; whieh was 
considered and adopted: 

Resolved, That the select committee appointed to inquire 
into the expediency of contracting with private companies or 
others for the transportation of the mailin steamers along the 
cqgst, and for other purposes, be also instructed to inquire and 
repor' as to the expediency of employing such steamers, under 
the direction of the proper department, in visiting and inspect- 
ing light-houses upon the several coasts of the United States, 
and of performing such duties in reference thereto as may be 

the 


found conducive to the preservation and effective use o 
game. 


ASSUMPTION OF STATE DEBTS. 


Mr. JAMES COOPER asked leave to present 
the petition of a large number of citizens of Adams 
county, Pennsylvania, praying Congress to adopt 
some mcasvre which wiil give the States sucha 
portion of the proceeds of the sales of the public 
lands, in the shape of stocks of the Federal Gov- 
ernment, as will enable them to pay their debts, 
&e. He was not going (Mr. C. said) to trouble the 
House with any remarks on the subject cf this 
petition, further than to say that he was in favor 
of its objects. He would prefer the sending it to 
a select. committee; and if the gentleman from 
Maryland, [Mr. Wm. Cost Jonnson,] who had 
heretofore presented petitions with the same object 
in view, and bad also given notice of his inten- 
tion to introduce a bill on the subject, would now 
move for the appointment of such a committee, 
he would not move a reference to ope of the 
standing commiitees. He would be glad to see 
this question brought fally before the people; for he 
was sure that it would sooner or jater commend 
itself to their auention, as the best measure of re- 
lief from the embarrassments bronght on them by 
an inflated currency, as well as by a mal-administra- 
tion of the General Government, 


Mr. WM. COST JOHNSON said that he would 
avail himself of the occasion to make a motion 


that would savea great deal of the time of the 
House. He had heretofore given notice of his in. | 
tention to introduce a bil] on this subject; and if the 
House would now agree to the appointment of a 
select committee to take charge of that bill, and 
the petition now presented, together with all simi- 
lar petitions, it would obviate the necessity of bis 
making several speeches and several motiens, which 
he should otherwise te obliged todo. Mr, J. then 
moved for the appointment of a select commit- 
tee. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved to lay the mo- 
tion and petition on the table. 

Before taking the question, 

Mr. WM. C. JOHNSON presented a petition 
on the same subject, signed by a number of the 
citizens of the Siate of Maryland, together with 
a letter from one of its signers, explaining its ob- 
jects and bespeaking his favorable consideration; 
which were read. 


The question was then taken cn Myr. Cave 
Jonrson’s nction to lay the whole subject on the 
table; which motion was lost. l 


Tae question recurring on Mr. Wm. Cost Joan. 

son’s motion for the appointment of a select com- 

mittee, ; f f ; 
Mr. CAVE JOHNSON called for the yeas. and 

nays, but they were not ordered; and 

On taking the question, it was carried—ayes 76° 


| noes 69. +- . 


So the select committee was ordered. = 7 

Mr. STEENROD, in pursuance of notice. given 
yesterday, ön leave, introduced a bill to amend the 
act establishing the district court of the United 
States at Wheeling, Va.; which was read twice, 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole. on 
the state of the Union. mr 

On motion of Mr. CUSHING, 

The report of the commissioners appointed for 
the exploration and survey of the Northeastern 
boundary was ordered to be printed. 


GENERAL JACKSON’S FINE. 


Mr. PICKENS presented certain resolutions.of 
the Legislature of South Carolina, instructing their 
Senators, and requesting their. members, to aid:the. 
passage of a law to refund to General Jackson the 
fine imposed upon him by Judge Hall, of New 
Orleans, ‘n 1815; and he moved that it might be 
printed, and have the same direction as the resolu- 
tions presented by the gentleman from Virginia, 
{Mr. Wise] 

The motion was agreed to, and the resolutions 
were committed to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, having in charge a bill 
on that subject. i 

Mr. P. also presented a resolution of the Legis- 
lature of South Carolina, asking Congress to res 
fand the fine imposed on Dr. Cooper, for. libel 
against the United States, under the alien and se- 
dition jaw; and, on his motion, the resolution was 
referred. to the Judiciary Committee, and ordered 
to be printed. x 

Mr. EVERETT presented certain resolutions of 
tbe Legislature of Vermont, asking the repeal of 
the bankrupt law, ; 

The resolutions were ordered to be printed, and 
laid on the table. 

Mr. EVERETT also presented resolutions of 
the Legislature of Vermont, in relation to the con- 
tinuance of pensions to certain widows, i 

The resolutions were ordered to be laid on the 
fable. 


THE DISTRICT SYSTEM OF ELECTION. 


Mr. EVERETT presented a memorial, signed 
by 57 members of the Legislature of New Hamp- 
shire, praying Congress to divide that State into 
four districts for the election of members of Cons 
gress; and, in doing so, be would state that the Le= 
gislatnre of New Hampshire had refused to lay it 
eff into districts. He concluded by moving that it 
be referred to the Commitee of Elections, and 
that it he printed. í 

Mr. ATHERTON inquired if it was in order 
to say a word or iwo on that subject? 

Tbe SPEAKER said it would not be in order if 
objections were made. ; 

Mr. STANLY objected. 

Mr. ATHERTON said he merely wished to 
make one or two. remarks in relation to that peti- 
tion; and he observed that the gentleman from 
Vermont. had made some remarks on its introduc- 
tion. f 

Mr. EVERETT said, if the gentleman from 
New Hampshire wished to debate the petition, it 
must go over. 

Mr. ATHERTON said he merely wished to say 
a very few words; and he should offer no objection 
to the gentleman from Vermont making just such 
disposition of the memorial as he shonld choose, 
{Cries of “Go on,”*] The memorial purports to be 
signed by fifty-seven members of the Legislature 
of New Hampshire, and requests Congress to dis- 
trict that State for the choice of members of Cop- 
gress. Itseemed to him to carry within itself its 
own answer, It bears on its face the strongest ar- 
gument (acide from any constitutional objections) 
why its prayer should not be granted. He sup- 
posed the object of the presentation of petitions and 
memorials was to indicate to Congress the will of 
the people. Now, this memorial states expressly 


that the opinion. of those representing a majority of 


ing the State, at present, for the choice of members 
of Congress. ` I is signed by fifty-seven members 
of the Legislature. The House of Representatives 
of New Hampshire is composed of about two 
Kitindred- and: forty members, and the Senate of 
twelve members. Here, then, are one-fourth of 
the members of the Legislature of N. Hampshire— 
and: thus; it is fair to infer, representing one-fourth 
: (or, at best, only a very small minority) of the peo- 
ple of New Hampshire—coming here, and, by this 
memorial, requesting the Federal Government to 
interfere. and put down the will of a large and 
overwhelming majority of the people of the State. 

‘Mr. EVERETT moved that the memorial be 
read: That: having been done, he moved that it 
be. referred to the Committee of Elections, and that 
it be printed. 

Mr. J. CAMPBELL moved that it be laid on 
the table. 

That motion was negatived; and on the motion 
of Mr. Evererr, the memorial was referred to the 
Committee of Elections, and it was ordered to be 
printed. 

"Mr. HOPKINS called for the orders of the day. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Maryland obtained per- 
mission to present a memorial from certain insu- 
rance companies of the city of Baltimore, praying 
Congress to remove the obstructions of the Ohio 
and Mississippi. rivers; which was referred to the 
Committee on Roads and Canals.. 

The SPEAKER then ealled for reports from 
committees. 

Mr. FERRIS, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, made a report, accompanied by a bill, to test 
the practicability of establishing a system of elec- 
tro-magnetic telegraphs in the United States. 
The bill was read twice, and referred to the Com- 

_ mittee of the Whole. 

_ l'On the motion of Mr. KENNEDY of Mary- 
land, five thousand extra copies of the accompa- 
nying report were ordered to be printed. 
© Leave was given to withdraw various papers 
and petitions, 

Mr. TRUMBULL, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, made a report in the case of David All- 
spach, accompanied by a bill for his relief. The 
bill was read twice, and re‘erred to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 


JOINT RESOLUTION, 
Mr. MOORE, from the Committee on Private 
. Land ‘Claims, reported the following joint reso!u- 
tion; which was adopted; 

Resolved hy the Senateand House of Representatives of 
the United States of Americain Congress assembled, That 
the Secretary of the Senate and Clerk of the House be, and they 
are hereby, instructed to furnish to the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office the original reports from the several Jand 
offices in the State of Louisiana, made ander the provisions of 
Ra gct entitled “An act for the final adjusiment of claims te 
land in the State of Louisiana,” approved February 6, 1835, 
also, the title-papers and evidence relating to claims in said re 

orta, confirmed by an act entitled “An act confirming certaia 

and claims in Louisiana,” approved July 6, 1842: Provided, 
That claimants shall be entitled to withdraw the original title» 
papers, after fair, copies shall have been taken by the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office. 

Mr GIDDINGS, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported the following bills: 

A bill for the relief of James E. Hunt and 
others; and 

A bill for the reljef of Conrad House; 
which were read twice, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. PENDLETON, from the Committee cn 
Military Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of 
Boyd Reilly: read twice, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 


UNITED STATES COURTS IN MAINE. 

The engrossed bill ‘‘to change the time of hold- 
ing the circuit and district courts for the district of 
Maine,” came up on its third reading. 


Mr. B. RANDALL, after a few remarks in op- | 


position to the bill, moved to recommit it to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, with instructions to 
inquire into the expediency of striking out the first 
section. He stated that he would be willing to 
abide by the decision of the committee. 

Mr. FESSENDEN opposed the motion, and ex- 
plained the objects of the bill. He complained of 
the danger in which the bill would be placed by 
the proposed delay of action upon it. 


the people of New Hampshire is adverse to distriet- 
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Mr. RANDALL briefly rejoined. 
The House refused to recommit the bill. 
It was then read a third time, and passed. 


BILLS FROM THE SENATE. 


The following bills from the Senate were read a 

‘first and second time, and referred: ; 

` An act authorizing the relinquishment of the six- 
teenth sections, granted for the use of schools, and 
the entry of other lands in lieu thereof : referred to 
the Committee on the Pablic Lands. 

An act in relation to donations of land to certain 
persons in the State of Arkansas: referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. f 

An act to repeal certain parts of the act of Con 
gress, approved August 3], 1842, entitled “An act 
to establish certain post-roads:” referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

A resolution to establish an additional joint rule 
in relation to the presentation of claims or peti- 
tions: referred to the Committee of Claims. 


LATE CONSUL AT TANGIER, 


Mr. McKEON offered the following resolution; 
which was adopted : 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be request- 
ed to communicate to this House (if, in his opinion, it be not in- 
compatible with the public interest) copies of correspondence 
between the late Consul General of the United States at Tan- 
gier, and the Government of Morocco. 


SECOND REGIMENT OF DRAGOONS. 


Mr. CROSS (in accordance with notice given 
a few days since) introduced a bill to repeal so 
much of the act of the 23d August, 1842, as gg- 
quires the 2d regiment of dragoons to be converted 
into a regiment of riflemen after the 4th of March 
next. 

The bill was read twice, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


MEMORIAL OF COLONEL BROOKS. 


Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL rose to present a me- 
morial from Colonel Brooks, of the District of Co- 
Jumbia, complaining of injustice done him in a re- 
port of the Committee on Indian Affairs at the last 
session. Mr. I stated that the author of the me- 
morial was unknown to him, and it was immate- 
rial to himself what reference was given it. After 
some further remarks, 

Mr. STANLY moved that the memorial be 
laid on the table. 

Mr. JAMES COOPER rose, and entered. into an 
explanation of the transaction complained of in 
the memorial. He was proceeding to make stric- 
tures upon it, when 

Mr. BOWNE asked if the debate was ia order. 

The SPEAKER said, only by general consent, 

Mr. WISE objected. ` 

Mr. READ called for the orders of the day. 

The question wa: then taken, and the memo- 
rial was laid on the table. 

Mr. WISE observed that he attempted the cay 
before yesterday to get the floor, before the genile- 
man f.om Indiana, with the view not to enter at all 
into this debate, but to move the previous ques- 
tion, The position of the question, as it was now 
presented, with the various amendments to the bill 
for the repeal of the bankrupt law, was such, that 
the issue would come up before the House precise- 
ly as he desired it to come upon the amendment of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts ; being that the 
repeal should take effect at the time of the passage 
of the act, and not to affect proceedings that have 
been commenced, and are not yet concluded. 


He could not see that the question now at issue 
had any connexion with the repeal of the bank- 
rupt law. He could not see that anything that 
had been said by bis friend from Massachusetts re- 
quired any particular reply; and, especially, he 
could not have expected to hear such reply from 
the quarter that it came from. He was ready to 
vote at once for the repeal of the bankrupt law; 
but tke moment that ke heard the remarks of the 
gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Tuompson,] he was 
compelled to fall into this debate, and to follow its 
letter and spirit; and all that he regretted now wes, 
that he bad not two hours instead of one, to say all 
tbat he had to say, and to endeavor to express what 
he felt (and he felt more than he could express) on 
the topics presented by that gentleman, 

Calnly and coolly discussing this question, his 


ee 

first object would be to place his friend and col 
leagne ef the corporal’s. guard right, andin his 
true position; and to remove the gross injustice 
that had been done him by the gentleman from In» 
diana. What did the gentleman say of his friend 
from Massachusetts? He would repeat-it; and he 
would now remark, thathe doubted not but that 
the gentleman, after having slept a night on his re- 
marks, was regretting what he bad said before this 
hour of the day. From various places throughout 
the report of the gentleman’s remarks, which was 
exceedingly correct, he selected two passages as & 
sample of the injustice that had been done his 
friend from Massachusetts. Mr. W. ther read the 
following extracts: $ 

“Mr. T. recollected that, during the Administrationjof the dig- 
tinguished and venerable gentleman from Massachusetts, {Mr 
Apams,] there arose in this country a party who, on a bare 
suspicion” — 
and he might have added (Mr. W. said) a damne 
ing suspicion, that remains to this day, and will re- 
main, whether it be false or true; upon that Ade 
ministration, and all connected with it, forever. 
Mr. W. continued reading: 7 
“a suspicion which exploded on the examination of the facts, 
that there was what was called bargain, intrigue, and corrup= 
tion between that distinguished and venerable gentleman and 
another high functionary of the Government—that there arose & 
party who, for numbers, intellect, and moral and political 
power, had been unequalled in the history of the country,” 

The gentieman might have added, (said Mr. 
W..,) that the very elements of that party, which 
have been scattered since the Administration of 
General Jackson, remain, and entered into the 
composition of both the partics now existing in the 
country. He would not (Mr. W. said) comment 
on the results that followed from the overlooking 
of that fact. He would read further: 


“All this opposition to that Administration was the result of 
a bare suspicion of corruption, bargain, or sale; end yet not- 
withstanding that event was fresh in the memory of the coun- 
try, and ofevery man in public life who wasnot a mere tyroin 
politics, they here saw the time come, in this era of boasted 
republican liberty, when an American Representative, repre» 
senting an old Revolutionary State, one of the original thirteen — 
descending himself from a line ofillnstrious Revolutionary an- 
cestry—was found coming into this hall, as a representative 
of the Administration’-— 

An: he would say that this was the first time 
he ever heard of a man’s coming there as the repe 
resentative of the Administration—a new charac- 
ter of a represeniative, he must acknowledge. 

“and boldly, openly, shamelessly offering the spoils of office 
tothe highest bidder.” ` 

And then the gentleman (be would not say he 
onght to have been an auctioneer, for he showed 
that ke could imitate one very well.) went through 
allthe scenes of a sale, and asked [reading:] 


“Who bids? Ican’tdwell. Here is a self-evident fact in tha 
Constitution, Who bids? Going, going, going. Can’t I get 
a bid? Will nobody bid? Gentlemen, the article must be 
sold. Start it, start it, for God’s sake, for something.” 

The gentleman might have added, these “hard 
times; and the reporter interlarded “shouts of 
laughter.” ; 


Well, sir, what said another gentleman?—he 
meant the gentleman from Vermont, (Mr. Eva 
RETT.] That gentleman said that he “could not 
see the slightest necessity for such a speech in ree 
ply to the genileman from Tennessee. On the con- 
trary, it had appeared to Mr. E, to be a prepared 
speech——a studied speech, got in readiness before» 
hand, all ready to be brought out upon the first 
occasion that should present itself. Nor should he, 
indeed, subject himself to any great charge of une 
charitableness, if he should suggest that it was a 
Cabinet speech, prepared upon advice, and uttered 
by authority.” . 

This was the report of the reporter; his report 
was that “it was a semi-official and Cabinet 
speech.” : 

Sir, (said Mr. W.,) you and I, and all the gene 
tlemen here present yesterday—and he presumed 
all who were present the day before yesterday— 
heard what was said by the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetis. There were more than two hundred 
witnesses of all parties who heard the remarks of 
his friend made on that oecasion. 

Now, what did he say? Some thingshe had 
written down, and were precisely in substance all 
that any man could make of them, and all that the 
acutest ingenuity could infer from all he said on 
that occasion. First, in reply toa speech of the 
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gentleman: from ‘Tennessee [Mr. ARNOLD] one 
week ago—a speech that had the start of his friend 
from Massachusetts—not twenty-four hours, but 
seven days; his friend deprecated party excitement, 
sach as had been exhibited by the gentleman from 
Tennessee; and this was called by the gentleman 
-from Indiana throwing a firebrand into the House. 
He asked the gentleman from Tennessee, in the 
Janguage of imprecation, cr of deprecation, why 
‘these criminations and recriminations between the 
“Whig party and the Administration should be con- 
tinued. “Have you, gentlemen,” he asked, “gained 
anything by this war upon John Tyler? -—any- 
thing by this game of heading Captain Tyler or 
dying? Have you gained anything in warring 
against the veto—this fixed fact in the Constitu- 
tion? Have you gaincd anything by attempting to 
tear the Constitution in tatters} Have the elec- 
tions not satisfied you, in the name of sense, and 
in’ the name of interest, that this war of crimina- 
tion and recrimination has not helped your party— 
that the people are not satisfied with i?” This 
language of his friend from Massachusetts, ap- 
pealing to common sense, ‘to patriotism, and 
to’ geod feeling, had been densunced by the 
gentleman from Indiana as the. throwing of 
a firebrand into the House. The gent'eman 
said that there was no tempest, no war of 
offence or cefence at this session of Congress, 
until the gentleman from Massachusutls began it. 
He (Mr. W.) would say that he never did 
begin it, even m reply; he deprecated crimination 
and recrimination, and the assault that was made 
onhim, was made by one of the friends of the gen- 
tlman from Indiana. Sir, ( said Mr. W.,) we 
were not disposed to enter inte such conflicts. In 
one respect, the gentleman was right. He would 
admit to him that his friend from Massachusetts 


would bave been inthe wrong, if he had commen-. 


ced this war on the Whig party; and that it would 
have been a cruel war, an inhuman war, and a 
most wanton and unnecessary attack, What! at- 
tack the Whig party now? He would as soon 
think of striking a woman, or kicking a dead body. 
The people themselves (said Mr. W.) have made 
the: attack; the elections have decided the matter; 
and all that we were doing with those of them who 
are alive at this time, and able to rise on this floor 
and make assaults on the President of the United 
States and his friends, was to ask permission to 
hold back, and say to them “hands off!” This 
was all they wanted to do, fer really they must be 
permitted the privilege of self-defence; and, if at- 
tacked with deadly weapons, to defend themselves 
with the most effective meansin their power. Now, 
the protest of his friend from Massachusetts, so 
far from being intended to irritate and mortify 
his opponents, was, with the memory of his old 
connexions with the Whig party, most calmly and 
affectionately addressed to them, protesting against 
this useless and unprovoked war they were 
continually making upon the Administration. 
What did he do next? He told them that 
they had made a fatal war upon the Constitution, 
aod upon the real interestsand prosperity of the 
conntry; and that upon this fixed power in the 
Constitution their angry emotions were dashed into 
spray, asif from some mighty rock that was wash- 
ed by the surges of the ocean. It was not the 
President that his friend alluded to—not his power; 
but the moral power of the people of the country; 
and the gentleman, in derision of the “fized fact,” 
argued that there was no moral power nor spirit of 
resistance in the people against attacks on ovr 
_ Constitution. He would cay to them, in the jan- 
guage of Curran, speaking of the British constita- 
tion, that our Constitution would survive more 
than flames, more than conflagration; and that its 
“spirit, throughout ali these conflicts of party, walked 
safely abroad, fixed in the bosoms of the people, 
enlivening them, moving them, actuating them, 
and guarding them, as it was guarded by them. 
Defeat upon defeat, he had told gentlemen, had 
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been only followed by ‘malevolence towards the 
President, and opposition to the Constitution as it 
is; and he had begged gentlemen to allow reason 
to resume its throne, to cease the strife of faction, 
and to take the best thing they could get for their 
country and for their constituents. In the third place, 
his friend [Mr. Cusnina] went farther—recurring, 
doubtless, to the violent war carried on in another 
quarter, out cf the House, against the Administra- 
tion, by the metropolitan organ of ultra Democ- 
racy—and he hoped he should be able to exempt 


ninety-nine out of every hundred of the Demo-. 


cratic party; but a few leaders of that party were 
determined that John Tyler should not have the 
creditof Republicanism and Democracy with their 
people and their followers, if they could help it— 
men who themselves were looking, not to prin- 
ciples, but to men. His friend (Mr. Cussine] 
warned the moderate Democra's, who go for prin- 
ciples and not for men, to beware of the example 
of uliraism set by the Whigs before them. The 


. Whigs could not get a Bank of the United States, 


and they preferred a war to the next best measure; 
and that war had broken them to pieces on the 
bosses of the Executive vetoes. His friend warned 
the Democrats, too, on their part, to prefer the next 
best measure to their extreme measure of a sub- 
treasury, and not to rush their majority in the 
coming Congress on that same rock. The ex- 
hortation was to all parties to avoid extremes, 
and at this time to attend to the real interests and 
henor—he might say, of moderation and of 
reason. In the fourth place, be (Mr. Cusano] 
warned—or threatened, if they pleased-—'he ultras of 
both sides, who were disposed to make war cn the 
administration of the public affairs—who were 
disposed to make war on the Constitution—to 
take the best measures which they could obtain 
now, and for years to come, for the public good; 
thatif they persisted in an internecine war cn the 
Administration and the friends of the Administra- 
tion, they might rue the resulf; that the Adminis- 
tration was based on an honest attempt, without 
a party, to serve the country—to do the best in its 
power for the people; that oppositicn to such an 
Administration, by either or avy party, would not 
offend the President, would not offend patronage; 
but it mightand would bring them in collision with 
the Constitution, and might and would offend the 
people, and the moderate masses of all parties; that 
the adherence which the Administration had ob- 
tained of the moderate and conziderate portien of 
our Republican people, went on defeating facticn 
and serving the country, and might defeat 
the uliras of all parties, and place power in 
the hands of the representatives of moderate 
principles and measures. But, fifthly, he went 
further. He warned the gentlemen of all parties, 
that if the President of the United States, in fol- 
lowing a straight-forward line of duty—in pursu- 
ing a strict line of rectitude, from which he 
could not depart—could not be supported by one 
party in that course,—he would ask any party to 
come to the help—not bis help, but the help of 
the country and its best interests. And permit him 
to say, (and he could call upon the Speaker to 
prove the truth ef what he said: ke could also 
call upon every man present whom, eighteen 
months azo, he could calla “brother Whig,” to 
prove its truth,) that it was proclaimed by the Whig 
party, that whenever they placed their Presidentin 
the Executive chair, he should be the President of 
the nation, and not the President merely of a par- 
ty. What did they hear during the whole time of 
General Jackson's and Mr. Van Buren’s admitis- 
trations, vocierated by the Whigs, in every form 
of emphasis, in every variety of zecent, ia every 
tone of derision and denunciation? They beard 
the party (and the party was always italicised) 
spoken of with contempt and horror, as doing 
so and so; that the party in power did not pro- 
fess to be the representatives of tbe people. but 
of the party. Now, that was all the sentiment 
avowed by the gentleman from Massachusetts, 


{Mr. Cusninc,] that when the Adminis 
submitted any question, not to a party, but to. the 
Representatives of the people in the Congress of 
ihe United States assembled—ihe Representatives 
of the people of the whole nation—tbat they should 
pass the best measure, and the people would care 
not if ıt were parsed by one party or by another. 
Away with their parties. Party had its uses, and 
party had its abuses. The only. good use of a party 
was to subserve the will of the majority—to.sub- 
serve the will of the people. The abuse of party 
was to defeat the will of the people; and when. 
party undertook to control.the will. of the people, 
it was then that a Presidént of the United: States 
did the most patriotic act that a public functionary 
could do, by arraying the power ot the Constitu- 
tion against the power of party. And for basing the 
President on these solid principles—for putting the 
Whigs cn their own professions and their own sen- 
timents—-sentiments to which he (Mr. W.) ade 
hered—that the President of the United States was 
not to be a party President—-that he was not to 
look to the Whigs alone, or to the Democrats 
alene, but to the Representatives of the people, in 
their representative capacity, and not in their party 
relations;—it was on sentiments like these, remon- 
strances like these, warnings like these, that the 
gentleman from Indiana {Mr. Tompson] had 
based the declaration tbat, an honorable Rep- 
resentative from one of the most honora- 
ble States in this Union had set up the 
Executive power and the spoils of office: to 
the highest bidder. He would say to that gentle- 
man-—and that gentleman knew the respect which 
he (Mr. Wiss) bore him—that it pained him to 
hrar such a monstrous perversion of facts froma 
gentleman so respectable; it grieved him to hear 
such a monstrous perversion of the sayings and - 
doings of an adversary. It could neither do good. 
to the cause which that gentleman advocated, nor 
credit to himself. And to the gentleman from Ver~ 
mont—who had an equal title to his respect with 
the gentleman from Indiana—he would ‘say, that 
the people of the United States could now judge 
well of Whig tesimony, and of Whig facts, and 
of Whig proofs and inferences. when a gentleman 
rose on that floor, and asserted, vithout proof or 
knowledge on the subject, andin the faceof acon- 
tradiction, that a speech delivered in ‘that, House 
the ‘day before yesterday was well prepared, and 
was semi-official. In behalf of his friend from 
Massachusets, (Mr. CusniNa,] he would declare, 
before the House, that, so far as one gentleman 
could judge of the mind and preparation of an- 
other, he did believe—as the gentleman assured 
him was the fact—that the speech was impromptu, 
without consultation, and without any pretence of 
preparation. And yet, in the face of these 
facts, gentlemen could toldly rise up, and 
say, on the one side, that the gentleman from 
Massachusetts (Mr. Cusnina] was speaking from 
authority ; and, on the other, that it was an elab- 
orate speeth and semi-official. Now, there was a 
moral in this, and it was this: Those gentlemen, 
without other facts than those that were unknown, 
and disputed facts which occurred out of that 
House, bad been giving to the country their state~ 
ments, interpretations, and constructions. And now 
let him reason from the known to the unknown, 
and what would their testimony be worth before a 
jury of their country? If a gentleman from Indi- 
ana could rise, and, in the face of two hundred wit- 
nesses who heard what was said, and saw what was 
done, so monstrously misrepresent what was said 
and done, as to say that there had been a hawking, 
a shameless hawking of the Executive power and. 
the spoils of office; if he could thus pervert the 
facts, in the face of two hundred witnesses—what 
were his convictions worth about facts which were 
disputed or unknown? That was the spirit of party. 
He did not attribute deliberate falsehood to the 
gentlemen—far be it from him to attribute any 
such thing to them. No; but so malign was the 
spirit of paity, that, when it seized on the mind of 
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“@ man, it emlitiéred his heart, it blinded his vision, 
“and it extinguished all charity in the human bosom, 
Yes; it would set an editor in the chair editorial to 
jorment his ingenuity to pervert the meaning of an 
opposing party. But were they editors? Were 
they scavengers in that hall, tò heap up filth against 
each other? Were they to rack theic ingenuity to 
see how they could torture truth, and pervert it for 
the malign purposes of party? Or had they seats 
there as representatives of the people, to deal fairly 
with each other—to meet each otber’s facts and. ar- 
“guments, and, in the. collision of debate, to elicit 
truth? Were they lawyers, that were trying to 
“make the worse appear the better cause?” Or 
were they gentlemen of sincerity and truth, who 
believed the cause they advocated was the best 
cause, and that it nedded neither perversion nor 
misrepresentation to aid it? He appealed to every 
‘gentleman who had heard that debaie, whether 
justice had been done to the gentleman from Mas- 

sachusetts; and whether be had been guilty of an 
open, bold, shameless hawking of the spoils of 
Government. 

“He found that his time was nearly out, while 
_ what he had said was but the mere beginning—the 
mere clearing up of what had been said by his 
friend from Massachusetts. He wanted, if the 
rules of the House would give him the time, to 
prove the wisdom of the remonstrances, and the 
‘warnings, and the imprecations of bis friend from 
Massachusetts; and he would recar to the history 


of the. past, even up to the present moment, to | 


show to the. ultras of both parties the wisdom of 
“his declarations—the morality of his declarations— 
and the truth of his declarations. And in the dis- 
cussion of that history, he would touch on some 
facis about which he bad not spoken as yet, and 
some facts which had been touched upon by the 
gentleman from Indiana; but he would not go into 
those facts at the present time. He had been 
“waiting, and he would continue to wait, for the 
. time for vindication;—and tbat occasion was when 
that honest impeachment should be brought up. 
But he did not see his colleague (Mr. Borrs] in his 
seat, who had openly and privately proclaimed that 
che would impeach the President. He (Mr. Wise) 
wax afraid, before. that day came, his colleague 
‘would not have it in his power to vote on that 
question. But {to return. There were facts 
behind the curtain undeveloped; but when the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Bors] should bring 
the President of the United States before the Sen- 
ate, he (Mr. Wigs) should be ready to speak of 
some facis which were within his own knowl- 
edge; at present, however, in anticipation of 
the day of impeachment, he should content himself 
with saying that, whatever others might say of 
bim; be felt, and was proud to feel, that he had 
within him as gcod instinet as other men of what 
was honorable, and just, and true. He would say 
further, that there was no man in this country who 
had had better opportunity to know the secret 
movements of the Whig party, and of the Execu- 
tive, and of the caucuses and councils of the Whig 
party there, than he had. And be believed he might 
justly go furtber; for ke stood in a position to know 
both sides—and his constituents knew enough of 
him to believe hin if he were doubted there—ycs, 
there wasa people who knew and would believe 
“bim, when be made to them the declaration that, 
notwithstanding all that had been uttered, notwith- 
standing all that had bees published, not half was 
known, not half was published; and wheu all was 
knows, when all was published, be believed the 
world, in its judgment, would sustain him in the 
opisicn he now declared—that po man on eaith 
ever acted with purer motive—no man on earth 
ever acted witb purer dexign—that no man’s in- 
tentions were ever farther from crime, or guilt, or 
perfidy, than John Tyler's. 

He would go further than this—and he hoped 
that gentlemen of the Whig party would not take 
his remarks as reproachful to them, as he spoke 
for no one in particular here—be would say, when 
the truth became known, that the authors of the cal- 
umnies against the President’s character and reputa- 
tion, where he should be found guilty of treason 
and of perfidy, would be found guilty of a triple 

- treason and a triple perfidy. ~He believed this, 
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the designs and movemerts of both parties. He 
might say that he bad been intimate with the mo- 
tives and movements of the Whig party; and he 
would now proclaim a fa¢t whith hitherto had not 
been before the public gaze. In all the discussions 
on the subject, the disease—the cancer, whick had 
eaten up its very vitals—of the Whig party, had 
been assigned an origin no farther back than the 
| called session of Congress in 1841. The fact 
was, the disease of the Whig party dated fur- 
ther back; and gentlemen on that floor knew 
itas well as bimeelf, It dated from thé first organ- 
ization of the Cabinet of Gen. Harrison. Had 
‘Harrison lived, the party would have been divided 
even more than al ihe présent time. He should 
speak plainly, in order that both sides might un- 
derstahd him. The real difficulties in the Whig 
party originated with the jealousies of two great 
leaders of that party—Danicl Webster and Henry 
Clay. Daniel Webster was placed by Henry Clay 
in a post in the line of unsafe precedents, (the re- 
porter might mark it—be did hot say safe prece- 
dents.) It was as notorious as the sunlight of mid- 
day, that Daniel Webster was the favorite of the 
then President, Harrison. Although Gen. Harri- 
son felt no enmity to Henry Clay, yet he never 
wou'd have given. him his good will. Henry Clay 
took his position in the Senate, and Daniel Web. 
ster in the Cabinet, at the head of the State Depart- 
ment. But it was à mistake to put Mr, Webster 
in the Department of State. True, he had tbe 
power of patronage—-the giving of office, the dis- 
tribution of the slars and garters of the Adminis- 
tratich; but what had Clay with which to check- 
mate him? He answered, the power of confirma- 
tion or rejection of all appointments, in the Senate, 

The House had witnessed a great outbreak and 
clamor against the veto power of the Executive. 
He would ask, is not power at the beginning of 
Jaws greater than the power of the veto? Give 
him the initiation of laws, and he would cheerfully 
give to the President the power of the veto. Here- 
tofore, the President had not only the veto power, 
but also the initiation of legislation. 

Turning to the Speaker, he disclaimed making 
any implication, either directly or indirectly, around 
or about, baving reference to the conduct of that 
officer. Yet, he must say that the leader of a par- 
ty—possessing, in fact, the Speakers chair—con- 
trolling the appointment of committees, the organ- 
ization of the House, the forms of business—de- 
ciding what should be entertained in the commit- 
tees, and what in the House—prescribing the man- 
ner in which all propositions should be intro- 
duced, and eventually giving shape and substance 
to every measure—did indeed possess a great de- 
gree of power. Gentlemen might talk of the one- 
man power of the President; but he knew not of a 
greater one-man power than that actually exercised 
in the initiation of legislation. The great leader 
had taken especial care to hold the entire control 
over the initiation of business, by empleving all 
the machinery of the organizaticn of the House to 
accomplish his parposes. He had everything that 
could aid him af command, and all that was left 
was the power of the Constitution in the bands of 
the President. 


Thus, therefore, whilst one of these great rival 
leaders had possession of the patronage of the Gov- 
ernment, the other held a seat in the Senate, and 
was omnipotent in the House of Representatives 
Was it not notcrious that the candidate of one 
for the collectorship of the port of New York was 
Edward Curtis, and the candidate of the other Mr. 
Wetmore? Was it not universally known heie, 
when the Cabinet was first organized, that the ap- 
pointment of collector to the port of New York 
was a test of the strength of the two rivals with 
General Harrison? There were other facis con- 
nected with this subject in his knowledge, which 
he had not spoken of, and which he should hold 
sacred. But be now proclaimed it, that, had Har- 
rison lived until this time, the ultra Clay clique 
would have been united with the Democratic par- 
ty, and warring in common with them, not for any 
particular candidate, but against Daniel Webster. 


The seeds of disunion were sown in the Cabinet of 
General Harrison, and sprouted death to the Whig 


suelo ad acini “af ein 


from the full knowledge which he bad acquired of j 


erty. He (Mr. W.) bad, oh mahy occasions, 
heard mien on that floor commence speeches in the 
most lugubrious and dolorous strain, lamenting 
over the death of Harrison, and then following up 
their preface with an attack upon the character 
and administration of John Tyler, attributing all 


the evils of the times to the fact of his being Presi- 


dent. These lamentations, too, proceeded frotit 
men who wêre onte prepared to hurl their vindit- 
tive thiinderbolits against Harrison, because they 
feared that Mr: Webster would be his successor ! 
Yes; it was the death of General Harrison that 
dispersed and broke up the plots and counterplots 
which were forming around him. : 

In making these remarks, he had no design to 
cast reproach upon any cne. That reproach, if 
implied, fell upon Mr. Webster as wellas Mr. 
Clay. But the battle lines had been drawn; and 
he (Mr. W.) spoke of faets. eas tan eG 

To proceed with his narrative. The called ses 
sion came, and John Tyler proclaimed, as dis- 
tinctly as it could be proclaimed—as clearly. as it 
could be made to appear on paper—that he would 
not sign a bank bill; that he considered the idea of 
a United States Bank as defunct, and as condemned 
by the general will of the country. The President 
went farther tan this: he not only said that a ban 
had been condemned by thé people, and by cot- 
siderations of expediency, but also that the Goi- 
s‘itution interposed an insurmountable objection to 
its establishment. Yet, in the face of these plain 
declarations, his friends—yes, his friends, for they 
called themselves the President's friends——framed 
the bank bill, and passed it. The vetocame. In 
the interim, a thousand things transpired, of which 
he could not now speak 

He had now arrived at that part of his rériarks 
where he wished he could dwell longer tban the 
rules of the House would permit him. The gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Tuompson] had com- 
menied on the fact, that a communication was 
made to the President by the Whig party, or a por- 
tion of that party in the House of Representatives, 
saying to him, that, if it could be understood that 


. the Cabinet were to retain their places, the bank 


bill would not be sent to the President until the 
next session of Congress. The gentleman denied 
this, and positively assured the House that the 
charge was untrue. Now, he would ask the gen- 
deman, how could be testify? 

Mr. THOMPSON of Indianasaid be would re- 
peat the expression of his belief that the charge 
was untrue, and that no gentleman had been au- 
thorized to call upon the President and make such 
a proposition. So faras he knew the opinions 
and wishes of the Whig party in that House, he 
felt assured that no individual or commitiee ever 
had teen, or ever would have been, authorized to 
submit any such proposition to the President. 

Mr. WISE said be was sure that such would be 
the amount of the gentleman’s answer to his ques- 
tion. What did itamount to? That one member 
out of 242 had no knowledge of the fact of any 
such proposition having been made to the Pres- 
ident! He wouid inform the gentleman from In- 
diana that a thousand things bappened, about the 
time to which he referred, which that. gentleman 
did not dream of in his philosophy. 

Mr. THOMPSON said he challenged proof of 
the charge, He called for the name or names of 
the men who had made this proposition to the 
President. Let them be announced, that the coun- 
try might know who they are. 

Mr. WISE said he had got gentlemen in the 
place where he wished them. They should not be 
gratified, excep: in bis own way. He could, how- 
ever, tell them that he might lay his hand upon 
more than cne member of that House who could 
testify—-[Many voices: “Lers hear their names”— 
“who are they?”—“we dare you to say.”}] Ob! 
gentlemen were brave, very brave, at this particu- 
lar time; but let them bring forward their impeach- 
ment, and then he would show who was impli- 
cated. 

The hour having expired, 

Mr. FESSENDEN obtained the floor; but 

Mr. WISE manifested a strong disposition to 
preceed; and, at the request of gentlemen in all di- 
rections, who showed an impatience to hear the 


speaker, he moved that the rules be suspended, in 

order to enable him to continue speaking for one 

hour more, or until hé should have concluded his 

speech... [Many voices: “Let him proceed by gen- 

eral consent, ”] : 

i Mr. FESSENDEN insisted on his right to the 
“ Boor.: Ea 


0> The SPEAKER was about to put the question 


upon allowing Mr. Wise to proceed; when . - 

. Mr. T. F. MARSHALL rose, and’ inquired 
whether the proposed exception to the one-hour 
rule was only intended for the tenefit of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, [Mr. Wisz,]. and no other 
‘membei? . f 

Tbe SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. WARREN said he must insist upon having 
the yeas and nays. 

‘They were taken, and resulted~—yeas 100, nays 
80, as follows: 

. YEAS—Mesars, Arrington, Atherton, Beeson,|Bidlack, Black, 
Bowne, Boyd, Brewster, Aaron V. Brown, Wm. Butler, Wil 
-liam O. Butler, Green W. Caldwell, Patrick ©. Caldwell, John 
Campbell, Cary, Chapman, Clifford, Clinton, Coles, Colquitt, 
"M. A.Cooper,Cross, Cushing, R. D. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Doan, 
Doig, Eastman, John ©. Edwards, Egbert, Ferris, John G. 
Floyd, Charles A. Floyd, Fornaace, Gentry, Gerry, Gordon, 
Gustine, Hastings, Hays, Hopkins, JTouck, Houston, Hubard, 
Charles J, Ingersoll, Wm. W. Irwin, Jack, Wm. Cost Johnson, 
Cave Johnson, Keim, Andrew Kennedy, Lewis, Littlefield, 
Lowell, Robert McClellan, Marchand, Alfred Marshall, John 
T. Mason, Medill, Meriwether, Newhard, Oliver, Parmenter, 
Patridge, Payne, Pickens, Plumer, Pope, Profit, Read, Red. 
ing, Rencher, Reynolds, Ridgway, Rogers, Roascvelt, Sanford, 
Saunders, Shaw, Shepperd, Shields, Snyder, Steenrod, Stokely, 
Sumter, Taliaferro, R. W.. Thompson, Jacob Thompson, 
Troni, Turney, Van Buren, Ward, Watterson, Weller, 
. Westbrook, Christopher I. Williams, Joseph L. Williams, 
Wise, and Wood— 100. . 

NAYS~—Messrs. Adams, Allen, L. W. Andrews, Aycrigg, 
Babcock, Baker, Barnard, Birdseye, Blair, Borden, Briggs, 
Brockway, Bronson, Milton Biown, Jeremiah Brown, Burnell, 
Caruthers, Casey, Childs, Chittenden, J. C. Clark, James 
Cooper, Cowen, Cranston, Garrett Davis, Deberry, Everett, 
Fessenden, Fillmore, Goggin, Patrick G. Goode, Graham, 
Green, Howard, Hudson, Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, James 
Trvin, John P. Kennedy, King, Laue, Linn, McKennan, T, 
F. Marshall, Samson Mason, Matbiot, Mathews, Maxwell, 

` Maynard, Moore, Morgan, Morrow, Osborne, Owsley, Pen- 
dleton, Benjamin Randall, Alexander Randall, Randolph, 
Rayner, William Russell, James M. Russell, Saltonstall, Tru- 
man Smith, Sprigg, Stanly, Stratton, A. H. IL sivart, John 
T. Stuart, Summers, John B. Thompson, Tillinghast, Toland, 
' Tomlinson, Trumbull, Underwood, Warren, Washington, 
Jos. L. White, Thomas W. Williams, Winthrop, and John 
Young—-80. 
So, two-thirds not voting in the affirmative, the 


rules were not suspended. 


Mr. FESSENDEN regretted that the genile- 
man from Virginia (Mr. Wise] had made the 
motion which the House had jast rejected, for 
twenty minutes had been consumed by it, which, 
by that space of time, would have diminished that 
portion which his remarks would occupy. He 
should, however, make his remarks as short as 
possible. He should not argue the question of the 
repeal of the bankrupt law, for it was unnecessary; 
and all he designed todo now wasto make what 
the gentleman from Indiana, yesterday, called “de- 
sultory” remarks. The gentleman from Indiana 
{Mr, Kennepy] said yesterday, that he bad been 
told the bankrupt law was passed to secure the 
vote of Maine, and that defeatin that and other 
‘sections had induced them to retrace their steps. 
Now, without speaking for others, for himself he 
would say that he was unwilling to retrace the 
steps be had taken. 

He then recapitulated the arguments with which 
he supported the bankrupt law at the extra session, 
and denied that public opinion called for its repeal. 
Where was the evidence of such public opinion ? 
He bad seen none; butif they had evidence of a 
change of opinion of his constituents, he would 
hesitate until he saw whether that opinion had been 
produced by looking upon the whoie merits of the 
question. It wasa question that belonged to the 
whole country ; for the whole country was interested 
init, and therefore it ought not to be determined by 
the opinions of any man’s constituents, If his con- 
stituents should undertake to instruet him, he should 
say to them that he was sorry to differ from them ; 
but, so differing, he must beg to act on his own 
judgment. : 

One thing more he must be allowed to say, and 
then he would have done with all he had to say on 
the subject of the bankrupt law. It was designed 
for the benefit of creditors, to. enable them to 
secure themselves against the frauds of their debt- 
ors by a compulsory process. Áll this was urged 
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at the time’ the law was passed, and the:argument 
existed with as much force now. as. then. He 
would, in conclusion, ask, why not jet the bill stand 
until its effects could be seen? He would say, 
leave the Whig party to bear the odium of i!, and 
to see if some benefits could not be derived from it. 
There were some defects in the law, he admitted; 


but these defects could be remedied, and he hoped 
that that would be done rather than destroy the” 


law. f > 


Mr. F. then proceeded to notice the reply of the 
gentl:man from Indiana [Mr. THompson] to the 
remarks of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
{Mr. Cusnine.] It was possible, he said, that he 
might have misapprehended the remarks of the 
latter gentleman; that his ears might have deceived 
him in listening to them; and that his eyes might 
have deceived him in reading them over as report- 
ed in the papers. He confessed, however, that to 


his judgment the remarks of the gentleman from: 


Indiana did not deserve the imputation cast on 
them by the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Wisz.] 
of having grossly misrepresented the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. He confessed that the re- 


marks of the gentleman from Massachusetts, as he | 


understood them, struck bim with surprise, coming 
from the quarter of the country he did, where such 
ideas did not originate. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia,in his opinion, though he made a labored 
apology for his friend from Massachusetts, made it 
allin vain, and, as he understood it, he thought ita 
most lame andimpotent apology. The gentleman 
from Indiana remarked thal the gentleman from 
Marsachusetts commenced this war; to which the 
gentleman from Virginia replied, by saying that it 
was commenced by the gentleman from Tennessee; 
and that all that the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts said, was in reply to bim. True, the speech 
of the gentleman from Tennessee was made 
first ; but how much of the speech of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts was in reply to it? 
He would venture to say, net one-fourth. The gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts deprecated crimination 
and recrimination, and expressed his objections to 
party debates. But the gentleman, after exhorting 
his opponents not to indulge in the spirit of party, 
did so himself. This, too, was not the first time 
the gentleman talked about party and party spirit. 
If he mistook not, the geatleman commenced this 
kind of warfare at the extra session, and attempted 
to convince the people that the members here were 
influenced altogelhz1 by party views for party objecis, 
and not by a desire to carry on the public business. 
The gentleman endeavored to convince the country 
that the Whigs were doing nothing for the good of 
the country; and he made the same charge against 
the Democrats too, while he claimed that the Ad- 
ministration party alone showed any evidence of 
a desire to legislate for the public good. After 
some further remarks from Mr. F. (in which he 
commented pretty severely on the remarks of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, that he belonged 
to no party,) and reading an extract from Dean 
Swift's werks, ia which a no-party man is pictured 
in a very odious light, he proceeded to notice that 
part of Mr. C.’s remarks which had been charac- 
terized as threatening to bring the power and 
patronage of the President to bear upon the 
coming elections. No man of common in- 
telligence, he contended, could put any other 
construction upon this part of the gentleman’s 
remarks, than that the President would brisg the 
power of his office to bear on the elections. The 
gentleman said that, in time, the two great politi- 
cal parties of this country would setile down upon 
two candidates for the Presidency; and that, when 
that time came round, those immediately around 
the President would have a word to say; and he 
warned the friends of political aspirants, that it 
was nol their interest to rum counter to this Admin- 
istration. This, to bim, was a most alarming and 
ominous threat on the part of the Administration. 
Are we (said Mr. F.) to be told that, because the 
Administration will have a word to say in the 
Presidential election, we are to keep silence 
here? or that we are to support the exchequer bill? 


` He hoped that the day would never arrive when 


that House would be infiuenced by argumen’s like 
these. 
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After some furthér remarks from Mr. F.— 
Mr. MARSHALL of Kentucky obtained the 
floor, and yielded it to ; 
- Mr. BRONSON, on whose motion 
The House adjourned. i z 


: IN SENATE. `.. 
‘Fripay, December 30, 1842. : 

Mr. CHOATE presented a petition from As: 
Andrews, of Ipswich, Massachusetts, praying the 
passage of a law authorizing the payment to him 
of the amount of a certain judgment. obtained 
against the United Siates in the district court: re- 
ferred to the Judiciary Commitlee. 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented a memorial from 
the State, and three from the city of New York, 
remonstraling against the repeal of the bankrupt 
law; which were referred to the Judiciary Com~ 
mittee. f i 

Mr. T. also presented a memorial from a num- 
ber of insurance companies of the city. of New 
York, praying an appropriation for improving 
the Mississippi and adjoining rivers, to give facility 
to commerce: referred to the Committee on Com~ 
merce. 

On motion by Mr. HUNTINGTON, the Com- 
mittee on Commerce was discharged from. the 
consideration of several bills, and they were ree 
ferred more appropriately. i 

Mr. HUNTINGTON, from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported back to the Senate the bill for 
the relief of Snow Y. Sears, without amendments 
and with a recommendation that it do pass. ` 

Also, reported back, with an amendment, the 
bill for the relief of Joshua Drew. 

Mr. BENTON presented a petition from New 
York city, signed by numerous mercantile firms, 
praying for the immediate and unconditional re- 
peal of the bankrupt law: referred to the Judiciary 
Committee. f 

Mr. McROBERTS submitted the following reso~ 
lution; which was read, and agreed to, viz: 


Resolved, That the Commissioner ofthe General Land Offices 
be directed to lay before the Senate a statement showing at what. 
offices public sales of lands have been held since the 4th of Sep~ 
tember, 1841, being the date of the act to appropriate the pro- 


“ceeds of the sales of the public Jands, and to grant pre-emption. 


rights; and the total amount of money received at each public 
sale; and particularly that he state what amount, ifany, ‘was. 
paid for lands over the minimum price of $1 25 per acre. — 

The following resolution, submitied . by Mre 
Benton on yesterday, was taken up and adoptedy 
viz: 

Resolved, That, in addition to copies of all the correspond- 
ence with and from all our ministers abroad in relation to the: 
quintuple treaty, the President be requested to communicate to 
the Senate (so far as it may be compartiile with the: public im- 


terest) all such correspondence in relation to the treaty with: 
Great Britain. 


THE OREGON TERRITORY, 


Mr. Linn’s bill “to authorize the adoption of 
measures for the occupation and settlement of the 
Territory of Oregon; for extending certain portions 
of the Jaws of the United States over the same, 
and for other purposes,” came up, as in committee 
of the whole, for consideration; and some amend- 
ments recommended by the select committee were 
adopted, [The bill was inserted at length in yes- 
terday’s Globe.} 


Mr. LINN remarked that this measure had 
been so often submitted to the Senate hereto’ore, 
and so fully discussed, that he conceived it unne- 
cessary to dwell, at this stage of the bill, upon its 
importance and urgency. On these points there 
could remain no doubt—the subject, indeed, had 
been exhausted. 

Mr. TAPPAN moved to strike out the pre» 
amble, in the words following: 


“Whereas the title of the United States to the Territory of 
Oregon is certain, and will not be abandoned; therefore.” 


Mr. T. remarked that he was in favor of the 
bill, but did not consider this preamble either ne- 
cessary or in good taste. : 

Mr. LUNN said it was a point which he intende 
ed to discuss when the bill should arrive at the 
usual stage for debate; and he would be pleased 
if the Senator from Obio would defer his motion 
till then. The select committee. had. thought 
proper to prefix this preamble, in consiceration of 
the fact that great doubt. and uncertainty prevail- 
ed in the public mind as to the intentions of this 


“Governtient in “relation to. the Oiegon: Territory. 
ik was thought all-important: to- remove -these 
doubts, and this uncertainty, bie: deélaratory 
preamble of this dill. Great Britain “had filly and 


amply recognised our-right-to the Oregon Terri- | 


tory, and only disputed“abovt the Northern boun- 
dary. A general-declatation- of our right to the 
Territory, therefore, could not involve anything 
f judicial to pending negotiations. We merely, 
‘py this preamble, hold out to our own people the 
‘yeassurance that we will not abanden our claim, 
and ‘that we will maintain the right of our citizens 
emigrating. to the territory. Mr. L. here took a 
‘Yapid’ and well-digested review of tne history of 
-our’ title, and the various negotiations with.Gieat 
“Britain on. the subject, showing, as he accumulated 
the evidences in our favor, that our claim to the 
whole region from the 424 degree of north 
jatitude to at least the 49.h degree; and, in widib, 
from the Pacific Ocean to our territories east of the 
Rocky Mountains, is indisputable, and only re- 
quires the assertion of our right in a proper manner, 
`: tobeplaced beyond cavil. 

Mr. McROBERTS followėd in support of Mr. 
Euinn’s views, and in opposition to Mr. Tarpan’s 
amendment. He went minutely into the history 
ofthe Spanish discoveries on the northwest coast, 
during the 16tb, 17th, and 18:h centuries; and 
showed that the only claim laid by Great Britain to 
‘any part of the coast within our ‘asserted boun- 
dary, was based on the treaty with Spain in 1790; 
which he proved was no claim at all against 
us. He also proved, from the second vol- 
ume of Vancouvers Voyages, that Captain 
Gray's priority of discovery as to the Colum- 
bia river was recognised by that negetiator 
so fuliy and unequivocally, that it was quite a 
“matter of surprise that Great Britain, in the face 
of evidence to strongly furnished by her own ac- 
eredited officer, should ever think of preferring any 
clainn to the territory drained by that river. 

. He showed that Great Britain never had a just 
-Claim that she did not enforce; and never put for- 
ward an unjust one that she did not endeavor to 
strengthen by postponement and diplomatic pro 
crastination, If she had the same ground to stand 
apon in this instance that we have, she would not 
hesitate a moment to asert it, and to enforce it, if 
necessary. Why, then, should we weaken our 
own right, and sirengthen her pretensions, by vol- 
untarily deferring the assertion of our claim? Our 
fight was indisputable from the 42d to the 49th 
degree of north latitude, and from the Pacific 
ocean toour territory cast of the Rocky mountains, 
This comprised a fertile region 700 miles wide at 
one extremity, and: 500 atthe ofher—running 
ahrongh 7 degrees of latitude, and embracing near- 
Jy ‘two hundred millions of acres of land—enough 
to form four or five new States It was of vital 
interest to us to have ihe control of those Indian tribes 
which infest our Western borders. The provisions of 
‘this bill would enable us to keep them in complete 
check, Elitherto, it might have been thought that we 
had territory enough; and that, for some genera- 
tions, we would not have use for more. But the 
late census, as well as that preceding, shows that 
we may calculate on our population being doubled 
every twenty-three or twenty-four years. By this 
ratio, we may expect to have 2 population of fifty- 
two millions in 1880; and, at the close of the pres- 
ent century, at least ninety-two millions. We 
have to act for those who are to sueceed us; and 
our neglect of their interests, at the critical mo- 
‘ment that itis our duty to place them on a perma- 
nent foundation, wil be wholly inexcasable. 
That daty is now to assert our right—to encourage 
the occupation ef our own territory. by our own 
citizens—to give them iemporary protection in their 
emigration; and, in less than ten years, our hardy 
citizens from the Mississippi valley, transplanted 
to this new sec'ion of cur Union, will be able to 
defend and protect themselves. They will claim 
no other protection. 
If wedelay longer to assert our right, Great 


Britaia will assume a new argument in supporio 
3 g ppor : 


her pretensions, grounded on our neglect of our 
own claims. He wisked not only to retain the pre- 
amële of the bill, but io avoid any question of its 
propriety. He wanted to see this bill passed in 
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both Houses bya unanimous vote, Let this be 
done, and England would at once abandon her pre-. 
tensions. She would see that.we are not only in 
earnest, and determined to maintain our rights; but 
that, in support of them, we forget all party differ- 


. ences, and act with an irresistible unanimity. If 


this were done, we should never again hear a-word 
of the right of Great Britain to the Territory of 
Oregon. ` ` > 

The foregoing is but a brief and rapid sketch of 
the excellent speech made by Mr. McRoserts on“ 
this cecasion. It will hereafter appear in full. 

. Mr. TAPPAN repeated that. he was in favor of 
the bill, but considered the introduction superfluous, 
and not in good taste. He thought some other 
modifications should be made—some provision for 
purchasing the lands from the Indians, and sur- 
veying the territory, before grants were made. As, 
however, his motion did not meet the approba- 
tion of the friends of the bill, he withdrew it. 

Mr. LINN quoted a British act of Parliament, 
to show that the Government of Great Britain bad 
set the example of extending territorial laws, in 
the same manner as laid down in this bill for ex- 
tending the Jaws of the Territory of Iowa to the 
Territory of Oregon. 

Mr. ARCHER, not doubting the propriety of 
the principles of the bill, was opposed to the pre- 
amble, on the same grounds asserted by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio; and also was impressed with the 
propriety of deferring ection on the measure till 
sufficient time were afforded to examine its details, 
and duly consider provisions so important. He 
appealed to his friend from Missouri [Mr. Linn] to 
cons: nt to the motion to strike out the preamble, 
and hoped at no distant day to be able to give the 
bill his support. He therefere renewed the motion 
of the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. LINN reiterated his conviction that it was 
absolutely necessary to quiet the public distrust of 
the course which this Government should take, by 
the pledge involved in the preamble. If, however, 
the Senator from Virginia wished for time to con- 
sider the provisions of the bill, he would have no 
objection that it should be passed over informally 
till next week. f 

This proposition appearing to meet the general 
concurrence of the Senate, the subject was passed 
over informally, and, of course, resumes its place 
on the calendar as the first bill in order next week, 

On motion by Mr. WHITE of Indiana, the 
Committee on Indian Affairs was discharged from 
the consideration of the petition and documents 
of George ©. Johnson; and leave was granted to 
withdraw them from the files, for the purpose of 
being used before a committee of the House of 
Representatives. 


Mr. ARCHER, from the Commitee on Foreign 
Relations, reported back to the Senate, without 
amendment, the bill for the relief of the claimants 
to indemnity received from the British Govern- 
ment, for loss of slaves from on board of the 
Comet and Encomium, at Nassau, 


On motion by Mr. BERRIEN, it was ordered 
that the communication of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, on the subject of insolvent debtors, be 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, with 
instructions to report by bill or otherwise, 


Mr. CRITTENDEN presented a memorial 
from numerous respectable merchants of the city 
of New York, praying for the repeal of the bank. 
rupt law; which was referred to the Judiciary 
Committee. 

Engrossed bill entitled “An act to continue the 
office of Commissioner of Pensions,” came up onits 
third reading; when : 


Oa motion by Mr. BATES, and by unanimous 
consent, i! was s0 amended, that all such duties in 
relation to laws granting military bounty jand, sha}! 
be performed by the Commissioner of Pensions, 
with the sanction of the President, as may be as- 
signed to him by the Secretary of War. 

The bill was then read the third time as amend- 
ed, and passed. 

The following engrossed bills and joint resolu- 
tions were then réad the third time and passed, viz: 

The joint resolution for the distribution of the 
catalogues of the library of Congress, 


‘Whe bill for the relief of the Steamboat Company 
of Nantucket; and) 

The bill making compensation to pension agents. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Senate 
a message from the President of the United States, 
covering a statement from the Bureau of Equip- 
ment and Construction in the Navy Department, 
in compliance with a resolution of the Senate of 
the 14:h instant, showing the number of vessels 
and. guns which will be. employed in the African 
squadron, under the late British treaty ; which, on 
motion of Mr. ARCHER, was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tem. also laid before the 
Senate a communication from the War Depart- 
ment, made in compliance with a resolution of the 
Senate of the 30th of August last, covering a re- 
port of the Topographical Engineers, as to the na- 
ture of the obstructions in the Bayou Manchac, on 
the Mississippi, by whom made, and on what-ag- 
thority, and the probable cost of their removal; 
which 

On motion of Mr. CRITTENDEN, was- re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. NS ts 

On motion by Mr. LINN, it was ordered that 
when the Senate adjourn, it adjourn till Tuesday 
next. ` 

On moticn. by Mr. MOREHEAD, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of executive busi- 
nes; and, afier a short time spent therein, adjourn- 
ed in accordance with their previous order, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Fray, December 30, 1842. 

The journal of yesterday having been read, 

Mr. EVERETT rose to a correction of the jour- 
nal. The journal had omitted to state that the 
memorial of a portion of the members of the New 
Hampshire Legislature, in relation to the division 
of that State into congressional districts, was. laid 
upcn the table, on the motion of the gentleman 
from South Carolina, 

The correction was made. ` 
Mr. EVERETT also rose to a correction of th 
report of his remarks on the 28th of Decemter, in 
the Intelligencer of yesterday. He stated that he 
was made to say thathe intended to vote for the 
amendment of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. Briaas] to the resolution to recommit the 
bill to repeal the bankrupt law to the committee, 
with instructions; when he, in fact, did not so 
commit himself, He bad not said a word in re- 
lation to the amendment, and did not wish to ap- 
pear committed when he had not made up his 

mind how he should vote. 

Mr. DODGE of Iowa presented, under the rule, 
a petition, very numerously signed by citizens and ` 
residents of the mineral region of Iowa, approving 
of the bill (reported by Mr. Warte, from the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, at the last session) for 


_ disposing of the mineral lands in Iowa, Wiscon- 


sin, and Illinois; and praying that it, or a bill of 
similar provisions, may be enacted into a law: re- 
ferred to the Committee cn Public Lands. f 

Mr. STEENROD presented the petition of the 
members of the bar of the.city of Wheeling, to 
amend the law estrblishing a district court of the 
United States at Wheeling. 

Mr. DODGE cf Wisconsin presented the peti- 
tion of 638 inhabitants of the town and county of 
Miiwaukie, Territory of Wisconsin, asking Con- 
gress for an appropriation for a harbor at Mil- 
waukie. 

Also, petition from the inhabitants of the town 


of Southport, in the Territory of Wisconsin, ask. 


ing Congress to appropriate seventy thousand acres 
of the public lands for building a harbor at that 
place. ` 

Also, petition of the inhabitants of the town of 
Racine, in the Territory of Wisconsin, asking 
Congress to appropriate forty thousand acres of the 
publie lands fer the building a barbor at that 
place. ` 

Also, petition of the inhabitants of the town of 
Racine, in the Territory of Wisconsin, asking of 
Congress an appropriation for-a harbor ‘at that 


place. 
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_ Also, petition. of the inhabitants of Monnt Pleas- 
ant, in. the Territory of Wisconsin, aking. Con- 
gress for an appropriation for a barbor at che 
town of Racine, in said Territory. te te Se 
“Also, petition of the inhabitants of the town of 
Rochester,.in the Territory of Wisconsin, asking 
Congress for an appropriation for a harbor at the 
town of Racine, in said Territory. ; 
‘Also, petition. from the inhabitants of Dare 
ecunty, in the Territory of Wisconsin, asking 
Congress for the establishment of a mail route 
from Racine du Lac, to intersect the Milwaukie 
mail-route at Cottage Grove. i 


THE FIFTH AUDITOR. 


Mr. SPRIGG said he rose to a question of priv- 
ilege. A letter had been addressed to the Speaker, 
and published among the documents of the House, 
dated “Fifth Auditor’s Office, December 14, 1842,” 
which letter contained refleclions upon him, per- 
sonally. He presumed the letter had been read by 
some of the members, but he would ask the Clerk 
to read it for the information of the House: 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, 
y Fifth Auditor’s Office, December 14, 1842, 

Sr: In a report of a debate in the House of Representatives 
on Monday last, contained in the National Intelligencer of yes- 
terday, it is stated that Mr. Sprigg, among other things, observ. 
ed: “He remembered, too, that the House, at his instance, had 
made a call upon the department (Treasury) for full and detail- 
edinformation as to the whole system of managing the light- 
houses ofthe United States, the contracts for buildings, for sup- 
plying oil, paying inspectors, d&c., but no answer had ever been 
obtained, notwithstanding the new clerks which the House had 
voted them, and notwithstanding numerous and repeated prom- 
ises:made to him personally.” 

It:was with extreme surprise I read this statement, as I hada 
perfect recollection that it was wholly erroneous; and as it is cal- 
culated, uncorrected, to injure the Treasury Department unjust- 
ly, in the public estimation, I bope you and the House will ex- 
cuse me for setting the member right. 

Tt is sufficient to state that the whole of the information called 
for by the House, iv relation to light-houses, on Mr. Sprigg’s 
motion, was transmitted, as required by the resolution, pardy 
to the Committee on Commerce on the 8th of March last, and 
iv contained in their printed report, No, 811; and partly to the 
House of Representatives direct, by the Secretary of the Treas. 
ury, on the {1th of March last, and by the Mouse ordered to be 
printed, and will be found in document No. 140 of the last sex- 
sion. These two documents contain all the information which 
was called for by the House. 

r; Sprigg, individually, called for the cessions of jurisdic. 
tion: by the States over ail the light-house sites, irom the 
adoption of the Constitution; and although go. much Jabor and 
time as it required might have been declined on his individual 
call; yet, as Twas desirous of furnishing all the Information in 
my power to every person who sought it, the information was 
a and furnished, as far as it was to be found in the 
once. 

This list was sent to Mr. Sprigg on the 21th of May, and had 
oecupied one clerk abont- six weeks in the preparation of it; 
and yet he alleges no answer had ever been returned to his calls 
for'information. 

Ihave the bonor to be, very respectfully, your obedient 


servant, & 
8. PLEASONTON, 


ion. Jonn Wier, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, 

In relation to this letter, he would say that he was 
foreibly impressed with theepinion that, if we al- 
lowed ‘public officers to intrude their letters before 
the House, because of reflections made upon their 
conduct by members, and then place their letters 
among the public documents,the power of the House 
was indeed materially weakened. It was a gross 
insult to the House; and even if he did commit 
an error in relation to a public officer, had the of. 
ficer aright to come before the House in this in- 
sidious manner, to attack the statement of a mem- 
ber? He said in this insidious manner ; because 
the letter was presented to the House by the 
Speaker, without a knowledge ot its contents by that 
officer, who could not be presumed able to Jook in- 
to every public document laid upon his table. Had 
the Speaker been acquainted witb the contents of 
the letter, he bad no doubt that he would not have 
presented it. 

Mr. S. then went into an explanation of the pur- 
port of bis remarks at the last session, and gave a 
Statement of the action be bod taken in order to 
obtain information from the Treasury Department 
en the subject of the light-house system of the 
country. He read several letters which he had re- 
ceived from the F.fih Auditor, and pronounced their 
statements hypocritical and false. Having finished 
his narrative of his connexion with the subject, he 
said he would not protract his remarks any longer. 
“His only wish was to ascertain whether it was the 
will of the House that publie officers should, in this 
insidious way, make injurious reflections on iis 
members. He would make a solemn appeal to 


the House. ‘whether voluntary. and: ez parle state- 
menis of this kind should constitute a part of its 
dscament;and whether their documentary records 
| should be swelled ap, at an enormous expense, by 
|! printing matter such as this? The injustice, too, 
to the Housé, and to individual members, by per- 
mitting letters of this kind. to be printed and in- 
serted in. the documents, was most manifest; for 
members could not get up and reply to them, and 


tory of the House, alongside of the attacks made 
on them; but such replies could only have exist- 
ence in the newspapers of the day, which would 
pass off and soon be forgotten. The fact was, that 
some of the. officers of the Government about 
Washington were getting to be too important, any 
how; and if (said Mr. S.) we do nothing else but 
tear-away the abuses that exist among ‘them, we 
shalldo well. From the Executive down to the 
subordinate departments, they had heard nothing 
but abuse of that House; and here was an officer, 
whose office ought not to exist in the organization 
of the Treasury Department, (in fact, he was but a 
filth wheel, any how,) undertaking to make inju- 
rious reflections on a member of the House, and in 
the most insidious manner to make them a part 
of its records. 

Mr. HOPKINS said that he had not noticed the 
paper alluded to, until the attention of the House 
bad been called to it bythe gentleman from Ken- 
tucky. It struck him that it was a paper which 
ought not to have been filed or placed on the jour- 
nals, or printed as a part of their documents. It 
was not, in fact, a public document; and if its 
writer had any exception to make to the remarks 
of the gentleman from Kentucky, the public press— 
the very channel throngh which they were made 
public—was open to him. Now, the remarks of 
the gentleman from Kentucky this morning, in re- 
ply to this letter, wonld not find place among 
the documents of the House; and in this way in- 
justice was done him, as it would be done to 
other members if similar proceedings should be 
permitted. He did not know, however, how 
the object he had in view was to be reached; but he 
would submit to the House that, without any for- 
mal question being taken, the Clerk should, by 
general consent, be directed to strike the letter 
from the journals, (which, he believed, were not 
yet printed,) and to return the original paper— 
which was certainty printed without any knowl- 
edge of its contents by the members of the House— 
to its author. 

Mr. J. C. CLARK could not believe that the 
Fifth Auditor intended any disrespect to the gen- 
Ueman from Kentucky, or that it was his intention 
to do him any injustice. His only object appear- 
cd to have been tọ correct a misapprehension, into 
which he believed the gentleman had fallen. In 
the remarks of ihe gentleman from Kentucky, as 
| published in the public papers, the Fifth Auditor 
found charges affecting his official character; and 
& took whathe supposed to be the best means of 
defending himself, without intending offence to 
anybody. Now the question was, if a member of 
Congress, or acommittee of the House, or any- 
body else, made allegations affecting the character 
of a public officer, which, in point of fact, should be 
found to be incorrect, whether he should not 
have the right to defend himself, and place 
his defence before the public in the best way 
in his power? Mr. C. would refer to the 
cases of Colonel Totten and Mr. Winslow Lewis, 
who, conceiving themselves implicated by reports 
of different committees of the House at the last 
session, sent written communications to the House, 
defending themselves; which were printed, and, re- 
spectively, appended to the reports to which they 
related. No injustice had, in his opinion, been 
Gone to the gentleman from Kentucky; and he 
hoped that no further action would be taken on the 
subject. 

Mr. MERIWETHER could not agree with 
the gentleman from New York. The cases cited 
by him were not in point; for the communications 
written to the House by the parties implicated were 
in answer to reports of two of the committees; and 
thos, both the charge and defence were printed to 
gether, as part of the documents of the House. In 


“the present case, on the contrary, the charge and 


make their replies a part of the documentary his- - 


defence would not'go together; one of ‘them’ only 
being printed among the'documents of te Howse. 
The remarks of the gentleman from” Kentucky; to 
which exception was taken by the Fifth Auditor, 
did-norappear in the doctiments-of the House, ‘but 
were only published in the ephemeral productions: 
of the day—the ‘newspaper press} ard'thus’ patsed: 


Now, be (Mr. Meriwetask) thought the House 
should vindicate its honor, by dashing from it sucht 
communications. as these, and by jnstrneting the 
Clerk to withhold the:docu ment, and not allow it to 
be bound up with the printed documents, a 
Mr. PROFFIT said his name. had been. alluded 
to in this debate; and it was said that the-Commite 


tee on Commerce had thought’ fit (without any 
complaint from him) to attack him at the last ses« 
sion of Congress, and a speech be had. made on 
this floor. Now, the reason why he made no com- 

plaint was, because he had never seen nor beard 
of the report until it wasspread on the record: anc 
circulated to the country, He made a speech onthe 
ght house system, himself believing honestly jn its 

mal-administration; and no gentlefaan. answered 

him—not even a single member of the Committee 

on Commerce, that he recollected ; yet a few weeks 
afterwards, he found that the Committee on Com- 

merce had allowed Mr. Pleasanton to pervert his 
language, and to present jt before the country. 

Mr. SPRIGG. And further, sir, they sent your 
speech to him, and invited remark. 

Mr. J. C. CLARK was understood to say that it 
was not done with his knowledge. 

Mr. SPRIGG. Why, he states so himself. 

Mr. PROFFIT. Yes, aad not even a letter’ 
from avy Auditor, but Mr. Winslow Lewis, of 
Boston, was allowed to writea letter, in which 
there was a perversion of his (Mr. P.’s) speech; 
and he had no means of knowing it uni! he found 
it spread before the country, and until this. mo- 
ment he had never had the oppertunity. to show 
the injustice that had been done to himi. Now, 
what ought the Committee on Commerce to have 
done? Why, at least, when they received those 
letters from Mr. Winslow Lewis and Mr. Pleasan. 
ton, they should have asked him if he chose to re~ 
ply to those letters. Ifhe had not been confined 
to his bed by sickness when thé appropriation bill 
was before the House, he would have made such 
statements on the light-house system as would have 
startled both the House and thecountry. At prevent, 
he had not strength to say much more; buat he 
had no besitation in saying that, if he had kuown 
of these letters, and had had the opportunity. to 
speak to the House on the subject, independent of 
ail party feeling, nine-tenths of the House would 
have joined bim in stopping the printing of that re- 
port, even coming, as it did, fromthe Committee 
en Commerce. 

Mr. J. C. CLARK said it bad not been in- 
tended to do injustice to the gentleman. But Mr. 
Winslow Lewis, who had been mixed up with. the 
diseussions on the light-house system, feeling him- 
se'f aggrieved, presented a respectful letter to one 
of his (Mr. C.s) colleagues, and that letter was 
appended to the committee’s report without com- 
ment, They simply gave Mr. Lewis’s statement 
with their report, which had not been adopted by 
the House; and the gentleman from Indiana 
would have the opportunity, when the next appro- 
priation bill was before the House, to take up the 
matter, and give his own explanations; and if Mr. 
Lewis (a gentleman of great distinction, who had 
built many light houses) had been guilty of bad 
management, or peculation, the gentleman from 
Indiana could show it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, in the course of some re~ 
maiks, disapproved of this course of allowing ina 
dividuals to reply to the speeches of members on 
that floor. If a committee of the House was abont 
to act on the characier of an individual, it would 
be proper to hear that individual; and when Gens 
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eral Gratiot was about to be proceeded against as 
a defaulter, that course was followed; for he had 
himself presented a statement containing General 
Gratiot’s own version of thetransaction, But when 
æ member rose and made speech, in which, by 
‘way of argument, he stated a fact, to allow any of- 
ficer to come in with a contradiction, would in~ 
volve them in interminable confusion.. 

The SPEAKER explained that the letter came 
to him as a communication from the Treasury 
Department, and, as such, he had presented it to 
the House without perusal; if, however, be had 
known the purport.of the communication, it should 
not have been presented. 

Mr. MERIWETHER then submitted the fol- 
Towing resolution: . 

Resolved; That the communication addressed to the Speaker 
of this House, by S. Pleasanton, on the 14th inst., in relation to 
some remarks made in the House before that time, by Mr. 
Spriaa,a member from Kentucky; which paper was received 
‘by the Speaker, and laid before the House without a knowledge 
of its contents, was not such a communication as ought to have 
been received and presented to the House; that the same be 
‘withheld from the journal and files of the House, and the orizi- 
pal be returned to the writer. 

` The resolution was then adopted. 
IMPROVEMENTS IN FLORIDA. 

Mr. LEVY offered the following resolutions, 

which were adopted: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to place 
before this House such information as can be obtained in rela- 
tion to the practicability and probable expense of draining the 
averglades of Florida. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be directed 
to.inquire into the expediency of making an appropriation for 
constructing a dry-dock at the navy-yard at Pensa“ola, and for 
‘putting said yard ‘in the necessary condition for the building, 
fitting out, or repair of vessels of war. 


COMMISSIONER OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 

Mr. FILLMORE, from the Committee of 
“Ways and Means, reported the following resoln- 
tion, which was adopted: 


Resolved, That the. Committee on Public Buldings and 
Grounds be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
atolinhing the ofice of Commissioner of Public Buildings, or of 


seducing his salary. 
_ Mr. GIDDINGS, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of George Randi: 
yead twice, and referred to the Committee of the 
‘Whole House. 

‘Mr. WARREN, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of Robert E. Ford: read 
twice, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

MreMAYNARD, from the Committee on Revo- 
Jutionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
the legal representatives of William E. Smith: 
read twice, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 


CALL FOR INFORMATION. 


Mr. JAMES COOPER, from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, reported the following resolution; 
which was adopted: 

Whereas, a resolution calling on the President of the United 
States “to cause to be communicated to this House the several 
reports lately made to the Department of War by Lieutenant 
Colonel Hitchcock, relative to the affairs of the Cherokee 
Andians; together with all information communicated by him 
concerning the frauds he was charged to investigate; algo, all 
facts in possession of the Executive, from any source, retating 
to the subject,” was adopted by this House on the — day of 
August last: and whereas, the information required by the said 
resolution has not been communicated, nor any reason assigned 
for the delay: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the President be requested to communicate 
to this House when the information called for by the aforesaid 
resolution may be expected. 


Mr. MATHIOT, from the Committee on Revo- 
Jutionary Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of 
Captain Wilson: read twice, and referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 


LAND OFFICE IN MISSISSIPPI. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON asked the favor of 
the House to discharge the Committee of the 
‘Whole House from House bill 104, “to establish |! 
a new land district in the State of Mississippi,” 
with a view to its passage. He stated that the 
lands had been surveyed, and the President was 
anxious to have their sale postponed until this 
bill could be passed. It was impossible for land 
sales to take place at present. 

Mr. BRIGGS inquired whether the bill made 
any appropriation. 

Mr. J. THOMPSON said he did not think that 
this bill came under the rule requiring all money 
hills to be referred to the Committee of the Whole || 


on the state of the Union. A register and a receiver 
were authorized to be appointed; yet.he thought it 
could-not be said to be creating a charge on the 
treasury. He left it to ihe-Chair to decide whether 
the bill would have to go to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, under the rule of 
the House. : 

Mr. STANLY objected to the consideration of 


| the bill at this. time. 


The SPEAKER decided that the bill would 
necessarily have to go to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union; because it created 
officers who would have to be paid out of the pub- 
lic ‘reasury. i 

Mr. THOMPSON then moved thatit be taken 
out of the Committee of tbe Whole House, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. f 

The motion was agreed to. 


EXECUT:VE COMMUNICATIONS UNDIS- 
POSED OF. 

Oa motion of Mr. CUSH'NG, two mesvages from 
the President of the United S'ates, sent to the House 
on the Sth and the 25th of March, 1842, and undis- 
posed of by the House, were laid upon the table. 
The first message transmitted a report on the 
finances; the second was the message recommend- 
ing a repeal of the distribution law. 


GENERAL JACKSON'S FINE. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL rose to present the 
resolutions of the Legislature of South Carclina, 
recommending that the fine imposed on General 
Jackson, during the late war, be refunded. 

The SPEAKER s'ated that a copy of the reso- 
lutions had already been presented by another 
member of the South Carolina delegation, [Mr. 
Pickens,] and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. i 

Whereupon Mr. CAMPBELL expressed his 
satisfaction, and withdrew his copy of the resolu- 
tions referred to. 


BILLS FROM THE SENATE. 


The following bills from the Senate were read a 
first and second time, and referred: 

An set for the relief of Stalker and Hill: refer- 
red to the Committee of Claims. 

An act allowing drawback upon foreign mer- 
chandise imported in the original packages to Chi- 
huahua and Santa Fe, ia Mexico: referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

An act for the relief of sundry citizens of Arkan- 
sas who lost their improvements in consequence of 
a treaty between the United States and the Choe- 
taw Indians: referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands- 

An act to authorize the Secretary of the Treasu- 
ry to make an arrangement or compromise with 
any of thesureties on bonds given to the United States 
by Samuel Swartwout, late collector of the customs 
for the port of New York: referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

An actfor the relief of J. R. Vienne: referred to 
the Committee of Claims, 

An act for the relief of Ephraim D. Dickson: 
referred to the Committee of Claims. 

THE BANKRUPT LAW. 

Mr. WELLER moved that the rules be sus- 
pended, in order to proceed to the consideration of 
the bill for the repeal of the bankrupt law. 

Mr. GIDDINGS called for the yeas and nays 
on the motion. 

They were not ordered. 

Tellers were called for and ordered; who report- 
ed yeas 112,nays 60. So two-thirds net votirg in 
the affirmative, the rules were not suspended, and 
ihe special order of the day came up of course, 

PRIVATE BILLS. 

The SPEAKER, announced the first bill before 
the House to be “A bill for the relief of the presi- 
dent and managers of tbe Norristown and Valley 
Railroad Company,” which was passed on the 23d 
of December; tut its delivery to the Senate, subse- 
quently, arrested by a moticn by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. J, R. INGERSOLL] to re- 
consider the vote by which it þad been passed. 

After some remarke from Messrs.-J. R. INGER- 
SOLL and BIDLACK, the passage of the bill was 
reconsidered, and carried in the affirmative. 


On motion of Mr. FILLMORE, the bill was 
laid on the table. . 3 

Mr. BIDLACK said he would avail himself of 
this occasion to present the memorial of the Sum- 
mit Railroad Company, asking for a remission of 
the duties on certain railroad iron: referred to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. i 

The bill for the relief of John McColgan, which 
was passed on the 23d of December, was next 
taken up. i : 

The pending question was á motion by the gen- 
tleman from Virginia [Mr. Hcepgins] to recon- 
sider the vote by which it had been passed. 

After some remarks in opposition to the bill by 
Mr. CAVE JOHNSON, and in its support by Mr. 
KENNEDY, Mr. TURNEY called for the yeas 
and nays on the motion to reconsider; which were 
ordered. 

A debate then arose upon the merits of the bill. 
Its passage was advocated by Messrs. KENNEDY, 
McKEON, -TILLINGHAST, and WELLER; 
and was opposed by Messrs. CAVE JOHNSON, 
FILLMORE, TURNEY, and MERI WETHER; 

After which, the question of reconsideration was 
taken by yeas and nays, and decided in the nega- 
tive—yeas 75, nays 90. 

So the reconsideration was not ordered. 

The House then adjourned. ' 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, December 31, 1842. 


Mr. HENRY DODGE presented the petition 
of citizens of the town of Sovthport, in the Ter- 
ritory of Wisconsin, asking Congress for an ap- 
propriaton for a harbor and light-house at that 
town, on the western shore of Lake Michigan. 

On motion of Mr. HUNT, it was ordered that 
the petition and accompanying papers of Thomas 
Thody, on file with the Clerk of this House, be ta- 
ken- from the files, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. J. C. EDWARDS presented letters of Rob- 
ert Wallace, General Duff Green, and Stephen 
Cleaver, members of the convention which framed 
the constitution of Missouri, and of Lieutenant 
Fremont, all relating to the subject of the northern 
boundary of Missouri; which were referred to the 
Commitiee on the Territories. 

On the motion of Mr. J. C. EDWARDS, it 
was 

Resolved, That the report of Albert M, Lea, in reference to 
the northern boundary of Missouri; the report of Captain Guion, 
and of Lieutenant Fremont, in reference to the Des Moines 
river; and the evidence in yeference to the hoster boundary 
of Missouri, be referred to the Committee on the Territo- 
ries, and printed. 

Mr. J. C. EDWARDS, pursuant to notice, in- 
troduced a bill declaring what was the northern 
boundary of the State of Missouri; which was read 
twice, referred to the Committee on the Territories, 
and ordered to be printed. 


Mr.T. W. WILLIAMS, from the Committee 

r Commerce, reported a joint resolution for the 

survey ef Bleek islard; which was read twice, and 
commiited to the Committee of the Whole. 

Ox the motion cf Mr. BRIGGS, it was resolved 
that when the Ely use adjourss it adjourn to meet 
agaia on Tuesday next. 

Mr. J. R INGEREOLL, from the Committee 
of Ways and Means, reported a bill for the relief 
of the reeter, churchwardens, and vestrymen of 
St. Peter’s Chureb; which was read twice, and 
commited to the Commitiece of the Whole Honse. 

Mr. FILLMORE, from the same committee, 
reported a bill making appropriations for the civil 
and diplomatic expenses of the Government for 
the fiseal year ending the 30th day of June, 1844; 
whica was réad twice, and committed to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Maryland obtained permis- 
sion of the House to call up a bill to alter the mode 
of admeasuring the tonnage of ships or vessels em. 
ployed in the merchant service of the United States, 
which was on the Speaker’s table on the question 
of engrossment. The bill was taken up according- 
ly, and Mr. Kenngpy proceeded to explain its ob- 
ject and necessity. A Gebate ensued, in which 
Mr. AYCRIGG, Mr. CUSHING, Mr. T. W. 
WILLIAMS, and Mr. McKEON, tock part; and 


the bill was then 
fortnight. 


TAX ON BANK. NOTES AND ON GOLD 
“+ > AND SILVER PLATE, 
« Mr. BEESON offered the following resolution; 
which was read for information: 


‘Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be in- 
structed to inquire whether.it would be expedient, in lieu.of the 
“articles of very large and universal consumption,” pro- 
posed for taxation by the Secretary of the Treasury, in his let- 
ter of the loth inst., and in aid of the operations of the mint and 
constitutional currency, to report a bill laying taxes on bank 
notes of denominations similar to our gold and silver coins, and 
on gold and silver plate. ; $ 


The resolation being objected to, 

Mr. BEESON moved for the suspension of the 
rules for the purpose of receiving it; and on this 
motion called for the yeas and nays; which bemg 
ordered, resulted in yeas 75, nays 101, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs, Arrington, Atherton, Beeson, Bidlack, Black, 
Bowne, Boyd, Brewster, Burke, Green W. Caldwell, Patrick 
C. Caldwell, John Campbell, William B. Campbell, Thomas 
J. Campbell, Cary, Casey, Clinton, Colquitt, Mark A. Cooper, 
Cross, Daniel, Richard D. Davis, Dean, Doan, Doig, East- 
man, John G. Floyd, Charles A. Floyd, Fornance, Gerry, 
Gordon, Gustine, Hays, Hopkins, Houck, Hubard, Charies J. 
Ingersoll, William W. Irwin, Jack, Cave Johnson, Lewis, Lit- 
tlefield, Abraham McClellan, Robert McClellan, McKeon, 
Marchand, Alfred Marshall, John Thomson Mason, Mathews, 
Newhard, Payne, Pickena, Plumer, Read, Reding, Rencher, 


Reynolds, Rogers, Roosevelt, James M.. Russell, Saunders, , 
Shaw, Shields, Snyder, Sprigg, Steenrod, Jacob Thompson, | 


Trotti, Turney, Van Buren, 
brook, and Wood-—75, 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Landaff W. Aadrewe, Sher- 
lock J, Andrews, Arnold, Aycrigg, Babcock, Baker, Barnard, 
Blair, Boardman, Borden, Briggs, Bronson, Milton. Brown, 
Jeremiah Brown, William Butler, William O. Butler, Cal- 
houn, Caruthers, Chapman, Childs, Chittenden, John C. Clark, 
James Cooper, Cowen, Granston, Cravens, Garrett Davis, 
Deberry, Everett, Fessenden, A Lawrence Foster, Gentry, 
Giddings, Goggin, Patrick G. Goode, Graham, Granger, Green, 
Hail, Henry, Houston, Hudson, Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, 
James Irvin, William Cost Johnson, Isaac D. Jones, John P: 
Kennedy, Kiog, Linn, McKennan, Samson Mason, Mathiot, 
Mattocks, Maxwell, Meriwether, Mitchell, Moore, Morgan, 
Morrow, Oliver, Osborne, Owsley, Pendleton, Powell, Ram- 
sey, Benjamina Randall, Alexander Randall, Randolph, Rayner, 
Ridgway, Riggs, William Russell, Saltonstall, Shepperd, Slade, 
Stanly, Stokely, Stratton, Alexander H, H. Stuart, John T. 
Stuart, Summers, Sumter, Taliaferro, Juhn B. Thompson, 
Richard W. Thompson, Tillinghast, Toland, Triplett, Under- 
wood, Wallace, Warren, Washington, Joseph L. White, Thom: 
as W, Williams, Winthrop, Wise, Augustus Young, and John 
Young—01. 


Mr. GIDDINGS called for the orders of the 
ay. 

. Mr. CUSHING suggested that there were seve- 
ral Executive communications on the table, which 
came first in order. 

Tne SPEAKER then communicated a message 
‘from the President of the United States, transmit- 
ting a letter from the Secretary of Siate, together 
with certain documents on the subject of the claims 
of cilizens of the United States against the Gov- 
eramentof Hayti; which, 

On motion of Mr. CUSHING, was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Also the following message from the President 
of the United States, communicating copies of a cor- 
respondence which has recently taken place be- 
tween certain agents of the Government of the 
Haiwaian, or Sandwich Islands, and the Secretary 
of State: 


To the Houseof Representatives: 

{communicate herewith to Congress copies of a correspond- 
ence which has recently taken piace between certain agents of 
the Haiwatan or Sandwich Islands, and the Secretary of State. 

The condition of thagze islands has excited a good deal of in- 
terest, which is increasing by every successive proof that their 
Inhabitants are making progress in civilization, and becoming 
more and more competent to maintain regular and orderly 
civil government. They lie in the Pacific ocean, much nearer 
to this continent than the other, and have hecome an important 
place for the refitment and provisioning of American and Eu- 
ropean vessels. 

Owing to their locality, and to the course of the winds 
which prevail in this quarter of the world, the Sandwich 
Islands are the stopping. place for almost all the vessels passing 
from continent to continent across the Pacific ocean. They 
are especially resorted to by the great number of vessels of the 
United States which are engaged in the whale fishery in those 
seas, The number of vessels of all sorts, and the amount of 
property owned by citizens of the United States which are 
found in those sslands in the course of a year, are stated, 
probably, with suficient accuracy, in the letter of the agents. 

Just emerging from a state of barbarism, the government of 
the islands is as yet feeble; but its dispositions appear to be 
just and pacific; and it seems anxious to improve the condition 
of ita people, by the introduction of knowledge, of religious 
and moral institutions, means of education, and the arts of 
civilized life, 

It cannot but be in conformity with the interest and the 
wishes ofthe Government and the people of the United States, 
that this community, thus existing in the midst of a vast ex- 
panse of ocean, should be respected, and all ita rights atrietly 


ard, Watterson, Weller, West- 


postponed until: next Tuesday | 


and conscientiously: regarded. And thia must be the true in- 

terest of all: other commercial States.. Far remote from the 

dominions of European powers, its growth and prosperity, as 

an independent State, may yet.be in a high degree useful to all 

whose trade is extended ‘to. those regions; while its aearer ap- 

| proach to this continent, and the intercourse which American 
vessels have with it, could not but create dissatisfaction. on 
the part of the United States at any attempt, by ano her power, 
(should such attempt be threatened or feared) to take posses- 
sion of the islands, colonize them, and subvert the native gov- 
ernment. Considering, therefore;that the United States pos- 
sess so very large a share of the intercourse with those 
islands, it is deemed not unfit to make the declaration that their 
Government seeks, nevertheless, no peculiar advantages, no 
exclusive control óver the Haiwaian Government, but is content 
-with its independent existence, and anxiously wishes for its se- 
curity and prosperity. Xs forbearance, in this respect, under 
the circumstances of the very large intercourse of their citis 
zens with the islands, would gratify the Government, (should 
events hereafter arise to require it,) in making a decided re- 
monstrance against the adoption of an. opposite policy by any 
other power. Under the circumstances, I recommend to 
Congress to provide for a moderate allowance to be made out 
of the treasury to the consul residing there; that in a Gov- 
ernment so new, and country so remote, American citizens may 
have respectable authority to which to apply for redress in 
case of mjury to their persons and property; and to whom 
the Government ofthe country may also make known any acis 
committed by American citizens, of which it may think it 
has a right to complain. 

Events of considerable importance have recently transpired 
in China. The military operations carried on against that em- 
pire by the English Government have been terminated by a 
treaty, according to the terms of which four important ports, 
hitherto shut against foreign commerce, are to be opened to the 
British merchants, viz: Amoy, Foo-choo-Foo, Ningpo, and 
Chinghai. I: cannot bnt be interesting to the mercanule inter- 
estof the United States, whose intercourse with China atthe 
single port of Canton has already become so considerable, to 
ascertain whether these other ports, now open to British com- 
merce, are to remain shut, nevertheless, against. the commerce 
of the United States. The treaty between the Chinese Govern- 
ment and the British commissioner, provides neither for the 
admission nor the exclusion of the shipsof other nations. It 
would scem, therefore, that it remains with every other nation 
having commercial intercourse with China to seek to make 
proper arrangements for itself with the Government of that 
empire in this respect. 


The importations into the United States from China are 
known to be large—having amounted in some yeara, as will be 
seen by the annexed tables, to nine millions of dollars. The 
exports, too, from the United States to China, constitute an in- 
teresting and growing part of the commerce of the country. 

Tt appears that, in the year 1841, in the direct trade between 
the two countries, the value of- the exports from the United 
States amounted to seven hundred and fifteen thousand dollars 
in domestic produce, and four hundred and eighty-five thousand 
dollars in foreign merchandise, But the whole amount, of 
American produce which finally reaches China, and is there 
consumed, is not comprised in these tables, which show only 
the direct trade. Many vessels with American products on 
board sail with a primary destination to other countries, but 
ultimately dispose of more or less of their cargoes in the port 
of Canton. 

The peculiarities of the Chinese Government and the Chi- 
nese character are well known, An empire, supposed to con- 
tain three hundred millions of subjects, fertile in various rich 
products of the earth, not without the knowledge of Jetters, and 
of many aris, and with large and expensive accommodation for 
internal intercourse and traffic, has for ages sought to exclude 
the visits of strangers and foreigners from its. dominions, and 
has asrumed for itself a superiority over all other nations, 
Evenis appear likely to break down and soften this spirit of 
non- intercourse, and to bring China, ete long, into the relations 
which usually subsist between civilized States. She has agreed, 
iu the treaty with England, that correspondence between the 
agents of the two Governments shall be on equalterms; a con. 
cession which it ishardly probable will hereafter be withheld 
from other nations. 

itis true, that the cheapness of labor among the Chinese, 
their ingennity in its application, and the fixed character of 
their habits and pursuits, may discourage the hope of the open- 
ing of any gieat and sudden demand for the fabrics of other 
countries. But experience proves that the productions of west- 
ern nations find a market to some among the Chinese; that 
that market, so far as respects the productions of the United 
Siates,although it has considerably varied in successive seasons, 
has, on the whole, more than doubled within the last ten years; 
and it can hardly be doubted that the opening of several new 
and important ports connected with parts of the empire here- 
tofore seldom visited by Europeans or Americans, wouid exer- 
cise a favorable influence upon the demand for such produc- 
tions. 

It ig not understeod that the immediate establishment of cor. 
respondent embassies and missions, or the permanent residence 
of diplomatic functionaries, with full powers, of each country 
atthe courtof the other, is contemplated between England and 
China; although, as has been already observed, it has been 
stipulated that intercourse between the two countries shall 
hereafter be on equal terms. Arn ambassador, or envoy extra- 
ordinary and minister plenipotentiary, can only he accredited, 
according to the usages of Western nations, to the head or 
sovereign of the state. And it may be doubtful whether the 
Court of Pekin is yet prepared to conform to these usages, so 
far as to receive a minister plenipotentiary to reside near it. 

Being of opinion, however, that the commercial inter- 
ests of the United States, connected with China, require at 
the present moment a degree of attention and vigilance, such 
as there is no agent of this Goverament on the spot to bestow, 
I recommend to Congress to make appropriation for the com- 
pensation of a commissioner, to reside in China, to exercise a 
watchful care over the concerns of American citizens, and for 
the protection of their persons and property; empowered to 
hold intercourse with the local authorities; and ready, under. 
instructions from his Government, should euch instructions be. 
come necessary and proper hereafter, to address himself to the 
high functionaries of the empire, or, through them, to the Em- 
peror himself. . > 

It will not escape the observation of Congress, that, in order 
to secure the important objects of any such measure, a citizen 
of much intelligence and weight Qf character should be em- 
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ployed on such agency; and that, to secure the services of such 
an individual, a compensation: should be made corresponding 
with the magnitude and importance of the mission... >^ $ 

i ; JONN TYLER., 


WASHINGTON, Tec. 30,1882... 0 sa 
. Mr. CUSHING, after a few rematk:, moved to. 
refer. the message and accompanying documents to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, and that it be, 
printed; which motion was agreed to. -- H 
The SPEAKER further communicated.a report, 
from the Pst. Office Department, in answer to a 
resolution of the House, on the subject of the de- 
lays in the transportation of the mail between 
Washington and Avgusta, Georgia: referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, aad 
ordered to be printed. : as 
Tae bill from the Senate for. the relief of the 
Steamboat Company of Nantucket; 

Tae bill from the Senate n¥aking compensation 
to pension agents; and : ae 

The bill from the Senate_to continue the office of 
Commissioner of Pensions; were severally read 
twice, and referred. a ee 

The amendments of the Senate to the joint reso- 
lution providing fer the distribution of the copies 
on hand of the catalogue of the Library of Con. 
gress, were read and concurred in. 

The SPEAKER observed that the next business 
in order would be the motions for the reconsidera- 
tion of certain private bills that were passed last 
week, of which there were three or four. 


Mr, G. DAVIS moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole, for the purpose 
of taking up the bill making an appropriation for 
paying for the printing of the Compendium of the 
Sixth Census. 

Mr. GIDDINGS called fur the yeas and nays, 
but they were not ordered; and, on taking the 
question, Mr. Davis’s motion was decided in the 
negative without a count. f 

Mr. JOHN C. CLARK moved that the House 
adjourn, [at a quarter-past 2 o’clock:] rejected. . 

The House then took up the motion for the res 
consideration of the bill for the relief of Isaac Jus- 
tus; and, after some remarks from Mr. ARNOLD, 
in favor of the bill, the question of reconsideration 
was.carried; and the next question being «pon the 
passage of the: bill, it was decided in the afirma- 
tive without a division. 

Tne motion for the reconsideration of the bill for 
the relief of the widow and heirs of Benjamin W. 
Hopkins, was next considered; and, after some re- 
marks from Messrs. PARMEN? ER and SLADE, 
it was postponed to Friday next. _ ; 

The motion for the reconsideration of. the bil 
providing forthe payment of certain lowa militia, 
was also postponed to Friday next. f 

The motion for the reconsideration of the bill 
for the relief of Philip Renanit was taken up; and 
after some remarks from Mr. CAVE JOHNSON, 
in opposition to it, and from Mr. YOUNG, in its 
support, 

On motion by Mr. IRWIN, 

The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Torspay, January 3, 1843. 

Mr. CLAYTON presented a mea.orial from the 
city and county of Philadelphia against the repeal, 
but in favor of the modification, of the bankrupt 
Jaw: referred to the Judiciary Committee. : 

Mr. EVANS presented a memorial from Win- 
throp, Maine, in favor of the repeal of the bank- 
rupt law. Ss 

Messrs. WRIGHT and TALLMADGE pre- 
sented several memorials from the city and State 
of New York, remonstrating against the repeal of 
the bankrupt act; which were referred to the Ju- 
diciary Committee, 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a memorial, numer- 
ously signed, from Oneida county, New York, in 
favor of the repeal of the bankrupt act; which 
was referred to the Judiciary Committee, 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented a memorial from 
J. T. Hudson, prayieg that the Secretary of War 
may be enabled to execute a contract made to. set- 
tle the conflicting claims to the Pea-Patch island: 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. ` 

Mr. WHITE presented. a petition from the 
widew and heirs of John B. Chandonai (a hálf- 


the city of New York, in which the memcrialists 
express the opinion that the bankrupt Jaw was 
not unconstitutional; that they were opposed to 
its repeal, and suggested modifications : referred to 
the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. C: also presented a petition from George 
Reber, administrator of William H. Hunter, de- 
` ceased, praying the allowence of a claim for ser- 
vices performed by said Hunter for the Indian 
Department: referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Mr. YOUNG presented a petition from DeKalb 
county, Illinois; praying for the establishment of a 
mail route from Chicago to Grand Detour, in that 
State; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

“Mr. KING presenied a petition from C. G. 
Gunter, praying that the title to a Creek reserva- 
tion may be vested in him: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. SEVIER remarked that he had been re- 
quested by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to 
submit a resolution; which was read, as follow:: 

Resolved, That the resolution of the Senate of the 3d of 
March, 1841, requesting the Secretary of War to report to the 
Senate, at the ensuing session of Congress, his opinion upon the 
nubject of the reservation claims arising under the Cherokee 


treaty, which had been rejected by the board of commissioners, 
&c., be, and the same is hereby, rescinded. 


Mr. SEVIER remarked that the opinion of the 
Secretary. of War was unnecessary, inasmuch as a 
law had’ been passed, and a beard of commission- 
ers had been anpointed under it, to investigdie 
those claims. The board are now investigating 
them. They do not want the opinion of the Sec- 
Yetary; and a great labor would be saved the de- 
partment by rescinding the resolution. 

After a few remarks from Mr. GRAHAM, 
doubting whether any board were progressing with 
an investigation, (the claims of his constituents not 
yet being investigated;) and by Mr. KING, assur- 
ing him that said commission was now in sessicn 
in this city, and in the performance of their doty; 
the question was put on the resolution, and it was 
adopted. 

“Mr. MERRICK 

~ tion, viz: 
: < Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be in- 
atriicted to inquire into the expediency of surrendering to the 
state of Maryland all the interest the United States may have 
in the stock of the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal Company, 
upou such justand liberal terms as may be best calculated to 
induce to the early completion of that important work; ang 
that they be instructed to report by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. SMITH of Indiana suggested to the mover 
to strike out the words “report by bill or other- 
wise,” as they were unnecessary; which srgges- 
tion being yielded to, 

The resolution was adopted as modified. 

Mr. BUCHANAN submitted the following res- 
olution; which lies one day on the table, under the 
rule, viz: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to communicate to the Senate any report which may have been 
made to him, or to the Solicitor of the Treasury, by the United 
States attorney for the eastern district of Pennsylvania, in re- 
Jation to the cloth cases, recently tried in that district, involving 
forfeitures consequent upon the violation of the revenue laws. 

Mr. LUNN submitted the following resolution; 
which lies one day, under the rule: 

Resolved, That the report of Lieutenant Wilkes to the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, relating to the Territory of Oregon, be print- 
ed; and that the charts of Columbia river, and the waters of 


the Admiralty inlet and Paget sound, tbe engraved or litho- 
graphed under direction of Lieutenant Wilkes. 


Mr. SMITH of Indiana submitted the follow- 
ing resolation; which lies on the table one day, un- 
der the rule, viz: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to 


tenori to the Senate, in as concise a form as may be practi- 
cable: 


4}. The amount of the public debt atthe close of the war of 
the Revolution, and the amount paid by the Federal Goyern- 


submitted the following resolu- 
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ment for the individual States, for the expenditures incurred in 
that war. ree, i A < i 
2. The amount of the public debtat the close of the late war 
with Great Britain; and the amount of the public debt at the 
close of each Administration of the Federal Government. 

3. The amount remaining in the treasury at the close of each 
Administration, y ND 

4. Fhe gross añount of the receipts of each- Administration 
—distinguishing between the receipts from imports, public 
lands, and other sources. i DA 

5 The grossamount of the expenditures of each Adminis- 
tration—distinguishing between the amount paid in discharge 
of the public debt, and for other purposes. 

6. The amount deposited with the States, severally. 

7. The gross amount of continental paper money issued by 
the Federal Government, and the amount of the same redeemed 
by the Government. ae E 

8. The present public debt of the United States, in gross. 

9 The present public debt of Great Britain, in gross. , 

10. The gross amount of exports and of imports of the Uni- 
tég States, during each Administration of the Federal Govern- 
ment. 

li. What nations have funded their public debt, or the debts 
of their citizens, under the original par value thereof, or at a 
diminished-rate of interest, and the terms of such funding. 


Mr. MERRICK, from:he Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reporied back, withoot 
am ‘ndment, House bill entitled “An act fer the re- 
lief of Samuel D. Rose and others;” and House 
bill entitled “An act for the relief of Barent-Stry- 
ker ? 

Mr. SMITH of Connectient presented several 
resolutions passed by the Legislature of Connec- 
ticut— : 

1. Instructing their Senators to make suitable 
exertions to procure. the passage of a law to refund 
to General Jackson the fine impcsed on him by 
Judge Hall, in the year 1815, with interest thereon 
to the time of payment, withoutcondition cr qual- 
ification, as an act of long-delayed justice to that 
venerable citizen, patriot, and statesman. 

9, Requesting Congress to make suitable provis- 
ion for drilling and disciplining the militia officers 
of the United States, that they may be schooled in 
ihe arts of war, and be competent to discharge their 
duties in time of war. 

3 Resolution denying the right of Congress to 
dictate to the States the mode in which they shall 
elect their Representatives in Congress; and pro- 
testing against the exercise of that right by the 
Congress of the United States, as a palpable and 
dangerous violation of rights of the Legislatures 
and people of the States; which resolutions, on the 
motion of Mr. SMITH, were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to which had been referred the report of 
the Secretary of the Treasury relating to insolvent 
debtors of the United States, reported a bill to con- 
tinue in force the several acts now in existence for 
the relief of insolvent debtors; which was read, 
and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON submitted the following 
resolution, which lies on the table one day: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed toinquire into the expediency of so modi- 
fying the existing lawsas that each Assistant Postmaster General, 
shall be appoimted by the President, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate. 

Also, whether it beexpedient to repeal or modify the law 
which prohibits contractors for the conveyance of the mail from 


carrying, without the consent ofthe Postmaster General, news: 
papers other than those carried in the mail. 3 


Mr. WOODBURY, from the Committee on 
Claims, made an adverse report on the claim of 
James B. M’Kown; which was erdered to be 
printed. 

On motion by Mr. LINN, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Private Land Claims he in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of confirming to Martin 
Fenwick, of Maryland, a ceriain tract of land lying in the State 
of Missouri; and that the papers on file in the office of Ue Sec- 
retary of the Senate be referred to the same committee. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Private Land Claims be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of confirming to Ab- 
safom Link a certain tract of land lying in the State of Mis- 
souri, and that the papers on file in the office of the Secretary 
of the Senate be referred to thie same committee. 


Oa motion by Mr. LINN, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be in- 
structed to inquire Into the expediency of making an appropria- 
tion for the benefit of the heirs of Wm. A. Slacum; and that the 
petition and papers on file in the office of the Secretary of the 
Senate be referred to said committee. 


On motion by Mr. LINN, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Private Land Claims be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of passing an explana: 
tory law embracing certain land claims confirmed to the sons af 
Bento Vasquez in 1836, by the board of commissioners appoint- 
ed to investigate private land claims in Missouri, under acts 
of Congress of 9th July, 1832, and 2d March, 1833. 


Mr. LINN presented documents relating to the 
claim of Dr. Fenwick; which were referred. 


Mr. YOUNG, on leave, introduced a bill author- 
izing the sale of school lands in the State of Illinois, 
and to legalize such sales as. have been made prior 
to the passage of such act; which was read twice, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands.. 

Mr. YOUNG presented documents on the sub- 
ject of a grant of land, to aid in completing the Il- 
linois. and Michigan canal, which he moved the 
printing of: referred to the Cammittee on Print- 
ing. 

Sandry bills from the House were taken from 
the table, read twice, and appropriately referred. 

THE OREGON TERRITORY. | 


The orders of the day brought up Mr. Linn’s 
bill “to author’ze the adoption of measures for the 
occupation and settlement of the Territory of Ore- 
gon, for extending certain portions of the laws of 
the United States over the same, and for other pur- 
poses;” the consideration of which was resumed 
from Friday, as in committee of the whole. 

Some doubt being expreésed as to the question 
pending, j 

The CHAIR explained that it was on Mr. 
Arcuser's motion renewing the motion of tbe Sen- 
ator from Ohio [Mr. Tarran] to strike out the pre- 
amble to the bill, which was in these words: 
“Whereas the title of the United States to the Ter- 
ritory of Oregon is certain, and will not be aban- 
doned: therefore” 

Mr. LINN remarked that he hoped, upon recon- 
sideration, the gentlemen who were in favor of 
striking out the preamble when the bill was last up, 
would now fee! satisfied that thére was nothing in 
it tọ render this motion to strike out necessary, 
whilst there was much to be considered in favor of 
letting it stand. Itis very certain (as he remarked 
the other day) that we have some Oregon territory, 
and that to it-we will not abanden our title. Great 
Britain does not deny that we have some; why, 
then, should our assertion to that effect give any 
cause of dissatisfaction? Bat, even if it did, the 
assurance that we will not abandon our title should 
be made, because it is requisite to quiet the minds 
of our own people on that point. It is all-important 
that we should give some satisfactory answer to 
the daily inquiries made. We owe it to our citi- 
zens already settled in the territory, and now 
amounting to 1,500 or 2,000. He had letters 
which led him to the conviction that, if this assur- 
ance were given, the sellers, during the next sum- 
mer, would amount to at least 5,000. In a matter 
of this kind, it was not, in his opinion, at all ne- 
cessary to have any regard to the effect it would 
would produce on ugland. If that country was 
so unreasonable as to object to the declaration 
made ia this preamble, he certainly would not be 
deterred by that objection; nor would he make the 
least modification to suit her views. Sill, if other 
gentlemen in favor of the bill continued to oppose 
the preamble, he would net, for the sake of retain- 
ing it, like to lose the bil itself, merely because the 
preamb'e was or was not strieken out. Hie hoped 
it would be ecntinued as it was. 

Mr. ARCHER said he was very sorry that he 
did not feel himaselfany more at liberty today, than 
he did when the bill was last undér consideration, 
to aceede to the wishes of the honorable Senator 
from Miszouri for the withdrawal of that motion. 
He thought, as a matter of good taste, they ought 
not to reiain such a preamble. The motives of the 
honorable Senator from Misscuri were—what? To 
give assurance to the population of that territory 
that this Government really mean to carry out 
their own bl! Was there any such assurance 
wanted?) Was notihe passage of the bill itself a 
sufficient assurance? Would it not, in fact, argue 
a sort of impuiaton, if, in addition to the passage 
of the bill, ih's declaration be required to be made 
as a sort of gnaranty for the sincerity of this 
Government? The honorable Senator from Mis- 
souri wou'd not affirm that such a declaration was 
necessary, in reference to other sxbjecis of legisla- 
ee and if not necessary in other cases, why in 
this 

But there were other objections still stronger. 
Did not the gentlemen perceive that it would be 
better to avoid all tause of offence, and to obtain 
the possession cf this territory on terms of perfect 
amity and good feeling with all foreign powers, 


, 


. father than awaken their jealousy and animosity? 


-The adoption of such a preamble he (Mr. A.) 
thought was calculated to awaken the pride, and 
‘possibly the resistance, of the British Government. 
Did the gentleman suppose that the British Govern- 
ment wereso little disposed to indulge the feeling 
of:jealousy as to overlook a circumstance of this 
Rind? Since this subject was last under consider- 


ation, he (Mr. ArcHER) had given it an attentive ` 


and laborious investigation; and, though. he be- 
lieved the title of the United States was a strong 
one, yet it was a subject involving so much 
difficulty, and spread over so great a surface, that 
he certainly felt a hesitation in saying it was whol- 
ly clear, undoubted, and unequivecal. It was a 
complicated subject. Did it become them, then, to 

. say peremptorily, and at once, that the title is un- 
doubted and unequivocal? He believed it was not 
the. true course of policy for this Government to 
pursue in relation to this subject. In every view 
that could be taken cf the subject, the preamble 
was useless, and it might produce evil conse- 
quences. He hoped, therefore, the Senate would 
concur with bim in suiking it from the bill. 

Mr. WALKER observed that onevery occasion 
of referring this subject toa select committee. for 
the Jast four or five years, it had been his duty, as 
à member of such committee, (of which his friend 


, from Missouri, (Mr. Linw,] the mover, was chair. 
--man,) uniformly to concur in opinion with him 


that there ought to be some action of Congress for 
the {eccupation and settlement of the. territory. 
Heretofore, the b'lis introduced for that purpose 
- had been postponed from time to time, owing to 
the allegation that we had many other subjects of 
negotiation with England to be settled, which this 
might embarrass. It was always urged as a mo- 
tive for postponement, thatit would be imprudent 
to act in this matter, lest our action might raise up 
new difficulties to protract those negotiations, 

The same objections cannot now exist. All the 
difficulties—or, at least, the greatest of them-——were 
settled by the late treaty, They may be consid- 
ered as adjusted. 


The question now was, really, whether we are 
to assert our rights in re'ation to this territory, or 
to abandon them-—-whether we shall maintain our 
title, or by our own neglect suffer it to be placed 
in doubt. Now, he was fully prepared to xay, that 
he was not disposed to abandon ene inch of the 
territory claimed by this country on the northwest 
coast, from the 42d to the 54th degree of northern 
Jatitude. To the whole of this territory, he con- 
sidered the title of the United States indefeasible, 
and that we should not abanden our claim to one 
inch of it. He went further: he would say that 
Great Britain had no right to the portion occupied 
by her subjects, and claimed by her; and that it 
was now more than ever necessary that weshould 
assert our rights, considering the Jate events with 
regard to her occupation of China by British 

, forces. 

From a careful examination of the various bills 
heretofore intreduced, and the reports of committees, 
as well as other sources of information on the suk- 
ject, he had come to the conviction that every 
inch of the territory within the latitudes designated 
belonged of right to the United States, and that the 
British Government has not a shadow of claim to 
the smallest portion of it He fully believed that 
now to refuse the assertion of our claim would 
be injurious to this country and itshonor. He did 
not believe that, if we made the declaration em- 
bodied in this preamble, war with Great Britain 
would follow. On the contrary, he believed it 
would extinguish her pretence for a quarrel 
with us. Hut, even if it was to produce that 
effect, he was prepared io make the declaration 
notwithstanding, and abide the iesue. He was not 
prepared to abandon our title to an inch of the ter- 
ritory, on the ground that our assertion of it would 
lead to war, or on anyother ground; because he 
considered that title indisputable and indefeasible. 
He believed it now to be the duty of Congress to 
assert our title; to declare to the world that we will 
maintain our rights, and will not abandon them. 
If Great Britain is to take offence at our declara- 
tion that we will maintain our rightful claim, her 


: doing so would be no argument to him that we 
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ought to yield... He considered the preamble to the ` 


bill of the greatest importance, and-hoped it would 
not be strieken- out,- ` i 

Mr. LINN remarked that, unfortunately, by 
our own supineness, we had permitted Great Brit- 
ain, for all practical purposes, to take possession 
of the territory. From 1814, through the agency 
of the Northwest Fur Company, and subsequenily 
through that of the Hudson Bay Company, in 
which the former was merged, she had gained all 
she could gain from’ the practical possession and 
occupation of the country. She had, by the ex- 
tension of her territorial laws of Canada, by act 
cf Parliament, carried British Jaws to the very 
limits of our own organized territorial, govern- 
ments. England had thus told us what we might 
or might not do. She had literally said to us, You 
may go so far, but you shall not go one step be- 
yond: if you do, we will object, and our objection 
must be enough to stop you: you must abide by 
our acts of Parliament. Ought we to suffer this? 
Ought we not, rather, to stand up to her foot to 
foot, and at once meet her face to face, and put an 
end to her encroachments? 

We are too prone to pay undue deference to our 
old mother country. We forget how much worse 
than a bad stepmother she had in time past proved 
to us. We cannot, inspite of our reasonand our re- 
coljections, cast off our colonial deference to ber au- 
thority. We never will get free from her arrogance 
till another opportunity eceurs of proving our inde. 
pendence—another contest, in which she will be 
as much humbled as she was in the last. He did 
not desire to see another contest with Great Britain. 
But he firmly believed we would never, in the face 
of heaven and the world, stand as freemen, till we 
had‘another conflict; and, though he did not desire 
it, yet he never would take one step backward to 
avoid jt. He would recall to the Senate the ag- 
gression of England, the burning of our ships, the 
murder of our seamen, the destruction of property 
upon the frontier, which we bad sustained year af- 
ter year, and which all had borne as if our whole 
population were imbued with the divine spirit of 
Christianity. Was it so? No, sir; it was not 
through this high and exalted motive ‘hat we sub- 
mitied; it was from a very different cause. He 
would assert again, in any contest that may take 
place, we have retreated so often and so long, 
and debased ourselves so much, thathe felt he 
would not yield another inch of ground. But he 
would ask, how would this affect our relations with 
Great Britain? It was merely asserting thal they 
would not abandon it. It was an encouraging 
declaration on the part of the United Siates, to 
those people who may think proper to cast their 
lot in that territory. i 

He could see no objection to the passage of the 
preamble. Would not Great Britain take the 
same exception to the bill as to the preamble? 
Practically, the bill was just as offensive without it 
as with it 


Mr. KING did not agree with the -honorfble 
Senator that it was at all necessary to the asserticn 
of our rights to make the declaration which is 
made by ‘this preamble. It appeared to him that 
the most dignified, firm, and decided course was to 
point out what was necessary to be done, to take 
posession, and to held it until the whole matter 
could be finally and permanently determined. 
We believe (said Mr. K ) that we have the right to 
the territory in question; and at a proper time we 
may be called on to assert that rgbt. But J do 
not think it necessary for us to assert that right in 
advance, and to say that we willhave the country 
because it is ours. It would not make our posi- 
tion any better, or give us a higher standing. He 
hoped the honorable Senator would see the pro- 
priety of striking out the preamble. Much as he 
desired to see the country occupied by an Ameri- 
ean population, which would be enabledin a few 
years, if properly supported by the Government, 
to defend and maintain the territery; yet he 
would not resort to any such expedient—indeed, 
nonesuch was necessary. The billitself, bethought, 
would go very far towards giving them such a 
population——a populaiion of hardy, enterprising 
men. > 
The country must be ours, and he felt no appie- 


hension that any foreign power, however. strong, 
can by any possibility hold long possession. of any 
portion of this continent. He (Mr. K) would. 
not precipitate the matter by the adoption of such 
a preamble as this; he would prefer’ that the Segate 
should act on the bill by itself. poe 3 
Mr. CRITTENDEN said he was inclined to 
vote against the preamble—not becausé he did not 
concur in the-propriety of what had been expressed 
as to maintaining our just rights, but because it 
seemed to him that, however strong the language 
employed might be, it was a very feeble method of 
asserting our claim; it, in fact, rather conveyed the 
impression that they were doubtful of theirown title, 
and were attempting to fortify it by a declaration that 
right or wrong, we interd to stand by it. If our 
title be a clear cne, it requires no such declaration; 
and if it be not a good tide, depend upon it, it is not 
more likely to be recognised by the world, in còn- 
sequence of such declaration on ovr part; Be- 
lieving as he did, that our title is complete and un- 
blemished, he would not sully it by any such pros 
ceeding. How vould it sound, if, in anact rela. 
ting to the District of Columbia, we were to insert 
a declaration that we would never abandon the 
possession? Would it not be absurd? He could 
see no occasion for disputing about the matter. It 
was highly inappropriate and unfit; and he should, 
therefore, give his vote against the preamble, 


Mr. ARCHER hoped the Senator from Missouri 
understood that he was not either opposed to the 
bill, or to the maintenance of cur rights, whenev- 
er there would be oceasion to assert them. He 
only objected to the expediency and necessity of 
the preamble to the bill. Hethought it altogether 
imprudent, besides being in bad taste, to put ‘any 
such preamble to the bill at all. 

The question being then taken by ayes and noes, 
it was found that they were 17 to 17; and, as the 
Chair was about to give a casting vote, 

Mr. ARCHER called for the yeas and nays; 
but before they were ordered, 

Mr. KING asked whether this vote taken by 
yeas and nays, or indeed ia any form, would not 
be calculated to have the very effect which the 
Senator irom Missouri deprecated—that of pre- 
judicing the question, and increasing the doubt he 
wishes to dispel. The preamble asserts an un- 
doubted title to the territory, A vote to strike out 
the assertion of this undoubted right would’ bear 
the inference that the Senatehad some doubt; and 
even if the motion to strike out did not prevail, the 
vote of its supporters would have the tendency in- ` 
dicated. He hoped the Senator frem Missouri 
would see the disadvantage of this vole, and‘agree 
to remove the difficulty by acceding at once to the 
motion of the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. PHELPS, as a member of the select come 
mittee, should say that he did not consider the 
preamble to the bill, when pressed by the chaire 
man, very important; but was willing to retain it, 
on the ground that it was necessary to satisfy the 
public mind. But now that the subject had been 
debated, and a question pat on striking out the pre- 
amble, he thought it better it :hould be retained, 
than that any doubt should be increased by the de- 
cision in faver of the motion to strike out. 

Mr. LINN, añer a few remarks, for the sake of 
unanimity in support of the general provisions of 
the bill, consented to accept the amendment of the 
Senator from Virginia, 

The preamble, therefore, by general consent, 
was stricken out. ; f 

Mr. FULTON submited an amendment to come 
in at the sixteenth Ime, as follows: i 

“And to every such inhabitant and cultivator, being a mare 
ried man, there shall be granted, in addition, one hundred and 
sixty acres to the wife of said husband, and the like quantity of 
one hundred and sixty acres to the father, for each child under 
the age of cighteen years, he may have, or which may be born 
within five years afterwards. 

Mr. FULTON remarked that the object of his 
amendment was to make some equality in the pro- 
visions of the bill between married persons and 
those who were single, It was also his purpose, in 
offering it, to hold out strong inducements to men 
having families to undertake the bazardeus enter-- 
prise of emigrating to that remote and beautiful 
territory. The expense to men with families to 


| get there would be much greater than tosingle 


ios | - 


‘men ; and he thought, therefore, to produce equal- 
ity, a greater quantum of land should be-givén to 
married men. He hoped there would-be no. ob- 
jection to the amendment. _ : l 
“Mr. BENTON said he desired to vole for this 
amendment. He went on to stow that the French 
and Spanish Governments, ia their plans of settle- 
ment in Louisiana, had granted land to the hes- 
band, to the wife, and so mach for each of his chil- 
dren, and each of his slaves; and that such plan 
was equitable, and went to equalize the grants 
among the settlers. Mr. B. said that to the man 
having a family, it was the most costly and 
hazardous to emigrate He was for inducing men 
with families to go to that country, because it 
would give the strongest bonds which coald ‘be 
given for the faithful defence of the country. The 
man of family has far more responsibility on 
him to defend his wife and children. He would 
therefore vote with the greatest pleasure for the 
amcndment. 

Messrs. McROBERTS and CRITTENDEN sug- 
gested modifications of the amendment; which were 
accepted by the mover of it. 

“The question. was then put on the amendmen|, 
and it was agreed to. > 

Mr. PHELPS remarked that the bill provided 
for extending the civil and criminal jarisdiction of 
the'supreme court and district courts of the Terri- 
tory of Towa over the Oregon Territory, as defined 
in the bill; and for that purpose authorized the ap- 
pointment of two associate judges of the supreme 
court of the Territory of Iowa, in addition to the 
number now authorized by law. He did not think 
it was necessary to make the appointment of two 
additional judges obligatory; and moved to strike 
out the word “shall,” in the 3d line of the bil, and 
insert, “may, in the discretion of the President; so 
as to leave discretion with the President to judge of 
the necessity of their appointment, 

- The question was put on the amendment, and it 
was agreed to. 

Mr. LINN moved to fill the blank with $100,000 
to carry the provisions of the bill into effect; which 
-amendment, after a few remarks by Messrs. LINN, 
SMITH of Indiana, HUNTINGTON, McROB- 
ERTS, and CRITTENDEN, was agreed to. 

At the suggestion of Messrs, WOODBURY, 
CRITTENDEN, and SEVIER, some further 
amendments were made tu the bill. The bill was 
then reported to the Senate; and, 

At the suggestion of Mr. TAPPAN, was ordered 
to lie on the tab'e till to-morrow, with a view of 
having it printed as amended. 

Mr. ARCHER remarked that George McDuffie, 
the Senator elected by the Legislainre of South 
Carolina to fill the vacancy occasioned by the res- 
ignation of Mr. Preston, was present, though his 
credentials were not received. He had left home 
with the expectation that his credentials would be 
received on his arrival here. Mr. A. had been 
told by the Seeretary that there were precedents to 
authorize the qualifying of Mr. McDuffie, though 
his credentials were not formally presented. He 
moved that he be permitted to qualify. 

The CHAIR remarked that there were prece- 
dents to justify that course. 

Mr. McDorriz then presented himself, and was 
qualified. 

On motion by Mr. BAYARD, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
‘Tusspay, January 3, 1843. 

Mr. EASTMAN presented the petition of Joseph 
French and forty-nine others, citizens of Barn- 
stead, New Hampshire, for a mail rovte from Gil- 
manton Iron Werks to Manchester, in said State, 

Also, the petition of Ephraim Tibbits, and fifty- | 
one others, citizens of said Gilmanton Iron Works; 
of James Knox and seventy others, citizens of 
Pembroke; of R. T. Leavit: and one hundred anc 
seventeen others, citizens of Pittsfield; and of J. G. 
Cilley and ove hundred and twenty-nine others, 
citizens of Manchester; all praying for the estab- 
lishment of said mail route from Gilmanton Tron 
Works to Manchester; which said severa! petitions 
were referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
aud Post Roads, 


| 
| 


| 
| 
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‘Also, the petition of Thomas D. Morrison, of | 


New Hampshire, for remuneration; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims. - 

Mr. BOYD presented the petition of sundry citi- 
zens of Marshall and Calloway counties, Ken- 
tuckv, praying that a pension be granted to Joseph 
Bowlin, a disahled soldier of the la'e war. 

Mr. H. DODGE presented a petition, signed by 
four hundred and thirty-two inhabilants of the city 
of Baffalo, in the State of New York, askisz Con- 
gress for en appropriation for a harbor at the town 
of Milwaukie, inthe Territory of Wiseonsin. 

Also, the petition èf inhabitants of Sac coun. 
ty, in the Territory of Wisconsin, asking Con- 
gress for an appropriation for thz improvement of 
the navigation of the Fox and Wi-consin rivers. 

Aliso, a petition numerously signed by inhabi- 
ants of the town of Southport, in the Terri- 
tory of Wisconsin, asking Congress for an appro- 
priation for a harb-r at that town, on the western 
shore of Lake Michigan. 

Mr. LOWELL pres-n‘ed the petition of Edward 
S. Jarvis, and twenty-six other shipmasters and 
merchants of Mount Desert, for an appropriation 
to improve the navigation of Penobscot bay, 
Maine; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce.’ 

The several committees were called on for ree 
ports, . 

Mr. ©. J. INGERSOLL, from the Commitiee 
on the Jadiciary, reported a bill to amend the act 
entitled “An getto establish a district court of ‘the 
United States at Wheeling, in the S:ate of Vir- 
ginia.” 

Mr, F. said, as he presumed there would be no 
objection to the bill, he moved that it be now 
passed. 

The bill wes then read three times and passed. 

CAPITAL PUNISHMENT. 


Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL offered the 
resolusion, which was adopted: 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 


structed to inquire inio the expediency of abolishing capital 
punishment ii public. 


Mr. WISE, from the Committee on Maval Af- 
fairs, made sundry adverse reports. 
i COST OF FIRE-ARMS, 
Mr. CALHOUN offered the following resolution, 
which was adopted: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War report to this House, 
as soon as practicable, 

lst. ‘The cost of the materials for the fabrication of fire-arms 
at the United States armoties. 

24. The è paid for labor on the musket. 

3d. The expense, per musket, for all ether labor, camprising 
the making and repairing of tools, pay of officers, &c.—pre- 
senting a distinct statement for each of the last three years. 

And that he furiher report the amount expended at each of 
the armories during the last three years, separately, for all pur- 
poses not directly connected with the consiruciion of the mus- 


ket. 
LIGHT-HOUSE IN MAINE. 


Mr. LOWELL offered the following resolnticn, 
which was adonted: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 


to imquire intothe expediency oferecting a iight-house at Lit- 
te River harbor, in Cutler, Maine, 


ABOLITION. 

Mr. SLADE rose and said he wished to present 
the resohitions of the Legislature «i Vermont inre- 
lation to the abolition of slavery in the District of 
Columbia. As their reception was precluded by the 
dist rule, he should be under the necessity of mov- 
ing a suspension of that rule, for the purpose of 
accomplishing bis object, and offering the following 
preamble and resolution: 


followir g 


Si 


Whereas, by a law of the United States, framed on the 15th of 
May, 1820, the foreign slave-trade is declared to be piracy, and 
is made punishable by death: 

And whereas, there is, and has tong been carried on in the 
District cf Columbia, within sight of the halls of the two 
Houses of Congress, and the residence of the Chief Executive 
Magistrate of this nation, a trade in men, involving all the prin- 
ciples of outrage on human rights which characterize the for- 
eign slave-trade, and which have drawn down upon it the male- 
Gictions of the civilized world, and stigmatized those engaged 
in it as encmies of the huiman race: 

And whereas, the trade thus existing in this District is aggra- 
vated in enormity, by rea:on of its beirg carried on in the heart 
of a nation whose institutions are based upon the principle that 
all men are created equal, and whose laws have, in effect, pro- 
claimed its great and superlative iniquity; aggravated, more- 
over, by its outrage on the sensibilities of a Christian commu- 
nity, by its sundering of the ties of Christian brotherhood, and 
by the anguish of its remorseless violation of all the domestic 
relations, rendered the more deep and enduring by the hallow. 


“racy: 


ing-influence of the Christian religion upon those relations, ahd 
by the increased strength which it gives to the domestic affec. 
tions: š : 

And whereas, one of the purposes of the Constitution, in 
providing for the setting apart, and exempting from State ju 
risdiction, a district for the seat of the Government of the United 
States, was, to provide a common ground whereon all could 
meet, under a system of laws not involving, of necessily, prin 
ciples or usages peculiar to any of the States, but based upon 
the great principles asserted in the Declaration of Independence, 
and looking to the great objects contemplated in the preamble 
to the Constitution: 

And. whereas, that purpose of the Constitution is defeated, by 
subjecting a majority of the Representatives of the people and 
of the States, in the two Houses of Congress, and a majority of 
those employed in the executive departments at the seat of 
Government, to the necessity of witnessing a trade in human 
beings; which is to them a source of grievous annoyance, and 
an object of deep abhorrence and detestation: š 

And whereas, this trade in human beings is carried on under 
the authority of jaws enacted by the Congress of the Unired 
States; thereby involving the people of all the States in its 
guilt and disgrace- a guilt and disgrace enhanced by the con- 
sideration that those laws are a virtual usurpation of power, 
the Constitution of the United States having conferred upon 
Congress vo right to establ sh the relation of slavery, orto sanc» 
tion and protect the slave-trade in any portion of this Confede- 
Therefore, k EnA 

Resolved, That alllaws in any way authorizing or sanction. 
ing the slave-trade in this District, ought to be repealed, and the 
trade prohibited; and that the Committee for the Disrrict of 
Columbia be instructed to report a billaccordingly, 


Mr. GILMER inquired if the motion was in or- 
der; to which 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative, 

The yeas and nays were ordered on the mo- 
tion, 

Mr. A. V. BROWN asked if it would be in or- 
der to move to lay the motion on the table? 

The SPEAKER said No. 

Some confusion then ensued, and several genile- 
men attempted to get the floor; in the midst of 
whicb, the calling of the roll was commenced. 

The House refused to suspend—yeas 73, miys 
109, as follows: f 


YEAS—Messrs, Adams, Sherlock J. 
Babcock, Baker, Barnard, Birdseye, Blair, Boardman, Bor. 
den, Briggs, Bronson, Jeremiah Brown, Burnell, Calhoun, 
Childs, Chittenden, John ©. Clark, Staley N. Clarke, James 
Cooper, Cowen, Cranston, Cravens, Richard D. Davis, 
Everett, Ferris, Fessenden, Fillmore, John G. Floyd, Gates, 
Giddings, Patrick G. Goode, Granger, Halsted, Renry, Hud- 
son, Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, James, Linn, McKennan, Me- 
Keon, Mathiot, Mattocks, Maxwell, Maynard, Morgan, Morris, 
Morrow, Oliver, Oshorne, Parmenter, Patridge, Pendleton, 
Ramsey, Benjamin Randall, Randolph, Ridgway, Roosevelt, 
Wiliam Russell, James M. Russell, Saltonstall, Sanford, 
Slade, Truman Smith, Stokely, Stration, Tillinghast, To- 
tang Tomlinson; Trumbull, Joseph L. White, and Win- 
throp—-73, 

NAYS—Messrs, Landaf W, Andrews, Arnold, Arring« 
ton, Beeson, Bidlack, Black, Bowne, Boyd, Brewster, Aaron 
V. Brown, Milton Brown, Charles Brown, Burke, Green W, 
Caldwell, Patrick ©. Caldwell, Wiliam B. Campbell, 
Thomas J. Campbell, Caruthers, Cary, Casey, Chapman, 
Clifford, Clinton, Coles, Mark A. Cooper, Cross, Daniel, 
Garrett Davis, Dawson, Dean, Deberry, Eastman, Join €., 
Edwards, Charles A. Floyd, Fornance, Gentry, Gerry, Gog- 
gin, Gordon, Green, Gwin, Harris, Hays, Hopkins, Houck, 
Houston, Hubard, Hunter, Charles J. Ingersoll, Irwin, Jack, 
Wiiliam Cost Johnson, Cave Johnson, Isaac D. Tones, Keim, 
King, Lewis, Littlefield, Lowell. Abraham McClellan, McKay, 
Marchand, Alfred Marshail, Thomas P. Marshall, Mathewa, 
Mediil, Meriwether, Miller, Moore, Newhard, Owsley, Fayne, 
Pickens, Plumer, Powell, Rayner, Reding, “Rencher, 
Reynolds, Rhett, Riggs, Rodney, Rogers, Saunders, Shaw, 
Shields, Sprigg, Stanly, Steenrod, Alexander TL. H. Stuart, 
John T. Stuart, Summers, Sweney, Taliaferro, John B. 
Thompson, Richard W. Thompson, Jacob Thompson, Triplett, 
Turney, Van Buren, Ward, Washington, Watterson. Weller, 
Westbrook, Edward D. White, Christopher H., Williams, 
Wise, and Wood--109, 


NAVAL DEPOT. 


Mr. TILLINGHAST presented the resolutions 
of the General Assembly of the Sate of Rhode 
Island, settiag forth the very deeided and superior 
fitness of some. place in Narraganset Bay fora 
naval depot: referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered to be 
printed. ; 


Andrewe, Aycrige, 


BREAKWATER, 

Mr. SALSTONSTALL presented a resolution 
instructing the Committee of Ways and Means to 
inquire into the expediency of making an appro- 
priation for the construction of a breakwater at 
Sandy Bay, Massachusetis, 

BANKRUPT ACT. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT offered a petition from 
sundry citizens of New York, praying for the repeal 
of the bankrupt law: referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, 

ABOLITION. 


Mr. MORGAN presented a resolution instruete 
ing the Committee on the Territories to inquire inte 
ihe expediency of repealing an act Passed by the 


Territorial Legislature of Florida, entitled “An act 
to prevent the. future migration “or emigration: of 
free: negroes and mulattoes into said Territory,” 
or:so much thereof as imposes a capitation tax on 
‘such of them as may enter said Territory, and au- 
thorizes.their:sale for ninety-nine years for non- 
payment of said tax, , 
Mr.. BLACK moved to lay the resolution on 
the table. ` : : 43 

Mr. JAMES called for the yeas and_ nays, 
which were ordered; and being taken, resulted in 
yeas 113, nays 80; as foilows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Landaff W. Andrews, Arrington, Bidlack, 
Black, Bowne, Boyd, Brewster, AaronV. Brown, Milton Brown, 
Chas. Brown, Burke, William O, Butler, Green W. Caldwell, 
Patrick C. Caldwell, William B. Campbell, Thomas J. Camp- 
bell, Caruthers, Cary, Chapman, Clifford, Clinton, Coles, 
Mark A. Cooper, Cross, Cushing, Daniel, Garrett Davis, Daw- 
aon, Dean, Deberry, Doig, Eastman, Join C. Edwards, Chs. 
A. Fioyd, Fornance, Gentry, Gerry, Gilmer, Goggin, Gordon, 
Graham, Green, Gustine, Gwin, Harris, Hays, Hopkins, Houck, 
Houston, Wubard, Hunter, Charles’), Ingersoll, Wm. Cost 
Johnson, Cave Johnson, Isaac D. Jones, Keim, King, Lewis, 


Littlefield, Lowell, Abraham McClellan, Robert McClellan, 
McKay, Alfred Marshall, John Thomson Mason, Mathews, 


Medill, Meriwether, Miller, Mitchell, Moore, Newhard, Ows-. 


ley, Patridge, Pickens, Plumer, Pope, Powell, Rayner, Red- 
ing, Rencher, Reynolds, Rhett, Riggs, Rogers, Saunders, 
Bhaw, Shields, Sianly, Steenrod, Alexander H. H, Stuart, 
John T. Stuart, Summers, Sweney, Taliaferro, Jobn B. 
Thompson, Richard W. Thompson, Jacob Thompson, Triplett, 
Turney, Van Buren, Ward, Warren, Washington, Watterson, 
Weller, Westbrook, Edward D. White, Joseph b, White, 
Christopher H, Williams, Wise, and Wood—I13. 
NAYS—Mesars. Adams, Sherlock J. Andrews, Arnold, Aye. 
rigg, Babcock, Baker, Barnard, Beeson, Birdseye, Blair, Board- 
man, Borden, Briggs, Brockway, Bronson, Jeremiah Brown, 
Burnell, Calhoun, Casey, Chittenden, John C., Clark, Staley N. 
Clarke, James Cooper, Cowen, Cranston, Cravens, Richard 
D. Davis, Everett, Perris, Fessenden, Fillmore, John G. Floyd, 
Gates, Giddings, P.G. Goode, Granger, Halsted, Henry, Howard, 
Hudson, Hunt, James Irvin. iiam W. Irwin, James, 
Linn, McKennan, McKeon, Marchand, Mathiot, Mattocks, 
Maxwell, Maynard, Morgan, Morris, Morrow, Osborne, 
Parmenter, Pendleton, Ramsey, Benjamin Randall, Read, 
Ridgway, Rodney, Roosevelt, William Russel, James M. 
Russell, Saltonstall, Sanford, Slade, Truman Smith, Stokely, 
Stratton, Tillinghast, Toland, Tomlinson, Trumbull, Wak 
Jace, Thomas W. Williams, Winthrop, aad John Young-- 80. 


GENERAL JACKSON’S FINE. 


. Mr. BOWNE offered a resolution on this sub- 
ject, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary he instructed 
to report, on Thursday next, the following bill to refund the 
fine imposed on General Andrew Jackson at New Orleans, 


_ [The bill was that introduced by Mr. Linn, in 
the Senate, on the 10th March, 1842, which pro- 
vided that the proper accounting officers of the 
Treasury Department be directed to ascertain the 
amount of the penalty or damages awarded by the 
district judge of the United States at New Orleans, 
in the year 1815, against Major General Andrew 
Jackson, then commander-in-chicf of that district, 
for official acts in that capacity, and paid by him 
at that times and that the sum vo paid, with inter- 
est at 6 per cent. per annum, be paid to Major 
. General Andrew Jackson, out of any money in the 
treasury not otherwise appropriated. ] : 

Mr. BOWNE moved the previous question on 
the adoption of his resolution. 

The SPEAKER. took the question, and being of 
opinion that the motion was negatived— 

Mr. WELLER called for tellers; and they were 
ordered. 

Messrs. Wetter and Bricos were appointed 
tellers; and they, having taken the vote, reported 
66 in the affirmative, and 83 in the negative; so 
the motion for the previous question was not sec- 
onded. : 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL submitted the following 
resolution, which was adopted: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be instruct- 
ed to inquire into the expediency of making early provision, by 
special bill or otherwise, for renewing and coutinuing the pen- 
sions of the widows of persons whe were iost in the United 
States ship Epervier. 


THE BANKRUPT LAW. 


Mr. EVERETT called for the orders of the day. 

The SPEAKER announced ihe order of the day 
to be the bill to repeal the bankrupt law; oa which 
the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. MIARSHALL] 
had the floor. 

Mr. T. F. MARSHALL, who had the floor, 
rose, and observed that he was extremely anxicns 
to have said a word or two on the subject of the 
repeal of the bankrupt law, and was particularly 
anxious to have said sumething upon the inciden- 
tal questions started in debate by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Cuosina;] but he was 


` address the House on the subject. 
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warned by the experience of last night that person- 
al debility would prevent him from proceeding, as 
he could have wished, for the stort time the rules 
of the House allowed him. He should, therefore, 
yield the floor to any gentleman who wished to 
He was per- 
feetly sure, he added, that the state of his health 
would not enable him to proceed as he wished. 

Mr. MILTON BROWN regretted the. disap- 
pointment that all must necessarily feel in con- 
sequence of the gentleman's declining to address 
the FIouse on this subject,as was expected: He 
regretted, in common with all others, the circum- 
stances that rendered it necessary for him to do so. 
For himself, he had no purpose toen'er into the 
general debate in regard to these subjects of politi- 
cal controversy which had been discussed by the 
gentlemen who preceded him. His simple and 
sole object in now rising to address the House was 
to say somethirg in regard to the reasons which 
would induce him to vote against the repeal of the 
bankrupt law. He voted for that law originally, 
under the impression that his constituents desired 
bim to do so; and, having no information that they 
desired its repeal, he voted against that measure at 
the last session; and, pursuing the same course, he 
should, for stronger reasons, vote against it now. 

Perhaps, in the history of our whole legislaticn, 
there never had been a law more misundersiocd 
and more misrepresenied than this. Objections 
had been urged against it, that, he ventured to 
say, had seldom originated in the law itself. but in the 
representations of those who raied the objections. 
It was not his purpose (Mr. B. said) to give this 
question a party turn; on the contrary, it was 
his intention to discuss itin connexion with the 
opinions of both the political parties of the coun- 
try. It would be borne in mind that, before the 
last presidential election, the passage of a bankrupt 
law was advocated by gentlemen of both political 
parties; and even now it would be found that there 
were very few who object to such a bankrupt law, 
of itself, though they object to its details. It was 
said that there were obnoxious features in the law 
which not only ought to be repealed, but that the 
law itself should be repealed. It was worthy of ob- 
servation, that the clause in the Constitution which 
gave to Congress the power, and the only power, 
of passing a bankrupt law, was adopted by nine 
States to one. At that time a large majority of 
all parties concurred in the belief that it wasa 
wise provision, and should be acquiesced in by 
Congress. 


To show that both parties, previcus to the Jast 
presidential election, concurred in the propriety of 
passing a bankrupt Jaw, he would refer to the fact 
tbat there were two bills reported in the Senate, at 
the same time, from the two political parties in 
that body; each professing to be the plan of the 
party who reported it. One of these bills was re- 
ported by Mr. Clayton, the other by Mr. Wall. 
Fhat reported by Mr. Clayton was looked upon 
as the bill of the Whig party, to which he belong- 
ed; and that reported by Mr. Wall, as the bill of 
the Democratic party, of which he was a distin- 
guished member, For this he had the authority of 
Mr. Venton, from whoss speech on that occasion 
(which would be feund in the Congressional 
Globe) he begged leave to read afew extracts. Mr. 
Benton said: ‘ 

“Three members of the Judiciary Conimittee have reported 
one bill; two members have reported another; and these two 
bills emanate from the two political parties which, under what- 
soever names, have existed in this country for fifty years.” 

And agsin he says, after stating his objections 
to the bill reported by Mr. Clayton, turning to 
Mr. Walls bill, he says: 

“The other is a general bill, looking to the rights of creditors, 
as well as to the relief of debtors—intended for the future as 
well as the present and the past—applicable to corporations as 
well as to persons—~embracing the compulsoiy as well as the 
voluntary featnre—and making provisions for those who are not, 
as well as those who are, technically merchants and traders.” 

Another prominent objection that Mr. Benton 
had to the bill reported by Mr. Clayton, would be 
found in the same speceh. 


“After all, [said Mr. Benton,] the bill is not to be applicable 


to all deb’ors—the relief is not to be for all persons owing debts. ` 


There is to be a line of division between the debtors—a hori- 
zontal Hine—those above the line are to have relief; those below 
itare denied it. This results fromthe amount which the debtor 
must owe in order to entitle himself to the benefit of its provis- 


104 


The bill provides for an amount, but: leaves the sum in 
biank. Will the reporter of the bill (sald Mr. B., addressing 
“Mr. Clayton of Delaware) name the amount which it is pro- 
posed to. insert? 3 . : 
“Mr. Clayton said he had not been instructed to move a 


ions. 


particular sum; bat $ 
mittee] _ 


“Mr, Benton continued: Five hundred dollars.. That... was 
thesum mentioned in the committee, and no-othersum is men- 
tioned here. Five hundred dollars must be considered, then, as 
the amount necessary to be owed, to entitle a person to the 
relief of theact. Now, this is arbitrary and unequal; it cute off, 
the small dealers—the persons of little property—the Jaborers; 
it cuts them off from the benefits of the act, and operates as 
an encouragement to people to go Jargely in debt, as the laige 
debtors are to -be relieved, and the small ones ‘not. It makes 
the act exclusive for the large dealers, and this contrary to the 
principle of equality which is professed in the bill, and with- 
out any foundation in reason and justice. The weight of debt 
is relative, notabsolute. Itdepends upon the amount of the 
debtor’s property, and not upon the amount of the debt. To 
one man, a debt of one hundred dolars is as much as a 
hundred thousand, or a million, is to another. To one man, 
five hundred dollars is as much as five hundred thousand is to 


had ‘been mentioned in the com- 


- another; and, beyond question, the most numerous class of 


debtors in the United States are thoee who owe less. than the 
minimum proposed in this bill. But these small debtors, nu- 
merous as they are, are disregarded and overiouked by the bill, 
They ate tọ work out their debts in. sorrow and in misery, 
carrying their endless load to the grave; while the dashers— 
the large debters—clear out theirs by a declaration and a sur- 
render.” 


Again: Mr. Benton said—-and he referred to 
this for the purpose of showing that both parties 
concurred in favor of a bankrupt law— 


“I do not think the present session the propitious one for ben- 
eficial action on this subject, Five hundred thousand voters, 
demanding the passage of a law, on the eve of an election, 
must have an influence upon the hopes and fears of the law. 
giver, as well as upon his judgment and conscience. Since 
they have waited so Jong, Tshould have preferred the delay ‘of 
afew months more. Still, the subject is before us, and we are 
here; and I am willing to act, and todo what I believeto be my 
duty.. Tam ready to assist in framing an act which shalt be 
general in its provisions, and just in its application—which 
shall do justice to the cieditor, as well as to the debtor—-which 
shail apply to trading and money-dealing corporations, as well 
as to trading and money-dealing individvals— which shall be 
compulsory with regard to traders and dealers, whether natural 
or artificial—which shall be optional with respect to other 
classes of the community—and which shall distinguish between 
misfortune and me: Me 


Farther on, Mr. Benton made the following re- 
mark, which proves that the bill of Mr. Wall was 
the bill of the Democratic party: 

“The bill of the minority furnishes the true basis for the 
enactment of a bankrupt system. We offer to provide for all; 
and itis for the gentlemen on the opposite side to say that all 
shail miscarry if they are not allowed to provide for one part, 
and one side, only. 

Here was the proof of two facts: First, that the 
bill of Mr. Wall originated with the party to ‘which 
he belonged; and, second!y, that it was considered 
by them as the true basis of a bankrupt law. Now, 
what were the provisions of this bill? He hadit in 
h's hand, and found that it contained every objec- 
tionable feature that was so strongly condemned 
inthe present law. Mr. Brown then referred to 
Mr. Wali’s speech, published in the Congressional 
Globe cf 1839, page 462, from which he read the 
following extract: 

“Itis intended to act both retrospectively and prospectively. 

“It looks upon the past, not to condemn, but to relieve. The 
whole land is strewed with the wrecks of bankruptcy, and we 
cannot look in any direction, without perceiving the “jetsam 
et flolsam” of trade cast upon its shores. All must admit the 
fact, however much they may disagree as to the causes, that 
this state of things has resulted from the contractions and ex- 
pansions of the currency; and that the fluctuations growing out 
of it have imparted to all business depending on prices, the 
hazards and vicissi:udes incident to commerce and trade. The 
best energies of the country have been paralyzed; the brightest 
visions of gain have disappeared; and the wisest and most 
prudent schemes, uniting public improvement. with individual 
interest, have perished as if by magic, in the universal revut- 
sion that has desolatedthe country. This bill proposes to cast 
the mantle of oblivion over the past condnet of the debtor— 
over his acts which may have been compelled, or the’ prefer- 
ences which may have but extorted, in his vain struggles to pro- 
long his existence in the martsof trade. All that it demands 
from the debtor who seeks its benefits is, that he’ should honestly 
surrender what is left, however small, for the general benefit of 
his creditors.” , : 

Now, continued Mr. B, here was the biil which 
Mr. Benton said originated with his pariy, and 
looked net ouly to the present, but the past; and 
which Mir. Wall said demanded nothing from the 
kebtor but that he shonld honestly surrender what 
was left of his effectis, however small, for the ben- 
efit of his creditors. Mr. Benton said that it 
locked not only to the present, but to the past—-to 
small sums, as well as large ones—and was not 
confined to the limit of g500, like the bill of 
Mr. Clayton. Now, it was to be observed that 
the great feature of the present Jaw which had 
served to render it unpopular, was the retrospective 


one; and he had jest shown that the bill which 


ge 


108 
was looked upon as the peculiar bill of the Demo- 
cratic: party, was algo. retrospective in its pro- 
visions. : F 

Another objection which had been urged to this 
bill, was, that it not only embraced merchants and 
traders, but other classes. of the community, He 
weuld not dwell on this part of the subject, but 
would just remark that both Mr. Benton and Mr. 
‘Wall supported. a. bill which contained the same 
provisions in this respect. 

Great objections had also been made to the pres- 


-eùt law, because it relieved all persons indiscrithi- 


nately, no matter how smali their debts might be; 
and it was made a matter of complaint, that men 
took the benefit of the bankrupt Jaw whose debts 
did not amount to $160. That was a popular ar- 
gument, throughout the country. 

. Now, here it was seen that Mr. Benton and the 
party who acted with him objected io Mr. Clay- 
ton’s Dill, that it was partial and unjust in its 
operations, because it was.confined to debts of five 
hundred dollars and upwards. He would venture 
to assert, that if a bankrupt law had been 
passed at the extra session, excluding smail debt- 
ors from” its benefits, there would baye been an 
outcry from one end of the country to the other, 
It would have been said that it was a bill for 
the benefit of large traders and magnificent specu- 
Jators only; that it was aristocratic in its pro- 
visions, and not made for the really poor and un- 
fortunate, who were alone deserving of relief. 


Another cbjection to the present law was, that it 
discharged debtors without the consent of a ma- 
jority of their creditors. Now, this bill, which was 
so highly eulogized by Mr. Benton and Mr. Wall, 
contained precisely the same provision. Again: 
it had been objected to the present Jaw that it al- 
lowed the bankrupt deblor to retain too much of bis 
effects. Mr. B. here explained the provisions in 
Mr. Wali’s bill on this subjegt, contrasting them 
with the present, and, as he said, highly to the ad- 
vantage of the latter. 

: What was the difference between those two 
laws?. The bankrupt bill of Mr. Wall included 
banks, and this did not. Had, then, the unpopn- 
larity of this bill arisen throughont the land, be- 
cause jt did not include banks? Certainly not. If 
it were so, it would be proper to amend it by ia- 
cluding banks, or (what was still more proper) by 
passin g'a separate bill; for there was no congruity be- 
tween the two subjects. But he believed that this 
topic was used rather asa popular hobby. than with 
the design that it should be adopted. He would 
not, however, dwell on ihe subject. His intention 
had been merely to show that this bill originated 
with the self-styled Demceratic party, fer which be 
had the express endorsement of Mr. Benton, and 
that it contained all the objectionable features of 
that passed.at the extra session. 

‘But .a word or two as to ihe provisions of 
this bill, and the reasons given for its repeal, 
Those reasons had a!l turned on its retrospective 
operations. And what did gentlemen propose? 
To letall ita retrospective featuresstand and to repeal 
its prospective features, which every gentleman 
on that floor professed to believe was right, There 
were two views to be taken of the operation of 
that bill: the first, its operation as beneficial to the 
debtors; and, secondly, its operation as affecting 
creditors. In the discussion of this bill, at the time 
of its passage, he expressed his apprehension that 
it would at first be misapprehended and misun- 
derstood by the country; but that if it could 
withstand the first shock, it would be upheld by 
the people; and ke now deemed it most unwise 
and impolitic to sweep off that which all agreed 
was wise acd constitulional. Why was this? Was 
it because, in the dire for political cffeet, a 
storm had been raised against one part of-the law 
which it was too la’e to repeal, that that storm had 
been turned against that part which uncbjec- 
lionable ? Tt was admitted that this law, in its pros- 
pective operation, was calculated to do gced by 
preventing fraudulent conveyances and dishoa- 
est preferences. Cneof the greatest evils abroad 
in this lang, was the liberty of the debior to prefer 
one creditor to another. Wot that bonest prefer- 
ence which the law designe 
favor of a membsr of the debior’s family-—perhkaps 
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a son; a brother, or a father. Again: ihis law was 
calculated to operate favorably on the morality of 
the country in another point of view. It was cal- 
culated to induce the debtor to- give up all he bad, 
in consideration of getting a discharge from all bis 
debts. What was the effectnow? A man might 
be in failing circumstances, with a wife and 
children dependent upon. his exertions; or, by 
a stroke of adverse feriune, nearly every- 
thing might be swept away from him, snd 
from tbose who were- dependent on him; 
and, in such circumstances, there was strong 
temptation which human nature culd not always 
withstand, to withhold something in the hands of a 
friend for bis wife and children. It was wrong, but 
he confessed there was strong mitigation in con- 
sideration of what a man must feel who hada 
wife and children dependent on him. In these two 
points of view, then, it wes calculated to benefit 
the morals of the country, by cuting off prefer- 
ences, and inducing the debtor to give up every- 
thing he hed, in consideration that he should then 
have the right togo free, Bat it was ealevlated, 
in its prospective operation, to protect a large class 
of creditors from the cunning and artifice of the 
few; fora man misht stand by and see a debtcr 
overtraging uniil (while the mass of the creditors 
knew nothing of what was going on) a deed of trust 
was executed, and all his effecis were swept from 
the mass of his creditors into the hands of one who 
stood by and saw his overtrading. This law, how- 
ever, stepped in, and said you shall have no pri- 
vate and confidential relations with the debtor, if 
misfortune overtakes him, but all creditors shall 
Share alike. Was not tbis, then, calculated 
to protect the mase of the ereditors from un- 
lawful and unhallowed preferences? Would they 
not believe, then, if this feature of the law was 
understood, that the people would feel it to be 
their interest to preserve it? And did they not also 
believe that, if it was preserved, it would cut 
cf a most fruitful source of litigation, with 
which the country was flooded? Go into their 
courts of justice, and the most fruitful source of 
litigation would be seen to be in questions of pref- 
erence, deeds of trust, and mortgages; and after 
exhausting the property, it perhaps fell into the 
hands of that creditor who was the feast of all 
entitled to it. Tt not only did this, but it produced 
a most fraitfal erop of perjuries; and if they desired 
to cut off the inducement io that class of crimes, 
it must be by the adherence to a simple and equi- 
table procceding in the division of property, and 
the cutting off that source of litigation whieh, in 
its operation, caused a thousand frauds where but 
one would exist under this law. 

But a most prominent benefit from this law was 
still to be mentioned. It was the resiraining of 
excessive credits. Flis desirine of credits was 
this: there was no lrgitimate credit, except that 
which rested cn the ability of a man to pay ali his 
debis. A man who gave eredit in the hope of a 
preference, gave a false and an iliusive eredit; 
whereas a legitimate credit was that based on the 
ability of the debior to pay all his debis. These 
were no visionary theories. This was the 
law in England, where insolvencies, as illus- 
trated by a statement of Judge Story, were 
as one in seventeen compared with the same 
number ef credits here; for there every crediler 
was bound to waten over the solvency of his deb’- 
or, while here he was bound but to watch over the 
ability to pay his own debts. Now this country 
wanted the passage and sustaining of a law which 
would connect itself with the permanent advance- 
men! of its great commercial interests. But mort- 
sages and deeds of trust were the pillars on which 
faise credit rested: sweep them away, and false 
credit would fall He believed there should be no 
preferences. When a msn endorsed for another, 
he should endorse ihat he was good for all his 
deb’s, and that endorser sucnld not be entitled to a 
preference. And would not this restrain eredit? 
If they destroyed the system by which these prefer- 
ences were given, they would restrain the ability of 
the individual to run-into debt. And he thought, if 
these checks had been thrown over the law some 
years ago, there would have been many saved 
from total rain and destruction by endorsing the 


paper of others. These, then, were some of the 
advantages of this law; and it had been his object 
not to.argue this question in any party point of 
view, further than to show that both parties had been 
in favor of it, from the fathers of the Constitption, 
descending by the line of great men who have 
succeeded them. 

Mr. WELLER said the speech of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. Brown] was, by the 
rales of the House, in order; but by the practice of 
the House it was out of order; for he had confined 
himself to the questicn upon which they should: be 
calied upon to vote, and it was but the second or 
third speech which they had had on that question. 

He then went on to say that he was Opposed to 
the enaciment of the present bankrupt law, 
because he deemed it to bea violation of the Con- 
stitution, which ke had sworn to support. He did 
not find in that instrument any power given to 
Congress to enact laws giving to individuals the 
power to. violate their contracts, He held that 
Congress could exercise no powers but those ex- 
pressly celegated. If the power to pass a general 
bankrupt law could be exercised without making 
the law retrospective, he should have no objection 
to vote for such a measure, f 


The present tankropt law was passed at the 
extra session, under peculiar circumstances. .On 
one day, it was laid upon the table by a majority of 
eleven voter. The next day the motion was re- 
considered-—the majority having determined, when 
the wine flowed freely the night before, to change 
their determination. It was found necessary to the 
passage of another bill——the land distribution bill— 
that this bxnkrupt measure should be carried 
through. The whole legislation of the extra ses- 
sion was accomplished by contract. Now that the 
land bill had been practically repealed, those who 
voted for the bankrupt law, in order to seeure its 
passage, were calling for a repeal of that measure 
likewise, The cry for the repeal cf the bankrupt law 
was gene:al, and he presumed no one would have 
the independence to stand up on that floor and say 
that the populer voice was not in favor of an early" 
repeal. Indeed, it had been pretty generally ad- 
mitted by ail who spoke, that public sentiment was 
against the law. Let Congress, then, act in ac- 
cordance with the wishes of the people. The ad- 
vocates of the law seemed to concede its unpopu- 
larity; yet they contended that the people were ig- 
norant, and did net understand the principles 
ofthe law! He bad often observed how common 
a practice it was, with politicians of a certain s‘amp, 
to pronounce public opinion, when. against them, 
as erroneous and iil-founded. These same politi- 
cians contended that the policy of a bankrept bill 
was before the people in 1840, and that they then 
decided in its favor. He (Mr. W.Y denied the as- 
sertion, The pecple were not called upon, in 1840, 
to decide upon any such measure as a bankrupt 
law. ‘That was passed by the Whigs at the extra 
session, and went forth to the people. With ampie 
opportunities to discover its operaticn—afier the 
law had been largely discussed on the stamp and 
by the press—their verdict was rendered against it, 
unequivocally and decidedly. Why not carry out 
that judgment? Because, argued gentlemen, the 
people are ignorant; because they do not under- 
stand their own interests; and because, after one 
year’s operation, they cannot understand the char- 
acter of the law which has been enacted! 

He then went on to argue thata properly die 
gested bankrupt law, prospective in its character, 
and includisg corporations within ite provisions, 
would be beneficial. He admitted that the repeal 
of the present Jaw would be attended with some 
hardships; that ike declaraticn of some men to be 
bankrupt necessarily brought on others; and that 
the continuanes of the law might be productive of 
some advantsges; yet, believing the measure to 
be unconstitutional, he was bound to vote for its 
repeal. It was a paramount duty. which he owed 
to the Constitution he had sworn to support, to 
seize the first opportunity to wipe it from the 
Statute-book. He held that this course should be 
adopted by all who were convinced of the uncon- 
stitutionaliiy of the measure, no matter how well 
they might he convinced of its advantages, 

Inasmuch as party polities had been dragged ina 
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to ‘this discussion, he should follow the example of || 
his “illustrious predecessors.” He was aware that 
the-present Executive had extraordinary difficulties 
toencounter. He came in cn the popular wave 
which swept oyer so many States, and defeated the 
Democratic party. It was not, then, 10 be expect- 
ed: that he would be looked où with kind feelings 
by that party. “Indeed, it was natural that they 
should: distrust him who had such an agency in 
bringing about their defeat. Yet they resolved, 
whilst in a minority, to’ adopt a respectful course of 
conduct towards him and their Whig opponenis. 
‘What was the course of the Whig majority towards 
them? Was it characterized by magnanimity, by. 


chivalry, by courtesy? . No. . The Democratic 
party were constantly told that they were defeated; 
and were compared to convicted criminals, only 
awaiting the executioner to swing them cf The 
triumph of the Whig party in twenty States was a 
constant theme of exultation. Never was sucha 
victory before obtained. He would not stop to in- 
quire into the means by which it was . brought 
about; suffice it to say, they were such as the party 
should, in their sober senses, be ashamed of, and 
such as he hoped, for the honor of his country, 
woald never be resorted to again. 


_ But (continued Mr. W.) you were in power. 
Your chieftain—your favorite Westera statesman— 
was at the other end of the Capitol, shaping the 
legislation of the country to suit himself. He 
thought the difficulties which had long encompass- 
ed his way were all removed, and the road to the 
Presidency short and casy. He already imagined 
himself in the chair, dispensing favors and shower- 
ing patronage with a lordly air. But he is fallen! 
fallen, like Lucifer, to rise no more! Blasted by 
the withering indignation of an insulted people, he 
stands a melancholy monument of ill-directed am- 
bition. I might, sir, quote the lanzvage which 
Shbakspeare bas put into the mouth of Wolsey; but 
Twill not. I will spare bis friends the mortifying 
thonght of baving his picture before them. [Cries 
of “Quote iv —"“Ob yes! lets heart—“Let's see 
if he’s enough poet for that.”] Then I will quote 
the memorable, and, in this instance, appropriate 
passage: 

“This is the slate of man; to-day he puts forth 

The tender leaves of hope, to morrow biossonrs, 

And bears his blushing honors thick upon him: 

The third day comes a frost, a killing frost; 

And when be thinks—~good casy man-—full surely 

lis greatness is a ripening, nips his root, 

And then he falls as 1 do.” 

Yes, Mr. Speaker, there has been a frost, a kill- 
ing frost, in Ohio, Pennsylvania, New York, 
Maine, Maryland, and elsewhere. The victorious 
banner which waved so triumphantly in 1840, is 
now prostrate, and trailing in the dust! 

‘But, he (Mr. W.) was not disposed to exult 
over a prostrate foe, except on account of the tri- 
umph of principle. He would not wound the 
feelings of thegreal fallen statesman, by descanting 
on his melancholy fate. If their affection for him 
was to be measured by the chastisement they had 
received on his account, it was certainly very great. 
But it was said that some men were hardened by 
adversity. If such were not the fact, he should 
suppose the recent elections would have materially 
softened down the Whig party. They seemed to 
be going on as before-——persisting in their for- | 
mer course of conduct, whilst the people laughed at 
their calamiticrs. They would, he thowgh’, yet 
find that they have been kicking against the pricks. 

As io the extra session, the Democrats were in a 

minoriiy, and too weak to resist the onward march 
of constitutional encroachment by the Whig party. 
The Executive was, however, found to possess | 
sufficient devotion to the Constitution to save it 
from aggression. He vetoed the bask; and, in so 
doing, defeated a measure fraught with danger to 
the liberties of the people. Was it to be wondered 
-gt, that the Democratic pariy applauded him for 
the aci? Did gentlemen of the Whig party ex- | 
pect the Democratie members to apply fish-market | 
epithets to him? , 

He repeated, the Presiden: came into power sur- 


rounded by peculiar circumstances, requiring great 
firmness and great moral nerve. Both parties re- 
‘fased to support him. The Whigs would not, be- 


| 
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canse he refused to obey the mandate of their Cap- || 


tain General. The Demcerats supported many of 
his measuies, whilst they deaounced others. More 
over, they caw him surrounded, then as now, by 
men in whom they never bad, and never can have 
confidence. IN 

‘The President was denounced as atraitor, Why? 
Becatise he refused to sign the bank bill. What 
right had they to expect John Tyler to sign the 
bank bill, when his former votes had been against 
such a measure; and when, at the extra session, he 
declared that it had been condemned by the people? 
Why, tben, denounce him? To what was hea 
traito? To the Constitution?. No; but to the 
‘universal Whig party’—the same which, in 1840, 
denounced Mr. Van Buren as thé President of a 
party, and declared that they wanted a man who 
wonld soar above party! Yes, the same party, in 
1840, protested that they did not ask for patronage; 
that they were not actuated by alove of the spoils 
and of office, but by a sincere devotion to their 
country! How charged the scene in cne short 
year! Jobn Tyler refuses to be a mere party Presi- 
dent—refuses to permit Whig caucuses to dictate 
to him—refuses to allow others to construe the 
Constitution he had sworn to support. This was 
the head and front of his offending. This was the 
reason of his denunciation by the same men who 
were, in 1840, so eloquent in denunciation of party 
Presidents. He (Bir. W.) believed that Joba Ty- 
ler had been governed by exalted patriotism. He 
did not doubt that the measures recommended by 
bim were conscientiously believed to be for the best 
interest of the country. When the excitement of 
the times had subsid.d, and partisans should have 
turned to other objects, his integrity would be ques- 
tioned by none, 

He trusted that he should not be charged with 
making war upou this Adminisiration, whenever 
he should feel consnelled to vote against any of its 
measures, He could not permit his personal asso- 
ciations to influence his political principles. He 
was wedded to his political principles; yet he be- 
lieved that this Government belonged to all; and 
that, being but joint tenan's, we were bound not to 
stop the wheels of Government because a man not 
altogether after our own heart was at the helm. 


. He held it to be the duty of the Democratic pariy 


to support the mearures‘of this Administration, so 
far as they did not conflict wiih the opinions which 
they advocated and with the Democratic creed of 
Jefferson and Jackson; to support them, in short, 
whenever they were nol made up of the old leaven 
of Federalism. Fiad he understood the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Cusine] as coming here 
to offer the patronage of the Administration to such 
party as should support its measures, he should 
have told him that the President did not possess 
patronage enough, all told, to buy even his humble 
self, and still Jess a majority of the Democratic 
members. 
than that. They could not be bough), or sold, or 
transferred to any party for a consideration. 

Mr. W. said that the Executive, if sustain- 
ed at ali, must be sustained upon principle; and to 
be susiained upon principle, he must take care to 
make his principle conform to those which are 
supported by the Demecratic party. It was idle 
to talk about organizing a parny on Executive 
patronage alone; those who were governed by no 
pricciple, who were alone actuated by desire for 
office, would fawn cn the Executive in the hour of 
his prosperity, but in the day of his adversity they 
would abandon bim. So far as he (Mr. W.) 
was concerned, if any wished to know where he 
was to be found, he would say that in a few 
menths he expected to retire to the shades of 
private life; but cither in a publie or private sta- 
tion, he would always be feund adhering to the 
Derocratis party. fle expected that there would 
be a national conveation for the purpose of recone 
ciling the differences in that party in regard to men; 
and when that eenvention smoke, be would be 
found ecntending for their nomination with all the 
energy, all the geal, and all the ability he pos- 
sessed, 

Mr. FERRIS said that he bad so fully expressed 
his views in relation to the bankrup! law, when it 
was under consideration, before its passage, that 
he had deemed it unnecessary to make any ob- 


The people were made of sterner staff | 


servation in relati-n to the bill forits repeal that 
he came (o the Howe with’ the expectation of 
hearing the honorable gentleman from Kentucky, 
[Mr. MARSHALL] and regreited the cause which 
prevented him from laying bis views on this: im- 
portant subject before the House; that he (Mr. 
F.) felt it bis duty to reply to some of the observa- 
tions he had heard against the repeal of. the bill, 
and, in doing so,.he should but briefly advert.te 
some prominent objections against the bill itself. 
The bankrupt bill (said Mr. F.) was passed at the 
time the coutiry was in a state of extraordinary 
excilement arising from revulsions in commerce, 
embarrassments in trade, the derangement of the 
currency, and the desolation and rein spread over 
the land from the extravagant speculations and 
wild projects engendered by the inflation of the 
paper system. It passed in its present uncon- 
stitutional and objectionable form, in which the 


` rights of creditors were totally disregdrded, aad the 


obligation of contracts violated, by the most-powers 
ful and.e’cquent appeal to the passions, by which 
reason was dethroned, and sympathy substituted 
for judgment, The prominent constitutional ob- 
jections then urged against the bankrupt law, 
were, that it was not such a bankrupt law. as 
was authorized by the Constitution, inasmuch as it 
was retrospective in lis operation, and violated ex- 
isting contracts; that this part of the law came with- 
in the spirit, if not within the express. letter, of the 
prohibition against the passage of ex post facto. laws; 
that it was voluntary, and the proceedings might 
be commenced by thedebtor, without the actualas- 
sent or concurrence of the creditors, or any part of 
them; and that it extended to all persons, instead 
of being confined in ils operation to traders. It 
was also urged that tbe law was inexpedient; that 
it held out temptations for fraud and perjury; des . 
streyed confidence between man and man; and 
that, while it heid oat relief to the unfortunate, 
imprudent, or profligate; it carried desolation to 
the homes of the industrious, pradent, economical, 
and substantial part of the community. In vain 
it was urged that it would be better to allow the 
unfortunate to resort to the State insolvent Jaws, 
and to a compromise with creditors—which is-sel- 
dom refused to men who make a fairexp së of 
their affairs—than to afford them relief, by inflict- 
ing on the community evils of such magnitude and 
danger as would result from an unconstitutional 
and badly organized bankrupt law; that it was bet- 
ter even that individuals should suffer the conse- 
quence of their own extravagance, folly, or impru- 
dence, than that the Constitution should be tram. 
pled upon, and the rights of the citizens violated, 
to accomplish the relief which the bankrupt law 
was intended to afford. ‘The bankrupt law was 
passed; and experience has shown the evils result- 
ing from it: and, so far as I can form an opinion, 
the people call for its repeal. It has been said that 
a bankrupt law was absolutely essential to the prose 
perity of a commercial country. This is not warrant 
ed by the pastexperience of our own country. Forge 
period of near forty years belween the repeal of 
the first and the passage of the second bankrupt 
law, this country had enjoyed an unexampled state 
of pre:periy. Her commerce whitened. every 
sea, and the enterprise of her citizens penetrated 
the mest remote climes. No nation of the same 
population had, during that time, advanced to` 
prosperity and greatness with more rapid strides, or 
whose commercial transactions were more ` exten- 
sive or varions: set all this was eecomplished 
withont a bankrupt law; and the unfortunate 
found relief in a compromise with creditors, or 
the Sate insolvent laws. 

Ii has been observed by the gentleman from 
Ma ssachusetis, (Mr. Sauvronsvatt,] that a bank- 
ruptiaw was more necessary, and better adapted 
to a country like ours—consisting of many sove- 
reign Sates, with one federal bead—than ina 
kingdom under one Government. With defer- 
ence to that honorable gentleman, am of opinion 
thata bankrupt law is better adapted to the eondi- 
tion cf a people under an integral Government, 
like that of Great Britain, than in a Government 
like the United States, of a limited character; hav- 
ing, in its legislation on this subject, to interfere 
with and crush the legislation of the States in rela» 
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tion to-insolveacy atid contracts. That in one case 

the law was universal and absolute; and ‘in the 

other, it gave rise to innumerable questions, aris- 

ing from .the conflicting legislation and judicial 

collision between the Federal Legislature and courts, 

aad the Legislatures and tribunals of the several 
tates. © oy 


"We have had, since the organization of the Gov- 
ernment, two bankrupt laws: the first bank- 
rupt law, passed soon after the formation of- the 
Government, was a regular constitutional English 
bankrupt. law, and was confined in its operaticn 
to traders. It was severe in its provisions, 
and coercive in its character. It was made 
in conformity with thé Constitution, and in 
the spirit and policy of a bankrupt law which 
in its origin and formation was intended to 
afford to crediiors a means of relief against 
fraudulent or defaulting debtors, by coercing the 
debtor, in the commission of an act of bankruptcy, 
to deliver up ail bis estate for the benefit of his 
creditors ; and in its improved organization, it ex- 
tended relief to unfortunaie traders, as such per- 
‘sons were liable, from contingencies against which 
human prudence could not guard, to sudden losses 
and misfortunes. But it never was intended by 
the bankrupt law to extead to all persons relief 
from the effects of their own voluntary impru- 
dence or extravagance, to encourage the contracting 
of debts and obligations, without the means of 
payment or performing them. This first bankrupt 
law was severe and searching in its provisions, and 
was calculated to secure creditors, and reach the 
fraudulent, nevertheless. It became unpopular; 
and, although it was limited in its duration to five 
years, it was repealed in less than three years, 
in obedience to the voice of the people, 
loudly expressed in all paris of the country. 

We have recently bad the experience of a bank 
rupt. law of a different deseription—a iaw which 
was so framed, that the debtor could, on his own ap- 
plication, be discharged from his liabilities without 
the assent of his creditors, and in absolute violation 
of their rights, and bis own contract, solemnly and 
voluntarily entered into; and notwithstanding its 
advent was hailed with so much enthusiasm, it has 
‘inflicted injuries on the ecuntry incomparably 
greater than any benefits it has conferred; and 
now, in the short space of one year, its repeal is 
loudly called for from all parts of our widely-ex- 
tended country. Thus both experiments have 
failed; and it must be manifest that the diffieulties 
of making a bankrup: Jaw which is calculated to 
prevent fraud, while it relieves from oppression, 
are almost insurmountable. In Engiand, from the 
first formation ofa bankrupt Jaw, under Henry VIIL, 
to the present time, there have been constant and re- 
‘peated efforts to improve the bankrupt law. There 
‘appears to have been aconflict between the Legisla- 
ture and those disposed to commit frauds un- 
der the law—ihe one passing provisions against 
practices of a fraudulent character; and the 
otker seeking to elude them. The bankrupt 
‘law was revised in the reign of George IV; im- 
proved in tke reign of Wiiliam 1V; and Queen 
‘Victoria has issued a commission to inquire into 
the measures necessary to improve the bankrupt 
law. So productive of fraud and iniquity have 
been the English bankrupt laws, that some of her 
best statesmen and jurists—and among the rest, 
Lord Elden—hs ve lamented their existence. And 
here Jet me observe, that one great objection to 
the retention of the involuntary portion of the 
bankrupt law is, that persons disposed lo act 
fraudulently, after arranging their affairs to snit 
their purposes, obtain some friend to commence 
proceedings against them—apparently hostile, but 
in reality tp aid the bankrupt fraudulently to ob- 
tain a release from his ereditors; and the check to 
this fraud in the English law, which dces not 
exist in the law (and which itis not probable will 
be incorporated into its provisiens) now under 
consideration, isa provision requiring a large part 
of the creditors—I believe four-fifths of all the 
creditors of the bankrupi—to assent in writing to 
his discharge. 

An objection has been urged in this debate 
against the repeal of the bill, of an extraordinary 
character. Itissaid that the bill has discharged 
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. many. persons from their debts, and that, by so do- 


ing, it has swept away the assets of solvent debt- 
ors, and placed them’ in a state’ of bankruptcy; 
and itis urged that the law-should be continued 
for their relief. It may be recollected that. this 
was one.of the fatal results which was predicted 
from the passage of the bill. It was then said, you 
propose relief by releasing one part of. the commu- 
nity from their debts and obligations, and by de- 
priving another portion of the community of their 
righis and property; you propose to relieve the in- 
solvents, by bankrupting their creditors—to benefit 
one part of society by ruining the other part; and 


. here isan argument based upon the assertion that 


all these resulis have been fully verified. If this 
argument prevails, the bankrupt law must be per- 
petual, beeause it will be continually producing the 
same effecis; and if it bas made bankrupts by its 
past operation, what will prevent the like causes 
from producing like effects by its future operation? 
Is it not better to check the evil by immediately re- 
paling this bill, thereby restcring confidence be- 
tween man and man, and proclaiming to the com- 
munity that those who contract obligations must 
perform them, and that those who confide their 
property on the faith of contracts shall have the 
legal means of enforcing them? 


The honorable gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Brown] bas urged an argument for the continu- 
ance of. the law still more untenable: he has de- 
sctibed to us a bankrupt Jaw introduced by Mr. 
Wall into the Senate of the United States; and 
pointed out all its defects; and clearly shown, by 
his description of Mr. Wals law—which I have 
not seen—that it was as objectionable as the 
Jaw now under discussion. He has conjured 
up a phantom, and iairly battled it down. 
What does all this prove? Why, simply that 
Mr. Wall’s Jaw was a very unconstitutional and 
inexpedient law. Can it be justly pretended that 
any person is responsible for Mr. Wall’s law, eÑ- 
cept himself and those who advocated it? Surely 
the members of this House who opposed the pres- 
ent bankrupt law, are not responsible for Mr. 
Wall’s law; and the fair presumption is, they 
would have oprosed it for the same reasons they 
have opposed the present law. Nor does the 
badness of that Jaw form any apology or argu- 
ment in favor of the existing law, which has 
werked, and is daily working, great evils in the 
community; and I am firmly persuaded that one 
of the great barriers to the return of active busi- 
ness trade and commerce, is the existence of this 
law, which destroys confidence between man 
and man, and obstruct that faith and reliance 
on the performance of engagements which con- 
stitute the life and impulse to active business. 
With these views, lam an advocate for the repeal 
of the law; and for the reasons before mentioned, 
and considering the Jateness of the hour, I shall 
not detain the House by going into a more ex- 
tended view of the subject. 

Mr. BOWNE then obtained the floor; but yield- 
ed it for a motion to adjourn to— 

Mr. ANDREWS ef Kentucky, on whose mo- 
tion, 

The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, January 4, 1843. 

The PRESIDENT pro fem. laid before the 
Senate a message from the President of the United 
States, transmitting copies of a correspondence 
which has recently taken place between certain 
agents of the Government of the Haiwaian cr 
Sardwich Islands, and the Secretary of State; 
which, on motion cf Mr. EVANS, was ordered 
to be printed, and referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Also, laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of State, transmitting addi- 
tional information, in compliance with a resolu- 
tion of the Senate, as to the operations of the 
bankrupt act; which was referred to the Judiciary 
Committee, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CALHOUN said ke had been requested to 
present to the Senate a petition from the city of 
Philadelphia, against the. repeal of the bankrupt 
law; which law, the petitioners say, is both consti- 


titional and expedient. Mr. C. said he cheerfully 
complied.with the request to present the petition; 
but, notwithstanding the declaration of the peti- 
tioners ‘as to its expediency and constitutionality, he 
had not changed his opinion that the law was both 
inexpedient and unconstitutional; and he would 
therefore vote for its repeal. i 

Mr. CALHOUN presented a resolution adopted 
by the Legislature of South Carolina, on the sub- 
ject of the fine imposed on Dr. Thomas Cooper, 
deceased, by the courts of Pennsylvania, in the 
year 1800, under the alien and sedition Jaw, for an 
alleged libel on John Adams, then President of the 
United States; and urging thatit ought to be refund- 
ed by Congtess to his heirs, inasmuch as the law 
under which it was imposed was generally admit- 
ted to be unconstitutional. 

Mr. C. also presented other resolutions of the 
Legislature of South Carolina, expressing the 
opinion of that body that the fine imposed during 
the late war with Great Britain, by Judge Hall, on 
General Jackson, tor. an-alleged contempt of judi- 
cial authority, was tyrannical and unjust, and put 
an unmerited stain on the reputation of that dis- 
tinguished citizen; and that it cught to be refunded 
with fell legal interest, not merely as a pecuniary 
indemnity, but as a reparation justly due by the 
whole country for his eminent services, his wounds 
ed character and feelings. 

The resolutions were read, and referred to the 
Juciciary Committee. 

Mr. VAPPAN presented five memorials from 
Columbiana county, Obio, praying for the repeal 
of the bankrupt law: referred to the Judiciary Com- 
miltee. f 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented memorials from 
the city of New York, and Erie county, New York, 
remonsirating against the repeal of the bankrupt 
act. 

Mr. T. tock occasion to express the hope, as this 
subject was before the Judiciary Committee, that 
they would, instead of recommending a repeal of 
the law, propose such amendments as would ree 
move all objections as to iis alleged unconstitution- 
ality and inexpediency. 


Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from a 
number of citizens of Pennsylvania engaged in 
the pilotage of vessels to and from the Delaware 
bay and river, asking Congress to make an appro- 
priation to repair the pier on Reedy island, for the 
protection of commerce: referred to the Committee 
on Comm:rce. 

Also, preseuted a memorial from citizens of the 
Commonwealih of Pennsylvania, asking Congress 
to refund the fine imposed on Gen. Jackson by 
Judge Hall. 


~~ Also, presented a memorial from a number of 


underwriters of Philadelphia, signed by the presi- 
dents of all the insurance companirs, asking Con- 
gress to make an appropriation to clear out the 
snags and other obstructions in the Ohio and Mis« 
sissippi rivers; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

* Mr. MILLER presented a petition from citizens 
of Newark, New Jersey, representivg that they 
are strongly interested in the commerce on the Mis- 
sissippi and Missouri rivers, and recommending the 
passage of a law appropriating money to remove 
obstructions from those rivers: referred to the Come 
mittee on Commerce. 

Also, presented a petition from citizens of the 
States of New York and New Jersey, praying for 
ike establishment of a mail route from Dickerse 
town, via Mount Salem, New Jersey, to Minisink, 
New York; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Messrs. MILLER and DAYTON presented 
memorials against the repeal of the bankrupt law; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary: ; 

Mr. RIVES presented a memorial from Richard 
Pollard, late chargé d’affaires of the United States 
at Chili, praying to be indemnified for certain losses 


‘sustained in consequence of the omission of the 


United States to give him a letter of credit on Lon- 
don, in payment ef his salary, &c.: referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BAYARD presented a memorial from citie 
zens of Delaware, praying that a regulation of the 


Post Office Department, preventing the transmis- 
sion of. newspapers and. documents. on the mail 
routes, unless in the mail, may be repealed: refer- 
red to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads.. 
“Mr. MERRICK presented a like memorial from 
Richard Sands and others, of the city of Annapolis; 
which. was referred to the same committee., ` os 
_ Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Finance, 
reported back to the Senate, without amendment, 
and with a recommendation that they do pass, the 
following bills from the House:. 

The bill- for the relief of Isaac and Thomas 
Winslow; . 

The bill for the relief of Burr & Smith; 

The bill. for the relief of Ferdinand Libert; and 
< The joint resolution authorizing the Secretaty of 
the Treasuiy to settle, on certain terms, the liabili- 
ties of the sureties of Goldon D. Boyd, late re- 
čèiver of public toneys at Columbus, Mississippi. 

Mr. BARROW submitted the following resola- 
tion; which lies on the table one day, under the 
rule, viz: : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy he directed to 

exymmunicats to the Senate the evidence in his possession 


Showing that depredatiéns of a tiost ruindus kind ate being 
daily committed of ‘the navy timber growing on the public 
lands; and that our own people are daily selling to uur Govern 
nent live-oak timber, which they take from the public Jands; 
Gnd also such proof as may be in his possession tending to 


show that any foreign Government has, by contracts with any 
of our Citizens, obtained supplies of live oak; cut from the pub- 
lie land; and, also, inform the Senate what additional grants of 
power and means to the officers of Government are, in his 
opinion, necessary to complete the preservation, for national 
uses, of the live oak timber growing on the public lands in the 
State of Louisiana and the Territory of Fiotida, 

Mr. BENTON rose to call the attention of the 
Aerator from Virginia [Mr. Rives] to an error in 
the printed copy of bis speech; made in secret ses- 
sion last August, when the subject of the treaty 
with Great Britain was under discussion. That 
part of the printed speech to which he called the 
attention of the Senator, was this: “The Senator who 
preduced iv’—that is, the map from Mr. Jeffer- 
son’s collection, now lying on his (Mr. B ?s) desi- 
“could see nothing but the microscopic dotted line 
running cff in a northeasterly direction; but the 
moment other eyes were applied to it, there was 
found, in bold relief, a strong red line, indicating 
toe limits of the United States according to the 
treaty of peace, and coinciding, minutely and 
exactly, with the boundary traced on tne map of 

r. Sparks,” 

The error to which he referred was in the first 
part of this quotatioe——that “the Senator who pro- 
duced it [the map] could see nothing but the mi- 
croscopic dotted line, running off in a northeaster- 
ly direction; bué the moment other eyes were ap- 
plied to it, there was found, in bold relief,” &c, 
The error was in supposing that the Senator (him- 
self) could not, or would not, see the strong red 
line in bold relief, or endeavored to conceal it from 
the Senate, and to make it believe there was no oth- 
er boundary line on the map bat the “microscopic 
dotted line.” Now, what really did take place in 
the Senate on the occasion of his (Mr. B.’s) produ- 
cing this map? When he saw that the Senator 
from Virginia was yet in the act of pressing the 
importance of the map referred to by Mr. Sparks, 
he interrupted the Senator by calling out from 
his seat, “Here is the very samered line on 
Mr. Jefferson's map, for many years in the library 
of Congress; it isthe same in this map.” And, 
‘on comparison, it was found to correspond ex- 
actly. He did not at ali, on that occasion, produce 

‘the dotted line as proof of the boundary intended. 
It was 24 hours afterwards he did that. His ob- 
ject in then interrupting the Senator by the ex- 
clamation be had just mentioned, was to show that 
‘the grand secret on which so much stress was laid 
by him, was no secret at ali. It could be no se- 
‘cret, for Mr. Jefferson’s map had lain in the library 
of Congress, open to every one’s inspection, for 
‘twenty cr thirty years. It would be recollected 
‘that, when he made the announcement, several 
Senators crowded round him to see the “ broad, 
strong red line.” After they had inspected it, the 
‘map was carried round to the opposite side of the 


chamber, and there also examined. There was - 


no more debate that day on the treaty. The mo- 
“ment he had produced this map, it became com- 
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look at it, that there was the~samie broad, strong 
jine on it,-as: on the map found by Mr, Sparks, 
and taken to be Dr. Franklin’s map. As well.as 
he recollected, the inspection of-that.very line oc- 
cupied the remainder of the sifting in secret session 
that day. Whatsurprised him was, that the Sen- 
ator from Virginia could so far mistake the matter 
as to suppose he (Mr. Benton) wished to conceal 
the broad red- line, and only bring forward the 
small dotted line. What he did on the oceasion 
was quite the reverse; he produced this map, and 
pointed to the “broad, strong red line,” to prove 
that the Senator’s great secret was no secret at all; 
and for no other purpose, 


Mr. RIVES said, if the Senator from Mis- 
souri, in the statement which he had just.made, 
desired to convey the idea that he (Mr. R.) had in- 
tended to make the impression that the object of 
the honorable Senator, in exhibiting the dotted 
boundary upof the map which he had produced, 
was toconceal the red liñë from the Senate, be 
was greatly mistaken. He (Mr. KR.) had not 
suspected, or imputed to him any such absurd pur- 
pose; but bis impression was—and he believed that 
impression was univérsal—-that, at the time the 
honcrable Senator prodazed that map, such was 
the prepossession of his mind with regard to the 
spuriousness cf the map which was understood to 
have the sanciion of Dr. Franklin; and that the 
only trog lns was that running ina northeast di- 
rection, as represented dy the dotted line upon 
the map which he produced, that bis attention 
was, in a great measure, confined to the dotted 
line, and his endeavor was to prove the other to 
be spurious. And to show the honorable Senator 
that he (Mr. R.) was not singular in this view, 
he woüld appeal to the whole Senate, and par- 
ticularly to those Senators whe took partin the 
discussicn—especialiv to the Senator from South 
Carolina, [Mr, Cataoon,] (who, he perceived, had 
in his speech, as printed, referred to the same oc- 
cwrence,) whether their impression did not coincide 
with his own, that the map had been produced by 
the Senator from Missouri expressly for the pur- 
pose of contradicting and rebutting the map exhid- 
ited as Dr. Franklin’s map. He never suspected 
the Senator of any design cf concealment, for tke 
affair occurred in the face of the whole Senate. 
His belief was, that the Senator’s mind was so pre- 
possessed wiih the notion that Mr. Sparks’s map 
was spurious, and that the dotied line he pointed out 
was the line recognised, that he fixed upon that 
tne, and disregarded the other. And, in justifica- 
tion of this-impression, he appealed to the Senate, 
individually and collectively, whether it was not 
the universal impression at the time, that the honor- 
able Senator produced his map for the purpose of 
rebutting and falsifying the map communieated by 
Mr. Sparks, The Senator had remarked that Sen- 
ators had coilected around him. This was true; it 
was a scene which would not soon be forgotien by 
any who were eye-witnesses of it. 


He (Mr. Rives) was happy to hear the Senaler 
now admit (for this was the only point of contro- 
versy he at all anticipated as possible) that itis the 
red line which does represent what the constructor 
of the map intended as the boundary of the United 
Sates. He confessed he was surprised when he 
saw the honorable Senaior’s printed speech, and 
observed tae aspect in which the production of the 
French map was there presenied. The honorable 
Senator mu:t pardon him for mentioning, in justi- 
fication of his impression of the transaction, the 
remark which was made at the time—that ihe Sen- 
ator had been caught in bis own trap, and fallen 
into the pit he had laid. The impression of all 
present, so far as he knew or believed, was, that 
the Senator had entirely failed in the particular de- 
sign with which he produced the map from ike 
Herculaneum of Mr. Jefferson’s manuscripts. 


He felt it due to himself to refer to these cireun- 
stances. He was not in the habit of lightiy pia- 
cing before the public representations of what had 
taken p'ace in the Senate chamber; and he endeav- 
ored always to adhere strictly to the history of 
things referred to, precisely as they transpired. 
And, if he had, in this instance, fallen into error, it 
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monly. known to all the Senators who chose to < 


iit 


| was an error which, be had every reason to be~ 


lieve, was common to the whole Senate. : 

. Mre BENTON observed that. there was but one 
point to which he should again refer. The printed 
speech of. the Senator from Virginia says: 


“a map has been vauntingly paraded here, from Mr. Jeffer- 
son’s Collection, in the zeal of opposition, (without taking time 


to see what it was,) to confront and invalidate the map found 
“py Mr. Sparks in the Foreign Office at Paris; but, the moment 


iv is examined, itis found-to sustain, by the most precise and re- 
markable correspondence in every feature, the map communi- 
cated by Mr. Sparks. The Senator who produced it could see 
nothing’—{&c., as before quoted. } g 


The point was, that he (the Senator, Mr. Ben- 
ToN) could got see, or would not see, the broad, 
strong, red line—-aùd consequently concealed from 
the Senate that it existed on the map he brought 
forward—coineiding with. the red line on Doc- 
tor -Franklin’s map; while it was held out 
that he could see, and did see, the little mi- 
croscopic dotted line, and* showed. it. to . the 
Senate; the other line—the broad, strong red Hnes 
being cencealed till ‘other eyes” -were applied to 
the map. This was a question of fact, on which 
he took his stand. He now made the declaration, 
iti the presence of those who were present on the 
occasion alluded to, and who now heard him, that 
the first thing he did, on producing the map, was‘ 
to proclaim the red line; and he did proclaim it 
loudly, too, to prove that Mr. Sparks’s secret was 
ño secret at all. This was the point he made, 
and hë cow!d not and should not be driven from it. 

Mr. CALHOUN said that, having been called 
en to stale his impression, he rose to say, that he 
had not doubted that the object of the Senator, in 
introducing the map referred to, was to rebut the 
ofie which bad been introduced in connexion with 
Dr. Franklin’s note. He had so stated in his 
printed speech on the treaty; and never knew, til} 
this morning, that there was any diversity of opine 
ion on the subject. 

As to the facis which transpired in secret session 
in reference to the subject, he must.say that his 
impression corresponded, on material points, with 
the statements made by the Senator from Vir- 
ginia. f 

Mr. BENTON. I affirm, in the presence of fors 
ty-eight Senators now present, and most of whom 
were present on the occasion alluded to, that I pros 
claimed the red line for the very purpose of rebute 
ting the allegation{that the diseovery of Mr. Sparks 
was a secret; and that I did show, by the produce 
tion of this map, thatit could not bea secret, What 
I now assert ıs, that I was the first human being 
that prociaimed the red line in this map to the Sen- 
ate, and that I called out to the Senator from Vir- 
ginia for the purpose of showing ittohim. I did 
rebut the assertion that it was a secret newly 
brought to ight. I deny that I made any conceal- 
ment of that red line. I deny it in the presence of 
forty-eight Senators, who must know the facts of 
the case. I now again say, in their presence, that I 
did proclaim the red line, and did not wait till 
“other eyes” had discovered it. I say this in the 
presence of forty-eight Senators, who know what 
I say is true. 

Here the subject dropped. 

Mr. MERRICK, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, reported to the Senate 
the following b:lls; which were read, and ordered 
toa second reading, viz: i 

A bill to authorize the Postmaster General to 
make permanent contracts for the transportation 
of tee United States mail on railroads; and 

A bill to prevent the employment of private exe 
presses on mail routes, and for the prevention of 
frauds on the revenues of the Post Office Departe 
ment. 

Mr. M. also gave notice that he would ask 
leave to introduce a bill to regulate the use and 
to correct the abuse of the franking privilege, and 
to regulate the charge for carrying matter through 
the mails. 

Mr. ARCHER gave notice that he would on toe 
morrow ask leave to introduce a bill for the sete 
tlement of claims for French spoliations commit. 
ted prior to 1800. - 

Mr. RIVES submitted the following resolution; 
which lies on the table one day, under the. rule, 
viz: 
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Resolved, That the President of the United States ‘be request- 
ed to communicate to the Senate (if not, in his opinion, incon- 
sistent with the public interest) copies of any correspondence 
between the Government of Great Britain and the- minister of 
the United States at London, on the subject ofthe destruction of 
the steamboat Caroline, which may not have been heretofore 


‘publicly communicated to either House of Congress, 


WAREHOUSING SYSTEM. 


Mr. WRIGHT said that some days ago he pre. 
sented’ a memorial from ‘the Chamber of Com- 
merce of New York city, on the subject of the 
warehousing: system, and proposed to refer it to 
the Committee on Finance; and that motion, at the 
solicitation of ize Senator from Connecticut, and 
by: bis ‘consent, was postponed until Senators might 
have an opportunity to read the memorial, (which 
was ordered to be printed,) and enable them to 
vote understandingly on the question of reference. 
The proposition to resume the subject had been 
delayed, that certain Senators -who were absent 
might return. to their places, and vote on the ques- 
tion. He now moved to take up the memorial, 
with a view to its reference. He wonld merely 
make the motion, for he did not desire to cceupy 
the.attention of the Senate, under the conviction 
of his own mind that the warehousing system, 
however arranged, must be, in the business of Con- 
gress, a financial system, and not one of commercial 
‘regulation. He was confident that, if Senators 
had read the memorial, they would agree with him 
that the memorialists viewed the question as one 
of finance, and which only incidentally affected the 
ecommerce of the country. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON said that the mo‘ion to re- 


- fer this memorial, which was made some days 


RT 


since, was po.tponed, at bis request, wiih a view 
to examihe the memorial in connexion with the 
preporei reference, for the purpose of enabling 

im to see whether there was anything in it that, 
with propriety, might be made a subject of refer- 
ence to the Committee on Finance. ‘The perusal 
by him of the document, so far from changing his 
opinion expressed to the Senate, that the subject 
was primarily and principally one of commercial 
regulation, ard not of finance, had but confirmed 
it. It would be seen that the warchousing system, 
as argued in this memoria!, was one pritcipally 
to increase the trade of the country, !o ben- 
efit the importing in‘erests--lo give to the im- 
porters and the factor the bencfits that, under the 
cash system of duties, they do nol now enjoy—the 
benefits of such a credit system as was afforded by 
means of dock-warrants. He contenced that the 
object of the warehousing system, as was stated 
in the memorial, was to build up the commercial 
maine of the United States. 

Mr. H. spoke at some length upon the subject 
of the English warehousing systems which, though 
it‘was characterized as a liberal one, took care to 


‘garry out one principle-—that of securing a home 


market at the expense of ail other commercial 
countries. He then viewed the system as proposed 
by the memorial, as one to benefit merchants of 
small means, and to counteract the bad effect of 
the present system of cash duties, which gave a 
monopoly in trade to large capitalists. 

Messrs. WRIGHT and KING spoke at some 
length upon the subject, maintaining that the 
warehousing system was one pre-eminently of 
finance-—especially so, as it might have the 
tendency io withbold from the treasury, for the 
present, some portions of the revenae which were 
indispenyably necessary to carry on the operations 
of Government. They argued, that, so far as the 
system went either to increase or diminish the pres- 
ént amount of revenues, it was a question of 
finance; and that it would kave the effect todi- 
minish them, it was very probable. ‘They, therefore, 
thought there could be no dowbtas to the propriety 
of referring the memorial to the Committee cn 
Finance. 

Mr. SIMMONS made some rere 
the reference of the memoviai to the Committee on 
Commerce, 
commercial regulation merely. 

Mr. WRIGHT demanded the yeas and nays en 
the question of reference to the Committee on Fi- 
nance, which were ordered; and the quesiion being 
pul, it was decided in the negative—yeas 17, nays 


On motion of Mr. HUNTINGTON, the memo- 


x 


arks in favor of `i 


believing that it was a question of | 


|| 


rial was then referred to the Committee on Com- 
: mercé. Bias N 
NAVAL NOMINATIONS. . 

Mr. BAYARD gave notice that he would, on 
to-morrow, move the Senate to go into the consider- 
ation of executive business, witha view to make 
disposition of the nayal nominations. 

x Mr. KING prezented a memorial from Thomas 

iS. Easton, stating that he had an admirable inven- 
tion to preventthe explosion of steam-boilers, and 
praying that Congress would ‘authorize some mode 
by which to ascertain which, of all the inventions 
for that object, was the besi: referred to the Com- 
mitice cn Naval Affairs. 


THE OREGON TERRITORY. 

Mr. LINN moved that ‘the Senate proceed to 
the unfinished business of yesterday; which was 
agreed lo. 

The bill providing for the occupation and settle- 
ment of the Territory of Oregon was then taken 
up. 

Toe CHAIR stated that the question pending 
was on concurring wilh the amendments made in 
committee of the whole. 

Mr LINN moved to amend the bill in the 231 
line, by inserting a provision saving to the gran- 
tees of land all claim io it till patented; and prohib- 
iting liens, transfers, &e, (as will be seen in the 
amended bill below.) 

This amendment was adopted. 

Mr. BATES suggested a verbal amendment, 
which Mr. LINN accepted. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN thought the bill might be 
freed from some ground of objection, by striking 
out the THIRD section, which related to the appoint- 
ment of two additional judges for the Terriiory 
of Iowa to attend to the business of the Oregon 
Territory, in which there was, as yet, scarcely any 
population. It would bz time enough hereafter, 
when seitlers were numerous enough to require it, 
to legislate for the occasion. ' 

Mr. LINN expla ned that in 1839 memorials 
from Massachusetts showed that 3,000 emigrants 
from that place would probably proceed to the 
Oregon Territory, if assured tbat they would there 
enjoy the protection of the laws of the Uniied 
Siates. But they would not go, unless this assurance 
was given. He would suggest that, for the present, 
probably one judge would be enough to provide 
for. It should also be recollected that it was dis- 
cretionary with the President to make the appoint- 
ment, which he would not do till called for. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN was satisfied thal one judge 
should be allowed. 

The amendment was so made. 

Mr. TAPPAN objected to- the indefinite power 
given tothe President to make military posts from 
Arkansas and Missouri to the mouth of the Colum: 
bia river. . 

This point was discussed by Messrs. LINN, 
TAPPAN, and BENTON; and, at the suggestion 
of the latter, an amendment was adopted, limiting 
ibe military posts to stockades and block-houses, 
not exceeding five in number. 

Mr. TAPPAN made another objection; but it 
was removed by an explanation from Mr. FUL- 
TON, poiating out a provision in the dill oa the 
subject. 

The amendments were all concurred in; and ihe 
bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
as amended, as follows: 


A bill to authorize the adoption of measures for the occupation 
and settlement of the Territory of Oregon, for extending cer- 
tain portions of the laws of the United States over the samo, 
and for other purposes. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representa. 
tives of the United Slates af America inCongress assembled, 
That the President ofthe United Statesis hereby authorized and 
required to cause to be erected, at suitable places and distances, 


a ime of stockade and blockhouse forts, not exceeding fivein . 


number, from some point on the Missouri and Arkansas riv- 
ers into the best pass for entering the vailey of the Oregon; 
, also, at or near the mouth of the Columbia river. ~ 
‘hat provision hereafter shall be made by law to secure 
aad grant six hundred and forty acres, or one section of land, 
to every white male inhabitant of the Territory of Oregon, of 
the age of eighteen years and upward, who shall cultivate and 
ugg the same for five consecutive years; or to his heir or heirs- 
at-law, if such there be, in case of his decease. And toevery 
such inhabitant or cultivator (being a married man) there shail 
be granted, in addition, one hundred and sixty. acres to the wife 
of said husband, and the like quantity of one hundred and six- 
ty acres to the father for each child under the age of eighteen 
yéars he may have, or which may be born within the five years 
aforesaid. i 


That no sale, alienation, or contract of any kind, shall be 
valid, ofsuch lands, before the patent is issued therefor; nor 
shall the same be liableto be taken in execution, or bound by 
any judgment, mortgage, or lien, ofany kind, before the patent 
is so issued; and all pretended alienations or contracts for 
alienating such lands, made before the issuing of the patents, 
shall be nulland void against the settler himself, his wife, or 
widow, or against his heirs-at-law, or against purchasers, after 
the issuing of the patent. — - 

That the President is hereby authorized and required to ap- 
point two additional Indian agents, with a salary of two thou- 
sand dollars each, whose duty it shall be (under his direction 
and control) to superintend the interests of the United Btates 
with any orevery Indian tribe west of any agency now estab- 
lished by law. : 

That the sum of one hundred thousand dollara be appropria- 
ted, out of any money in the treasury not otherwise appropria- 
ted, to carry into effect the provisions of this act. aa 

Sec. 2. And be vt further enacted, That the civil and erimi- 
nal jurisdiction of thesupreme court and district courts of the 
Territory of lowa, be, and the same is hereby, extended over 
that part of the Indian territories lying west of the present lim- 
its ef the said Territory of Iowa, and south ofthe forty-ninth 
degree of north latitude, and west of the Rocky mountains, 
and north of the boundary line between the United States 
and the Republic of Texas, not included within the limits 
of any State; and also, over the Indian territories comprising 
the Rocky mountains and the country between them and the 
Pacific ocean, southof fifty-four degrees and forty minutes of 
north latitude, and norih of the forty-second degree of north 
latitude; and justices. of the peace may be appointed for. the 
said territory, in the same manner and with the same powers 
as now provided by law in relation to the Territory of Iowa: 
Provided, That any subject of the Government of Great Brig- 
ain, who shall have been atrested under the provisions of this 
act for any crime allezed to have been committed within the 
territory westward of the Stony or Rocky mountains, while the 
same remains free and open to the vessels, citizens, and subjects 
of the United States and of Great Britain, pursuant to stipula- 
tions between the two powers, shall be delivered up, on proof 
of his being such British subject, to the nearest or most còne 
venient authorities having cognizance of such offence by the 
laws of Great Britain, for the purpose of being prosecuted and 
tried according to such Jaws, 

Suc. 3. Andbe it further enacted, That one associate judge 
of the supreme court ofthe Territory of Iowa, in addition to 
the number now authorized by law, may, in the discretion of 
the President; be appointed, to hold his office by the same tenure 
and for the same time, receive the same compensation, and 
possess all the powers and authority conferred by law, upon 
the associate judges of the said Territory; and one judicial ‘dis- 
trict shall be organized by the said supreme court, in addition 
to the existing number, in reference to the jurisdiction con- 
ferred by this act; and a district court shall be held in. the 
said district. by the judge of the supreme court,’ at such times 
and places ‘as the said conrt shall direct; and the said district 
court sball possess all the powers and authority vested in the 
present district courts of the said Territory, and may, in like 
manner, appoint its own clerk. 

Sec. 4, And be it further enacted, That any justice of the 
peace, appointed in and for the territories described in the sec- 
ond section of this act, shall have power to cause ail offenders 
against the laws of the United States to be arrested by such per- 
sons as they shall appoint for that purpose, and to commit 
such offenders to safe custody for trial, in the same cases and 
in the manner provided by Jaw in relation to the Territory of 
Iowa; and to cause the offenders so committed to be conveyed 
tothe place appointed for the holding of a district court for the 
said Territory of Iowa, nearest and most convenient to the place 
of such commitment, thereto be detained for trial, by such 
persons as shall be authorized for that purpose by any judge 
of the supreme court, or any justice of the peace of the said 
Territory; or where such offenders are British subjects, to cause 
them to be delivered to the nearest or most convenient British 
authorities, as hereinbefore provided; and the expenses of such 
commitment, removal, and detention, shall be paidin the same 
manner as providedy law in respect to the fees of the marshal 
of-the said Territory. 

Senate bill No. 31, settling the value of foreign 
coins of gold and silver circulating in the United 
States, was taken up as in committee of the whole, 
and read. 

Mr. BENTON made a few remarks in oppesi- 
tion to any action being taken on this bill at the 
present session. He was but imperfectly heard in 
the reporier’s gallery, but was understood to te 
opposed to the bill altogether. He read from 
Childs & Co.’s Price Current, Philadelphia, the fol- 
lowing comment on this identical bill, which was 
reported to the Senate at the last session: 


NEW GOLD AND SILVER BILL: 

A bill of incalculable importance to the currency of the Uni- 
ted States has been reported by the Senate Finance Committee; 
providing— 

Sec. 1. Gold, of British coinage, of 915}-1000ths fineness, 
[22 carats,] shall be a legal tender at 94 6-l0ths cis. per dwt.; 
French, of 899-1000ths fineness, [21 carats 2 4.10the gra.,} at 
92 9-10ths cts. per dwt. 

Sec. 2. Spanish pillar dollars, and dollars of Mexico, Peru, 
and Bolivia, of 897-1000ths. fineness and 415 gre, weight, shall 
be received at 100 cents; and five-franc pieces of France at 93 
cents. 

Sec. 3 provides for assays at the mint. 

Sec. 4 repeals all former acts making foreign coins current. 

By the act of 1834, foreizn gold coins are received at— 

English, Brazilian, and Portuguese, 22 carats fine, 94 8 l0 cis, 

French, 21 car. 2 4-J0ihs grains, fine. 93 1-10 cis. 

Spanish, Mexican, and Colombian, 20 carats, 1 7-16th graina, 
fine, 89 9 10 cts. 

Other gold coins are received atthe mint assay, and silver 
coins generally by tale. 

We have included in. brackets the carat for comparison, 
though it is found at the United States mint that English coin 
yields but 9154 pure gold in 1,000 parts, instead of 916$, the 
legal standard of 22 carats. 

Before the act of 1834, gold, because of its reduced value 
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here, soughta foreign market; and scarcely a ‘single coin: was 
seen in eur currency. Since that time, it has constantly form- 
eda partof our circulating medium, without driving silver 
away. This proves that they are equalized in intrinsic value 
by that standard. 

. The effect of the remodelled standard isappatent. It banishes 
utterly all but French and British gold, and renders them less 
current, by reducing their value. American eagles and shares 
form but a small proportion of the gold circulation, and are 
quite inadequate to this end. Gold must, therefore, be excluded 
from its place, as silver is too cumbrous for the offices of gold 
denominations. ~ 

But this bill looks farther, and excludes foreign silver; for it 
admits only dollars and five-franc pieces, diminishing the value 
of Spanish dollars. K 

The English and French gold coinage always falls below the 
lawful standards—by design, it is said, at. their mints; and itis 
found that the valuation of 1834 does not admit of recoinage 
here, without loss. There is good reason, then, for equal- 
izing according to fineness; but we object to any attempt at ex- 
clusion. 

. The whole object of the bill, if we judge by the effect, is to 
diminish the specie of the country; for our own coinage, with a 
constant foreign drain, or without it, is yet insufficient for our 
wants. The deficiency must be supplied with paper-money. 
The wisdom of experience counsels no such change; and we 
leave it to her lessons to plead, rampet-tongued, against any 
measure designed to increase promises without fulfilment. 


‘Mr. B. desired, if it was the intention of the 


chairman of the Finance Commitiee to press. the 


bill through at this session, to have some. ‘time to 
examine the subject. 

. Mr. EVANS bad no objection to accommodate 
the Senator from Missouri by a postponement of 
the subject for the present, but would certainly call 
up the bill at an early day, as he understood from 
the directors of the mints that it was necessary the 
bill should be passed, in order to place foreign gold 
and silver coins at a fair relative value with our 
own. He menticned several communications he 
had had on the subject, pointing out the necessity 
of this measure. He also alluded to the concur- 
rent opinions of Mr. Gallatin end Mr. Appleton, 
in pamphlets published by them on the subject of 
the curreacy, both io favor of this measure. 


"Mr. BENTON pointed out the effect it would 
have of driving out foreign specie, and encoura- 
ging, as a substitute, paper promises to pay. He 
asked but a day’s delay, to produce evidence 
which he intended to bring forward on the’ sub- 
ject. 

- Mr. EVANS said the bill might be laid over for 
one week. 

Mr. BENTON observed that he would be ready 
to-morrow morning to produce the evidence he al- 
luded to. . 

The bill was then laid on the table for the pres- 
ent. 


WAREHOUSING SYSTEM AGAIN. 


Mr. WOODBURY remarked that he wished to 
make a motion. The Jatter portion of the annual 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury relates to 
the warehousing system, to which were appended 
several documents on that subject, and, among 
them, was the very identical memorial which bad 
been a few moments ago referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. He believed that all that portion 
of the report of the Secretary (including this docu- 
ment) was referred to the Committee on Finance, 
as a financial questiou purely. But now, as the 
Senate had deliberately decided that it was nota 
question of finance, it would be necessary to dis- 
charge the Finance Commitee from the further 
consideration cf the subject, and to commit it to the 
Committee on Commerce. He made that motion. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON was not aware that the 
report of the Secretary on the subject had been 
referred to the Finance Committee. He wished 
the general subject to go to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

The Commitice on Finance was accordingly dise 
charged from the subject, and it was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, 

The bill for the relief of Benjamin Murphy was 
then considered as in committee of the whole, re- 
ported to the Senate, and ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading. 

On motion of Mr. WHITE, 

: The Senate then adjourned. 


“ HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
“Wupnespay, January 4, 1843. 


Mr. BEESON presented the petition and docu- 
ments of Mrs. Drusilla Gieseg, widow of Valen- 
tine Gieseg, late superintendent of thé Cumberland 
road, praying to be refunded the amount of a judg- 
ment recovered in the court of Fayette. county, 
Pennsylvania, agginst the estate of the said super- 
intendent, for work done on the Cumberland road: 
referred to the Committee of Clainss. i 

Mr. DODGE of Wisconsin presented a petition, 
numerously signed by inhabitants of the town 
of Milwaukie, in the Territory of Wisconsin, ask- 
ing Congress for an appropriation for a harbor at 
that town. 

Also, a petition from citizens of Brown 
county, in the Territory of Wisconsin, asking 
Congress for an appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the navigation cf the Fox and Wisconsin 
rivers. 

ARMY APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. FILLMORE, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported a bill, making appropriations 
for the support of the army and military academy, 
and for armories snd arsenals, for the half calen- 
dar year ending 30th June, 1843, and for the fiscal 
year, commencing Ist July, 1843, and ending 30h 
June, 1844. The bill was read twice, and com- 
mitted to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 


COMPENSATION OF DECEASED MEM- 
BERS. 


Mr. J, T. MASON submitted a resolution, direct- 
ing the Sergeant-at-arms to pay the widow of the 
Hon. J. W. Williams, deceased, his mileage and 
per diem to the 21 day.of January, 1843, being 
the day of election of his successor. [Cries of 
“no, no, no.”] There could be no question that the 
executors of the deceased member were entitled 
to his mileage, and a portion of his per diem, as 
he was on his way to the seat of Government. 

After some conversation with, and suggestions 
from, various members, Mr. MASON modified his 
resolution, so as to direct the Committee on Ac- 
counts to inquire into the expediency of making 
sach payment. 


Mr. L. W. ANDREWS objected to the recep- 
tion of the resolution. 

Mr. HALSTED also objected. 

Mr. J. T. MASON moved a suspension of the 
rules, for the purpose of receiving his resolution; 
which was agreed to, and the resolution was re- 
ceived. 

Mr. HALSTED moved to amend the resolu- 
tion, by substituting “the day of his death” for the 
“2d day of January,” as the limit of the period for 
which the deceased member’s per diem should be 

aid. 

. The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STANLY said he did not see why the widow 
or executors of the late Hon. Richard W. Haber- 
shim, deceased, should not have the same benefit, 
and therefore he moved the insertion of the name 
of Mr. Habersham. 

Mr. J. T. MASON accepted the amendment. 

Mr. BIDLACK said the resolution, as modified 
so as to pay the deceased members’ mileage and per 
diem to the day of their death, corresponded with 
the precedent in the case of his late colleague, the 
Hon. Mr. Dimock. 

Mr. J. T. MASON, under those circumstances, 
again modified his resolation, so as to direct the 
Committee on Accounts to allow to the widows of 
the honorable J. W. Williams and the honorable 
Richard W. Habersham, deceased, late members 
of this House, the usual mileage. — 

After a few words from Mr. BLACK, Mr, 
BRIGGS, and Mr. UNDERWOOD, 

Mr. WISE inquired if either of the deceased 
members had started to the seat of Governmen!? 

Mr. J.T. MASON. Yes; Mr. Williams had. 

Mr. WISE. And how far had be travelled? 


From three to five miles.: There was not. a parti- 
cle of service. He (Mr. W.) never had, and Never 
would, vote for such a resolution. oe see 

Mr. UNDERWOOD asked if there was any 
precedent for taking this money away from the ad- 
ministrators, and giving it to the widows? He saw 
one encroachment after another in this House, on 
principle; and he saw one allowance after another, 
which the law did net sanction. This was part of 
the system of making donations tothe families of in- 
dividual-,which had been introduced into this House. 
Now, if they intended to pay their debts, according 
tò law, to those individuals who started from home, 
they would pay the mileage and per diem as long 
as the member lived, and for tbat he would vote; 
but he would not vote for the allowance which: the 
law did not sanction. : f 


Mr. SAMSON MASON submitted an amend- 
ment, so as to direct the Committee on Accounts 
to inquire into the expediency of allowing this pay- 
ment. He said the House had no information on 
the subject; but he understood that Mr. Habersham 
had not even left his residence in Georgia at the 
time of his death; and, therefore, the resolution, in 
its original terms, was improper. It directed the 
Sergeant-at-arms to pay the usual travelling ex- 
penses and per diem; but what were the usual trave 
elling fees paid to a member of this House before 
he left his residence at all? He was opposed to 
the adoption of this resolution as a peremptory 
order to the Committee on Accounts to audit the 
accounts for the deceased members; but he was 
willing that it should go as a resolution direct- 
ing an inquiry into the expediency of paying the. - 
mileage and per diem in such cases; and he moved | 
to amend the resolution accordingly. 

The amendment was concurred in; and the reso- 
lution, as amended, was adopted. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


The SPEAKER called the committees for res 
ports, and the following were presented: 

Mr. BURKE, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of Charles Waldron; 
which was read twice, and committed to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. , ; 

He also reported, from the same committse, 
against the petition of Joseph H. Waring. 

Mr. COWEN, from the same committee; rè- . 
ported a resolution to discharge the Committee’ of 
Claims from the further consideration of the case 
of George C. Johnston, and that it be referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. The resolution 
was agreed to, 

Mr. PENDLETON, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, reported a bill to establish two ad- 
ditional military posts; which was read twice, and. 
committed to. the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. [This bill was understood 
to refer to military posts on the Columbia river. 

On the motion of Mr. STANLY, 5,000. extra 
copies of the report accompanying that bill were 
ordered to be printed. ; 

Mr. A. H. H. STUART, from the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of 
John Randolph Clay, late secretary of the Ameri- 
can legation at the court of Vienna; which was 
read twice, and committed to the Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. MATHIOT, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of 
Jacob. White; which was read twice, and com- 
mitted, 


GENERAL JACKSON'S FINE. . 


Mr. BOWNE again submitted the resolution 
ox this subject, which he offered yesterday, as pub- 
lished in the Globe Congressional reports, 

Mr. WARREN inquired if there was not al- 
ready a bill on the same subject before the House? 

The SPEAKER said he had not read the bill, 
and was. not, iherefore, prepared to say what 


brie of difference there were between the two 
ills. i 
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Mr. ‘BARNARD objected to this mode of 
bringing bills before the House. : 

Mr, ARNOLD presumed the principal motive 
with gentlemen who brought forward bills and res- 
olutions on this subject, was, that they might 
make an harangue in favor of the Old Hero. He 
would, therefore, move to refer the resolution to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state-of the 
Union, where there was already a bill pendieg on 
this very subject. 

Mr.-BOWNE did not wish, on this question, to 

trust himself at all in making an answer to charges 
like those which had emanated from the member 
from Tennessee, [Mr. Arwotp,] farther than to 
say, that gentlemen who-were the most ready to 
impute motives of this description to others, are 
most apt to entertain them themselyes. The mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Tennessee would most 
certainly be liable to the objections of his colleague, 
(Mr. Barnarn;] for it would not be taking the or- 
dinary incipient steps of legislation. His resolu- 
tion, bowever, did not conflict with the usual 
course of legislation. It proposed to instruct the 
Committee on the Judiciary to bring in a bill on 
Thursday next; and when that bill came in, it 
would, of course, take the ordinary channel of le- 
gislation. His colleague was mistaken in sup- 
posing there was no precedent for the resolution he 
offered. His recollection informed him that at the 
last session there was a resolution passed, instruct- 
ing the Judiciary Committee to report a given bill, 
(the bill to repeal the bankrupt act;) in consequence 
of. which, that committee did report the bill; and it 
was in this way brovght summarily before the 
House. His only desire (Mr. B. said) was to 
have this bill—which he deemed the best one— 
brought at once before the House, so that there 
might bea chance of acting on it at the present 
session. It must be remembered that more than 
one-third of the session was already gone; and 
therefore, if they expected to pass a bill on this 
Subject at the present session, it must be brought 
speedily before the House. 
_ (Mr. Cusnine here handed to Mr. B. the case 
in point, to which he alluded—bsing the resolution 
referring the petition of inhabitants of the coun- 
ty of Otsego, New York, to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, instructing said committee to report, in- 
lanter, a bill to repeal the act establishing a uni- 
form system of bankruptcy.] 

“Mr. B., having read the resolution, said that the 
difference between it and the one he offered was, 
that the first directed the committee to report a 
given bill, instanter; while his directed the commit- 
tee to report the bill accompanying it on the next 
day. He acted, therefore, in accordance with 
precedent, as well as parliamentary law. He 
would say to his colleague that his party had mis- 
taken his ground in opposing this bill. The peo- 
ple had spoken on the subject; the President had 
recommended it to the favorable consideration of 
Congress; and the public press of both political 
parties had loudly called for action on it. His res- 
olution could do no harm; and it would require no 
great length of time, and no great labor trom the 
Judiciary Committee, to obey its instructions. Let 
uz, then, (said Mr. B.) have this bill at once 
before us, so that we may act on it before the ses- 
sion closes. 

Mr. EVERETT could not see what object the 
gentleman from New York had in view. A bill 
on this subject had already been referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and was now before 
the Committee of the Whole House; so that if the 
gentleman should attain his object, the bill he now 
sought to introduce would take its place on the 
calendar after the one already on it. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL explained that the bill 
reported at the last session was referred anew to 
the committee at this. 

Mr. EVERETT said he spoke of what was on 
the calendar. The gentleman, if he goi a bill re- 
ported now, must have it tocome in after the one 
already on the calendar. 

Mr. BARNARD said that, after this explanation 
of the gentleman from Vermont, he woald move to 
lay the who:e subject on the table. 

Mr. BOWNE asked his colleague to withdraw 
his motion fora moment, in order that he might 
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make an explanation, promising to renew the mo- | 
tion. The motion being withdrawn, Mr. B. said 
there was, it was true, a bill before the House at 
the last session, and was now on the calendar of 
the Committee of the Whole. But the subject at 
this session had been referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary; and should they reach the bill on 
the calendar, it would be urged as an excuse for 
delay that the Committee on the Judiciary had not 
reported. Assuredly, Mr. B. said, such an excuse 
woud be made. Mr. B. then, according to his 
promise, moved to “lay the resolution on the table, 
and called for. the yeas and nays, which were or- 
dered. 

On taking the question, it resulted in yeas 91, 
nays 107, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Sherlock J. Andrews, Arnold, Ay- 
crigg, Babcock, Baker, Barnard, Birdseye, Blair, Boardman, 
Botts, Briggs, Bronson, Jeremiah Brown, Burnell, Calhoun, 
Chiids, Chittenden, James Cooper, Cowen, Cranston, Cravens, 
Garrett Davis, Deberry, John Edwards, Everett, Fessenden, 
Fillmore, A. Lawrence Foster, Gates, Giddings, Patrick G. 
Goode, Granger, Green, Halsted, Henry, Howard, Hudson, 
Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, James Irvin, James, I. D. Jones, 
King, Lane, Lion, McKennan, Samson Mason, Mattocks, Max- 
well, Maynard, Mitchell, Morgan, Morris, Osborne, Pendle- 
ton, Powell, Ramsey, Benjamin Randall, Alexander Randall, 
Randolph, Rayner, Ridgway, Rodney, William Russell, James 
M. Russell, Saltonstall, Slade, Truman Smith, Stanly, Stoke- 
ly, Stratton, Alexander H. H. Stuart, Summers, Richard W. 
Thompson, Tillinghast, Toland, Tomlinson, Trumbull, Under- 
wood, Warren, Washington, Edward D. White, Joseph L. 
White, Thomas W. Williams, Joseph L. Williams, Winthrop, 
Yorke, Augustus Young, and John Young—91. 

NAYS—Messrs. Landat W. Andrews, Arrington, Beeson, 
Bidlack, Black, Bowne, Brewster, Aaron V. Brown, Malton 
Burke, William Butler, William O. 
Butler, Green W. Caldwell, John Campbell, William B, 
Campbell, Thomas J. Campbell, Caruthers, Cary, Casey, 
Chapman, Clifford, Clinton, Coles, Mark A. Cooper, Cross, 
Cushing, Daniel, Richard D. Davis, Doan, Doig, John C. Ed- 
wards, Ferris, John G. Floyd, Charles A. Floyd, Fornance, 
Gerry, Gilmer, Goggin, Gordon, Graham, Harris, [astings, 
‘Hays, Hopkins, Houck, Houston, Hunter, Charles J. Inger- 
soll, Wiliam W. Irwin, Jack, William Cost Johnson, Cave 
Johnson, Keim, Andrew Kennedy, Littlefield, Lowell, Abra- 
ham McClellan, Robert McClellan, McKay, McKeon, Mar- 
chand, Alfred Marshall, John Thomson Mason, Mathews, Me- 
dill, Meriwether, Miller, Moore, Newhard, Oliver, Owsley, 
Parmenter, Patridge, {Payne, Pickens, Plumer, Proffit, Read, 
Reding, Rencher, Reynolds, Riggs, Rogers, Roosevelt, San- 
ford, Saunders, Shaw, Shepperd, Shields, Steenrod, John T. 


Stuart, Sweney, John B. Thompson, Triplett, Trotti, Tur- 
ney, Van Buren, Wallace, Watterson, Weller, Westbrook, 
Christopher H. Williams, Wise, and Wood—167, 

Mr. BARNARD then offered the following 
amendment: G 


To report to the Ifouse, with all convenient despatch, the 
principal and material facts in relation to the fine imposed on 
General Jackson at New Orleans by Judge Hall, and the opin- 
ion of said committee upon the material questions of law in- 
volved in the imposition of such fine, and the acts leading 
thereto, 


Mr. BOWNE remarked, that, should the course 
proposed by his colleague be adopted, the matter 
would stand just where it did now. A report had 
already been made, accompanying the bill which 
was reported. 

Mr. MERIWETHER said he should vote 
against the resolution of the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. Bowns.] The gentleman said that the 
people had called aloud for a remission of the fine 
on General Jackson. True, he admitted that fact; 
but the call was got up by interested politicians, 
He (Mr. M.) wished something to be done at the 
present Congress, It was many years ago when 
the fine was imposed. During the long period 
which had elapsed, the Democratic party had often 
had a majority in Congress, and made no effort to 
have the fine refunded. Now, he wished to help 
to do that which they had been too modest to bring 
about. They would have a majority in the next 
Congress; and as he presumed they would be again 
too modest, there was a greater necessity for hav- 
ing the fine returned by the present. For himself, 
be was willing to return the fine, with interest; not 
because General Jackson ought to have it—not be. 
cause the imprisonment of Judge Hall was righ!— 
but because he believed the motives of General 
Jackson to be pure. He wished to do that which 
the friends of the General would not themselves do 
for their chief. He wished the committee to report 
the facts, and to show that censure of Judge Hall 
was not implied. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD next obtained the floor, 
He commenced by referring to a pamphlet which 
had been recently Jaid upon the tables of the mem- 
bers, which was a republication of certain essays 
in the Louisville Journal on the subject of the 
fine, martial law, &c. He had recently heard that 


the Nashville Union contained a publication from 
General Jackson, in which the General gave the 
lie direct to the statement contained in the 
pamphlet to which he referred. Now, he (Mr. U.) 
knew something of the author of this pamphlet; 
and he was aman of talent, and of the strictest 
veracity. He had also seen the statement of 
Louallier, and had read it over and over again. 
When he was on the stump in 1828, the fine, the 
imprisonment of Judge Hall, and all the facts con- 
nected therewith, were made the subject of daily 
discussion. The statements contained in the 
pamphlet to which he referred were then corrobo- 
rated by General Jackson’s friends. Now, if the 
fine was to be returned, he wished to see the facts 
reported upon by acommittee of the House. If 
he voted against refunding the fine, it would 
be for the purpose of showing his condemn- 
ation of martial law; setting an example to all 
military men that no such thing as martial law 
was ever to be proclaimed [A veice: “Except in 
Rhode Isiand”] in this country. ` 

Mr. GWIN then obtained the floor; but 

The SPEAKER announced the expiration of 
the morning hour. 

Mr. BIDLACK presented a petition from Au- 
burn, Pa., praying for the repeal of the bankrupt 
law. i 


THE BANKRUPT LAW. 


Mr. EVERETT called up the orders of the 
day—the bill to repeal the bankrupt law. 

Mr. BOWWE, who held the floor, said that 
when he obtained the floor on yesterday, it was 
more witha view to end the debate than for 
any other object. He was satisfied, however, that 
the motion which he intended to have made would, 
if now. submitted, not be sustained by the House, 
He therefore, on this occasion, rose to make an ap- 
peal to the House; to address its sober judgment 
on the propriety—nay, the necessity—of bringing to 
a termination this debate, in order that it might 
proceed to the important measures which had 
been brought before it. He had supposed that 
the subject did not need much discussion; that 
the bankrupt law was already sufficiently under- 
stood by the Representatives and the people; and 
that the House was prepared for action, and for 
carrying out the known will of its.constituents. 
He felt confirmed and justified in this view, from 
the fact that, at the last session, when the people 
had not spoken so emphatically as now—when 
their thunders had not rolled over the country, de- 
claring to their Representatives, in a manner not 
to be mistaken, that the law must be repealed, 
then, with hot haste, and by a strong vote, the law 
was repealed, so far as the legislation of this House 
could go. Having given this vote, the members 
returned to their constituents, where the will of the 
people was conveyed to them through many chan- 
nels, Yet, with such facts before them, what did 
they witness? The bankrupt law under discussion; 
and not only its repeal delayed, but the public 
business deferred, and a debate going on upon 
everything else except the bankruptlaw! What 
would an intelligent man from abroad—-what would 
the constituents of Representatives sitting here say, 
were they to step in and hear such a debate as had 
taken place, when they understood that the subject 
before the House was the repeal of the bankrupt 
law? He felt humbled and mortified at the course 
which had been pursued. Not only had the 
rules appointed for the governance of the House 
been violated, without any call to order from the 
Speaker or any one else;. but the very courtesies 
of life had been violated and set aside. He did 
not desire to speak censoriously, or to judge 
harshly; and he would on no account, intentionally 
wound the feelings of any member; but he would 
ask, is it becoming the character of an American 
Congress, the representatives of an enlightened 
and free people, to utter—nay, to listen to the 
language which they had heard in relation to the 
Chief Magistrate of the nation? Why, the fish- 
women, and the inmates of Five Points establish- 
ments, would in vain endeavor to find in their 
vocabulary such terms as bad been here poored 
out upon the President. Was nothing due to his 
station? Was there no respect left for the highest 
officer of the Government—for the highest officer, 
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in fact, in the world? “Were any other man be- 
side John Tyler, no matter how offensive politi- 
cally to him, holding that station, he (Mr. B.) 
would not venture to indulge in such language as 
he had. heard. Nay, what convinced him the 
more, was the fact, that, however members might 
speak on the floor, in the heat and impulse of the 
moment, yet, when reported accurately in the public 
prints, they were ashamed of their declarations, 
and could hardly bear to be told that they had 
used such language. : 

` Fe did’ not rise to become the eulogist of the 
President. This was neither the time nor the oc- 
casion for such a thing; other matters were under 
consideration. He had adverted to the subject for 
the purpose of calling attention to the importance 
of gentlemen confining themseives to the rules, and 
of proceeding to the business of the people. 

But he would proceed further. The President 
had not only been called a low. wretch, an un- 
principled creature, a base man, together with 
other ignominous epithets; but we were told—and 
he also had it from some of his (Mr. B.’s) political 
friends on this floor—that the Administration of 
John Tyler was such that no Democrat could ac- 
cept an office under it. Some of the leading or- 
gans of the Democratic party held the same lan- 
guage; and, strange to say, in juætaposilion toa 
paragraph declaring that no Democrat could hold 
office under John Tyler, would be found another, 
declaring that the party could not support his Ad- 
ministration because it was surrounded by such 
men as Daniel Webster and John C. Spencer! 
What would these organs have the President to do? 
Dismiss his cabinet? Who would fill their places? 
According to the doctrine held out, no Democrat 
could hold office under him at all; and the Presi- 
dent would, therefore, find himself in a strange 
predicament. 


He (Mr. B.) yielded to none in his attachment 
to the principles of his party; yet, if attach- 
ment or non-allachment to men was necessary 
to secure the esteem of his fellows, he feared 
he should be thrown overboard. Whilst this 
was apparently a discussion as to whether the 
bankrupt law should be repealed, it was in 
reality a discussion as to who should be Presi- 
dent. What, he asked, did the people care 
who was the President? What did the masses 
care about the man at the head of affairs, so that 
the Government was well administered? 

Gentlemen on the Whig side were desirous of 
prostratiog the Administration at all hazards. 
They contended that the President had violated his 
faith and pledges. No matter what might be its 
principles, these gentlemen thought the Adminis- 
tration was to be prostrated. They declared to 
the Democratic party that they must avow their 
adherence or opposition to the Administration— 
that silence would be construed into supper. This 
appeal brought no fear upon him. Whilst he beld 
the same doctrines he had always professed, he 
should, upon all octasions when measures were 
presented to him in the capacity of a Representa- 
tive of the people, that conformed to the princi- 
ples of the Democratic party, not be found want- 
ing in his support of this Administration. It would 
make no difference in his course, even if the tenant 
of Ashland were seated in the Presidential chair, 
Should the measures of that statesman accord with 
his notions of political economy, he would as scon 
support them as if they emanated from any of the 
chiefs of his own party—-Marun Van Bwen, or 
any one else. But the party had been told that 
it could not rally around the Administration, be~- 
cause Daniel Webster was there—the great sum- 
bling-block. He was amazed at these deciara- 
tions. For himself, bad as he considered Daniel 
Webster, if Mr. W. would renouuce the errors of 
his .ways, and come iato the Democratic party, he 
would be for receiving him into its folds, as thou- 
sands of others who had left the old Federal party 
before. [Laughter.] 

Bad doctrine, say gentlemen. It was his dcectrine; 
and he, for one, was not disposed to deny it; and 
the Democratic party, with which he acted, had 
reason to be proud of it. Ay, to be proud of it. 
{Laughter.] When great distinguished old Feder- 
alistz—-men noted for their intelligence, and with 


talents of a high order—renounced the error of 
their ways, and joined the Democratic party, for 
what reason should it be said that the doors are 
closed, and there is no admittance for yo.? He 
feared, if that rule had been applied always, he 
should have been able to point out gentlemen on 
that floor who might have been debarred entrance, 
and. might not have occupied the places in 
the Democratic party which they now hold. He 
might, perhaps, have a little more feeling on this 
subject than some other gentlemen, for he was 
brought up a Federalist [{laughter,]. of the old 
school, [renewed laughter,] by a father who, 
though not an active politician, was too honest to 
disown the name; and he owned it to this day, and 
despised’ the shifting and changing of names which 
had been so often resorted to. He (Mr. B.) did 
not, until he was 24 years of age, enter the politi- 
cal arena at all; but when he did, and when he 
examined the.question for himself, he espoused the 
Democratic cause. He repeated, however, that he 
was educated a Federalist; and if this stern, in- 
flexible course had been adopted, he and others on 
that floor might have been shut out—entirely shut 
out. [Laughter.] 

And if he were once satisfied that Daniel Web- 
ster had changed his political creed, and was at 
heart a Democrat, he, for one, would be as willing 
to receive him, as to receive any other of those dis- 
tinguished members of that party who had left it 
before. {Laughter.] His (Mr. Bowwr’s) friends 
said they could not take him. He had only to say 
that he spoke for himself. He spoke plainly his 
own individual feelings; and neither before the 
country, nor elsewhere, did he wish to have his 
party responsible for his views on this question. 
He did not know (nor did he care) what evidence 
Mr. Webster had given of his conversion to De- 
mocracy. He did not know that Mr. Webster had 
given any. He did not know that Mr. Webster 
desired or wished to belong to the Democratic 
party; but he made the remark in answer to the 
allegation of a gentleman yesterday, who thought 
there was an insuperable barrier between that party 
and the Administration and its measures. Now, 
so far as the measures of the Administration were 
conceraed, there were those of which he approved, 
and had supported; and, as they came up, he should 
aet as his judgment dictated. 

But while he was attempting to reprove the 
course which gentlemen had taken in this debate, he 
hadalmost unconsciously fallen into thatcourse him- 
self, [Laughter.] He bad only intended to call the 
attention of the House to the strange nature 
of this debate, and to make an appeal to the House 
to bring it toa close, and to have action upon it. 
Did gentlemen suppose the mind of a single mein- 
ber could be enlightened by this debate on the 
bankrupt bil? Did gentlemen suppose that a sin- 
gle vote could be changed, if this debate should be 
still further tolerated? Or, did gentlemen suppose 
that they could ercape a direct vote on the ques- 
tion, or that it could be shuffled off entirely to 
another session? Now, he would ask, were not 
gentlemen who professed to be in favor of a re- 
peal of the bankrupt law willing to come to a test 
vote on the direct question? Or was the policy 
which he saw suggested some days ago, in 
a country paper, to be pursued by gentlemen of 
the North, who were to oppose repeal, that the 
Democrats in the next Congress might have the 
credit of repealing it? Was that to be the policy 
pursucd respecting a law against which the people 
had uncquivceally pronounced? He hoped and 
trusted not. Let them havea direct vote on the 
question. They well understood that the people 
desired to know whether they intended to repeal 
the law or not. Some gentlemen had said it was 
to be repealed —that the decree had gone forth; but 
as day after day passed away, he became more and 
more convinced that they should get no ac- 
tion on this measure. Let but the motion 
of his colleague [Mr. Barnard] be carried, 
and this bill referred to the Judiciary Committee— 
thirty days of the session having gone, and two- 
thirds of the session only remaining, with the va- 
rious measures before them which cea!led for their 
action, and which must be acted upon—and what 
time should they have, if they protracted this use- 


less debate, to act{upon it ata future period? ‘Why,’ 
if it should go to that committee, it might come 
back when other measures required: all their time; 
and then this bill would go precisely. where its‘ene~ 
mies wished it to go. He asked the House whether’: 
they might not then take the question, and whether” 
that debate then might not cease. They heard yes- 
terday—and he listened to him with great pleasure: 
—the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. M. Brown, } 
and his colleague, [Mr. Ferris,} who were both. 
guilty of being so much out of order, as to discuss” 
the Dill itself. [Langhter.] He (Mr. B.) was 
pleased, because they dealt with. the subject cane- 
didly and fairly. They heard their arguments om. 
this subjec!; they heard the arguments on both sides, 
when the bill was passed, and they had heard them 
through the columns of the newspapers; why, then, 
delay? He should close with the remark, that he 
hoped they would now have action. - 

Mr. BARNARD was understood to ask the 
gentleman from New York, who bad. said that, 
public sentiment called for. the repeal: of the: bank- 
rupt law, whether the gentleman who succeeded 
him in the representation of his congressional dis- 
trict was not an open, avowed advocate of the 
bankrupt law? 

Mr. BOWNE was understood to reply that he 
believed he was; but that was not made a question, 
in the late election. And further, the gentleman 
alluded to was the only advocate of the bankrupt: 
law that he had met with in that district. ` 


Mr. MERIWETHER said if the bankrupt law 
hadot been made a subject of discussion at the 
last election, it showed that there was not much 
trouble on that question in that district. He went 
ow to state that he was opposed to the repeal of the 
bankrupt law; he foresaw that great mischief would 
result from the repeal; and he intended to take the 
responsibility of voting against it. 

He then made some passing remarks on the 
speeches of gentlemen who had preceded him in 
this debate; and said the observations of the gene 
teman from New York [Mr. Bownz] verified the: 
distich—— 

“Long as the lamp holds out to burn, . 

The vilest sinner may return.” 
Parsuing that subject (he said) from the givings 
out on that floor, he concluded the corporal’s guard, 
was much larger than was generally supposed; and 
even the gentleman from New York [Mr. Bownx] 
mighi not be very averse to enlist. The Demo- 
cratic party had many tembers who were not 
unwilling to go over; and at a meeting of Demo- 
crats, held on the 19th of December, 1842, at 
Frankfort, in Kentucky, (which was attended by 
some of the most distinguished of the Democratic 
party of that place,) the following resolution was 
adopted: 

“Resolved, That Daniel Webster and John C. Spencer, the 
brighest luminaries of the Whig sky, have, in their transit to 
Democracy, formed a halo of glory around its principles.” 
{Roars of Janghter.} 

According to the gentleman from New York, 
they were willing to take as many as would come. 
But he had another curious document which he 
wished to read. It was a letter said to have been 
written atthe White House—at least, it was pub- 
lished in the Union of New York. One gentleman 
had said something aboutthe voracity witha which 
the Whigs struggled for office, or of their ‘vora~ 
cious maw;” but it seemed, from this. letter, that 
there was a good deal of trouble among the Demo~- 
crats about the cffices. He then read a letter from: 
the Union newspaper, which dolorously depicted. 
the troubles of the President, and likened him to a 
man walking along a road who was met and 
despoiled of hat, coat, waistcoat—yea, and breeches 
also. [Roars of laughter.] From this he glanced 
at the remarks of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. Cusumya,] and the offering of the 
spoils of party at auction. 

Mr. CUSHING rose, and said the gentleman 
from Georgia had repeated a remark which had 
bern made several times in that House, and to 
which he had desired to reply; but he bad not 
been so fortunate as to obtain the floor, He now 
begged the gentleman from Georgia to put his | 
finger on a single sentence in his speech which 
authorized that imputation, [Laughter, and cries 


116 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


of Oh, Oh, -Oli.”} He repeated his request, that the 
gentleman. from Georgia would select from his. 
speech:a. single sentence which would justify that 
imputation, or a- sentence which the gentleman 
from:Georgia would stand there and declare to the 
Honse was unjust in principle, and untrue in 
aek o ‘ : 3 
Mr. MERIWETHER said the gentleman from 
Massachusetts was playing the Yankee with him. 
He. was answering one question by asking another. 
Mr. CUSHING said he replied by a denial that 
he had said anything like that- which was imputed 
to bim. A 
Mr. MERIWETHER had asked the gentleman 
from Massachusetts whether the Whig party had 


bid? And the gentleman asked him to point to that | 


part.of bis speech which said there was an auc- 
tion. 
he would say no more about it, further than, if it 
was, it was not for the sake of encouragement. 

But he did not think that it was for want of en- 
couragement that the sale ought to have been post- 
poned; for they had some glorious bids—not open 
ones, to be sure, for it would not do for gentlemen 
to bid openly; they must cover up appearances. 
But-he would ask, what better bid could be given 
than that of the gentleman from Indiana, who 
would not bid openly, to be sure; but “Mark you,” 
saidhe, “I wont run against your constitutional 
feet.” > 


Mr. CUSHING asked leave to make an expla- 
mation. The gentleman from Georgia asked bim 
if he expected the Whig party to become bidders; 
and, on his asking him what part of his speech au- 
thorized such a question, he charged bim with 
playing the Yankee on him. Now, he would beg 
leave to ask the gentleman the same question, in 
substance, again; and he expected a serious and 
candid answer to it. Would he put his finger on 

. a single passage of his (Mr. C.’s) speech which he 
considered unjust in principle, or untrue in point 
of fact. If he did, he (Mr. C.) would bring for- 
ward some of the most distinguished men of the 
country, from the days of the Revolution down to 
the present time, in support of the doctrines there 
advanced. 

Mr. MERIWETHER said thai he had an- 
swered the gentleman already, by pointing to the 
whole of his speech. He could not take time to 
read it through for the gentleman; but he would 
adyise him, when he went to his room, to take it 
up and review it again. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, [Mr. Wisz,] in endeavoring to explain it 
away the other day, showed that, in his opinion, it 
required some explanation. 

But when he was. interrupted, he was going to 
Show: that there was trouble in the Democratic 
camp, and that there was somebody at the White 
House, or connected with it, who would have a 
word to say when the proper time came, as inti- 
mated by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 
Here was a letter, from which he would take the 
liberty of reading a few extracts, written from 
somebody at the White House, and published in 
one of the New York papers. [Mr. M. here read 
some extracts from the letter he referred to, stating, 
in substance, that “Mr. Calhoun was here, and that 
the writer never saw him look so well; that he 
seemed uneasy about going into a national con- 
vention, for fear that Mr. Van Buren, who was 
more dexterous with the cups and bails, might cheat 
him out of the nomination.” ] Now, (said Mr. M..) 
here is an intimation that there is some difficulty; 
but he would read further on, to see if there 
was not some intimation of what the gentleman 
from Massachusetts threw out in the course of his 
speech. Mr. M. read as follows: 


“tf a storm is brewing between the Whigs and the Calhoun 
men, the Administration has only to remain tranquil; and if 
the people will only unhorse the leaders, no man would be so 
strong as John Tyler.” 

All this, Mr. M. said, went to establish the as. 
sertion of the gentleman from Massachusetts—that 
Mr. Tyler was creating a division in the Demo- 
cratie ranks, in his own favor. We have heard 


(said Mr. M.) the confessions of the North wing | 


of the party; but we have heard nothing, as yet, 
from the Southern wing. He trusted that, before 
this debate closed, they should hear the confessions 


Perhaps the sale had been postponed. If so, 


‘of that wing also. All these divisions in the Dem- 


. ocrati¢ party certainly showed some signs of their 


defeat. Why did they keep so many. candidates in 
the field? Why did they not bring out their man, 
and advocate his pretensions to the Presidency? It 
was said that they were waiting for a national con- 
vention to reconcile their differences about men, 
and concentrate the opinions of the party on some 
particular candidate. He would not venture upon 
a prophecy; but there was one thing he should not 
be surprised at—and that was, that, when the con- 
vention should be held, they should nominate Dan- 
iel Webster for the Presidency, and John C. Spen- 
cer for the Vice Presidency—who, according to the 
Kentucky resolutions, which he had just read, had 
cast a halo of glory around the principles of De- 
mocracy. 

As he remarked when he set out, he voted for 
the bankrupt bill, and voted for its repeal; but he 
should now vole against the repeal. .Numbers 
had taken the benefit of the bankrupt act, who had 
been driven to it because their debtors first availed 
themselves of it, and in this way drove them to 
bankruptcy. It would be cruel and-unjust, there- 
fore, to deprive them of the benefits of the act, af- 
ter they had been ruined by its operation. He 
should, therefore, vote against the repeal on these 
grounds, if there were no others to sustain it. Mr. 
M., in conclusion, contended that the act did not 
in its operations violate existing contracts, and 
was not an ex post facto law in the meaning of the 
Constitution. 

Mr. PICKENS desired to detain the House but 
a few moments in relation to this subject. He 
was aware that it had been sufficiently discussed, 
and he would be pleased to see an early action 
upon it. Were he to legislate according to the 
feelings of his heart, and the sympathies of his na- 
ture, be would not deny to those unfortunates who 
seek for the benefits of this law the relief that it 
would give them. The gentleman from Louisiana, 
[Mr. Dawson,] the only Democrat who voted for 
this law, said the other day all that could be said 
in its favor. He confessed (Mr. P. said) that all 
the sympathies of his nature were deeply roused 
by the gentleman’s warm-hearted and feeling ad- 
dress; but he did not stand here to legislate accord- 
ing to his feelings, nor to give relief to a particular 
class, at the expense of the Constitution of his 
country. He did not mean to say that a bankrupt 
law could not be framed in accordance with the 
Constitution; and this brought him to the remark 
of the gentleman from Georgia on this part of the 
subject. The gentleman asked why this law 
should now be repealed, since the Constitution 
gave to Congress the express power to pass a bank- 
rupt law. He agreed with the gentleman that the 
power was given in the Constitution, but he al- 
ways considered it as the most dangerous one that 
could be exercised. That, and the clause giving 
the power to regulate commerce, were the most 
dangerous and uncertain powers in the Constitu- 
tion—powers of which he always thought that Con- 
gress should be exceedingly cautious, and strict in 
their construction when exercising them. When the 
framers of the Constitution inserted the provision in 
it in relation to bankruptey, they must have had in 
view its meaning as it was then understood 
from English law and English decisions. Ali 
know the statnte of Henry VIII, and how 
extremely limited it was in its provisions. It 
was intended to apply to swindlers, and dishonest 
traders only who become bankrupt, and to make 
them place their assets at the disposal of their 
creditors. That law was the foundation of all the 
English laws on the subject made since that time; 
and there was some doubt whether they had not 
done more harm than good. If, then, there were 
just grounds for compiaint against the system 
in a country. of limited cxtent jike England, 
with a consolidated Government, how much more 
likely would it be to operate injuriously in a ccune 
try like ours, of diversity of interests and pursuits, 
and of twenty-six independent sovereignties? 

Mr. P., after some further remarks, went on to 
argue against the principle of voluntary bankrupt- 
ey in the present law. He knew that it had been 
said that there was but litle difference between an 


insolvent law and a bankrupt law, and the opinion 


of the Atiorney General had been given in support 
of this assumption; but Mr. P. contended that there 
was a broad distinction between them. The in- 
solvent law was intended for the benefit of. the 
debtor; while the bankrupt law was intended for 
the benefit of the creditor, and to provide that the 
assets of his debtor should be paid over for his use. 
Now, when a bankrupt law contained within it the 
voluntary principle of bankruptcy, allowing the 
debtor at his option to relieve himself from his obe 
ligations to his creditors, it was nothing but an in- 
solvent law, and, therefore, entirely out of the 
meaning of the clause in the Constitution referred 
to.. He would, therefore, make the act, if he 
passed one at all, in strict conformity with the 
meaning of bankruptey, as it was understood at the 
time the provison on the subject was inserted 
in the Constitution: the meaning of bankruptcy, 
as laid down in Blackstone, was precisely the 
one that he would be goverend by. He 
thought that the present law was uncon- 
stitutional;beeatse it clearly interfered with existing 
contracts, and cleatly an ex post facto law; and he 
held that gentlemen who supported it were bound 
to argue that Congress had a right to interfere with 
contracts, and make an ex post facto law. In fact, 
a gentleman at the Jast session did take such 
grounds; and what was his argument? Why, that 
Congress could interfere with contracts, because 
the power was prohibited to the States. This was 
a perfect solecism, and an argument he never ex- 
pected to have heard. He had thought that this 
was a Government of limited powers, and confined 
within the provisions of a writlen Constitution. 
But, if such doctrines prevailed, it would sweep 
within the powers of the Federal Government all 
the contracts within the country, all the relations 
between debtor and creditor, and nearly all the 
transactions of private life, Were gentlemen 
aware of the tremendous powers they claimed for 
the Federal Government, by adopting such an ar- 
gument as this? Credit and confidence between 
man and man would be broken up. No man 
would trust his neighbor; and all business would 
be destroyed, if it should be decided that the Fed- 
eral Government could step in and interfere with 
contracts, releasing the debtor from the obligations 
he had entered into, and thereby depriving the 
creditor of a portion of his property. If gentlemen 
took iton this ground, they were compelled to take 
the argument that this Government can interfere 
with contracts, and pass ex post faelo laws. It 
was a power that would shake the very foundations 
of civilized society; and, of course, it was not granted 
to this Government by the framers of the Constitu- 
tion. It was on this ground principally that he was 
in favor of a repeal of the law. It had been argued 
thai it should be retained, because all the harm 
that could be done under it had been done already, 
and that there were numbers who, having been 
driven into bankruptcy by it, were now, in justice, 
entitled to its benefits. Much had been said to exe 
cite the commiseration of the House for this class 
of unfortunate persons. Though he loved the at- 
tribute of mercy, he was still bound to do justice. 
He would not do evil that good might follow. He 
was for doing equal and exact justice to all, and 
would not, for the sake of indulging in the kindly 
feelings of his nature, trample on the Constitution 
of his country. Mr. P. next went into an argu- 
ment against the proposition of the gentleman from 
New York, to include banks and other corpora: 
tions in the provisions of the bankrupt law. He 
asked if the gentleman had reflected on the alarm= 
ing consequences that would follow the successful 
termination of his motion. What, he asked, would 
be left to the States, if this proposition should be 
carried into effeci? Their churches, their railroads, 
their school corporations, and private chartered 
companies of every description, would be swept 
away. He was as much opposed to banks as any 
genileman on that floor, and had assailed 
them with all the energies of which he was 
capable, when other gentlemen, who were now 
so ready to attack them, quailed under their 
power. He was utterly and irreconcilably op- 
pused to them; but he would not, for the sake of 
getting at them, sweep away that noble instrument, 
on which our liberties reat. Look at Alabama, 


whose State Bank is a part of her financial system. 

Look at South Carolina, which was largely inter- 
ested in her banks. Would gentlemen have these 
:to:be. placed at the mercy. of the Northern and 
-Eastern banks, to sue out commissions of bank- 
ruptey. against them, and drag them down to ruin? 
What would be the effect of such a provision on 
-the banks of the South and Southwest? Exchanges 
“were generally against them, and in favor. of the 
Northern and Northeastern banks, and they would 
be placed atthe feet of New York and New Eng- 
land, The provision the gentleman. sought to in- 
troduce would be,. in. effect, a tremendous bank of 
the United States, with branches in the North and 
East, having the power to ruin the Southern banks 
at their pleasure. Having said all that he intended 
to say on the bill before the House, he would now 
briefly touch on the incidental subject that bad 
been brought forward in the debate. 


The gentleman from Massachusetts the other 
day made a very extraordinary speech; and that 
speech had been quoted variously by different 
members on that floor, as well as by the public 
press, He did not know that he understood the 
gentleman exactly; but if he meant to say (as 
charged against him by several gentlemen, and 
by the newspapers) that the power and patronage 
of the Government were to be held for the purpose 
of sustaining the Administration in office, and for 
pulling down and putting up political aspirants, he 
could only say to the gentleman that be trampled 
such doctrines with scorn under his feet. The 
gentleman knew that he (Mr. P.) stood up here in 
opposition to power and patronage, when it re- 
quired some nerve to do so; and he now could not 
be diverted from the line of conduct his princi- 
ples had marked out for him, either by fear or 
favor. He wanted nothing from any Administra- 
tion, and would fearlessly dohis duty to his coun- 
try and the people he represented, without looking 
to any Administration for its approbation. Not that 
he bad any objection te the present President of the 
United Statesn; on the contrary, he respected his 
ebaracter and his integrity. He had been abused 
and traduced grossly and unjustly, and he had his 
(Mr. P.’s) sympathies on that account. 

He would say to the gentleman from Massachu- 
selts, that he rejoiced to see him standing 
in the position in which he now stood. He 
would do the gentleman the credit of saying 
that he had always had a leaning to Demo- 
cratic principles, [A laugh] He bad great 
cause to congratulate the country, and the genile- 
man himself, that, atthough he had been the most 
violent ultra—though he had been actually so 
full of rancorous abuse, that even he (Mr P.) 
had shuddered with fear, {laughter,]—though the 
gentleman and a colleague of his (another of the 
guard) had been so violent in denunciation that 
he (Mr. P.) bad actually shuddered lest he should 
be robbed of his seat—yet he had now canse to con- 
gratulate them that they had at last embraced the 
truth. He did not believe they were leaving the 
truth; because, according to the adage, “truth was 
mighty and would prevail,” and that could hardly 
be said of the cause they were leaving. The 
Greeks well understood the frailty of poor human 
nature. They represented the Goddess of Wisdom 
with a crown upon her head, clothed with the 
trappings of power, and sitting in imperial state. 
They sought to make her attractive. They well 
understood nature when‘they represented Wisdom 
invested with the trappings and symbols of power. 

He would not, say the gentlemen only loved truth 
because presented to them in this form; but he 
would say this—that those genilemen with whom 
he (Mr. Pickens) acted, acted upon broad princi- 
ples: and, as to the divisions which were supposed 
to exist in the Republican party, he knew nothing 
of them. He did not believe that any serious di- 
visions existed. THe believed there were no divis- 
ions but such as might be reconciled, with prudence 
and judgment, He could see no cause for the 
least want of harmony. They stood upon the 
broad principles of ihe Constitution. 

He would tell the gentlemen, that one of the 
principles upon which he would not be found bar- 
monizing with them, was the question of free trade. 
The bank question he considered dead; but, as to 


_this question of free trade, he would felt the gentle- 


men—those who may come into power—let them 
come in as they may, the banner of free trade will 
wave, whether on the part of the Administration 
or of the opposition. Those principles which were 
identified with the best interests of the country 
would prevail. - Ta 

_ Did they ask for favor? No, sir. He could as- 
sure them, (and there were gentlemen there who 
knew the fact,) that if he had thought proper to 
fawn and flatter, he could have borne the trappings 
of office; but he scorned to dress himself in the 
livery of. any man, he cared not what power or 
what patronage he might wield. He went for his 
country—for the Constitution of his counuy—the 
constitution and rights of South Carolina against 
the world. [A langh] He would be unworthy 
of the place he occupied, if he could have suffered 
his mouth to be muzzled. He contended not for 
the sake of paltry, party triumph. No: he scorned, 
he despised the thought; it was for those great prin- 
ciples which it had been the pride and glory of his 
life to contend for. 

As for the divisions in the Whig party, he knew 
nothing about them; others were better informed. 
He could only say that he felt a sincere sympathy 
for them. They came into power under the most 
abandoned and protligate principles; and now they 
were about to be dissolved, without much regard 
to principle. [Laughter.] In reply to the famous 
Kentucky orator, he would say they (the Whigs) 
were standing aghast at the handwriting on the 
wall which proclaimed their guilt. 

Mr. PROFFIT said he presumed no man, read- 
ing the reports of the debates in that House, could 
suppose that they were discussing the bankrupt 
bill. He could tell them what the feeling of the 
country was in relation to the repeal of the bank- 
rupt law, and in regard to the insincerity which 
had marked the proceedings of the majority there. 
The ibankrupt bill had always been in a minority; 
it was Jaid on the table by 13 or 17 votes; and 
afterwards taken up by means of a caucus, and 
passed by a minority—five members standing be- 
hind the columns, and refusing to vote. The bill 
passed against the known will of the people of the 
United States—-against the will of those who sent 
the members of that House to Congress. And 
he would tell those gentlemen, by whose votes 
it passed, that, when they returned home and 
met their constituents face to face, they found 
that it was for their interest to return bere, and 
vote for its repeal, before it could go fairly into 
effect. They now found themselves called upon 
by the country to repeal the bankrupt law. They 
were now in the very same condition that they were 
in last year, in regard to the pay of members. All 
were in- favor of the repeal of the bill, and yet 
they could never get a dozen votes in its favor. 
If gentlemen supposed the people would not un- 
derstand them, they were greatly mistaken. He 
would now saya word to the Democratic party; 
for, thank God, he stood in a situation where he 
cared not whether he pleased or displeased either 
party. [A laugh] He had said so at home, and 
he repeated ithere. A plague on the heads of 
both. He would now tell the gentlemen what was 
the condition of the Democratic party. Every man 
of them was anxious to have the bill passed, 
but did not want to take the responsibility of voting 
for its repeal; desiring to throw all the odium pos- 
sible on the Whig party for having voted for its 
passage. And now they say you do not intend to 
repeal it, but intend to keep up the divisions and 
dissensions which exist here, He would say, then, 
to the Democrats, Do not, when you go home, 
charge it upon the Whig party that they were un- 
willing to repeal the law. You know that ycu 
said at the last session you were opposed to it; if 
so, walk up; let us have no humbugging; walk up 
to the work, and repeal it. He (Mr. P.) clearly 
saw that the law was not going to be repealed in 
that House; and the only hopes he had, were, thata 
bill would come from the Senate for its repeal. 

Gentlemen said, strike out the voluntary 
clause. But did not gentlemen see that 
that would be perfectly useless? Did they 
not suppose that it would be an easy thing for a 
man to go to some good friend, and say, Force me 


| into bankruptcy? “Migb’ 


“were really in favor of its repeal. 


ota man compel his ¢red- 
itor to drive him into involuntary. bankri 
All systems connected wiih this sort. of bi 
were liable to. fraid. Hebelieved he had 
very plainly in regard tothis matter. Fie held it 
to be the duty of every Democrat ih that House to 
walk right, up and vote for the repeal! of the bill. 
He: believed that nine out of ten of all parties 
j He bad’ not 
impugned the motives of any one; he had hut eg- 
pressed his.own opinions..." ee ee ae 

He had heard á good deal about putting up | 
the Administration at auction. He would ask the 
gentlemen what they had to offer them in ease they 
should come forward and repeal the bankrupt Jaw? 
It was the most laughable thing he had.ever heard 
of. What would the gentlemen- give them? Did 
they mean to go upon the credit system? He (Mr. 
P.) was not disposed to sell himself upon credit. 
{Laughter.] . He would tell the Whigs how it wa; 
possible for them as a party, having among them 
men of intelligence, of tact,. of ingenuity, fo permit 
themselves to be drawn into such.a debate as this. 
Would they acknowledge that the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Cusxina] might, atany time he 
chose, draw them into a debate which must end in 
their defeat as a party? They bad been accused of 
wasting the time of the Houre; but to allow such 
a debate as this to go on, and to continue, day after 
day, talking about Captain Tyler and Democracy, 
without doing anything, was the greatest abuse of 
time that had yet occurred. He gave them his 
advice freely: he did not intend to charge them 
anything for it. [A laugh.] There were some 
few on whom the responsibility would fall: they 
could gain nothing by it politically—they could not 
injure the Administration. They might butt their 
heads against it; but they would be likely to get 
their brains knocked out, if they had any. [A 
laugh.] When he acted with the Whig party, he 
never fought with shadows-——-he had sought out 
the substances, and combatted them. The over- 
throw of that party he should attribute to his hav- 
ing left them. [A laugh.] 

He knew not exactly what the gentleman from 
Massachusetts (Mr. Cusine] intended to.intimate, 
in the declaration made by him to the House a 
few days since; but he knew that his friend had 
some peculiarities of expression. [Laughter.] He 
wished he could imitate his compressing and con- 
densing power of style; for his friend from Massa- 
chuselts could put into one sentence what other 
men would occupy a whole speech with. But was 
it wonderful that ke should have said that persons 
connected with this Administration would have. 
something to say in the next presidential election? 
Did gentlemen suppose that his (Mr. P.’s) tongue 
could be kept still? {Laughter.] Did they sup- 
pose that Daniel Webster would say nothing?— 
that man whom they were constantly braying at as 
wolves at the moon? [Laughter.] Did they svp- 
pose that John C. Spencer would say nothing?—~ 
that his friends from Massachusetts, (Mr. Cusnina} 
Virginia, [Mr. Wise,] and himself, as well as 
others, would say nothing? [Laughter.] They—~ 
he could assure the gentlemen—were accustomed, 
to have something to say; and he hoped they would 
not be denied that poor privilege. He cared. not 
who might be the candidate, nor how much might 
be said about political consistency or Meonsist- 
ency. 

He then went into a series of reminiscences of 
scenes in the House during the late campaign— 
the calling of the previous question—the course 
pursued by the gentleman from South Carolina 
(Mr. Pickens] in that contest—the remarks make 
by Messrs. Vanderpcel and Dromgoole. He 
next proceeded to comment upon an article in the 
November number of the Democratic Review, in 
which the exchequer was condemned, and the re-es- 
tablishment of the sub-treasury recommended with 
modifications. This writer in the Democratic Re- 
view, who always wrote with sense, proposed that 
there should be a separate vault in the sub-treasu- 
ry for private deposites; certificates to be sold ata 
small premium, in order to “ accommodate the 
people.” Hence,he drew the inference thal the 
exchequer, in itsessential features, was popular 
with the Democratic party. i 


Much had been said about political inconsist- 
éncy and changes. How had the Whig. party 
“got into power, but by constant accessions from 
the Democratic party of men who were badly 
treated, or dissatisfied?) The Democratic party 
‘were coming into power; but it was not the power 
they wanted. They would have a majority in the 
next Congress; but they would die on congressional 
power, unless they could get some executive pow- 
er. [Laughter.] How could they get power, un- 
Jess from changes? They would not reject an old 
farmer wlio had come up to vote for them, andac- 
knowledged that he had always been in error be- 
fore. Everything intended to operate on public 
sentiment was to produce change. What else but 
‘political changes had produced the revolution of 
26,000 votes in Ohio, 14,000 in Maine, and so on 
ia other States? ‘It was, then, idle to talk about 
- political instability and inconsistency, when public 
sentiment so much depended on the wisdom and 
prudence of those in power. 

He did not go for merging with the Democratic 
‘party. He, however, claimed to be a Republican 
Democrat, and always would be. The ticket 
which he voted had Harrison and Tyler on it, and 
headed “Democratic Whig” ticket. [Laughter.] 
But many of those who supported that ticket knew 
not, until it gotin power, whether it was Demo- 
cratic or not. 

‘When the next election came, though he did 
not expect to get a Jeffersonian Democrat fully 
after his own: beart, yet he would take the best he 
could get. (Laughter.] It would not be in his 
power to gooutand cull flowers of his own choosing. 
If he understood the wishes of the present Admin- 
istration, it was desirous and anxious to go out of 
power with a good name. Ina few years, most of 
the speeches now made here would be forgotten, 
and with them would have passed away the excite- 
Mient and asperities of the scenes now passing 
around them. Then, the country would look to 
the records for the acts of the present Administra- 
‘tion; and he believed that it would be imperisha- 
bly recorded as having honorably settled every 
question with which it was charged when it came 
into power “without a party.” Its very success 
would arise from the circumstance of its having 
no party. Did any one believe that the treaty 
with England could have passed the Senate, had 
the President been possessed of the support of a 
party in that body? Had the Democracy been ina 
majority, and a Whig President, they would have 
‘said, “this treaty will favor our opponents; Jet us 
reject it.” So, also, if the case were reversed. But 
John Tyler held the executive power; and, having 
no party in the Senate, the resultwas 39 to 9. He 
(Mr. P.) thanked God that such a state of facts 
existed as a President without a party. Upon this 
he predicated his prophecy that the Oregon ques- 
tion would be settled by this Administration; the 
Mexican claims settled; and many other public 
questions, which had long agitated the public mind, 
brought to a close. All he asked was, that gentle- 
men would not forestall questions of public policy. 
Keep still, and, his word for it, the Administration 
would come out in triumph. 

He concluded by declaring it as his conviction 
that it was the duty of all those who were in favor 
of the repeal of the bankrupt law, to come up 
and soWote, instead of giving to the country the 
idea that Congress could not pass a single measure 
of importance without incessant cavil. 

Mr. GORDON next obtained the floor, but 
yielded it to a motion for an adjournment. 

The House then adjourned, ata quarter past 3 
oélock. 


IN SENATE, 


Trourspay, January 5, 1843. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a memorial from 
‘William De Puyster, now of the State of New 
York, bat lately of the Territory of Florida, pray- 
ing compensation for a certain slave taken into the 
service of the United Siates by the commanding 
officer in Florida, and sent to Arkansas with the 
emigrating Seminoles: referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from 


the Philadelphia Board cf Trade, signed by the | 


„been lost in the same trade the present year. 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 
president and secretary, in favor of the warehous- 
ing system; which, on motion of Mr. B., was, in 
connexion with three memorials: upon the same 
subject heretofore presented by him. and laid on 
the table, referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented three memorials 
from New York, remonstrating against the repeal 
of the bankrupt act; which were referred to the Ju- 
diciary Committee. 


OBSTRUCTIONS 


IN THE MISSISSIPPI 
RIVER. 


* Mr. McROBERTS presented a memorial from 
citizens of Illinois, numerously signed, asking Con- 
gress to adopt an efficient system, and to appropri- 
ate means, to remove the snags and other obstrue- 
tions to the navigation of the Mississippi river. 

Mr. McR. remarked that the memorial contain- 
ed some specific information in regard to the losses 
of boats and property, at places called the ‘“‘Grave- 
yard” and “Goose island,” in the Mississippi riv- 
er, and both of which places were within the lim- 
its of Iinois—losses which bad occurred within a 
few months past, and which, from their magnitude, 
presented a subject for the gravest consideration. 
The losses at those places and others on the river 
include the following list of boats: 


1. The Mentor, sunk at Goose island—boat and 
cargo a total loss. 

2. The New Orleans, sunk at Goose is!land— 
boat and cargo a total loss. 

3. The Pre-emption, sunk at Goose island—the 
boat a total loss, and most of the cargo. 

4. The Robert T. Lytle, sunk at Goose island—~ 
the boat since raised; the cargo lost. 

5. The Eliza, sunk at Goose island—boat and 
cargo, and thirty lives lost. 


6. The Fort Pitt, sunk near Goose island—boat 


a total loss, and part of the cargo. 

7. The Louisville, (which was used as a lighter 
to the Eclipse,) lost near the mouth of the Ohio— 
boat total loss, and part of the cargo. 

8. The Osage Valley, sunk at same place as the 
Louisville—beat a total loss, and part of the cargo. 

9. The Jobn Perry, sunk at island 14, below the 
mouth of the Ohio—boat and cargo total loss, with 
the exception of the machinery. 

10. The Louisa, sunk between St. Louis and the 
mouth of the Ohio—whether she would be a total 
loss, is not stated. 7 

11. The North Alabama, snagged and sunk near 
Natchez, said to have been loaded with cotton—a 
total loss. 

12. The Glaucus, sunk above St. Louis, on her 
way to Galena—-boat and cargo a total loss. 

13, 14, and 15. Tae Winchester, the Fair Play, 
and the Lawrence, lost in the Ohio, above its eon- 
fluence with the Mississippi. 

16. The iron steamer Valley Forge, snagged and 
sunk at the “Graveyard” or Goose island. 

In addition to this list are to be added the Transit, 
Queen of the West, Vicksburg, General Pratt, 
Neptune, Febanon, and Corvette; besides others, 
the names of which are not stated in this memo- 
rial. 

Ina memorial from citizens of St. Louis, it is 
stated that, in less than five weeks during the last 
fall, boats and property were lost between St. 
Louis and Cairo, amounting to two hundred and 
thirty-four thousand dollars. 

Tue losses, since the period referred to, and 
those at other places on the Mississippi, Ohio, and 
Red rivers, would, in all probability, swell the 
sum to half a million—and this in a period of Jess 
than six months. The magnitude of the losses 
has become alarming, and has seriously afec'ed 
the value of steamboat property. 


Mr. McR, said that, according to a statement 
recently published, it appeared that there were 
abcut one hundred steamboats regularly employed 
in the trade of the Mississippi as high up as St. 
Louis and Alton; and that, of this number, twenty- 
three were lost in 1841, and nearly as many kave 
He 
said the appropriations made at the last session 
had enabled the department to put some of the 
snag- boats in repair, and to commence operations; 
but thal much more means were required, and 
the establishment of an efficient system to afford 


protection to the commerce upon our great Western 
rivers. aw: : 

He believed that, in the adoption of the system, 
and in the execution of the work, the experienced 
captains of steamboats were the men who would best 
accomplish it. The practical knowledge which 
they possess of the river, and which they have 
acquired by years of experience, and their intre- 
pidity of character, render them better qualified 
than any other class ef men, He would prefer to 
see them employed; but, be that as it may, he 
hoped an ample appropriation would be made; 
and that, at all practicable seasons of the year, the 
work would be vigorously prosecuted. 

The petition was, on his motion, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Finance, 
to which had been referred the bill from the 
House entitled “An act for the relief of the 
owners, officers, and crew of the armed brig War- 
rior, and their legal representatives,” made a report 
recommending that the bill do noi pass; which re~ 

ort was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SMITH of Ia., from the Committee on Pab- 
lic Lands, reported back, without amendment, and 
with a recommendation that itdo pass, the House 
bill for the relief of Elisha Moreland, William M. 
Kennedy, Robert J. Kennedy, and Mason E. 
Lewis. : 

Also, from the same committee, to which had 
been referred the petition of the citizens of Scott 
county, Arkansas, praying a donation of land for 
the county seatof said county, reported that the 
object of the petition was provided for in the gen- 
eral law, and asked that the commiitee be dis- 
charged; which was done. 

Also; reported back from the same committee, 
with an amendment, the bill to authorize the Le- 
gislatures of Illinois, Arkansas, Louisiana, and 
Tennessee to sell the school lands heretofore ap- 
propriated for the use of schoois in those States.’ 

Also, reported back, without amendment, the 
bill to authorize the sale of school lands in the 
State of Illinois, and to legalize such sales as have 
been made prior to the passage of this act, and 
recommending that it be indefinitely postponed; 
the bill immediately preceding having been so 
amended by the committee as to embrace the ob- 
jects of this biil. 


Mr. GRAHAM, from the Committee on Claims, 
reported back without amendment, and with a rec- 
ommendation that they do pass, the following bills 
from the House, viz: i 

The bill for the relief of Peter Lionberger. 

The bili for the relief of John R. Delany. 

The bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Captain Samuel Shannon, deceased. 

The bill for the relief of Cornelius Wilson and 
James Carter; and 

The bill for the relief of James M. Morgan. 


Mr. PHELPS, from the Committee on Revo- 
luionary Claims, reported adversely on the claim 
of George Burke, for bounty land for revolution- 
ary services; which was ordered to be printed. 

The following resolution, heretofore submitted 
by Mr. Bucnanan, was taken up and adopted, viz: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to 
communicate to the Senate any report which may have been 
made to him, or to the Solicitor ofthe Treasury, by the United 
States attorney for the eastern district of Pennsylvania, in rela- 
tion to the cloth cases, recently tried in that district, involving 
forfeitures consequent apon the violation of the revenue laws. 


The following resolution, heretofore submitted 
by Mr. Smita of Indiana, was taken up and adop- 
ted, viz: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to 
report to the Senate, in as concise a form as may be practi- 
cable: 

1. The amount of the public debt atthe close of the war of 
the Revolution, and the amonnt paid by the Federal Govern. 
mont for the individual States, fur the expenditures incurred in 
that war, 

2. The amount of the public debt at the close of the late war 
with Great Britain; and the amount of the public debt at the 
close of cach Administration of the Federal Government. 

3. The amount remaining in the treasury at the close of each 
Administration. 

4. The sross amonnt ofthe receipts of each Administratien— 
distinguishing between the receipts from imports, public lands, 
and othersources. 

5. The giossamount of the expenditures of each Adminis- 
tration—-distingubshing between the amount paid in discharge 

and for other purposes, 


of the public 
6. The amount deposited with the States, severally. 
7. The gross amount of continental paper money issued by 


the Federal Government, and the amount of the same redeemed 
by. the Government. i ; 

8. The present public debt of the United States, in gross. 

9. The present public debt of Great Britain, in gross.} 

10 The groas‘amount of exportsand of imports of the United 
States, during each Administration of the Federal Govern- 
ment... 

11. What nations have funded their public debt, or.the debts 
‘of their citizens, under the original par value thereof, or at a 
diminished rate of interest, and the terms of such funding. 


tion: i 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the. Treasury be directed 
to communicate to the Senatea report of the exports and. im- 
poris of gold and silver coin. and bullion, annually, from the 
th June, 1834, tothe end of the last year. 


` Mr. WOODBURY suggested to the mover of 
the resolution the propriety of so modifying it as to 
distinguish between the exports and imports of 
foreign and domestic coin. The resolution only 


calls for the exports and imports of gold and. 


silver coin, without regard to whether foreign or 
domestic. The Senate might not be aware of it, 
but there was at least $2,000,000 of domestic coin 
exported annually. 

Mr. BENTON, in accordance with the sug- 
gestion, modified his resolution by adding, at the 
end thereof, the words “distinguishing between 
foreign and domestic coin.” It was then adopted. 


CAROLINE AFFAIR. 


The resolution introduced by Mr. Rives on yes- 
terday, calling upon the President of the United 
States to communicate to the Senate, (if not incom- 
patible with the public interest,) all the correspond- 
ence between the American Minister at London 
and others, in relation to the destruction of the 
Caroline, was taken up for consideration. 

Mr. RIVES said it was proper, perhaps, to say 
a single word as to the particular object he had in 
view in presenting the resolution. lt was in the 
recollection of the Senate, that a great deal of cor- 
respondence, touching this subject, of a very im- 
portant character, was before this body, in secret 
session. In several of the published speeches on 
this treaty, partial extracts had been made from 
that correspondence. Asa matter of justice to all 
concerned, it was due that the whole correspond- 
ence should be communicated, and that they should 
not be judged by partial extracts therefrom- In 
all candor and fairness towards those concerned, it 
was due that it should be published entire; and he 
saw no reason why the whole should not be com- 
municated to the Senate, for that purpose. 

The resolution was then adopted, 

The following resolation, introduced by Mr. 
Barrow, on yesterday, was taken up, and agreed 
to, viz: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to 
communicate to the Senate the evidence in his possession 
showing that depredations of a most ruinous kind are being 
daily committed on the navy timber growing on the publie 
lands; and that our own people are daily selling to our Govern- 
ment live-oak timber, which they take from the public lands; 
and also such proof as may be in his possession tending to 
show that any foreign Government has, by contracts with any 
of our citizens, obtained supplies of live oak, cut from the pub- 
Jic land; and, also, inform the Senate what additional grants of 
power and means to the officers of Government are, in his 
opinion, necessary to complete the preservation, for national 
uses, of the live-oak timber growing on the public lands in the 
State of Louisiana and the Territory of Fiouda. 

House bill entitled “An act to amend the act es- 
tablishing a district court at Wheeling, Va.,” was 
read twice, and referred to the Judiciary Commit- 
tee. 

The bill declaring the assent of Congress to the 

State of Illinois to impose a tax on all lands sold 

in that State from and after the time of such sale, 

was read the second time. 

THE BRITISH TREATY AND THE {RED 
LINES. 


Mr. WALKER rose and observed that, before 
the morning hour passed away, he desired to make 
abrief statement in relation to a matter which he 
understood the attention of the Senate was called 
to yesterday; and, during the discussion of which, 
he had been appealed to by the Senator from Vir- 
ginia, (Mr. Rives,] as to a conversation which he 
had bad with him on his arrival at the beginning 
of the present session. He alluded to the subject 
of the maps brought forward last session, in secret 
session, while the treaty with Great Britain was 
under discussion; one of which maps was referred 
to by the Senator from Virginia, [Mr. Rives,] and 


‘ton } 


: Mr. BENTON submitted the following resolu- | 
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the other by the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. Ben- 
He understood that the Senator from Vir- 
ginia, yesterday, in connexion with the re- 
marks which he had made, referred to him-(Mr. 
Waker) as: enlertaining, on one point of the 
controversy between him and the Senator from 
Missouri, concurrent recollections and impressions 
of what occurred-at the time of the discussion in 
secret session patticulai!y referred to by the latter 
Senator. That point, was in relation to the object 
and purpose for which the Senator from Missouri 
introduced the old French map of 1784, from Mr. 
Jefferson’s collection in the library of Congress. 
The Senator from ‘Virginia, he understood, refer- 
red to a conversation with him lately in confirma- 
tion of this. The conversation alluded to, he re- 
collected, o¢curred the day after he took his seat in 
the Senate. His friend from Virginia asked him 
if he had scen the printed speech of the Senator 
from Missouri, on the subject of the treaty. He 
replied that he bad not. He then asked if he (Mr. 


. W.) had, at the time of the discussion, understood 


the Senator from Missouri as introducing the old 
French map of. 1784, from Mr. Jefferson’s. collec- 
tion in the library, with a view of rebutting the 
map referred to by Mr. Sparks, on the supposition 
of its being Dr. Franklin’s map, which indicated 
by a red line the northeastern boundary of the 
United States. He (Mr. W.) replied that he did 
understand the Senator from Missouri as intro- 
ducing the old French map, with the view of re- 
butting the statement of Mr. Sparks, that the Jine 
marked on the map found by him in the archives of 
the foreign department in France, was made by 
Dr. Franklin. 

The Senator from Virginia also asked him 
(Mr. W.) if he recollected whether, at the time of 
the discussion on that point, his impression was 
that the Senator from Missouri had or had not suc- 
ceeded in effecting the object and purpose for which 
he produced the old French map; and, as well as 
he (Mr. W.) recollected, he replied that it was his 
impression that the old French map proved noth- 
ing: that, standing by itself, if it proved anything 
at all, it would be rather more unfavorable to the 
claim of the United States than anything else. 
He (Mr. W.) reiterated to the Senator what he 
had during the discussion in secret sesion repeated- 
ly asserted—that the map referred to by Mr. Sparks 
never did belong to Dr. Franklin, and most prob- 
ably never had been seen by him. Now, as re- 
gards the object or purpose with which the Senator 
from Missouri introduced the old French map, all 
he could do was merely to give his opinion, and to 
state the impressions left on his mind by what oc- 
curred at the time. And, first, with regard to the 
dispute as to the time the Senator introduced the 
map, he should say that it was his opinion, that 
when the subject of Mr. Spark’s communication 
was mentioned by the Senator from Virginia, the 
Senator from Missouri produced this map, to rebut 
the statement of Mr. Sparks, and most especially 
the presumption that the red line alluded to by Mr. 
Sparks was made by Dr. Franklin. The Senator 
from Missouri pointed to the red line on the French 
map, to show that the same line was marked on 
other maps besides that alluded to by Mr. Sparks. 
That line, in fact, was on all the old French maps, 
and indicated merely the boundary of Canada 
claimed by the French when it was in their posses- 
sion. 


Mr. BENTON. I not only produced it for that 
purpose, but to show that the great secret was no 
secret al all; and I proclaimed the “broad, strong 
red line” aloud from my seat. 

Mr. WALKER resumed. He thought that the 
Senator not only proclaimed it aloud, but, in an 
emphatic manner, used the expression ‘there is the 
bloody red mark.” He (Mr. W.) did not think the 
old French map of 1784 sustained the presump- 
tion that the red mark on the map found by Mr. 
Sparks was either made by Dr. Franklin, or in- 
tended to indicate the boundary line between the 
United States and the British territory. 

There were reasons, probably well known to 
the Senate, why he (Mr. W.) should have his 
attention arrested by any mention of the name of 
Dr. Franklin. When, therefore, the Senator from 
Virginia, during the discussion in secret session, 


had introdaced the subject of Mr. Sparks’s com- 
munication, the moment the name of that distin- 


attention was aroused. -As soon as an opportunity 
was afforded, he rose and’ stated that it was not 
his purpose to make a speech; but that hethad 
risen with’a view of entering: his protest against 
the inference that the map found by Mr. Sparks 
was the one referred to in Dr: Franklin’s note 
quoted by him. He then: took the ground that it 
could not be the marked ‘boundary made by Dr- 
Franklin; and sustained this position by reference 
to the treaty, which Dr. Franklin had drawn up 
himself but a few days previous. “He even pointed 
out to the Senator from Virginia the impossibility 
of reconciling that red line with the description of 
the boundary line given in the treaty drawn up 
by Dr. Franklin, and which he must have referred 
to in the note quoted by Mr. Sparks. The red line 
on the map did not run one inch to the north, and 
therefore could not answer to the description of 
the boundary line given by Dr. Franklin. His 
friend from Virginia [Mr. Rives] seemed particu- 
larly struck with this view of the matter. He rose 
in his place, and doubted that such could be the 
case; but he (Mr. W.) showed him that it was, and 
immediately demonstrated to him that the red line 
did not run one solitary inch, to the north, but took 
its course due east. Now, it was very well known 
that Dr. Franklin’s great anxiety was to extend the 
boundary line of the United States as far north as 
it was possible to extend it. How, then, could it 
be reconciled to this well-established fact, that, in- 
stead of keeping up to the words of the treaty, he 
should so far sacrifice the rights of the United 
States as to draw a line on the map which did not 
run north at all, but ran due east? It was not ree- 
oncilable with his solicitude for the northern exten- 
sion of his native State, and his anxiety to procure 
all he could for his country, that, he should’ mark 
out such a boundary as that supposed by Mr. 
Sparks to be his. On comparing the wording of the 
treaty drawn up by Dr. Franklin, with the act of 
Parliament of 1774 designating the boundary line of 
Canada, it would be found that he must have hadof 
that act of Parliament before him, and that he 
literally copied from it the description of the bound- 
ary line, agreeing in every particular except the 
last word. ` 

Here Mr. W. quoted both the act and the treaty, 
and commented on the subject of the true bound- 
ary line intended, for some time. 


He insisted that the French maps in use at the 
time all followed the boundaries fixed by maps 
made 40 years before that date, when Canada be- 
longed to the French, and when France maintained 
her right to the territory north of that red line. «It 
was a mark merely indicating ona French map the 
French claim of boundary. In renewing those 
maps, no regard was paid to errors committed in 
the old maps. It was not at all probable that Dr. 
Franklin would take one of those old erroneous 
French maps upon which to draw the line of 
boundary intended by him in the wording of the 
treaty. It was more consistent with all the cir- 
cumstances of the occasion that he should take the 
best English map of the day, and mark it with the 
line referred to in his note quoted by Mr. Sparks. 
There was not one particle of evidence to be ad- 
duced from the circumstance that the @ap found 


“guished patriot was mentioned, his “(Mr W.) 


by Mr. Sparks in Paris had a broad, strong red. 


line, indicating some boundary of Canada, was.the 
map marked by Dr. Franklin; because every 
French map of the day had the same red line on it, 
Nothing could be more common than it was for 
maps to have such red lines. They proved noth- 
ing in such a case as this. 

Mr. W., after a few more remarks, concluded, 
reiterating his impressions as to the object and pur- 
pose with which the Senator from Missouri intro- 
daced the old French map from Mr. Jefferson’s 
collection. 

Mr. TAPPAN said he recollected perfectly well 
the circumstances referred to; and he could say 
that what had been stated by the Senator from 
Mississippi, regarding the purpose of the Senator 


from Missouri in producing the map, conformed | 


exactly with the recollection he had of what oc- 
curred. : 


: RIVES said he certainly did not feel itto 
beat all necessary to follow. tbe Senator from Mis- 
:sissippi in'his very extraordinary reargument. The 
only thing they had anything to do with was. the 
question, For what purpose was the map produced 
by the Senator from Missouri? It would be recol- 
lected that this was the gist of the whole matter. 
And, until he heard the remarks ‘of the Senator 
from Ohio, [Mr. Tappan,] he had supposed that 
the whole Senate agreed with him in the opinion 
that it was for the purpose of contradicting and in- 
validating the map already in the possession of the 
Senate. [tappeared, however, according to the 
statement: now made by the Senator from Mis- 
soufi, that it had been produced by him, not 
for the purpose of contradicting and invalidating 
the-other, but for the purpose of showing that the 
map was no secret; that it had been produced long 
before; that there had been no new discovery. 


‘What was it.the Senator from Mississippi said was / 


his impression as to the object of the Senator from 
Missouri in producing the map? Did he not say, 
as was said by him, (Mr. Riıves,) yesterday, that 
its, production was not to prove there was no secret 
in the matter, but to invalidate and rebut the au- 
thority: of the one produced as the map of Doctor 
Franklin. He (Mr. Rives) was far from saying 
that he might not have been led into error, as well 
as. other members of that body; but he certainly 
thought he might claim, at the hands of the Sen- 
ate, the acknowledgment, in bis justification, that, 
if he bad been led into error, it was an error com- 
mon to almost the whole of the body. 


The complaint of the Senator from Missouri 
seemed to be, that he (Mr. Rives) had stated the 
production of the map by the Senator to have been 
for the purpose of invalidating, falsifying, and 
contradicting the other. This was the whole ques- 
tion. And, though he (Mr. R.) would, when the 
honorable Senator from Missouri assured them that 
such was not his object, be very unwilling to as- 
sert the contrary; yet he felt it due to himself, and 
to the Senate, to say that such was his impression, 
and, he believed, the impression of a large majori- 
ty of the Senate, 


The Senator from Missouri now said that his ob- 
ject. was not to falsify and invalidate the map of 
Or. Franklin. But what did the Senator from 
Mississippi say? He said the object of the Sena- 
tor from Missouri, according to his impression, 
was to rebut and falsify the map of Dr. Franklin. 

He (Mr. R.) felt it was due to himself to en- 
ter a little into these circumstances, to show how 
natural it was for him and other Senators to enter- 
tain the impression which he did. Why should so 
much stress have been laid on the map coming 
from Mr. Jefferson’s collection? Why the remark 
of the Senator, underrating the red line—that any 
litle school miss might have traced it? Why the 
insinnation that the microscopic-dotted line was 
the true boundary, and not the broad red one? 
Surely he could not have mistaken the object of 
the honorable Senator. He had been assured by 
several Senators that they had a distinct recollec- 
tion of the circumstances, and that they agreed 
with bim in the opinion he had expressed; and 
when, therefore, he found himself arraigned vpon 
that oor for making a statement not justified by 
the occurrence, he felt he had a right to stand upon 
his justf®cation, and to say, that if there had been a 
mistake, it was not his fault, but was owing, per- 
baps, to the precipitate manner in which the whole 
matter bad gone on. All he had to say was, if 
there had been a misapprehension, it was a misap- 
prehension that was natural, under the circum- 
stances. The Senator from Missouri was gener- 
ally very distinct in stating his views and opinions 
upon any subject; and he (Mr. R.) was the 
more confirmed in the opinion that be could not 
have been mistaken on this occasion, from the g 
cumstance that several Senators had collected 
aboui him to examine the two maps; and they bad 
all pronounced that, instead of the cne being a 
contradiction of the other, it was precisely the con- 
uary. 

Mr. BENTON observed that he was not to be 
dragged away from the question of fact by any 

issue as to opinions or inferences. fe would ad- 
here to the simple question of fact. Yesterday he 
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‘had confined himself to the statement made by the 


Senatur in kis printed speech. He would do se 


now, He should not be driven from that by any 
diversion of the question to opinions. He would 
again read the Senator’s own words, They were 


in his printed speech: 


“The Senator who produced it {the map] could see nothing 
but the microscopic dotted Jine running off in a northeasterly 
direction; but the moment other eyes were applied to it, there 
was found, in bold reliëf, a strong red line, indicating the limits 
of the United States according to the treaty of peace, and coin- 
eiding, minutely and exactly, with the boundary traced on the 
map of Mr. Sparks.” 

Now the point he made yesterday, and to which 
he would. confine himself to-day, was, that the 
fact was not as stated in the passage just read. 
He asserted that the fact was not so, in the 
presence of forty-eight Senators. in the pres- 
ence of these forty-eight Senators, his statement 
was, that the facts were not as represented in 
those words: that hə could see something else 
besides the ‘microscopic dotted line;? that he did 
see something else—that he saw the broad “strong 
red line” before any other Senator saw it on that 
occasion, and that it did not require ‘other eyes” 
to be “applied” to the map to discover that broad 
“strong red line,” to have it made known to the 
Senate that it was in existence. What he asserted 
was, that there was no necessity for “other eyes” 
to make that discovery; for the moment the subject 
of Mr. Sparks’s secret was divulged, he (Mr. 
Benton). proclaimed aloud that “here was the very 
same red line.” Here, then, was the question of 
fact. It lay between the assertion of the printed 
speech he had quoted, and his own assertion 
now and yesterday in the face of the whole 
Senate; and that assertion was, that he did see 
something else besides the microscopie dotted 
line—that, instead of anything like ccncealing or 
not knowing of the broad “strong red line,” he 
proclaimed it aloud; and that: his preclama:ion of 
it was the first announcement to the Senate of the 
line on this map corresponding with the line al- 
Iuded to ty Mr. Sparks. The first intimation to 
the Senate of the existence of that line on this map 


“was made by bim to the Senate—and that loudly, 


so that every one could hear it. The first inti- 
mation did not come from any other person. He 
bad stated this yesterday. The Senator from Vir 
ginia did not then reply to this assertion. He tock 
twenty-four hours to contiler the matter, and now 
he came forward with opinions and inferences to 
answer facts. His (Mr. B.'s) assertions were of 
facts, and nothing but facts. He was met with 
nothing but assertions of opinion and inferences. 


Mr. RIVES said the controversy between him 
and the Senator from Missouri was, as the Senator 
stated, as to a question of fact; and he did not 
mean, any more than the Senator, that the atten- 
tion of the Senate should be diverted from what 
was the true and material qnestion of fact 
between them, by any special pleading. That 
question was—for what purpose did the Senator 
from Missouri produce the map from Mr. Jeffer- 
son’s collection, in executive session? He says it 
Was to prove that Mr. Sparks’s map was no secret, 
by producing a map from Mr. Jefferson's collection 
corresponding with if. Oa the contrary, I ase 
serted, as I believed, that the S:nator produced 
the map from Mr. Jeffersen’s collection to con- 
tradict and falsify Mr. Sparks’s map, by ex. 
hibiling one of saperior authenticity, which he snp- 
posed to conflict with it; but which, when examin- 
ed, turned out to sustain it by a most remarkable 
culneidence, Having always supposed that this 
was the real object of the Senator trom Misson:i, 
in the produeticn of ihe map from Mr. Jeffersen’s 
collection, in which he had signally failed in the 
view of the whole Senate at the time, I felt and 
expressed greai surprise, as mentioned by the Sen- 
ater from Mississippi, [Mir. Wa ker,] that, in the 
printed specch of the Senator from Missouri, a dif- 
ferent turn had been given to the affair; and it 
there seemed as if the sole object of the Senator, 
in prodeciog ihe map from Mr. Jeflerson’s collec- 
tion, was to show that Mr. Sparks’s map was no 
secret, and that one exactly like it bad Jong exist- 
ed in the publie Library of Congress! Now, sir, 
this was all new to me, and Í supposed it to be so 
to the Senate, This, then, is the only materia} 


point at issue. The Senator from Missouri, how- 
ever, chooses to take out a solitary sentence from 
my speech, separating it entirely from the context, 
and insists upon reading, in a literal sense, a figur- 
ative expression relative to a subordinate and im- 
material circumstance. I will recite the whole 
paragraph, as it stands in the speech, to the 
Lenate: 


“a map has been vauntingly paraded here, from Mr, Jeffer- 
son’s collection, in the zeal of opposition, (without taking time 
to see what it was,) to confront and invalidate the map found 
by Mr. Sparks in the Foreign Office at Paris; but, the moment 
itis examined, it is found to sustain, by the. most precise and 
remarkable correspondence in every feature, the map commu- 
nicated by Mr. Sparks. The Senator who produced it, could 
see nothing but the microscopic dotted line running off in a north- 
easterly direction; but the moment other eyes were applied, to 
it, there was found, in bold relief, a strong red line, indicating 
the limits of the United States according to the treaty of peace, 
and coinciding, minutely and exactly, with the boundary traced 
on the map of Mr. Sparks. That this red line, and not the 


> hardly visible dotted line, was intended to represent the limits of 


the United States according to the treaty of peace, isconclusive- 
ly shown by the circumstance, that the red lineis drawn on the 
map all around the exterior beundary of the UnitedStates;-- 
through the middle of the Northern Lakes, thence through the 
Long Lake and the Rainy Lake to the Lake of the Woods; and 
from the western extremity of the Lake of the Woods to the 
river Mississippi; and along that river to the point where the 
boundary of the United States, according to the treaty of peace, 
leaves it; and thence, by its easterly course, te the mouth of the 
St. Mary’s, on the Atlantic.” 

Now, sir, what is the plain gist and substance 
of this parazrapk? Why, that the Senator had, 
in the zeal of opposition at the moment, produced 
jhe map from Mr. Jefferson’s collection, to “cons 
front and invalida‘e? Mr. Sparks’s map, which, 
however, upon examination, sustained it by a 
most remarkable and striking coincidence: that 
the Senator disregarded the sirong red line, and 
fixed upon a mieroscopic dotted line, running off 
in a northeasterly direction, as intended to repre- 
sent the true boundary; but that, in fact, the red 
line, and not the microscopie dotted line, was in- 
tended by the coastructor of the map to represent 
the limits of the United States, according to 
the treaty of peace; and this I proceeded to 
show, by the face of the map itself. The 
Senator contends that he did see the red 
line, and announced it to the Senate while I 
was upon the floorin the midst of my speech. 
Now, I have only to say, that, if he did so, I did 
not hear it; and it is not remarkable, under the cir- 
cumstances, that I didnot. But, sir, did not the 
Senator do all he could to discredit, to hold for 
naught—in effect to obliterate, to expunge the red 
line as the boundary intended by the constructor of 
the map? Why did the Senator speak of itas a 
colored demareation, which any school miss might 
have made? Did not the Senator from Missouri 
earnestly insist that the “microscopic dotted line,” 
and not the red line, was intended to represent the 
true boundary? Andupon this point, I would ap- 
peal distinctly to the recollection of the Senator 
from Mississippi. [Mr. WALKER, from his seat, 
said he did.] g 

In regard to ihe material fact of the purpose for 
which the Seualor from Missouri produced the 
mep from Mr. Jefferson’s collection, E undersiand 
the Serator from Mis issippi [Mr. Warrer] to 
have already stated the concurrence cfhis recollec- 
lion with my own, to wit: thatthe map was pro- 
duced to rebut and falsify Mr. Sparks’s map, and 
hot to prove that Mr. Sparks’s map was no secret. 
The Sena‘cr from South Carolina, (Mr. Catnoun,] 
who took a distinguished part in ike proceedings 
on the treaty, and who, in his printed speech, has 
referred to the same subject, yesterday stated to the 
Senate that his recoliecdion and impression of the 
occurrence, in regard to every material fact, 
concur entirely with the repr ation I have given 
ofit, So far ashas yetapneared, ibe Senator 
from Onio [M>. Tappan] is the only member of 
the Senate whose impression of the transaction 
seems fo concur throughout with the version the 
Senator from Missouri has given to it. There are 
obvious reasons why Senators should not find it 
very agreeable to make th:mselves volunteer par- 
lies to a controversy of this sort. I can only say, 
that I have not conversed with a single one of 
them (and I have conversed with many, since the 
discussion of yesterday) who does not bear out 
my recolleciion as to every material fact of the 
case, going te demonstrate the object with which 
the Senator from Missouri produced the map from 


ea 


Mr. Jefferson’s collection, in secret session, and 
his’ signal failure in that object, which made too 
strong a sensation in the Senate chamber at the 
time, to be readily forgotten by any who were wit- 
nesses of the scene, The Senate, in whose pres- 
ence this transaction passed, are the only compe- 
tent triers of the fact; and to their conscious knowl- 
edge and recollectionfof what occurred, I leave, 
with unshaken confidence, the justification, in 
every material particuiar, of. the representation I 
have given. 


Mr. BENTON. I will bring this matter to a 
point. Iwill not make a speech about opinions, 
I want the facts only. The Senate will recollect 
that, at the time of the cecurrence about these 
maps, I had not spoken on the subject.of the 
treaty. It was the next day that I made my argu- 
ment. So that, so far from its being part of that 
argument, the argument itself was not made till the 
day after the occurrence. When the Senator from 
Virginia had gone through his exposition, and pro- 
duced what he called our attention to as a grand 
secret of state, the moment I heard what it was, I 
proclaimed the red lines on this map. I said aloud, 
“Here are your red Jines—it is no secret at all.” 
Yes, sir, I proclaimed it from my seat—‘‘Here are 
your red lines.” And so identical were they in 
both maps, that I could not but think, for some 
time, they were the same. I did produce the map 
to rebut Mr. Sparks. First, to show that his grand 
state secret was no secret at all; and, next, to show 
that there was no evidence in it that Doctor 
Franklin drew the red line which Sparls relied 
upon as his. Any schoolboy or girl might 
make it was well as Dr. Franklin. 1 did pro- 
duce the map to destroy the inferences drawn by 
Mr. Sparks; to show that his secret was no secret; 
and that there was not a particle of evidence in it 
that Dr. Franklin ever knew anything about it. I 
do not complain of gentlemen entertaining opin- 
ions or drawing inferences; but1 do complain of 
statements being made as facts, which are the re- 
verse of facts; and to keep to this point I shall read 
again the words in the printed speech of the Sena- 
ior from Virginia. They are: 

“The Senator who produced ìt [the map] could sce nothing 
but themicroscopic dotted line running ol in a northeasternly 
direction; but the moment other eyes were applied to it, there 
was found, in bold relief, a strong red line indicating the limits 
of the Unitod States, according to the treaty of peace, and coin- 
ciding minutely and exactly with the boundary traced on the 
map of Mr. Sparks,” 

Here is the point of which I do complain—that 
I could not, or would not, see the “strong red line;” 
but could, and did, see the microscopic dotted line, 
which I pressed upon the Senate as the true bound- 
ary, concealing the “strong red line.” I com 
plain of the assertion for fact, that not until “other 
eyes” were applied to the map, was it discovered 
that a “strong red line” was on it, corroborating 
the line on Sparks’s map. Now, on this question 
of fact, I appealed yesterday to forty-eight Sena- 
tors, who were present on the oceasion, that I was 
the first to proclaim from my table, “‘ELere are your 
red lines.” On this question of fact, I stated yes- 
terday, in the presence of those forty-eight Sena- 
tors, who must know the trut:, that I took my 
stand; and [ will not now be driven from it. I 
stand now, as well as then, on the question of fact, 
that I did not wait for “other eyes” to see this 
strong red line.” These are questions of fact on 
which I take my stand; and nothing that has yet 
been said can drive me from it. 


Mr. RIVES said he certainly did not deem it ne- 
cessary to say anything further upon the subject. 
The Senator from Missouri must know that they 
were speaking inthe presence of gentlemen who 
were well aware of all the circumstanecs. His 
(Mr. R.’s) belief was, that his representation of 
the transaction was thoroughly borne out. If the 
Senate would not decide ketween them, the Sena- 
tor must be left to entertain bis own opinion. 

Mr. BENTON. I will read the words over 
again. I stick to the words, sir: 

“The Senator who produced it {the map] could see nothing 
but the microscopic dotted line renoing off in a northeasterly 
direction; but the moment other eyes were applied to it, there 
was found, in bold relief, a strong red line, indicating the limits 
of the United States according to the treaty of peace, and coin- 


ciding minutely and exactly with the boundary traced on the 
map of Mr. Sparks,” 
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Mr. RIVES. Will the Senator be so goodas 


to read the whole paragraph from the beginning?\, 


Mr. BENTON. I make ne complaint about 
that part. Icomplain only of the assertion in. the 


part I have read, and that- assertion I deny. Yes, 


sir, I deny the assertion., I deny it in the presence 
of forty*eight Senators, who know—— 

The CHAIR interposed to say that the whole of 
this was quite irregular. 

Some indications of a desire to continue the con- 


troversy were manifestéd; but the Chair called the 


Senate to order by the usual. knocking of the 
hammer on the table, and other business pro- 
ceeded. s 


INDEMNITY FOR FRENCH SPOLIATIONS. 


Mr. ARCHER, from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to which numerous memorials upon the 
subject had been referred, reported a bill to setile 
the claims for French spoliations committed prior 
to 1800; which was read, and ordered to a second 
reading. 


OREGON BILL. 


The bill to authorize the adoption of measures 
for the occupation end settlement of the. Territory 
of Oregon, for extending certain portions of the 
laws of the United States over the same, and for 
other purposes, was taken up for the purpose of 
receiving its third reading. 

Mr. CALHOUN remarked that this was a bill 
which involved the most important consequences; 
and it was of the utmost importance, therefore, 


that it should be examined with great care, to see - 


whether its provisions accorded with existing treaty 
stipulations. 


Mr. LINN remarked that the billdid not conflict 
with treaty stipulations. 

Mr. CALHOUN further remarked, that its pro- 
visions should be examined with great care, and 
compared with treaty stipulations. In the negotia- 
tions which led to the eonclusion of the treaty, 
there was correspondence of great ability, which 
went fully into the subject; and he, for one, was 
desirous to kok a little more into that correspond- 
ence before giving his vote for that bill. He would, 
therefore, eilher move to lay the bill on the table, 
or to fix a day for ils consideration, as might best 
suit the wishes of the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. 
Linn. 

Mr. LINN said he would prefer that the bill 
should be passed over informally. He disliked the 
fixing of any particular day for its consideration, 
because other business would be almost certain to 
get precedence over it. 

It was finally agreed, however, that its considera- 
ticn should be postponed until Monday next. 

The bill for the relief of Benjamin Murphy was 
then read the third time, and passed. 

On motionof Mr. BAYARD, the Senate then 
proceeded to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness; and, after some time spent therein, 

Adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
‘THuaspay, January 5, 1843. 


Mr. A. C. DODGE offered the following resolu- 
tion, which was adopted: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Territorics be instruct- 
ed to inquire into the expediency and necessity of so amend- 
ing the acl approved 29th of August last, entitled “An act to 
provide for the settlement of certain accounts for the support 
of Gavernwent inthe Territory of Wisconsin,” &c., as to an- 
thorize the Legislatures of the respective Territories of the 
United States to employ a sufficient number of officers andas- 
sistants for the transaction of the public business, and to regu- 
late their per diem compensation so thatit shall not, in the ag- 
gregate, exceed the ‘sum of three dollars per day to each, and 
that they report by bill or otherwise, 


Mr. HOPKINS asked and cbtained leave to 
withdraw, from the files of the House, the papers cf 
Sally McCraw, of Grayson county, Virginia, 
praying to be allowed a pension; which, upon his 
motion, was referred to the Commitiec on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions. 

He also cffered a resolution directing the same 
committee tə inquire into the expediency and pro- 
priety of reporting a bili for the relief of the heirs 
of William Howell, for his services in the war of 
the Revolution; which was agreed to, and the pa- 
pers uccompanying it were also referred. 

Mr. MARCHAND presented a petition of J. M. 


Carpenter and 108 citizens of Pennsylvania, 

repeal of the bankrupt law. : 
THE APPORTIONMENT ACT. 

Mr. J. CAMPBELL introduced a bill to sus- 


for the l 


pend the operation of the 2d section of the act for 


ihe apportionment of Representatives in Congfess, 
according to the sixth census. Ae 
The biil was twice read, as follows: ` 


- A BILL to suspend the operation of the second section of the 


act entitled “An act forthe apportionment of Representatives 
among the several States, according to the sixth census???” ` 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
That the operation ofthe second seetion of the actentitled “An 
act for the apportionment of Representatives among the several 
States, according to the sixth census,” approved June 25, 1842, 
be, and the same is hereby, suspended, so far asthe same may 
affect the election of any person who has been, or maybe, 
chosen to serve as a Representative in the twenty-eighth Con- 
gress. 


Mr. J. CAMPBELL hoped it would now be en- 
grossed and passed. [Cries of “No.”] He moved 
that it be printed. te 

Mr. BARNARD moved 
Committee of Elections. 

Mr. J. CAMPBELL said he should like tosubmit 
a few remarks upon the bill. [Cries of ‘*No.”] 

The bill was then ordered to be printed, and re- 
ferred to the Committee of Elections. : 

Mr. CROSS introduced a bill supplementary to 
an act entitled “An act to settle the title to certain 
tracts of land in the State of Arkansas, approved 
llth August, 1842;” which was twice read, and 
referred to the Committee on Pablie Lands. 

Mr. R. W. THOMPSON offered the following 
resolution, which was adopted: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Claims be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of allowing to the 
heirs of George Yates, deceased, compensation for his services 
as asurgeon’s mate in the war of the Revolution, i 

Mr. HALSTED introduced a bill ‘to regulate 
the mode of taking testimony in contested elections, 
and for other purposes.” Read twice, and referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 


to refer the bill to the 


DUELLING IN THE NAVY. 


Mr. STRATTON offered the following resolu- — 
tion, which was adopted: l 
Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be instruct- 


ed to inquire into the expediency of reporting a bill for the 
suppression of duelling in the navy. 


Mr. M. A. COOPER introduced a bill toauthor- 
ize the issuing of a land patent to John H. How- 
ard; which was twice read, and referred to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. ou 


PUBLICATION OF THE ACTS. OF. CON- 
GRESS. . 


Mr. W. W. IRWIN offered the following reso- 
lation, wbich was adopted: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary inquire into 
the expediency of repealing so much of the 2ist section of the 
act of Congress, approved 26th August, 1842, entitled “An act 
making appropriation for such necessary objects as have beén 
usually included in the general appropriation bills, without au- 
thority of law, and to fix and provide for certain incidental 
expenses of the deparunents and offices of the Government, 
and for other purposes,” as prohibits the Secretary of State 
from publishing the laws of the United States in any newspa- 
per except those published in the city of Washington; and that 
said committee also inquire into the expediency of providing 
by law for a more extensive publication of the acts and resolu- 
tions of Congress, in the English and German languages. 


MAIL ROUTE IN NORTH CAROLINA, 


Mr. GRAHAM moved the following resolution; 
which was adopted: : i 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads ve instructed to inquire into the expediency of establish- 
ing a mail route from Rutherfordton, by the Ready Patch Gap 
and Edney ville, to Hendersonville, in North Carolina. 

Mr. CUSHING objected to further business of 
this sort. 

The committees were then called or for regorts. 

Mr. JAMES COOPER, from the Committee on 
Incian Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of 
George C. Johnson: read twice, and referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. READ, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, made sundry adverse reports. 

Mr. EVERETT called fer the consideration of 
the bill to repeal the bankrupt act, and expressed 
the hope that the Honse would come to a vote to» 
day. 

The SPEAKER said the business of the morning. 
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hour was first in order, and the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. Gwin] was entitled to the floor, 


- GENERAL JACKSON'S FINE, 


~The House resumed the consideration: of the 


resolution of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Bowne] directing the Committee of the Whole to 
report the bill to refund the fine imposed on Gen. 
Andrew Jackson in 1815, together with an amend- 
ment thereto’ by the gentleman from New York, 
[Mr. Barnarp ] 

Mr. GWIN, who held the floor from yesterday, 
addressed the House in favor of the resolution. 

Mr. G. said that the gentleman from Geor- 
gia. (Mr. Meriweruer] had declared his intention 
to vote for the bill to repay, with interest, the fine 
imposed on General Jackson at New Orleans, by 
Judge Hall. The gentleman also invoked action 
on the bill this session, He (Mr. G ) was glad to 
hear that the gentleman from Georgia would not 
only vote for the bill, but urge early action upon 
it. He koped the gentleman’s zeal would not 
abate under the influence of party drill; for such 
certainly were not the feelings or intentions of his 
party associates on this floor. He (Mr. G.) was 
of opinion that the dominant party in this House 
intended to give the go-by to the bill; and, for that 
reason, he had urged the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. Bowne] to introduce the resolution now 
under discussion. It was a resolution of instruc- 
tion, which could, by a call of the yeas and nays, 
test the sense of the House whether there should 
be action on this subject this session or not. His 
reason for believing that no action would be had 
on the bill this session, was founded upon the man- 
ner in which the go-by was given to it at the last 
session of Congress, The subject had been refer- 
red to the Judiciary Committee at an early period 
of the session. Before action could be had upon 
it in committee, a member from Ohio [Mr. MEDILL] 
had to move instructions, by a resolution similar to 
the one now under consideration. The resolution 
was not adopted; but it brought the bill out of 
committee, and it was referred to the Commitlee 
of the Whole. There it was permitted to sleep for 
three months. At length, after every important 
public bill had been disposed of, he (Mr. 
G.) had tried, from day to day, to get this 
bill up in committee for consideration; but the 
majority pertinaciously refused to take it up. 
He at length, to test the sense of the House, 
moved to make it the special order, and called 
the yeas and nays. A majority of the members 
present voted to make it the special order; but not 
two-thirds, as required by the rule; and his motion 
was lost. But in five minutes, (ihe House having 
resolved itself into a Committee of the Whole,) be 
was able to catch the chairman’s eye, and moved 
to take up the bill, The majority on yeas and 
nays, that had existed but afew minutes before, 
suddenly vanished, when the only test of their sin- 
cerity was a vote by tellers; and he failed to get it 
off the table, Well, sir, bow stands the question 
now? The President has recommended to Con- 
gress fo pass a bill refunding that money to Gen- 
eral Jackson. Instead of referring that portion of 
the message to the Committee of the Whole, (where 
the bill of the last session now is,) it was, by a 
party vote, referred to the Judiciary Commitee. 
‘What bad been the action of the commnitiee cn the 
subject.he had no means of knowing, He had in- 
quired of a member of the committee, and learned 
that it was in the keeping of a member now ab- 
sent from the city, aad: there was no telli i 


cireumstances, the subject had been brough: before 
the House in its present form, to asecriain whether 
it was the wish of a majority to consider the sub- 
ject this session, or give it the go-by, as was done 
at the last. From the remarks of the gentleman 
from Georgia, [Mr. MERIWETHER,] he had some 
hopes that the bill would not only be acted 
on, but passed. He (Mr. G.) had a few words 
to say in reply to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, [Mr. Unperwoop.}] Teat gentleman had 
referred to an anonymous publication that had ap- 
peared in a Kentucky paper, over the signatare of 
“A Kentuckian,” reviewing the declaration of mar- 
tial law at New Orleans by General Jackson. The 
gentleman from Kentucky vouches for the currect- 
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ness of this publication so far as it refers~to Gen. 
Jackson, and says the writer isa gentleman of high 
standing and fine talents. The gentleman also re- 
ferred to a letter, written recently by General Jack- 
son, pronouncing many of the statements of this 
writer, in regard to his acts and conversations at 
New Orleans, false. But for the endorsement giv- 
en by the gentleman from Kentucky to this anony- 
mous writers statements, and the eulogy ke bad 
passed upon him, he would notat this time bave 
alluded to them, being willing to leave the author 
and his statements where General Jackson had 
placed thera. As the gentleman from Kentucky 
had introduced the subject into the House, and as 
these numbers, signed “A Kentuckian,” had been 
published in a pamphlet form, and placed on the 
table of every member, he (Mr. G.) thought he was 
justified in referring to it, and showing to the 
House that the writer was entirely mistaken in 
some of the facts he had relied on to- support his 
attack upon General Jackson. In the first place, 
he had asserted that Gen. Jackson “had proclaim- 
ed martial law, and caused it to be enforced upon 
the members of the Legislature, by either thrust- 
ing them out, or keeping them out, of their legisla- 
tive halls by an armed force.” This is not true. 
Nothing of the kind oceurred. 


Again, he says: “That the order for the arrest, al- 
though made on the day of publication, was hot 
executed until the 6th. On. the 5th, Judge Hall, of | 
the United States court, acting upon misinforma- 
tion as to his being then under arrest, issued a writ 
of habeas corpus to have him brought before the court. 
Finding, on a renewal of the application next 
day, that the writ had been prematurely issued, 
and never acted on, the Judge, for the purpose of 
saving the trouble of writing a new order, and for 
no cther conceivable motive, altered the date of 
the order to the 6th, and redelivered it to the officers.” 
Here (said Mr. G ) is a tissue of errors—to apply 
no harsher epithet to them. Louallier was arrested 
on the Sth of March. The petition for the writ of 
habeas corpus was made out on that day. It was 
granted on the same day, the Judge instructing 
Louallier’s attorney to notify General Jackson that 
he had applied for the writ. The attorney accord- 
ingly wrote to the General on the same day, (the 
5.h,) notifying him of his application for the writ. 
On the same day, Judge Hall was arrested. After 
his arrest, General Jackson learned that the Judge 
had mutilated the record in the case, by altering 
the date of the petition for the writ made by Lou- 
allier’s attorney, as well as his own order. He 
sent for the elerk, and asked him if this was true. 
The clerk answered in the affirmative, produced 
the papers which be had in his pocket, and showed 
the alterations. This was on the 5th of March; 
and the petition for the writ of habeas corpus, and 
the order of the Judge granting it, were altered to 
the 6h; thus showing that it was the intention of 
Jadge Hail to make it appear, from the record, 
tbat he was arrested on the 5th for an act not per- 
formed uutil tae day after. Let the motive of 
Judge Hall be judged of leniently or harshly, there 
is no doubt but he committed forgery in altering 
the date of the petition, even supposing he had the | 
right to alter the date of his own order. 

The writer gees on to say that an order was also 
issued for the arrest of Judge Lewis and Mr. | 
Dick, the United States attorney; that Dick was 
arrested, but Lewis, from some unexplained cause, 
was not. This is, no doubt, en error also. He | 
(Mr. G.) had kad, oecasion to examine the docu- 
ments connected with this case, with some care; 
and he never before heard of the arrest of Diek, 
or the intention to srrest Judge Lewis. 

Fhe writer further states, that “on this same 6th 
of March, General Jackson wrote to the British 
commander, notifying him that he kad received 
information of the ratification of the trealy of 
peace.” ‘This is not tree. General Jackson never 
wrote such a letier to the British commander, ror 
did he receive notice of the ratification of the 
treaty uatil the 13ih of March. He also alludes | 
to a publication made at the time by Jadge Hall, 
ard makes quotations from it. Such publication 
may have been made, buthe never heard of it before, 


He would make no further reference to the errors 
in factin tbis publication. His only motive for | 


alluding to it at all, was to counteract any impres- 
sion that might be made upon any member cf the 
House from the endorsement of the gentleman 
from Kentucky, whose high standing in the House 
for integrity and honor none acknowledged more 
cheerfully than he (Mr. G.) did. 

Tn conclusion, (Mr. G. said,) he was indifferent 
as to the disposition the House made of the reso- 
lation. The object of the friends of the bill would 
be accomplished, if it should be speedily breught 
before the House for its action. f 


Mr. CUSHING said he had regretted to per- 
ceive, in the course of the conversation, rather than 
the debate, which had taken place on this subject, 
tke least possible indications of any tendency to 
refer this question to party or personal controver- 
sies. He equally regretted to perceive mere tech- 
nical questions—he meant questions appertaining 
to legal disputes which had cecurred in Louisiana 
at the time of these incidents—that they should in 
like manner be deemed material to the question 
which arose on this bil], or the resolution of the 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. Bowne] He 
thought the question invoked the House to regard it 
under an aspect far more interesting to them, and 
with reference to considerations which he should 
hope would preclude division in that House, and 
lead to unanimity of opinion on the subject of the 
bill. He could not but recall to mind that they 
were then on the eve of the anniversary of that 
victory of New Orleans—one of the greatest events 
in the history of our country; and which (whatev- 
er might be the differences of opinion in regard to 
personal incidents in the even!--whatever ques- 
tions there might be in regard to the political 
views of bim who was the hero of that day) 
was an event which covers the name of our 
country with imperishable laurels; and he would 
it were possible for that Hovse and for that Con- 
gress (if that bill were to be passed, as he hoped 
it would) to cast aside all the lesser considerations 
on which he had touched, to take up the bill in 
Committee of the Whole, to pass it, and to make 
the anniversary of the victory of New Orleans a 
day to be sanctified, in the action of this House, by 
a restoration of the amount of that fine to Andrew 
Jackson. [Cries of “Good.”] And he intended 
to propose to the House (if they were ready to 
welcome and act on such a proposition) a method 
by which the subject might be accomplished; for 
there were many of them there—it might bea ma- 
jority of that House—who had had occasion to 
condemn certain of the administrative acts of that 
individual. But he had ceased to be the President of 
the United States—he was no longer the director 
of the administration of this country—he had 
passed from the theatre of public action here, to be 
an historical personage, not only in this country, 
but in the eyes of the world. 

It seemed to him that it beeame them to regard 
that man, and to regard this measnre, above all 
things, in relation to an historical personage and to 
the honor of the country as connected with that great 
event,and not in regard to the changeful vicissitudes 
that might embarrass the mind, arouse the passions, 
or gather around him either the reproach or ap- 
plause of the transitory party passions of the hour; 
for there was one thing which was remarkable in 
that, and another incident in the recent history of our 
country, that signalized itto the world. Let the 
House cast its recollections back to the commences 
ment of the twenty-five years’ war which burst 
upon the werld with the French Revolution, Look 
ai the history of England during those twenty-five 
years; pass upon the events of the victorions career 
of that great power; and remember, whether in the 
Eastor in the West-~in Asia, in Africa, or in 
Evrope—that the whole career of that great 
power during the whole of those twenty-five years 
was one of almost unchecked victory and glory. 
On the ocean, there were the victories of 
Trafalgar, and Copenhagen, and the Nile, to show 
that wherever, in the seas of Europe, a British 
leet encountered her enemy, it was to add new 
splendor and lustre to the eross of St. George. 
Follow ber on land. It was not merely on the 
plains of India—it was not merely where Welles- 
ley led his coantrymen to victory on the field of 
Hindoo Assaye; but go to Europe, and they would 


‘find that, although there’ might have been trifling 
reverses—although it might have happened (as in 
the occupation of the Scheldt) an English enterprise 
on the continent might have failed—although, as 
‘in. the retreat of Corunna, it might have happened 
that. English arms met with partial reverses,—yet 
even there, over the grave of the gallant Sir John 
Moore, it was not a defeat—it was. a retreat, 
„to. be sure, of English. forces from before. the 
French; but it was a successful retreat. - But 


in France, in India, in the Netherlands, wherever - 


the English met the enemy in battle, it was to 
tnumph. But to this picture of the successes of 
English arms, there was a class of signal excep- 
‘tions. ‘There occurred a crisis when the English 
arms were to encounter American arms, as well 
onseaas on land; when the Anglo Irish blood— 
for gentlemen erred in talking soe much of Anglo- 
Saxon blood—it was the Anglo-Irish blood—the 
mingled stream of Celt, Roman, Saxon, and Nor- 
man blood~-that changed the picture. 

On the coast of the United States, on the Atlantic 
ocean, when the English ships cncountered Amer- 
ican ships on equal terms, the lustre of the cross 
of St. George “paled its ineffectual fire” before 
the stars and stripes of the Union. And on the 
land there was, he believed, but one example in 
the world, during that period, of an English army 
surrendering to another—of the English army, 
with its banners and forces, surrendering ilself to 
a foreign foe—and that was, in the battle of the 
Thames, under the command of the sainted 
‘William Henry Harrison. There was another 
though—not of the surrender of forces as prison- 
ers of war to the enemy; yet a gallant British 
army, one of the best appointed that ever sailed 
from Europe for America—the conquerors of Sala- 
manca and Vittoria—met in the Jines at New Or- 
leans the militia of Louisiana, and the riflemen of 
Tennessee and Kentucky; and were crushed, and 
conquered, and slaughiered, in the face of an 
American army. 

Those were great events in the history of our 
own country and of the world; that was a splen- 
did era on the pages of our history; and on the 
approach of the anniversary of the victory of New 
Orleans, he hoped this House would pay a tribute 
of respect to the day and to the events; and not 
merely to the man who commanded, but to the 
men who fought and conquered on that day, and 
whose power, and gallantry, and courage were but 
concentrated and embodied in him who led them 
on that day to victory. It was with these views, 
regardless of all the other elements of strife and the 
technical objections, that he desired this bill to be 
taken up, in order that, if the Senate concurred, 
the bill might be passed in anticipation of the 8:h 
of January. 

Mr. C. H. WILLIAMS obtained permission to 
make a single remark, the purport of which did 
not reach the reporter’s desk. 

Mr. CUSELING then moved to amend the reso- 
lution of the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Bowns,] by striking out all after the word ‘resolved,’ 
and inserting a substitute which he had provided, to 
terminate all debate in Committee of the Whole 
Elouse on the state of the Union on bill No. 503, 
entitled “A bill for the relief af General Andrew 
Jackson,” at 2 o'clock to-morrow, when the com- 
mittee should act on all the amendments that might 
be proposed and pending. And, further, be moved 
the previous question, as there was but litte time 
to be spared ere the termination of the present ses- 
sion. 

Mr. ARNOLD hoped the gentleman from Mas. 
sachuselis would not press this resolution under a 
gag law. 4, ; : 

Mr. CUSHING said if this resolution should 
prevail, he should move, to-morrow, to go into 
Committee of the Whole on that bill. 

Some conversation ensued, in which Mr. PEN- 
DLETON, Mr. CUSHING, Mr. BOTTS, and the 
SPEAKER took part. 

Mr. ADAMS said he hoped, whatever motion 
his colleague might make in relation to this reso- 
lution, he would not aceompany it with a motion 
Zor the previous question. 


She SPEAKER said the gentleman [Mr. Cusn- B 
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Ina] could- not accompany his amendment with 
such a motion... 2 
Mr. CUSHING had so understood the Speaker, 
and had changed his motion accordingly. 
Mr. ADAMS said he did not before 
his colleague had fallen in love with “the gag;” 


nor did he [Mr. Apams] ‘feel inclined to have “the 


gag” on this subject. ; 

He then: proceeded to comment on remarks 
which had been made in relation to this bill not 
being a party measure, and pointed to the debates 
and the proceedings in the Senate of the United 
States, and in State Legislatures, to show that the 
opposite of that assertion was the truth; particu- 
larly referring to the prime mover on this subject in 
the Legislature of New York, (Maj. Davezac,) who 
was neither Anglo-Saxon, Anglo-Irish, nor Anglo- 
Scotch; but a prolégé of General Jackson of 
French origin, who introduced it as a Democratic 
measure, and as one of the first fruits of the 
Democratic triumph in the State of New York. 
He hoped this measure would not be allowed to 
pass in this House without a thorough discussion, 
even if itdid transcend “the glorious 8th of Janu- 
ary,” which this year, (his colleague had forgotten 
to notice) was a day devoted to the worship and 
service of God; and, therefore, it wasore on which 
this House would not be in session. But God for- 
bid that he should say a word in disparagement 
of that day, or of the person to be honored and 
profited by this donation. If, however, a proposi- 
tion was brought before this House to make a pres- 
ent to Andrew Jackson of $1000, as proposed by 
the bill which had been reported to that House, 
with interest on it from the month of March, 1815, 
there was but one consideration that would induce 
him to vote against it—and that was, he should not 
like to set the example of pensioning an ex-Presi- 
dent of the United States, for that was the 
principle on which this bill was to be passed, 
if passed at all. The real object was to make 
a present to General Jackson in his latter 
days. He did not know what his circumstances 
were, [A voice: “Rich enough;”] but if they were 
such as to require it, (though he would not grant 
itas a pension ora gratuity for that service,) he 
would do what had been done before—he would 
make up a subscription among the members of 
Congress to make a present to the old man in his 
last days. It had been done before, and there was 
no disgrace in it; and if it were now done, that a 
donation might be made to General Andrew Jack- 
son, he, for one, would take his share of it. 


But he could not consent to employ the public 
money, in order to testify the approbation of the 
people -of this country of those acts for which the 
sum of 91,000 was levied on him by the regular 
oflicers of the law, which he had violated in its 
tenderest parts, His colleague had changed en- 
tirely the issue upon the question in this bill. It 
was not to refund the fine imposed on the General 
for his imprisonment of a judge—for his causing 
a citizen of the United States to be jeoparded in 
his liberty and life, and for other acts subversive 
of law and justice; but for glorifying the battle of 
New Orleans. The gentleman from Mississippi 
(Mr. Gwin] bad stated a number of facts in the 
pamphlet lately published on this subject, which 
were contradicted by General Jackson. Ifa bil 
were to pass, giving General Jackson money upon 
disputed facis, these facts should be previously 
cleared up. But he was speaking of the extraor- 
dinary circumstances under which this bill could 
be brought forward, A bill onthe same subject 
was acted on in the’Senate at the last session, and, 
after being amended so as to comprehend clearly 
the facts of the case, it was rejected by General 
Jackson’s friends, because it did not contain a 
condemnation of the judge who imposed the fine; 
and, if he was not mistaken, he had seen a letter 
from General Jackson himself, in which he says 
that he would not have received a dollar unless 
the characier of the judge was blasted. Such was 
the history of that proceeding at the last session of 
Congress. The bill was actually pessed, or would 
have been passed; but was rejected by the Gener- 
al’s friends coinciding with him, insisting that not 
only his character should be justified, but the char- 
acierof the jadge blasted. It was a very grave 


know that, 


| 
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. and serious question with him, whether the char- 
acter of the judge should be censured and condemn- 
ed by the Representatives of the people of this 
nation, for the purpose of: making .a donation to 
General Jackson. Perhaps he might express himself 
more strongly by saying thatthe bill ought not to pass; 
that-if we are to give this donation -to General 
Jackson, it was not by casting reproach upon a 


| just and honorable judge, that we should do justice 


and vindicate the honor and glory of the country. 
Again: what were the grounds on which his-col- 
league was pressing this bill? Why, the great and 
glorious victory of New Orleans. Because we 
whipped the British, that nobody else could whip-— 
because of this gteat and glorious victory, this bill 
must be passed. That was the reason given by 
his colleague, and that. was the reason why he 
wished the bill passed on the anniversary of the 
victory. That was nol the question of justice in- 
volved in this grant—this donation. The vietory of 
New Orleans undoubtedly was a great and glorious 
one, in which he took a just. pride; but he could 
not, on account. of that vietefy, sanction the acts 
alluded to in the Kentucky pamphlet, and which 
were there designated as treason. This reminded 
him of an anecdote he had heard many years ago 
of General Arnold, a man very celebrated in our- 
revolutionary history. After his exploits here, 
Arnold went to England; and finding himself gen- 
erally shunned there, he sought the society of the 
Americans whom he found in that country. Be- 
ing in company with one of them whom he had 
known in this country, he asked him what the 
Americans would have done with him, had they 
caught him instead of Andre, The American an- 
swered bim by saying, “We would have buried 
with the honors of war the leg that was mulilated 
in our service, and thea we would have bung the 
remainder of your body.” He should think that 
this sort of justice would be rather more complete 
than that of his colleague, who was for rewarding 
General Jackson for the battle of New Orleans, at 
the expense of law and justice. He wished to 
have this matter fully discussed when it came up, 
and deliberated on without any of your gag-laws, 
to stop the investigation of the principles involved 
In it. 

If you pass this bill (said Mr. A.) it will not be 
for the honor and glory of the battle of New Or- 
leans, but for the honor and glory of the exercise 
of despotic power over your own citizens; it would 
be for the exercise of the extreme of martial law, 
when there was no necessity for it Mr. A. wish- 
ed the subject discussed, kecause of this very 
pamphiet, to which their attention had been called 
by more than one of the members from Kentucky, 
and who stated the author to be a distinguished 
judge of high legal attainments, whose opinions 
were entitled to respect. In that pamphlet, he was 
charged with having given an opinion in relation 
to the power of a commanding general to declare 
martial law, that was utterly at vatiance with free- 
dom ard with the laws of nations; and he wished 
to have an opportunity of answering that charge. 
He wished to have an opportunity to explain and 
defend the opinions he had given, and to show 
what were his views of the laws of nations in re- 
gard tothe power of a cemmanding general to 
declare martial law in time of an invasion, 

The morning hour having expired, Mr. A.: was 
cut short in his remarks, waen he announced his 
intention of pursuing the subject further at the 
next opportunity. : 

Mr. CUSHING then offered a resolution that all 
debate on the bill in Committee of the Whole 
should cease at two o'clock to-morrow; and that 
the said committee should then proceed to act and 
vote on it, and upon all amendments that might be 
pending, and reportthe same to the House. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL offered an amendment, 
that the House should now resolve itself into Cem- 
mittee of the Whole, for the purpose of taking up 
the bill to refund the fine impesed on General 
Jackson. t : 

Mr. CUSHING suggested to the gentleman that 
ke could, at any lime after taking the question on 
his (Mr. C.'s) motion, move to go into Committee 
of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER suggested to the gentleman 
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from Massachusetts that, as the bill had not yet 
“been discussed in Committee of the Whole, his 
Tesolution was-not in order. The gentleman could 
moveto go into the Committee of the Whole, and 
then move to take up the bill, as the majority of 


the House could determine the order of business. 


The: motion to go into Committee of the Whole, 
for the purpose of taking up a particular bill, 
would require a vote of two-thirds. 

Mr. CUSHING then withdrew his motion, and 
moved that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole. - 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON called for the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered, and resulted in deci- 
ding the question in the negative—yeas 100, nays 
106, as follows: 

YEAS—Mesars. Arrington, Beeson, Bidlack, Black, Bowne, 
Boyd, Brewster, Aaron V, Brown, Milton Brown, Charles 
Brown, Burke, Patrick C. Caldwell, John Campbell, Caruth- 
ers, Cary, Casey, Chapman, Clifford, Clingon. Coles, Mark A. 
Cooper, Cross, Cushing, Daniel, Richard D. Davis, Dean, 
Doan, Doig, Eastman, John C, Edwards, Ferris, John G. Floyd, 
Charles A. Floyd, Fornance, Gerry, Gilmer, William O. Goode, 
Gordon, Graham, Gustine, Gwin, Harris, Hastings, Hays, 
Henry, Hopkins, Houck, Houston, Hubard, Hunter, Charles J, 
Ingersoll, William W. Irwia, Jack, William Cost Johnson, 
Cave Johnson, Keim, Andrew Kennedy, Littlefield, Abrabam 
McClellan, Robert McClellan, McKay, McKeon, Marchand, 
Alfred Marshall, Mathews, Medill, Miller, Mitchell, Moore, 
Newhard, Parmenter, Patridge, Payne, Pickens, Piumer, 
Proffit, Read, Rencher, Reynolds, Riggs, Rogers, Roosevelt, 
Sanford, Saunders, Shaw, Shepperd, Shields, Steenrod, Alex- 
ander H. H. Stuart, Sumter, Sweney, Jacob Thompson, 
Trotti, Turney, Van Buren, Wallace, Ward, Watterson, Wel- 
ler, Westbrook, and Wise --100, 

NAYsS—Messrs, Adams, Landa W. Andrews, Sherlock J, 
Andrews, Arnold, Aycrigg, Babcock, Baker, Barnard, Birdseye, 
Blair, Boardman, Borden, Botts, Briggs, Brockway, Bronson, J. 
Brown, Burnell, Wm. Butler, Calhoun, W. B. Campbell, T. J. 
Campbell, Childs, Chittenden, John C. Clark, Staley N. Cla cy 
James Cooper, Cowen, Cranston, Cravens, Garrett Davis, De- 
berry, John Edwards, Everett, Fessenden, Fillmore, A. Law- 
rence Foster, Gates, Gentry, Giddings, Goggin, Granger, Gieen, 
Halsted, Howard, Hudson, Joseph R. Ingersoll, James Irvin, 
James, Isaac D, Jones, John P, Kennedy, King, Lane, Linn, 
McKennan, Thomas F. Marshall, Samson Mason, Mathiot, 
Mattocks, Maxwell, Maynard, Morgan, Morris, Morrow, Os- 
borne, Owsley, Pendleton, Pope, Powell, Ramsey, Alexander 
Randall, Benjamin Randall, Randolph, Rayner, Ridgway, 
Rodney, William Russel, James M. Russell, Slade, Truman 
Smith, Sprigg, Stanly, Stokely, Stratton. John T. Stuart, Sum. 
mers, Taliaferro, Richard W, Thompson, Tillinghast, Toland, 
Tomlinson, Triplett, Trumbull, Uoderwood, Warren, Wash- 
ington, Edward D. White, Joseph L. White, Thomas W., Wil- 
liams, Christopher H. Williams, Joseph I. Williams, Win- 
threp, Yorke, Augustus Young, and John Young—106. 


Mr. BIDLACK asked leave to present a resolu- 
tion; but objection was made. 


~- THE BANKRUPT ACT, 


Mr. EVERETT called up the bill to repeal the 
bankrupt law, and expressed a hope that it would 
be carried through to its passage to day. 


Mr. GORDON was entitled to the floor. He 
said it was quite common—nay, he might say, 
fashionable—in these days to define one’s position. 
An undefined politician was an uncertain thing, 
{iaughter,] and more like a ghost than anything 
human. He did not rise to define his position. A 
Democrat of the Jeffersonian school, dyed in the 
wool, needed no such clew to where he stood on the 
political chessboard. The people always knew 
where to find him. Fle would assist his colleague 
[Mr. Bowns] to define his position; and, before he 
concluded, he should attempt to define the positions 
of some others on the floor, and-of some public 
functionaries high in the confidence of this Ad- 
ministration. 

His colleague stated: “we were told—-and he also 
had it from some of his (Mr. B.'s) political 
friends on this floor—ihat the Administration of 
John Tyler was such, that no Democrat could ae- 
cept an office under it.” 

It seemed, then, that his colleague had been 
talking about accepting cfice under this Adminis- 
tration, [laughier]—had been talking with his po- 
litical friends on this floor about the acceptance of 
office from John Tyler. He should like to know 
if, at the expiration of the present Congress, he ex- 
pected to receive an office? And this remark was to 
be considered £s 2 feeler—put ferih to ses how 
such a thing would take kere, and then how it 
would take among the people of nis county. Again: 
his colleagne said, “Some of the leading organs 
of the Democratic party held the same language; 
and, strange to say, in juvtaposition to a paragraph 
declaring that no Democrat could hold oilice under 
Jobn Tyler, would be found another, declaring 
that the party ceuld not support bis Administra- 
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tion because it was surrounded by such men as 
Daniel Webster and John C. Spencer.” 

_ It was, then, very strange to his colleague that 
some of the Democratie organsshould declare that 
the Democratic party could-not support this Ad- 
ministration, becanse it was surrounded by such 
men as Webster and Spencer! It was not strange 
to bim, (Mr. G.,) because ihe -great Democratic 
party never held such opinions as those avowed 
by that man who. recenily declared in Faneuil 
Hall that he had not chavged, but was a Massa~ 


. chusetts Whig, a Faneuil Hall Whig, and always. 


meant to be. Here, then, was Daniel Webster 
unrenounced and unrenouncing, adhering to all 
the opinions he- had ever advocated and avowed. 
A large portion of the people suspected Daniel 
Webster of holding opinions which sympathized 
with British interests. These suspicions were en- 
tertained during the last war, when General Jack- 
son with his cannon was thundering at the gates 
of New Orleans, and when there were times that 
tried men’s sonk, and tested the energies of this 
Government. Yes, as long ago as these memora- 
ble times, Daniel Webster was suspected to be 
British ət heart; aad, by his own declaration, he 
had renounced nove of his sentiments. Mr. Web- 
ster was now at the head of this Administration; 
and his colleague [Mr. Bowne] avowed astonish- 
ment that certain organs of the Democratic 
party should declare that the Democratic parly 
could not support this Administration! Since the 
return of Mr. Webster from England, the people 
had seen nothing in his ccwse to make them be- 
lieve he had changed his opinions. 

Here Mr. BOW NE rose, and stated that he de- 
sired to make a correction of some of the remarks 
of his colleague. 

The SPEAKER inquired whether the gentleman 
[Mr. Gordon] yielded the floor. 

Mr. GOREBON. No, sir. {Langhter, uproar, 
and confusion. ] 

Mr. BOWNE, as he took his seat, made a re- 
mark which could not be heard above the noise 
which prevailed. 


Mr. GORDON resumed. Ashe was going on 
to say, since Mr. Webster's ‘retarn from Europe 
the Democratie party had seen nothing to give 
them reason to believe that he had changed his 
opinions in any particular. In his course in rela- 
tion to the affair of the burning of the Caroline, 
the remedial justice bill, the bankrupt law, the ne- 
gotiation of the treaty with England—and, indeed, 
in all bis acts, he had shown that the declaration 
made at Faneuil Hall was true to the leiter. 

Again: his colleague [Mr. Bowne] said: “He 
yielded to none in kis atiachment to the principles 
of his party; yet, if attachment or non-attachment 
to men Was necessary to secure the esteem of his 
fellows, he feared he should be thrown overboard.” 
Frora this remark he (Mr. G.) understood that his 
colleague} declared to his constituents, that if his 
non-auachment to Mr. Webster was to be the price 
of their esteem, he was willing to be thrown over- 
board! Such was a fair construction of his col- 
league’s language. Now be would assure his col- 
league, that should he take Mr. Webster, changed 
or unchanged, and show a willingness to be at- 
tached to him, his constituents would most assured: 
ly throw him overboard, with a millstone around 


his neck, that would sink him eternally; and the j 


Democracy of the Union would look on and ery 
“Ameni” [Laughter, and cries of “Good.”] But 
to quote his colleague again: “What, he asked, did 
the people care who was the President? What did 
the maises care about the man at the head of af- 
fairs, so that the Government was well adminis- 
tered?” 

If this meant that the Democratic patty were 
really to take Mr. Webster, provided he premised 
to administer the Government well, to navigate 
the ship of State as she ought to be—if it meant 
ihat, old as Daniel Webster was in political sin, 
his colleague was willing to take kim as his exndi. 
date,—be would say that the people did care who 
was their President. They wished te know a man 
beforehand, when he aspired to. that cflice. They 
wisbed to know everything about his public and 
private history—yes, his private history—before 
they wonld allow him to be brought on the conree, 


No beardless boy could reach that high and re- 
sponsible pest by the suffrages of the people. It 
must be filled by men of high character and fixed 
principles—men known to the nation as such. The 
Democratic party. never had taken up a Federal- 
ist and placed him in the Presidency, and he 
trusted they never would: When they did so, 
they would cease to be Democrats. 

But his colleague said he cared not who was 
‘President; that he was bred a Federalist; that he 
was a Federalist after he had attained bis majori- 
ty; that he did not enter into political life until he 
was twenty-four years of age, when he began to 
think for himself, and renounced his Federalism. 
How many months elapsed before this result took 
place he did not know, but he came out a bright 
and shining Democrat! 

Now he (Mr. G.) never had doubted that a man’s 
first love was the strongest, “The dog will return 
to his vomit, and the sow to her wallow,” [Laugh- 
ter] Old Federalists were not to be trusted in 
the highest and most responsible stations. But 
gentlemen said that the Democratic party admitted 
all who came into their fold. True; he admitted 
that the Democratic church was catholic, and that 
itasked all to come up to the polls and vote. It 
preached its doctrine to ail the world. It excluded 
none from within its pale. It invited all to come 
forward and partake. But no man who had not 
received the laying on of hands by the bishop, 
was allowed to serve at its altar. [Laughter.] And 
least of all would it permit an old priest, toward 
the end of his days, te come out, doff his settled 
opinions, renounce his Presbyterianism, and as- 
sume its mitres and consecrated robes, [Laughter.] 

Yes, the gentleman said he had more feeling on 
this subject than men in general, because he was 
bred up in a Federal school. He, however, became 
a Democrat when he attained his majority; but his 
sympathies were with the old Federalists, and he 
would not eare who was the President of. the 
United Siates. He believed he bad enabled his 
colleague most satisfactorily to define his position, 
though he believed it was an isolated position in 
which he could neither get Democrat nor Whig to 
jein with bim. 

Some member suggested “the guard.” 

Mr. GORDON said he had nothing to do with 
the guard. God forbid he should have anything 
to do with it, or with “the Captain” either. He 
meant that he should never join the guard; but as 
it took two to play at foils, whenever the guard re- 
sorted to a game of that sort, he should not be 
backward. He (Mr.G.) was aplain man, and 
when he spoke, he spoke his plain honest senti- 
ments, whether they pleased or displeased the 
guard or anybody else. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Cusu- 
Inc] declared in his speech—and gentlemen would 
know who he meant when he read it—that it 
would not be for the political interests of any party 
to carry on a ferocious war against the Administra- 
tion and its friends, Well, one of the friends of 
the Administration was Daniel Webster, and he 
hoped there were but few Demecrats on that floor 
or elsewhere that would cease to wage war against 
Daniel Webster so. long as he remained in his 
present kigh and dangerous positior—a position 
that was dangerous to the principles of Democracy. 
Hie hoped there would be few traitors or cowards 
found in their ranks, who woud ground their 


arms to him, But what was waging war 
against the Aé€ministraticn? Did jt mean 
opposition i0 the exchequer? Was that the 


meaning of i} Was it voting against a bill that 
might be brought up there, with a recommendation 
from the White House? And were they to be de- 
nounced fer voting against a bill which had neither 
their nor their constituents’ confidence? Was the 
Voting against such a bill a waging war against 
the Administration? He shonld like to know what 
waging war against the Administration meant, if 
i: did not mean that. And if that wasa warring 
against the Administration, if be did not mistake 
ihe signs of the times, they would bave War; awar 
tothe knife, andthe knife to the hilt; for be did 
not believe that a Government bank, or any ex- 
chequer plan with power to issue Government pa- 
per as the currency of the conntry, would any more 
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meet with their approbation and their. friendship, 
than if they had bronght in a bill to re-incorporate 
the old United States Bank; for a Government 
bank was far more dangerous than an incorpora- 
tion of individuals—for they had there the -purse 
and the sword united—the money power and thé 


| political power, and “the fixed fact” of the Consti- 


tution combined. The “fixed fact? would be 
formidable indeed, if Congress should pass a Gov- 
ernment. bank to transact not only the con- 
cerns of the Government of this growing people 
but. the concerns of the people themselves. He 


understood from the speech of Mr. Webster, de- | 


livered at Faneuil Hall, that he approbated this 
exchequer plan-—that he was in favor of. it, if he 
were not its author; and here, then, they saw the 
danger of such men as that being in the Cabinet, 
getting the ear of the President, and dispensing the 
stars and garters, It was an all-important fact, 
tbat he who recommended the exchequer plan to 
the President as a Government bank—that a func- 
tionary who through his whole life had advocated 
a strong consolidated Government—who had even 
been British in hiS notions of a Government— 
who, when he could not get a national bank, 
which was ten-fold more dangerous to the liber- 
ties of the people and of the country, for it was a 
much stronger instrument in his hand—was the 
prime minister to carry out his plans of a consol- 
idated Government. Why, when the sub-treasury 
was first brought forward, it was expressly charged 
thatit was a Government bank in disguise; they 
put the administration then in power on the 
defensive on that subject, and it gave them 
great trouble to get rid of the charge, and to 
convince the people that it was not a Government 
bank in disguise. The Democrats denied that it 
was; and they struck out everything which could 
furnish a pretence for such an accusation. But 
now, when this prime minister was warm in his 
seat, and recommended this plan to Congress, if 
they were not to pass it, they would be ‘warring 
with the Administration,” and would come in col- 
lision with “the fixed fact.” When such threats 
were made, and such consequences were lo follow, 
it was time that every Democrat should take his 
stand, and define his position, if any doubt bung 
overhim. The design was formed to overthrow 
the Democratic party by divisiony--he cared not 
where the project came from; but the Democrats 
would soon hold their national convention~—-when 
they would select, from the two prominent men 
now before the nation, one to be their candidate: 
and the Democratic party would not then be either 
terrified or cajoled--they would stand up to the 
rack, fodder or no fodder. Post offices over the 
country were to be used to buy up the Democracy, 
and to scatter the apple of discord amongsi the 
party, to break it to pieces; but they who thus cal- 
culated to corrupt the people, mast be steeped to 
the lips in corruption themselves. 


Now, over President Tyler himself there rested 
a very strong suspicion. He was bred up a Dem- 
ocrat; he was nurtured in the true faith, to which 
he (Mr. G.) doubted not be would return before 
he died. He (Mr. G.) hoped, before he went out 
of power, he would return to his first love. But he 
was under strong suspicion; and it would take a 
great deal of whilcwashing, anda great deal of re- 
pentance, aud a great many good deeds, to recom- 
mend him to the Democrats, to that he could not 
only enter the broad door of their church, walk 
down its aisle, and take his position in their pulpit. 
[Laughter.] He might come to hear their preach- 
ing; but, before he could be allowed to preach 
himself, he bad got to atone for all his political 
errors. When first they found him, he was run- 
ning on the Ccon ticket as Vice President; and he 
could tell them the Democracy did not like that 
very well, for many reasons. They did not like 
him, because he had sucha man as Daniel Web- 
ster for his prime minister—a man who came out, 
and declared on Lovg Island, at a clambake, and 
in Virginia, beneath an October sun, and in the face 
of Virginians, that he wasa Jeffersonian Democrat-— 
which the people of the North did not believe, if the 
Virginians did. And what next? Why, when by 
authority of the Constitution he came to the ex- 
ecutive chair, he found Daniel Webster his prime 


minister, appointed by his immediate predecessor; 
and he retained that man in power, and has done 
so ever since—a man who bad been the means of 
recommending measures to this Congress that the 


Democrats never did nor could approve-of. There- 


were many other things that he must account for, 
and atone for, too, before he could expeet to be the 
candidate of the Democracy. But there was the 
“fixed fact,” and intimations were throwa out that 
he was to be the candidate, nolens volens. But how 
was that to be donè? Why, anoutcry was got up 
against party.. The organs of the Administration 
out of doors, and the new-fledged friends and fol- 
lowers of the Administration on that floor, had 
been crying out against party; and depreeating 
party spirit. And why this outcry against party? 
‘Was it not because the Administration party was 


not very respectable in point of numerical strength, i 


and that, by crying out against party, they 
hoped to break down both parties, that of the 
disjointed materials they might make up a party 
for the Administration? But what would be the 
consequence atiendant on success? Would not 
the ouis wage war against the ins? The coun- 
try would again be divided between two great par- 
ties, and measures would be made a test between 
them, whatever those measures might be—whether 
strong government or representative government, 
consolidated government or confederated govern- 
ment, To this it would come inthe end. He could 
regard this outery against party only as evidence of 
a design to break down all parties, and to remodel 
anew one. He had understood that this Adminis- 
tration took great credit for the overthrow of the 
Whig party in the contest of 1842; but he was 
not willing to give the Administration all the credit 
tbey ask on this head. He knew the Secretary of 
War wrote a celebrated leiter to somebody in the 
Siate of New York, just on the eve of the election. 
He knew, also, that that man [Mr. Spencer] was 
not without sagacity. The Secretary saw that the 
Democracy of the Empire State were aroused; that 
they had returned to their ‘sober second thought;” 
and that Whigery, in the States where the elections 
had then been held, was swept where his colleague 
wanted to go—“overboard;” [laughter;] and to ac- 
quire the credit of that mighty triumph, and drag the 
Democracy in the tail of this Administration, the vic- 
tory was claimed s theirs. But let bim tell that 
House that, instead of doing them good, it was a 
positive injury to the Democratic party; for it had 
lost them two Representatives in the Congress of 
the United States. That Jetter produced a prodi- 
gious aclion in the State of New York; and it 
awoke the Whigs somewhat from their apathy and 
slumber; and he (Mr. G.) declared in his place be- 
fore that House, as the conviction of his judgment, 
that that letter did them no good, but, on the con- 
trary, a positive injury; and that the Whigs were 
under some obligation and a debt of gratitude to 
Mr. Spencer for writing and publishing it; for they 
had obtained two Representatives more in the next 
Congress than they would have had without it. 
And it was very natural that itsbould be so. So 
sudden was thecbange, and so unexpected to them— 
afier he wrote the cal! for the Whig convention at 
Syracuse to denounce Captain Tyler—was his ac- 


ceptance of office under that Administration, that, | 


when he wrote and published his letter in defence 


‘of that Administration, a tremendous excitement 


was produced, and energetic action on the part of 
the Whigs; and, a8 a consequence, they gained two 
members more than they would otherwise have 
bad in the next Congress. 

He (Mr. Gorpon) deemed it his duty to the 
Democracy thus to undeceive the public mind re- 
apecting the supposed effect of that letter. With 
regard to the ability of Mr. Spencer to transact ihe 
duties of his office as Secretary of War, he had no 
doubt. He did net believe there was another man 
to be found within the borders of the United States 
that. was better able to despaich business than he 
was; and if they would only chalk out the business 
for him to do, he would labor day and night to ac- 
complich it; bat, as a political leader, he was with- 
out sagacity, and he cared notfor the world, pro- 
vided he could gratify his ambition. He had been 
jong in office in the Siate of New York, where he 
had belonged to one party, but now he belonged 
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to another—the Webster party at the seat of- the 
Genéral Government. : ~ 

But to return. The President was a queer char- 
acter; He had a Secretary of the: Navy who was 
the true personification of a Virginia abstraction, 
and who, when he came into office, had no sort of 
qualification for the office into which he came. | 

He had no doubt but that, in time, observation 
and experience would qualify him to make àa very 
good Secretary of the Navy, provided he could get . 
some of these large ideas of a grand and magnifi- 
cent navy out of his head, and come down to what 
a Democratie navy should be. When we shall- 
become the depredator upon other nations, and 


| when we should require a large naval force to 


carry on our schemes of conquest and plunder, 
then Mr. Upsher would become a very good Secre- 
tary of the Navy, because he ‘would be the most 
ultra in his noifons, and would lead on our con- 
quering squadrons in great style. But we are not 
yet prepared to become a conquering nation-—not- 
yet prepared to aggrandize ourselves by plunder: 
and bioodshed; and till then we do notwanta navy . 
to the extent of Mr. Upsher’s desires. There was 
a time when Mr. Tyler might have been almost, if 
not quite, a leader of the Democratic party. If, 
when he first came into power, he had atoned for 
running on the Whig ticket, by dismissing bis cabi“ 
net, instead of retaining the worst of them, and had 
brought round him Democrats of tried worth and 
experience; if he had recommended Democratic 
measures to Congress, and used the vetoa little 
more, denouncing distribution, and some other 
things,—then he would have plagued some of the 
Democratic candidates exceedingly. The people 
were almost prepared to take him ‘up by aeclama- 
tion, and put him into the Democratic pulpit as 
their preacher and leader. But he was not himself 
prepared to go altogether with the Democratic par- 
ty; he was pretty much in the predicament of his 
(Mr. G's) colleague [Mr. Bownz,]—that is, in what 
General Root once called “a state of betweenity.” 
Almost everybody kept away from, the White 
House; but if he had listened to the admonitions 
of the Democratie party, and dismissed that min- 
ister, in whom the Democracy never can confide, ` 
there would have been some chance of his being 
supported by them. But, instead of being dismiss- 
cd, there that obnoxious minister sat, poisoning 
the ear of that honest man who had not the firmness’ 
and the courage to dismiss him, and come out 
what he criginally was, and what he (Mr. G.] had 
no doubt he would now be giad to be. j 

The Democratic party, in their triumpbsof 1842, 
owed none of their success to this Administration 
and their Jetter-wriiers. The people triumphed in 
their might. They had seen what was the course 
of the Whig party while in the ascendant—ihey 
had seen how little their practice accorded with 
their professions, and how ill caleulated their 
measures were to promote the interests and pros- 
perity of the country. A portion of the Democratic 
party, too, had been deceived; and they, coming 
back, contributed to their party’s success. 


He had a little more to say in regard to the 
speech of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Cusmina.] The gentleman said that he considered 
it as “very material that there should be a frank 
understanding on those matters;” that “there were 
men in the Administration, or connected with the 
Administration, who, at a proper time, might have 
a word to say. He did not, to be sure, know 
whether their opinion would be potential; but this 
he knew—that, of all the elements now in tumultu- 
ous end conflicting motion in the national caldron, 
in the grand political secthing-pot, the most potens 
tial of all was the Federal Government.” 

The Federal Government was then in the grand 
political scething-pot. Who put it there? The 
framers of the Constitution never intended that 
the Federal Government should be put there. 
Who, then, put the Federal Government in this 
grand caldron—this grand political seething-pot, 
but those connected with this Administration? Yes, 
it was put in this grand caldron by those who, 
when the time comes round, will have a word to 
say; and he now saw that those connected with: 
the Administration had something to do, as: well 
astosay. Aneditor in New York, (said Mr. G.,) 
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who has.the public printing, comés out and declares 
John ‘Fyler to be the candidate of the Democratic 
party for President, and William C. Bouck the 
candidate for Vice President, subject to the nomi- 
nation of a national convention. Well, sir, (said 
Mr. G.,) they have come into our sect, and set up 
to be the high priests of our church; but if they 
wait for the nomination of a Democratic national 
convention to declare that John Tyler and Wil- 
liam C. Bouck are the candidates of the Demo- 
cratic party, they will have to wait a long time. 
Now, the paper in which this nomination was 
made, was the official organ; and, he took it, that 
what,it did was by authority; so it would seem 
that those around this Administration have some- 
thing to do, as well as to say. So far as Wm. C. 
Bouck was concerned, it was a foul calumny to say 
that he had assented to this nomination. Mr. Bouck 
would soon go with his [Mr. G.’s] volleague over- 
board, if he assented to it, for it would sink 
him to elernity. It was, however, doing Mr. 
Bouck great injustice to suppose that this nomi- 
nation was made with his soncurrence. It was 
glory enough for him to have the administration 
of the affairs of the great State of New York for 
two years to come; and he did not believe that be 
would give up the bird he had in hand for two in 
the bushes. The glory of being the choice of the 
people for the high office he fills, is superior to. the 
glory of running on the same ticket as Vice Pres- 
ident with John Tyler. He knew that, in speaking 
as boldly and frankly as he had done, he 
should tread on the corns of some of his friends 
who may have the appointments of postmatters to 
attend to in their districts. He, himself, bad no 
influence with this Administration; and when ap- 
plications were made to him for his aid in getting 
the appointments of postmasters in bis district, he 
turned them over to his colleague from the Oisego 
district, who had more influence than he had. His 
colleague had long since superseded him in the 
office of getting such appointments in his district. 
He hoped that he would continue in the good 
work, and, when he had done, that he would re- 
turn again to the Demoeratic ranks, and say to 
President Tyler that he gave him small thanks for 
the favors he had done him. The gentleman said 
thatsome serious collisions had taken place between 
the Executive and Congress, which he hoped never 
would ocenr again. He, on the contrary, hoped 
that they would occur again, and that they would 
always occur whenever an unconstitutional bill 
should be presented to the Exccutive for his sig- 
nature, He hoped that every succeeding President 
would veto and ditto every bank bill that should 
be sent to him. He hoped that he would oa 
little further, and veto. distribution bills also. If 
this, however, was intended for effec:—if we (said 
Mr. G.) must vote for the exchequer—if we pass 
the sub-treasury, it is to be met by this “fixed 
fact,” the threat fell powerless before the feet of 
the Democracy. He had supposed that the powers 
and the duties of the Executive were specified and 
limited by the Constitution. 

Here Mr. G. was interrupted by the SPEAKER, 
and informed that his hour had expired.] 

He never believed (continuing the sentence) that 
it was in the power of the Executive to put the 
Federal Government in the political scething-pot. 

Mr. McKEON then obtained the floor; bul 
yielded it to Mr. Bowne, for the purpose cf cn- 
abling him to make an explanation in reply to his 
ecl'eague (Mr. Gornon ] 

Mr. BOWNE observed that he was perfectly 
well aware ihat any gentleman on that floor wko 
would atiempt to answer such a tirade of personal 
matter as had fallen from his colleague, must, for 
the time atleast, Jay aside all self-respect; and he 
now presented himself to the House in that atti- 
tude, fora moment. He was thankfu!—knowing, 
as he did, the Democracy of the Empire Siate, and 
the Democracy of the district his colleague repre- 
sented——that he was not their high priest, and had 
not the power to put up and put down at his sove- 
reign pleasure. He knew the constituents of the 
gentleman; and it was through them that he had 
learned a fact, that accounted for his extraordina- 
ry zeal in the cause of Democracy; and he 

invoked the attention of his colleague while he sta- 


ted. it. Did his colleague remember that he once 
entertainéd the design—not carried into execution— 
of abandoning his party? Did he remember that, 
in 1840, when he was canvassing with the Demo- 
cratic party fora seat in Congress, and when his 
prospects were dim, that his political principles sat 
so loosely about him that he made overtures to 
the Whig leaders of his district to desert the Dem- 
oeratic party if he failed in getting the nomination, 
and become their candidate? This fact (Mr. B. 
said) he had vouched for by the affidavits of several 
of the most respectable gentlemen in his colleague’s 
district. Was such a man to lecture him, or other 
gentlemen, upon their consistency and Democracy? 
Heaven save the mark! No, sir; I will despair 
when my Democracy is to be judged by his judg- 
ment. [have been too long known to my constit- 
vents to fear what he can say; and will let my re- 
marks of yesterday, together with the wilful per- 
version of them by my colleague, go to them, for 
their judgment upon them. Let them go to them 
together; and let them say whether I am to be 
thrown overboard or not. Sir, I did not yesterday, 
and never did, say a single word that compromised 
the principles of Demcecracy. What I then said, I 
repeat now; and that is, thatif my attachment to 
Democratie principles is to be measured by my at- 
tachment to men, then I must despair of finding 
favor; for it is one of the cardinal principles ot’ the 
Democratic party, that principles must be adhered 
to, rather than men. Principles, not men, is their 
motto; and it is one that I held to yesterday, and 
still hold to to-day. 


Mr. GORDON rose to reply to the remarks just 
fallen from his colleague. [Cries of “Go on.”] 


Mr. McKEON declined yielding the floor, inas- 
much as he had but one hour. [*Yield to him.” 

Mr. GORDON said he would demand the floor. 
He made a point of order. He claimed the right 
to reply to the remarks of his colleague as a privi- 
leged question. [Laughter; and many voices “Let 
him proceed by universal consent.”] 

After some uproar, Mr. McKEON yiclded the 
floor. 


Mr. GORDON remarked, that the specch of his 
colleague [Mr. Bowne] was, delivered in public, 
made public in the newspapers, and he supposed 
was public property; and, as such, he (Mr. G ) had 
a right to comment upon it, as upon other speeches 
delivered in that body. He regretied that his col- 
league should have made such a speech, as much 
as he had no doubt his colleague now regretted it 
himself, [laughter;] but, connected as he was with 
the Democratic party, with whom he had ever 
acted, he had thought it to be due to them, at least 
so far as his constituents were concerned, to.cut 
off all connexion between them and the speech of 
his colleague on yesterday. 

With regard to what his colleague had said 
about him, although he (Mr. G.) hated to speak 
about bimself, it was but fair that he should say 
that he was brought up a Democrat from his 
youth. His father had fought the battles of his 
country in the revolutionary war, and never came 
here to Congress to beg for a pension in considera- 
tion of his services. 


He repeated, he was brought up a Democrat, 
and never had given any vote whatever which 
did not, in bis opinion, and according to the best of 
his judgment, accord with the principles of genuine 
Democracy. As regards the statement that hehad 
proposed to become the leader of the Whig party 
in his district, he would say that he never had 
aspired to become the leader of any party, but on- 
iy a faithful follower in the right path. (A voiee: 
“Candidate.”) As to his alleged desire to be- 
come the candidate of the Whigs, on which his 
colleague had remarked, he would say that his col- 
league spoke cf that about which he knew noth- 
ing, and which, in all its paris, was false. His 
colleague, it seemed, had gone among the Federa!- 
ists of his district to pick up scandal against bim. 
He supposed his colleague had long contemplated 
making useof it. It must have been some time 
since his colleague took up the idea of going 
“overboard,” and knowing his (Mr. G.’s) un- 
flinching Democracy, anticipated a broadside from 
him, and had prepared himself to bring itout upon 


the proper occasion. [Roars of laughter and 
-shouts.] 

Mr. McKEON then took the floor; but his first 
remarks were very imperfectly heard above the 
loud conversation which was carried on inevery 
part of the hall. He held. it to be necessary to 
meet every question openly and fairly. The true 
principles involved in the contest now going on 
were not yet developed. It was not a mere strife 
between parties; but one which might make an in- 
delible impression upon the structure of. the 
Government. The country had seen the Vice 
President called to the executive chair by the 
death of the President, who came into power pos- 
sessed With all the emoluments and honors of office. 
The party which elected him said he was pledged 
to support certain measures and principles. He 
thought otherwise; and was compelled to use the 
veto power upon measures introduced and carried 
through Congress by those whe brought about his 
election. Stripped of all adventitious circum- 
stances, it would hereafier be represented to the 
world, on the page of history, by the majority, that 
they were compelled to separate from the man of 
their choice. 

The next step to be taken was on the part of the 
minority. They had to determine whether they 
would accept the patronage, and assume the re- 
sponsibility, of the present Executive—unless he 
gave them the measures, and carried out the prin- 
ciples, for which they had been contending ever 
since the organization of the Government. The 
majority here said they bad left power and patron- 
age because they couid not sustain the President in 
the principles which he was carrying out. The 
question for the other party to determine was, 
whether they were ready to go into power with 
the responsibility of this Administration upon their 
shoulders. For one, judging from the conduct of 
this Administration, and speaking in the spirit of 
frankness, he was unable to sce, either in its rec- 
ommendations to Congress, or in its dispensation of 
power and patronage, or in its editorial department, 
(if that was to be taken into account as being by 
authority,) on what principle the Democratic party 
was Called upon to sustain it. 

But it was said, Would you wage a furious war 
against this Administration? He answered, No, 
certainly not; but the Democratic party had no 
favors to grant to the Executive. The President 
could command their support whenever he was 
right in his conduct. When the bank bills were 
vetoed, and the distribution bill defeated, in effect, 
by a quasi veto, ihey came up faithfully to the sup~ 
port of the principle, and not of the man by whom 
it was carried out. He asked, Where was the 
evidence of a furious opposition carried on against 
this Administration by the minority here in Con- 
gress? As to whathad been said about ultras, it 
reminded him of a remark in relation to the zones. 
The Democratic and Whig parties were declared 
to be in the torrid and frigid zones, whilst 
the Administration was the oniy temperate zone 
There were two principles at work in the world: 
one was sustained by the onward movement party, 
which held that Government admitted of changes, 
reforms, and purifications; the other was advo- 
cated by a party who were for standing where 
they had always stood, and admitting no improve- 
ment or alteiation whatever into the Government 
or its policy. Halfway between those two parties, 
the Administration desired to place itself, 

Here Mr. McK. was interrupted by loud cries 
ef “adjourn;” and yielded to a motion made to 
that effect. 

Mr. EVERETT asked for the yeas and nays on 
the motion; but the call was not sustained—only 
17 gentlemen rising. 

The House then adjourned at 5 minutes past 
3 o'clock. 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, January 6, 1843. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Treasury Depart- 
ment, transmitting a report from the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office, in answer to a resolue 
lion of the Senate passed in 1841, showing what 
amount of money has been refunded to the pur- 
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chasers of land in. the Greensborough (late St. 
Helena) land district: ordered to lie on the table, 
and be printed. 

`; Also, laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the. Treasury, asking for an 
appropriation to carry into effect the law passed at 
the Jast session, authorizing an ascertainment of 

the damages done the property of Daniel M. 
Hughes and others, by certain emigrating Creek 
Indians; which, on motion of Mr. EVANS, was 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from 
a large number of citizens of Franklin county, 
Pa., asking Congress to repeal the bankrupt law; 
which was referred to the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented a petition from 
Brooklyn, and one from the city of New York, 
asking Congress to adopt the exchequer plan rec- 
ommended by the Executive; which was ordered 
to lie on the table, where the bill on that subject 
now lies. ; 

_ Mr. McROBERTS presented a joint resolution 
of the Legislature of Illinois, instructing the Sen- 
ators and requesting the Representatives from that 
State to vote for a bill refunding to General Jack- 
son the fine and costs imposed on him by Judge 
Hall, with interest thereon: ordered to be printed 
and referred to the Judiciary Committee, 

. Mr. WRIGHT presented a memorial from in- 
habitants of Cayuga county, New York, praying 
that the law which authorized the issuing of boun- 
ty lands to the widows of officers and soldiers of 
the late war, and which expired in 1839, may be 
renewed and extended in such manner as Congress 
thinks proper: referred tothe Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. CHOATE presented a petition from B. Ad- 
ams & Co., importing merchants of the city of 
Boston, asking the refunding ot duties which were 
overpaid by them on goods imported under the act 
of 1833: referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WILLIAMS presented a petition from Wm. 
McPherson, who was a seaman in the naval ser- 
vice of the United States, asking a pension for cer- 
tain injuries received in such service: referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented a memorial 
from the commissioners of internal improvement 
of the State of Michigan, praying an extension of 
the time allowed by Jaw for laying down certain 
railroad iron imported for the use of the railroads 
in that State free of duty: referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

Mr. BAYARD presented a memorial from Ma- 
ry Anne Boyd, widow of an officer who died in the 
service of the United States, asking the continu- 
ance of the pension which she heretofore received 
under the naval pension law repealed at the last 
session; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BATES, from the Committee on Pensions, 
made an adverse report on the petition of Mary 
Farber, the widow of Pierce Power, for a pension; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. B. also reported, from the same commitee, 
a bill for the relief of Samuel Dicy; which was 
read, and ordered to a second reading; and the 
report accompanying it to be printed. 

Mr. FULTON presented a petition from James 
8. Conway, of Arkansas, praying to be released 
from a certain judgment obtained against him by 
the United States for the recovery of a balance of 
money intrusted to him for disbursement, on his 
paying what he alleges justly to be due: referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. EVANS, from the Commiitee on Finance, 
to which had been referred the bill from the House 
for the relief of the vestry and churchwardens of ihe 
Protestant Episcopal Church of the parish of St. 
Philip, in Charleston, South Carolina, made a re- 
port adverse to its passage; which was ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported back, without amendment, and 
with arecommendation tbat it do pass, the House 
biil entitled “An act for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives of Alexander Macomb, Robert Jen- 
nings, and the heirs and legal representatives of 
James Roddy, as sureties of Samuel Champlin, de- 


ceased, a paymaster in the army of the United 
States.” S PNA oe Lot : 

Also, reported back, without amendment, and 
with a recommendation. that it do pass, the bill 
from the House.for the relief of John P. Skinner. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE, from the Committee on 
the Library, reported a joint resolution for the dis- 
tribution of certain copies of the census return 
and compendiums of the sixth census; which was 
read, and ordered to a second reading. 

On motion by Mr. RIVES, the petition of John 
Good, of Ohio county, Va., praying the payment 
to him of certain damages sustained by the loca- 
tion of the Cumberland road, was ordered to be 
taken from the files, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE, cn leave, introduced a 
joint resolution, authorizing the Postmaster Gen- 
eral to correct an error in the proposals, and to 
contract anew for carrying the mailfrom Chicago 
to St. Joseph’s; which was read twice, and referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Mr. BAYARD, on leave, introduced a- bill to 
regulate enlistments in the army, navy, and ma- 
rine corps; which was read twice, and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


Mr, BERRIEN, from the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary, reported back, without amendment, and with ° 


a recommendation that it do pass, the House bill 
to amend the act establishing a district court of the 
United States at Wheeling, Va. 

Mr. B. remarked that as a court was soon to be 
held in Wheeling, it was desirable that the bill 
should receive the sanction of the Senate forthwith. 
He asked that it might be considered then. There 
being no objection, the bill was taken up, as incom- 
mittee of the whole; and, after a few conversational 
remarks by Messrs. KUNG, CRITTENDEN, BER- 
RIEN, and ARCHER, was reported to the Senate, 
read the third time, and passed. 

The following resolution, introduced heretofore 
by Mr. Huntineron, was taken up for consid- 
eration: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of so modi- 
tying theexisting laws, as tliat each Assistant Postmaster Gen- 
eral shall be appointed hy the President by and with the ad- 
vice and consent ofthe Senate, 

, whether it be expedient to repeal or modify the law 
prohibits contractors for the conveyance of the mail 


from carrying, without the consent of the Postmaster General, 
newspapers other than those carried in the mail, 


Mr. H. remarked, that the Assistant Postmasters 
General were formerly designated by law as clerks 
and assistants to the Postmaster General, and sub- 
ject to appointment of the Postmaster General; but 
by a subsequent law, they were designated Assist- 
aut Posimasters General, and made important 
officers. Still, the power (o appoint those officers 
was left with the Pestmaster General. He moin- 
tained that there was no good reason why these 
assistants, who had become, by law, important 
efliccis, and exercised the power of dispensmg the 
patronage of cflice—who were, by law, authorized 
to exereise all the powers pertaining to the office of 
the Postmaster General himsell, in case of the 
death or resignation of that officer,—shouid be ex- 
empt from the usual routine of appointment, (that 
is, of nomination by the President, and confirma- 
tion by the Senate;) especially so, as unimportant 
deputy postmasters, whose salaries exceed $1,000, 
are subjected to that mode of appoiniment. He 
then dwelt at great length on the second branch of 
the resolution, touching tbe subject of carrying 
newspapers out of the mails in the usuai mal 
conveyances. He impressed on the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads the inb 
portance of the inquiry, whether it was right 
that the inhabitants of cities, and those living 
on rapid mail rontcs, shouid enjoy the privilege 
ef receiving papers without postage, when the 
same priviiege was not extended to those lv- 
ing in the interior of the country, and could not 
be from the necessity of the case—the same facility 
for thus carrying the papers not existing. He was 
aware that the Postmaster General had the power 
to grant the privilege to a contractor, at the time cf 
making the contract for carrying the mail, to carry 
papers out of the mail, provided no preference was 


given thereby to the proprietor of one newspaper 
over another in the same place. “But sucha diss 


_ cretion and power was not in accordance and con= 


sonance with our institutions. Tt ought to be re< 
pealed; not because it was abused, but because it 
was liable to abuse. It gave the Postmaster Gen- 
eral a great power over the public press, because it 


when it would be used to subserve the purposes of 
party, and to- promote its ends. The public inter- 
est, he said, did not demand that he should have 
the power; it was anti-republican, liable to abuse, 
and ought to be repealed. À 

The question was then put on the resolution, and 
it was adopted. __ > 

The Senate bill (No. 40) for the relief of per- 
sons heretofore residing within the supposed limits 
cf Arkansas and Louisiana, but by the late settle 
ment of the boundary lines thrown into the territo- 
ry of Texas, was taken up, as in. committee of the 
whole, for consideration. = co et 

Mr. BERRIEN, chairman of the Committee on 
the Judiciary, by whom the bill had been reported 
to the Senate, explained that it was a bill of last 
session, which did not reach the House of Repre- 
sentatives in time to be acted upon. It provides 
relief for a class of persons, who wish to remove. 
into the United States with their property, prefer- 
ring to remain citizens of the United States. 

Mr. CRIFTENDEN did not suppose any doubt 
could exist of the right of such persons to remove 
inio the United States. They were citizens of the 
United States, and had an undoubted right to do sa 
without any new law on the subject. 

Mr. MeRCBERTS concurred with the Senator 
from Kentucky; and cited a caase in point, which 
happened once betweeh Virginia and Pennsylva- 
nia, when Virginia exercised territorial governe 
ment over the town of Washington, near Wheel- 
ing, though it was subsequently found that the lo- 
cation fell within the territory of Pennsylvania. 
An issue was tried on the point, whether slaves 
held by citizens of Virginia in that town were enti- 
ued to their freedom in consequence of long residence 
in it. And the supreme court of Kentucky, before 
which the trial took place, decided that, although 
the town was virtually in the State of Pennsylva- 
nia, yet Virginia having exercised territorial gov- 
ernment over it without interruption from Pennsyl- 
vania, the slaves were the property of their mas- 
ters, and were not entitled to their freedom; that, 
in fact, the masters were citizens of Virginia, and 
entitled to all their privileges as such. He (Mr.. 
McR.) therefore thought this law unnecessary, as 
the persons who resided within the supposed limits 
of Arkansas and Louisiana, while under the terri- 


. gave him the’ means of giving preference of one. . 
newspaper over another; and the time might come, ` 


torial government of those States, are actual citi+ | 
zens of the United States, and have aright to ree 


move into the limits of the States with their proper- 
ty, just the same as they would bave if the bound- 
ary line of Texas had been placed beyond them. .. 
Mr. FULTON explained that, however une 
doubted their right might be, they. might be 
subjected io great annoyances and expenses in 
trying that right; all of which could be avoided by 
passing this act, the object of which was to remove 
all pretexts for difficulty. i 


Mr. CONRAD thought there ought to be a slight 
amendment, The bill authorizes those persons to 
bring into the United States all their property. 
Now, much of this property may have been ace 
quired since the boundary line was determined. It 
may consist of cotton and slaves since purchased, 
and not entitled to be brought into the States by 
any other citizens. He thought there should be 


a limitation to such property as they possessed at _ 


the time the boundary line was determined. 

Mc. SEVIER pointed out how injuriously and 
unequally such a limitation would act. Female 
slaves, having children immediately after the set- 
tlement of the boundary, or subsequently, would 
be compelled to leave them in Texas, though 
brought into the United States themselves. Prop- 
erty transferred from one citizen to another since 
that period, or received as inheritance, might be ex- 
cluded. = 

Mr. CONRAD had not thought of those difi- 
culties; his mind was more immediately directed, 
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to the introduction cf cotton, the produce of Texas. 

But if the friends of the bill thought no danger of 

abuse would arise, he should not press his amend- 
ment. . : f Sue 

Mr. BERRIEN assured the Senate that the 
bill was very carefully considered by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and that it was sufficiently 
guarded and confined to the. objects and purposes 
for which it was required. 

_ Mr. ALLEN thought some amendment was 
necessary to avoid an inference, which might be 
drawn from the wording of the bill, that those 
persons tiad ceased to be citizens by the act of this 
Government, and that Congress was, in ‘this law, 
restoring their citizenship. He denied the power 
of this Government to take away the right of citi- 
zenship; and would not, therefore, sanction any- 
thing which might seem to imply that the citizen- 
ship of these petsons was in the slightest degree 
impaired or rendered doubtful by their being 
thrown within the limits of Texas. To avoid any 
construction of this nature, he proposed an amend- 
ment, the necessity for which he explained at con- 
siderable length. 

` A` long discussion ensued as to the necessity for 
any amendment; in which Messrs. ALLEN, BER- 
RIEN, CRITTENDEN, KING, MOREHEAD, 
McROBERTS, WOODBURY, and BAYARD, 
took’ part; all coneurring that the change of the 
boundary line did not impair the citizenship ef those 
persons, and that, therefore, without any new law, 
they might return into any part of the United States, 
fully entitled to the exercise of their citizenship; 
but some believing thatthe same immunity did not 
extend to their property. 


Mr. BAYARD suggested that, by changing a 
word, the difficulty might be removed. It might 
be expressed that those persons “returning” into 
the United States might bring in their property, 


.Mr. ALLEN accepted this modification, and 
made his amendment comform to the suggestion. 
= called for the yeas and nays; which were or- 

ered, 

The question on the amendment was then taken, 
and decided in the negative—yeas 13, nays 25, 

Mr. BERRIEN explained that the bill, without 
any amendment, provided for the return of those 
persons, with all their property, into the United 
States, upon taking the course pointed out by it, 
of applying to the proper court for the necessary 
authorily to remove the property in conformity to 
law. 

The bill was then reported back to the Senate 
without amendment; and was ordered to be en- 
gtossed fora third reading. 

-On motion of Mr. BERRIEN, it was agreed that 
when the Senate adjourn, it should be to Monday 
next. 

On motion of Mr. CRITTENDEN, leave was 
granted to withdraw from the files the memorial 
and papers of Wm. Duvall. 

A bill for the relief of the claimants of slaves 
lost in the Comet and Encomium, at Nassau, New 
Providence, and paid for by the British Govern- 
ment, was then taken up, as in committee of the 
whole. 

Inquiry being made as to the nature of the bill, by 
Messrs. CALHOUN and KING, it was explained 
by Mr. GRAHAM that a balance of the indem- 
nity paid by the British Government remained in 
the treasury of the United States; aud that, of righi, 
it belonged tu the claimants; but, owing to the man- 
ner in which it had been kept back, (which was 
done to see whether any claims for insurance, &c., 
might spring up,) the money could not be paid out 
without a special law for the purpose. ‘This act 
‘Was at the instance of the department; and merely 
gave to’ the owners of ihe money the $7,965 which 
remained of the indemnity paid into the treasury 
for the claimanis by Great Britain. 

This explanation proving satisfactory, the bill 
was ordered to be engrossed, and read a third time. 

Phe Senate (bill No. 38) reported from the Com- 
mitiee on the Port Office and Post Roads, for the 
relief of George P. FIill, postmaster of New 
Orleans, was taken up, as in committee of the 
whole, and explained by Mr. CONRAD. It ap- 
peared by his statement, that in 1841, in conse- 
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quence of the new regulations limiting the emolu- 
ments of postmasters to $5,000 per annum, andin 
consequence of greater expense to the postmaster 
at New Orleans than other postmasters were sub- 
ject to; an allowance of $800 was made to him by 
the department to meet the excess of expense. 
But the rent from boxes and commission did not 
pay him the full salary and allowance—falling 
Short about $650. This bill was to authorize him 
to refund himself that amount out of the box rents 
of the office. 

Messrs, TAPPAN and KING opposed the bill; 
and before any question was taken on it. 

The Senate adjourned. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, January 6, 1843. 

Mr. BIDLACK presented the petition of citi- 
zens of noritern Pennsylvania, for the repeal of 
the bankrupt law. 

Mr, READ presented the petition of 384 citi- 
zens of Bradford county, Pennsylvania, praying 
for the establishment of a mail route from Trey 
to Athens, in said county, 

Also, the petition of sundry citizens of Bradford 
and Susquehanna counties, praying for a mail 
route from Montrose, in Susquehanna county, to 
Athens, in Bradford county. 

Mr. BIDLACK presented the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered and adopted: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of allowing a pen- 
sion to Catharine Good, widow of Jacob Good, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WHITE of Indiana presented the memo- 
rial of sundry shipwrights of New York, in favor 
of the erection of a dry deck at that place: refer- 
red to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


STEAM NAVIGATION. 


: Mr. TRIPLETT submitted the following reso- 


lution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury communicate 
to this House, as early as possible, the number of steamboats, 
and their tonnage, employed on the Mississippi river, from Jan- 
uary l, 1841, to January 1, 1843, and their probable cost or 
value, and the value of the cargoes transported in them; the 
number of persons annually employed in navigating them, and 
the number of persons conveyed as Passengers in them for the 
years aforesaid; the number and value of the steamboats lost 
or materially damaged in each of thé said years, and the cause 
of such loss or material injury, and the loss sustained by the 
destruction or damage of the cargoes of such boats, with an 
aggregate of the Joss and damage of boats and cargoes, distin- 
guishing between those lost by the boats running on snags, bars, 
and rocks, and thdse lost from other causes; also, the number 
of lives lost during the said time, making the same distinction. 

Mr. FILLMORE requested Mr. T. to modify 
his resolution, so as to include steamboats navi- 
gating the lakes; which being assented to, the reso- 
lution was adopted. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO called for the orders of the 
day; when 

The SPEAKER announced that the regular 
order of business would be the calling for the re~ 
ports of the sianding committees. 

The committees being called on, the following 
reports were severally made. 


WAR OFFICE. 


Mr. STANLY, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred so much of the 
Presidenv’s message and accompanying docu- 
ments as relates to the army, reported the follow- 
ing resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Buildings be in: 


structed to report to the House of Representatives whatamount 
of appropriation is necessary for the erection of an additional 


| buiding for the War Department, with a plan of said build- 


ing. 


The resolution was adopted. 


Mr. CALHOUN, from the Committee on Naval 


Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of William 
Faber; which was read twice, and, after being or- 
dered to be engrossed, read the third time, and 
passed. 

PENSION AGENTS. 


Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, reported, without amend- 
ment, the bill from the Senate making compensa- 
tion to pension agents; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House, and ordered to be 
printed. 


COMMISSIONER OF PENSIONS. 
Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the same committee, 


to wbich had been referred the bill from the Sen- 
ate to continue the office of Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, reported the same without amendment. 

On motion by Mr. TALIAFERRO, the bill was 
then carried through ‘its different stages, and 
passed. “ , 

Mr. FORNANCE, from the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Pensions, reported a bill granting pen- 
sions to certain widows of revolutionary soldiers; 
which was.read twice, and referred. 

Mr. MORRIS, from the same committee, Yé- 
ported a bill for the relief of James Gray; which 
was read twice, and referred. i 

Mr. JAS. COOPER asked leave to submit the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That the postmaster of the House he, and he 
is hereby, instructed to furnish to the reporters of the debates 
in this House sucha quantity of stationery as may be required 
by them in reporting said debates, of which an account shall be 
kept. 

Objection being made— 

Mr. C. observed, that he understood, for the first 
time this morning, that the. reporters had been fur- 
nishing their own stationery; and, as their reports 
were necessary for the information of the public, 
he thought the expense of their stationery at least 
should be berne by the House. He, accordingly, 
moved a suspension of the rules for the purpose of 
receiving the resolution. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON called for the yeas and 
nays, but they were not ordered; and, , 

On taking the question, the motion was rejected. 

Mr. GILMER gave notice that he would, on fee 
morrow, ask leave to introduce a bill to abolish 
certain subordinate offices in the Genera! Land Of- 
fice. 

GENERAL JACKSON'S FINE. 

The SPEAKER announced that the next busi- 
ness in order would be the unfinished business of 
yesterday, which was the resolution of the gentle- 
man from New York, [Mr. Bownr,] directing the 
Committee on the Judiciary to report a bill to. refund 
the fine imposed on General Jackson at New 
Orleans in 1815, by Judge Hall—the question pend- 
ing being upon,the motion of Mr. Arnoxp to come 
mit the whole subject to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 


Mr. ADAMS, who was entitled to the floor, and 
as a preface to the remarks he was about to make, 
submitted the following amendment: 

“Strike out all after the word ‘resolved,’ and in- 
sert— 

“That the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
has been referred that part of the message of the 
President cf the United States at the commence- 
ment of the session, which recommends the reim- 
bursement of the fine imposed on General] Jack- 
son by the district court of the United States at 
New Crieans, in March, 1815, be instructed to re- 
port within —— days an amendment to be pro- 
posed to the bill No. 503, now in Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, which shall 
make the bill conformable to the recommendation 
of the President, * without designing any reflection 
on the judicial tribunal which impesed the fine.’ 


“And that the said committee do further report 
their opinion, whether the declaration of martial 
law by General Jackson, at New Orleans, was with- 
in the competency of his official powers, by the laws 
of war, without violation of the Constitation of the 
United States; and, if so, whether his imprisonment 
of Dominick A. Hall, judge of the district court 
of the United States, and his arrest and subjection of 
Louis Loualtier, a member of the Legislature of 
the State of Louisiana, to a trial by a court mar- 
ial, appointed by General Jackson himself, were 
justifiable acts of martial law, and not an abusive 
exercise of despotic and arbitrary power. 

“And also their opinion whether, by the pase 
sage of this act, according to the recommendation 
in the message of the President, the sanction of Con- 
gress will be given to the principle that those acts 
of General Jackson belong to that class of cases in 
which punishment may well be restrained within 
that limit which ‘asserts and maintains the au- 
thority of the law, and the subjection of the milj- 
tary to the civil power. — - i 

The SPEAKER decided that the amendmen} 
was out of order, unless the gentleman from Ten- 
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nessee (Mr. ARNOLD] would. withdraw his motion. 


to commit, 


Mr. ARNOLD. wi hdrew his motion; and the 


amendment was received. 

Mr. ADAMS said he had offered the. amendment, 
in order that the bill, if passed at all, should be 
passed in the precise manner recommended by the 
President. In order to show this, he would call 
attention to the paragraph in the message of the 
President: i 

“IT recommend to Congress to take into con- 
sideration the propriety of reimbursing a fine im- 
posed on General Jackson at New Orleans, at the 
time of the attack ard defence of that city, and 
paid by him. Without designing any reflection on 
the judicial tribunal which imposed the fine, the 
remission, at this day, may be regarded as not un- 
just.or inexpedient,” 

His amendment would have the effect of return- 
ing the finé without reflecting upon the judicial 
tribunal by which it was imposed. The Presicent 
went further,in the same spirit, and recommended the 
remission of the fine on the principle that the Judge 
was.execuling faithfully the duties of his office; 
that the treatment of him, and the trial of Lonatlicr 
bya court-martial appointed by Gen. Jackson, 
were violations of law; and the remission of the 
fine was a mere act of oblivion, without impair- 
ing, but, on the contrarv, confirming the propriety 
of the action of the Judge. The President said: 
‘Without designing any reflection on the judicial 
tribunal which imposed the fine, the remission, at 
this day, may be regarded as not unjust or inexpe- 
dient” He hoped the House would observe the 
cautious phraseology of this passage. The Presi- 
dent did not say that the remission would not be 
unjust or inexpedient, but that “it may be so re- 
garded.” 


Again, the President says: “The voice of the 
civil authority was heard amidst the glitter of arms, 
and obeyed by those who held the sword; thereby 
giving additional ustre toa memorable military 
achievement.” What was the meaning of this? 
The voice of the civil authority was heard and 
obeyed. What was that bot an acknowledg- 
ment of the justice of the act? Tt was assigned 
by the President, as a moiive for passing the bill, 
that General Jackson obeyed the judgment of the 
court. Farther, the President said: “Jt can hard- 
be doubted that it would be gratifying to the war- 
worn veteran, now in retirement and jn the winter 
of his days, to be relieved from the circumstances 
in which that judgment placed him.” Certainly, 
so far as the payment of money was concerned, he 
had no doubt that the remission would be very 
gratifying; but whether the “war-worn veteran” 
was willing to aceept a donation on that pinei- 
ple, was another qnestion. 

The President next proceeded to kiy doun a 
principle of extraordinary tmpoitas 
more go, because the Presiden pinane nded 
the passage of this bil in diseharee ef what thecon- 
ceived to be his duty. What did ne say? ‘There 
are cases in which public functionaries may be 
ealled on to Weigh the public interest against their 
own personal hezards; and ifthe civil law be viu- 
lated from praiseworthy motives, or an overruling 
sense of public danger and public i 
meni may well be restrained wit 
which asserts and maintains the 
law, and the subjection of the mi 
power.” Punishwent—thai wa: 
Jackson was to be relieved f 
inflicted upen him for a viclation of Constitu- 
tion and laws. The punishment was to be remitied, 
Again: “The defence of New Orleans, while it 
saved acity fiom the hands of the enemy, placed 
the name of General Jaeksen among those of the: 
greatest captains of the age, and Winstrated one of 
the brightest pages of our biste ry. Tt was, then, 
the defence of New Orleans, the briliant victory 
then achieved, and not the imprisonment of Judge 


that Jonit 
authority 


Hall—not the subjection of Lovuallier to trial by-a 
court martial, appointed by Jackson, whieh gave a. 
claim to the remission ef the fine. ‘The question 
was, whether, in consideration of these services, 
General Jackson ought not to be relieved from the 
cireumstances which this righteous judgment had 
inflicted upon him. 


The President thus concluded the paragraph to 
which he referred: “Now that the causes cf excite- 
ment existing at the time have ceased to operate, it 
is believed that the remission of this fine, and 
whatever of gratification that remission might 
cause the eminent man who incurred and paid it, 
would be in accordance with the general feeling 
and wishes of the American people.” ` Now, he 
would not deny that the American people wished 
this. fine to be paid back. It might be so. At 
least a portion of them wished it—a portion com- 
monly called “the Democratic party.” He would 
remark that the party which pushed this measure 
with such solicitude in the Siate Legislatures and 
in this body—where, from their extreme anxiety to 
avoid discussion, they wished to call the previous 
question—had an additional motive, besides that of 
relieving the “war-worn veteran” from tl cir- 
cumstances under which this righteous judgment 
placed him. Much had been recently said about 
seiting up the Presidency at auction, as the preto- 
rian guards once did in the Romanempire. He 
must say, if auctioneering was to elect the 
next President, that this measure—net of Anglo- 
Saxon, Anglo-Irish, or Anglo-Scotch, but of French 
origin, operating firston the Legislature of New 
York—was one of the best auction schemes that 
had entered jnto the campaign. All this desire of 
the people to have General Jackeon’s fine remitted, 
was but a species of auctioneering for the Presi- 
dency. The gocd-will of General Jackson was 
courted by all the divisions of the Democratie 
party. From the first proposition of the measure 
m the Legislature of New York, to its late sanc- 
tion in the Legislature of South Carolina—the land 
of the bloody bil~—every effort mede in its behalf 
was traceable to arctioneering for the Presidency. 


Rumors were afloat—he could not, of course, 
vouch for their truth—-that the great presidential 
question between the various divisions of the Dem- 
ocratie party, was to be ultimately decided by Gen. 
Jackson himself. It seemed to be given out that 
he was to be the president of the national Demo- 
cratic convention; and who knew what the result 
would be? Such were the rumors which were 
afloat. From what the House had seen, it was 
clear that all the divisions of the party were hum- 
ble suitors for the gecd-will or neutrality of Gen, 

Jackson, He did not expressly assign the para- 
graph in the message of the President to that pur- 
‘| pose. The President alone knew what were bis 
motives; and, therefore, he (Mr. A.) would not say 
that this was a bid io the great auction, If it was, 
however, a bid, he would say that it was nota very 
good one. Fe thought the ‘war worn veteran” 
would say that such a bid woni do, At any rate, 
he wished to have the trial made, by putting the 
bill in precisely the same terms recommended hy 
the President, in order to see whether the “war- 
worn veteran” werld take it. 


He then calied for the reading of the coneinding 
i! portion of his resolution; and it was read. The 
[| House would perceive, from this, that he proposed 
to instruct the committee to iiguire and report 
i| whether this would come under that class of caves 
to which the President referred as justifying a 
| violation of the eivil law. He wished the fact to 
be reported to the House. Should the bill pass in 
il the ferm asked for by General Jackson, it would, 
in effect, become the law of the land in all future 
time. Should it be passed, it would be recognising 
the right ofa commander of the army to declare 
martial law, and prosirste every righ! of the citi- 
zen. There was no alternative left. The bill must 
either be passed in the form recommended by the 
i President, or it would recognise a violation of the 


laws. One thing or the other mutt ‘bedorie. The 
question was, whether the House woiild'consent to 
pass the bill in such a shapeas to sanction the prin- 
ciple that the commander of the army Has the pow- 
er to declare martial law by his own authority, and 
without instructions from the Goverament, and 
thus take away the privileges, property, and lives 
of citizens at his pleasure. Sanction this, and 
your children to the latest day will be subject to 
martial law at the fiat not only of the President, 
but of a commander of an army. You must re- ~ 
mit the fine, and at the same time recognise the 
punishment, or do as General Jackson demands—~ 
stigmatize the character of a dead ‘man who had 
the courage and the nerve to. discharge his’ duty. 
This, too, must be done when the -judge bas- been 
dead’ twenty or twenty-five years, and no friend here 
to vindicate his acts. 


After some further remarks from’ Mr. A., the 
Speaker announced the expiration of that portion 
of his hour that remained over from yesterday. 


Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL said he thought the gen- 
tleman’s hour was up. 

Mr. EVERETT said the question was anew 
one, ai amendment having been offered, and the 
gentleman was entitled to his hour. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL replied that if a gen- 
tleman might thus renew questions, he might go ow 
to speak forever. 

The SPEAKER decided that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania had the floor. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL said that he designed 
not to enter entirely into the discussion on this sub- 
ject, but to address himself to—— 

Mr. ADAMS rose, amidst a confused noise of 
voices, and addressed the Chair. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL said he had the floor. 

Mr. ADAMS said he claimed the benefit of the 
rules, according to previous practice. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL said, unless there was 
an appeal, he should not yield the floor. 

Mr. ADAMS retorted that the paio was 
not entitled to the foor, and he (Mr. A.) claimed 
il, according to the practice of the extra session, at 
which one gentleman made a speech of two hours? 
lengih by simply changing the question at the. ex- 
piration of his first hour. 

Mr. WISE begged leave to state a fact in justi- 
fication of the Chair. 


The SPEAKER, however, went on to explain 
the case to which allusion had been made; and he 
was understood to say that there was not a two 
hours’ speech made, as the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts had averred; but when the gentleman 
who had the floor got through his hour, a new ques- 
tion was made, and the same gentleman got the 
floor on that new question. There was not a con- 
linuance of a speech by a change of the question 
by use gentleman on the floor; and if it were al- 
lowed, if must be obvious to the House that it 
would operate as a repeal of the hour rule, and a 
gentleman might, in that wey, speak a week. 

Mr. WISE reminded the Chair that, at the 
extra session, he attempted to do what the gentle- 
man. fromm Massachusetts now wished to do; but 
the Speaker overruled him, and the Chair was sus- 
tained by the House. 

Mr. WINTHROP inquired if, during the dis- 
cussion on the bankrupt law, this rule had not been. 
dispensed with. He was understood to refer to 
the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Gorpon,] 
who “spoke some days ago, and again yesterday, 
on that bill. [A member was heard to say that the 
question was then in a different shape.]- To bring 
the question before the House, he appealed from 
the Cecision of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER explained, that when the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Gorpon] spoke some 
days ago, the question was in a different shape; and 
that, it having been changed, he again got the floor 
yesterday, which was not inconsistent with the 
role. 


Mr. WINTHROP said the gentleman from 
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“Massachusetts spoke. this morning under a new 
motion; and it was not a case of a gentleman who 
made a motion, to lengthen his time to speak. - 

The SPEAKER replied that the gentleman from 
~ Massachusetts occupied half an hour yesterday, 

“and he had:the floor this morning, to oceupy the 

. residue of his time; and therefore he was not en- 

_ titled to further time, because, in the course of his 

. Speech, he submitted an amendment. 

Mr. WINTHROP withdrew his appeal. 


Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL then resumed’ his 
~- speech, but for some time he was scarcely audible 
above the hum of conversation which prevailed 
- through the hall. He was, however, understood 
to say that he should confine himself to an answer 
- to the speech of the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
{Mr. Apams,] reserving himself for a future op- 
- portunity to discuss the matter at large, when he 
should come fally and fairly before the House and 
the country; and he could assure the gentleman 
from Massachusetts that he should treat him with 
all proper courtesy and respect. But he might now 
congratulate him and the House, that, after a 
month’s inexplicable silence, he had at length re- 
covered his speech; aad, in addition to that, he 
` congratulated the gentleman from Massachusetts 
on his return+-he would not say to the prætorian 
guard, or to any other guard; for, if his reading 
was correct, the pretorian guard not only put up 
at auction the Roman empire, but they sold itto a 
negre—bul he congratulated him on his return to 
presidential support. He, (Mr. I,) however, 
` would say that the presidential message bad not 
prompted his action. And this he would say, that, 
ashe was the only member of this House who 
~ stood upon that floor on the 6th February, 1815, 
when the news of tue victory of New Orleans ar- 
rived—and never could he forget it—so he was 
` the author of the modest bill on the table, excul- 
pating the judge, and removing the stain from one 
` individual, without communicating any tarnish to 
the other. 
As he was here in 1815, and was here now, with 
a heart full of gratitude to Andrew Jackson— 
though, as he was reminded on a former occasion, 
` General Jackson thrust him from office, [laugbter;] 
and therefore he (Mr. I.) was under no obligation 
to him—he acted here with respect certainly for the 
President, but without caring what the President 
had recommended. He acted because his imme- 
diate constituents had sent here many petitions, and 
urged him at the Jast session to bring the matter 
to the consideration of Congress. In that he had 
motive for action; and the House would do him 
the justice to observe thal, having, by great goed 
fortune, navigated a little bill through the perilous 
difficulties of a: committee, in which the Speaker 
knew ‘he was in a very humble minority—and 
having presented a report there, through the kind- 
ness of his associates on that committee, (with 
whom he had enjoyed the most pleasant personal 
intercourse, as be hoped he should continue to do,) 
and a gentleman from Georgia, who was not here 
this session, but who at the last session gave bim 
his countenance and support,—he repeated, he 
hoped ihe House would do him the justice to 
observe that he had waited for no recommenda- 
tion from a gentleman sometimes called John Py- 
Jer, sometimes Captain Tyler, and sometimes tbe 
President of the United States, signifying that it 
should be done; but he had acted npon those 
things of which the gentleman from Massachusetts 
was the special champion—the petitions of the peo- 
ple~-particularly his own constituents. He bad 
not even wanted the promptings cf Maj. Davezac 
or Captain Anybody; but he had acted on that fer 
which he hoped he should have credit, and that he 
should not be included inthe cruel imputations 
and the unsparing disparagement with which the 
gentleman from Massachusetts had this morning 
' assailed the motives of every gentleman who bad 
taken part in this debate. Under all the circum- 
stances, in what he had said and done, he hoped 
his motives might not be supposed to be what they 
were not. He had, however, risen for the pur- 
pose—— 
The SPEAKER here, by the falling of his mal- 
jet, announced to the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia that the morning bour had expired. 


Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL said he was called by 


‘some extraordinary circumstances to go home to- 


morrow; and, if he might be. allowed to go on to- 
day, he would be glad to do so. [Cries of “Let 
him go on.”} 

Tse SPEAKER was about to put the question 
whether the gentleman from Pennsylvania should 
be allowed to proceed? when - 

Mr. EVERETT objected. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL moved a suspension of 
the roles, that he might be allowed to proceed. 

The SPEAKER put the question on that mo- 
tion; on which, there were 97 in the affirmative, 
and 70 in the negative. The motion was lost— 
two-thirds not voting in the affirmative. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL afterwards said he wouid 
remain until to morrow, for the purpose of finish- 
ing his remarks. 

Mr. GIDDINGS called for the orders of the day, 
viz: private bills. 

Mr. EVERETT moved that the House resume 
the consideration of the bill for the repeal of the 
bankrupt law; and he expressed a hope that the 
question might be taken to-day. 

The SPEAKER said the motion of the gentle- 
man from Vermont would require a suspension 
of the rules. 

Mr. EVERETT moved a suspension of the 
rules. 

Mr. HOPKINS called for the yeas and nays: 
and tbey were ordered, and resulted thus—yeas 
113, nays 90; which was less than a majority of 
two-thirds, and, therefore, the motion did not 
prevail. 


On motion of Mr. COWEN, the House then 
resolved itself into Committee of the Whole; and 
the following bills, to which no objections were 
made, were severally considered and laid aside to 
be reported to the;House: 

A bill for the relief of Asahel Lee, Harvey Lee, 
and Samuel Lee. 

A bill for the relief of John Coxe. 

A bill for the relief of Samuel B. Tuck. 

A bill for the relief of Thomas D. Gilson. - 

A b.li for the relief of Joseph R. Chandier. 

A bill for the relief of the heirs or the assignees 
of the heirs of Isaac Todd and James McGill. 

A bill for the relief of Jonathan Britton, 

A bill for the relief of Daniel Dunham. 

A bill for the reliefof David Allspach. 

A bill for the relief of James E. Hunt and 
others, 

A biil for the relief of Conrad House. 

A bill for the relief of Boyd Reilly. 

A bill for the relief of George Randall, John C. 
Haskell, and E. H. Holmes. 

A bill for the relief of Robert G. Ford. 

A bill for the relief of William D. Smith. 

A bill for the relief of Catherine Wilson; and 

A bill for the relief of the heirs and legal repre- 
sentatives of Major General the Baron de Kalb, 
deceased. 

Mr. FILLMORE wished to have taken up a 
bill to refund a certain sum of money which had 
been deposited in the treasury, and which could 
not be drawn therefrom without authority of law 
—-(understood to have been deposited there by Mr. 
Forsyth.) 

After some conversation, in which Mes:rs. GID- 
DINGS, COWEN, and UNDERWOOD partici- 


pated, objection was made. 


On motion of Mr. COWEN, the committee then 
rose, and reported a number of bills to the House. 
The following bills were then ordered to be en- 
grossed, and afterwards read a third time, and 


` passed: 


An act for the relief of Baron De Kalb. 

An act for the relief of Asahel Lee, Henry Lee, 
and Samuel Lee. 

An act for the relief of Samuel D. Tuck. 

An act for the relief of John Coxe. 

An gct for the relief of Thomas D Gilson. 

An act for the relief of Joseph R. Chandler. 

An act for the relief of the heirs er theas- 
signees of the heirs of Isaac Todd and James 
McGill. 

An act for the relief of Jonathan Britton. 

An act for the relief Daniel Dunham. 

An act for the telief of David Allspach, 


An act for the relief of James E. Hunt and 
others. s 

An act for the relief of Conrad House. 

An act for the relieftof George Randall, J. C, 
Haskell, and E. H. Holmes, 

An act for the relief of Robert G. Ford. 

An act for the relief of Catherine Wilson. 

An act for the relief of Boyd Reilly. 

The question then came up on the motion to re- 
consider the vote by which the bill for the relief of 
the heirs of Philip Renault was passed. 

Mr. YOUNG addressed the House at some 
length; and then, , 

On motion of Mr. FESSENDEN, 
The House adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, January 7, 1843. 

Mr. GUSTINE presented the petition of George 
A. O’Brien, for indemnification for losses sustained 
by his father, Richard O’Brien, Consul General of 
the Barbary powers previous to 1800. Ja 

Mr. READ presented the petition of sundry citi- 
zens of Tioga county, Penn., praying fora new poste 
route in said county, from Eikland to Middleburg; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. DODGE of Wisconsin presented the petition 
of inhabitants of the town of Southport, Terri- 
tory of Wisconsin, numerously signed, asking 
Congress for an appropriation for a light-house at 
that town, on the western shore of Lake Michigan. 

Mr. SOLLERS introduced the Hon. CHARLES 
S. Sewe tt, the successor of the Hon. James W. 
WiLLiams, deceased, who took the oath and his 
seat. 

Mr. BOARDMAN presented a petition of a por- 
tion of his constituents, praying for a reduction of 
the rate of postage on letters, and the adoption of 
the penny-postage system. 

Mr. HUNT offered the following resolution, 
which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads inquire into the expediency of establishing, bylaw, a 
mail route between the village of Lansingburgh and Scaghti- 
coke Point (in the county of Rensselaer and State of New 
York) on the Scaghticoke and Lansingburgh turnpike road. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD asked the House to dis- 
charge the Committee of the Whole froma small 
bill to establish a new judicial district in Kentucky, 
so that it might be passed. 

Objections were made, and the committee was 
not discharged, 

Mr. ARNOLD moved that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union be discharged 
from House bill No. 548, being a bill to reduce 
the compensation of members of the Senate and 
House of Representatives, and the Delegates from 
the Territories, and to repeal all other laws on 
that subject; and that the same be made the special 
order of the day for Monday next. 

Objections were made. 

Mr. ARNOLD moved a suspension of the rule, 
and on that motion he called for the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. HOPKINS inquired if that subject had 
been considered in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER’s reply wasnot distinetly beard ; 
but, after afew words from Mr. CUSHING, the’ 
question was put on ordering the yeas and nays, 
bui it was not carried. 

Mr. ARNOLD called for tellers; but only nine- 
tcen rose in support of that call, and tellers were 
not ordered. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
suspend the rules, and it was negatived. 

On the motion of Mr. H. DODGE, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Territories be instruct- 
edto inguire into the expediency of providing by law for the 
election by the people of the Territery of Wisconsin of sheriffs, 
judges of probate, justices of the peace, and of all other officers 
how elected by the people of the Territory of Towa. 


On the motion of Mr. COLES, it was 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to 
report to this House whether the officers of the exploring ex- 
pedition have received extra pay for their services; and, if s0, 
to report specially as to the propriety of sanctioning such pay- 
ments, or of enforcing their repayment. 


On the motion of Mr. HENRY, it was 


_ Resolved, That the Committee cn Private Land Claims be 
instructed to inquire into the propriety of granting 160 acres 
of bounty land to John McGinnis, of Mercer county, Pan 3 
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. soldier inthe late war, who enlisted the Ist day of March, 1813, 
for the period of during the war, 
Jery, and was discharged the 17th March, 1815; and that said 


- eddobt payable on presentation. 


business that would interfere with 


served in the corps of arti!- 


committee report by bill or otherwise. 


; u On the motion of Mr. *McKEON, it was 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 


, to. communicate to this House the names of the parties entitled; 


and the amounts respectively due, of the old funded and unfund- 


“On the motion of Mr. FILLMORE, it was 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to com- 
municate to this House any reports in relation to the lake 
harbors which may have been received since his annual 


- report. . : 


Mr. CAVE JOHNSON objected to aay other 
the regular 
morning business. 

The SPEAKER then -called for reports from 
committees. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, from the Committee 


_on the Judiciary, reported a bill supplemental to 


an‘act of the 24th of May, 1828, to continue a 
copyright to Joha Rowlett; which was read twice, 
and committed. 

Mr. BURNELL, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to which was referred the petition of cer- 
tain persons composing the guard of marines 
of the late exploring expedition, under Lieut. 
‘Wilkes, moved that the committee be discharged 
from jhe consideration thereof, and that the said 


„petition do lie on the table. 


He went on to make some cbservations on his 


- motion, amidst frequent interruptions. 


-Afier some further remarks from Mr, BUR- 
NELL, 

Mr. FESSENDEN moved to tay the motion 
upon the table. 

Mr. BURNELL called for the yeas and nays, 
but they were not ordered; and, on taking ihe 
question, the motion was agreed to. ‘ 

GORDON’S DIGEST. £ 

Mr. TILLINGHAST, from the Committee on 
the Library, yeported a jointresolution providing 
for a subscription for a ceriain number of Gor- 
don’s Digest; which was read twice, and referred 


-to the Committee of tke Whole on the state of 


the Unicn. 
RETRENCHMENT. 

Mr. GILMER, in pursuance of notice given, 
Sntroduced a bill, on leave, to abolish the offices of 
Recorder and Solicitor of the General Land Office; 
which was twice read, and referred to the Commit- 


tee of the Whole House. 


GENERAL JACKSON'S FNE, 

The House then resumed the consideration of 
the resolution sabmitied by Mr. Bowne, in relation 
to the fine imposed on General Jackson at New 
Orleans, by Judge Hall; the question being upon 
the amendment offered yesterday by Mr. ADAMS, 
to refer the subject lo the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, with certain instrections, 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, who bad the floor, con- 
tinued his remarks commenced yesterday, and 
noticed, in the first piace, an incorrect report of what 
he then said, which he found in two daily papers 
of this city. From these reports it woult appear 
that he disc'aimed the weight and influence of the 
Executive recommendation on this sabjeet; which 
was incorrect. On the contrary, ne felt obliged to 
the President for bringing it to the notice of Con- 
gress. All that he meant to ray was, that his 
course had been taken out of rcspect for bis own 
constituents, and in conseguence of petitions on 
the subject presented by-them; and that he did net 
need Executive infivence to indace kim to per- 
severe. 

He desired to address himself, es he said yester- 
day, to what he considered a great and inipertaat 
principle in the American Government; and to Ko- 
tice, also, the views that had been taken in relation 
to this matter by the honerable and venera~ 


ble gentleman from Massacnuselts, whose weight 


of character attached importance to his ar- 
gument, and the method and manner in which he 
had thought proper to slate these views to the 
House. He would rather, however, in the first 
place, submit his own views of the subject, 
(though he might thereby lose what he desired to 
say in reply to the honorable genlieman,) and re- 
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turn to him after he had done with that part of the 


. subjèct.. 


The. report that he bad the honor.to submit to 
the Houseyand the bili accompanying it, carefully 
exonerated the judge who- imposed the fine from 
all censure; and -he endeavored to ccmply with 
what appeared to him a sense of justice as well as 
of propriety in presenting. the-facis of the case, 
without casting the slightest doubt upon what was 
admitted. by all—and that was, the supremacy of 
the laws. There could be no liberty, without law; 
and he wished.to be distinctly understood as dis- 
claiming everything like the remotest intention of, 
in any manner, impairing the obligations of Jaw. 
‘With these views hè would, therefore, distinctly 
say, (without designing to impugn the motives of 
the judge,) now that the matier had been foreed on 
bim by the arguments of the venerable gentleman 
from Massachusetts—and enforced, too, in a strain 
of contumely and obloquy on the commanding gen- 
eral who was the subject of this debate—that the 
fine he sought to have refunded was not imposed 
by the authority of law. He desired to meet the 
issue tendered by the gentleman before the Ameri- 
can people; and, as a lawyer, he took his stand on 
the principle that, if they did not refund this mon- 
ey, the Congress of the United States would sanc- 
tion a judicial usurpation infinitely more danger- 
cus than martial law in all its most odious cir- 
cumstances. We have (said Mr. L) a pamphlet 
put into our bands, entitled “Martial Law, by a 
Kentuckian;” the author of which he did not know, 
and of whom he did not wish to speak in terms of 
disrespect, but who, it seemed to him, did not un- 
derstand the subject upon which he wrote. It ap- 


“ peared to him that the argument in that pamphlet 


was fallacious, the positions unsound, and the as- 
sumptions extremely dangerous. He would read, 
from the third or fourth column, the following sen- 
tence: 


eThe General was arraigned before the court without the in 


tervention of a jury, but according to law and universal usage 


of ali courts of justice, and ordered to pay a fine,” &e. 


Sir, (said Mr. I.) I deny the truth of the principle 
there laid down, and consider it as infinilely more 
dangerous than martial law, of which we bave 
heard so much. There is no such Jaw, and I 
undertake to convince this country of the truth 
of my assertion. He knew, (Mr. I. continued, ) 
what the feie of this bill was to be—-that it would 
fail; but if it did fail on the principles advanced 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts, that the 
imposition of the fine on General Jackson was a 
righteous judgment —if it failed on the principle 
advanced in the Kenincky pamphlet which he had 
just referred to—then he would say that it failed on 
no principle of Jaw, but on principles infinitely 
more to be dreaded than the exercise of authority 
under martial law. He repeated that he disclaim- 
ed any intention of casting imputations on the mo- 
tives of the Judge. He would cast that aside. 
Nay, he would cast aside the General himself; 
strip him of his triumphs and the Jaurels he had 
gained, and let him be taken as the vilest malefac- 
tor, and liable to punishment. Bat what right had 
any judge in this country to take a man by 
his mandate, aud, dispensing with the trial by jury, 
to pat bim to torture to compel him to answer, (for 
that was torlure;) and if he did not, to inflict on 
hima fine ad libitum? If he could do that, he 
might imprison him as well as fine; and, sir, why 
not torture him? Why not torture him to death? 
Why not question him upon the rack? It was all 


| comprised in this judicial discretion which the Kenl 


tucky pamphlet talked ef. He challenged al- 
the lawyers in the House to that issue. He meant 
to go before the couniry with the issue, that if 
they did not give back this money to the General, 
which was thus unlawfully taken from him, 
though he might have been a thief, a murderer— 
nay, tbe vilest criminal in existence—they sanc- 
tioned the grossest judicialusurpation. The Judge 
proceeded in what ir. Burke cailed the best and 
most authentic absurdity of form to administer the 
English common law of contempis. But was Eng- 
lish common law the law of Louisiana? Was Eng- 
lish common Jaw the law of the United States? 
Would any lawyer pretend thatit was? The Su- 
preme Court, in two cases, which Mr. I. quoted, 


| bad decided that the common law is not the law 


of the United States. Sir, (said Mr. L, )} there was 
no law whatever for this, which was.-cailed, by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts a righteous:judg- 
ment. For this there was. no law whatever, bat 
ihe monstrous principle that it was. good for a 
judge to enlarge his authority, and to protect his 
power. . : rae 

If there was no English law, then, and no-statute 
law for this judgment, are we (said Mr. 1.) to be 
thrown upon the civil law? Are we to be thrown: 
upon that mixture ef -the law of Lovisiana, 
which is English, and Spanish, and French? 
What would be the consequence? Why, martial 
law was part ct the civil Jaw; we take leave of 
that of England; we are no longer in Saxon- 
dom, but we are in the countries of Roman, 
Spanish, and French ‘jurisprudence—countries of 
| the auto da fé and of military powel; and the 
Judge acted under the very 
eral was censured for declaring. -He desired (Mr. 
L said) to be told what authority this Judge had 
for this righteous judgment. He knew that it 
was very easy for a brother judge, or a bigoted 
lawyer, to make out a justification for him; and, as 
applicable to the readiness with which some of the 
legal profession would sanction such abuses of ja-, 
dicial power, he begged leave to quote a passage 
or two from Mr. Hallam, the best writer on con- 
stitutional law that he knew. Mr, I. then read the 
following: 

“Time changes anomaly into system, and injury into right; 
example begels custom, and custom ripens into law; and the 
doubtful precedent of one generation, becomes the fundamental 
maxim of another. 

“With the usual bigoiry of lawyers defending every preten- 
sion or abuse to which their received standards of authority 
give a sanction”? : 

Yes, sir, (said Mr. ].,) that is what emboldened 
| the Kentucky pamphleteer to say that “the General 
was arraigned before the court, without the interven: 
tion ofa jury, but according to the universal wsagre 
ef courts of justice, and ordered to pay a fine.” 
Efe knew that he was speaking here in the pres- 
ence of a great majority ef the profession of which 
he was an humble member, of which he desired to 
speak without disparagement; but guarding against 
the bigotry cf a profession defending every pre- 
tension or abuse to which their received slandards 
of authority gave sanction. : f 

Sir, (said Mr. I.,) the moment we come to the 
principles and elements of jastice, without what 
Mr. Jefferson called “lubberly law books,” there 
is no foundation of this: righteous judgment? 
Would it be endured in any State in the 
Union? Every gentleman knew tbat, in 1831, 
an act of Congress was passed limiting the pow- 
ers cf the courts in cases of contempts, and 
restricting the exercise of their authority in such 
cases to their own officers, attorneys, and witnesses, 
or to direct obstruction of their administration. 
Why, when this Judge returned to New Orleans, did 
he not bring his action of trespass against the 
commanding general? Why did he make the law 
in his own ease, administer the law, and execute 
the law? Are we, (said Mr. 1.,) the Congress of 
the United States at this time, to keep in our pos- 
session a fund extorted in this way? He wished 
to avoid this question; but it. had been forced on 
him by the arguments of the venerable gentleman 
from Massachusetts; and he met it, therefore, 
without hesitation. He denied that there was any 
law to sustain the Judge in bis arbitrary pro- 
ceedings. He denied that any judge had the right 
to proceed in this way. He denied that there was 
any statute or any common law to justify him. 
He denied that there was any law whatever, un- 
less they fell into those codes of which martial 
law was a portien, Mr. I. then referred to the 
bilis passed refunding the fines imposed"on Holt 
and Lyon, under the alien and sedition laws,in cone 
| sequence of the prevailing opinion that those Jaws 
were unjust and tyrannical Mr. L, after a few 
more observations on this branch of the subject, 
explained what he considered martial law to be; 
premising that he dissented from Mr. Kendall's 
atticle in the Democratic Review, (which had 
been put into his hands since he began to address 
the House,) as well as the opinions of the gentle- 
| man from ‘Massachusetts on this subject. He also 


law which the Gen-* 
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“explained the distinction between martial and mil- 
“Glary: law. ` Martial law, according to his ideas, 
“was nothing more than extreme necessity. A dec- 
‘Iaration of war authorizes every spécies and con- 
trivahce of destruction, as the inevitable means of 
ultérior good. It is the Jaw of mere-and. sheer 
necessity, substituted ‘for all common, enacted, or 
judicial iaw—analogous to the cases of self-protec- 
tion from personal violence, when life may be 
taken in self-defence, relying on future justification 
by. due ;course of. law.. General Jackson found 
himself with an undisciplined and inferior. force 
before.a large army, composed of well-disciplined 
veterans, stimulated by the promise of “beauty and 
booty,” from whom it wasindispensably necessary, 
and his uuty, to save the city and inhabitants com- 
mitted to his charge; and he was, by the same 
principle, constituted the best, if not the only, judge 
of what was indispensably necessary. Under these 
circumstances, he proclaimed martial law, assu- 
ming the responsibility, throwing himself upon the 
-jastice of his country for his justification. Mar- 
“dallaw, then, was the law of extreme necessity— 
“sueh‘as-would-.authorize any individual to arrest, 
without wailing for the process of a magistrate, a 
man who was about to commit a murder, or fire a 
house, 
_ Mr. IL. said, that in Blackstone’s Commentaries, 
and in Hale, these principles would be found phi- 
losophically and satisfactorily explained. He dis- 
“avowed Mr. Apams’s doctrine, that martial Jaw is 
the constant attendant of war; and Mr. Kendall’s 
position, that martial Jaw is always the law of a 
camp in time of war. He agreed in the principle 
asserted by. Mr. Livingston, as his opinion was 
given in Mr. Kendall’s view of this subdject—that 
martial law, distinguishable from military law, is 
the occasional and temporary application of ex- 
treme force to the fartherance of a great belligerent 
purpose. General Jackson’s proclamation of mar- 
tjallaw was nothing more than notice that the state 
‘of things in New Orleans required the application 
of that absolute power which dispensed with all the 
ordinary course cf law, and that he assumed the 
responsibility of making such application. 
‘The morning hour having expired, Mr. I. asked 
a few minutes longer, to enabie him to finish what 
he had to say. 
Objections being made, with cries of “Go on; go 
ON Pane 
Mr. CLIFFORD moved to suspend the rules; 
which motion prevailing— 


Mr. INGERSOLL continued; and, after further 
commenting on martial law, and explaining the 
distinction between it and the ordinary laws 
of war, he proceeded to express his regrets at 
the manner and. tendency of the remarks of 
tHe gentleman from Massachusetts on this sub- 
ject, very different from the manner in which one 
past President should speak of another, and con- 
trary to what Gen. Jackson would do under like 
circumstances as to Mr, Apams. He hoped that 
he, upon reflection, would regret many things that 
he had said, and would think that many parts of his 
speech had better have been left unsaid. He [Mr. 
Adams} had characterized the refunded fine asa 
pension to a past President; which was not a candid 
view of it. But suppose it was: had not the gen- 
vUem&’n from Massachusetts lately voted a much 
larger pension to the widow of another past Presi- 
dent? which surely was a much stronger case. 
Mir. I. had voted with him on that cecasion, and 
felt no regret at having done so, as he believed it 
was right, as he had heard the late Wm. Lowndes 
say that pensions, when individuated by act of 
Congress, are not inconsistent with our republican 
Government. The venerable gentleman from 
Massachusetts himself is in fact a pensioned past 
President, for be enjoys, by virtue of that office, 
the franking privilege, which, though small in 
amount, is the same thing in principle. After 
thus, with an ungenerous fling, denouncing an act 
of justice as a pension, the genticman from Mas- 
sachuselis next proceeded to speak contemptucusly 
of it as a donation, which be (Mr. I.) also emphati- 
cally denied it to be. 
_ Sir, (said Mr. I.) I envy the gentleman from 
Massachusetts his large instrumentality, first as 
Secretary of State, and afterwards as President of 


the United States, in that most munificent of re- 
publican donations, the grant to Lafayette; and I 
trust that that venerable gentleman would not 
rather bestow on a French foreigner than his own 
immediate countryman such donations as the re- 
wards of inestimable public service. i 

Lastly, and worse than all, the gentleman spoke 
of it as a-charily, aftera night’s reflection on the 
subject; and contumelionsly said that he would give 
a farthing of alms to the war-worn veteran—“ Date 
obolum Belisario.” If this sarcastic charity had been 
even charitably mentioned, there might be some ex- 
cuse for it; but as it fell from the venerable member, 
I submit to his own sense of charity, that it was 
an uncharitable sarcasm, General Jackson needs 
no charity——no pecnniary help; all he desires is, 
that Congress should wipe a stain from bis renown— 
should not suffer him to go to posterity, and be 
tarnished in history as a violator of law and 
usurper of despotic power. Mr, I. regretted, for 
the honor of the country, that one ex-President 
should speak in such terms of contumely of ancther. 

Mr. I. next referred to Mr. Apams’s admirable 
vindication of General Jackson for his invasion of 
Florida, and his course with regard to Arbuthnot 
and Ambrister, which he said was so powerful and 
luminous an argument on the necessity of the case, 
that the British Government was satisfied, and con- 
vinced thar, if we had not law, we had justice on 
our side. j 

Invading the Spanish territories without order 
or authority, capturing their forts, hanging an Jn- 
dian chief witheut the form of trial, executing two 
British interlopers, after a mere form cf tria!—all 
the high handed, but justifiable proceedings of 
Gen. Jackson inhis Seminole campaign, were jus- 
tified by Mr. Secretary Adams, on the same plea of 
indispensable necessity for the publie safety which 
Mr. I. now asserted as the General’s justification. 
He did not refer to this probably the best of all 
Mr. Adams’s state-papers, in order to infer from 
it inconsistency with ihat gentleman’s present po- 
sition, but as the true doctrine then, as it was in 
1815 After a few further observations, Mr. I.’s 
hour expired. 

Mr. W. O. BUTLER next obtained the floor, 
but was precluded from addressing the House by 
the expiration of the morning hour. ~ 


JUDICIAL DISTRICT IN KENTUCKY. 

. On motion of Mr. UNDERWOOD, the House 
then resolved itself into a Committee of the Whole 
on the state cf the Union, (Mr. McKennan in the 
chair,) and took up “A bill to divide the State of 
Kentucky into two judicial districts.” 

At the suggestion of Mr. FILLMORE, the bill 
was so amended «Sto fix the salaries of the mar- 
shals and attorneys at $200 per annum, instead of 
“he same as allowed in other districts.” 

Mr. FESSENDEN made an ineffectual effort 
to have taken up a bill to change the judicial dis- 
trict in Maine. 

The committee then rose, and reported the bill to 
the House. 

The amendment tixing the compensation of the 
marshals and attorneys at the stated stim of $200 
was adopted, and the bill ordered to its engross- 
ment. 

It was then read a third time, and passed. 

Mr. FESSENDEN moved that the House go 
into committee on the biil in relation to the judicial 
districts of Maine. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON moved that the 
House go into committee for the purpose of taking 
up the bill to establish an additional land district 
in Mississippi, and urged the necessity of a speedy 
passage of the said bill, 

After some conversation between various mem- 
bers and the Speaker, 

Mr. FESSENDEN moved that the House resolye 
itself inte a Committee of the Whole generally. 

The motion was not carried. í 

The bill for the relief of the heirs of Philip Ren- 
ault came up in order, 

Mr. BIRDSEYE addressed the House at length 
in favor of the bill. 

Afthe request of Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, the 
bill was informally passed over, in order to take up 
the following bill, the objection made te which had 
been withdrawn: 


“A bill supplementary to the act of the 24th 
May, 1828, to continue.a copyright to John Row- 
lett.” ; f A 

It was ordered to its engrossment, and then read 
a third time,and passed. - 

Mr. PARMENTER withdrew: his objections to 
the bill for the relief of Wm. D. Smith. 

The discussion of the bill for the relief of the 
heirs of Philip Renault was resumed, and continued 
by Mr. MOORE in favor of, and Mr. WM. COST 
JOHNSON against the claim. 

Attwenty minutes past 3, Mr. TILLINGHAST 
obtained the floor; but the desire for an adjourn- 
ment was so great, that he was obliged to yield the 
floor. 

A motion for an adjournment was made, but 
momentarily withdrawn at the request of several 
gentlemen. ; 

Mr. UNDERWOOD offered the following reso- 
lution, which was adopted: 


Resolved, That the letter of Jeremiah Lukinsto J. R, Un- 
derwood be referred to the Committee for the District. of Co. 
lumbia, with instructions to inquire into the expediency of 

urchasing for the Government the clock mentioned in said 
etter. 


Mr. J. C. EDWARDS offered the following res- 
olution, which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the map of the western boundary of Mis- 
souri, made out by Seth Lea, accompanying the yeport of 
said survey, be Fptinted, provided. the printing of said map 
shall not exceed $6 per hundred copies. 

Mr. BRIGGS attempted to introduce a resolu- 
tion instructing the Committee on Accounts to al- 
low pay to such members of the House as might 
have been detained from its service by sickness, 
or who should have started from home in time to 
have reached the Capitol by the first Monday in 
December, and were prevenied by snows, floods, 
upsetting, accidents, and other impediments. 

The resolution was objected to. ` 

Mr. M. BROWN gave notice of his intention 
to ask leave, at the earliest opportunity, to intro- 
duce “a bill to authorize the appointment of a dis- 
trict judge for the district of West Tennessee, and 
the northern district of Mississippi.” ; 

The SPEAKER submitted several Executive 
communications, viz: ‘ 

A communication from the War Department, 
in answer to @ resolution of the House, calling for 
information as to the practicability of draining the 
everglades of Florida: referred to the Committee 
ou Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

A communication from the Treasury Depart- 
ment, asking for an appropriation to carry into ef- 
fect the act of the 9th August, 1842, for the re- 
lief of David M. Hughes, Charles Shipman, and 
Jobn Henderson: laid on the table. 

On motion of Mr. CUSHING, the House then 
adjourned. : 


Mr. CROSS, under the resolution of the House 
adopted on the subject, referred to the appropriate 
committees the following petitions, to wit: 

The petition of Joseph Wilson, of Phillips 
county, Arkansas, praying the allowance of a pen- 
sion. 

‘The petition of sundry citizens fof Independence 
and S:arcy counties, in said State, for the estab- 
lishment of a mail route from Batesville to Leba- 
non; and 

The petition of Elizabeth Davis, praying indem- 
nity for property destroyed by British soldiers in 
the destruction of the Treasury building in 1814. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, Janvary 9, 1843. 


‘The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Senate 
a communication from the Pest Office Department, 
transmitting a report in compliance with a resolu« 
tion of the Senate of 27th July last, showing what 
reduction of the number of miles on which post- 
ages are now charged, in the several cases designated 
by law, would be necessary to introduce the Feder- 
al coinage, so as not to diminish thé aggregate 
revenues of the Post Office Department; which was, 
on motion by Mr. MERRICK, referred to the Com- 
mitee on the Post Officeand Post Roads, and order- 
ed to be printed. 

Also, laid before the Senate a resolution of -the 


| Legislative Assembly of Wi:consin, concerning 


the: propriety of holding the present: session of that 
Assembly, and: condemning the course of the Gov- 
ernor in refusing .to. meet it; which,.on motion of 
Mr. ALLEN, was ordered to be printed, and refer- 
red. to:the Judiciary. Committee, 

Mr. CONRAD presented a memorial from Wm. 
A, Bradley, and other citizens af the District of Go- 
lumbia, praying that an association may be incor- 
porated. in Washington city, to be called the Gas- 
light Company: referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. C. also presented a memorial from. John 


Gregory & Co., merchants, of New Orleans, pray- 


ing.that-they may be indemnified for a certain sum 
of money which was transmitted by the United 
States mail, and lost between the cities of New 
Orleans and New York; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Pest Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a memorial from sev- 
eral merchants of New York, urging that the 
bankrupt Jaw is unconstitutional, destructive of the 
rights of the creditor, and praying for its uncondi- 
tional repeal: referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. Par 

‘Mr. W. also presented a memorial from mer- 
chants of New York, praying for such a modifica- 
tion of the tariff of duties on cottons as will enable 
trade to be carried on in fine cottons. Also, a me- 
morial from certain hardware merchants of the 
city of New York, praying such a modification of 
the tariff of duties on hardware as to give a prop- 
er ad valorem duty on imports of that. character; 
which memorials were referred to the Committee 
‘onmManufactures, 


Mr. HUNTINGTON presented memorials from 
citizens of Norwich, Wooster, and Donaldsonville, 
Connecticut, praying an appropriation to remove 
obstructions from, and to improve the navigation 
of the Thames river; which were referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. H. also presented a memorial from cilizens 
of the United States, praying Congress to pass a 
law extending the time allowed by law for laying 
down railroad iron imported free of duty: referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

_Also, presented a memorial from sundry proprie- 
tors, captains, agents, and pilots in the several 
lines of steamboats plying to and from the city of 
New York, praying that the law requiring iron 
rods to be used fore and aft on board of steamboats, 
be modified so as to enable hemp to be used for 
tiller ropes, &c.; and praying that they may be re- 
lieved from the penalties incurred under the law: 
referred to the Commitive on Commerce. 

On motion of Mr. HUNTINGTON, it was order- 
ed that the petition of Charles Larabee, for an in- 
crease of pension, be taken from the files of the 
Senate, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

On motiono{ Mr. MERRICK, it was ordered that 
the memorial of the president and directors of the 
Georgetown College, praying for an act of incorpora- 
tion, be taken from the files, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CRAFTS presented resolutions adopted by 
the Legislature of Vermont, requesting the Rep- 
resentatives and instructing the Senators from that 
State to vote for the repeal of the bankrupt law: 
referred to the Judiciary Committee. 

Also, resolutions re ponding to the resolutions 
passed by the Legislature of New York, in favor 
of the abolition of the franking privilege, and in 
favor of a reduction of the rates of letter postage, 
and instructing their Senators to vate accordingly: 
referred to the Committee on ths Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Also, resolutions passed by that Legisiature, re- 
questing the Representatives, and instructing their 
Senaiors from that State, to vote for the extension, 
for five years, of the law granting commutation to 
widows: referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, resolutions passed by the Legislature of 
that Siate in favor of abolishing slavery in the 
District of Columbia and the ‘Perritories. 

The question of recep'ion was raised; when 

Mr. KING moved to lay that question on the 
table. 

~ Mr. TAPPAN said, if he understood the mat- 
ter, it was not an abolition petition, but the resolu- 


- tion of the Legislature of a sovereign State— Ver- a; : d ihe follow 
tion, which lies over for the present: ~ 


mont; and was not, therefore involved within the 
rule. ae ; 

The CHAIR remarked ihat resolutions of the 
Legislatures of the Statcs, upon the subject of 
abolition, fell under the. operations of the rule, to 
the same extent as abolition petitions. 

The question wasthen put.on the motion to lay 
the question of reception on the table, and decided 
in the affirmative. : 

Mr. TAPPAN -presentéd the credentials of his 
friend. and colleague, Wm. ALLEN, who has been 
elected by the Legislature of Ohio a Senator in the 
Congtess.of. the United States for a teim of six 
years from the 4th of March, 1843. 


Mr. MILLER presented a memorial against the 
repeal of the bankrupt law; which was referred to 
the Judiciary Committee. 

Also presented a memorial, signed by 180 mer- 
chants, traders, and mechanics of Alexandria, ask- 
ing Congesss to recharter the Bank of the Po- 
tomac and the Farmers’ Bank of Alexandria for 
a period of ten years: referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. FULTON presented resolutions adopted by 
the Legislature of the State of Arkansas, request- 
ing the Representative and instructing the Sena- 
tors from that State to vote for the bill to refund to 
General Jackson the fine and costs imposed on him 
by Judge Hall at New Orleans. 

Mr. FULTON expressed a hope, as so many 
resolutions of instruction from the Legislatures cf 
the States had been presented on the subject of this 
fine, (which had been so unjustly imposed,) that the 
bill would be speedily acted upon in the Judiciary 
Committee, reported to the Senate, and finally 
passed. 

Mr. F. also presented resolutions from the same 
source, in favor of further appropriations to com- 
plete the forts on the frontiers of Arkansas: refer- 
red to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

On motion by Mr. WOODBRIDGE, it was or- 
dercd that the petition of Joseph Caimpean, in rela- 
tion to a claim to land, be taken from the files of 
the Senate, and referred to the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims. 

Mr, W. also présented a petition from John R. 
Williams, praying ibat a warrant for a certain 
tract of land may be patented: referred to tne Cem- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. ARCHER presented a memorial numere 
ously signed by citizens of Richmond, Virginia, 
urging that the bankrupt law was cestructive of 
all confidence between man and man, aud asking 
for ils unconditional repeal: referred. to the Judi- 
ciary Committee. 

Mr. KERR presented a memorial from a large 
number of the citizens of Baltimore, against the 
repeal of the bankrupt law; which was referred to 
the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. GRAHAM, from the Committee on Claims, 
reported back, without amendment, and with a rec» 
ommendation that they do pass 

Houve bill for the relief cf Samuel Hambleton; 
and 


FLouse bill for the relief of the administrator of - 


John Jackson. 

Aiso, reported back from the same committee, 
House bill for the relief of Dexter Hungerford, of 
Watertown, Jefferson county, New York, with a 
recommendation that it do not pass. 

Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on Claims, 
made an adverse report on the petition of Samuel 
Grice, praying fer indemnity for property lost in 
Florida; which was ordered to be printed and laid 
on the table. 

Mr. PHELPS, from the Commitiee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, made an adverse report on the pe- 
tition of Ezekiel Wade, praying remuneration for 
property destroyed during the revoluticnary war; 
and an adverse report on the petition of Lueretia 
Haymaker, heir-at-law of John Bowen, for bounty 
land; which reports were ordered to be printed, and 
laid on the table. 

Mr. BAYARD froin the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported back, without amendment, the 
bill to regulate enlistments in the army, navy, and 
marine corps. 


Mr. CONRAD, submitted the followiag resolu- 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be, in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of repealing o, much ` 
of the act, entitled “An act respecting the organization: of ihe 
army, ang: for other purposes,” passed August 23, 1842\-aspro: 
vides that the second régiment of dragoons shal}, from and alter 
the-4thday of March next, be converted’ iiito’a regiment ‘of 
riflemen. ’ : a cn 

On motion of Mr. WOODBRIDGE, it was = 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to com., 
miunicate to the Serate such information as may be inthe pos- 
session of the War. Department, not heretofore comniunicated, 
relative to any existing impediment to the convenient nayiga 
tion of lake St.-Clair,-and relative'to thè'sufficiéicy“ of ‘the 
harbors, and safety of the commerce, on the upper lakes, E 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, reported back, withoutamendment, 
and with a recommendation that it do pass, House 
bill entitled “An act for the payment of seven 


„companies of Georgia militia for services rendered 


in the years 1840 and 1841.” h nie 

Also, reported back, from the same committee, 
without. amendment, and with a recommendation 
that it do not pass; the bill for the reliéf of Phòm- 
as Copeland. Teer ete 

Mr. BARROW submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which lies over one day: ‘ 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to inform 
the Senate why the appropriation made by Congress, at’ the 
last session, for Fort Livingston, in the State of Louisiana. bas 
been withheld from the officer superiptending the construction. 
of that work; and, also, by virtue of what law, ór by whoxb!aw- 
thority, said appropriation was withheld; and whether the: ap- 
propriation has been expended on any of the. military: defences. 
of the country: and, also, that he inform the Sena‘e whether 
the completion of Fort Livingston is_not indispensably hécés- 
sary to the military defence of New Orleans. ` ` OPES om 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, from the Committée on 
Military Affairs, reported back, without amendment, 
and with a recommendation that it do not: pass, 
the bill to refund the balances due Massachusetts 
for disbursements durmg the late war. 

On motion of Mr. CRITTENDEN, the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs was discharged from the 
further consideration of the petition of Dr. E. 
Worrell, late assistant surgeon in the army of the 
the United States, praying to be restored to his 
late rank in the army. 

On motion of Mr. HUNTINGTON, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of so modifying the. 
existing laws, that the circuit court of the United States ‘for 
the district of Connecticut shall be held on the third Tuesday 
of September and the fourth Tuesday in April, in each year, in- 
stead of the time now provided by law. 

Several adverse reports from committees were 
then taken up and concurred in. 

Engrossed bill entitled “An act for the relief of 
the claimants to the indemnity received from the 
British Government for slaves taken from’ on © 
board of the brigs Comet and Ercomium, at Nas: 
sau, New Providence,” was read the third time 
and passed. 

Engrossed bill entitled “An act for the relief of 
persons residing within the reputed limits of the 
States of Arkansas and Louisiana, and beyond the 
boundary line between the United States. and the 
Republic of Texas, as established by the commis- 
sioners appointed for that purpose,” was read the 
third time and passed. 


THE OREGON TERRITORY. 


Mr. Linw’s bill for the occupation and settle- 
ment of the Territory of. Oregon, came up as the 
postponed business of last week, appointed for fur- 
ther consideration on this day. 

Mr. CALHOUN inquired what was the pend: 
ing question. 

The CHAIR said it was on the passage of the’ 
pill. It had been read a third time. 

Mr. CALHOUN observed that be had been 
greatly gratified to learn that the Senator from Mis- 
souri, who introduced the bill, disclaimed any in- 
tention that its provisions should conflict with the 
provisions of our treaties with Great Britain. It 
was for the purpose of obtaining time to compare 
these provis‘ons, and to satisfy himself that they 
did not cor flict, that be had asked a postponement. 
cf the bill to this day. He had since examined both 
the. provisions of the bill and of the treaties in.re- 
lation to the Northwest Territory; and the. result 
of his investigation was, that there was one. pro- 
vision in the bill which would conflict. with: the.ex- 


|| isting treaty with Great Britain in relation to-this 
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very territory. He alluded to the provision grant 
jog lands to settlers, which he read from the bill. 
To show in. what respect this conflicted with-the 
treaty, he should first iake a review of the grounds 
on which both countries Jay claim to the territory, 


and then the provisions of be adjustment by ~ 


treaty, which must govern the action of both. 

Here Mr. C. made a clear and precise statement 
of the three grounds upon which the United States 
Government sustains its title: first, of discovery by 
Captain Gray of the mouth of the Columbia river, 
and then by Lewis and Clark of its sources; next, 
by its transferred right to the Spanish title to the 
northwest coast; and, thirdly, to the transferred ti- 
tleand. claimsof France, through its extension of the 
Louisiana territory. He alsostated the grounds upon 
which England based her claims, which were two: 
first, under the treaty with Spain, in 1790; and 
next, with regard to the Columbia river, by pri- 
ority of discovery of the country tributary to that 
river. These conflicting claims had been the subject 
of negotiation, and by the treaty of 1818 it was 
agreed between Great Britain and the United States 
that the territory should be open to the subjects of 
Great Britain and citizens of the United States for 
ten years. In 1827 the treaty was renewed, leav- 
ing it optional with either country to discontinue its 
obligations upon giving the olher a year’s notice, 
He pointed out that the British Government mere- 
ly claimed for its subjects the equal right of settle- 
ment and occupation of the territory with the citi- 
zens of the United States; and the Government of 
the United States insisted on its exclusive right 
of occupation, settlement, and jurisdiction. He 
also deduced, from the review ef the whole case, 
that any provision of this bill undertaking to se- 
cure to a settler any part of land which he should 
occupy for five years, would be in conflict with the 
spirit and meaning of the treaty. For this reason, 
and also for another reason—namely, that it might 
be necessary to investigate whether the mianner in 
which it is proposed to extend jurisdiction over the 
territory is reconcilable with the provisicns of the 
treaty, and the interpretation of it by the British 
Government as exemplified in its acts of Parlia- 
menthe thought it desirable the bill should be 
committed to the Committee on the Judiciary, or 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. ` 


Mr. LINN replied, acknowledging that the Sen- 
taor from South Carolina had correctly stated the 
claims of the two Governments, and the position 
ia which they stood with regard to the treaty of 
18, 8, renewed in 1827, and requizing one year’s 
no ice of discontinuance. He denied, however, 
tha ı the Senator’s deductions were correct—first, 
that the promise of this bill to make a grant of 
lands to the settlers, was in conflict with the treaty; 
and, next, that there could be any question of the 
right of. the United States to extend our jurisdic. 
tion over our citizens residing in the territory. The 
object of the bill was to encourage emigration, by 
an assurance to those emigrating that they should 
have the benefit of the jurisdiction of cur laws, 
and the security of their settlements. Without 
these encouragements, there would be no emigra- 
tion of our citizens, and England would be left to 
occupy the whole country, through the sgency of 
her Hadson’s Bay Company. Through that sgen- 
cy, she was daily settling down her subjects—ia- 
king possession of, and occupying for all practical 
purposes, the choicest portions of the territory. 

Through the same agency, she had extended to 
those settlers the protection of the British laws. 
We asked, by this bill, to do nothing more than 
Great Britain had done. If she interpreted the 
treaty to her advantage, we surely are entitled to 
make use of her interpretation to our advantage, 
But he did not want either the example or dicta- 
tion of Great Britain in this matter. He took 
ground upon the indefeasible right of the United 
States to.ihe territory, and to our indisputable right 
to extend the jurisdiction of this Government to 
our citizens within our territory. 

Mr. CHOATE was sorry that he was obliged to 
concur with the Senator from South Carolina, that 
there was one objection fatal to the provision in 
the bill making a grant of lands to settlers. He 
said sorry; because he was entirely favorable to the 
bill itself, and approved of the objects and purposes 


proposed by it. On due examination of the exist- 
ing treaty, he was constrained to say that, to grant 
away, or to secure a settlement, (whichamounted to 
the same thing,) would be to exercise an ownership, 
contrary to the spirit of the treaty, according to 
which every portion of the territory is to be left 
open to the citizens of both Governments. The 
obligation not to exercise exclusive jurisdic- 
tion or ownership by either* party, was implied 
in the obligation to leave the country free and 
open to the mutual occupation and settle- 
ment of the citizens-of both. There was nothing 
in this view of the treaty conflicting with the ex- 
tension of the British laws to the subjects of Great 
Britain residing in the territory; nor would there be 
in the extension of the jurisdiction of the laws of 
the United States, in the same manner, over our 
citizens residing there. ‘There would be mu- 
tual jurisdiction; but mutual occupation could not 
be reconciled with an undertaking on our part to 
secure locations to our settlers. 

Mr. LINN observed, that Congress had, at all 
events, made some progress in this matter. Jt was 
now admitted in Congress that there may be mu- 
tual occupation and jurisdiction, without cause of 
offenee to Great Britain. As Great Britain had 
extended her laws over the territory, so may we ex- 
tend ours. As she had built forts and made setle- 
ments, so may we. . She is either to set us the ex- 
ample, or dictate to us what we may do. Now, he 
would pay no regard to the dictation of Great Brit- 
ain. He maintained our right to the territory over 
which we propose to extend our jurisdiction and 
our population, and it was on this righthe based 
the present bill. There was nothing in it to con- 
flict with any obligation of the United States. 

Here Mr. L. extended his remarks, in reply to 
portions of the observations made by the Senators 
trom Scwh Carolina and Massachusetts, only 
glanced at above. 

Mr. McROBERTS foilowed, in an argument of 
much point, which showed the indisputable naiure 
of our claim to the territory, and, our unequivecal 
right to pass a bill with the provisions which this 
bill contains. f 

After a few remarks from Messrs. CHOATE 
and HENDERSON, 

Kir. BAYARD suLmiited an amendment, which 
he thought wouid remove all difficulty. It was, in 
effect, that the provision of a grant of lands, as ex- 
pressed in the bill, should be changed so as to read, 
that any person occupying a settlement in the ter- 
ruory for five years should be entitled to a pre- 
emption right, as against the United States, for 640 
acres of land; and so for the share of the wife of 
a settler and each child for 160 acres. 

Mr. CHOATE sugeested that the amendment 
might be printed, and the further consideration of 
the bill postponed till to morrow. 

It was also suggested that the amendment con!d 
be adopted by unanimous consent—which it would 
require, as the bill was otherwise past the stage for 
amendment. 

Mr. CALHOUN remarked that, as tke modifica- 
tion proposed by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
Bayarp] required unanimeus consent for its ad- 
mission into the bill, he, for one, must object to it; 
because, if admitted, the amendment would, in his 
mind, be an admission of some doubt as to our 
title ta the territory. Efe was not prepared to sanc 
tion any thing that could bear that constrection, be- 
lieving that the title of the United States was clear. 
Mr. C. desired to say a few words further; but, at 
the suggestion of Mr. ARCHER, yielded the floor 
toa motion for adjournment; wishing it, at the 
Same time, to be understood that he was noten- 
titled to the floor, as he only wanted a few minutes 
to express what he had to say. 

Oa motion, the Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Monpay, January 9, 1843. 

Bir. OLIVER presented a petition from 75 men 
and 35 women, from Yates county, New York, 
in faver of a repealof the present law in reference 
to a recapture of slaves, &c. 

Mr. O. also presented a petition from New York, 
of 75 men and 35 women, against the admission of 
Texas into the Union. 


Mr. HUBARD presented the petition of John 
Dixon, for an invalid pension; which was, under 
the rule, referred to the appropriate committee. ° 

Mr. HENRY DODGE presented the petition of 
the citizens of the town of Madison, the seat of 
government for the Territory of Wisconsin, ask- 
ing Congress for an appropriation for a harbor at 
the town of Milwaukie, in said Territory. 

Also, the petition of the citizens of the town of 


Jamesville, Rock county, Territory of Wisconsin, 


asking Congress for an appropriation for a harbor 
at the mouth of Root river, town of Racine, in said 
Territory. 

Also, a memorial from citizens of the town of 
Racine, in the Territory of Wisconsin, asking Con- 
gress for an appropriation for a harbor at that 
town, on the western shore of Lake Michigan. 


EXTRA PAY. 


Mr. BRIGGS, by general consent, submitted the 
following resolution; which was considered and 
adopted + 

Resolved, That the Committee on Accounts be instructed. to 
allow the pay of all such members of this House as may have 
been unavoidably detained on their way tothe seat of Govern- 
ment at the commencement of this session by the storms, and 
closing of the rivers by ice, which occurred about that time; 
or who were detained by being injured by accident; they hav- 
ing Jeft their respective places of abode a sufficient time to 
have reached the capital in time to have taken their seats on the 
first day of the session. 


IMPEACHMENT. 


Mr. BOTTS desired to give notice to the House 
that to-morrow he should present for their con- 
sideration the charges upon which he expected to 
found an impeachment against the acting President 
of the United States., 

Mr. ROOSEVELT presented a petition from 
sundry citizens of New York, on the subject of the 
repeal of the bankrupt Jaw; which was appropri- 
ately referred. 


PLAN OF THE EXCHEQUER, 


Mr. FILLMORE, on leave, made a report from 
the Committee of Ways and Means, on the plan of 
an exchequer presented by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and recommended by the President of 
the United States, concluding with the following 
resolution, which Mr. F. said was unanimously 
adopted: : 

Resolved, That the plan of an exchequer presented to Con- 
gress by the Secretary of the Treasury at the last session, and - 


entitled “A _billamendatory of the several acts establishing the 
Treasury Department,” ought not to be adopted. 


Mr. ATHERTON asked leave, and presented 
a report on the same subject, from the minority of 
the committee, concluding with the following amend- 
ment, which he said he was instructed by them to 
offer: 

And that the Committee of Ways and Means be instructed 
to bring in a billreguiating the collection, safekeeping, trans- 
fer, and disbursement of the public money, in such a manner 
as shall, as far as possible, substitute provisionsof law for ex: 
ecutive discretion in the management of the finances, sha]] pre- 
vent the moneys of the people from being used for purposes of 
private speculation and emolument, and shail render the Gov. 


ernment Independent of the agency and influence of moneyed 
corporations. 


Mr. FILLMORE said he was instructed by the 
committee to move the printing of the report, and 
he would include in his motion the report and 
amendment of the minority. He would further 
move that 10,000 copies of beth reports be printed, 
and that they be postponed to, and made the order 
of the day for, this day two weeks, 

Mr. CUSHING enderstocd this to be an 
argumentative report from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, containing nothing buta negative prop- 
cilion, while the report of the minority pro- 
posed some definite action on the part of the House. 
He therefore moved that the whole subject bere- 
ferred ta the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of ihe Union, which already had a bill before them 
in relation to it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Maryland wished to know 
whether the Committee of Ways and Means in- 
tended to bring forward any biil or plan this ses- 
sion on ibe subject of the currency. He under- 
steod this to be a negative proposition—that the 
commit'ee would not bring forward the plan of the 
Secretary of the Treasury; and he now wished to 
know whether they intended to bring forward any 
plan of their own. : 

Mr, FILLMORE observed that the gentleman 


-was correct in supposing that the resolution of the 
Committee of Ways and Means was.a negative 


proposition. The committee passed only on the’ 


subject that was presented to them. It would be 
perceived, however, that the minority of the com- 
mittee had offered an amendment, instructing the 
committee to bring forward a bill—he supposed the 
sub-treasuty—and a substantive proposition would, 
therefore, be before the House when the subject 
came up. In answer to the gentleman’s question, 
he would-say that he Was no! aware that the com- 
mittee intended to bring forward any bill, unless 
instructed by the House. He hoped the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from Massachusetts, to refer 
the subject to the Committee of the Whole, to be 
covered up by the exchequer bill of the select com- 
mittee, would not prevail; as it would deprive the 
House of giving its opinion, by a direct vote on the 
proposition which came from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, recommended by the Executive. 

Mr. CUSHING, in reply, contended-that it was 
expected by the House that the committee should 
make a report containing a plan for the safekeep- 
ing and disbursement of the public money, as well 
as a plan of currency; and that it was their duty 
to make sucha report. Now, the report was not 
merely a negative report, but a very particular 
kind of negative report. What did itsay? Why, 
simply that it was not expedient to adopt this par- 
ticular plan. Had the committee, then, discharged 
their duty to the House? Had they investigated 
this broad subject, that was committed to them, in 
all its parts?) Had they met the expectations of 
the country? Or had they met only the limited 
question of how the revenue was to be kept? Com- 
pare the report of the Committee of Ways and 
Means with the report of the minority of the same 
committee. The minority saw the duty they had 
to perform—that it was lo consider the message of 
the President of the United States, in reference to 
this subject, in all its parts; and they performed it 
presenting a substantial proposition for the con- 
sideration of the House, Under these circum- 
stances, he hoped the reference of the whole sub- 
ject would be made to the Committee of the Whole 
-Where a bill in relation to it was already pend- 
ing. 

Tow were the moneys of the United States to 
be kept? In what form were they to be deposited? 
And under what instructions, and with what lim- 
itations? None of these was presented by the act 
of 1779; but, in the absence of the act of the last 
Congress, called the independent treasury act, and 
of the other act which expired by its own limita- 
tion, they were left to stand on the discretion of 
the Treasurer of the United States. 

Mr. EVERETT rose to a question of order, 
The question was on the motion to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole; and he wished to know if the 
whole merits of the finances of the country were 
in order for discussion. 

Mr. CUSHING insisted that he was right; but 
if the gentleman from Vermont thought he was 
wrong, let him put his point of order into writing. 
But the gentleman from Vermont assumed what 
was not tree; for he (Mr. C.) was not stating the 
whole question. 

The SPEAKER interposed, as was understood, 
fo intimate that the gentieman from Massachusetts 
was not out of order. 

Mr. CUSHING resumed. He was of opinion 
that the majority of the committee were right in 
the view they had taken of the subject, and that it 
was the duty of the majority not merely to bring 
into the House a preposition to negative a bill— 
that was not the duty assigned to them—their duty 
was larger and higher; it was to present to the 
House a measure—a measure which the interests 
of the Government demanded, and a measure 
which the country calls for at the hands of this 
Congress. This they had not attempted to do. He 
would not say that they had neglected their duty; 
but they had not performed the duty enjoined by 
that House. Werat, then, was the proposition, and 
the object of the proposition, as stated by the gen- 
Ueman from New York? There they haia fur- 
ther development of the purposes entertained by 
that committee, The gentleman objected to go 
nto Committee of the Whole on that report—and 


pena 


why? Why, thatif they did, that negative resolu- 
tion would be overlaid. How? By legislation on 
the part of the Howse. Well, was not that what 
they were bound. to do? ` Were they to spend their 


_time in discussing abstract propositions? What | 


was to be gained by retaining that negative resolu- 
tion in the House for discussion, instead of. taking 
up the resolation for practical legislation? They 
should not only take up the resolution, and inquire 
and discuss it; they should not only inquire whether 
a particular measure ought io pass; but they 
should go far beyond that—they should look into 
the whole scope of legislation, and inquire not 
only whether a particular bill ought, or ought not, 
to pass; but whether there was not some form 
of bill which should pass, and cf which a 
majority of the House could be found to approve. 
His (Mr. Cusnine’s) proposition was, that this 
subject should be put ina form for practical legis- 
lation, and not for mere abstract giseussion of a 
parly issue on a particular bill. It seemed to him 
that it was not only the course of wisdom and of 
expediency, but of duty, to refer this whole matter 
to he Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, that a bill—it was immaterial what 
bill, nor did he say it should be any particular 
bill—-should be taken up. The gentleman from 
New Yurk said his object was to have a direct 
vote of the House on the plan; but, if he wished 
to make so narrow an issue, it would be compe- 
tent for him to make it in the House; after they 
should have been in committee on the whole ques- 
tion, in a practical form, in which there could be 
legislation. But, no; his object was to prevent 
legislation. Did the gentleman from New York 
desire to stand forth as the chairman of Ways and 
Means in that character, and say that that House 
was bound to refuse to make any atiempt to legis- 
laie on the currency? He (Mr. Cosmina) hoped 
that, instead of sanctioning such a proceeding—in- 
stead of promoting a fancy discussion en a fancy 
resolution, he would consent that at the earliest 
possible day the House shovld go into Committee 
of the Whole, and attempt to pass some measure 
during this session cf Congress. 

Mr. ARNOLD said he understood the question 
now was simply to print; and he thought if this 
majority and this minority report were before them, 
in addition to the report which they got from the 
select committee nearly twelve raonths ago, they 
would understand the merits of the propozitions 
much better. He hoped, therefore, that the print- 
ing would be ordered, and he now moved the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. PICKENS asked the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee to withdraw that motion, to allow him to 
make one or two observations in reply to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, which he thought 
would satisfy even him. i 

Mr. ARNOLD consented, on condition that the 
gentleman from Seuth Carolina would renew it, 

Mr. PICKENS said the report new before the 
House from the Commitiee of Ways and Means, 
was not for the purpose of overlaying a bill, bat 
was inthe sature of a negative proposition, and 
therefore, to effect the purpose of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts ina more efficient mede, was 
to let it take its course, and vote upon it in the 
House by yeas and nays. 

Mr. WISE inquired if it was the intention of 
the Committe of Ways and Means to report a 
measure, or was it intended to do nothing more 
than submit a negative proposition? 

Mr. PICKENS did not know what the commit- 
tee intended to do, except so far as their report 
stated. 

Mr. WISE inquired if they had such a proposi- 
tion under consideration. 

Mr. PICKENS egain referred the gentleman 
from Virginia to the report of the committee for 
an exposition of their views end intentions; and 
then repeated, that iv the House, cn this report, 
they would get specific action. He did not wirh to 
foreclose the gentleman frem Massachusetts [Mr. 
CusHIne] on bis own bill; on the contrary he (Mr 
P.) wished that gentieman’s bill to have a fair 
hearing and discussion it ihe Cemmittee of the 
Whole; and he agreed with the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Cusine] that this resolution 
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was merely negative against the bill reported by 
the Secretary of the. Treasury, between which and" 
the bill of the gentleman. from. _ Massachusetts - 


` there was a material and distinct difference,’ as. 


there was between that gentleman’s bill and. all.. 
others. He was willing that the gentleman from . 
Massachusetts should go ipto Committee of the. 
Whole on his bill; but on this bill of the Secretary - 
of the Treasury, to which they felt such particular.: 
objections, he wished specific action in the House « 
by yeas and nays, in a tangible shape; and if 
the gentleman from Massachusetts wished for — 
action by the House, he would agree with him, and - 
not commit it to the Committee of the Whole. He - 
concluded by moving the previous question, in con--- 
formily with his promise. a 

Some conversation ensued on the operation of 
the previous question, and Mr. ARNOLD was ine 
duced to withdraw his motion. 


Mr. W. COST JOHNSON said, if they had been 
forced by the previous question to vote on this 


_ resolution, they should have voted while they were.. 


profoundly ignorant of the long written arguments - 
of the several. branches of ihe committee, which — 
had not even been read by any gentleman, except ` 
such as were members of the committee—possibly 
only by the gentleman who wrote the argument. 
He was, therefore, opposed to giving a vote upon 
it, while be had not had an opportunity to examine 
the arguments which the reports contained. He 
also objected to vote on the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from New York—for the single reason, that 
it was presented to the House in the attitude, not 
of active legislation, but of a mere negative prop- 
osilion, on which they might consume the time of 
the House, and, when it was disposed of, they 
would be as far from a settlement of the question 
as when they referred it to the Committee of . 
Ways and Means, at the beginning of the session. 
Foreseeing such a result as that which they bad ` 
witnessed, he voted against the reference of that 
portion of the Presidenv’s message to the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means. i ; 

It was now seen that it was not the purpose of . 
ihe committee to recommend any specific plan; and 
he asked, what was to be gained by this proposi- 
tion of that committee? It was a negative mode 
of telling ihe House that they preferred seeing Con- - 
gress adjourn to the adoption of any plan, or that 
there was neither capacity nor will in the House to 
meet the question directly, and to give a specific : 
and tangible vote upon it. He knew how difficult 
the question was of settlement; but still he thought 
it was the duly of the House to present a specific 
proposition for its action, and to test its sense, that 
the country might see whether there was a majority » 
in favor of any plan whatever. For that reason, ’ 
he could not see how any progress could be made 
in legislation by voting on the proposition cf the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means; 
and, while he would cheerfully vote to print the 
reports, that they might have every advantege from 
them, he could not, and would not, agree to cons 
sume some two weeks in a discussion on a nega- 
tive propesition, which, when the vote was 'aken, 
would bring them no nearer to its settlement than 
they were al the commencement of the session. 

Mr. BOTT said, while, of the plans proposed, 
he should preter a United States bank, he must re- 
call the House to the simple question before them, , 
which was merely one of printing the reports, and 
not of the adoption of the resolution of either the 
majority or the mincrity of the committee. What 
was the resolution of the majority? [t was sim- 
ply a negative proposition, that it was not expedi- 
entio adopt the plan recommended. And what 
was the proposition of the gentleman from New 
Hampshire? It was to bring in a specifie plan, 
which was substantially ihe sub-treasury. Now, 
was it not competent for the gentleman to move 
that specific plan in Committee of the Whole? ` If, 
therefore, they would keep these two subjects sep- 
arate, and confine themselves to the question of 
printing, they might at once decide it. 

Mr. FILLMORE said he was not surprised 
at the haste with which the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts had attacked the report just laid, on 
their table, before there was even time to read 
it, or to know its contents. The honorable gentie- 


atid’Mearis bad presented. this subject ina way 
that would:not result in législation, and the konor- 
able. gentleman from Maryland [Mr. W. C. Jonn- 
son]. took exception to the report on the same 
ground. Now, what was the history of that ques. 
tion before the House? for, by-recurring to that, 
they would see if there was weight in that objec- 
tion: It was: submitted to Congress at the com- 
mencement of the last session, and the report, con- 
taining the plan as recommended by the Executive, 
Was sent toa committee, a majority of whose 
members were the avowed friends of the Execu- 
live. That committee, after holding the subiect 
under consideration until the middle of February, 
made a report, accompanied bya billas a substi- 
tute for the plan recommended by the Executive 
—a plan which had been prepared by a leading 
member of the Cabinet, and of which a distin- 
guished member of the Cabinet, in a speech at 
Boston, avowed himself the advocate, and de- 
clared that the plan submitted as a substitute for 
the plan of the Executive was not wortha rush— 
that it was not worth the parchment on which it 
was: written. 

He. then went on to remark that the subject of 
the currency and finance was before the House 
and the country in every porsible phasis in which 
it could be presented. There was no reason why 
the:House could not come to a vote. Ifany mem- 
ber was in favor of the plan of the exchequer, it 
would be-easy fer him to move to strike ont the 
word: “not” jn. the resolution reported from the 
Committee’ of Ways and Means, and thus make it 
declare that the plan is expedient. He should 
like to see the individual who was prepared to vote 
for. it. 

But the gentleman (Mr. Cusuina} had said that 
the commiitee had failed to discharge its whole 
duty. What was that duty? Was it to report the 
plan of the gentleman from Massachusetts? Was 
it to report a bank? ‘No: it was made the specific 
daty of the committee to report another particular 
plan. The resolution of reference made it the duty 
of the Committee of Ways and Means to take into 
consideration such parts of the President’s message 
as. treated of the currency, “including the exche- 
quer plan and the tariff.” The Committee of 
Ways and Means of course had the whole subject 
of finance under its charge; but the exchequer and 
the tariff were expressly referred to it. The gen- 
tleman ‘said that the committee should have re- 
ported some affirmative plan. Were the commit- 
tee authorized to report a bill which they did not 
approve, in violation of all parliamentary prece; 
dent? According to the doctrine of the gentleman, 
the committee were bound to report in favor of the 
Executive plan. > 
. Mr. CUSHING rose to explain. He did not 
say ‘that the committee were bound to report in fa. 
vor of the plan of the Executive, but that they 
should have reported some bill. 

Mr. FILLMORE resumed, and was understood 
to insist upon the interpretation he had put upon 
the remarks of the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
[Mr. Cusnina.] He believed that the committee 
had'discharged its duty. If the House differed 
from it, let the committee be instracted to report a 
bill in a modified form. He (Mr. F.) had been 
called out prematurely in this debate; and he de- 
sired to state the fact to the House. Though he 
had moved that the subject be postponed, and hoped 
it would be, for the purpose of examination; yet he 
would tell the gentleman from Massachusetts, who 
appeared so desirous of having the question passed 
upon, that, should the gentleman move to tale up 
the exchequer bill, he (Mr. F.) would not oppose 
the motion. - The House had been spending weeks 
in debating abstractions and political questions, in 
which debate the gentleman himself led off. His 
only desire, in wishing this report postponed a 
week or lwo, was in order to give time for its ex- 
amination. - 

Mr. WISE said that the result of the reference 
of the President’s message to the Committee of 
Ways and Means was precisely what he had anti. 
cipated and predicted. Indeed, when the motion 
was first made to that effect, it was intimated by 
the friends of the measure, (the exchequer,) that to 
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sefer ihe message of the President to the Commit- 


| on this aaswer, 


tee of Ways and Means would be no mere nor 
less ihan “committere agnum lupo.” It was referred 
there simply to be destroyed—not to get some other 
plan from that committee, but to get their verdict 
of condemnation upon this one plan. 


Bat what had the committee reported? A glance 
through the preamble had enabled him to discover 
some of the reasons on which they based their 
resolution. The reason. was, that for ten years 
past the money power of the Government bas 
been in the hands of the Federal Executive. 
The report said that it was now in the hands 
of the Executive; that such a state of things was 
dangerous; and that the Executive ought to be 
stripped of it. Now, the Executive had recom- 
mended a plan, by which he would be stripped 
of this power; and the Committee of Ways and 
Means, instead of carrying out their correct 
views, in which be (Mr. W.) agreed, contented 
themselves with saying that the plan would not do, 
There, their wisdom stopped. There, their patriot- 
ism stopped. They merely said that one plan out 
of a thousand was objectionable. But did the 
committee say that no other plan should be adopted? 
That the plan was so bad as to be unworthy of 
repairs? Did the gentieman [Mr. Fintmore] say 
that he could not report a creature of bis own 
brain, which would suit the wants of the country? 
For some years past there seemed to be but two 
alternatives—a bank of the United States and a 
sub-treasury. This, however, was now contra- 
dicted by the exhibition of the exchequer—a mid- 
dle ground between the other two measures. The 
gentleman said this would not do: why, then, did 
he not give the House the model of a bank, which, 
some Sessions ago, was made to assume any Pro- 
tean shape? Could not the gentleman report that 
measure again? The fair and only construction of 
his report was, that he wished to have “aut Casar, 
aut nullus.” Anything but a bank was unworthy 
of amendment or consideration! Did the gentle- 

san weigh his words when he said that the exche- 
quer could not be amended? What was the mean- 
ing of amendment? Was not every proposition 
capable of amendment? Was it not a common 
mode of amendment to move to strike out all after 
the enacting clause, and insert a wholly different 
proposition? Did the gentleman mean to gay that 
the plan was so bad that it could not even be reme- 
died in that form? Did he mean to say that he 
could not strike out the plan of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and insert one from the collective wis- 
dom. of the Committee of Ways and Means? Why 
was not a substitute reported? 

Mr. FILLMORE said, if the gentleman desired 
him to answer his question, he would say that a 
substitute bad already been reported by the friends 
of the Executive, and was now before the House. 

Mr. WISE said that the friends of the President 
cid not themselves consider the plan of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to be perfect, and reported 
amendeents 10 it. Was he to understand the gen- 
Ueman as concurring in the amendments? No; the 
gentleman did not agree to them. The genileman 
did not concur in the plan of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, or in the amendirents to that plan by the 
friends of the President. Why, then, did he not 
report a better substitute? The gentleman had no 
answer to that question! The answer was a con- 
cealed one. 

Mr. FILLMORE remarked that the majority 
of the Committee of Ways and Means had twice 
reported their plan to the House, but it was, on 
both oceasions, defeated by the Executive. 

Mr. WISE said he had now got the answer he 
wanted. He would go before the people upon 
it, A bank of the United States or nothing! He 
was willing to go before a jury of the country 
Yes; the gentleman was willing to 
let the President have the power of the purse, uan- 
less he could get his national bank! Though 
there were regulations for the organization of the 
Treasury Department, yet the gentleman very 
properly thought that something further should be 
done to limit Executive discretion, When a plan 
for that purpose was proposed, what was his an- 
swer? A bank or nothing. There were no de- 
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giees—no gradations of policy or expediency. 
Aut Cæsar aut nullus, was the genileman’s maxim, 

He (Mr. W-) differed from his friend [Mr. 
Cusuine] as to the disposition to be made of this 
He did not agree with him in wishing its 
reference to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. Hie wanted it before the 
House, to be decided by yeas and nays; and thus 
see wheiher one party would say that it would take 
nothing but the sub-treasury, whilst the other de- 
clared it must have a bank. He wished to see 
whether these two parties would insist upon ex- 
tremes, or no measure. He was willing to sus- 
tain the previous question, and as ready to vote 
now as ke would be iwo weeks hence. When the 
question should be taken, after the previous ques- 
tion was sustained, he should vote with the minori- 
ty of the Committee of Ways and Means, who re- 
ported an amendment to the resolution of the ma- 
jority. He should vote for the resolution of the 
gentleman from New Hampshire, [Mr. ATHER- 
TON;] and he would ask the Clerk to read it aloud, 
for the information of the House. f 

[The resolution was read accordingly.] 

‘The majority of the committee undertook to say 
that the plan of the Secrelary of the Treasury 
sbould net be adopted. The minority did not 
choose tu stop here; but wisely went further. They 
wished the majoriiy to prescribe rules to the Ex- 
ecutive for administering the finances of the corn- 
try. In the first place, they said some plan (they 
did not say what) should be adopted to strip the 
Executive of his power over the purse of the coun- 
tury. Ih this, tbey concurred with the majority, and 
with himself, thatthe Executive should be deprived 
of his present discretion. In the second place, he 
concurred with the minority, that the public ofi- 
cers should not be allowed to use the money of the 
Government. 

Mr. -ATHERTON said the minority went far- 
ther. They were in favor of prohibiting all per- 
Sons whatsoever from using the public money. 

Mr. WISE: said he went the full length with the 
gentleman. He would allow none the privilege of 
trading upon the public money. Jn the third place, 
the minority said that they would separate the Gov- 
ernment fromall moneyed corporations. He (Mr. 
W.) would go that, too, He went for the doctrine 
in its full extent. Now, all three of these doc- 
trines which he had named were asserted by the 
plan of the friends of the President. He should 
vole for the amendment of the gentleman from 
New Hampshire, [Mr. Armerron,] although he 
preferred, instead of instructing the Committee of 
Ways and Means—which had already said it would 
not concurin any plan but that of a bank, which 
had been twice presented, and which they knew 
could not be adopted—that the report and resolu- 
tion should be referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. When in that 
committee, there would be found a bill fully an- 
Swering jn its character to the insiructions pro- 
posed. He was anxious to go into the Commit- 
tee of the Whele to vindicate this measure, to ex- 
hibit all its details line by line, and to show that it 
comported with the instructions reported from the 
minority of the Committee of Ways and Means. 
He wished to show that it guarded the public 
funds; that it separated the Government from 
meneyed corporations; that it devised a system of 
law for the regulation of our finances; and that itin 
all respects agreed with the true Democratic 
theories of the present day and of the past time. 
He would show that the modification of the sub- 
treasury, proposed by the leading periodical of 
the Democratic party, would render it such as that 
it would agree wiih the exchequer. The only 
difference between them was this: The sub-treasury 
provided two eurrencies~—one for the Government, 
und ihe other fer the peopie; whiist the exchequer 
provided tbe same eurreney for both. He begged 
that the House might, at an early day, go into 
committee on this measure, and let a vote be taken. 
Ele begged this Congress not to go away without 
settling the question. He warned both of the po- 
lideal parties that it was not their policy to leave 
it unsettled. It was too much the policy of the lead- 
ers of both to keep it open. They seemed disposed 
to go before the country with the maxim aut 


Cesar aut nullus—with extreme measures—and re- 
“solved not to take any middle ground. If they 
should continue to pursue this policy, he ventured 
to predict that. both would be defeated, and that 
that party which bad been most instrumental in 
Keeping this question open would suffer most from 
the intlignation of a suffering people. 

Mr. GRANGER observed that the gentleman 
from Virginia who had just taken his seat [Mr. 
Wis] remarked that this question had met the 


fate he supposed it would meet, when the reference ` 


of it was made to the Committee of Ways and 


Means. He (Mr. G ) would go further, and say, 


that it had met the fate he desired that it should 
mest, when he gave his vote for that reference. 
Notwithstanding all that the newspaper scribblers 
had said on this subject—notwithstanding all the 
efforts that had been made to manufacture public 
opinion here—notwithstanding the first and second 
Executive recommendations of this plan, he had 
declared elsewhere, and he now declared here, that 
there never was a time, from the moment that that 
plan was presented to this, when any mem- 
ber of either House of Congress was prepared to 
record his vote inits favor. We now (said Mr. G.) 
have that plan before us; and where is the flutter- 
ing? Do we (said he) charge it to those who have 
been charged with delaying the public business by 
useless and factious declamations? No. No sooner 
was the report presented from the Commitice of 
Ways and Means, than the honorable gentleman 
from Massachusetts, not having his cue, thought 
that the interests of the Adminisiration required 
that the child should be strangled. He hardly 
thought the interests of the White House, when 
an oppertunity was presented for the representa- 
tives of the people to vote on this favorite child of 
the Executive, which had been committed to the 
wolf-—his friend from New York [Mr. FiLLMORE }-— 
were best consulted by strangling it, as the gentle- 
man seemed to wish. No sooner was the proposi 
tion presented, than the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts (one of the friends of the Executive) rose to 
sec whether it could nothe boiled down and frit- 
tered away in the grand caldron of the Commit- 
tee of the Whole. It was not his purpose now to 
say anything in relation to this plan of the Secre- 
tary ofthe Treasury. Yt was enough for him now 
to say that he looked upon it to be a monstrous 
shoot of a Government bank engrafted upon the 
plan of the sub-treasury, We have heard some- 
thing (said Mr. G) of the history of this plan, 
in the House aud out of doors. The gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Wiss] spoke of the lamb’s hav- 
ing been committed to the wolf; and let us then cee 
(continued Mr. G.,) who has treated this pet lamb 
most kindly—the wolves to whom it had been com. 
mitted, cr the nurses whose peculiar charge it was. 
Let us see who has given it the most nourishment, 
who has been the most prepared to receive it into 
the folds, or turn it out to the wolves. This pet lamb 
-this darling of the Executive (who, although 
a year older than when they first saw it, seemed 
not to be as large as it then was,) was sent toa 
select committee on the 14th day of December: 
and what did they do? It was sent properly toa 
committee, within which was comprised every 
avowed friend of the Executive on that floor; and 
jt was due to the Executive and to them that such 
a reference should be made. What was its fate? 
The honorable gentleman from Massachusetts— 
who was in the habit of every now and then read- 
ing the House a lecture on the celay of ihe public 
business—could not bring forward his proposition 
till the Ast of February, when this pet lamb was 
presented, and (good heavens) bow little it locked! 
Having received this bill in the committee, and 
being head of the guard, the gentleman felt as if he 
could do with it as he pleased; and, after having it 
nine weeks in his possession, he brought it back in 
such a shape that nobody could have supposed that 
it was the one that was committed to him. . [fit 
had been turned ont in the east room, the Presi- 
dent himself would not have known it. Its 
tail was cut cff, its ears slit, and every 
member of the committee seemed to have put 
his private mark upon it. It was then brought 
into the House, and they tried (said Mr. G, 
to pall its wool over our eyes. ([Laughter.] 
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When this plan first came from the Eiectlive, | 
there was a great anxiety manifested in the public 
mind in relation to it; and, therefore, it was ex- 
pected that the committee would have give il a 
chance of being*brought before the. House, and 
considered by it. Buf what next? Why, the report 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts came in, 
and nothing was heard of the plan of the Execu- 
tive. On the contrary, nothing was heard of but 
the splendid plan of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
and the. magnificent report accompanying it. We 
waited (said Mr. G.) a. little longer; and what 
next? The honorable Senator from New York 
[Mr. TatLmanax] presented a plan, which was ex- 
tolled to the skies; while that of the Executive, as 
well as of the select committee, was fergotten. 


He would add a single word in reply to the com- 
plaints that had been made of the Committee of 
Ways and Means for not reporting a bill. What 
was the proposition of the committee? Why, that 
the members of that House should be called on, 
like men, to record their votes, ay or no, for the 
proposition presented by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, and recommended to their favorable considera- 
tion by the Executive. Did that bar the legisla- 
tion of the House? Certainly not. Suppose the 
honorable chairman of the Commiliee of Ways 
and Means had reported a bill. If he bad, be 
(Mr. G.) must be permitted to say thal the busi- 
ness of the country would not have been forwarded 
by it. It would have come in behind the bill of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and the bill of the hon- 
orable gentleman from Massachusetts; and thus 
not probably be reached this session. 


Mr. G. said that, if this plan cf the Executive 
was the Democratic Republican plan for keeping 
the public money that it was represented to be, he 
wished every gentleman there to have an opportu- 
nity of recording tis vote upon it. He had voted 
against the sub-treasury; and he wanted now to 
have an opportunity of recording his vote against 
this exchequer plan, which he considered emphati- 
cally a sub treasury, with a most powerful Gov- 
ernment bank engrafte! upon it. He would net 
say thas much of the plan of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts. He looked upon it as one of tke 
mcst harmless machines he ever saw; though the 
one of the Executive was the most powerful, dan- 
gerous, and pernicious agent that any Govern. 
ment could be possessed of, controling all the 
commerce of the country, and bringing all its 
business within the influence of the Executive. 


Mr. Œ., in conclusion, said he rose merely to 
say thatif the gentleman from Virginia had seen 
the result he expected when the reference of this 
subject was made to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, he had seen the result he desired when 
he gave it his vote. When the resolution reported 
by the committee came up, he hoped that, if there 
was any gentieman here who favored the plan of 
the Executive, he would move to strike out the 
the word “not,” so as to get a direei vote for or 
against it. If no such motion should be made, he 
would then conclude that there was not a single 
member present who was in favor of the plan. 


Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, a member of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, supported the motion 
of thegentleman from New York, and defended 
the report of the commitiee, contending that they 
had obeyed the order of the House in presenting 
the report they did. Had the committee reported 
a bill,as the gentleman from Massachusetis ar- 
gued that they should, the business of the House 
would not have been forwarded by it; for it 
would have to take iis place on the calendar te- 
hind the bill ot the Select Committee, and he did 
not know beta dezen other propositions on the 
the samesubject. He believed that the country 
wanted action, not abstract reports; and therefore li 
he thought it best to let the House take up and act || 
on such of these propositions as the majority pre- 
ferred. The committee, in his opinion, took the 
best course in reporting only on the plan commit- 
ted to them. The country had a right to have the 
question decided whether the plan of the Executive 


was or was not to receive the favorable considera- 
tion of Congress. We desire (said Mr. I.) to 
have this question passed upon; and there seems to | i 
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“pe no opposition to there being an ‘immediate de- 
‘cision on it, but from the friends of the Executive. 


"Mr. TURNEY said théy met there, at the extra 
session; when the Whig party had an overwhelm- 
ing majority in beth branches of Congress, and an 
Executive of their own choosing, and they com- 
menced operations to pass a system:of measures; 


` and yet, at this late day, it seemed to be doubifal 


who was to blame for the present stale of things, 
and for substituting the pocket of the President for 
a responsible treasury, in which to deposite and 
safely keep the public moneys! Some years ago, 
it was deemed.a most odious proceeding, when 
General Jackson removed the deposites; and he 


‘was loudly denounced for it by the Whig party: 


but now they had themselves removed the public 
moneys from the security of the independent treas- 
ury to the pocket of the President. And who was 
blameable for it? It was said, by the friends of 
the President, that he was not chargeable with it; 
and how, then, was he to understand it? - 


Before the President approved the bill repealing. 
the sub-treasury, that House had reported a bill by 
one of its committees, and was acting on (hat plan, 
to establish a bank of the United States. The 
President knew this when he signed that bill; and 
had he, or bad be not, made up his mind at that 
time? for he knew that a national bank was intend- 
edto be a substitute for the sub-treasury. Or did he 
intend that his own pocket should be the depository 
for the public moneys? The President chose to 
approve the bill repealing the sub-treasury, and 
thereby released the public money from the control 
of law, and placed it in his own pock:t. He (Mr. 
T:) therefore held that the President chose his own 
individual pocket in preference to any fiseality. 
And how stood the ¥v hig party on that floor in re- 
lation to that subject? They voted to repeal the 
sub-treasury, and thereby placed the public money 
in the pceket of the President for safekeeping. 
And what propositions had they now? Why, they 
had the exchequer recommended by the President 
of the United States; but, it was said, that the 
proposition would not receive the sanction of the 
House. They had also the proposition of the se- 
lect committee of the last session. The Whig 
party, having a majority in that House, bad pro- 
posed a bank of the United States as their first 
choice. Well, that could not receive the sanction 
of the President of the United States, and there- 
fore could not become law. The Whig party, then, 
would be furced to choose between two proposi- 
tions; and they must take either the. sub-treasury 
which had been reported by the gentleman from 
New Hampshire, or allow the publie moneys to 
remain in the pocket of the President. But what 
did the Whig party say of the character of the 
President? ‘ihat he was honest? That he had 
one drop of patriotic blood in his veins? No; not 
One. But, on the contrary, the whole Whig party 
said that this evil President ought not to be trusted 
by the peopie of the United States. Why, they de- 
nounced him asa traitor, who had sold himself and 
sacrificed bis country on the altar of individual 
aggrandizement—ibat he was as base as base could 
be. That was the character given of the 
Whig President by the Whig party on that 
floor. And yet what were they about to do? 
They could not establish their favorite system—a 
bank of the United States; but they had the choice, 
either to leave the money in the pocket of this base 
individual; or to take the sub-treasury, odious as it 
might be to them. And whieh did they prefer? 
if they preferred the peeket of the President 
of the United States, they gave the lie to all they 
had said of the characier of John Tyler, and pro- 
nounced that they did not themselves believe what 
they said. John Tyler was the Whig choice, base 
man or no’; and whether he remained so, he (Mr. 
'P.) would leave the country to judge by what now 
eccurred. Did the Whigs then chocse to keep the 
public money in the pocket of Jobn Tyler as their. 
second choice? Their firct choice was a United 
Slates bank; and, failing in that, did they deem the 
pocket of John Tyler, without restraint or control of 
law, the best possible plan? The Whigs had now 
the opportunity to speak out, and say whether they 
would have the sub-treasury, or the pocket of 
John Tyler—believing him to be, as they asserted; a 
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baseand corruptman. It wasevident they must take 
oné or the other horn. ot the dilemma. Though 
the sub-treasury was not their favorite scheme, yet 
it was free from the danger to which the other was 
exposed; and let them remember it was their own 
act which produced this state of things. They put 
the money in the pocket of John Tyler for disburse: 
ment and safekeeping; and would they prefer to 
keep it there. when they knew, by two vetoes, that 
they could not have a Uniied States bank? They 
had involved themselves in this difficulty, and they 
were now compelled to adopt the sub-treasury asa 
» means of keeping the public money-—a plan by 
which the use of the publie money for the pur- 
poses of corruption was prevented; or they must 
acknowledge to the American people that ali they 
had said of the baseness of John Tyler was wholly 
false. That was his (Mr. Tos) view of the ques- 
tion as it was presented to the Flouse; and he 
knew not one member of the House whe had not 
made up bis mind upon it, and upon all the other 
questions which were involved in the subject-mat- 
ter of that discussion. John Tyler was the Whig 
Executive; he was made and created by them, for 
purposes of their own; and he was better known io 
them than to him (Mr. Torney.) John Tyler was 
not his (Mr. T.) choice, nor the choice of those 
whom he represented on that floor; for they had ro 
great faith in him, nor could they comprebend him. 
When Gen, Jackson removed the deposites, he was 
charged with violating the Constitution, and Mr. Ty- 
ler was one of those who held that doctrine; but Mr. 
Tyler now held that a bank of the United States 
was unconstitutional, How, then, eould General 
Jackson be guilty ofa violation of the Constitution, 
by removing the deposites from an illegal and un- 
constitutional jnstituion? He (Mr. T.) would 
leave this question for others to determine. He 
‘Fepeated, that Mr. Tyler was no favorite of his, 
hor of his constituents; but he was the favorie (or 
ought to be) of the Whig party, for they placed 
him where he is, They quarreled, it was true; 


but, as it was a family quarrel, he would leave 


them to settle it amongst themselves., 


But there was an attempt to build up a third 
party; and under wnat name? The moderate men 
of both parlies. ‘Phere was such an attempt made 
some years ago, when Judge White ran as of no 
party. Now he (Mr. T.) was ot opinion that one 
or other of the existing great parties cf ihe country 
Was right; and he could not comprehend how a 
third: division was to be made, The moderate 
men of both parties! Who were ibey? There 
were those whe advocated a sub-treasury; and 
they were ultra. Theref: re, this moderate party 
could not go with them. Then there were 
the bank Whigs; and they were ultra, The 
moderaie men could not, therefore, go with 
them; but they must tak» tie raen who could go 
between the two—a sort of cxekequer concern, 
But what was an ¢ xcbequei? They had exchequer 
schemes reported to that Elouse which were more 
odious to him than an old fashioned bank of the 
United States; and he felt grateful that that ques- 
uon was to be brought forward, for he wished to 
see the Whigs put their namés on record in oppo- 
sition to it, as some guaranty that the interests of 
the country were not to be desirayed by such in- 
stitutions. He wished to ses the Whigs ecmmiited 
on that question; for he had feared that, feeling 
themselves tumbling to pieces, they wonild ate 
tempt, by some such plan, to compromise with 
Captain Tyler. Captain Fyier w s ceriainiy no 
Democrat, for he preferied his peeket (9 a sub- 
treasury, which was guarded by legal punishments. 
But the other party said be was no Whig, because 
he would not sanction a United States Bank. If, 
then, he was neither Whig nor Democrat, he was 
certainly not “a mederate man of both parties,” 
and could not, therefore, be rallied round by them. 
He (Mr. T.) thought it was exceedingly difficult 
to define a moderate man of both parties—a man 
who sometimes went with the Federalisis, and 
somelimes with the Democrats, but who, at all 
times, abused them both. : 

Thus, then, it was attempted to build up a third 
party. Butthe war which had sprang up in the 
Whig party did not at ali aifect the democratic 
principle. Ii did not touch the sub-treasury. They 
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were bard and oppressive; andihai the prosperity 
of the country, and high prices, and public confi- | 
denee must be restored by. the repeal of ihe sub- 
treasury. They had repealed it; they had destroy- 
ed the Democratie policy: and bad they raised the 
price of produce? had they increased the reward of 
labor? had they restored confidence in the commu- | 
nity? had they done anything toward- the accom- 
plishment of their promises made in the late cam- 
paign? They had repeated the sab-treasury the 
moment they got inio power, but their other prom- 
ises were unredeemed; and he could not acquit 
Captain Tyler, and a great class of the Whig på- 
ty, for repealing that Jaw, before some sutstitule 
was provided forit. John Tyler knew that the re- 
peal would throw the money into his own pocket, 
without the restraintof law; and the Whig party 
had alowed it to remain there, withcut having 
made any great attempts to remove it elsewhere, 
where it cou'd be protected bylaw. Now he wished 
the Whigs to say in what attitude tbey stood 
before the country. Let them look back to their 
own speeches at the time when General Jackson 
removed the deposiles, and then say how they 
could now allow the public money to remain in 
the pocket of a man whom they say they believe to 
be both base aad corrupt. He (Mr. T.) believed 
the Whig party would say that John Tyler was by 
far more base and more corrupt than they had ever 
said General Jackson was; and yet they permitted 
‘him to retain the public money in his pocket. They 
would not go for the exchequer; they would not 
accept the sub-treasury, which they knew they 
could pass, and thereby guard the money by legal 
safeguards; and did they not, therefore, raake the 
admission that they preferred the pocket of the 
base aud corrupt President to any cther place ex- 
cept the bank, which they knew they could not ob- 
tain? For himself, he should vo'e for the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from New Hampshire; and if 
the House did not adopt that proposition, he should 
consider it to be an admission of a preference of 
John Tylers pocket (whence the money might be 
taken for corrupt and dangerous purposes) to a 
sysicm restrained and governed by law. 


Mr. CAMPBELL of South Carolina did not 
rise for the purpose of discussing the exchequer 
projei, more than once recommended by the Presi- 
dent, and now reported upon unfavorably by the 
Commitee of Ways and Means, further than to 
say that, in his opinion, it was by no means the 
most preposterous proposition that has been sub- 
mitted to the consideration of the American peo- 
pie, since questions connecied wilh the currency 
have oceupiedco much of theiratiention. Even ifits 
meriis could be demonsiraied, it would probably 
have but litle prospec’ of success in a Corgrets, al- 
most every member of which is piedged, by his 
previons course, to some other proposition. He 
hed merely risen witb the intention (without enter- 
ing into the discussion at length) of indicating to 
his constituents the course which he should proba- 
bly hereafter pursue in connexion wih subjects of 
this character. 

Mr. C., as his speeches sufficienily testified, had 
been always favorab’e to a separation of the Gov- 
ernment fonds from the uses of banks; but, when 
that propcsition, so correet in principle, had been 
connected with another, requiring the public dues 
to be collected exclusively in specie, be had inva- 
riably voted against it—believing that such a re- 
quirement was calculated to increase the pressure 
on ihe commerce of the conniry, already almost 
too great to be borne. 

Since that questicn, however, was last agitated 
in Congress, a change bas ceeurred. Bank circu- 
jation, without any cppression on the part of the 
Government, has gone on gradually decreasing, 
until, in many of the States, the circulation is re- 
duced below the specie actually in their vaults. 
Under these circumstances, Mr. ©. believed that 
the separation of the Government funds trom the 
business cf trade, even if connected with the re- 
quirement of specie, or Government credits, €x- 
elusively, in payment of the publie dues, would 
now be accomplished, without producing a shock 
upon the commerce and industry of the country. 

He had made these remarks, not because he ex- 


had been (old bythe Whig party that the times 
| 


pected, during the existence of the present Con: 
gress, to change his vote in relation to this subject; 
ior having been elected by his constituents with a 
knowledge of his previous course, be would scarce- 
ly feel bimself at liberty io do so. But he wished 
to indicate to them, by the remarks he bad submit- 
ted, that in tke event of being returned to the, next 
Congress, he would, unless a change occurred in 
our monetary affairs, probably act with the Demo- 
cratic party cn this subject, as be had upon most 


others, 

Mr. FILLMORE rose and inquired what would 
be the effect of a motion to lay the subject before 
the House upon the table. 

The SPEAKER replied that the effect would be, 
that a vote of two-thirds would be required to take 
it up. : 

Mr. FILLMORE declined to make any motion. 

Mr. THOMAS F. MARSHALL next obtained 
the floor, amid, many competitors, and addressed 
the House at large. He desired to take this op- 
portunity of saying that, in the action of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, (of which committee 

he was a member,) he entirely and heartily con- 
curred. He would also remark, that his concur- 
rence with the Commitiee of Ways and Means on 
this subject, and the vote he should give upon the 
exchequer—a vote which he hoped would be that 
of an overwhelming majority of the House—did not 
result, in any manner, from the source whence the 
proposition had emanated, If he could be induced, 
by any motive, to look upon the exchequer with a 
favorable eye, after the endorsement it had re- 
ceived, the open avowal that it met with the en- 
tire approbation of the American Secretary of 
State would have afforded him-that motive and in- 
ducement. [Profound attention in all parts of the 
hall.] ‘There was no man—he made the propo- 
sition broadly, and without exceptios—in whom, 
on subjects of this nature, twelve months ago, he 
felt so profound a confidence as the American 
Secretary of State. He was not one of those— 
and he wished to let it be known, let censure come 
upon him, as heretofore, from what quarter it 
might—who denounced the Secretary of State be- 
cause he chose to remain cennected with the Cab- 
inet when the remaining members saw fit to retire. 
He refused then to censure the Secretary for re- 
maining at his post. He refused now. It wasa 
question, as Mr. Webster remarked, involving his 
own honor, and which, therefore, might be left to 
his own decision, He (Mr. M.) found nothing on 
which to rest acensure. The American Secretary 
said that he had been looked to, on account of his 
supposed knowledge of the subject of finance by 
the President elect, as one who would be a fit per- 
son to be placed at the head of the Treasury De- 
partment; and, from the knowledge which he had 
eften displayed in this Capitol and elsewhere on 
such subjecis, he (Mr. M ) should have said that 
there could not be a more competent judge than 
the Secretary of Siate. 

It had been thirteen years since he first put his 
foot in the Capitol of the United States. It was in 
February, 1830, that be, for the first time, put his 
footin the Senate chamber; and when he entered 
the lebbdy of the Senaie, the floor was occupied by 
the Senator from Massachusetts, upon a question 
growing outof what were called and known as 
the Foot recolwions. He thought then, and now, 
that he had never seen such a man as he then saw. 
He had justeome from the Virginia convention, 
where all the greatness of Virginia was assembled 
—where there were three generations of men, con- 
stituting the choicest spirits of the Old Dominion. 
He heard them all. Suh, the yearning desire 
which he had so early formed, to look upon what 
he considered a great man in all respects, bad not 
been gratified. But when he entered the lobby of 
the Senate chamber, and heard the Massachusetts 
Senator speaking upon a subject involving the 
true nature and genius of our institutions, and dis- 
cussing the question thea before the Senate with 
one of the most brilliant sons of the South, [Mr. 
Hayne,] he thought that he had, for once, looked 
upon a great man, in all parts and in all respects, 
After hearing that speech, the impression of which 
could never fade from his memory, he got Mr. 
Webster’s books. He searched for every scrap 
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which had ever fallen from him, and Mr. Web- 


ster’s works were his vade mecum. Such was his 
enthusiastic admiration of the man and his produe- 
tions, that for years he slept with his speeches un- 
der his head. He studied them over and over; 
and.if God. had vouchsafed to him any of that 
faculiy:by which one. man could understand the 
views ot another, he had it from him. If-he had 
not mistaken the whole principles of philosophy, 
currency, finance, and tho political organization of 
this Government, as Jaid down in those works—if 
he had searched those works truly—all which con- 
demned those principles was to be found in the 
proposition for an.exchequer. 

A Government bank, with a State-righis feature 
incorporated in’ it, emanating from Daniel Web- 
ster! Fle (Mr. M.) had seen and heard strange 
things since he had been a member here; but this 
was the strangest of all things he had ever been 
called on to witness! Ifthe great Senator from 
Massachusetts, appointed Secretary of State by the 
late President (for whom all Whigs voted) to con- 
duet the delicate and difficult negotiations apper- 
taining to that portion of the Union whence he 
came, and whose confidence he enjoyed, chose to 
remain connected with the Cabinet in order-to dis- 
charge the duty assigned to him, he (Mr. M ) ad- 
mired the firmness which induced him to remain 
and serve his courtry, in spite of the denunciations 
hurled against him. If the great Senator—and 
he preferred to callhim so, because it was in that 
character in which he first beheld him—chose to treat 
with scorn and contempt those who, laying it 
down as the law that the Cabinet should be dis- 
solved in toto, hurled themselves against him for 
maintaining his post and discharging bis duty, not 
as the retainer of any man, but with a single eye 
to the obligations due to his country, he (Mr. M.) 
would be the last to denounce him, let orders to 
that effect come from what quarter they might. 
He well knew what it was to receive orders, and 
to have the party scourge laid upon his tree back. 
He admired the man who had the firmness to re. 
sist those orders;—but more of that hereafier. 

The Secretary of Stale, in his Jate speech, said 
(andsome thought sarcastically) that the motives 
of public men should be presumed to be pure. He 
(Mr. M.) would be the last person ever to presume 
impurity of motive against the Secretary of State. 
He had charged no man: he now meant to charge 
no man. It was no invention or argument of his 
own that he brought before the House. If his 
principles were wrong, the Secretary of State had 
taught ihem tohim. On him, therefore, let the 
blame rest. If the ideas he advocated were “obso- 
lete,” the Secretary of State taught him what was 
obsolete. 


By the exchequer, the Government was made to 
legislate under favor of the States’ permission. 
You are to pass a law, which is to be a law, or not, 
according to whether it shall be permitted by State 
sovereignties! Here wasto be a Government 
bank, under political direction, trading upon the 
revenues of the country, and ten millions besides, 
with a State-rights principle incorporated! Sucha 
measure as had never been heard of before! He 
could never go for it. Give him the law of 1789, 
under which the operations of the Treasury De- 
partment were now conducted—give him the sub- 
treasury—give hira everyihing else, piled up on 
one another, rather than this exchequer. 

The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Wise] taunt- 
ed the Committee of Ways and Means because 
they did not report a substitute for (ae exchequer. 
Why should they have done otherwise than pursue 
the course they took? Had ihe gentleman forgot- 
ten what be (Mr. M.) beard him say (and the gen- 
tleman would pardon him for declaring that he al- 
ways listened to everything which fell from his lips 
with the utmost attention) when ke told the House 
that the Whig party, which once bad so much life, 
that he would as soon think of stiking a women, 
or kicking a corpse, as cf attacking it? Lion-like, 
he turned off from the insignificance of the object. 

After a few more remarks in this behalf, 
not distinctly heard, he proceeded as follows: 
“We have you hung up—suspenditur per col- 
lem-—between heaven and earth, and fit for 
neither;” and I made bold to ask the gentleman 
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which of the two schemes was the scheme of the 
President; when q was answered by him that it 
was thatof the Secretary of State. Now, if this 


were true—if the gentleman had authority to speak 
on this subject, and tell this Congress, after the ex- | 


perience he had gained of the strong nature of this 
“fixed fact in the Constitution,” that this proposi- 
tion, and no other, would be taken,—why, Mr. 
M. would ask, should the Committee of Ways 
and Means be expected to report any other? 

Mr. WISE said the gentleman was mistaken 
when he said tbat be had authority to speak for 
the Executive on that floor. 

Mr. M. took it for granted that the gentleman was 
acquainted ‘ with the designs of the Executive 
on this subject of the treasury. He had heard 
him say that he might be waked up at any hour of 
the night, and he would tell at once what John Ty- 
ler would do in regard to a bank of the United 
States. He had also heard him say to the Whig 
party that they should have this measure, and no 
other. Surely, the gentleman did not mean to say 
that his word was law to the House. 
refer to his own power, when he spoke in that au- 
thoritative tone. Knowing the stubborn nature of 
the vetc—and, by-the-by, he approved of that pow- 
er in the Constitation—he could, ef course, only 
suppose that he referred to the action of the Ex- 
ecutive, and spoke by authority. But why shouid 
the Commitiee of Ways and Means report any- 
thing else? To get another veto? Did the gentle- 
man wish to place the Congress of the United 
States again in this predicament? Who did not 
remember the charges made against the Whig 
party at the last session—and for which he had no 
doubt they were condemned by the people—of le- 
gislating for the purpose of catching vetoes? Why, 
then, (said Mr. M.) should we report another plan, 
or amend this? The Secretary of State had said, 
“Doni change this thing.” He knew his skill, and 
the tools be had used, and that it would work well. 
“Don”, therefore, (said he,) alter it in the least; but 
give us the thing we have sent you, and I pledge” — 
On! what a pledge—“I pledge my reputation that 
it will work well.” Why, then, (said Mr. M.) 
should we report another bill, and get anc ther veto? 
for another veto is inevitable if we do it. 


He had been charged in that House and out of 
the House with being inclined to surrender to Mr. 
Tyler the independence of Congress upon the sub- 
ject of the clause in relation io the public lands 
that was stricken out of the tariff bill (as be said) 
upon his motion, (thongh there seemed to be some 
obscurity upon that question.) When that ques- 
tion came up, as his own honor was involved, ke 
would have tbat question explained. When that 
subject came up, it would be found whether he 
was inclined to surrender, so far as he was enn- 
cerned, the independence of the legislative branch 
of the Government to the Executive power. 

On that question he differed honestly with some 
of the most distinguished men of his party; but 
here emphatically was a question of a surrender 
of the privileges of the House of Representatives. 
We have (said Mr. M.) sent plan after plan to the 
Executive, and they have been vetoed; we have 
been told that any law on this subject, according 
with our principles, will be vetoed; we have been 
told that the legislative will on this subject must 
submit, and that we must take the law, and every 
letter of it, from the Executive. This was not a 
question of the veto power. Net atall. It wasnot 
here the question, whether, because the Executive 
vetoes a law, the Constitution shail be changed, 
Notat all, The question was, whether the Legis- 
lature shouid take the law draughted by the Execu- 
live, with every è dotted and every t crossed, or get 
no law at ail. 

Must they take the law as it came from him, 
and have no power to amend it? That was the 
question; and let it be expressly understood, that 
if the exchequer bill were passed by this Congress, it 
would be passed contrary to the principles of both 
parties. Dared he to vote upon a principle. like 
this? Dared he to legislate under the dictation of 
the President of the United States? That Capitol 
might crumble to ruin over his head-—the com- 
merce of the country might suffer ten thousand 
fold more than it was now suffering, ere he would 
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lend himself to any such proceeding. It was a‘ 
guesiion of liberty itself; and yet gentlemen were 
exceedingly anxious that the measure should pass. 

He (Mr. Marsnatt) would probably have an- 
other opportunity, before the 4th of. March next, to 
continue his speech.. He desired this to be under- 
stood as merely the exordium of the speech which 
he intended to make. [A laugh.] He had.a- 
great variety of matters to discourse upon, a great 
many thingsto say in relation to his course in Cons 
gress, and in relation to his very peculiar position, 
which he intended to define exactly. [A laugh ] 
The gentlemen connected with the Administration 
on that floor were extremely anxious that this 
measure should pass. They had had a tolerably 
district annunciation upon this subject, the other 
day, from the gentleman from Massachusetts. 


He (Mr. M.) had suffered so much from mis- 
representation himself, that be would not willingly 
misrepresent any human being. He had not read 
the gentleman’s reported speech; but he had beard- 
at least three-fourths of it. He considered itas- 
being a sort of half-jest,. half-earnest affair—one 
that might be taken either way. He did not un- 
derstand the gentleman as announcing upon that 
floor, by authcrity of the President, that any one 
who expected to get office under John Tyler must 
vote fur this bill, But he certainly did understand 
the gentleman to say that the Whig party were as- 
dead as a stone; that they had butted their 
braias out against the constitutional question; 
and that the Administration had thrown them off. 
He understood it to be, on the part of the President 
and his administration, a distinct and final repudi- 
ation of the Whig party. The gentleman had 
announced one faci—which would, he feared, be 
found to be a fact, and a melancholy one—that 
there was now in the United States no man of suf- 
ficiently commanding character and patriotism—no 
man who, by his rame and weight of character 
alone, could rally around him, as around a com- 
mon centre, any party in this country. The gen- 
tleman had also declared that the proceedings of 
that body were buta continual struggle between a 
number of gentlemen in that House, whose name 
was Legion, and the President of the United States; 
and that, among this numerous host, there was not 
a single individual of such standing and stability 
as to draw with him the support of a party. That 
the Democrats, divided as they now were, were in 
very great danger, by means of the “constitutional 
fact,” (against which the Whigs had butted their 
brains out,) to be placed in precisely the same fix. 
For there stood the same “constitutional fact,” 
and there stood the great party who had been sige. 
nally discomfited, and there was another great par- 
ty soon to be pul hors du combat. The ring was to 
be cleared, [A laugh.] He did not know who 
those gentlemen were whose name was Legion; he 
had no doubt they’ could easily be distinguished by 
ihe gentleman. Though they were marked as dis- 
tinetly as the little sheep so pathetically described 
by the gentleman from New York—ihough reject. 
edand driven from the fold—no one could blame 
them for castinga few wistiul glances towards 
those they had left;and he had a sort of hope that, 
amid the divisions on the other side, and in the ex- 
ultation which an overwhelming majoriiy was so 
ant to inspire—believing, as they did, that the 
Whigs were dead—stone-dead—-some of these days 
they might again look up, and recover their former 
standing. The gentleman from Massachusetts ap- 
parently desired to settle this great question for 
Congress, leaving them no ground to stand upon. 

It would, however, ali thought, be a queer state of 
things to see a union between Mr. Tyler, Mr. 
Webster, and the Postmaster General. He spoke 
not now of the olher members of the Cabinet, for 
he did not keow them so well; he would not name 
the gentleman from Maine. But to unite either the 
Northern or Southern interest with John Tyler— 
my conscience, what a coalition it would bel. If 
this shouid take place, and the gentleman from 
Virginia should be found amongst them, would he 
ever ty, anything more on that floor about coali- 
tion . 

À strange sight to see Mr, Van Buren associated 
with Mr. Calhoun and Mr. Webster! [A laugh.] 
But enongh of this: let the Democracy stick to: 
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theit principles, and leave the Whig party to take 
care of themselves. The principles they onee held 
were right: let them stick to their principles, and 
let the others stick to theirs; ict the Administration 
go on as it chose, it would be over ina little time; 
and, inhis opinion, when it was ever, and the his- 
tory of this country. came to be written, this Ad- 
ministration—for some of the members of which 
he felt .the highest: respect—would be a sort of 
parenthesis, [a laugh,] which, on looking into the 
grammar books, would be found to be a passage 
which might be left out without injury to the sense. 
. [Prolonged !aughter.] 

-He (Mt. M.) had held on to the Administration 
as long as he possibly could, as a Whig Adm'nis- 
tration; and he was one who believed that Mr. 
Tyler, although he had been called a traitor, and 
denounced for haviag deserted his party, honestly 
and sincerely disagreed in judgment, and enter- 
tained opposite sentiments from those of a majority 
of the Whig party. He believed Mr. Byler to be 
a lower Virginian of the later platonic school. [A 
Jaugh.] He had never entertained the idea of Mr. 
Tyler being an vut-and-out Whig, from the mo- 
ment of Gen. Harrison’s death. Mr. Tyier, if he 
Knew anything of bis history, was once a Jackson- 
man, and quilted the Administration party on ac- 
count of the difficulties which grew out of the 
questions of State righ's and of Nullification. 
Mr. Tyler was a Jacksonman when he (Mr. M.) 
wes in opposition to Gen. Jackson’s policy, and he 
was against Gen. Jackson when he (Mr. M.) was 
on his side. 

He was not at the Harrisburg convention, but 
he had swallowed the ticket agreed upon by the 
Whig party; he bad taken it all down. Out of 
Congress, he always did whatever the Whigs told 
him. [A laugh.] And he would do so in Con- 
gress, if there was no! a higher obligation resting 
upon him. With a certain class of potiticians— 
politicians of the strict constructionist school— 
a passage from an old letter of Mr. Jefferson, of 
but three lines separated from the context, was of 
higher obligation thu the Constitution itself. He 
never supposed that Mr. Tyler would give his as- 
sent to any bank system, until he saw the mes- 
sage which recommended this exchequer plan. 
Never, watil then, bad he any hope that the Presi- 
dent would sign any bank bill, Whenever be heard 
Virginia politicians talking about the law of the land, 
and about the opinions of the faihers cf that school 
of politics, he confessed that he always got seared. 
Bat the new doctrine went still farther. The older 
politicians, if he understood them, never held sach 
doctrine. They were strict eensuructionists, to be 
sure; but they never held thatthe power to incor- 
porate a bank was uneconsiitutional because no 
such power was celegated by the Constitution. 
‘What was the doctrine they now heard? Taat the 
powers of this Government were supreme, abso- 
lute, and irresistible within the ten miles square; 
and that a law passed by Gungress might be ex- 

‘tended to the States, by the assent of the State 
Legislatures; or, in other words, a law might be 

' passed by compact between the General Govem- 
ment and ihe State Legisiatures; and the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts had endorsed that doctrine. 
He had not been aware of the existence. of this doc- 
trine until within a few months; and yet, it appear- 
ed, it was one of the peculiar doctrines of this Ad- 
ministration. i 

He had never heard the Demoeratie party take 
this ground, and on this poin: he and the Demo- 
cratic party agreed. Some of Dermoeratic 
party, indeed, held that the incorporation of a ne- 
tional bank was improper, as it gave an uondoe 
preference to individuals; that it m: 
crimination, giving to the stockholders the use of 
the publis moneys, and placing them in a béiter 
condition tnan all other people. In this partieular 
he and they differed; but would they, kolding such 
doctrine, come forward now and give their sop- 
port to a government bank of this description? 
He thought they would not, 

Whether the Whig party would ever come into 
power again, or net, was only for Him who held the 
issues of life and death to determine; he thought it 
exceedingly probable that, whether they did or not, 
he would not be permitted aay longer to remain ig 


the 


pade undgee diss | 


$ 


their ranks; be would not. be permitted lo bear 
arms, and to do battle in their ranks; but whether 
they rose or fell, it was in their power. at least lo 
fall with dignity. 

= The Democratic party, he believed, felt them- 
selves strong encugh to sueceed in their own meas- 
ures without assistance. They had seen these 


| gentlemen, whose name was Legion, dash their 


brains out against this fixed constifutional fact-—ont 
of revenge, probably, for having elected a Presi- 
dent of the United States who was of a different 
ereed in polities. Cæsar had fallen in the capitol, 
and fallen at the very base of Pompey‘s statue. 
‘Taere they lie disabled, and now they want De- 
mocracy to take them by the hand and raise them 
up. But Demoeracy says no! we will not help you, 
for we do not like you. We are not responsible for 
your disasters. 

Had it come to this? Had the gentleman from 
Massachusetts authority to make such a proposi- 
tion-—to announce that Mr. Webster offers his name 
and his vast influence in- favor of a Demeeratic 
candidate for the Presidency, whether he comes 
frem the North or from the South, and to establish 
a Government bank, based on the public revenue, 
to be conducted by commissioners, bound by no 
responsibility save to the throne, and with the doc- 
trine of State rights stuck in the middle of the sys- 
fem? 

Here Mr. M. was interrupted—bis hour hav- 
ing expired; but, before resuming his seat, be gave 
notice that he would, at the earliest opportunity, 
resume and continue his speech. No matter what 
the subject of debate might be, he intended to go 
right through with what he had to say. if genile- 
men chose ʻo be boisterous, he would imitate their 
exampie; and he believed he could use the lash as 
severely as they could. 

Mr. PROFFIV then obtained the floor, but 
yielded it to 

Mr. WM. W. IRWIN, who rnoved an adjourn- 
ment; but the yeas and nays being called for, and 
ordered, 

Mr. IRWIN, after two or three names had been 
called, by general consent withdrew his motion. 

The question was then taken on Mr. FILMORE’S 
motion to print the two reports, and carried; leay- 
ing the motion to print the extra number of copies 
open, 

On motion by Mir. WM. W. IRWIN, 

The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, January 10, 1843. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
aie a commiunicaiion from the State Department, 
iransmillng, in compliance witha resolution of 
the Senate of the 13:h December, further informa- 
tion as to the operations of the bankrupt law; which, 
on motion of Mr. EVANS, was referred to the 
Judiciary Commitee, and ordered to be printed. 

Also, laid before the Senate a eommunication 
from the Treasury Depariment, transmitting, ia 
compliance with a resolution of the Scnate of the 
5th instant, a report made to the Treasury Depart- 
ment by the district attorney of the eastern dis- 
trict of Pennsylvania, in relation to the cloth cases, 
in whieh an attempt was made to defraud the 
revenue, 

Mr. BUCHANAN moved that the report be 
laid on the iable, and printed, He would just say, 
that if, alter the report was printed, and examined 
by him, it should turn out to be the document asked 
for, he would move for the printing of an addition- 
al number of copies; for those frauds on the rev- 
enve should be spread befere the coantry, exposed, 
and pata stop to. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN inquired whether the com- 
munication there made was not in relation to one 
of those cases now in litigetioa, and pending before 
one of the courts of the United States. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said it was possible that 
some one of the many cases misht now be pending 
before the courts, though he did not know that 
there was. [i was his belief that there had been 
about forty irials of those cases before the courts 
and jury in the city of Paitadelpbia. They were 
all decided in favor of the United States; and all re- 
lated to a subject which it was not his wish to dis- 
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cuss until he saw this report. But when it was 
presented, it would be found that the time had ar- 
rived when it was necessary to take some decisive 
action on the subject. 

Mr. CRIFTENDEN had no objection to the 
mode of aciion the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
proposed for himself; but a commuvication was 
made to him that some of those cases were now de- 
pending before the courts. 

Mr. BUCHANAN remarked, that if any of 
those cases were depending before the courts, they 
had been cartied up to the Supreme Court on a 
writ of exror; though he did not know that such 
was the case. : 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said, if the cases reported 
to the Senate were depending in the Supreme Court, 
it was not proper to publish the report until those 
caves were decided finally. When cases were un- 
dergoing trial in the court which was sitting under 
their chamber, it would no: be proper to makea 
publication which might have effect on their de- 
cision. He understood, furthermore, that the par- 
ties believed that it was intended to prejudice. these 
cases now pending, by getting up a debate in the 
Senate on them. He did not wish the Senator 
trom Pennsylvania to understand that he would, 
for a moment, entertain an idea that he would be 
capable of such an act, He did not believe that he 
was capable of doing anything of the kind; for he 
knew that if the Senator from Pennsylvania be- 
lieved that any of these cases were depending be- 
fore the court below, it would be far from his 
purpose to say or do anything that might prejudice 
them. It was the impression of the parties con- 
cerned, that there was some person of less conse- 
quence moving in an underhand manner to preju- 
dice the trials, by bringing about a debate in the 
Senate while the cases were pending. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said the Senator did him no 
more than justice, when he asserted that he would 
be incapable of doing anything which would pre- 
judice a case which might be under jadicial in- 
vestigation before the Supreme Court of the United 
States; but even if any of these cases were there, (a 
fact of which he was not aware,) how, on the face 
of the earth, he would ask, could the printing of 
this report prejudice those cases? The report, as 
he understood, disclosed the means by which for- 
eign importers committed frauds upon the revenue 
of this country. It was a question of law merely. 
It would be for the Committee on Printing to dee 
cide, under all the circumstances, whether the re« 
port should be printed. He knew nothing of its 
contents, except what had been stated to him by 
others; be only knew that it emanated from a most 
respectable source. It had been suggested to 
him that some legislation might be necessary to 
counteract those frauds which he had referred to; 
and he had merely asked for the printing of the 
report, that it might be examined by the Senate. 

The report was then ordered to be printed. 

Tne PRESIDENT pro iem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Treasury Depart- 
ment, transmitting statements from the incorporated 
banks in the District of Columbia, showing the 
slate of their affairs at the close of the year 1842; 
which, on motion of Mr. MILLER, was ordered to 
be printed, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Also, laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Navy Department, transmitting, in con- 
formity with the 20ih section of the act of Con- 
gress of 26th August, 1842, a statement showing 
the expenditures out cf the contingent fund of that 
department for the year ending 30th of September, 
1842; which was, on motion of Mr. BAYARD, or- 
dered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

Also, laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Navy Department, in compliance with a 
resolution uf tae Senate of the 23d ultimo, giving 
information of the number of pensions for disa- 
bility which have been paid to seamen, or privates 
of the marine corps, since the passage of the act of 
August, 1841, &2.; which, on mation of Mr, BAY- 
ARD, was ordered to lie on the table, and be 
printed. 

Alsó, laid before ihe Senate a communication 
from the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, transmitting, in compliance with a‘ resolu- 
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of the Senate of the 30th ultimo, a. statement 
showing at what offices public sales of lands have 


teen held since the 4th of September, 1841, (being © 


the date of the passage cf the distribution act,) 
and’ the total: amount of money received at such 
sales, and what amount was paid.over the mini- 
mum. price of $1 25 per acre, &c.; which was, on 
motion. of Mr. McROBERTS, ordered to lie on 
the table, and be printed. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented four memarials 

from most respectable farmers of the State of Ken» 
tucky, praying for the appointment of an agency 
for the purchase of hemp; and urging the prepriety 
of having it manufactured there for the use of the 
navy of the United States: referred to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 
` Mr. CHOATE presented a memorial from mer- 
chants and others of the city of Boston, praying 
indemnity for spoliations committed by the French 
prior to 1800: ordered to lie on the table, with the 
bill on that subject. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of 
William Dupuyster and Henry M. Cruger; which 
was read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Finance, 
reported back, with an amendment, the bill to ex- 
tend the time of payment of the judgments against 
the Planters? Bank of Mississippi, and the Agri- 
cultural Bank of Mississippi, and for other pur- 
poses. 


Mr. BARROW, on leave, introduced a bill aun- 
thorizing an examination and survey of the harbor 
of Memphis, Tennessee; which was read twice, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, 


Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on the Dis- 

trict of Columbia, to which the memorial of the 
corporate authorities of the town of Alexandria on 
the subject had been referred, reported a bill to 
amend the charter of the town of Alexandria; which 
was read, and ordered to a second reading. 
.. Mr. M. also, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, made an adverse report on 
the petition of Daniel Murray, the surviving part- 
ner of Murray & Spencer; which was ordered to 
lie on the table, and be printed. 

Mr. M. also, on leave, reported a bill for repa- 
ving and repairing Pennsylvania avenue,in Wash- 
ington city; which was read twice, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

.Mr. KERR, on leave, introduced a bill to ex- 
tend the Patent cffice to 9th street; which was read 
twice, and referred. 

On motion by Mr. BERRIEN, the Committee 
on the Judiciary was: discharged from the further 
consideration of a memorial from the city of New 
York, asking Congress to adopt the plan for a 
board of exchequer; and it was ordered to lie cn 
the table. 


Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to which was referred the petition of Rich- 
ard H. Wilde, praying that the benefits of the 
copyright Jaw may be extended to a work which he 
is about to publish in Europe first, reported a bill 
for his relief; which was read, and ordered to a 
second reading. 

FINE ON GENERAL JACKSON. 


Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee en the Ju 
diciary, to whom was referred— 

“A BILL to indemnify Major General Andrew Jackson for dam- 
age sustained in the discharge of his of l duty. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United Stutes of America in Congress assembled, 
That the proper accounting officers of the T ury Depari- 
ment be, and they are hereby, directed to ascertain the amount 
of the penalty or damages awarded vy the district judge of the 
United States at New Orleans, inthe year eighteen hundred 
and fifteen, against Major General Andrew Jackson, then com- 
mander-in-chiel of that district, for oficial acts in that capacity, 
and paid by him at that time; and that the sum so paid, with 
interest at six per cent, perannum, be paid to Major General 
Andrew Jackson, out of any moneys in the treasury notother- 
wise appropriated.” 
made the following report: 

t The Committee on the Jndiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill to indemnify Major General An- 
drew Jackson for damage sustained in the dis- 
charge of his official duty, beg leave to submit the 
following report: ; 

“This bill has been referred to the Committee 


on the Judiciary, after baving been made a special 
order in the Senate, and after baving undergone 
discussion there. It bas been so referred generally, ` 
and without specifying the partiealar points of in- 
quiry, which were contemplated by the Senate in 
ordering the reference. The whole subject having 
been thus referred to their examination, with all 
the interesting questions which it includes, perhaps 
it may be considered to be the duty of the ecmmit~ 
tee, as the organ of the Senate in the preparatory 
examination of legal subjects, to examine and re- 
port on those connected with the object of this ref- 
erence. 

“Yet, in the absence of any specific instructions 
from the Senate, and lcoking to the discussions which 
have led to the reference of the bill, the commiitee 
have come to the conelusion that they will best 
fulfil their duty to the Senate by reporting it with 
an amendment, placing the restoration of the fine 
imposed on General Jackson, by. Judze Hall, on 
grounds which do not involve any censure of 
either of the parties in this by-gone transaction, 
nor in any degree arraign the conduct of the patriot- 
ic cilizens of New Orleans; but simply protect 
the Senate from the possible inference that, in 
passing ihis bill, it has acknowledged the legal 
authority of a military officer to establisa martial 
law within the limits of this free republic. They 
accordingly report the bill with an amendment. 

“Strike out all after the enacting clause, and 
insert—- 

“That, inconsideration of the distinguished milita- 
ry services of Major General Andrew Jackson, in 
the defence of the city of New Oreans, and of the 
desire expressed by sundry citizens and Legisla- 
tures of this Union, in divers petitions aad legisla- 
tive resolutions submitted to the Congress of the 
United States, the fine of $1,000 imposed upon 
Major General Andrew Jackson by the Hon. 
Dominick A. Hall, be, and the same is hereby, re- 
stored; and that the Secretary of the Treasury be 
directed to pay to Major General Andrew Jackson 
the said sum of $1,000, with interest at six per 
cent. thereon, from the day of its payrnent by him, 
out of any moneys in the treasury net otherwise 
eppropriaied. : 

“Also, strike out the tite of the bill, and insert 
‘A bill forthe relief of Major General Andrew 
Jackson?” 


Mr. WALKER, from the same committee, read 
the following; which be submitted to the Senate as 
a mincrily report, viz: 

“Phe undersigned, one of the Committee on the 
Judiciary of the Senate of the United States, to 
whom was referred the bill to indemnify Major 
General Andrew Jackin for damages sus ed in 
the discharge of his official duty, dissents from the 
views of the majority of the committee in this case. 
Phe bill referred to the commitice contains no cen- 
sure of the conduct cr motives of Judge Hall, nor 
does it express any opinion ss tothe acts of the 
citizens of New Orleans. Ii leaves all those sub- 
jects untouched, to depend upon the judgment of 
the present age and of posterity. The bil, 
shoutd it become a law, will be only an expression 
of the legislative will, that, under all the ciream- 
stances of the ease, ihe money paid by Gen. Jack- 
son in discharge of his fine, and now retained in 
the treasury of the United States, should be refund- 
ed. Sucha bill ariaigas and censures no one. Bat 
the report of the comumiitee, by the clearest impli- 
cation, in the opinion of the undersigned, does ar- 
raign the conduct of General Jacksen in this case 
as subversive of the Constitution of the United 
States. he ease does not necessarily involye the 
power oi a military commander to “establish mar 
tial law within the limits of this free republic.” 
This question, however, having been introduced by 
the committee, the undersigned submits that, in 
ume of war, and of imminent publiedanger, it may 
be the duty of the commander to arrest those rea 
garded as traitors, spies, or mutineers, within the 
limiis of his camp; especially in cases where it was 
obvious to him that his refusal to exercise such 
power wouid involve the disbanding of his forces, 
tae defeat of his army, and the surrender of that 
army and ofthe country which he wae bound tode- 
fend. The alternative, as he faily believed, was to 
make the arrest, or the abandonment of his coun- 


try’s standard, and the surrender of cne of her 
greatest cities, to a powerful enemy, whose motto 
of victory involved indiscriminate plunder and li- 
centious outrage. Under such circumstances, 
should he make the arrest and save the country? 
To this question there will be but one response 
from the heart of every true American patriot, 


‘That General Jackson, and those united with him 


in the defence of New Orleans, fully believed this. 
emergency to exist, is beyond all doubt or contro- 
versy. If, then, this was the state of the case, it 
was the duty of General Jackson to have made the ` 
arrest; and the act was not merely excusable, but 
justifiable. It was demanded by a great and over- 


‘ruling necessity; and had he failed to assume this 


responsibility, and the consequences which he ane 
ticipated had occurred, he would have merited and 
received universal execration. Such being the 
facts, was General Jackson bound to liberate the 
prisoner, immediately upon the mandate of the Fed- 
eral judge ofthat district? If, as Gen. Jackson be- 
lieved, the danger was still imminen!—tbat the lib- 
eration at that time of the priscner would overthrow 
bis power, and bring his authority as commander 
into contempt—ihat it would surely produce a repe- 
tition of similar acts of mutiny and treason, and 
demonstrate his inability to restrain, much less to 
punish ibem—that it would lead to the depopulation 
or defeat of bis army, and the surrender of the city 
he was bound to defend; the same overruling ne- 
cessity which justified the arrest, would require the 
detention of the prisoner until the emergency had 
passed, and he could be surrendered with safety 
into the hands of the civil authority. The law 
which justified the act, was the great law of nee 
cessity; it was the Jaw cf self-defence. This great 
law of necessity—of defence of self, of home, and 
of country—never was designed to be abrogated by 
any Statute, or by any constitution. This was the 
law which justifed the arrest and detention of the 
prisoner; and, however the act may now beas- 
sailed, it has long since received the cordial ap- 
probation of the American people. That General 
Jackson never desired to elevate the military above 
the civil authority, is proved by his conduct during 
the trial, and after the imposition of this fine. 
When the magistrate ascended to the bench— 
acting for no contempt in the presence of the 
couri—acting in his own case as prosecutor, 
witness, accuser,and judge; when the General’s 
answer was refused to be heard, and he was denied 
a trial by jury; when a victorious army, 
and a rescued and grateful people, thronged the 
court, the terrified Judge was about to adjourn 
the court without inflicting the sentence,—General 
Jackson rose; he quieted the threatened tumult; re- 
quested the. Judge to proceeds the sentence was im- 
posed; he bowed, in a calm and dignified submis- 
sion to the mandate of the law, and paid, at once, 
the penalty inflicted for saving the country. And 
when, upon retiring from the court, he was sur- 
rounded by a grateful and indignant people, his 
brief, but sloricus address was an appeal to all 
wao heard him to respect the civil tribunals, and 
maintain the supremacy of thelaw. And now the 
question is, shall this penalty, thas iscurred in dis: 
charge of a solemn daty, and thus paid, be paid, 
or refunded? The title is, “A bill to indemnify 
Major General Andrew Jackson for damages sus- 
tained in the diseharge of his official daty.” The 
tile is In strict conformity with the facts of the 
case, and, in the opinion of the undersigned, should 
be retained. ‘Phe commiites, however, propose to 
reject if, and to enbsteute, asa tite, “A bil for 
the relief of General Andrew Ja L General 
Jackson bas never colicited, nor will he ever re- 
ceive, such relief Heis no mendicant; he asks 
no alms, cr pension, or bounty, from his country: 
but that count If cemands that this money 
shall be refunded as an act of justice. It was a 
penalty incurred for saving the country, and the 
country requires that it shall be restored. Nor is 
the undersigned prepared to give the reasons as- 
signed in the bill for refunding this money. The 
bill places the restoration of the penalty mainly 
upon ihe “consideration of the distinguished mili- 
lary services of General Jackson.” This bill is 
hot a payment for services, however great or mer- 
itorions. Phese services are being paid-in the 
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- approbation of his conscience and of his county, 
in the glorious result of bis immortal victories on 
. a frontier saved from savage fury and from indis- 
criminate massacre, in the rescue of New Orleans 
and thé reconguest ot Louisiana and of its noble 
. Yiver; paid in closing oar late eventful struggle 
with glory and renown; paid in the highest honors 
“and offices which a grateful people could bestow; 
and, through ages to come, posterity wiil continue 
the paymentin gratitude and praise, re-ecbced by 
countless millions throughout this great republic, 
and in every country and in every land where our 
principles shall go on, conquering and to conqer, 
striking down the thrones of despots, and erecting 
upon their ruins the glorious fabiie of the people's 
will, And are these the services which it is now 
"proposed to compensate by the payment of this 
` paltry sum, in a bill for the relief of General 
Andrew Jackson? It is nota bill for relief, but 
for indemnity; not a payment for services, buta 
restoration of mosey unjustly withheld; and in no 
other view can it receive the support of 
; “R, J. WALKER.” 


Mr. BERRIEN moved that the report of the 
commitlee, and the. bill, as amended, be printed; 
which motion was put, and agreed to, 

On motion of Mr. WALKER, the report of the 
minority of the committee was ordered to be print- 
ed, and appended to the repart of the majority. 

“Mr. LINN moved that 20,000 copies extra be 
pritited of both reporis. 

Mr. EVANS remarked, that that motion would 
lie over, under the rule, for the present. 

Mr. SMITH of Indiana was understood to say 
that it seemed to him that the motion was not then 
in order, as the question of printing the repert was 
disposed of. Trey had that moment ordered the 
reports to be printed; consequently, this was a Dew 
and independent motion, which would have to go 
to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. BAYARD said the motion would have to 
go to the Committee on Printing. 

The CHAIR was understcod to say thai the 
views of the minority were not, stricthy speaking, 
a report; ard not being such, the moticn to print 
should properiy have been referred (o the Commit- 
tec on Printing; but there being no objection at 
the time, the question was puton the motion to 
print, avd decided in the effirmative without dis- 
sent; which was tantamount to aamanimeus vote. 

Mr. LINN remarked, that the question was now 
on ordering an additional quantiiy to be printed, 
The motion to print ihe usuai quantity, as a report, 
was already decided; and ‘he question could rot 
be revived, without it was siriclly a report, ia the 
sense of the rule. The Senate having decided ty 
that vote that it was a report, the question to print 
an additional quantity was exempted for the opera- 
tion of the rule which required the motion to be 
referred to the Committee on Priating. 

The CHAIR was understood to say thal, as a 
report, it was not necessary to refer the mouonto 
print to the Comminee on Printing. 

Mr. EVANS said there was no cbjecticn to 
printing the usual quantity of a report; but, the 
motion to print an additional quantity being an 
independcat resolution, must jie over one day, 
under the rule. 

Mr. BUCHANAN stegested to the Senstor 
from Missouri [Mr. Linn] te Jet the motion Ue 
over till to-morrow, and cail fo yeas and nays 
on-the motion to prin evident that no 
bill would pass this session to indemnify General 
Jackson. 

Mr. LINN modified his motica to 10,000 copies, 
instead of 20 000. 

Mr. BUCHANAN supposed the Senaior from 
Missouri could get over all the difficulty Ly letting 
iilie over till to-morrow morning, when it woeld 
not be necessary to ask for the unanimous consent 
to pass upon the motion. 

Mr. LINN yielded to the suggestion; and the 
motion was laid over till to-msrrow, 

Several bills from the House were then read 
twice, and referred io appropriate committees, 

The following resolution, introduced by Mr. 
Barrcw, was taken np and adopted, viz: 

“Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to inform 
the Senate why the appropriation made by Congress, at the 
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last session, for Fort Livingston, in the State of Louisiana, has 
been withheld from the officer superintending the construction 
of that work; and, also, by virtue of what law, or by whose au: 
thority, said appropriation was withheld; and whether the ap- 
propriation hasbeen expended on any of the military defences 
of the country; and, also, that he inform the Senate whether the 
completion of Fort Livingston is not indispensably necessary to 
the military defence of New Orleans.” 

The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Conran yesterday, was taken up and adopted, 
Viz: P 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of repealing so much 
of the act, entitled “An act respecting the organization of the 
army, and for other purposes,” passed August 23, 1842, as pro- 
vides that the second regiment of dragoons shall, from and after 
the 4th day of March next, be converted into a regiment of ri- 


femen. 
OREGON BILL. 


The CHAIR announced the unfinished busi- 
ness of yesterday—the bill authorizing the occupa- 
tion and settlement of the Territory of Oregon. The 
pending question was on the passage of the bill. 


Mr. LINN called for the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. 


Mr. CALHOUN inquired if there was not a 
proposition pending at theadjournment yesterday? 


Mr. BAYARD observed that be had had some 
idea yesterday of presenting aa amendment which 
would obviate the difficulty now likely to impede 
the passage of the bill; but at that stage of the pro- 
ceedings it could be adopted only by unanimons 
consent. Since then, he had thought more about the 
matter, and should now decline moving the amend- 
ment. It was one of the most delicate and difficult 
questions to touch upon. There was no doubt as 
to the propriety of encouraging ovr citizens to set- 
tle in that country, nor as to the propriety of estab- 
lishing fortifications; but as to making appropria- 
tions of portions of the territory, what had been 
‘said by the Senator from South Carolina and the 
Senator from Massachusetts yesterday, had placed 
ihe subject in a very strong light. As, under ex- 
ising arrangements, the territory was to be used in 
common for the purposes of trade, the question 
which now arose was, whether tbey could, with 
any propriety, under the existing relations betwecn 
this Government and Great Britain, adopt such a 
bill as this, unless the provision regarding the 
grants of land te settlers be stricken out. If that 
portion of the bill were stricken out, he (Mr. B ) 
would, with great cheerfulness, vote for the estab- 
lishment of fortifications. He would not, however, 
at present, offer any amendment. 


Mr. CALHOUN observed that the Senate, from 
some cause or other, was exceedingly thin—too 
much so, he thought, to permit the question to be 
taken at present. He had waited in expectation 
that other views than his would be stated; but it 
appeared that no one at present was inclined to 
continue the debate. His wish was to reply to 
any objections wkich might be offered in relation 
to what he had said on the subject yesierday; being 
entitled, as he thought, to close the debate. He 
was anxious, too, that the few remarks which he 
intended to make in conclusion should be heard 
by the whole Senate; he would move, therefore, 
(and he hoped the motion would meet the concur- 
rence of the Senate,) that the further consideration 
of this subject be postponed until to-morrow. 

It was accordingly postponed. 

Senate bill No. 34, providing for ascertaining 
and disposing of the lead-mineral lasds in the 
ates of Hlincis and Arkansas, and Verritories of 
Wisconsin and iow, and for other parposes, was 
taken up as in committee of the whole. 

Mr. SMITH of Indiana, chairman of the Com- 
mittee en Public Lands, observed that he wonld 
offer two sets of amendments; one sel. proposed by 
himself, on the part of the committee, and the other 
suggested by the Secretary of War; but with regard 
to whieh he would merely stale his opinion, leav- 
ing the Senate to act upon them. Mr. S. then ex- 
plained the amendments he recommended, many 
of which were merely verbal alterations. One was 
to extend the time forentry at the minimum price, 
after the lots were offered for public sale, from two 
to three years. Another was to substiiute the 
words “mineral lands” for “lead mines ” 

All the amendments recommeuded by the com- 
mittee were adopted. 


~ Mr. S. then submitted the amendments suggested 
by the Secretary of War. : 

One was, to include with lead minerals, “or ores 

of copper and zine.” Another, to increase the 

minimum price at which the lands were to be of- 


fered at public sale, from $5 to $10. 


Mr. SMITH stated that he did not approve of 
these amendments, but would leave the matter 
with the Senators from Illinois and the Senate. 

Mr. YOUNG stated that there were strong ob- 
jections to both. As to copper and zine, he knew 
of no mines of that nature in Ilinois. He believ- 
ed, some years ago, a copper mine was opened 
within the border of Wisconsin, which at first, it 
was supposed, would realize considerable profil; 
and he understood good prices were obtained for 
the land in consequence of it. But the speculation 

’ was subsequently found unprofitable, and it came 
to nothing. As to the increase of price, it would 
be most injurious, He would rather see the price 
reduced from $5. i 

Mr. SMITH concurred with the Senator from 
Illinois, that the amendments ought not to be adopt 
ed. He thought the price of the lands for public 
sale sufficiently high, under all the circumstances. 
There might be instances in which $100, or $50 
an acre, would not be too much; but, in the great 
mass of cases, $5 would be found a sufficiently 
high average. The House of Representatives had, 
indeed, set itdown much lower—at $2 50; which 
was doubied by the Senate. 

Mr. YOUNG explained, tha!, in nine cases out 
of ten, the lois bought on speculation as mineral 
lands were finally turned into mere farming lots, 
and the pursuit of minerals was given up as too 
unprofitable. It was not more than one in ten of 
those specalations that made money. 

Mr. McROBERTS coveurred with his colleague, 
and objected to those amendments, 

Mr. SMITH said he should not, of course, 
press the amendments, as they were not approved 
of by the Senators from Mlinois, who understood 
the subject so well. 

Mr. CALHOUN made a suggestion, that per- 
haps it would be proper to fix the minimum price 
for public sale much higher than at present; and 
ihen to make a rapid reduction for private entry. 
It was understood that, for some mineral lots, $100 
an acre would not be too much. An opportunity 
might be given to obtain, by cempetition, at pub- 
lic sale, as bigh a price as possible; and, if the lots 
were not disposed of at public sale, they could be 
passed rapidly into private hands, at ihe minimum 
price fixed by the bill. He merely made the sug- 
gestion, 

Mr. YOUNG asked the Senators from Missouri 
what price the mineral lands of that State were 
sold for? 

He was answered that they were sold for the 
ordinary price of $1 25 per acre. 

After a few more observations from Messrs. 
YOUNG, SMITH, WOODBURY, and LINN, 
the two amendmenis were negatived. 

Mr, YOUNG submitted a few amendments; 
some of which were adopted, and some negatived. 

The bill was reported back to the Senate, and 
the amendments were concurred in, Jt was then 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

The CHAIR announced the special orders of 
the day. 

Mr. SMITH of Indiana hoped the Senate 
wouldindalge him by allowing the Senate bill No. 
4i to be taken up. It was a bili for the relief of a 
widow, who had, by mistake, mace a wrong entry 
of an 80-ecre lot in Missouri. 

The Senate assenting, the bill was taken up, 
entitled “A bill for the relief of Elizabeth Monroe,” 
and was ordered to be engrossed, and read a third 
time. 

As the first of the special orders, the bill for the 
relief of William De Boys, postmaster at New 
Orleans, was taken up, and considered as in com- 
mittee of ihe whole; but no amendment being of- 
fered, it was r ported back; and on the question of 
ordering it to be engrossed for a third reading— 

Mr. KING asked for some - explanation as to 
its being in conformity with the purpose and ob- 
jects of the law of 1840, regulating the salaries and 
emoluments of postmasters. 


‘Mr. CONRAD said he would read.part of the 
act.of 1840, which did; and then he explained that 
“the postmaster of New O:leans was entitled to the 
‘maximum salary ailowed by the act—§5,000—on 
dhe ground that the commission on the receipts 
‘of the office would amount to more, if that was 
not the limited sum. In 1841, in consequence of 
the removal of the cffice to a more convenient lo- 
cation for the public, and other expenses, the 
“postmaster was out-of pocket $650; that is, he did 
not receive the full salary, which was deficient 
that sum. The object of the bill was to allow him 
to repay himself out of the box rents. 

The bill, without further opposition, was order- 
ed to be engrossed, and read a third time. 

The other special orders of the day were post- 
“pened; and the following Senate and House bills 
were taken up, and ordered to be engrossed, ‘and 
read a third time. 

Senate bill 53, for the relief of Wareham Kings- 
ley. 

House bill 567, for ihe relief of Snow Y. Sears. 

House bill 511, for the relief Joshua Drew. 

Senatejbill 60, to re-enact and continue in opera- 
tion the several acts now in force for the relief of 
insolvent debtors of the United States, was taken 
up, as in committee of the whole. 

Mr. BERRIEN explained that this was an ex- 
tension cf the act already in existence, for three 
years longer. It had been reported in conformity 
with the recommendation of the Treasury Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. BENTON adverted to the anomaly present- 
ed by this bill. It came trom the same committee 
which had reported in favor of a bankrupt law 
which was to annul the insolvent laws of the States 
of this Union. The insolvent laws of the States 
were set at naught, and attempted to be quashed 
by a bankrupt law, which itself was nothing bul a 
great insolvent law for the abolition of debts. 
This ill, too, is for the relict of insolvent debtors, 

’ Mr. B. showed how bankruptey and insolvency 
were identified boih by the committee and the judi- 
ciary. He referred to Judge Story’s opinions, and 
showed how inconsistent they were with the defini- 

-tion of bankruptcy as laid down by English jurists, 
particularly Jadge Blackstone. 

After an extensive review ot the whole subject 
of bankruptey and insolvency, Mr. B. conclu- 
ded by saying he bad not risen lo oppose ihe 
present bill, (for he did not know anything 

. about it tll it came up,) bet to point ont 

the anomaly of the same commilice that recom- 

mended a bankrupt law to expunge the insel- 

vent laws of the Stales, now bringing forward a 

law for the relief oi the insolvent debtors of the 

United States, 

Mr. BERRIEN explained that this wasa bill 
to enable the Treasury Department to permit debt- 
ors to the United States, in certain cases, to take 
the benefit of an insolvent Jaw. 

Mr, CHOATE eulogized and defended the char- 
acter of Judge Story, and explained what he con- 
ceived that judge’s expressions amounted to, as to 
cases of insolvency being admissible in a constitu 
tional bankrupt law adapted to this county. 

“The subject was furiher discussed by Messrs, 

BENTON and BERRIEN; and, at Mr. WOOD- 

BURY’S request, the communication from the 

Treasury Department reqoiring a re-enactment 

of the law was read. 

Mr. WOODBURY conceived that the bankrupt 
law, if continued, would reach to all the cases 
necessary; if it was repealed, the re enactment of 
this law would be proper. As long as the bank- 
rupt law was in existence, this renewal of the insol- 
vent law was unnecessary. 

Mr. HENDERSON was of the same opinion. 
Debtors to the United States could be discharged 
under the bankrupt law, which makes provision 
for such cases. 

Mr. BERRIEN observed that there were many 
cases which could not be disposed of, uniess this 
pill was passed; for instance, cases of custom- 
house bonds 

Mr. WOODBURY assured the Senator that, 
since the passage of the bankrupt law, debtors to 
the United States had resorted to it in preference 
jo the insolvent law, because it was cheaper. He 
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suggested that this bill might be laid over till the 
end of the session, It. would by that .time be 
known what wasto be dove with the bankrupt 
law. ; 

Mr. BERRIEN weuld have no objection to the 
postponement, were it not that it was considered 
necessary the Dill should be passed, to meet cases 
which otherwise could not be disposed-of. It was 
a beneficent law, and could do no harm. 

Th2 bill was then reported back to the Senate, 
and ordered to be engrossed, and reada third time. 

On motion of Mr. BATES, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, January 10, 1842. 

Mr. BARTON presented the following peti- 
tions: 

One of several hundred citizens of Jefferson and 
Berkeley counties, Va., remonstrating against mili- 
tary rule over the armory at Harper’s Ferry. 

Of E. A. Hibbard, of Winchester, Va., agent 
for the Baltimore Clipper and Sun, asking leave to 
convey newspapers on railroads without hindrance 
from the Post Office Department. 

Of the heirs of James Greer, praying for com- 


pensationfor inventing a highly useful mode of | 


boring gun barrels, 

Mr. CASEY prerented the petition of Jane 
Hanson, of Hlinois, praying to be allowed a pen- 
sion: referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions. 


Mr. EDWARDS of Missouri presented the pe~ | 
tition of George Wallis, praying compensation for | 


cattle killed by the Sac, Fox, and lowa Isdians. 


Mr. ATHERTON presented the petition of | 


Onslow Stearns and 347 others, citizens of Hills- 


borough county, New Hampshire, principally of |! 


the towns ef Nashua and Nashville, praying for 
the repeal of the bankrapt law. 

Mr. ATHERTON, under the rule, presented 
the petition of Elisha Morrill, attorney of John 
Peters and Sarah Farnum, for title to land. 

Mr. CROSS presented a memorial of the Legis- 
lature of the Stale of Arkansas, asking an appro- 
priation for the completion of a road partially con- 
stracied by the United Siates, from Red river to the 
sonthern boundary of Missouri. 

Mr. C. gave notice that he would ask leave to 
introduce a bill to be entitled An act to authorize 
the Governor of Arkansas to select six sections of 
land for the use cf salines, under the sixth pronosi- 
tion of the act for the adwission of said State inte 
the Union. 

Mr, STOKELY presented the petition of Joseph 
L. Righter, Jonathan T. Upidegrail, and 82 men; 
anlof Jane Robinson and Elizabeth Heaton, asd 
97 womenof Mount Pleasant, in Ohio, against the 
annexation of Texas, and the admission of any 
new slave State, and of any abridgment of the 
right of petition: refered to che Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, the petition of Wm. Robinson, Isazo Wa- 


termay, end 72 oher wen; and of Jalia Ann Job, i! 


Rebecca T. Upiegrefi, and 82 other women; for the 
abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia, 
and the Territories of the United States, and the 
domestic slave trade: rejecied under the 21t rele, 

Also, the petition of the same persons against any 
more of the public revenue paid by the free States 
being expended in carrying on the war ip Florida, 
or in f 


the setilement of Florids: referred to the 
Committee on Miluary Affairs. 

Mr. EDWARDS of Missouri gave notice that 
he would iniredece a bill allowing a reasonabie 
time tothe register and receiver of tue land office in 
the Pistte land district, iu Mi 
pre-emp ion claims in said distriet, befere tie la 
were offered at pubiie sale. 

Mr. REYNOLDS presented tze joint resolution 
of the General Assembly cf the State of illingis, 
praying the remission of a fine of $1,000, which 
was unjustly imposed on General Jackson in 1815, 
at New Orleans. Said resolution requests the dele- 
gation in Congress from Illinois te nse their exer- 
nons 20 procure the passage of a law to effect the 
above object. 

APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. FILLMORE sked leave to report sundry 

bills from the Committee of Ways and Means. 


ds 


ssoari, to adjast the | 


heron 


fie 
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Mr. EVERETT objected; but, after some con- ` 
yersation, withdrew his objection. — ~, 

Mr. FILLMORE then reported, a bill making 
appropriations for the naval service of the United 
States for the half calendar year ending on the 
30th June, 1843, and for the “fiscal year ending 
June 30th, 1844: read twice, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and 
(together with the accompanying papers) ordered 
to be printed. 

Also, reported a bill making appropriations: for 
fulfilling treaty stipulations with the various trjbes 
of Indians, and for the current and contingent ex- 
penses of the Indian Department for the half calen- 
dar year ending June 301b, 1843, and for the fiscal 
year ending June 30th, 1844: read twice, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and ordered to be printed. 

Also reported, from the same committee, a bill 
making appropriations for pensions for the half 
calendar year ending June 30ih, 1843, and for the 
fiscal year ending June 30ih, 1844: read twicé, re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 


RECIPROCITY TREATIES. 


Mr. J. P. KENNEDY said that at the last ses- 
sion a joint resolution (No. 13) reported by him- 
self was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. As this resolution rela- 
ted to certain treaty stipulations, which were about 
to expire by limitation, and as it was important 
that is should be decided this session, he moved 
that the Committee of the Whole be discharged 
from its further consideration; and, in order that. 
the House might take aciion upon it, he also 
moved that it be made the special order for this day 
week, : 

Mr TALIAFERRO inquired if the motion was 
in order? i 

The SPEAKER said, No. 

Mr. FALIAFERRO hoced that the regular or- 
der of business would be observed. 

Mr. EVERETT inquired what was the regular 
order of business? 

The SPEAKER said, after the committees were 
called on for reports, the business of the morning 
hour (General Jeckson’s fine) would come up. 

Mr. EVERETT said he should object to every 
species of business whatever, until the question of 
the repeal of the bankrupt Jaw should have been 
decided. 

Mr. KENNEDY still insisting on his motion, 

Mr. TALIAFERRO withdrew his objection; 
which was renewed by Mr, EVERETT. 

Mr: KENNEDY then moved a suspension of the 
rules, 

Mr. MERIWETHER called for the reading of 
the resolution; which was read, as follows: 


Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representa. 
tives of the United States of America in Congress assem- 
bisd, That the President of the United States be, and he is here- 
by, requested, whenever be shall deem it compatible with the 
public interest, to make known to the Governments of Den- 
mark, Sweden, the Hanseatic Republics, Prussia, Austria, and 
Russia, in conformity with the stipulations of the existing 
commercial treaties between said Goverwments and the United 
States, the desire and intention of this Government to ter- 
minate such commercial treaties now in force ketween said 
Governments and the United States as have contracted to 
allow the parties thereto to import on equal terms, as regards 
duties on merchandise and tonnage, each into the ports of the 
other, goods, wares, and merchandise, other than those of the 
growth, produce, or manufacture of the nation in whose ves- 
sels the same are borne. 

“Sec. 2. And be tt further resolved, That, in all future ne» 
gotiations which may be opened with the aforesaid Govern- 
ments, Or % any other, itis the policy of the United States to 
confine the privilege of reciprocal importation on equal terms 
as to goods and shipping, to goods, wares, and merchandise the 
product of the countries fro: whence and in whose ships they 
are imported, or the product of such contiguous countries 
thereto as usually carry on their foreign commerce through the 
ports of the same,” 


Mr. CUSHING inquired whether the gentle- 
maz [Mr. J. P. Kennepy] proposed to leave an- 
ciber percolation reported at the same session, in 
relation to our trade with Great Britain, and still 
before the Commitee of the Whole, unacted on. 

Mr. KENNEDY stid be was not aware that the 
resolution of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
{Mr. Cusuine] was before the Committee of the 
Whole. He supposed ihe gentleman referred to 
his report on colonial trade. He (Mr. K.) was 
willing to have the commitiee discharged from the 
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- @onsideration of that resolution also; and modified 
his motion accordingly. é 
The question was then taken on the motion to 
suspend the rules, in order to admit the motion of 
Mr. Kenwnepy.: The House refused to suspend— 
“ayes 70, noes 52—not two-thirds. 


IMPEACHMENT OF THE PRESIDENT OF 
THE UNITED STATES. 

. Mr. BOTTS rose and inquired of the Chair 
whether the proposition which he had given notice 
of his intention fo submit on yesterday, could be 
now received and eniertained as a privileged ques- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. BOTTS then said that he came prepared to 
acquit himself of the pledge which he was under, 
to prefer charges against the acting President of 
the United States. 

Here Mr. EVERETT arose and inquired if he 
was to understand the Chair as deciding that the 
proceeding on the part of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia was in order at that time. 

The SPEAKER replied that he had so decided. 
The gentleman from Virginia, [Mr, Borrs,] in 
bringing forward articles of impeachment, pre- 
sented to the House & bigh constitutional question, 
and one which was privileged. 

Mr. EVERETT said, as he desired to take the 
sense of the House upon this point, he would 
appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. CUSHING asked for the yeas and nays on 
the appeal. 

Mr. WISE. State the question befere the 
House. 

Mr. BOTTS inquired whether he was to under- 
stand the gentiemea [Messrs Wise and Cusnine] 
as objecting to the consideration of the motion he 
-had made? 

Several voices: “No.” 

The bustle prevailing throughout the hall about 
_ this time having subsided, 

Mr. BOTTS resumed the remarks he had begun. 
He said that he proposed to introduce charges of 
corruption, of mal-conduet in office, of high crimes 
and misdemeanors, committed by the acting Presi- 
dent of the United States—charges which he stoed 
prepared to prove, by testimony the most conelu- 
sive. He asked that the House might appoint a 
committee to investigate the charges, and to report 
what. course it was proper to pursue. He was 
himself prepared to prove every charge which he 
should bring against the President. Fe not only 
asked, but he DEMANDED an opportunity of making 
these charges good. Were he to come here as the 
humblest citizen of the Republic, and deciare fi 
readiness to prove them, he would claim the priv- 
ilege of doing so as such; much more so, then, did 
he claim, and insist upon it, as the Representative 
of fifty thousand people. It was his highest con- 
stitutional privilege. One hundred members of ihis 
FHonse had declared, and placed it on record, that 
John Tyler had committed impeachable cflences. 
He (Mr. B.) had so declared; and he corsidered it 
due to his own personal honor and reputation that 
he should. be permitted to prove the trath of what 
he asserted. TIe was noi one of those who dealt in 

_ vague and general ei ai would not come up 
and pattheir assertions in atangible form. Ele made 
no charges which he was noi prepared to susiain 
with the most conelasive proof. Sinee his first 
agitation of this subject at the last session, he had 
been deeply reflecting and deliberating spon it; and 
the more he reilected, the more imperative appear- 
ed his duty to make these charges. Ia doing so, 
he must declare that, so far from being actuated by 
a desire to render himself consnieuons before ihe 
country, and place bimself abead of il that 
floor whose lead he generally followed, and wh 
he would be proud to follow on this as on ether 
subjecis, he must be permitted to declare that this 
was the most painful duly he bad ever undertaken 
to perform. He declared that he was actuated 
alone by the obligations whieh rested upon him. 
He knew not how long he shouid be a member of 
the House of Representatives. Hf the ability of 
the Legislature of his State was equal to their goog- 
will towards bim, be should not sit here long; 
[langhter;] but ke could not retire to private life, 
unless he bad first discharged this sacred duty. 


AS 


4 


Should he live to see the overgrown power of the: 


Executive hereafter trampling under foot all opposi- 
tion—the independence of the Legislature sacti- 
ficed—the energies of the people relaxed into list- 
lessness at Executive encroachment and obedience 
to his will—should he witness such a state of 
things in this country, he would have the satisfac- 
tion, with a proud heart and erect bearing, that he, 
for one, atleast, nad endeavored to arrest it. 

Here Mr. EVERETT rose to a question. of or- 
der. He said he hac taken an appeal from. the 
decision of the Chair, by which the gentleman 
[Mr. Borts] was allowed to proceed. 

Mr. BOTTS asked if the gentleman was not too 
late with his objection? 

The SPEAKER said no. 
a right to insist on his appeal. 

Mr. BOTTS said he was recognised by the 
Chair, and inquired whether his resolution could 
not be entertained as a privileged question. 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. BOTYS was proceeding with his remarks 
before the gentleman [Mr. Evererr] made his 
objection, and he submitted whether the gentle- 
man was not tco late in taking an appeal. 

Mr. EVERETT insisted upon his pésition. He 
was anxious to have the bill to repeal the bank- 
ruptlaw taken up and disposed of. 


Mr. BOTTS said that if the gentleman appre- 
bended that his resolution would consume too 
much of the time of the House, he was prepared to 
submitit in such aform as would render it not 
liable to the least objection, The whole subject 
might then be disposed of in fifteen minutes. 


Mr. EVERETT observed that he did not, at first, 
know the object the gentleman had in view; and, 
therefcre, listened awhile to his remarks, till he 
learned what it was. He then immediately rose, 
and appealed from the decision of the Chair. It 
was with great reluctance that he interrupted the 
genileman, but he felt desirous that the business of 
the Flouse should not be delayed by any colJateral 
matier, There were two subjects now before the 
House, on which debate was going on; and be was 
for bringing both those subjects to a close as soon 
as possible. The Speaker had decided that this 
was a piivileged question, and from that deeiston 
he appealed. If the House decided against the 
appeal, then the gentleman from Virginia could 
go on with his remarks. 

The SPEAKER had no doubt that, if the gen- 
tleman from Wermont insisted on his point of 
order and the appeal, be must put the questicn 
on it. 

The SPEAKER then stated the question; and, 
at the request of Mr. GILMER, repeated his deci- 
sion, and the point of order and appeal of the gea- 
tleman from Vermont. 

Mr. WISE asked if any motion was made in 
wriling. If so, he should like to have it read, in 
order that he might judge for himself when he came 
to vote. 

Mr. BOTTS said that he would read it himself. 

Mr. WISE wished the Clerk to read it. 

Mr. BOTTS replied that he would rather read it 
himself, as be understood his own writing better 
than anybody else did. 

Mr. B. then began reading, and hed read but a 
few passaces, when 

Rr. COOPER of Georgia expressed a wish that 
the gentleman would read from the Clerk’s table. 
We cant (said he) hear a word in this part of 
the Fouse. 

Mr. ROTTS. Iwill iake a position where the 
gentleman ean here me, [going toa seat further 
back in the circle.] Mr. B. iben read ihe foliow- 
Ing charge: 

“I do impeach John Tyler, Vice President, actiog 
as President of the United States, of the following 
high crimes and misdemeanors: 

«j, I charge him with gross usurpation of power 
and violation of law, in attempting to exercise 
a controlling i:fluence over the accounting Cflicers 
of the Treasury Department, by ordering the pay- 
ment of amountsof long standing, that had been 
by them rejected for want of legal authority to 
pay, and threatening them with expulsion from 
office unless his orders were obeyed; by virtue of 


The gentleman had 


which threat, thousands were drawn from the pube 
lie treasury without the authority of law... 

“9, I charge him with a wicked and. corrupt 
abuse of the power of appointment to, and removal 
from, office; first, in displacing those who were 
competent and faithful in the discharge of their 
public duties, only because they were supposed to 
entertain a political preference for another; and, 
secondly, in bestowing them on creatures of his 
own will, alike regardless of the public welfare and 
his duty to the country. 

“3, I charge him with the high crime and misde- 
meanor of aiding to excite a‘disorganizing and 
revolutionary spirit in the country, by placing on 
the records of the State Department his objections 
to a law, as carrying no constitutional obligation 
with it; whereby the several States of this Union 
were invited to disregard and disobey a Jaw of 
Congress, which he himself had sanctioned and 
sworn to see faithfully executed, from which 
nothing but disorder, confusion, and anarchy can 
follow. 

“4, I cherge him with being guilty of a high 
misdemeanor, in retaining men in office for months 
after they have been rejected by the Senate as 
unworthy, incompetent, and unfaithful, with an 
utter defiance of the public will, and total indiffer- 
ence to the publie interests. : 

“5, I charge him with the high crime and misde- 
meanor of withholding his assent to laws undispen- 
sable to the just operaiions of government, which 
involved no constitutional difficulty on his part; of 
depriving the Government of all legal sources of 
revenue; and of assuming to himself the whole 
power of taxation, and of collecting duties of the 
people without the authority or sanction of law. 

‘6, I charge him with an arbitrary, despotic, 
and corrupt abuse of the veto power, to gratify his 
personal and political resentments against the Sen- 
ate of the United States, for a constitutional exer- 
cise of their prerogative, in the rejection of his 
nominees to (flies, with such evident marks of in- 
consistency and duplicity as leave no room to 
doubt his disregard of the interests of the people, 
and his duty to his country. 


“7, Teharge him with gross official misconduct, 
in having been guilty of a shameless duplicity, 
equivocation, and falsehood, with his late Cabinet 
and Congress, which led to idle legislation, and 
useless public expense; and by which he has 
brought such dishonor on himseif as to disqualify 
him from administering the Government with ad- 
vantage, honor, or virtue, and for which alone he 
would deserve to be removed from office. 

8. I charge tim wiih an illegal and unconstis 
tutional exercise of power, in instituting a commis- 
sion io investigate the past transactions under a 
former administration of the custom house in New 
York, under the pretence of seeing the laws faith- 
fully executed—with having arrested the investiga- 
tion at a moment when the inquiry was to be made 
as to the manner in which those laws were execu- 
ted under his own administration—-with having di- 
rected cr ganctioned the appropriation of large 
sums of the public revenue to the compensation of 
officers of his own creation, without the authority 
of law; which, if sanctioned, would place the en- 
lire revenues of the country at his disposal. 

“9. I charge him with the high misdemeanor of 
having withheld from the Representatives of the 
people information eslled for, and declared to be 
necessary to the investigation of stupendous frauds 
and abuses alleged to have been committed by 
agents of the Government, both upon individuals 
and the Government iiself, whereby he himself be- 
comes accessary to there frauds.” 

Mr. BOTTS then said that he wished to connect 
no man or setof men with his fame on this resolu- 
tion, He wished no man to commit birsself on it 
till he bad an opportunity cf proving the truth of 
his charges, 

Bir. WISE interrupted his colleague, and asked 
for the reading of the proposition founded on the 
charges. Ee did not wish to hear the gentleman’s 
speech till he wasin possession of the whole subject. 

Mr. BOPTS submitted that the yaatter was not 
within the centrol of his colleague. 

The SPEAKER requested the gentleman to sub: 
mit his motion to. the House; when 
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Mr. BOTTS read the following resolution: 


‘ Resolved, That a committee of nine members be appointed, | 


with.instructions diligently to inquire into the truth of the pre- 
ceding charges preferred against John Tyler, and to-report to 
this House the testimony: taken to establish said charges, to- 


gether with their opinion whether the said John Tyler hath so 
acted in his offictal capacity as to require the interposition of |, 


the constitutional power of this House; and that the committee 
have power to.send for persons and papers. ie 


Mr. BOTTS then observed that he had bat one 
remark to make, and he hoped he would not. be 
interrupted by his colleague while making it. Af- 
ter having been challenged, defied, and dared to 
make these charges— ‘ 

Mr. WISE would throw no obstructions in his 
colléague’s way, All that he desired was, that the 
strict order of the House should be preserved in these 
proceedings., . 
> Mr. BOTTS asked permission of the House to 
make an explanation. : : 

: The SPEAKER observed that, except by uni- 
versal consent, the gentleman could not be indulged; 
and the gentleman from Virginia. on.his right [Mr, 
Waise] objected. A 
“Mr. WISE said that he would not object to his 
colleague’s proceeding, when the jmatter was fully 
before the House. As he understood: it, the ques- 
tion was now on the appeal of the gentleman from 
Vermont; the decision of which would be a decision 
whether the matter was before the House or not. 
All that he asked was, that equal latitude of debate 
should be allowed to all. 
. Mr. BOTTS said that all he wantcd to remark 
was, that he desired io connect no- man, or set of 
, men, with bis proposition. He desired no man or 
party to be committed on it, till the evidence was 
before the House. By the appointment of a com- 
mittee. to investigate the testimony he would’be 
able to bring forward, they would be able to de- 
cide, at a future day, whether Mr. Tyler had com- 
mitted acts deserving of impeachment by that 
House. Ifhe succeeded in establishing the truth 
of these charges, he presumed there would be no 
member of that House found voting against the 
impeachment. If, on the contrary, he failed in 
establishing them, let the odium fall on him, and 
bim alone. He-was willing to take all the respon- 
sibility; and he wanted no man now to commit 
himself for or against the charges he offered. 


The SPEAKER here asked permission to ex- 
plain more fully the grounds of his decision. Since 
the present Speaker bad been in the chair, there 
had been no case of this kind before the Flouse, and 
only two cases. since the beginning of the Govern- 
ment. The first was that of Chief Justice Chase, 
in. which no question like the one new raised 
was presented. That case was then considered and 
acted upon by the House as a privileged question. 
Mr. Randolph rose in his seat, and, without any 
resolution or specific charges, afler some remarks 
on the conduct of Judge Chase, moved for a com- 
mittee to take into consideration the propriety of 
impeaching him. The matter went on day after 
day, and, by the universal acquiescence of the 
FLouse, took preference of all other business as a 
privileged quesiion.. In addition to this, the Chair 
considered this asa high constitutional question, 
paramount to all others, without reference to the 
rules of the House. The Chair, therefore, con- 
sidered the House bound to act on the resolation, 
either by reception or rejection of it. 

Mr. EVERETT then withdrew kis appeal. His 
reason, be said, for making it, was, that he wished 
to see the business of the Flouse carried on. 

Mr. RAYNER here moved the previous ques- 
tion. : 

Mr. WISE wished to make an inquiry, and re- 
quested the gentleman from North Carclina to 
withdraw his motion, promising. to renew it. He 
wished to inquire what the charges were, and from 
whom they came. He understood that this Mouse 
only could make charges on which to found an im- 
peachment. 

Mr. BOTT'S referred as precedents to the case 


ceding,” befere the word “charges.” 


of Judge Chase; in which Mr. Randolph made the 
;. charges; and. to the case of. Judge Peck, in which 
the charges were made by a member of the Mis- 


souri bar. In both cases, thé matter was referred 


| -to “a committee. “What he now presented were 


not: articles of impéachment, but charges. for a 
committee to investigate the truth of, and to found 
an impeachment on, if substantiated. : 
Mr. WISE, in. a. few observations, contended 
that there was no precedent in the case of Judge 
Chase; and if the House would look into it, they 
would find that ‘there was no. analogy between that 


and the present case.’ In this case, his colleague -| 


made himself the impeaching power. 

Mr. BOTTS, at the suggestion of Mr. McKAY; 
modified bis resolution, by inserting the word “‘pre- 
Mr. B. took 
the occasion further: to modify his resolution, by 
adding “and that the: said committee. shal! have 
power to send for persons and papers.” 

The resolution as modified was then read; when 

Mr. WISE said: Now, sir, I ask, what are the 
preceding charges? 

Mr. BOTTS said that he had now appended the 
resolution to the charges, and would send them up 
in that form to be read. 


Mr. WISE. I only wish to inquire, further, 
whether these charges: are signed by any person? 
Who is “19” 7 

Mr. BOTTS. No, sir; they are not signed; but 
I can put my name to them—and do it in the 
presence of witnesses, too, if the gentleman 
pleases. 

Mr. PROFFIT. Send them up; send them up. 

The charges and resolution were then sent up 
to the Chair, and read by the Clerk. 

At the conclusion of the reading by the Clerk, 
there were loud cries of “Question,” “Question.” 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved to lay the reso- 
lution on the table. [Cries of “Oh, no; let us have 
a vote.”j 


Mr. BOTTS called for the yeas and nays cn the 
motion of the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. WISE, and many other members, entreated 
Mr. C. Jounson to withdraw his motion; but he 
refused to do so. 

The yeas and nays were then ordered; and, 
being taken, resulied—yeas 101, nays 119, as 
follows: ‘ 


YEAS—Messrs. Sherlock J. Andrews, Arrington, Baker, 
Barton, Bidlack, Borden, Bowne, Briggs, Brockway, Bron- 
son, Aaron V, Brown, Charles Brown, Burnell, William But- 
ler, Green W. Caldwell, Patrick ©, Caldwell, Calhoun, 
John Campbell, Clifford, Clinten, Coles, Colquitt, Cowen, 
Cross, R. D. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Doig, John C. Edwards, 
Egbert, Everett, Ferris, Fessenden, Jolin G. Floyd, Charles A. 
Floyd, Fornance, Gates, Giddings, Patrick G. Goode, Wm. 

. Goode, Gordon, Graham, Gwin, Hastings, Henry, Hop- 
kins, Hubard, Hudson, Hunter, James Irvin, Jack, William 
Cost Johnson, Cave Johnson, Isaac D, Jones, Keim, Lewis, 
Littlefield, Lowell, Abraham McClellan, Robert McClellan, 
McKeon, Mallory, Alfred Marshall, Samson Mason, John 
Thomson Mason, Mathews, Maxwell, Meriwether, Mitchell, 
Moore, Parmenter, Partridge, Pickens, Benj. Randall, Rencher, 
Reynolds, Rhett, Riggs, Roosevelt, Saunders, Shields, Sol: 
lers, Sprigg, Stcenrod, Stokely, Alexander H. H. Stuart, Sum- 
ter, Bweney, Jacob Thompson, Tillinghast, Tomlinson, Trotii, 
Van Buren, Van Rensselaer, Wallace, Ward, Westbrcox, 
Thomas W, Williams, Winthrop, Wood, and Yorke—101, 

iNAYS—Messrs. Adams, LandaiT W. Andrews, Arnold, Ath- 
erton, Aycrige, Babcock, Barnard, Beeson, Birdseye, Black, 
Blair, Boardman, Botts, Boyd, Brewster, Milton Brown, Jer- 
emiah Brown, Burke, William B. Campbell, Thomas J. 
Campbell, Caruthers, Cary, Casey, Chapman, Chittenden, J. 
©. Clark, Staley N, Clarke, James Cooper, Mark A. Cooper, 
Cranston, Cravens, Cushing, Daniel, Garrett Davis, Deberry, 
Eastman, John Edwards, Fillmore, A. Lawrence Foster, Gam. 
ble, Gentry, Gilmer, Goggin, Green. Gustine, Halsted, Harris, 
Hays, Holmes, Houck, Houston, Howard, Hunt, Joseph R, 
Ingersoll, Wm. W, Irwin, James, John P, Kennedy, Andrew 
Kennedy, King, Lane, McKay, McKennan, Marchand, Thomas 
F. Marshall, Mathiot, Mattocks, Maynard, Medill, Miller, 
Morgan, Morrow, Newhard, Oliver, Osborne, Owsley, Payne, 
Pope, Powell, Profit, Ramsey, Randolph, Rayner, Read, 
Reding, Ridgway, Rodney, Rogers, Wm. Russell, James 
M. Russell, Salstonstal}, Sanford, Sewell, Shaw, Shepperd, 
Slade, Truman Smith, Snyder, Stanly, Stratton, John T, 
Stuart, Sammers, John_B. Thompson, Richard. W. Thomp- 
son, Toland, Triplett, Trumbull, Turney, Underwood, War- 
ren, Washington, Watterson, Weller, Edward D, White, Jè- 
seph L. White, Christopher H. Williams, Joseph P. Wil- 
liams, Wise, Augustus Young, and John Young—119. 


So the motion was negatived. : 
The question then recurred on seeonding the de- 


mand for the previous question; which was % 
too Pe : i o 
` Mr. CUSHING demanded the yeas and.nays 
the question, Shall the main question be now put? 
{Cries of “Oh, no.?] ee 
Mr. PROFFIT..” Yes; Jet us have the yeas and 
nays. j - ak we 
Mt. TURNEY inquired what would be the ef- 
feet of negativing the main question?. © i ` 
The SPEAKER replied, it would drive the 
question over till to-morrow. ` 
Mr. CUSHING then withdrew his call for-the: 
yeas and nays. f $ i : 
‘Mr. UNDERWOOD renewed the demand;: and 
the ycas and nays were ordered, oe 
The Clerk began to call theroll; when 99 eiS 
‘Mr: UNDER WOOD rose and said he recollected. 
that, under a recent decision of the Speaker, the 
effect of deciding against putting the main ques- 
tion would be to lay itover from day to day, as 
had occurred a short time ago; he would therefore 
withdraw. his demand for the yeas and nays. 
[Cries of “Oh?! no; it.is too; late.”] Well, then, 
he gave notice that, if the main question should: be 
negatived, he would move a reconsideration of. the 
vote seconding the demand for the previous ques» 
tion. ooo iaa 
The yeas and nays were then taken, and resulted. 
—yeas 122, nays 90, as. follows: 


YEAS—Mcasrs, Adams, Landaf W; Andrews, Sherlock J. 
Andrews, Arnold, Arrington, Atherton, Screg, Babcock, Ba- 
ker, Barton, Beeson, Birdseye, Black, Blair, Boardman: Bor- 
den, Bowne, Boyd, Bronson, Aaron V; Brown, Milton Brown, 
Jeremiah Brown, Burke, Burnell. William Butler, William B; 
Campbell, Thomas J. Campbell, Caruthers, Cary, Casey, 
Chittenden, Staley N. Clarke, Clinton, Colquitt, James Coop- 
er, Mark A. Cooper, Cranston, Cravens, Cross, Cushing, Dan- 
je}, Garrett Davis, Dawson, Deberry, Eastman, John, Ed- 
wards, John C. Edwards, Ferris, Fessenden, Fillmore; A; L. 
Foster, Gentry, Gilmer, Green, Gustine, Harris, Hays, Houck, 
Houston, Howard, Hudson, Hunt, James. Irvin, V ijiam W. 
Irwin, Jack, James, Cave Johnson, John-P; Kennedy, King, 
Lane, Lewis, Marchand, Thomas F. Marshall, Samson Mason, 
Mathiot, Maxwell, Medill, Mitchell, Morgan, Morrow, New- 
hard, Oliver, Owsley, Powell, Ramsey, Benjamin Randall, 
Rayner, Read, Reding, Ridgway, Rodney, William: Russell, 
Saltonstall, Sanford, Sewell, Shaw,. Slade,’ Truman Senithy, 
Sprigg, Stanly, Steenrod, Stratton, Alexander H.-H, Stúart: 
John T. Stuart, Summers, John B. Thompson, Richard W, 
Thompson, Toland, Tomlinson, Triplett, Turney, Underwood; 
Van: Rensselaer, Warren, Washington, Watterson, Weller 
Joseph L. White, Thomas W.- Williams, Wise, and Yorke— 


\ 


NAYS—Messts: Bidlack, Bous, Brewster, Briggs): Brock- 
way, Charles Brown, Green W. Caldwell, Patrick C.Oald- 
well, Calhoun, John Campbell, Clifford, Coles, Cowen, Rich- 
ard D. Davis, Dean, Doig, Egbert, Everett, John. G: Floyd, C. 
A. Fioyd, Fornance, Gamble, Gates, Giddings, Goggin, P. G. 
Goode, Gordon, Graham, Granger, Gwin, Halsted, Henry, 
Holmes, Hopkins, Hubard, Hunter, William Cost Johnson, 
Isaac D. Jones, Keim, Andrew Kennedy, Littlefield, Lowell, 
Abraham McClellan, Robert McClellan, McKay, McKennan, 
McKeon, Alfred Marshall, John Thomson Mason, Mathews, 
Mattocks, Miller, Moore, Osborne, Parmenter, Partridge, Payne, 
Pickens, Pope, Proffit, Randolph, Rencher, Reynolds, Rhett, 
Riggs, Rogers, James M. Russell, Saunders, Shepperd, 
Shields, Snyder, Stokely, Sumter, Sweney, Jacob Thompson, 
Tillinghast, Trotu, Trumbull, Van Buren, Wallace, Ward, 
Westbrook, Christopher H. Williams, Joseph L. Williams, 
Winthrop, Wood, Augustus Young, and John Young- 90. 

So the main question was ordered. s : 

Mr. UNDERWOOD moved a reconsideration 
of the vote by which the House had ordered the 
main question to be put, and also of the vote by 
which the previous question was seconded. He 
was about to debate the motion; but was called to 
order. : f 
The SPEAKER decided that one motion only 
could be entertained at a time. The motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the main question 
was ordered to be put, would first be in order. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD accordingly made that mo» 
tio», and asked for the yeas and nays thereon. 

The House refused to order the yeas and hays. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD asked for tellers. 

The House refused to. order tellers, 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
reconsider, and the Fiouse refused to agree to it; 

The question then recurring upon the adoption 
of the resolution. of the gentleman from Virginia. 
[Mr. Borrs] e. e. of impeachment— ua 

Mr. GRANGER rose and said that one of the 
proposed charges against the Président of. the 
United States was, that he removed certain inno- 


146, 


cent men from office. 
was atime when he (Mr. G.) acted as accessory 
to the President, in the execution cf a number of 
political ianocep‘s, [laughter,] and he should there- 
fore ask to be excused from voting- upon the ac- 
ceptance of the charges preferred. -` 

Mr. HOPKINS asked for the yeas and nays on 
the motion, and they. were ordered. > 
A The House agreed to excuse the gentlenan— 
yeas 111, nays $1. When Mr..Housron’s name 
was.called, he rose and inquired if it was too late 
to ask the gentleman [Mr. GRANGER] a question. 
He wished to know whether. the gentleman from 
New: York considered the charge of the gentleman 
from Virginia, [Mr..Borrs,] as implicating . him- 


self, and rendering him liable to the charge of cor- 


ruption in office? 
Tee SPEAKER said it was too late to ask and 


answer a question after the call of the roll had 
been commenced. 


The question then recurred on the resolution of 
the gentleman from, Virginia, [Mr. Borrs,] and re- 
sulted as follows: ayes 83, nays 127. 


; MEAS—Moesers. Adams, Landat W, Andrews, Arnold 
Aycrigg, Babcock, Barnard, Birdseye, Black, Boardman, 
Botts, Boyd, Milton Brown, William B. Campbell, Thomas 
J. Campbell, Caruthers, Casey, Jolin C. Clark, Staley N. 
Clarke, Colquitt, James Cooper, Mark A. Cooper, Cranston, 
Cravens, Daniel, Garrett avis, Deberry, John Edwards, 
Fessenden, Fillmore, A. Lawrence Foster, Gamble, Gentr f 
Goggin, Green, Halsted, Hays, Houston, Hunt, Joseph R, 
Ingersoll, James, John P, Kennedy, King, Lane, McKennan, 
Thomas F., Marshall, Mathiot, Maynard, Moore, Morgan, 

"Morrow, Oshorne, Owsley, Pendleton; Powell, Ramsey, Alex- 
ander Randall, {Rayner, Ridgway, Rodney, William Russell, 

James M. Russell, Saltonstall, Sewell, Shepperd, Slade, 
Truman Smith, Sollers, Stanly, Stratton, John T. Stuart, 
Summers, J. B, Thompson, R. W. Thompson, Toland, Triplett, 
Trumbull, Tarney, Underwood, Warren, Washington, Joseph 
L. White, Christopher H. Williams, and John Young—83. 

NAY#--Messrs. S. J, Andrews, Atherton, Baker, Barton, 
Beeson, Bidlack, Borden, Bowne, Brewster, Briggs, Aaron V. 
Brown, Charles Brown, Burke, Burnell, William Buller, 
Green W, Caldwell, Patrick ©. Caldwell, Calhoun, Jobn 
Campbell, Cary, Chapman, Clifford, Clinton, Coles, Cowen, 
Cross, Cushing, Richard D.. Davis, Dawson. Dean, Doan, 
Doig, “Eastman, John C. Edwards, Egbert, Everett, Ferris, 
Charles‘ A. Floyd, Fornance, Gates, Giddings, Gilmer, Pat: 
nick’ G. Goode, Wm. O, Goode, Gordon, Graham, Gustine, 
Gwin, Harris, Hastings, Henry, Holmes, Hopkins, Houck, 
Howard, Hubard, Hudson, Hunter, James Irvin, William W, 
drwin, Jack, Wiliam Cost Johnson, Cave Johnson, Isaac D. 
Jones, Keim, Andrew Kennedy, Lewis, Littlefield, Lowell, 
Abraham McClellan, Robert McClellan, McKay, McKeon, 
Mallory, Marchand, Alfred Marshall, 8. Mason, J. T. Mason, 
Mathews, Mattocks, Maxwell, Medill, Meriwether, Miller, 
Mitchell, Newhard, Oliver, Parmenter, Partridge, Payne, Pick- 
ens, Proffit, Read, Reding, Rencher, Reynolds, Rhett, Riggs, 
Roosevelt, Sanford, Saunders, Shaw, Shields, Snyder, Sprigg, 
Steenrod, Stokely, Alexander H. H. Stuart, Sumter, Jacob 
Thompson, Tillinghast, Trotti, Van Buren, Van Rensselaer, 
‘Wallace, Ward, Watterson, Weller, Westbrook, Thomas W. 
Williams, Joseph L, Williams, Winthrop, Wise, Wood, aud 
Augustus Young— 127. 


So the House refused to adopt the resolution. 

The SPEAKER then announced that the next 
pusiness-in order would be the reception of reports 
from the standing committees; and, they being 
called on, reports were made as follows: 
` Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi, from the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, reported a bill to 
legalize the sale of certain lands made at Choc- 
chuma and Columbus, Mississippi; which was 
twice read, and referred. 

Mr. HOWARD presented the preamble and 
resolutions of the Legislature of Michigan, on the 
subject of a military road from Saganaw to Macki- 
nac. 

Mr. WELLER, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported a biil declaratory of the Ist and 
2d articles of the treaty made with the Chippewa 
Indians at Saganaw, Michigan; which was twice 
read, and referred. 

Mr. CALHOUN, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Mrs. Ann 
Wangus; which was twice read, and referred. 

Mr. WOOD reported a joint resolution directing 
the application of an existing appropriation for 
building a dry-dock at Brooklyn, New York; 
which was twice read, and referred. 


Mr. ADAMS presented the memorial of Hora- - 


tio Greenough on the subject of the disposal of his 
statue of Washington; which was laid on the table, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on 
Revoluticnary Pensions, reported a bill for the 
relief of Elizabeth Gresham; which was twice read, 
and referred. 

Mr. MATHIOT, from the same committee, 


(Laughter.] Now, there | 


‘which was twice read, and referred. 

Mr. TILLINGHAST, fromthe Committee on 
the Library, reported:a joint resolution for the dis- 
tribution of certain copies of- the census returns, 
and.the Compendium of the Sixth Census; which 
was read twice, and referred... . 
; Mr.. PENDLETON. said he bad a petition 
which he-wished.to present, from a soldier of 
Wayne’s army, who was wounded at the battle of 
Maumee; and begged leave to accompany it with 
the following resolution: f 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Pensions be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of extending the laws 
relating to revolutionary pensions, to the armies employed 
against (he Indians northwest of the Ohio river prior to the year 
1795, with leave to report by bill or otherwise. š 


Fhe resolution was adopted, and the petition 


. referred to the same committee. 


Mr. CHAPMAN presented the resolutions of 
the Legislature of Alabama, on the subject of the 
appointment of an agent to settle all questions re- 
maining unsetted under the late Creek treaty: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT presented a petition from 
sundry citizeńs of New York, complaining of the 
operations of the new tariff on the importation of 
hardware. As. the memorial contained valuable 
statistical information, he moved that it be printed; 
which was agreed to. 

¥ Mr UNDERWOOD presented the memorial of 

sundry captains and owners of steamboats navi- 
gating the western waters, complaining of the act 
of Congress regulating steamboat transportation; 
which was referred to a select committee. 

Mr. EVERETT moved that the House proceed 
to the consideration of the bill to repeal the bank- 
rupt law. 

The SPEAKER said that the next business in 
order would be the resolution of the gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. Bownz,] to refund the fine 
imposed on General Jackson. 


Mr. EVERETT moved to postpone that resolu- 
tion till to-morrow; which motion was agreed to, 


The SPEAKER said that the resolution reported 
by the Committee of Waysand Means, on the sub- 
ject of the exchequer, would be the next business 
in order. 

Mr. PROFFIT, who had the floor, addressed the 
House in reply to Mr. Marsnaui; and, in the 
course of his remarks, commented very severely 
on the tortuous course of the Whig party. He 
could not keep the run of them; and at no one 
time did he know where to find them. At the last 
session, a large majority of them declared that the 
President was guilty of impeachable offences; and 
now, when one of their number stood boldly for- 
ward, and brought forth his charges on which to 
found an impeachment, staking his reputation, 
name, and fame on the truth of them,—why, they 
were gone. This morning, it was decided that the 
President was unimmpeached and unimpeachable. 
He was willing, and all the business men of the 
country were willing that they should withdraw 
their case, pay costs, and let itdrop. For his part, 
he would have been perfectly willing that the im- 
peachment should have gone on, as he would like 
to see the black silk gowns, and other trappings of 
a coart of impeachment; but he did not vote for 
the resolution, because he did not believe in the 
truth of the charges, or that they contained im- 
peachable matter. He conceived, however, that 
every gentleman who voted for it believed that 
the charges did contain impeachable matter, 


Mr. T. F. MARSHALL here asked leave to 
make an explanation; which being granted, he said 
that he voted for the resolution, but did not expect, 
nor did he wish, to be understood as committing 
himself to the questions, either as to the propriety 
of an impeachment, or whether the charges con- 
tained impeachable matter, which was one of the 
graviest and most difficult questions which could 
be brought forward. Further, he had not exam- 
ined that question. He was only in favor of giv- 
ing the gentleman the committee, and nothing more, 

Mr. PROFFIT. Well, sir, here is one of the 
first lawyers in the House, that is not for endorsing 
the charges.as containing impeachable matter. I 
take it for granted that all the lawyers in the 
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reported a bill for the relief of Elizabeth Powers; 


House will say the same thing, and that the vote 
on the resolution was a kind of accommodation vote. 

Mr. COOPER of Georgia asked leave- to. make 
an explanation. He was far from thinking, in the 
vote he gave, of expressing any opinion in regard 
to this matter. He merely.intended to say that it 
was due to the gentleman from Virginia, due. to 
the country, and due to the officer, that he. should 
vote for a committee of investigation. He. did 
not believe for one moment, that any committee 
could be found who could implicate the President. 

Mr. PROFFIT hoped there would be no more 
explanations, and that he might be permitted to go 


_on. The gentleman from Virginia, itseemed, was 


to be left alone in his glory. 

Mr. BOTTS asked leave to make an explana- 
tion. He was prouder of the position he occupied, 
than that of any other gentleman on the floor. 

Mr. PROFFIT made a remark in reply, which 
was not heard; and then went on to notice the ree 
marks of the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
GrencER,}] and the charges. that gentleman had 
made against the: Executive and his friends on that 
floor. The gentleman said that he (Mr. P.) and 
his friends took the pet lamb and crippled it, and 
he thought, with the gentleman from Kentucky, 
that the gentleman from New York was perfectly 
competent to speak about sheep. Mr. P., for hime 
self, confessed that the gentleman’s speech was the 
most sheepish speech he had ever heard. 


Again, (said Mr. P.,) we weré told thatthe friends 
of the President follow his lead on all occasions; 
and, in five minutes after, in direct contradiction 
to what he had just said, he charged us with disa- 
greeing with the President, and making his bill our 
own. One moment, the gentleman charged him 
(Mr. P.) and his friends with following the Presi- 
dent’s lead; and the next, he charged them with 
having taken the President’s pet lamb and crop- 
ping it, and cutting its tail off. Why did not the 
Whig party have their caucuses as formerly, and 
agree upon a plan of attack? 

After some further remarks, he denied that he 
was in favor of the President’s exchequer plan in 
all its details; but, nevertheless, he was surprised, 
on passing through Cincinnati, on his way to the 
seatof the General Government, to-find so many. 
persons in favor of it—from 5,000 to 6,000 of whom 
in that city had signed a petition to Congress, pray- 
ing its passage, with very distinguished Whig gen- 
tlemen at their head. The report of the gentle- 
man from New York, which originated this debate, 
he had no doubt every Democrat would wish to 
see printed; nay, he doubted not they would vote to 
print 10,000 extra copies, for it was the strongest 
report in favor of the sub-treasury that ever ema- 
nated from any committee on earth, He knew 
they said the sub-treasury had some errors; but 
every wordin that report, against the exchequer, 
was an argument against a bank of the United 
States. They went against expansive power: and was 
not that right? and was it not an argument against, 
a bank of the United States as well as against the 
President’sexchequer? He pursued this theme some 
time; then replied to arguments based on the as- 
sumption that the officers of the Government would 
issue more paper than the law allowed under the 
exchequer, pointing to the issue of treasury notes, 
which was not known to exceed the authorized 
amount, under Mr. Van Buren’s or the subsequent 
Administration. He then cited a case to show the 
influence of leading politicians in procuring for 
their friends loans from a national bank. He 
rext noticed some remarks made by the gentleman 
from Kentucky (Mr. Marsuati]§ yesterday on the 
present exchequer plan. 

Mr. MARSHALL explained. 

Mr. WISE desired io correct the report of Mr. 
MARSHALL’s remarks, which appeared in the Na- 
tional Intelligencer of this morning, as far as they 
regarded himself. -In that report, Mr. MARSHALL 
was made to say that he (Mr. W.) had said he 
might be waked up at 4 or 6.o’clock in the morn- 
ing, and he could tell what Mr. Tyler would do in 
relation to any measure, 

Mr. MARSHALL said he did not make any 
such remark. 

Mr. WISE continued. What he said in the re- 
marks referred to- by the gentleman from Ken- 


tacky (Mr: Mursuatt] was, that he could tell, on 

any moining at 6 o'clock, when fairly awake, 

_ whether Mr. Tyler would sign a United States Bank 
pill of not. He did not assume to know what he 
would do upon other subjects.’ -He could make one 
additional remark. It was,two weeks after the 
death of. Genera! Harrison, when- he (Mr. W.) 
was on his.ciréuit, canvassing for Congress, before 
he heard of the death of that man.” The news of his 
death was accompanied with the inaugural address 
of John Tyler, in which it was stated that he 
would, as regarded a’ United States bank, follow 
the example of the fathers of the: Republican faith. 
Between that moment. and the interview which he 
had with Mr. Tyler, after the death.of General 
Harrison, he had some hesitation about the course 
which Mr. T. would pursue upon the subject. He 
did: not know whether he would follow the exam- 
plé of Madison on the one hand, or of Jefferson on 
the other. Yet, always having believed, himself, 
that a bank of the United States was constitutional, 
and knowing that it had been so decided, he bad 
hoped the President had determined toremain stare 
decisis, and.to sanction the establishment of such an 
Institution. Under that impression, and wita this 
doubt upon his mind, he came to Washington. His 
first interview with the President dispelled every 
doubt; aud from that time forward, he could not 
have been waked up without declaring that John 
Tyler. never would sign a bank bill. He knew 
John ‘Tyler's history well. John Tyler had been 
his.constituent, as also he had been Jobn Tyler's. 
He knew his votes in the Legislature of Vir- 
ginia, and in Congress; and, from that knowledge, 
he was enabled to make up his opinion. 

` Mr. T. F. MARSHALL was glad that the gen- 
tleman [Mr. Wise] had made the correction of 
the report of his remarks. He (Mr. M.) had him- 
self intended to have made the same correction. 

Mr. PROFFIT resumed, and proceeded to ad- 
dress the House upon various political topies of 
the present day. He defended the President from 
the charge of wishing to bave his exchequer scheme 
passed without an amendment, and even without 
the dotting of aniand the crossing of at. He 
charged it upon the party opposed to him, that 
they passed a bank bill without the dotling of an i 
or the crossing of at, and without affording op- 
portunity for due consideration, He charged them 
with making a report which avoided the issues 
before the country, and with a condemnation of 
the exchequer project by a committee, on which 
there was not a friend of the President to vindicate 
his views. He pressed upon the consideration of 
the House the fact that the Democratic Review 
and several leading papers of the Democratic party 
had advocated a plan of finance precisely similar 
to that of tbe gentieman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Gusning;} and replied to the remark that the 
friends of the President thought one way with re- 
gard to this measure, and his friends another. 

_ Mr. CUSHING asked permission to withdraw 
the motion he had made to commit the report of 
the Committee of Ways and Means on the exche- 
quer to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
ofthe Union. 

‘Mr. EVERETT objected to the withdrawal of 
the motion. 3 

Mr. PROFFIT resumed. He replied to the re- 
mark that Mr. Websier said the plan of an exche- 
quer, as reported by the friends» of the President, 
was not worth a rush, by saying that this showed 
that the friends of the President nad agreed to dif- 
fer among one another without quarrelling. They 
were all independent men. As to the remark of 
the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. MARSHALL] 
that he for a long time slept with Webster’s 
works under his pillow, be (Mr. P.) would say 
that he believed Dickens (more generally called 
Boz) had made the same remark about his sleeping 
with some book about him. He (Mr. P.) believed 
he should hereafier get a pile of books and put 
them under his head every night. All he had to 
say about the Whigs not assigning to the gen- 
teman from Kenucky [Mr. Marssati] such 
a position ashe deserved, aud was entitled to by 
his commanding talents, was, that the Whig party 
were ungrateful. The gentleman, however, on that 
subject, only made the same speech which he (Mr, 
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Whigs ifthey really meant to do nothing in relation 
to the curreney; except: what. they bad propesed al- 
ready. If not, he begged they would say so, and let it 
go out-to the couintry.: The Democrats would come 
into: the next Congress with a great majority; and 
_hepredicted that they: would pass nothing but. the 
ordinary: appropriation bills. ‘They would make 
no new issues before the people. Though willing 
to’ go before: thecountry on the sub-treasury, yet 
they would talk about its modification, ‘and- about 
having a chest for the accommodation of the peo- 
ple, by selling them small drafts at a discount. 

He then went on, until the expiration of bis 
hour, defining what he thought would be the posi- 
tion of. the Democratic party, the Whig party, and 
the Administration. Í 

After he had concladed, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD obtained the floor, and 
made a personal explanation in relation to the loan 
of the United States Bank to Owens, referred to by 
the gentleman from Indiana, (Mr. Paorrit.] 

Without concloding, he moved an adjournment; 
which was carried. 


IN SENATE. 
‘Wepwespay, January 11, 1843. 


The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a report from the Commissioner of Public 
Buildings, in relation to the manner of the expen- 
diture of the appropriations subject to his contro}; 
which, 

On motion by Mr. EVANS, was ordered to be 
printed,and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

; THE QUINTUPLE TREATY. 

Also, laid before the Senate a commnnication 

from the President of the United States, transmitted 
in reply to the resolution of the Senate of the 27th 
December last, calling upon him for information 
as to whether the quintuple treaty for the suppression 
of the slave-trade had been communicated to the 
Government of the United States in any form 
whatever, and as to what had been the course of 
the Government in relation thereto, &c. The 
communication states that no application had been 
made to’ this Government to become a party to 
that treaty; but that agents abroad, who regarded 
the signature of that treaty as an occurrence of 
some political importance, had transmitted un- 
official copies of it to the State Department; but 
that it had not been communicated fiom any other 
quarter, or in any other form. — 
On motionof Mr. BENTON, the communica- 
tion was ordered to be printed; and, on motion by 
Mr. ARCHER, it was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SMITH of Indiana presented certain docu- 
ments from the War Department, relative to a 
claim pending before the Committee on Public 
Lands; which was referred to that committee. 

Mr. MILLER presented a memorial, signed by 

P. K. Dickerson and other citizens of North Caro- 
lina, residing on the line of the Raleigh Railroad, 
praying such a modification of the tariff as to al- 
low railroad iron to be imported free of duty: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 
Mr. M. also presented a memorial from citizens 
of the city of Washington, praying that the char- 
ters of the banks in said city may be extended for 
ten years: referred (lo the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. BATES presented the memorial of Horatio 
Greenough, sculptor, upon the subject of the statue 
of Washington, suggesting the propriety of a 
change of its position. Mr. B. moved its reference 
to the Joint Committee on the Library, stating that 
the memorial was a paper of much merit and in- 
terest, aS was everything coming from the hands 
or pen of that distinguished artist. The memorial 
was referred accordingly, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. HUNTINGTON, from the Committee cn 
Commerce, to which had been referred the memo- 
rial of William Russell, praying for fishing boun- 
ty, reported a bill for bis relief, and others; which 
was read, and ordered to a second reading, and the 
report accoropanying it orderéd to be printed. 

Mr. H. also, from the same committee, to which 
had been referred the petition of Rufus and Charles 


P.) had heafd him make iwice before. He asked the j 


Lane, praying for. fishing bounty, reported a bill 
for the relief of the owners and crew of the 
schooner Twin; which was read, and ordered to. a- 
second reading, and the report accompanying it or-, 
dered to be printed. oie kane aad 

Mr. H., from the same commiiiteé, made an ad- 
verse report on. the petition of Samuel Brown, 
ptaying additional compensation for “hig services 
as naval officer at Providence, Rhode Island;-which : 
was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed: 

Mr. H., from the same committee, made. re- 
ports, which were: ordered to be printed, adverse: 
io the. passage of the following bills from the 
House, viz: : i 

The bill for the relief of owners, masters, and 
crew, of: the schooner Joanna, of Ellsworth, 
Maine, : , 

The bill (499) for the relief of Samuel Billings 
owner of the fishing-schooner Laura. es 

The bill (227) for the relief of the owners, mas- 
ter, and crew of the schooner. Martha, of Eastport, 
Maine. a sap ee a arie 

The bill (390) for the relief of the owners and 
crew of the schooner Martha. 

Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Finance, 
reported back, with an amendment, the bill for the 
relief of the West Feliciana Railroad Company, 
and the Grand Gulf Railroad and Banking Com- 

any. f 
p Mi. E. also reported back, from the same com- 
mittee, the bill from the House for the relief of 
John Gerard Ford, accompanied by a written 
report adverse to its passage; which was ordered to 
be printed. : 


Mr. WOODBRIDGE, from the Committee on 
Commerce, made reports, which were ordered to 
be printed, adverse to the passage of the following 
House bills, viz: Age 

The bill (414) for the relief of Isaac Champlin, 
and others, owners of the schooner Buffalo; and, 

The bill (415) for the relief of Orrin Prentiss, of 
Stonington, Connecticut, owner of the schooner 
Lilly, and the crew of said vessel. i 


Mr. ARCHER presented a petition from per» 
sons residing at Harper’s Ferry, and in the neigh- 
borhood, praying a restoration of the civil super- 
intendency over the armory at that place; which 
was referred to the Committee on -Military’A ffairs. 


THE BANKRUPT LAW. 


Mr. BENTON presented the petition of Abra- 
bam R. Van Nest and others, of the city of New 
York, praying for the unconditional repeal of the 
(so called) bankrupt act, upon the ground of its un- 
constitutionality, and because it was destructive of 
the rights of creditors. ; 

In presenting this petition, Mr. B. took leave, 
under the indulgence of the Senate, to correct, for 
the third time in this body, an error into which 
he had fallen some time back in relation to volun- 
tary bankruptcy. He had been led to believe that 
bankruptey might be veluntary—that the English 
bankrupt system contained this principle; and, 
consequently, the principle came to us as a part of 
the system which we bad borrowed from England. 
He had been led to believe this, and had expressed 
himself in several speeches to that effect. “He 
had spoken in favor of this voluntary bankruptcy, 
and, on questions of amendment, or in substitution 
of one bill for another, he had voted in favor of it. 
But it was all wrong, and be had declared and 
renounced the error in two speeches heretofore 
made before the Senate—once in December, 1841, 
and again in August 1842—on both which occa- 
sions he had traced the error to ifs source, and 
showed there was no such thing in the English 
systems. The sixth section of the act of George 
IV (1826) was the foundation of this error: on 
referring to that section, (which he did.a year or 
two ago,) he found that the section only author- 
ized those traders and merchants who were the 
proper subject of a bankrupt Jaw to make ade- 
claration of insolvency, and file it in the bankrupt 
court, where it operated as an act of bankruptcy, 
en which the creditors might proceed, or not, 
as they pleased. If the creditors did not proceed, 
and that within a limited ‘time, the declaration- of 
insolvency stood for nothing: the debtor could not 
proceed upon ‘it—he could notdrag the ereditors 
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oSBu¢.-6:;Phat ifany-such trader shall file.in the office of the 
Lord: Chancellors secretary of bankrupts, a declaration in 
‘writing, signed by such trader, and attested by an attomey 
‘or-ebdlicitor, that he is- insolvent òr unable ‘to meet his en- 

agements, the said secretary of bankrupts, or his- deputy, 
shalt: signa memorandum that such declaration. hath been 
ae hich: memorandum shali be authority for the Lon. 
‘din: 


therein; and, every such declaration shall, after such. ad- 
vertisement ingerted as aforesaid, be an act óf bankruptcy 
committed by such TRADER at ‘the time when such dec- 
larution wes: filed: but no commission shall issue thereupon, 
unless it be sued out within two calendar months next after 
the insertion of such ‘advertisement, and unless such adver- 


¢ 


tisernent shal] have been inserted in the London Gazette within 
eight days-after such declaration filed, And no docket shall 
be struck upon such act of bankruptcy before the expiration of 
fout days afte 
ease:such commission is to be executed in London; or before 
the expiration. of. eight days nextafter such insertion, in case 
sach. commission is to be executed in the country: and the 
Gazette containing sich advertisement shail be evidence to be 
received ‘of such declarstion having been filed.” 

- Having read this section, Mr. B. said it was ex- 
plicit, and precluded argument. The voluntary 
action of the debtor, which it authorized, was lim- 
ated to the mere filiug of the declaration ‘of insol- 
vency.. It went no further; and it was confined to 
traders—to the trading classes—-who, alone, were 
subject to the laws of bankruptcy. Mr. B. said 
his first error, in acting upon this idea of voluntary 
bankruptcy, applicable both to traders and those 
who ‘were not, was committed in 1827, soon after 
the British act passed, and when he had not seen it. 
it-was, in fact, only one -or two years ago that he 
hadi seen the statute; and, from that time, had re- 
aounced the error. 


_ Mr. B. said that the English had, as we all 
Knew, an INSOLVENT SYSTEM, as well as a BANK- 
RUPT system. They had an Insonvenr Deprors’ 
Courr, as well as a BANKRUPT Court; and both 
these were kept separate, although there were no 
States iú England to be trodden under foot by 
treading down the inscivent laws. No so with us. 
Out: insolvent laws, though belonging to States 
called sovereign, are all trampled under foot ! 
There would be a time to go into this. At present, 
Mr. B. would only say thet, in England, bankrupt- 
cy, and insolvency were still kept distinct; and no 
insolvent trader was allowed to proceed as a bank- 
Yupi. On the contrary, an insolvent, applying in 
the Insolvent Debtors’ Court for the release of his 
person, could not proceed one step beyond filing 
his declaration. At that point the ereditors took up 
the detiaration, if they pleased, transferred the 
case to the Bankrupt Court, and prosecuted the 
care in that court. This is done by virtue of the 
L3thseetion of the Insolvent Debtors Act of 7th 
Geo. IV., (1827.) Mr. B. read the section, as fol- 
lows: : f 

Thgolvent deblors act of Yth year of George IV, (1827.) 

Sto: 13, “And be it further enacted, That the filing of the 
petition of every person ia actual custody, who shall be sub- 
ject to the laws concerming bankrupts, and who ehall apply by 
petition to the said court for his or her discharge from custody, 
according to thisact, shall be accounted and adjudged an act 
of bankruptcy from the time of filing such petition; and 
that any commission issuing against such person, and under 
which he or she shail be declared bankrupt before the time ap- 
pointed by the said court, and advertised in the London Ga- 
zette; far hearing the matters of.such petition, or atany time 
within two calendar months from the time of filing such peti- 
tion, shall have effect to avoid any conveyance ard assignment 
uf the estate and effects of such person, which shall have been 
madein pursuance of the provisions of this act: Provided, al- 
ways, That the filing of such petition shall not be deemed an 
act of bankruptcy, unless such person be so declared bankrupt 
before the time so advertised as aforesaid, or within such two 
‘calendar: months as aforesaid; but that every such conveyance 
‘and-assignment shall be good and valid, notwithstanding any 
commission of bankruptcy under whicksuch persen shall be de- 
layed. bankrupt after the time so advertised as aforesaid, and 
afer he expiration of such two calendar months as afore- 
said. 

“This (said Mr. B.) accords with the section of 
the year before in the bankrupt act. The two sec- 
tions, are. accordant, and identical in tbeir pro- 
visions. They keep up the great distinction be- 
tween insolvency and bankruptcy, which some of 
our judges have undertaken to abrogate: they keep 
up, also, the great distinction between the proper 
subjects of bankruptcy—to wit: traders, and those 
who are not traders; and they keep up the distinc- 
tion between the release of the person (which is 
ihé object of insolvent laws). and the-extinction of 
the debt with the consent of creditors, which is the 
object of insolvent systems, By this section, if 
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aizétte to ‘insert an. advertigement of such declaration J 


next after such insertion of such advertisement, in 4 


the “person” in custody who files declaration of in- 
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solvency shall be a trader, subject to the laws of 
bankruptey, it only operates as an act of bank- 
ruptey, upon which the creditors. may proceed, or 
not, as they please, If they. proceed, it is done by 
suing out a commission of bankruptcy; which car- 
ries the-case to the bankrupt court. If the creditors 
do not proceed, the petition of the-insolvent trader 
only releases-his person, Being subject. to bank- 
ruptcy, h's creditors may-call him. info. the bank-. 
rupt court, if-they please; if they do not, he cannot 
take it there, nor claim the benefit of bankruptcy in 
the insolvent court! hë can only get his person re- 
leased. . This is clear from the section; and our 
act of 1840 committed something worse than a fol- 
ly in not copying this section. That act creates 
two sorts of bankruptcy—voluntary and involun- 
tary—and, by a singular folly, makes them con- 
vertible! so that. ail may be volunteers, if they 
please. It makes merchants, traders, bankers, and 
some others of the trading classes, subject to invol- 
untary bankruptcy: theh it gives all persons what- 
ever the right to proceed voluntarily. Thus the in- 
voluntary subjects of bankruptcy may become 
volunteers; and the distinction becomes ridiculous 
and null. Our act, which is compiled from the 
English Insolvent Debtors Act, and is itself noth- 
ing but an insolvent law perverted to the abolition 
of debts at the will of the debtor, should have cop- 
jed the 13th section of the English insolvent Jaw: 
for want of copying this, it annihilated involuntary 
bankruptcy—made all persons, traders or not, vol- 
unteers who chose to be so—released all debts, at 
the will of the debtor, without the consent of a 
single creditor—and committed the most daring 
outrage upon the laws of property which the world 
ever beheld! 

The petition was then referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. ; 

Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict ef Columbia, reported back, without amend- 
ment, the bill from the House for the relief of Cas- 
per W. Weaver. 

Mr. DAYTON, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, made a report (which was ordered to be 
printed) adverse to the passage of the bill from the 
House, for the relief of Gorham A. Worth, one of 
the sureties of Samuel Edmunds, deceased. 

Mr. D, from the same committee, to which had 
been referred the petition of Alexander M. Jen- 
kins, and others, sureties of William Linn, late re- 
ceiver at Vandalia, Ilinois, praying to be dis- 
charged from their joint liabilities on thé pay- 
ment of the distributive proportions of the judg- 
ments obtained against them, respectively, made an 
adverse report; wbich was ordered to be printed. 

On motion by Mr. WILLIAMS, the Committee 
on Naval Affairs was discharged from the further 
consideration of the claim of Anne F. Green, and 
other heirs-at-law of Com. Samuel Nicholson, de- 
ceased, there being ne evidence on which to sus- 
tain the claim. 

Mr. FULTON, on leave, introduced a bill for 
the relief of Mary Tucker; wbich was read twice, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

On motion by Mr. YOUNG, leave was granted 
to withdraw from the files the papers of Epbraim 
Spragne, touching bis claim for losses in the Black 
Hawk war. 


Mr. WALKER presented a petition from John 
Grant, of New Orleans, praying permission to sue 
the United States for damages incurred by the 
breach of a contract with the Engineer Department, 
for removing a bar in the Choctaw pass, in the 
harbor of Mobile: referred to the Judiciary Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. SEVIER presented additional documests 
relating to the claim of Lieut. R. D. Collins, for 
compensation for services in Florida as quarter- 
master; which were referred to the Judiciary Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. WOODBURY presented a memoria! from 
John MeClintoek and others, of Portsmouth, New 
Hampshire, praying indemnity for spoliations com- 
mitted by the French prior to 1800; which was laid 
on the table, with the bill on that subject. 

The bill to extend the Patent Office to 9th street, 
Was read the second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. E 


|. . Te joint resolution for the. distribution of cer- 
tain copies of the Census returns and Compendium 
of the Sixth Census, was read the secohd time. g 

The bill for the relef of Henry Gardner ahd 
others, directors of an association called the New 
England Mississippi Land Company, was taken 
upas in committee of the whole, ọn án amendment 
from the Committee on the Judiciáry; -. 

‘Mr. BERRIEN explained that the amendment 
was intended to guard the interest of the United 
States,- ; es 

After a few remarks by Messrs.. BENTON and 
TAPPAN adverse to the bill; and by Mr. BER- 
RIEN in its defence, it was, on the motion of. Mr. 
KING, postponed till Monday next, and made the 
special order for that day. — f 

REPORT ON THE FINE ON GENERAL 

JACKSON. | ; : 

-The resolution introduced by Mr. Liiw on yase 
terday, to print 10,000 extra copies of the report öt 
the majority, and 20,000 of the report of the thi- 
nority of the Committee on the Judiciary on the 
bill to indemnify General Andrew Jackson for 
damages sustained in the discharge of his official 
duties, came up for consideration. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN did not see what interest, 
Senators could feel in sending the reports abroad in 
this way, as every newspaper in the country would 
publish them; and they would be widely dissemina- 
ted long before the extra copies could be* printed 
acd ready for distribution. If it. was intendéd to 
pay a compliment to some one—either the author 
of the minority report, or General Jackson himself-— 
he would not be unwilling to entertain the propo- 
sition to print a reasonable number of extra copies; 
but he thought it really an unnecessary and useless 
expense to order the quantity. required by this mo- 
tion. 

Mr. LINN remarked that the printing of the 
report would not be, by any means, an expensive 
job, The report was very brief. The. objection 
to printing it, therefore, could not be on the 
ground of expense. He had no doubt it would 
be a source of gratification to the people of the . 
country to see the grounds on which the Judiciary | 
Committee reported the bill back to thé Sehaté, 
Many of the Senators here had received their in- 
structions on the subject of this bill, and they would 
no doubt be pleased to furnish their constituents 
with the position in which the matter stands. This 
would be a good way to do it—for their constitu- 
ents would see both sides in these reports. On the 
score of expense, it was a small matter to contend 
about, 

Mr. ARCHER tose merely to remark that it ape 
peared to him the only object they could have in 
ordering the printing of an extra number of copiés 
of any document was, that it might have a gréater 
circulation than it would naturally obtain through 
the newspapers, either on account’ of its great 
length or some other cause, , which possibly might 
exclude it from the columns of the public newspa- 
pers. But, as to these reports, both of them to- 
gether would scarcely fill a single column: they 
searcely exceeded the size of an ordinary letter. If 
they did order the printing, then, it would. not be 
with the view of obtaining for it a larger circula- 
tion, but in order to pay a compliment to some 
one or other—either to the author of the report, or to 
General Jackson. But he would submit to the 
Senate whether it was proper to order the printing 
for snch a purpose, no matter how well-merited the 
compliment might be. With these views, he felt 
constrained to vote against the proposition. 

Mr. SMITH of Conneeticut said he would not 
consider the mere object of paying a compliment, 
a legitimate reason for incurring the expense of 
extra copies out of the publie money. But this 
was a different case, as the expense was to be in- 
curred for the information of the people. It is 
necessary to spread before the people, in an authen- 
tie form, the reports of the majority and minority 
of the committee to which the Senate referred the 
bill. The arguments thus presented will enable 
ihe American people to judge whether this fise is 
to be Yefunded, and in what manner. They will 
be enabled to give expression to their cpinions, 
audio make it known to their representatives, 
whether they approve of General Jackson's cone 


duct at New Orleans: or not; His (Mr. S.s) ob- 
ject. was to` obtain the. opinion of “the American 
‘people on the. fullest information that. could be 
‘fatnished to them, and ‘therefore, whetber the ex- 
pense was great. or small, it would. make no dif- 
ference in the vote he should give to- accomplish 
“that object. Having given the people this infor- 
mation, and ascertained their. will, he should obey 
their injunction. - BE ; 

< Mr. LUNN observed that his friend from Vir- 
ginia seemed to imply that it was in compliment to 
ihe author of ‘the minority report that he bad made 
this motion. He could assure the Senator, if such 


“<was his impression, that he had had no such idea as © 


that of merely paying compliments in that way. 
‘Throughout the whole affair, in relation to the sub- 
ject, he had had other motives for what he had 
done; and he was still actuated by. the same mo- 
tives. Before the subject was brought up, last ses- 


sion of Congress, and during its subsequent discus- | 


sion, the ground was taken, by the political oppo- 
nents of Gen. Jackson, that he never had paid this 
fine himself, and, consequently, his friends were 
‘gubjected to the imputation of asking for him the 
repayment of money to’ which he could have 
no claim. His object was to bring this 
question to the test; and he considered that he had 
now done so; for, although there is nothing in the 
-yeport'of the majority of the committee directly 
‘affirmatory of the fact, there isa tacit admission, 
Which it is important should go to the public in an 
“authentic form. The calumny was going through 
thé ‘country like wildfire, tbat General Jackson did 
not pay the fine. The discussion on this bill, both 
last session and the present session, had set that 
question at rest. It wasin every respect desirable 
that these reports should be disseminated. The 
‘commiltee should stand responsible for its recom- 
miendation of an amendment to place the repay- 
ment of the fine, on the ground of General Jack- 
s¢n’s military services, and not as an act of jus- 


ice. 

* Mr. ALLEN demanded the yeas and nays on 
“the resolution; which were ordered, and were as 
‘follows: 

“YBAS—Messrs. Allen, Benton, Buchanan, Fulton, King, 
Lian, McRoberts, Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, Sturgeon, Tap- 

ai, Walker, Wilcox, Williams, Woodbury, Wright, and 
NaWS—-MMessrs, Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, 

Choate, Clayton, Conrad, Crafts, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, 
* Qraham, Huntington, Kerr, McDuffie, Mangum, Miller, More- 

head, Porter, Smith of Indiana, White, and Woodbridge—83. 

‘So the Senate refused to print the reports for 
circulation among the people. 

The joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to settle, on certain terms, the liabil- 
ities of the sureties of Gordon D. Boyd, late re- 
ceiver of public moneys at Columbus, Mississippi, 
was taken up for consideration, and read. 

' Mr. HENDERSON explained the purpose and 
object. of the resolution. From Mr. H.’s state- 
ment, it appeared that, at the time of the specuia- 
tions in Mississippi lands, G. D. Boyd, the receiver 
of public moneys at the land office of Columbus, 
was in the habit of giving certificates of entries to 
persons who did not pay him in money, but gave 
checks on distant banks. Several of these checks 
were dishonored; and, in consequence, Boyd be- 
came a defaulter. The lands, in some cases, were 
conveyed to him, or his securities; and the object 
of this joint resolution was to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, if he found it to be best for 
the public interest, to take the lands in discharge of 
the debt, at the original price from the land office of 
$i 25 per acre. 

Mr. KING objected to any such compromise. 
If the sureties were able to pay, they should be 
required to make good the whole of the defalea- 
tion. No countenance should be given to such a 
line of conduct as that practised in this instance. 
At the time of these speculations it was known that 
vast tracts were bought and culled over; and now 

"it was proposed to allow the refuse of these tracts-— 
` “not worth, perhaps, 25 cents an acre—tobe handed 
back to the Government at $1 25, Mr. Kat 
some length, pointed out the injurious tendencies of 
such a course, 

Mr. EVANS. explained that the joint resolution 

mérely gave the Treasury Department power to 


make the arrangement, if nothing betier could be | 


done, . 


Mr. HENDERSON ‘made an explanation in | 


yelation to decisions of the circuit court of: the 
United States in-Mississippi, which rendered. it 
doubtful -whether the Uniied States could make a 
better arrangement. j piei 


Mr. WALKER said it seemed to him that the | 


matter was not properly understood. On the facts 


of ihe case, as presented to the circuit evurt-in | 


Mississippi, no lawyer could -entertain a doubt of 
the propricty of the decision, The case was this: 
‘When Mr. Boyd was appointed receiver, in ma- 
king out the bonds for his securities, an error was 


committed, which was the occasion of their not | 


being signed. New bonds were preparing, to be 
signed by new securities; and, in this interval, he 


~- issued the certificates of entries, for which he was 


not paid the money. The court decided that the 
sureties who did not till subsequently become his 
securities, were not liable by their bonds to that 
extent. Now, with regard to. so much of the de- 
faleation as originated in this interval, if taking 
back the lands was the best that could be done, he 
da willing to support the resolution; but no fur- 
ther, 

After a few remarks from Mr. EVANS, the 
question was taken on the passage of the joint res- 
olution, and decided in the negative: so the resolu- 
tion was rejected. 


The following engrossed bills were taken up, 


read a third time, and passed: : 

Senate bill to re-enact and continue in operation 
the several acts now in force for the relief of in- 
solvent debtors of the United States. 

Senate bill for the relief of Wareham Kingsley. 

Senate bill for the relief of Elizabeth Monroe. 

Senate bill for the relief of William De Buys, 
postmaster of New Orleans. 

Senate bill to provide for ascertaining and dis- 
pesing of the lead mineral lands in the States of 
Arkansas and Illinois, and Territories of Wiscon- 
sin and Jowa, and for other purposes. 

House bill for the relief of Joshua Drew. 

š And the House bill for the relief of Snow Y. 
ears. 


OREGON TERRITORY. 


The bill to authorize the occupation and settle- ' 


ment of the Territory of Oregon came up as the 
unfinished business; the question pending being, 
“Shall this bill pass?” 

Mr. TAPPAN said he hoped the bill would be 
adopted by the Senate; for he considered it of the 
utmost importance that it should pass, notwith- 
standing the reasons which had been assigned by. 
the Senator from South Carolina and the Senator 
from Massachusetts, on a former day, against its 
passage. It appeared that, by certain treaty stip- 
ulations between this Government and Great Britain, 
entered into in the year 1818, the British had the 
right of trading throughout the whole of that ter- 
titory; of entering into all the ports and harbors 
upon the coast; and of carrying on their trade 
therein, as freely and as fully as might be done by 
the citizens of the United States. Under this treaty, 
the British Trading Company bad erected a fort, 
called Fort Vancouver, and had settled and culti- 
vated some of the adjacent lands; but to what ex- 
tent, he (Mr. Tappan) did not know. 

And now (said Mr. Tappan) we have the prop- 
osition advanced in this Senate, that these treaty 
stipulations give to’ Great Britain a tenancy in 
common with the Government of the United 
States within the Oregon Territory—that the sub- 
jects of Great Britain had a right to _oecupy it 
with the citizens of the United States. No Sena- 
tor had intimated any doubt as to the title of the 
United States to the territory, founded upon dis- 
covery and upon treaties. As to the treaty or 
convention of 1818, although he thought the con- 
struction put on it by honorable Senators was quite 
a forced construction, he would guard against the 
consequences of such construction, that it might 
not grow up into an admitted claim to the whole 
territory. 

Mr. CALHOUN said he had merely stated what 


_interpretation was put upon the treaty; he bad given 
no opinion as to the correctness of that interpreta- | 


tion. 


Mr. TAPPAN--said the Senate.would: recollect Sag 
that- there had. been. recently before them aique 
tion as to the Northeastera boundary ef, th 


‘States... That question. had-arisen, from the same 


kind of carelessness or ignoranes in our negotiators. 

of the treaty of Ghent, which seems: to have pre- 

vailed in negotiating the convention of 4818. =: 
By the treaty of peace of 1783;.the northwest 


-corner of Nova Scotia-waé'the point: from whieh 


the boundary’ Jine of the United .States-was tobe 
run, and it was the point at which that boundary 
line was to terminate. Whatever uncertainty there 
might be in ‘the deseriptioi: of any part of that 
boundary, there was none whatever in the plate 
where the line should begin and end; nor was 
there ‘any difficulty, doubt, or uncertainty: as ‘to 
where that northwest corner was to: be. found. 
The map which it is known the commissioners bad 
before them‘and used, as well as all the English 
maps of their North American possessions, agreed. 
in placing this’ corner far. north’ of the: Stu Fébn, 
river, and west of the bay of Chaleuts. » I speak 
of English maps, because it is well known that the 
French claimed that the northern part of Maine 
belonged to Canada, and laid it down accordingly 
on their maps of that country, even after-the peace 
of 1783. Any ordinary country surveyor might 
have ascertained where that northwest corner of 
Nova Scotia was, and from that might have ron 
the north line of Maine; nor would any two honest 
surveyors have differed as to the position of the 
corner, or the line to be run from ortoit. `- 

This matter, so clear, and, until then, undisputed, 
was made doubtful and uncertain by our negotia- 
tors of the treaty of Ghent. If that treaty, ‘instead, 
of stipulating for the appointment of a joint com- 
mission ‘to ron and mark the boundary ‘line be~ 
tween the two Governments,” had required such 
commission ‘to ascertain the northwest corner of 
Nova Scotia, and to ran the line from and to that 
point,” no difficulty would ever have arisen be- 
tween the two Governments as to either the 
north or east line of Maine; but,as the treaty 
stipulated that if the commissioners disagreed 
where the line was, it should be left to some 
friendly power to determine, the British Gov- 
ernment, with their. usual adroitness, . seized 
upon this agreement to draw off. the atten- 
tion of the people of Great Britain.and thé United 
States from the true point for settlement, and fix 
itupon an inquiry and examination as to where are 
the highlands mentioned in the treaty of peace. 
The British Government, after raising this 
troversy, took possession of the country'n 
the St. John, and held it by military forces. 
all know (said Mr. T.) the long train of negotia- 
tion which we have been amused with upon. 
this matter; the reference of the question of “where 
were the highlands” to the King of Holland; his 
award, and the rejection of it by this Government. 
He would now ask the attention of the Senate’ to 
the close of this controversy to the treaty recently 
concluded with Lord Ashburton. The negotiation 
of this treaty shows the complete success of British 
diplomacy. A territory which had been ours, not 
only without dispute, but without any suspicion as 
to the goodness of our title, for more than thirty 
years, until the treaty of Ghent, was admitted ‘by 
our own Seeretary of State to have never belonged. 
tous. When the late treaty with Great Britain 
was laid before the Senate,.with the correspond- 
ence which led. to it, it was seen that the boundary 
settled by it, between our possessions and the Brit- 
ish, was one proposed by our Government, and ac- 
ceded to by the British negotiator, giving them alf 
the territory north of the St. John, and a large 
tract west, which they had never claimed. We 
lost all this (said Mr. T.) by negotiation, and would 
not regain it without a war; for in any future nego- 
tiation or reference as to thenorth Hne of Maine, we 
could not expect the British to recede from the St. 
John, when we had offered, not to cede. the 
country north of that river for an -equivalent,, but 
to fix upon that'as the true boundaty intended: to 
be described im the treaty of 1783. For this reason, 
he voted to ratify this treaty.. The boundary. was 
our own proposition; and we would be considered. 
by the whole civilized: world. as _pregluded..from 
advancing a-claim to amore ‘northern boundary. 


Phe territory was lost by our own folly; and could f 


- not be regained without:a. war; and: war, in the 


‘present state of the country, (which he would not 


“explain, as it was. understood by every Senator,) 
“was, with him, entirely impracticable. « 
-1i Individuals (said Mr. T.) are calied fools if they 


will not profit by.their own experience: so are na- 
tions. If, sdon after the treaty of 1783, we had 
‘granted the-land in’ the-north part of Maine, and 


: Invited-a-seitiement to be made on -it, it would 


“abe northeast corner of the United States. 


never haye been claimed by Great Britain. The 
‘northwest corner of Nova Scotia would now be 
Bat, 
Apstead of settling it ourselves, we let the British 
“settle it; we negotiated until it. was gone from us. 
He was for taking a very different course with the 
Oregon Territory. He would let the bardy West- 


ern yeomanry in upon that country; he would 


plant fifty thousand rifles there, in hands that knew 
how to use them; and no more would be heard of 
British claimants, or British claims to that terri- 
tory. If (said Mr. T.) this is not done—if, from 


fear of offending our old mother, we forbear to 
», Wake strong possession of the country, and go on 


negotiating and arbitrating about it as we did about 


.Maine—by-and-by some Secretary of State will be 


found proposing the line of the Rocky Mountains 
as the Western boundary of our glorious Union. 
Yes, and proposing it when we dare not involve 
the nationina war. He would trust to no such 
contingency. He would settle the country imme- 
diately, and hold it. 

On motion of Mr. SEVIER, who intimated a 
desire to examine certain documents relating to this 
subject, the bill was informally passed over. 

On motion of Mr. HUNTINGTON, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
. Wepnespay, January 11, 1842. 


= Mr. LEVY offered a resolution calling upon the 


“Seeretary of the Navy to communicate to the 
- House a copy of the report, survey, and estimate, 


with reference to the improvement of the mouth 


‘of the river Suwanee; and also, that he prepare 


and furnish the House with estimates of the sum 
‘required to construct a railroad to connect the St. 
John and Suwanee rivers. 

Mr. EVERETT objected to everything out of 
the regular order of business. 

Mr. KING said he had a resolution, which was 
simply one of inquiry, and would not occupy a 
minute; but the objection was not withdrawn. 

Mr. READ presented a petition for the repeal 
of the bankrupt law. 

.The SPEAKER then called for reports of com- 


: mittees, and the following were presented: 


“Mr, OSBORNE, from the Committee of Claims, 


. Yeported a bill for the relief of George A. Win- 


slow; which was read twice, and committed to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 
On motion of Mr. KENNEDY of Maryland, it 


` was ordered that the Committee on Commerce be 


discharged from the consideration of the petitions 


of citizens of the State of Connecticut, for the im- 


provement of the Thames river; and they were re- 
ferred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

The same committee, on like moticns, was dis- 
charged from other petitions and memorials oa va- 
rious subjects. 

Mr. HOLMES presented a petition of John H. 
Sargent, of the State of South Carolina, praying 
anamendment of the law regulating the granting 
of patents for inventions. 

On motion of Mr. KENNEDY, it was 


Resolved, Thatthe Secretary of the Treasury report ta this 
House the amount of goods lost by fire in the public stores in 
the city of New York, during the last ten years, and the duties 
that would have been paid on such goods if they had not been 


S destroyed. 


On the motion of Mr. FILLMORE, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be. dis- 
charged from the further consideration of so much of the gen- 
eral estimates of appropriations for 1843-’44 ag relates to the 
rebnilding of the light-house on Brandywine shoal, Delaware 
Bay, and to the construction of a light-hoyse on Flynn’s Knoll, 
near Sandy Hook; and that the subjects be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


On the motion of Mr. FILLMORE, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the following resolu- 
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tion, viz: “Resolved, That. the Commitiee of Ways and Means 


be instructed to inquire into the expediency and necessity of ` 


so amending the actof the 29th of August last, entitled ‘An act 
to provide for the. settlement of certain accounts for the sup- 
port of Government in the Territory of Wisconsin,’ as to author- 
ize the Legislatures of the respective Territories of the United 
States to employ a sufficient number of officers and attendants 
for the transaction of the public business, and to regulate their 
per diem compensation, se that it shall not, in the aggregate, 
exceed the sum of $3 per day to each; andthat they report by 
bill, or otherwise,” and that it be referred to the Committee on 
- the ‘Territories. nes m j 


TERRITORIAL BUSINESS. 


Mr. POPE; from the Committee on the Territo- 
ries, reported a bill to authorize the election or ap- 
pointment of officers in the Territory of Wisconsin; 
which was read twice, and committed to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. POPE submitted a resolution to set apart 
Tuesday, Wednesday, and Thursday, the last day 
ov January and the first two days of February, for 


the consideration of the business relating to the 


Territories of the United States, 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON hoped that the House 
would not agree to the resolution. He had no ob- 
jection to take up the Territorial business at the 
proper time; but he could not consent to fix speci- 
fic days, on which it should override all other busi- 
ness, bow important soever it might be. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Maryland said, at previous 
sessions five days had been usually appropriated to 
Territorial business; but now, only three days were 
asked. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON reminded the House 
that there were but 45 legislative days remaining 
of this short session. 

Mr. POPE explained. 

Mr. BLACK hoped the resolution would be 
agreed to. There was a great deal of important 
business in which the Territories were concerned, 
which must be laid before the House during the 
present session, There was the boundary difficulty 
between the State of Missouri and the Territory of 
Iowa, which was eliciting much warmth of feeling, 
and which he hoped the House would take some 
steps to settle. He entreated the gentleman from 
Tennessee, therefore, not to oppose the motion of 
the gentleman from Kentucky, for three days would 
be barely sufficient for the disposal of the business 
to come before them. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON would consent to two 
days being set apart for the Territorial business; 
and he suggested the first Friday and Saturday 
in February. (Cries of “And meet at 10 o’clock.”’) 

Mr. WELLER moved the previous question, 
observing that the time proposed in the resolution 
was short enough. 

The previcus question was sustained by the 
House, the amendment of the gentleman from 
Tennessee was negatived, and the original resolu- 
tion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLACK, from the Committee on the Terri- 
tories, reported a bill to amend “An act to provide 
for the settlement of certain. accounts for the su - 
port of Government in the Territory of Wiscon- 
sin, and for otber purposes; which was read 
twice, and committed to the Committee cf the 
Whole. 


GENERAL JACKSON’S FINE, 
Mr. EVERETT asked if it was in order to 
move a suspensicn of the rules, for the purpose of 
taking up the bill to repeal the bankrupt Jaw. 


The SPEAKER replied that the resolution of 
the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Bowns,] in 
relation to the bill to refund the fine of General 
Jackson, would take precedence during the morn- 
ing hour. 

That subject wss then taken np, on which the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Wm. O. Borie] 
had the floor. 

Mr. WM. O, BUTLER addressed the House 
during the hour, in vindication of Gen. Jackson’s 
course, and in advocacy of a return of the fine. 

Mr. HUNT obtained the floor; but the morning 
hour having expired, the subject went over. 

THE EXCHEQUER. 

The SPEAKER announced the resolution of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, expressive of the 
opinion that it was not expedient to adopt the ex- 


chequer plan cf the Executive, to be the next 
business in order. 


‘Mr. UNDERWOOD, who had the floor from 
yesterday, then resumed the discussion. He com- 
~menced by remarking that the gentleman from In- 
diana, [Mr. -Prorrit,] in the course of his rematks 
last night, took occasion to introduce the name of 
Mr. Clay—as he (Mr.. U.) thought, without any 
great propriety—in an attempt to illustrate, as the 
gentleman had said, the influence of conspicuous 
individuals in the administration of the affairs. of 
a bank of the United States. He had subsequently 
addressed the following letter to the editors of a 
morning paper: 


WASHINGTON, January 10th, 1848. 

Messrs. GALES AND SEATON: In an argument made by me, 
to-day, in the House-of Representatives, I asserted thatthe Bank 
of the United States had, in many instances, been influenced, in 
the granting of accommodations, by persons high in power, and 
by politicians of conspictious standing. This assertion was 
made-in reply to the allegation that the exchequer plan of the 
President was liable to fall under the influence of men in high 
stations; and I said that gendemen arguing in favor of a bank 
of the United States were seemingly forgetful of the fact of its 
having been so influenced. - I then referred toa case from Pe- 
ters’s Reports of the decisions of the Supreme Court of the 
United States, 9h volume, page 382—Bank of the United States 
vs. Waggener and others. Istated that, after the Branch Bank 
of the United States at Lexington, Kentucky, had twice refused 
to grant a loan, upon a third application, through the influence 
or. representation of Mr. Clay and other gentieman, the loan 
was granted or authorized by the parent board at Philadelphia, 
notwithstanding the refusal of the branch. at Lexington, 1 also 
distinctly stated, and repeated, that 1 did not intend to cast the 
least shadow ef imputation upon either the personal or political 
character of Mr. Clay; and neither did Lintend to say that he 
was personally concerned in any manner with this bank trans- 
action. A gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. Unpsrwoop, who 
is now entitled to the floor) said that the case referred to by me 
would not bear out my assertion, l'would deeply lament if I 
should do any person injustice, particularly Mr. Clay; and 
therefore I hasten to give the following extracts from the decisa 
ion referred to. í 

The following is an extract of the facts in the statement of 
the case—Peters’s Reports, vol, ix., page 382: 

“In the state of things existing in 1822, William Owens ap- 
plied to the office at Lexington for a loan of $5,000, in the notes 
of the. Bank of Kentucky, agsuring the bank that they would 
auswer his purpose as well as gold and silver, The offer was 
rejected by the directors of the bank; and, on its renewal, was 
again refused. A third time the loan was applied for; the ine 
terference of a gentleman connected. with the business ef the 
bank (not a director) to procure it was solicited and obtained, 
and the application was referred to the board at Philadelphia, 
by which the loan was authorized.” 

It further appears from this report, page 385— 

“That this negotiation was at the earnest instance of Owens, 
and for his accommedation. When he thought his own ine 
stances insufficient, he sought the aid of others, and especially 
applied to Mr. Clay, who was counsel for the bank, and to the 
late Colonel Morrison, who had been president of the office, to 
use their influence as his friends to aid him in obtaining what 
he asked.” 

It further appears, from a' statement of Mr. Sergeant, coun- 
sel for the bank, on page 388: “That the office twice declined 
his (Owens’s) application, and then he employed the influence 
of his friends, Mr. Clay and Colonel Morrison, to obtain an 
‘order from the parent board.’” 

Icould give other extracts, if time permitted. My assertion 
that Mr. Clay’s influence was sought and used with the parent 
bank, was based on the authority of the facts thus disclosed, 
which distinctly show that “a gentleman not a director,” but 
one “connected with the business of the bank, must have 
meant Mr. Clay; because Colonel Morrison is stated only to 
have heen president of the bank. Mr. Clay,as appears by the 
record, was then attorney for the bank at Lexington. 

I submit whether my assertion is not sustained by the facts, 
andl ask an immediate insertion. of this letter-in thé Intelli- 
gencer, that Mr. UnpgRwoop or any other gentleman may 
have an opportunity to correct me if T bave unintentionally 
misrepresented the case. GEORGE H, PROFFITT. 


Mr. U. then went on tosay, that the first extract 
in that letter was not complete. It should have gone 
on and said: “A mortgage on real estate being 
given as additional seeurity on the loan;” and then 
it would have shown that, while Mr. Clay was 
willing touse his influence to obtain a loan for his 
friends, be took care that it was secured by a 
mcrigage en realestate. This was showing an ad- 
ditional traitin the character of Mr. Clay, with 
which he (Mr. U.) was satisfied; buthe would ad- 
vise the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Prorrity’ 
when, in future, he wished to extract a. passage 
from a recerd, never to stop in the middie of a 
senience, nor make a fallstop where there should be 
buta comma. With some other observations on 
the transaction referred to in the above extracts, 
he dismissed that subject, and proceeded to other 
considerations connected with it. 

The gentleman from Indiana, by citing the name 
of Mr. Clay, had desired to prove that a Bank of 
the United States would yield obedience to the solie 
citation of distinguished men, and would exercise 
the expansive power, or grant loans and deal in 
exchange under the influence of politicians; but in 
all this, the eentleman had failed to draw an obvi- 
ous distinction, which could not fail to strike the 
mind of every man who thought on the subject, 


* 


> 


\fiuence would exist, in a greater or less degree; 
ut he contended that the danger to be apprehended 
from the: exercise of this power by a directory of 
private individuals was infinitely less than that 
which was threatened by its exercise by a Govern- 
mènt, to whom the exchequer: scheme would give 
aa accumulation of power. There was, therefore, 
„no analogy; nor was there anything in the argu- 
‘ment of the gentleman which could operate against 
the establishment of a national bank; while the 
full force of his argument operated against giving 
such power to an Executive ora Government. 
<- He then proceeded -to say that, as they should 
do-nothing more than discuss these questions du- 
“ting the present session, they mightas well ais- 
cuss them on this resolution as in any other. way. 
` And the first remark which he wished to make on 
the currency question, and to which he wished to 
call the attention. of the House and of the coun- 
uy, was, that, by the passage of any one of these 
exchequer bills, they would take the subject from 
private individuals, or a corporation cf private 
stockholders, and give it to the Government of the 
country; thereby enlarging its powers to a danger- 
ous extent. The great defect in, and the great er- 
ror (as he conceived) of, the legislation of the coun- 
try on the subject of the currency in times past, had 
been, that it destroyed the association of private in- 
dividuals forming a Bank of the United States, and 
giving. a currency to the country through their 
means. The idea was thrown out by Mr. Van 
Büren, and others of that party, that the associa- 
‘tion of wealth, in the shape of a corporation, 
-was dangerous to the liberties of the country, 
and was anti-republican in its tendencies; but, 
seeing that a currency was necessary, in some 
way, to meet the wants of the country, this 
“exchequer plan of the Executive was formed, 
‘with a view to gain popularity, and to form a 
middle party. And he (Mr. Unperwoop) acknowl- 
edged that the exchequer plan would give the 
country a currency, but it would increase the power 
and patronage of the Executive to a dangerous ex- 
tent. He conceived they never could have a cur- 
rency in this country, which would restore the 
prosperity of the people, unless it was based on an 
association of capitalists in the form of a chartered 


national bank; and instead of making such a cor-, 


poration pay the Government a bonus, and then 
allow them to make as much interest as they could 
on their loans and on bills of exchange, the true 
policy would be to refuse a bonus, and limit the 
bank in the amount of its profits; and thus 
all temptation to expansion would be taken 
away, and thereby they would diminish the injury 
to the country, while they would extend the bene- 
fits to every rank. The great injury to the country 
at the present time was the restriction of its cur- 
rency, and its diminution to a geld and silverstand- 
ard. He illustrated this part of the subject, by 
stating its effect on sales under an expanded, in 
eontrast with the prices under a contracted curren- 
ey; and the difference produced in the ability of the 
people to secure around them the comforts of life. 
Now this exchequer plan of his friend from Mas- 

_ sachusetts, instead of increasing the circulating me- 
dium of the country—~instead of enhancing the price 
of labor-——instead of operating as a remedy for exist- 
‘ing evils, simply proposed that there should be dol- 
lar for dollar thrown into circulation for the 
amount of specie in their vaults. So far, there- 
fore, as it operated on the prices of the labor and 
property of the country, it would have no sort of 
influence in remedying the evils with which the 
country was afflicted. What, then, would it do? 
Its only effect would be to enable the invividual 
that might have $1,000 in his possession, to de- 
posite it in specie, and get that amount in portable 
currency, that he might carry about him. Now, 
was it worth while to create an institution which 
-would only have that effect so far as the currency 
and business of the country was concerned? Asa 


, mere fiscal agent, its operation would not be more || 


‘beneficial than the sub-treasury; and, as that had 
been condemned both by the popular voice and by 
the existing Administration; and as it was not, 
under present circumstances, likely to be resorted 
“40 by either party, it was not necessary for him to 


In.a bank of the United States, he admitted such 


pursue that point of bis. argument. ‘As to the ex: 
chequer, so far.as the currency was concerped, it 
would bave no sort of effect whatever, because it 
would create no scrl of additional circulation. It 
would only give. as much paper circulation as its 
operations would abstract from the specie circu- 
lation of the country; and, therefore, it ‘would not 
remedy the existing evils produced by a limited 
amount of currency. - on 

In the progress of the debate, a great many argu- 
ments had been urged, which he would like to have 
time to reply to; but, as it was impossible to go into 


a discussion of the objects, views, and principles of | 


parties and of. men, he should very briefly notice 
a few things that bad been said, and bring his re- 
marks to a close. 


It had been said on that floor that the Whig 
party was prostrate, and that’ it was incapable of 
making any effort hereafter to resuscitate itself from 
the overthrow it had sustained from the Democratic 
party in the fall elections. He believed that these 
declarations, made from various quarters, pro- 
ceeded more from the fears of the individuals ma- 
king them, than from the solid convictions of their 
judgments. ‘The only real foundation on which 
these declarations rested, was the example set by 
the New York elections of last fall. He would 
not take the time to go into all the circumstances 
connected with these elections; but every gentle- 
man who looked at them, and compared them with 
the elections of 1840, would find that there were 
more than 40,000 individuals who did not go to the 

olls. 

[A member here said: “Pipe-laying had ceased;” 
and another was heard to say: “The times were so 
hard, that they had no money to expend in elec- 
tions.”] 

Yes, sir: there were more than 40,000 persons 
who did not vote at all. The successful candidate 
fell short of the vote of 1840 more than 4,000 votes; 
and the defeated candidate more than 20,000. 
Now, had these voters changed their opinions? and 
was there any evidence that they would not vote in 
1844 as they did in 1840? There was no evidence 
of it; and those gentlemen who boast of the result 
felt very much as Bob Bailey the duellist did, 
when his adversary fell at the first fire. This 
worthy said that, when he saw bis antagonist fall 
before him, his first sensation was fear lest he 
might get up again, and demand another fire. 
So it was with the Democrats exulting over 
their laie victory in New York; they were afraid of 
meeting their adversaries a second time. He ad- 
mitted that some things had happened which had a 
tendency so to. sour and chagrin great numbers of 
the Whig party, that they refrained from going to 
the polls; but he confidently believed that the great 
motives which kept them away in 1842, would 
carry them to the rolls in 1844. Everything was 
tending to form parties on principles, and not on 
men; and issues made up on principles alone 
would induce: people to go to the polls and vote. 
Those who had kept away from the polls had seen 
that their votes would do no good; and therefore 
they had, in perfect disgust at those who had pre- 
vented the adoption of the measures they believed 
indispensable to the welfare of the country, refrain- 
ed from voting at the late elections. 

How was it in Ohio? The Democratic triumph 
there was a minority triumph, and they had a mi- 
nority Governor. There was also the same falling 
off in the number of votes polled, as was exhibited 
in the New York elections. Sir, the conduct of the 
guard and of Mr. Tyler had kept the people away 
from the polls. [A member asked: Will not the 
same conduct continue?) No, sir, you can’t keep 
them away in 1844, The constitutional fact will com- 
pel them togo. The time has not yet arrived when 
itis necessary fo them to exert themselves; but the 
demonstration they made in 1842 in behaif of prin- 
ciptes of 1840, will convince their adversaries. that 
the Whig party are strong and united. . [A voice: 
‘What are the principles of 184077} 

The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Wisk] said 


the other day, that, if waked up at six o’clock any 


morning, he could have toid what John Tyler 
would do in regard to a bank of the United States— 
that a bank bill would not be signed by him. 
That was information which the people of this coup- 
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- uy had not in their possession, 


“Tt, was: not bee 
lieved in his’ section of the, country. : The vety 
fact that Mr. Tyler attended the Harrisburg cons 


-vention—the very fact, which was, known, that 


Mr. Clay was his favorite candidate for the’Presi~ 
dency, was’ enough to show. that he would: have 
approved and signed anything that Mr. -Glay 
would have approved and signed. Now, he would 
ask with what consistency could Mr. Tyler, after. 
being in favor of Mr. Clays selection for the Presis, 
dency, who was known. to be the advoéate Of a 
United States bank, pretend that he was not looked, 
upon as being also in favor of that measure? ... 
Mr. BIDLACK. begged leave to interrupt’ the 
gentleman, and ask him if Mr. Clay himself had 
not, on various occasions, and particularly. at 
Hanover court-house, disclaimed that he was in 
favor of a national bank. 
_ Mr. UNDER WOOD had never heard any such 
‘disclaimer imputed to Mr. Clay since the Harris- 
burgeonvention. If there had been any such disa 
claimer, he would thank the gentleman: to show it., 
Mr. BIDLACK said that such a disclaimer had 
twice before been brought to the notice of. the 
House; and in a speech which he had made, he 
had produced the proof from documentary eyi» 
dence, He referred particularly to the Hanover 
speech. ` l eae 
Mr. UNDERWOOD said that the speech would 
speak for itself. He was not aware of any such 
evidence. Butif Mr. Tyler was not pledged to 
approve the measures of Mr. Clay—if he was dee 
sirous to nominate him for the Presidency, and ac- 
tually shed tears, as it was said, because he did not 
receive the nomination, were there not good grounds 
to believe that he would approve a national bank 
bill? . What were they to say in regard to the festi- 
mony of Hill and Owen of North Carolina, who 
testified that Mr. Tyler expressly told them that 


. his opinions in relation to a national bank had uns 


dergone a change? He had not heard the veracity 
of these gentlemen questioned; and yet here was 
a direct issue between them and Mr. Tyler on this 
subject. 

Mr. WISE would inquire of the honorable gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, whether, during the can- 
vass for the Presidency of 1840, he saw the address 
which was put forih by the Centra! Harrison Com- 
mittee of Virginia?’ That address was published 
in all the Richmond papers; and it would be found, 
there asserted, not only that Mr. Tyler would not 
sign a bank bill, but that General Harrison would. 
not sign one. He would ask the gentleman if he 
ever read that address. mine ree 

Mr. UNDERWOOD did not recollect that he 
had ever read it. He did not refer to these .nu- 
merous addresses, made throughout the country 
during the presidential canvass. 

Mr. RAYNER asked leave to make an expla- 
nation, as reference had been made to two gentle» 
men of his State. The charge they made was, that 
Mr. Tyler positively informed them that his opina 
ions upon the constitutionality of a bank of the 
United States had changed. This was published 
in the papers of the gountry; and Mr. Tyler dodged 
the question, by saying that he never expressed any 
such opinion in the Harrisburg convention. _ 

Mr. WISE observed that, if his friend. from 
Kentucky would permit him, he would undertake 
to say that the President had denied that he-ever 
made any such declaration at all. , The gentleman 
need not, therefore, say that he dodged the ques- 
tion. The President. had denied, and published to 
the world the denial, that he made any such de- 
claration whatever to Gen. Owen, Mr. Hill, or any- 
body else. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD observed that his time was 
drawing to a close, and he would, therefore, go on 
with his remarks, and, as he hoped, without any 
more interruptions. The Virginia Whigs might 
have written and published an address, such as the 
gentleman alluded to, and it might have been de- 
signed to operate on that State alone. The great 
error of the Whig party, and for which he believed 
the judgment of Heaven had fallen upon them, 
was their selecting Jobn Tyler as their candidate 
for the Vice Presidency, in the hope of carrying the 
State of Virginia. Instead of selecting a man-who 
was known to have co-operated with thei in al] 


s ad manifested a consistent devotion 
nciples, the Whig party selected John 
ly for the sake of carrying the State 
inia. Having made this selection, it 
fas, very probable that the Whigs of Virginia 
may. have put forth such an address intended for 
that State only; but it was known that at Nashville 
the ‘convention -pat forth “resolutions directly the 
contrary, and in favor of a bank of the United 
States., We learn (said Mr. U.) wisdom by ex- 
periones; ànd no man will, in future, get on the 
hig ticket except on principle. The contest 
would then be carried on on principles alone. He 
himself should retire to the shades of private life; 
é “his ‘own corn grow, and raise his own lambs. 
But, as an American citizen, he should take a live- 
ly interest in the coming contest, and he hoped to 
See it waged on great principles, and not on the 
mere scramble for place of political aspirants. 
He concluded by expressing it as his belief that 
the next Presidential contest would be decided 
upon the question as to whether there should be a 
national currency, based on individual funds; on 
the ‘question of distributing the proceeds of the 
public lands to the States, to whom, as he thought, 
they rightly belonged; on the question of restricting 
the power of the Executive by limitations upon it, 
through an amendment to the Federal Constitution; 
‘@nd'on all those other measures which had be- 
come’ the standard faith of the Whig party. When 
the contest turned on questions like these, he as 
firmly believed that the people would decide it in 
favor of the ascendency of ihe Whigs, as he now be- 
lieved he was talking to the House of Representa- 
tives. It must be so, or the institutions of the country 
could not be preserved. Without it, they would 
not be worth preserving. 


Mr. EVERETT said that the principal object 
he had in view was to bring this debate to a close, 
by moving the previous question. He would sub- 
mit, as an apology for so doing, that there were 
now three or fuur subjects before the House, upon 
which, as the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Pror- 
rel wellremarked, the same speeches might be 

made. On all of them, a collateral debate had 
‘arisen, without regard to the matter immediately 
before the House. Before he took his seat, how- 
ever, he had a word or two to say upon the ques 
tion now pending. When the exchequer plan was 
committed to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
it would be recollected that he moved to instruct 
the committee to report the identical till as sub- 
mitted by the President, with a view of coming to 
a direct vote upon it. He considered such a course 
to.be due to the Executive. It was presented io 
Congress as the peculiar measure of the President, 
and: he thought it due to that officer that the Flouse 
should: express a direct opinion upon it. This 
was not the first time it had been recommended by 
“the Executive; and, on that account, the course 
which he (Mr. E.) had suggested was the more 
important. This repetition of the Executive rec- 
ommendation was a still greater reason why the 
Honse should come to a dectSion upon tbe meas- 
ure. : 

But it was also recommended in other quarters, 
of which he would give the origin and history. At 
the clove of the extra session of the present Congress, 
a member ofthe cabinet, (Mr. Webster,)—the only 
member of the Elarrison Cabinet who remained in 
Office--wrote a letter, in which he pledged himself 
thatthe Excutive should recommend scme meas- 
ure which would give relief to the country. That 
member of the cabinet pledged his reputation that 
such a. measure should be brought forward. Af- 
der that period, he (Mr. E.) always considered this 
(the exchequer) to be the measure of that member 
of the cabinet~-drawn up by him, and originating 


with him. Indeed, when the report of the Secretary | 


of the Treasury upon the plan was sent to Con- 
gress, it was considered by every one as the argu- 
ment of the member of the cabinet to whom he re- 
ferred. At the last session, it was not favorably re- 
ceived. A committee of the friends of the President, 
to whom it was referred, made vital alterations in 
it, and no action was taken by the House upon the 
report. It now came to Congress with another Ex- 
ecutive recommendation. But he would first state 


easures; instead of selecting a man who 


‘the fact «hich occurred inthe vacation: 
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The Sec- 
retary of State, in a speech delivered by him at 
Faneuil Hall, again recommended it as the only 
measure. which should. be adopted—and adopted 
without modification. This recommendation was 
reiterated by. the Secretary of War. Now, it struck 


. him, that there was.an almost unparalleled degree 


of recklessness exhibited in the recommendations 
of. these two Secretaries. They must have known 
that it had no chance. whatever of being adepted; 
yet theirecommendation of it to favorable considera- 
tion would hereafier give them an opportuni'y to 
say that, had their counsels been taken, the country 
would greatly have been benefited. 

He held that this measure contradicted all those 
grounds cn which the party to which those two 
Secretarics were attached had’ fought the political 
batile of 1840. The main issae then was upon the 
sub-treasury; and that was condemned, because it 
was a Government bank in disguise. It was ob- 
jectionable because it gave too much power to the 
President, and because, if managed (as it would 
be) by politicians, it would scon run into bankrupt- 
cy. This measure of the exchequer would carry 
out the obnoxious principles which. the Whig party 
predicted would result from the sub-treasury. He 
agreed with the Secretary of State in the opinion 
that both the bill reported by the committee of the 
friends of thé President in the House, and that re- 
ported in the Senate, would be injurious. The 
President’s bill he did not doubt would have the 
effect of enlarging the currency; but it would, at 
the same time, enlarge the power of the Executive; 
and therefore was liable to the same objection as the 
sub-treasury. The proposition, he apprehended, 
was never made with the expectation that it would 
receive Whig votes, but was addressed to the other 
side of the House. And why did it not find favor with 
the Democratic party? He answered, because they 
would never avow that the object of the sub-treas- 
ury was to create a Government bank, whilst this 
bill did so plainly. That party never could be in- 
duced to say that the sub-treasury was intended to 
be, or could become, a Government bank. Should 
it be adopted by a Democratic Congress, be had no 
fear of its being vetoed; because, if fairly estab- 
lished and put under way, it would become a bank 
of discount and circulation, as the exchequer 
would be. 

He believed that the opinion of the country— 
certainly that of the Hlouse—was made up upon 
this measure; and as it was now before the House 
in such a way as to exclude the transaction of all 
other business so long as it remained undisposed 
of, (the suspension of the rules having given it 
preference,) in order to take it out of the way of 
other matters, he would move the previous ques- 
tion, and also a call of the House. 


Mr. CUSHING said he hoped the gentleman 
would not persist in his motion—making a speech 
attacking all the werld around him, and then per- 
miiting no one to reply. Such, indeed, was strange 
generosity. 

Mr. EVERETT asked for the yeas and nays on 
the motion for a call of the House. 

They were ordered. ; 

Mr. ATHERTON suggested to the gentleman 
[Mr. Evererr] to withdraw bis motion, and move 
an adjournment; so as to let the question stand 
over until to-morrow, when it could be taken early. 

Mr. EVERETT consented to withdraw ibe mo- 
tion for a call of the Honse, and withdrew the mo- 
tion for the previous question for a moment, in 
order to enable him to submit an amendment to the 
resolution of ihe Committee of Ways and Means. 
He moved to amend the resolution, by striking out 
the word “nol;” tke effect of which amendment 
would be to declare the plan of an exchequer “ez- 
pedient.” 

He then renewed his motion for the previous 
question. 

Mr. ATHERTON moved an adjournment; but 
withdrew the motion for a moment, at the request 
of 

Mr. WM. COST JOHNSON, who presented: 
the proceedings of the people of Erie county, Penn- 
sylvania, in favor of the issue of ¢200,000,000 
Government stock, to be divided. ameng the States, 


Mr. WINTHROP rose and said that, as this 


was an adverse report, and the usual course of such 
reports was to lay them upon the table, he moved 
that this whole subject be laid on the table. ` 

Such being the state of the question— 

The House adjourned: ` ms 


IN SENATE, 
Tuurspay, January 12, 1843. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Treasury, covering 
a report made agreeably to the sixth section of the 
act for the extension of the loan of 1841, and. for 
an addition of five millions thereto, and for allow- 
ing interest on treasury notes due; showing that 
there had been borrowed under thatact the sum of 
of $5 672,976 88; and that $16 155 of that amount 
was obtained at 5% per cent., $3,213,791 86 at 54 
per cent., and $2,443,030 02 at 6 per cent. — 

On motion by Mr. EVANS, the communication 
was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed 

On motion by Mr. SMITA of Connecticut, the 
resolutions of the Legisiature of Connecticut, re- 
questing Congress to adept measures for disciplin- 
ing the officers commanding the militia throughout 
the United States, which was presented and order- 
éd to be printed a few days ago, was referred to the 
Committee on the Militia. 

Mr. DAYTON presenied a memorial, signed by 
sundry persons, against the repeal of the bankrupt 
law; and requesting, in any modification of the 
law by Congress, that the essential features of the 
law, as now existing, may be retained. Mr. D. 
said he did not know from what quarter the peti- 
tion came, but begged leave to state that, in pre- 
senting it, be did not wish it to be received as any 
indication of what his course would be in the ac- 
tion upon the bill to repeal the law: referred to the 
Commiitee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SMITH, from the Committee on Publie 
Lands, reported back, without amendment, and 

-with a recommendation that it do pass, the bill for 
the relief of Mary Tucker. 

Mr. SMITH, {rom the same committee, to which 
was referred the House bill entitled “An act for the 
relief of Joseph Hoover, and Abelard Guthrie, and 
Edmund Ogden,” reported the same back with an 
entire substitute for ihe bill, which was read. ` 

Mr. GRAHAM, from the Committee on Claims, 
reported back, without amendment, and witha 
recommendation that it do pass, the bill for the re- 
lief of William G. Sanders. 

Mr. G. also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the bill for the relief of Teackle Sav- 
age, administrator of Bolitha Laws, made a report 
adverse to its passage; which was ordered to be 
printed. : 

Mr. CLAYTON, from the Judiciary Commit- 
tee, to which was referred House bill for the relief 
of David W. Haley, made a report adverse to its 
passage; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WALKER presented a petition from John 
Hutchins, praying to be allowed a pre-emption 
right to a certain tract of land. + 

Also, a ‘petition from Thomas I. Somerall, 
praying for the confirmation of a certain entry of 
public land, made while he was register of the 
land office at Mount Salus, Mississippi. 

Also, a petition from John Fletcher, representa- 
live of William Taylor and Robert Elliott, praying 
confirmation to a certain tract of land, or anequiva- 
lent therefor. 

And also the petition of Zachariah Dixon, pray- 
ing for the right of pre-emption to 160 acres of 
land; which several petitions were referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. W. also presented a petition from William 
Dowsing, register of the land office for the north- 
eastern district of Mississippi, praying to be reim- 
bursed mcneys paid by him for clerk-bire; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. KING remarked that on yesterday the joint 
reselution authorizing the Secretary of the Treasu- 
ry to settle, on certain terms, the liabilities of the 
sureties cf Gordon D. Boyd, late receiver of 
public moneys at Columbus, Mississippi, was 

rejected. He was opposed to the resolution as i 
stood, and voted against it. Since then, he had ex 
amined it, and had come to the conclusion that i 
might be passed in such form as to guard. more 


_ eectially: the interests.of the: United States. He 
therefore moved that the Vote 
tonsidered, <. Can! y 
The question was pul, and the vote was recon- 
sidered. ` : Ee en 
Then, on motion by Mr. KING, the resolution 
was recommitied: to the Committee on Finance.: 
_Mr. FULTON, on leave, introduced a bill “to 
revive the act entitled “An actto enable the claim- 
ants to lands’ within the limits of Missouri and the. 
Territory. of Arkansas, to institute proceedings.to 
try the validity of their claims,” approved the 26th 
of May, 1824, and an act tọ amend the same, gad 
extending the provisions of said act. to claimants 
to land within the States of Louisiana and Missis- 
sippi; which. was read twice, and referred to the 
Committee on the Public. Lands. ; 

The following bills were taken up as in com- 
mittee. of the whole, considered, reported to the 
Senate, and ordered to a third reading, viz: 

House bill for the relief of Isaac and Thomas 
S, Winslow. 

House bill for the relief of Burr & Smith. 

House bill for the relief of Ferdinand Seibert. 

_ House bill for the relief of Elisha Moreland, 
William M. Kennedy, Robert J. Kennedy, and 
Mason E. Lewis. . 

House bill for the relief of Peter Lionberger. 

House bill for the relief of John R. Delany. 

House bill for the relief of James M. Morgan. 

House bill for the relief of Cornelius Wilson 
and James Canter. 

House bill entitled “An act for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Captain Samnel Shannon, 
deceased.” 

The bill to authorize the Legislatures of the 


States of Arkansas and Tennessee to sell lands ` 


heretofore provided for the use of schcols in those 
States, was taken up as in committee of the whole 
on an amendment from the Committee on Pablic 
Lands—being an entire substitute for the bill, and 
making its provisions of genezal application. 

The substitute, after being amended on the sug- 
gestion of Mr. YOUNG, was adopted, reported to 
the Senate, and ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 

House bill entitled “An act for the relief of the 
owners, officers, and crew of the armed brig War- 
rior, or their legal representatives,” was taken up 
as in committee of the whole. 

Mr. EVANS remarked that the Committee on 
Finance had examined the bil, and made a report 
adverse to its passage. He therefore moved that 
the bill be indefinitely postponed. 

The question was puton the motion, and carried 
in the affirmative. 

Senate bill to authorize the sale of school lands 
in the State of Illinois, and to legalize such sales as 
have been made prior to the passage of this act, 
was taken up; and, on the motion of Mr. SMITH 
of Indiana, (who said the object of the bill was pro- 
vided for in the bill. on the same subject already 
acted upon,) was laid on the table. 

The bill to indemnify claimants for spolialions 
committed by the French prior to 1800, came up 
in.erder asin committee of the whole; and, with- 
out action thereon, was, on the motion of Mir. 
ARGHER, laid on the table for the present, with a 
view to await the action of the House on the same 
subject. 

Senate bill declaring the assent of Congress to 
the State of Hiinois imposing a tax on all lands 
heretofore sold by the United States in that State, 
from and after the time of such sale, was taken up 
as in committee of the whole, considered, report- 
ed to the Senate, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. Jaid before the Senate 
a communication (rom the Solicitor of the Treasury, 
on the subject of the claims of the first municipali- 
ty of New Orleans to the cqaare of ground on 
which the custom-house of that city is constructed; 
which, on motion by Mr. CONRAD, was ordered 
to lie on the table, and be printed. 


OREGON TERRITORY. 

The bill to authorize the occupation and settle- 
ment of the Territory of Oregon, came up as the 
unfinished business; the question pending being, 
“Shail this bill pass?” 


rejecting-it.be re- , 


Mr. SEVIER said the select committee, to whom 


< the ‘subject of the settlement of the Oregon Terri- 


tory had been referred, had endeavored, in’ consid- 
ering the subject, to effect two objects—one was the 
preservation of our national faith, and the other 
was the preservation of our rightful. possessions 


west of the-Rocky Mountains, And the commit- 
tee believed that those two objects will be effected by 


the passage of the bill they have submitted to the 
Senate. i : 

It was gratifying to him to find that every Sena- 
tor conceded the point, that-our right to the territo- 
ry in question was incontestable, That question 
had been wel] settled. : , 

He bad in his pessession documents which set 
forth, in brief and comprehensive terms, the claim 
of the United States. 

Mr. Gallatin bad claimed for the United States 
the possession of this territory, on these grounds: 

“The first discovery of the Columbia, by Gray; the first ex- 
ploraticn of the territory through which that river flows, by 
Lewis and Clarke; and the establishment of the first posts and 
settlements in the said territory, by citizens of the United 
States: 

“Phe virtual recognition by the British Government of the 
title of the United States, in the restitution of the post near the 
mouth of the Columbia, agreeably to the first article of the 
treaty of Ghent, without any reservation or exception whatso- 
eyer: 

“The acquisition by the United States of all the titles of 
Spain, which titles were derived from the discovery anà ex- 
ploration of the coasts of the region in question, by Spanish 
subjects, before they had been seen by the people of any other 
civilized nation: 

“and, lastly, upon the ground of contiguity, which should 
giveto the United States a stronger right to those territories 
than could be advanced by any other power. ‘If’. said Mr. 
Gallatin, ‘a few trading factories on the shores of Hudson's 
Bay have been considered by Great Britain as giving an ex- 
clusive right of occupancy as far as the Rocky Mountains—if 
the’ infant settlements on the more southern Atlantic shores jus- 
tified a claim thence to the South Seas, and which was actually 
enforced to the Mississippi—that. of the millions of American 
citizens already within reach of those seas, cannot consistently 
perejected. Ie will not be denied, that the extent of contiguous 
eountry to which anactual settlement givesa prior right, must 
depend, ine considerable degree, on the magnitudeand popu- 
lation of that settlement, and on the facility with which the va- 
cant adjacent land may, within a short time, be occupied, set- 
tled, and cultivated by such population, compared with the 
probability of its being occupied and settled from any other 
quarter. This doctrine was admitted to its fullest extent by 
Great Britain, as appeared by all her charters, extending from 
the Atlantic to the Pacific, given to celonies established then 
only en theborders of the Atiantic, How much more natural 
and stronger the claim, when made by a nation whose popula» 
tion extended to the central parts of the continent, ae whose 
dominions were by all acknowledgedto extend to the Rocky 
Mountains,” 

These were the points upon which our claim 
was based. It was unnecessary to trouble the Sen- 
ate by going any further into the evidence of our 
title. Our discovery of the country drained by the 
Columbia river had been made as early as the 
year 1792, Butour claim did not rest alone upon 
priority of discovery, but also upon a treaty of ces- 
sion with Spain, by which the title of Spain to the 
country in question, in 1819, became the property 
of the United States. We had not, in the year 
1792, any settlement west of the Mississippi river, 
which then belonged to Spain; and, in fact, but 
few settlers west of the Allegany mountains, We 
had no State west of the Ohio river cr of the Alle- 
gany mountains; and it was therefore a matter of 
no consequence whether we owned the territory 
at that early period or not. But in the year 1803, 
when the treaty with the French Republic was 
made, it had become important that we should 
possess that portion of country, for the purposes of 
trade, for the sake of the fur trade and of the 
lumber trade; but most of all was it important 
for the purpose of protecting our settlements from 
the Indians, who were tampered with, as had al- 
ways been the case, by the English. Hence it 
would be found that Mr. Jefferson had, as early 
as 1804, recommended to Congress an appropria- 
tion for the exploration of the Missouri, and the 
country west of the Rocky Mountains. Lewis 
and Clarke were accordingly authorized to explore 
the Missouri river to its sources, and thence the 
country west of the Rocky Mountains to the ocean; 


and they were the first who explored the tract of 


country lying along the course of that river, and 
west of the Rocky Mountains. Pursuing the same 
object, Mr. Madison granted facilities for the es- 
tablishment of a colony at the mouth of the Go- 
lumbia, upon the application of Mr. Astor. A 
settlement was formed, anda fort erected, and an 


and with China. But when the war~of 1812 
broke out, ‘that coast being under the con~ 
trul and in the possession of renegades, it 
was given up to a British armed force, without 
fring a gun. Had there been a sufficient 
force, the result would probably have been differ- 
ent.” But- the place was surrendered; and it con- 
tinued to be occupied by the British until the treaty 
of 1818, when our commissioners required its. sur- 
render, and it was given up. But, the -British 
having occupied the country for so long a period— 
from 1812 wntil 1818—they had been enabled to 
erect a line of forts, and to extend their settlements 
over the whole country; and, when our people came 
again into possession, they found themselves under 
considerable disadvantage—all the most important 
points being preoccupied by the English; who had 
taken care also to insti] into the Indian tribes snch 
a hatred of our people, that it was dangerous for 
them to attempt forming a settlement atall. They 
were compelled, in some cases, to abandon their 
foris. And, when'an attempt was made, in 1818, ° 
to settle the line of: boundary, the British refused to 
come to any terms. They desired to navigate the 
Columbia river, and, in fact, to command the 
whole country. The consequence was, that cer- 
tain stipulations, by which the country ‘was to be 
occupied in common for the space of ten years, 
were entered into. If Senators would for a mo- 
ment turn their attention to the terms of those stip- 
ulations, they would find that no provision was 
contained in them by which the settlement of that 
tract of country was prohibited or prevented. 
Each nation had the right to claim access ‘to the 
ports of the other, for the purposes of trade and 
commerce. There was no provision by which sét- 
lement was restricted. He had procured a work, 
which was prepared for the State Department, by 
Greenhow, in which this arrangement will be 
found, and in which much other valuable informa- 
tion, connected with the discovery and settlement of 
that country, is also to be found, ` 

The British had extended their settlements every- 
where; and not only had they done this, but they 
had gone on and attached the whole of that country 
to the province of Canada, appointed justices of the 
peace, and were administering their laws through- 
out that country. i E 

What was it that we now proposed to do? We 
proposed to endeavor to get possession of what we 
were entitled to, and of which we had for so long a 
time been kept out of possession. By passing 
this bill, we should extend to our settlements that 
protection and encouragement they so muchi need- 
ed. The bill had been more carefully drawn than 
that which passed the British Parliament; for pro- 
vision had been made that, in all cases, persons 
claiming to be British settlers should be handed 
over to the British authorities for trial; whereas 
they made no such concession on their part, but, 
on the contrary, compelled every aggressor to be 
tried by ber laws, as administered in the courts of 
Canada, and the smaller offences by justices of the 
peace within the territory. 
` Mr. LINN bere stated the additional fact, that 
the British even claimed the right to exercise juris- 
diction over the Indian tribes, and had actually 
tried and executed Indians for capital offences. 

Mr. SEVIER proceeded to observe that this 
bill bad been framed with a view to as great liberal- 
ity as possible. I: provided for the building of a 
chain of forts across the mountains. The British 
had been building forts themselves: everywhere; 
they could not, ther, find fault with ws for doing 
what they had already done. 

Now, what were the objections which were raised 
against the passage of this bill? One abjection was, 
that by it we grant lands to settlers. Ele (Mr. 8.) 
looked upon this as the very life and soul of the 
bill. Suike cut this provision, and you would 
have no settlers there; but, on the contrary, the 
conniry would remain in the possession of the 
Britiso henceforth and forever. 

Look at the situation of the country. Consider 
the distance from the confines of Misseuri to be 
traversed by settlers—through a country, too, filled 
with Indians, many of them hostile—a country 
through which there was no road, and in which 


important commerce was established with Russia || they could only subsist by their skill and suctess as | 
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¿ hunters, They would. have to traverse the moun- 
"tains amid hostile bands of Indians, and afterwards 
descend the river, where they would meet the Brit- 
-ish-—-worse antagonists than the Indians. They 
‘would have then to establish their settlements, 
make their improvements, and erect their milis; 
this would be a work of time, requiring two or 
. three years; and until this was done, they would 
have: to. subsist upon the fish of the river and the 
game of the woods. Was it reasonable to suppose 
that any. one would be willing to encounter 
_ these difficulties and dangers without the hope of 
reward? No. In his opinion, the bounty was 
too. small. He did not believe they would get a 
: Single settler to go there. Ifthe land ciause was 
stricken out, they mightas well destroy the whole 
~ bills they would then have a line of forts. erect- 
‘ed, without settlers- to be protected; they would 
. have forts to protect nobody, for nobody would 
go there. They would setile on tbis side of the 
mountains, where there were no difficulties to be 
encountered. For bis own part, he would rather 
see the bouuty quadrupled. He was sorry 
to hear so much said about the power of Great 
Britain, and our fears of her power. He disliked 
to hear these appéals made to our fears. 

Though Great Britain had filled the whole world 
with dread, yet he hoped to see one nation, at least, 
that’ would not succumb to her aggression—and 
that nation was the United States. He hoped to 
see this country carry out her laws, regardless of 
what Great Britain might think or do. This coun- 
try bad already experienced aggressions on the 
part of Great Britain. The public mind was a 
litle sore on this subject. He would dislike to see 
them repeated, though he did not fear the power of 
England. On a late occasion he had voted to take 
possession of a tract of country claimed by Great 
Britain. And he was not alone in that vote—he 
had with him the Senator from Missouri—and not 
succeeding, he had voted for the treaty, He had 
grown tired of negotiations at that time, and was 

» more so now; and he believed other Senators were 
also. 

Tn regard to this subject, he desired some action 
should take place. We hada right to the whole 
of that country, from the Mexican to the Russian pos- 
sessions—all of it that was worth claiming;—for 
south of 42 degrees parallel, there was not sufficient 
rain for agricultural purposes. The only portion fit 
for cultivation was from 42 degrees to 49 degrees of 
north latitude. If the British were confined to the 
country north of the 49th parallel of latitude, they 
could have no other object in remaining there but 
the carrying on of the fur trade, that would soon 
be exhausted; and when that is exhausted, that 
whole coast, both by British and Russians, will be 
abandoned, and, of consequence, virtually fall into 
“out. possession. 

He believed the possession of that country was 
highly important to this Government, for the pur- 
pose of carrying on our trade in the Pacific ccean 
with China and Russia. It was important that 
we should have a place where our vessels might 
go for supplies and for repairs; they were now ob- 
liged to resort to the Sandwich Islands for these 
purposes. He considered it important, also, in 
order to preserve peace upon our frontier. He 
wouid be in favor of putting in operation the prin- 
ciples advanced by Mr. Monroe, in his message 
to Congress in December, 1€23. 

Mr. Monroe said that 

The occasion had been judged proper for inserting as a 
principle, in which the rights and interests of the United States 
are involyed, that the American continents, by the free and in- 
dependent condition which they have assumed and maintained, 
are henceforth not to be considered as subjects for colonization 
by any European power.” 

This is a Sentiment to which be most cordially 
responded; and in order to carry it out to the letter, 
he was willing to encounter some difficulties and 
dangers. He would be willing, if cur financial 
condition would justify it, to vote a million or 
two of dollars 

frontiers of Missouri, up ihe valley of the river 
Platte, to its source in the Recky Mountains; 
and on this road, between these points, which 
could be travelled in two or three days, car- 
ry all our emigrants and their effects, for a 


year or two, free of cost or charges. But, unfor- | 


to build a railroad from the. 


— 


tunately, we have not got the money for making 
such a read, although over such a country, which 
is level and a prairie, where. there would be no 
grading of consequence, and no timber or obstruc- 
tions to remove; it would cost.comparatively but a 
trifling sum—perbaps a million and a half, or two 
millions of dollars. I would at this time prefer 
such an expenditure of the public money, to any 
distribution of it to the States. é 


He was sorry to find Senators objecting to: pur- 
sue this course, for fear of giving offence to Great 
Britain. She had been extending her settlements 
south of the Columbia river, and she had erected 
forts; but the building of forts alone by us, without 
inducing settlers to migrate, would as speedily set 
us by the ears with Great Britain, as if we made 
the grants. ‘These were the views he entertained 
in relation to the subject. He hoped, therefore, the 
bill would pass, as he believed it was highly im- 
portant to the interests of this country tbat the 
Territory of Oregon should be settled and pro- 
tected. 

Mr. BENTON addressed the Senate for con. 
siderably more than an hour. It is not possible to do 
justice to his remarks till published in full. At 
present, all that can be given isa mere outline of 
some of the leading points which he urged. 

He reviewed the gradual increase of the British 
pretensions to the northwest coast, and showed that 
up to 1818 nobody heard of her having any 
to the Territory of Oregon. Then, on her ‘refusal 
to accede to a just settlement of boundary, she 
laid a nest-egg for a future claim of right, by a 
stipulation for joint occupation and settlement. 
Before the ten years of that stipulation had ex- 
pired, she had hatched this nest-eeg into a chicken, 
that flapped its wings and crowed defiance; and 
she said that British interests kad grown up on the 
Columbia river, which she should and would pro- 
tect. And from that day to this, she had been fol- 
lowing up this avowal, by encouraging her fur 
companies to make settlements in, and to occupy 
the most valuable portions of, the territory. Through 
the agency of these companies, and the ad- 
vantages enjoyed by her subjects of importing 
into the country British and foreign goods duty 
free, she had rendered the various Indian tribes of 
the whole region tributary to her; our citizens were 
compelled to abandon all cornpe'ition with her tra- 
ders; many of them were either murdered or ex- 
pelled by the Indians. And to talk of joint occupa- 
tion was absurd; for, according to the doctrines now 
held in regard to the treaty of 1818, she practical- 
ly is to have all the trade and occupation, and we 
are to refrain from taking the same steps she has 
taken. ; 

Mr. B. took an extensive review of the title of 
the United States, and also of the claims set up 
at different periods of time by Great Britain. He 
showed the position of the question at the time 
Mr. Adams was Secretary. of State, and that then 
not one wordof her present extent of pretensions 
was htard. f 

Tkroughont every administration, from the 
foundaticn of the Government to the present 
lime, the grounds of cur title, as well as 
of the Brritish pretensions, were openly and 
freely discussed in the face of the world. Every 
negotiation on the subject—every proposition to or 
by our Government—was instantly and cpenly 
communicated to Congress, and given to the people. 
We had nothing to conceal. Weavowed and main- 
tained our title, in the face of the world; and we 
made no propositions that we could be ashamed 
of. Now,ifor the first time, it is. found that, ona 
requisition from the Senate of the United States 
fcr information from the Executive es to the 
reasons why this question was not settled with 
other questions lately adjusted by treaty, and 
for information as to the propositions made by 
both Governments for iis settlement, it is said 
it is incompatible with the interests of the 
country that the information should be given 
Publicity might be incompatible with the honor of 
the administration making such propositions or 
concessions as it was to be feared were made to 
the British negotiator; but it never could be in- 
compatible with the interests of this country, which 
never had, and never can have, anything to keep 


secret in regard -to` her. title 
claim to. : : 

Asto the idea tbat had been thrown out, that-we 
could not, if we threw ourselves upon our nights, 
maintain the country against Great Britain, and any 


to anything she lays 


attempt to do it would precipitate a war, which 


would lose us the whole territory—he utterly repa- 
diated it as a gross fallacy. When we were, as a 
nation, much younger, less populous, and less 
powerful, we not oniy held our own against Great 
Britain, but humbled her. - Now that we are eigh- 
teen millions, with an annual increase of at least 
three per centum, it was not to be supposed that 
we should fear her threat of war, Ithad been said 
that she could, from her access by sea, and through 
the facilities of her establishments already in the 
hands of her fur traders, and their influence over 
the Indian country, pour into the territory thousands 
of troops to expel our citizens. But, should she 
attempt this, what might be the consequence 
to herself at home—at her own doors?’ What the 
effect of twenty or thirty thousand of our choicest 
spirits poured into Ireland, to assist that nation 
to recover its independence? 

Great Britain would never want a pretence for 
war, when she should deem it her interest to re- 
linquish peace.. All her dispositions and arrange- 
ments are to- place herself in a position for aggres~ 
sive war. Her grasping policy circumvented the 
globe.. She was daily encroaching on the territory 
of every other nation; while no ether nation in the 
world was claiming any of hers. The day could 
not be distant when such a power must be involved 
in war. He might not live to see it, but there 
were those now in the years of manhood, who 
would live to see the consequence of her arro- 
gance, When that war with us comes, which is so 
often threatened, the price she will have to pay for 
it is not alone the loss of her Hudson ‘bay territo- 
ries and the Canadas, but the dismemberment of 
her own kingdom by the independence of Ireland. 

Mr. MOREHEAD obtained the floor; and, on 
his motion, 

The Senate adjourned, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Tuourspvay, January 12, 1843, 

Mr. JOHN ©.: EDWARDS presented a petition 
from sundry citizens of Missouri, praying the es- 
tablishment of a postroute from Fort William, in 
Franklin county, Missouri, to Lite Poney post 
office, in Pulaski county, Missouri: referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. RIDGWAY presented a memorial, signed 
by 13 members of the bar of Chilicothe, Okio, pray- 
ing Congress to restore the summer term of the 
United States circuit and district courts to Colum- 
bus, the seat of government of Ohio; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorials of the same character, signed. 
by 141 citizens of Columbus, and others, all citi- 
zens of Ohio; which were referred to the same 
committee. 

Mr. SHAW presented-the petition of John Me- 
Clinteck and others, citizens of Portsmouth, New 
Hampshire, praying indemnity for French spolia- 
tions on American commerce prior to the year 
1800. 

Mr. FILLMORE inquired what would be the 
first business in order. 

The SPEAKER said that the committees would 
be called on for reporis; after whieh, during the 
morning hour, the resolution of the gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. Bownn,] in relation to Gen- 
eral Jackson’s fine, would come up for consideraa 
tion. 

The committees were then called on for reports. 


JOINT RULE IN RELATION TO CLAIMS, 
Mr. GIDDINGS, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported an additional joint rule which bad been 
adopted by the Senate, with a recommendation 
that it be adopted. ‘ 
The SPEAKER was about to put the question 
on the engrossment of the rule, when 
Mr. HOPKINS called for its-reading. 
It was then read as follows: 
Resolved, (the House of Representatives concurring,) That. 


the following be addedta the journals of the iwo Houses of 
Congress, to wit: $ 


AE ‘Whenever aclaim against the United States of an description 


“aa been or shall_be présented to either House, and referred to 
a committee, and such committee shall haye made a report in 


writing against the allowance of the claim, and the samé shal! 
haye been concurted in by such House, it shall not be in order 
to revive the.consideration of such claim in that House, at the 
“game or: any future session of Congress, either by- bill, resolu- 
Alon, petition, -or otherwise, except: upon a: memorial of the 
_ claimant, first setting forth, upon affidavit, that he has discover- 
_ edinew evidence in support of his claim since the decision against 
~ ft, and a statement of the substance of such evidence; or, second, 
assigning specific errors in thé report of. the committee adverse 
to it: Provided, That an order discharging a committee from 
> ‘the further consideration of a claim, shall in nowise require a 
compliance with this rule. d 


Mr. TALIAFERRO opposed the proposition, 
+ and asked for information. < a 
Mr. W. W. IRWIN called for its reading; and 
it was again read. [Cries of “Good; “Thats 
right) 
Mr. GIDDINGS advocated the proposition. 
= Mr TALIAFERRO contended that it would be 
“unjust to adopt such a rule, without giving previous 
notice to the country. 
Mr. GIDDINGS rejoined. 
Mr. W. W. IRWIN took the ground that it 
would be unjust, and be committing a gross piece 
‘of injustice to adopt such a rule. He doubted the 
“right of Congress to cut off the right of appeal to 
the equity, justice, and consideration of a future 
Congress. : 
Mr. GRAHAM advocated the proposed rule; 
and contended that it was rendered necessary by 
“the constant practice of presenting the same claim 
over and over again for years, after it had been 
““pejected by each successive Congress. 
"Mr, EVERETT called for the reading of the 


“resolution; which was again read. 7 


Mr. EVERETT moved to lay the resolution on 
the table; but, at the solicitation of Mr. RAYNER, 
he withdrew it. 

- The debate was then continued by Messrs. RAY- 
‘NER, TILLINGHAST, REYNOLDS, and HOP- 
KINS, who concluded by renewing the motion to 
“Yay the resolution on the table. 

Mr. GRAHAM called for the yeas and nays on 

the question; which being ordered, were taken, 
` ‘and resulted in yeas 80, nays 129. 
>i So the motion to lay the resolution on the table 
was not agreed to. 

The morning hour having expired, the resolu- 
tion was therefore laid over till to-morrow, 

Mr. FILLMORE inquired of the Chair what 

would be the next business in order? 
_ The SPEAKER replied that the report and res- 
olutions of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
together with the pending questions on that sub- 
ject, were now in order. 

Mr. FILLMORE said he wou'd then appeal to 
the House to know whether they would not, by 
general consent, permit this subject to be laid over, 
with the understanding that the previous question 
should be withdrawn, and that the further consid- 
eration of it be postponed till Monday week, and 
made the special order of the day for thatday. In 

` the mean time, Mr. F. hoped that the printing of 
the extra copies of the report of the committee, 
and the minority report, would be ordered. 

Mr. EVERETT made a few remarks, in too 
low a tone to be heard by the reporter. 

Mr. BIDLACK observed that he should have 
no objection to the postponement, but that he had 
made a pledge yesterday to the gentleman from 
Kentucky, |Mr. Unperwoop,] which he should 
like to redeem. That gentleman denied that he 
could furnish proof that Mr. Clay disclaimed a na- 
tional bank during the late Presidential contes, 
and said that other expedients could be resorted to. 
Mr. B. was now prepared with the proof he alluded 
to, and wished to have an opportunity to show it. 

Mr. FILLMORE hoped the gentleman would 
permit the question on printing to be taken first; 
and Mr. B. assenting—- 

The question on printing the extra copies was 
taken and carried. 

Mr. FILLMORE hoped the question would be 
next taken on the postponement till Monday week 

Mr. WISE wished it to be understood that the 
decision of this question was not to interfere with 
the going into the Committee of the Whole on the 
exchequer bill. - 

Mr. FILLMORE. Certainly. 

Mr. CUSHING supposed also, with the under- 
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standing that the previous question should be witli- 
drawn; which, was: also agreed to. ` i : 
Mr, BIDLACK:rose and- asked . permission to 


address the House, so as to redeem the pledge he- 


made yesterday to the gentleman from Kentucky. 


` He had the proof ready, and was prepared to pro- ' 


duce it. $ ; 

Mr. WISE presumed thegentleman could wait 
till Monday week, when’ the whole subject would 
come up. , A i 

Mr. BIDLACK said that he would not detain 
the House ten minutes. . $ 

Cries of “Hear him,” “Hear him.” 

Objection being made— f ‘ 

Mr. CUSHING said that he would move that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the exchequer bill. Should this motion 
prevail, the gentleman would have an opportunity 
to make all the explanation he desired. 

Mr. RAYNER asked if the motion of the gentle- 
man would not interfere with the repeal of the 
bankrupt act. If so, he was opposed to it. 

Mr. CUSHING having called for the yeas and 
nays orf his motion, the question was taken and 
resulted in yeas 101, nays 104, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs, Allen, Arnold, Aycrigg, Baker, Barnard, 
Barton, Bidlack, Black, Blair, Borden, Bowne, Boyd, Briggs, 
Bronson, Burnell, Green W. Caldwell, Patrick C. Caldwell, 
Calhoun, John Campbell, Childs, Chittenden, John C. Clark, 
Staley N. Clarke, Colquitt, Mark A. Cooper, Cowen, Cran- 
ston, Cross, Cushing, Dawson, Jobn Edwards, Egbert, 
Ferris, Fessenden, Fillmore, John @. Floyd, Fornance, Gam- 
ble, Gates, Giddings, Patrick G. Goode, William O. Goode, 
Granger, Gwin, Halsted, Hays, Henry, Holmes, Howard, 
Hubard, Hudson, Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, James Irvin, 
William W. Irwin, William Cost Johnson, Isaac D. Jones, 
Lewis, Robert McClellan, McKeon, Mallory, Mitchell, Mor- 

an, Morrow, Osborne, Pendleton, Proffit, Benjamin Randall, 

encher, Ridgway, Rodney, Roosevelt, William Russell, James 
M, Russell, Saltonstall, Sanford, Saunders, Shields, Slade, 
William Smith, Stokely, Stratton, Sumter, Taliaferro, John 
B. Thompson, Tillinghast, Tomlinson, Trotti, Trumbull, Van 
Rensselaer, Ward, Warren, Watterson,. Weller, Thomas W. 
Williams, Joseph L. Williams, Winthrop, Wise, Wood, and 
John Young—161, 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, L. W. Andrews, 8. J. Andrews, 
Arrington, Atherton, Babcock, Beeson, Birdseye, Boardman, 
Botts, Brewster, Aaron V. Brown, Milton Brown, Charles 
Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Burke, William Butler, William 
B. Campbell, Thomas J, Campbell, Cary, Casey, Chapman, 
Clifford, Clinton, Coles, Cravens, Danicl, G. Davis, R., D. 
Davis, Dean, Deberry, Doig, Eastman, John C. Edwards, 
Everett, Charles A. Floyd, A, Lawrence Foster, Gentry, Gog- 
gin, Gordon, Graham, Green, Harris, Hopkins, Houck, tous- 
ton, Jack, James, Cave Johnson, Keim, John P. Kennedy, 
King, Lane, Linn, Littlefield, Lowell, Abraham McClellan, 
McKay, McKennan, Marchand, Alfred Marshall, Samson Mason, 
Mathiot, Mathews, Mattocks, Maxwell, Maynard, Medill, 
Meriwether, Miller, Owsley, Parmenter, Ramsey, Alexander 
Randall, Randolph, Raynor, Read, Reding, Reynolds, Riggs, 
Rogers, Shaw, Shepperd, Truman Smith, Snyder. Sprigg, 
Stanly, Steenrod, Alexander JI. H. Stuart, John T. Stuart, 
Summers, Sweney, Richard W. Thompson, Jacob Thomp- 
son, Toland, Trip eu, Turney, Underwood, Van Buren, Wash- 
ington, Westbrook, Christopher H. Williams, Yorke, and Au- 
gustus Voung—104. 

Mr. HOLMES moved that the House go into 
Committee of the Whole on the French spoliation 
claims. 


The molion was ruled out of order. 
THE BANKRUPT LAW. 


On motion of Mr. EVERETT, the House re- 
sumed the consideration of the bili to repeal the 
bankrupt law, together with the various mend- 
ments thereto. 

Mr. McKEON (who had the floor) resumed 
and concluded bis remarks. He said he was aware 
that objections had been made to such a discussion 
as had been going on upon this measure; but if 
gentlemen would recollect the history of the House 
of Representatives, they must perceive that de- 
bates of this character would arise upon some sub- 
jeet brought before it during the session. He did 
not know a subject on which it was more proper 
than the present. [twas a common thing in the 
House of Commons of England for both parties 
to discuss the measures of the ministry in general. 
It was also common in this country. In the pres- 
ent instance, the debate began with the majority of 
the House, upon the lead of the gentlemen from 
Tennessee, (Mr. AnnouD,] who was followed by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, (Mr. Cusmina,] 
and then by two colleagues of his own, [Messrs. 
Bowne and Gorpon,] who separated from each 
o'her, As these gentlemen had defined their posi- 
tions, he intended to place himself right—speaking 
his own individual opinions, and not those of any 
one else. 

It had been suggested to him to inquire what the 


Democratic party should do, when the gentleman 
from Massachusetts {Mr. Cusnina] ‘said that if 
the Whigs would not ‘support the administration, 
the President must get. support from their oppo- 


nents. foes ‘ 

Mr. CUSHING desired to make a correction. 
He did not wish to be judged either’ by the con- 
struction or miseonstruction of the gentleman, 

Mr. McKEON said he would read from the 
genileman’s speech. He then read the following 
passage; 2 l =“ 

«Mr. ©, would say to gentlemen of all parties in the House, 
and more especially to gentlemen constituting the majority: in 
Congress, if you will not co-operate with the President in 


carrying on the Government, which is your highest duty, he 
must seek the aid of your adversaries.” k 


Mr. CUSHING. “Carrying on the Govern- 
ment,” not supporting the Administration. 

Mr. McKEON. “Carrying on the Govern- 
ment.” What.did that mean? a- 

Mr. CUSHING said he would explainits mean- 


ing. f j 

Mr. McKEON said he could not yield. the floor, 
as he had but forty minutes left? flan 

Mr. CUSHING said he desired the House*to 
observe this. 

Mr. McKEON resumed, and again read from 
the speech of the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
as follows: i 

“If you Whigs will. lock the wheels of the Government, I 
trust aid will be found in the Democrats,” 

What were the measures of this Administration 
which the Democratic party were called on to ap- 
plaud and support? One of the strongest meas- 
ures of the last session—he meant the remedial 
justice bill, which took away from the State sov- 
ereignties a portion of their judicial power, and 
transferred it to the Federal courts—received ‘the 
unbroken and undivided vote of the Democratic 
party against it, Yet this measure was recom- 
mended by the President in bis message of De- 
cember, 1841. The President then said: 

“I cannot fail, however, to suggest to Congress the propriety, 
and, in some degree, the necessity, of making such provisions 
by law, so faras they may constitutionally do so, for the re~ 


moval at their commencement, and at the option of the party, 
of all such cases as may hereafter arise, and which may involve 


the faithful observance and execution of our international b= 
ligations, from the State to the Federal Judiciary.” 

It was in pursuance of this recommendation that 
the remedial-justice law was passed by the major- 
ity in the House and the Senate. The Democratic 
party opposed it at every step; but it received the 


signature of the President, whom they were called - 
on to support! Again: the ground taken by Mr. 
Webster (and, without doubt, sanctioned by, the 
Executive) in his correspondence about the Me- 
Leod affair, was not approved by the Democratic 
party. Were they now asked to endorse i? Were 
they also required to acquiesce in the distribution 
bill, which the President signed, and which he de- 
cidedly recommended, provided it did not render an 
increase ‘of the duties on imports above 20 per 
cent.? In December, 1841, after the passage of the 
bill, the President said: 


tlt might be esteemed desirable that no such augmentation 
of the taxea should take place as would have the effect ofan- 
nulling the land-proceeds-distribution act of the last session, 
which act is declared to be inoperative the moment the duties 
are increased beyond 20 per cent., the maximum rate estab 


lished by the compromise act.’ ; 

Thus it seemed that the President was exceed- 
ingly anxious that the’ law should be carried into 
effect. ` 

But, he asked, were the Democrats to find rea- 
son to support him on account of his course ia the 
Rhode Island affair? Was it the loan bill which 
commended him to favor? The gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Prorrit] but the otber day pictured 
the glories of the Administration in eloquent 
terms, Who before this Administration, in atime 
of profound peace, had ever witnessed the specta- 
ele of an agent of the Government going about 
the streeis of London ta borrow money without 
success? Was that one of the glories-of this Ad- 
ministration? At the last session, it asked for, in- 
ordinate appropriations for the army and navy; 
but, under the lead of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, [Mr. Cave Jounson,] a majority of the 
| House reduced them to a more moderate standard. 

The President approved of the tariff- bill, too, 
which was the worst ever passed by an American 
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Congress; and on the very question upon which 
the Democrats staked their existence as a party, he 
` defeated their wishes, by approving a bill to repeal 
‘the sub-treasury. And were they now asked to 
endorse all these acts?. Upon what principle the 
Support asked by the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Cusnine] was to be given, he could not 
undertake to say. He knew of none. The meas- 
ures approved by the President were all Federal, 
and sustained by the majority of that party. in 
Congress, But perhaps it was thought the Demo- 
cratic party should support the President on ac- 
count of his Democratic acts. He (Mr. McK.) 
wonld hereafter show that even in them he did not 
concur with the party. . 
He was glad that in the next Congress the strife 
would be one of principle. There was a radical 
difference between the two parties on the subject 
of the tariff, the bank, and the distribution of the 
proceeds of the public lands. Did the President 
agree with the Democracy upon these subjects? As 
he understood the views of the President, that offi- 
cer thought it was the duty of the Government to 
furnish a paper currency for the coustry. The 
‘Whigs were also in favor of a paper currency; bat 
they thought it could be best applied through a 
national bank, whilst the President proposed that 
it should be afforded by means of an exchequer. 
The Democrats, on the other hand, declared that 
there should be no paper currency created by the 
‘Federal Government. Thus, it would be perceiv- 
ed, there was a sad difference between them. 


Here Mr. CUSHING rose to ask a question, 
but 

Mr. McKEON said he had no time to spare, and 
proceeded with his remarks. In 1834, the Presi- 
dent differed with the Whig party about a bank of 
the United States. Still he declared that such an 
institution was expedient. Mr. Tyler then said 
that the Constitution should be amended. In his 
pee on the removal of the deposites, he held 
this language, speaking of the advantages of a 
United States bank: “Nor am 1 insensible to the 
beneficial influences it (has had) over the currency 
‘of the country; but I oppose it because it is uncon- 
stitutional.” Again: “If my opinion could have 
any influence over the country, wy advice would 
be, restore the deposites,-and amend the Constitu- 
tion.” It was due to the President to say that his 
opinions on this subject had been on record for 
some time. His Whig friends shon!d have inquir- 
ed into them before they placed his name upon the 
ticket for the Vice Presidency. 

As for the exchequer which the President sent 
to Congress, he held that it was the worst scheme 
for expanding the currency which he had ever yet 
seen, and more fraught with dangerous results. 
The Secretary of State had indeed shown how 
much he understood about currency, when he 
staked his reputation upon its good resulic. 

In 1841, the President recommended, in strong 
terme, that the distribution law should be passed, 
and went on to show that it would be of immense 
benefit to the States, by relieving them from taxa- 
lion. On this point, therefore, the President was 


at issue with the Democratic party; for they held 


that no distribution Jaw should be passed, let the 
duties be over or under 20 per cent. Holding such 
a law to be unconstitutional, it mattered not with 
them whether there was an overflowing or an er~ 
hausted treasury. 

The head of this Administration was clected as 
a Whig, and his Secretaries were identified with the 
Whigs of 1840. They still had commend of the 
high places, and he knew nota man of them who 
had come to the conclusion to absolve himself from 
his uhion or identification with the Whig party, 
when battling against the Demcerats in 1840. He 
would say to his colleague from Otsego, [Mr. 
Bowne,]° who seemed so anxious to throw 
open the doors of the Democratie church 
to Mr. Webster, that he must have spoken 
too quick. His colleague was not sure that Mr. 
Webster would come. Mr. Webster said he wasa 
Whig, and always meant to be; and his colleague 
might himself get into the Whig party, instead of 
getting the Secretary of State into the Democratic 
party. 
this pastage: “Lam a Whig—alwaysbave been— 


The speech at Faneuil Hall contained 
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always will be; and if anybody undertakes to 
turn me outof the pale of that communion, let 
him see who'll get out first.” Was this manifest- 
ing any disposition to come into the Democratic 
party? Were notall the opinions of Daniel Web- 
ster reflected in the recommendations to the House 
of Representatives? Was there no difference of 
opinion between him and the Democratic party on 
the subjects of the treaty, the tariff, and the currency? 
He (Mr. McK.) never expected to see the Demo- 
cracy of Daniel Webster. Mr. W. so firmly 
believed in the truth of Federalism, and bad so 
long stood forth as its illustrious champion, that 
he would never yield up that, in the defence of 
which he had acquired all his reputation. 

He recollected another incident, when a difeal- 


. ty occurred between this Government and France; 


during which (he said) he would not vote the ap- 
propriation if the enemy were thundering at the 
door of the Capitol. He recollected, too, and well, 
the declaration of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, [Mr. Apams,] that he had but another step to 


- take, and that was into the ranks of the enemy; and 


he should never forget the enthusiasm which 
hailed that declaration, for it burst through all 
bounds. Efe went on to show that the gentleman 
now at the head of the State Department, though 
he might ask.to be received into the Democratie 
ranks, could never expect to be trusted. 

He then reviewed the speech of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Cusuine,] which had 
been so much commented on during this debate; and 
made the declaration thar, if it was-meant that the 
veto power was to be used to aid the Exeentive in 
carrying on a war agairst the opposing party, 
nothing could have so great an influence in exciting 
the people of this country against the veto power 
as such an avowal. He enumerated various 
prominent questions, on which.there was a clearly 
defined and irreconcilable difference on principle 
between the two prominent parties in the country; 
and showed the impossibilty of forming a party by 
a combination of men holding such opposite prin- 
ciples to carry on the Government. ‘Fhe Admin- 
istration must be carried on, on one or the other set 
of principles of the existing parties; and the man 
who expected that he could form a political rain- 
bow of various colors, mistook the temper of 
the American peopie. 


Mr. RAYNER said he voted for the bankrupt 
law at the extra session; and, as he meant to vote for 
its repeal, he desired to state the reasons which 
governed himin the vote he should give. He 
voted for the bankrupt law with some misgivings; 
but he yielded his doubts regarding its propriety, at 
the earnest entrealy of others, who deemed it essen- 
tial to the well-being of the community. ‘The peo- 
ple of North Carolina were less commercial in their 
pursuits than some other people of the Uniied 
States; and, so far as they were concerned, he saw 
no pressing necessity for such a law; but he could 
hot sbut his eyes to the embarrassments and suffer- 
ings and distresses that were operating on ihe 
ebmimercial and trading sections of the Union, 
crippling their energies, and tying up the hands of 
industry. And when he looked at the cause of 
those embarrassments and distresses, he saw the 
suffering portions of the community were 
not paying the penalty of their own impru- 
dence, but were enduring miseries brought upon 
them by rash and wicked measures of financial 
quacks and political gamblers. It was a state of 
things growing out of twelve years of misrule, that 
aroused the country in 1840 to overthrow the self- 
styled Demoeratie party, and to bring in the Whig 
party to relieve the country as far as they could do 
so;and the maladministration which they came in 
fo correct, forced upon them the bankruptiaw. But 
since the causes which led to the passage of the 
bankrupt law no longer existed, or existed with 
much less foree, he thought the question might 
now be entertained, whether there was a duty in- 
cumbent on them to keep the law any longer in 
existence. The.objects of the law had been, in a 
great measure, accomplished. These who had 
been thrown into insolvency by the maladminis. 
tration of public affairs, had. recéived the benefit 
of it; those whose energies and industry had been 
destroyed by the action of the Federal Govern- 


ment, were left free, and the manacles strack from 
their hands, and they could now pursue- the on- 
ward course of enterprise and industry. 


The mechanic had been released, and again sent 
to his shop; the sailor te his ship; the merchant to 
his counter; and the farmer to hisplough. The be- 
neficent action of the law had presented. to them new 
fields for enterprise and labor, in. which they might 
hereafter not only obtain the means of subsistence, 
but of paying the debts from which they had been, 
released—debts which honor called on them to pro- 
vide for when possessed of the ability to do so, 
though they were freed from all legal obligations. 
And while the honest and unfortunate had re- 
ceived the benefits of this law, the reckless and im- 
prudent had ‘been brought to a state of accounta- 
bility, and the creditor on his part had received the 
benefits of it also. Notwithstanding the benefits 
of the bankrupt law, still there were evils in it, as 
there were in every finite system—afew.of which 
he would now advert to. Although he voted for 
this law, considering that the objections to it were 
more than counterbalanced by the benefits he 
thought it would produce, yet he believed that 
these objections operated with greater force now than 
then. He also believed that the present state of 
things in the country, as well as public opinion, 
demanded its repeal, One great objection to it, 
was, thatits tendency would be, he feared, to destroy 
confidence, take away the means of obtaining 
credit, and thereby materially injure the busi- 
hess of the community. Capitalisis would fear 
to ust men of business, because of the in- 
ducements held outto them to relieve themselves 
from debt in this easy and ready manner; while 
men would be tempted to run into hazardous 
and improvident speculations, from the telief that, 
if they failed, they could, with so little trouble, ex- 
tricate themselves from their embarrassments, An- 
other serious objection to this law, as a permanent 
system, was, that it came in conflict with, and 
unsettled, all the laws which the States had es- 
tablished for the regulation of the transactions be= 
tween debtor and creditor, It was one of the es- 
sentials to a sound system of trade, that the rela- 
tions of debtor and. creditor should be put ona 
firm and permanent basis. Any law, therefore, 
that prevented or interfered with this state of 
things, was impolitic as well as unjust. There 
was still another reason why he would vote fora 
repeal of this law; and that was, that public opin- 
ion had settled down to the conviction that it ought 
to be repealed. He had, at the time of the enact- 
ment of this Jaw, stated that his constituents would 
be but-little affected by il, and that, therefore, they 
would care very little about it. He was still of 
that opinion; but, so far as they had. agitated 
the subject, he believed that they were decidedly 
in favor of the repeal, Though willing, however, to 
vote for the repeal, yet he could not vote for it 
withont some amendment as to the time when 
it should take effect. All those who had com- 
menced the initiatory proceedings to avail them- 
selves of the benefits of the act, had done so on 
the faith of the Government, and they had a sort 
of vested right in it. Further, it would not be 
just to exclude those creditors from its benefits, 
who had extended forbearance to their debtors to 
this time. Such a proceeding would operate as a 
punishment for the best and kindest feelings of 
human nature, and would be caleulated to destroy 
all confidence in legislation. He was opposed to 
the amendment including corporations in the pro- 
visions ef the bankrupt act, and agreed with the 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Pickens] 
that it would be the most dangerous exercise of 
power that could be witnessed in this Government. 


After some remarks commenting pretty severely 
on the course of the President, and expressing the 
hope that the Whig party would revive again, ` 

Mr. R. iken went on to say that, however. mor- 
tifed he felt at many oceurrences during this de- 
bate, he was yet gratified that it had taken place. 
It had served to draw more distinctly the lines of 
party, and had shown to the country (what he long 
knew) that there were but two parties in the House 
of Representatives, The Tyler faction were merged 
into the Locofeeo party; and, amid the seething 
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and’ boiling of the: pulitical caldron, the scuin.of 


that party was about to be thrown off. 

Mr. R., in reply to various remarks made during 
the debate, spoke until the expiration of his hour. 

Mr. TOR. MARSHALL then obtained the floor, 
but deferred his remarks until to-morrow. 

~to FHE UNITED STATES LOAN. 
“Phe SPEAKER submitted a: communication 
from, the Treasury Department, enclosing a report 
of the amount borrowed in pursuance.of the bill 
to-authorize a loan. The 7 

The communication not being opened, several 
gentlemen asked for its reading; whereupon the 
Clerk read: the accompanying letter of. the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, from which it appeared that 
the amount borrowed under authority of the act of 
Congress. was $5,672,976 88. a 

Mr. FILLMORE moved that the communica- 
tion be referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, with instructions to inquire into the expe- 
diency of modifying so much of the law as requires 
the.Secretary of the Treasury to report the amount 
of the loan effected under par value. 

Mr. SPRIGG asked, was it not intended that the 
communication should be printed? 

Mr. FILLMORE said it might not be prudent 
to-print it. ; 

The motion was then agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


_ The SPEAKER submitted the following Execu- 
tive communications: 

A communication from the Navy Department, 
containing a list of vessels’ built in the United 
States since 1826: laid on the table, and ordered to 
be printed. 

communication from the War Depariment, 
covering the report of Capt. Hughes’s reconnois- 
sance of the Ohio river: referred, on motion of Mr. 
IRWIN, to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A communication from the Navy Department, 
showing in what manner the contingent fund of 
that department had been expended: laid on the 
table, and ordered to be printed. 

A communication from the Treasury Depart: 
ment, in answer to a resolution of the House gall- 
ing for information in relation to the alleged defal- 
cation of Jesse Hoyt, late collector of the port of 
New York: laid’ on the table, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A communication from the Treasury Depart- 
ment, covering copies of the statement rendered by 
the incorporated banks of the District of Colum- 
bia: referred to the Committee for the District of 
Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 3 

On motion of Mr. S. MASON, the use of the 
hall, on Tuesday next, was granted to the Colon- 
ization Society. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT gavo notice of his intention 
to move a suspension of tbe rule appropriating 
three days to the consideration of Territorial busi- 
ness. 

TRIAL OF LOUALLIER. 


Mr. BARNARD rose and said, that as the Com- 
millee on the Judiciary wished to obtain informa- 
tion to aid them in their investigation of the matters 
before them relative to General Jackson’s fine, he 
would ask the House to adopt the following reso- 
lution : 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be required to furnish 
to this Honse a copy of all the papers and proceedings to be 
fount in his department relative to the arrest, and trial by 
court martial, under the orders of General Jackson, of E. L, 


Louallier, (or Mr. Louallier, jr.,) at New Orleans, in March, 


1815. 
SENATE BILLS. 

The following bills from the Senate were sev- 
erally. twice read, and referred: , 

A bill for the relief of Elizabeth Monroe: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill for the relief of persons residing within 
the reputed limiis of the States of Arkansas and 
Louisiana, and beyond the boundary line between 
the United Siates and the republic of Texas, as 
established by the commissicners. appointed 10 as- 
certain the same: referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 


A, bill for the relief of Wm, De Buys, postmaster 
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-at New ‘Orleans: referred: to the Committee on the — 
Post Office and Post:Roads.. ~ 


therefore, pray Congress. to adopt some measures 

“that will extricate Mr. Kendall from the difficulties. 

growing out of. his desire to guard the interests of 
the United States faithfully. - : 2 

"Mr. T, moved that the memorial be referred to. 

a select-committee. i 


A bill to provide for ascertaining and disposing 


-of the lead. mineral. lands in the States of Illinois 
and Arkansas, and. Territories of Wisconsin and 
Iowa, and for other purposes: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pablie Lands: _ : 

A bill to re-enact and continue in operation the 

-several acts:now in force for the relief of insolvent 

` debtors. of the United States: referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. . Caer 2 

A bill for the. relief of Wareham Kingsley: re- 
ferred to the Commitlee on Revolutionary Pen- 

„sions. MR 

A bill for the relief of claimants to indemnities 
received from the British Government for loss 
of slaves from on board. the. Comet and the Enco- 
mium at Nassau, Bahamas: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

The amendment of the Senate to the bill for the 
relief of Joshua Drew was concurred in. 


REDUCTION OF THE ARMY. 


Mr. MERIWETHER offered the. following 
resolution, which was ‘adopted: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs inquire 
into the propriety of reducing the number of commissioned 
officers of the army, corresponding with the reduction of pri- 
vates; whether the army may not be further reduced, by dis- 
banding one or more regiments of infantry, or the second regi- 
ment ^. 


This proposition elicited some , 
JF discussion as to the propriety of the proposed ref- 
erences in which Messrs. BERRIEN, GRAHAM, 
ARCHER, CONRAD, KING, WALKER, and 
| TAPPAN participated. ee ree ter 

The memorial was disposed of by referring it, 
on the motion of Mr, BERRIEN, to the Commit 
tee on Claims. $ 

On motion by Mr. EVANS, it was ordered that 
the memorial of a number of ship-owners of the town 
of Robinson, Maine, for a port of delivery at that 
place,-be’ taken: from the files of the Senate, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. —— 

Mr. BERRIEN presented a memorial from cer- 
tain freeholders in the county of Erie, Pennsylva- 
nia, remonstrating against, the repeal of the banks 
rupt law; which was referred’ to the Judiciary: Coni- 
mittee. ‘ g 

Mr. PORTER presented a memorial from citi» 
zens of.Monroe, Michigan, for a like object; which 
was referred to the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON presented a memorial 
from George B. Slater and others, of Connecticut, 
praying an appropriation to complete certain im- 
provements to the navigation of the river Thamess 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

On motion by Mr. WILLIAMS, it was ordered 
that the petition and papers of Richard Patten be 
taken from the files, and referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. -~ 

Mr. WOODBURY presented resolutions adopt- 
edby.the Legislature of New Hampshire, in relation 
to the proceeds arising from the sales of the public 
lands; declaring that the distribution thereof to the 
States is unconstitutional, and recommending that 


dragoons; and whether a regiment or pattalion ofin- 
fantry may not be converted into marines. 


PENSIONS IN WESTERN VIRGINIA. 
On motion of Mr. HOPKINS, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of establishing a 
pension agency at Wytheville, Virginia, for the counties of 
Lee, Scott, Russell, Tazewell, Washington, Smyth, Wythe, 
Grayson, Cartoll, Pulaski, Mercer, and Giles. 


On motion of Mr. ANDREWS, 
The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, January 13, 1843. 


On motion by Mr. BARROW, it was ordered 
that, when the Senate adjourn, it adjourn till Mon- 


.day next, 

¥he PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the State Department, 
transmitting, in compliance with a resolution of the 
Senate of the lst of August last, information ob- 
tained from the American consuls abroad as to the, 
cost of all commodities imported by this country 
from foreign countries, at the places from whence 
imported, during the months of July, Avgust, and 
September of the past year, with the rates of in- 
surance, freights, &c. 

On motion by Mr.. WALKER, (on whose mo- 
tion the information was called for,) the commu- 
nication was ordered to lie on the table, and be 

rinted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. also laid before the 
Senate a report from the War Department, in com- 
pliance with the 5th section of the act of Congress 
of 8d May, 1809, giving a statement of contracts 
and agreements made by the late Board of Navy 
Commissioners during the last year, not- already 
included in their report to Congress of the 13th 
December, 1842;. which, 

On motion by Mr. WILLIAMS, was ordered to 
lie on the table, and be printed. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a memorial from the 
Utica and Schesectady Railroad Company, pray- 
ing that the tariff law may be so modified as to al- 
low two years further for the importing of railroad 
iron free of duty; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. : 

Mr. TAPFAN presented a memorial from citi- 
zens of Carrollton, Ohio, representing that they 
view, with feelings of deep regret and mortification, 
the gross injustice which has been done the Hon. 
Amos Kendall forta desire faithfully to perform the 
duties of his office as Postmaster General, and to protect 
ihe public interest conuniited to his charge,” in the sajt 
and rendition of judgment against-him, in his in- 
dividual capacity, in favor cf Wm. B. Stokes and 
others; and urge that, where a public officer ets 
and performs his duties “faithfully,” the Govern- 
ment for which he thus acts should, in justice, pro- 
; tect and defend him in person and property in con- 

nexion with such performance. The memorialisis, 


to accept) be applied to the general expenditures: 
ordered to be printed, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. ae : 

Also, from the same source, a resolution. re- 
specting the postage on letters, aad urging a re- 
duction thereof; and recommending a limitation on . 
the franking privilege, and certain other modifica- 
tions of the post office laws: ordered to be printed, 
and referred to the Committee on the Post Office: 
and Post Roads. a RENT 

Also, from the same source, resolutions upon : 
the subjeet of the bankrupt law, the tariff law,.and 
the distribution Jaw, urging the propriety of their 
repeal; and requesting the Representatives and in- 
structing the Senators from that State to vote for 
their repeal: ordered to lie on the table and be 
printed. i 

Mr. KERR presented a memorial, signed by 166 
citizens of Baltimore, chiefly business men, remon- 
atzating against the repeal of the bankrupt laws: ree 
ferred to the Judiciary Committee, 

Mr. GRAHAM, on leave, introduced a bill di- 
recting a survey of a direct communication between 
Albemarle Sound and the Atlantic ocean; which 
was read twice, and referred to the Commities on 
Commerce, : a 

Mr. PHELPS, from the Commiltee on Pensions, 
made reports (which were ordered to be printed) 
on the following bills frem the House, and adverse 
to their passage, viz: ; 

The bill for the relief of Richard Marsh. 

The bill for the relief of A. Spear, the widow of 
John Spear. 

The bill for the relief of Alice Usher. 

The bill for the relief of Mary Williams, widow 
of Jacob Williams, deceased. 

Mr. PHELPS, from the same committee, made 
an adverse report on the petition of Jonathan 
Brown, praying fora pension; which was crder 
to be printed. 


Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reperted back, without amendment, and 


the relief of John Wharry. 


tionary Pensions, made reports (which were orders 


the distributive share of that State (which she declines _ 


with a recommendation that it do pass, the bill for ` 


Mr. BATES, from the Committee on Revola- 


_ setts [Mr. Cuoare] desired to reply. 
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ed to be printed) on the following bills from the 
House, and adverse to their passage, viz: 

The bill for the relief of Carter B. Chandler. 

The bill granting a pension to Robert Poindexter 
of Kentucky. ` i 
« The bill for the relief of Elizabeth Dawkins; and 

The bill granting a pension to John Peak. 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Naval 
Affaits, reported back, without amendment, the 
following bills from the Housr, viz: 

The bill for the relief of Benjamin J. Totten; and 

The bill granting to James Lowe $1,000 and 
one section of land. 

On motion by Mr. BARROW, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be. in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of retaining the organ- 
ization of. the four companies of Jight artillery, as fixed by the 
law of the 5th of July, 1838. ' 

Mr. WILLIAMS, frem the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, reported back, without amendment, 
and with a recommendation that it do pass, the bill 
for the relief of William Allen. 

Mr. W., from the same committee, made a re- 
port. adverse to the passage of the House bill for 
the relief of Mary Crawford; which was ordered to 
be printed. j ; 

Several adverse reports of standing committees 
were then taken up, and concurred in. 

. The following bills, which were ordered to be 
engrossed on yesterday, were taken up, read the 
third time, and passed, viz: 

House bill for the relief of Isaac and Thomas 
S. Winslow. 

House bill for the relief of Burr & Smith. 

House bill for the relief of Ferdinand Seibert. 

House bill for the relief of Elisha Moreland, 
William M. Kennedy, Robert J. Kennedy, and 
Mason E. Lewis. 

House bill for the relief of Peter Lionberger. 

House bill for the relief of John R. Delany. 

House bill for the relief of James M. Morgan. 

‘House bill for the reifef of Cornelius Wilson 
and James Canter. 

House bill entitled “An act for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Captain Samygl Shannon, 
deceased.” 

The bill to authorize the Legislatures of the 
States of Ilinois, Louisiana, Arkansas, and Ten- 
nessee, to sell lands heretofore appropriated for the 
use of schools in those States; and 

Senate bill declaring the assent of Congress to 
the State of Ilinois imposing a tax on all jands 
heretofore sold by the United States in that State, 
from and after the time of such sale. 

House bill entitled “An act for the relief of the 
vestry and churchwardens of the Protestant Epis- 
copal Church of the parish of Si. Philip, in Charles- 
ton, South Carolina,” was taken up as in committee 
of the whole, on an adverse report of the Committee 
on Finance, and indefinitely postponed. 

The bill for the relief of John P. Skinner, and 
legal representatives of Isaac Green, was taken up 
as in committee of the whole; and, afier some re- 
marks by Messrs. McDUFFIE, SEVIER, EVANS, 
and WOODBURY, against it, and by Mr. BER- 
RIEN in favor of its passage, it was, on motion by 
Mr. EVANS, postponed till Friday next for fur- 
ther examination. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate the credentials of James Bocuanan, who has 
been elected by the Legislature of Pennsylvania as 
a Senator for that State for six years from and 
after the 4th day of March next; which were or- 
dered to be placed upon the files. 


THE OREGON TERRITORY. 


Mr. Linn’s bill for the occupation and set- 
tlement of the Territory of Oregon next came 
vp as the unfinished business of yesterday; the 
question pending being on its passage. 

Mr. MOREHEAD, being entitled to the floor, 
rose, and was understood to say that he had learned 
from his friends that, in consequence of the argu- 
ment made yesterday by the Senator from Mis- 
souri, [Mr. Benron,] the Senator from Massacha- 
He, (Mr. 
M.,) therefore, most cheerfully yielded the floor. 
But, as the hour was late, he moved that the Sen- 
aie adjourn. 

The Senate then adjourned over to Monday. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frivay, January 13, 1843. 
‘Mr. MEDILL presented a. petition from. mem- 
bers of the bar, and other citizens of Lancaster, 


Ohio, praying the repeal of the law of the last sese- 


sion, removing the sammer term of the circuit and 
district courts of Ohio to Cincinnati: referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. - 

Mr. READ presented a petition from sundry 
citizens of northern Pennsylvania, praying for the 
repeal of the bankrupt law. 

Mr. WISE presented a memorial, signed by 
twelve hundred citizens of Baltimore and Balti- 
more county, praying Congress to pass the exche- 
quer bill; which he moved to refer to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Unión. 

The motion being carried, 

Mr. WISE moved that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, for the purpose of taking up the exchequer 
bill. i . 

Mr. FILLMORE requested the gentleman to 
withdraw his motion for the present, to givehim an 
opportunity to report a bill from the Committee of 
Ways and Means; which being assented to by Mr. 
Wiss, 


Mr. FILLMORE, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported a bill making appropriations 
for certain fortifications of the United States for 
the half calendar year beginning on the Ist Janu- 
ary, 1843, and ending on the 30th June, 1843; and 
for the fiscal year beginning on the Ist July, 1843, 
and ending on the 30ih June, 1844; which was 
twice read, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 


Mr. WISE then renewed his motion to go into 
Committee of the Whole on the exchequer bill. 


Mr. EVERETT asked if the motion would re- 
quire a vote of two-thirds, as in a suspension of 
the rules, or would a majority be sufficient. 

The SPEAKER said that a majority could go 
into Committee of the Whole at any time. 

Mr. MATHIOT called for the yeas and nays; 
which being ordered, ; 

The question was taken and decided in the nega- 
tive—yeas 53, nays 128, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Barton, Bidlack, Bowne, Briggs, 
Bronson, Burnell, Green W. Caldwell, Patrick ©. Caldwell, 
John C. Clark, Mark A. Cooper, Cowen, Cushing, Dawson, 
John Edwards, Egbert, Fessenden, Fillmore, John G. Floyd, 
Gwin, Hays, Houston, Hubard, Hudson, Hunt, Charles J. In- 
gersoll, Linn, Mitchell, Pickens, Plumer, Rencher, Ridgway, 
Roosevelt, William Russell, Sewell, Shields, William Smith, 
Snyder, Stokely, Stratton, Taliaferro, Tillinghast, Tomlinson, 
Ward, Watterson, Weller, Westbrook, Thomas W., Williams, 
Joseph L. Williams, Winthrop, Wise, Wood, and John 
Young—53, 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Landaf W. Andrews, Sherlock J. 
Andrews, Arnold, Arrington, Atherton, Babcock, Baker, Bar- 
nard, Beeson, Birdseye, Blair, Boardman, Botts, Boyd, Milton 
Brown, J. Brown, Burke, Wm. Butler, William O. Butler, 
Caihoun, Wm. B. Campbell, Thos, J. Campbeil, Caruthers, 
Cary, Oascy, Chapman, Childs, Staley N. Clarke, Clifford, 
Clinton, Colquitt, Cranston, Daniel, Garrett Davis, Richard 
D. Davis, Dean, Deberry, Doan, Eastman, John C. Edwards, 
Everett, Charles A. Floyd, Fornance, Gamble, Gentry, Gid- 
dings, Goggin, Gordon, Graham, Halsted, Harris, Henry, 
Hopkins, Hunter, Joseph R. Ingersoll, James Irvin, Jack, 
Cave Johnson, Keim, Andrew Kennedy, John P. Kennedy, 
Lane, Littlefield, Lowell, Abraham McClellan, Robert McCiel- 
jan, McKay, McKennan, Marchand, Alfred Marshall, Thomas 
F. Marshall, Samson Mason, Mathiot, Mathews, Mattocks, 
Maxwell, Maynard, Medill, Meriwether, Miller, Moore, Mor- 
gan, Morrow, Newhard, Osborne, Owsley, Parmenter, Par- 
tridge, Payne, Pearce, Pendleton, Pope, Powell, Ramsey, Ben- 
jamin Randall, Randolph, Rayner, Read, Reding, Reynolds, 
Riggs, Rodney, J. M. Russell, Sanford, Saunders, Shaw, Shep- 
perd, Truman Smith, Sprigg, Stanly, Steenrod, A. H. H. 
Stuart, Joho T. Stuart, Summers, Sweney, Jacob Thomp- 
son, Toland, Troti, Van Rensselaer, Warren, Washington, 
Edward D. White, Joseph L. White, Christopher H. Wil- 
liams, Yorke, and Augustus Young —128, 


So the House refused to go into Committee of 
the Whole on the exchequer bill. 

Mr. EVERETT moved a suspension of the 
rules, that he might move to take up the bill to re- 
peal the bankrupt law. 

‘Mr. CUSHING said, as that would exelude all 
other business, and as this was private bill day, he 
wouid call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and, being ta- 
ken, resulted as follows: Yeas 119, nays 70. 

The motion was not carried; the majority being 
less than two-thirds. 

The joint resolution to bar a second application 
for claims against the Government, unless sup- 
ported by new facts, which was under discussion 


yésterday during the morning hour, again came up 
in order. ‘ Ds a : 

Mr. PARMENTER opposed the adoption of the 
resolution. 7 

Mr. GIDDINGS advocated the passage of the 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER then put the question of concur- 
rence in the resolution, and pronounced that he 
thought the noes had it. 

The yeas and nays were called for and ordered; 
but before they were taken, ay 

Mr. BIDLACE, after some few observations on 
the necessity of some such rule, gave notice that,, 
if it should be rejected, he would, at the first op- 
portunity, introduce a resolution calling upon the: 
Committee of Ways and Means to report on’ the: 
expediency of bringing in a bill to appoint some: 
officer whose duty it should be to examine those: 
cases of private claims, cross-examine witnesses,, 
and put cross-interrogatories. f 

Mr. ADAMS objected to the resolution, on, the: 
ground that it interfered with the right of petition, 
which was secured to the people by the Constitu- 
tion. Already restrictions on that right existed, of 
which he did not approve. He urged the faet, that 
there was no other remedy to the claimant but to 
petition Congress. In this country, no man could 
sue the Government; whilst in England, there was 
a board of exchequer for the settlement of claims. 
In that country, a subject might even sue the King, 
for justice. He also opposed the resolution om 
another ground. The Committee of Claims was, 
in fact, a court of justice, the members of which 
had a political interest in opposing claims, Meme 
bers were prevented often from allowing claims, by: 
the fear of being charged with extravagant ex- 
penditure of the public money. They were also, 
he had no doubt, sometimes influenced by party 
considerations in rejecting a claim, Therefore, he 
thought that a rejection once ought not to prejudice: 
a claim ever thereafter. 

Mr. HOLMES contended that this resolution 
proposed an important innovation in the practice . 
of the House; and begged that the House would 
pause before it adopted a measure which might in- 
flict so much injustice upon individuals. 

Mr. ARNOLD argued in favor of the adoption 
of the resolution, and contended that it did not, as: 
supposed by his venerable friend from Massachu- 
setts, [Mr. Apams,] abridge the right of petition. 
He was induced to favor the resolution, on account 
of his experience on the Committee of Claims. He 
solemnly believed that nine out of ten of the claims 
presented here had rio foundation whatever. 


The debate was further continued by Messrs. 
GRAHAM and TILLINGHAST; when 
Mr. BOTTS moved the following amendment: 


“ Provided, however, That this rule: shall not operate as a 
bar to the presentation of any claims that may have, at a for- 
mer session, passed either House of Congress.” . 


After some remarks from Mr. BRIGGS, Mr. 
JOHN C. CLARK demanded the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. STANLY asked the gentleman from New 
York to withdraw the call for the previous ques- 
tion, to allow him to offer an amendment, prom- 
ising to renew the call. 

Mr. J. C. CLARK assenting, 

Mr. STANLY offered the following amendment 
to the amendment: 

“And provided, further, That no committee of either House 
of Congress shall be permitted to employ a clerk, without pere 
mission being first obtained for that purpose.” 

Mr. STANLY, after explaining his reasons for 
offering this amendment, renewed the call for the 
previous question; which being seconded, and the 
main question ordered, 

The first question was taken on Mr. Sranuy’s 
amendment; and it was agreed to. 

The question was next taken on Mr. Borts’s 
amendment; and it was also agreed to. 

The question was then taken on concurring in 
the resolution as amended; and the.yeas and nays 
having been crdered, the result was—yeas 95, 
nays 103, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs, Landaf W. Andrews, Sherlock J. Andrews, 
Arnold, Arrington, Atherton, Aycrigg, Babcock, Barton, Beeson, 
Bidiack, Birdseye, Black, Boardman, Botts, Bowne, Brewster, 
Bronson, Milton Brown, Burke, William Butler, Green W. 


Caldwell, P. C. Caldwell, John Campbell, Wm. B. Campbell, 
Thomas J. Campbell, Caruthers, Casey, Chapman, John C., 


Clark; Clifford, Clinton, ‘Coles; Colquitt, Mark A. Cooper, 
Cowen, Cranstin, Daniel, Garrett Davis, Doig, Eastman, John 
C. Edwards, Ferris, Fessenden, Gentry, Giddings, Gilmer, 
Gordon, Graham; Green, Harris, Houston, Hunter, Cave 
Johnson, Lane, Lewis, Linn, Littlefield, Abraham McClellan, 
McKay; Mathiot, Mathews, Maxwell, Maynard, . Meriwether, 
Mitchell, “Morrow, : Osborne, Owsley; Pearce, Pendleton, Pick- 

. ens, Pops, “A. Randall, Randolph, Rayner, Reding, Rencher, 
Reynolds, Rogers, James: M. Russell, Sanford, Saunders, Sew- 
ell, Shaw, ‘Shepperd, Wm. Smith, Sprigg, Stanly, Stratton 


Joho. T. Stuart, Trott, Turney, Warren, Washington, and 


Watterson--95. 


NAYS—Messré. “Adams, Allen, Baker, Barnard, Blair, 


Borden, Boyd, Briggs, Jeremiah Brown, ‘Burnell, William 
O. Butler, Calhoun, Cary, Staley N. Clarke, Cross, Cushing, 


Richard D. Davis, Dean, Deberry, Doan, John Edwards, Ev: 


erett, Fillmore, John G. Floyd, Gates, Goggin, P. G. Goode, W. 
O. Goode, Granger, Gustine, Halsted, Hastings, Henry, Holmes, 
Hopkins, Hubard, Hudson, Hunt, C.J. Ingersoll, J. R, Inger- 
soll, James Irvin, William W. Irwin, Isaac D. Jones, John P. 
Kennedy, “King, Lowell, Robert McClellan, McKennan, Me- 
Keon, Mallory, Marchand, Thomas F. Marshall, Samson Mason, 
Mattocks, Medill, Miller, Moore, Morgan, Newhard, Par- 


mentex, Partridge, Plumer, Powell, Profit, Ramsey, B. Randall, , 


Read, Riggs, Rodney, Wm. Russell, Saltonstall, Slade, Truman 
Smith; Snyder, Sollers, Steenrod, Stokely, Summers, Talja- 
ferro, John B. Thompson, Richard W. Thompson, Tillinghast, 
Triplett, Van Buren, Ward, ‘Weller, Westbrook, Edward D. 


White, Joseph L. White, Thomas W. Williams, Christopher: 


H. Williams, Joseph L. Williams, Winthrop, Wise, Wood, 
Yorke, Augustus Young, and John Young—-103, 


So the resolution was not concurred in. 


Mr. FILLMORE, from the Committee of Ways 
and. Means, introduced the following resolutions: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be dis- 
charged from the consideration of so much of the “estimates of 
appropriations for 1843 and 1844” as relates to the construction 
of a dike for closing Hog island channel, in Charleston harbor, 
South Carolina, and that the subject be referted to the Commit. 
tee on Commerce. . 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of so much of the esti- 
mates of appropriations for 1843 and 1844, as relates to the com- 
mencement of a work at Sandy Heok, New York; to the com- 
mencement of afort on. Sollers’ point flats, Baltimore harbor; 
to the preservation of the site of Fort Caswell, Cape Fear, 
North Carolina; to the preservation of the site of Fort Moultrie, 
Charleston, South Carolina; to the commencement of a fort on 
the coast of Georgia; to the commencement of a fort between 
Mobile bay and the Rigolets, Louisiana; to the erection of bar- 
racks, quarters, and storehouses at Fort Gibson, Arkansas; and 
to the erection of fortaand batteries on Staten island, New York 
harbor; and that those subjects be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, with instructions to inquire into the expediency 
of selling Fort Gansevoort aud its site, (within the city of New 
York,) and of applying the proceeds to the purchase, from the 
State of New York, of the works and their site on Staten island. 

Mr. HOLMES moved to amend the first resolu- 
tion, by substituting the Committee on Military Af- 


fairs for the Commitice on Commerce. 

After a debate, in which Messrs. HOLMES, 
PICKENS, FILLMORE, GRANGER,and PROF- 
FIT took part, the amendment was negatived, and 
the original resolutions were adopted. 


Mr. TURNEY gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce a bill further to continue in 
force the act for the payment of horses and other 
property lost in the military service of the United 
States. 

Mr. PENDLETON, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, offered the foilowing resolution, 
which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be requested to 
furnish to this House a copy of the report heretofore made to 
him by Lieut, Wilkes, relative to his examination of Oregon 
Territory. 

He also submitted a resolution (which was agreed 
to) ordering the printing of a certain map accom- 
panying the report of the Committee on Military 
Affairs, respecting the erection of military posts in 
the Oregon Territory. 


Mr. GIDDINGS called for the orders of the day. 


The SPEAKER announced the next business to 
be the question of reconsideration of the vote by 
which the bill for the relicf of Philip Renault was 
carried, which, on previous days, has been debated 
at great length. 

Mr. TILLINGHAST, who was entitled to the 
floor, spoke on ihe question at much length. 

The question was then taken on the motion for 
reconsideration, and resulted in ayes 70, noes 43. 

No quorum voting, tellers were calied for and 
ordered; and, en taking the question, the motion 
was carried—-ayes 86, noes 49. 

Toe question then recurred on the passage of the 
Bill, when 

“Mr. YOUNG of New York, intimating hisin- 
tention to address the House on the subject, 

The House adjourned. 


"CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE: 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, January 14,1843... - 
Mr. HUBARD presented the petition of Sarah ` 


: Hughes, widow of William Hughes, praying for a 


pension under the act ef July. 7, 1838. 

Also the petition of Frances Lewis, formerly. 
widow of William Palmer, deceased, praying for 
a pension under the acts of July 4 and March 3, 


| 1837; which were appropriately referred. 
Mr. CASEY presented the memorial of the Le- - 


gislature of the State of Illinois, relative to pre- 
emption rights, and donations of public lands to 
actual settlers; which, on his motion, was referred 


to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered - 


to be printed. f ; 

Mr. ATHERTON presented the petition of B. 
B. Whittemore, and others, citizens of Amherst, 
New Hampshire, praying for the repeal of the 
bankrupt law. : 

Mr. DODGE, delegate from Wiskonsin, present- 
ed the petition of inhabitants of. the county of 
Milwaukie, Territory of Wiskonsin, asking Con- 
gress for an appropriation for a harbor at the town 


_of Milwaukie, in said Territory. 


Two petitions from. -inhabitants of Racine 
county, asking Congress for an appropriation for 
a harbor at the mouth of Reot river, town of Racine, 
in said Territory. i 

Three petitions from the town of Lanesville and 
vicinity; Rock county, Territory of Wiskonsin, 
asking Congress for an appropriation for a harbor 
at the mouth of Root river, town of Racine, in said 
Territory. 

Petition from the town of Betoit, Territory of 
Wiskonsin; asking Congress for an appropriation 
for a harbor at the mouth of Root river, town of 
Racine, in said Territory. 

Petition of citizens of lowa county, Territory of 
Wiskonsin, asking Congress for an appropriation 
for a harbor at the month of Rout river, town of 
Racine, in said Territory. 

Petition of citizens of Walworth county, 
Territory of Wiskonsin, asking Congress for an 
appropriation fora harbor at the mouth of Root 
river, town of Racine, in said Territory. 

Petition of citizens of ibe town of Madison, 
the seat of Government for the Territory of Wis- 
‘konsin, asking Congress for an appropriation for a 
harbor atthe mouth of Root river, town of Racine, 
in sail Territory. 

Petition numerously signed by citizens of the 
city of New York, asking Congress for an appro- 
priation fora harbor atibe town of Milwaukie, 
in the Territory of Wiskonsin. 

Mr. BRONSON, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported a bili for the reiief of Elizabeth 
Monroe, of Missouri. This bill, which was mere- 
ly changing a location of land, was passed through 
its final stages, 

Mr. BOT YS presented a memorial from Rich- 
mond, for the repeal of the bankrupt law. 

Mr. BARNARD presenied the petition of 81 in- 
babitants of Beihel, in Windsor county, Vermont, 
against the repeal of the bankrupt law. 

Mr. EVERETT presented a resolution of the 
Legislature of Vermont, in relation to the franking 
privilege. He was also understood to say that the 
same legislative body had agreed to a resolution on 
the subject of the reduction of the pay of mem- 
bers of Congtess. 

Mr. L. W. ANDREWS called up a motion of 
reconsideration of a vote some time since taken, 
negativing a resolution to allow the Committee on 
Public Expenditures a clerk, and to confer the 
power to send for persons and papers. 

After some conversation between Mr. WISE, 
Mr. ANDREWS, the SPEAKER, and others, the 
reconsideration was agreed to; and the resolution, 
modified so as to authorize the committee to send 
for persons and-papers only, was agreed to. 

Mr. HUBARD offered the following resolutions, 
whieh were adopted: 

Resolved, Thai the Committee oa the Militia be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of taking some action to ensure 
uniform annual returns of the militiain the several States to 
the Secretary of War; and also of recommending a fair and Just 
basis of apportionment for the distribution cf the national 
Resolved, That the Committec on the Militia be instructed 


to report a bill to. correct the “extraordinary disproportion he- 
tween the arms allotted, to the several States and their respec- 


y 


e E E 


tive populations,” arising under the act of 1808 for arming and 
equipping the whole body of the militia; and. to ensure, in fur 
ture, a fair and equal disiribution of ‘the national arms amongst 
the several States of this Union. eee . 


Mr. TILLINGHAST introduced the following - 
resolution, and it was agreed to: T 


Resolved, That the Committee on Naval „Affairs. be ‘Ye. 
quired to inquire into the expediency of continuing the: pension 


` of Mrs, Eliza Stevens, widow of the late Commodore Fhomas 


W. Stevens, deceased. A 


-. Mr. WELLER presented. certain resolutions of | 


the General Assembly of Ohio, requesting their 
Senators and Representatives to procure sundry 


. amendments of the laws in relation to the Post Of- 


fice establishment. They were referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
Mr. J. C. EDWARDS presented a petition - 


‘from suhdry citizens of the southwestern part of . 


Missouri, praying an appropriation for the survey 
and improvement of Brandon and Spring rivers: res 
ferred to a select committee. i , 

Mr. TURNEY, pursuant to` notice, introduced < 
a bill farther to’ continue in force. the act for the 
payment of horses and other property lost inthe - 
military service of the United States. It was read 
twice, and committed. P 

Mr. J. C. EDWARDS introduced the following 
resolution, and it was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to ine 
form this House what time will be necessary to make a survey 
of Grand river, from its junction with the Arkansas river to 
Fort Gibson, to the junction of the Neosho and Spring tivers 
and of Spring river, from the point last aforesaid, to the weate 
ern boundary of the State of Missouri. 

‘Mr. SPRIGG presented the memorial of manu- 
facturers of hats in the State of Kentucky, praying 
that hatters’ furs be admitted into the United States 
free of duty. ` 

Mr. McKAY presented a memorial of Joseph: 
H. Walters, of the county of Brunswick, in the 
State of North Carolina, praying to be allowed 
and paid the amount of damage he alleges to have 
sustained in his rice plantation, in consequence of 
the operations of the Government for the improve- 
ment of the navigation of Cape Fear river; which 
was referred to the Committee of Claims, 

Mr. HOWARD offered the foliowing resolution, 
which was adopted: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War furnish this House 
witha copy of the report of F. B. W. Stockton, of his survey: 
ofthe harbor 4cc. at the meuth of Galien river, (New Buffalo, >. 
in the State of Michigan. BP wi loa at 


Mr. BIDLACK presented the petition of certain 
citizens of Pennsylvania for the repeal of the banke 
rupt law. . ae 

Mr. TALIAFERRO called for the orders of the 
day; when i eee 

The SPEAKER having called on the standing 
committees for reports, the following were made: 

Mr. FESSENDEN, from the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Mary 
Barry, widow and ad ministratrix of Thomas Barry; 
which was twice read, and referred. $ 

Mr. TALIAFERRO made some unfavorable 
reports from the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. ANDREWS of Kentucky, from the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Pensions, reported a bill 
for the relief of Mary Pike; which was twice read, 
and referred. f 

On motion by Mr. ANDREWS, the same com- 
mittee was discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the petition of Polly Wentworth. 

On motion by Mr. RODNEY, the same commit- 
tee was discharged from the further consideration 
of the petition of Polly McCraw. 

Mr. STRATTON, from the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, reported 2 bili for the relief of 
Jeremiah Kimball; which was twice read and ree 
ferred. 

Mr. BURKE presented resolutions of the Le- 
gislature of the State of New Hampshire, in- 
structing ihe Senators and requesting the Repre- 
sentatives from said State, in Congress, to use 
their exertions to procure such a modification of 
the existing post office laws, as that postmasters, 
members of Congress, and officers of the General 
Government shall not enjoy the franking privilege, 
except in cases relating to their official duties; and 
glso to procure a reduction of the present rates of 
postage. 

Mr. BURKE, from the Committee of Claims, to 


160. 
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which was réferred the bill from the Senate, for 


the relief of Ephraim H, Dickson, made an unfa- 
vorable report thereon. | 

Mr. CROSS, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported a bill to authorize the Governor 
of the State of Arkansas to’ select six sections of 
land under the act for the admission of said State 
into the Union: read twice and referred. 

On motion. by Mr. UNDERWOOD, ordered 


that the second. Thursday and friday of Febraary . 


next-be set apart for the consideration of business 
relating to. the District. of Columbia. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee for 

the-District of Columbia, reported a bill to extend 
the charter of certain banks in said District: read 
twice, and referred. 
. Mr. SMITH of Connecticut, from the Committee 
on Public Lands, reported a bill to grant a town- 
ship of land to the Virginia Institution for the edu- 
cation of the blind, deaf, and dumb: read twice, 
and referred. 

Mr. CUSHING moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the, Union: rejected without a division. 

“Mr. GARRETT DAVIS gave notice that he 
would to-morrow ask leave to introduce a bill io 
reduce the number of. persons in the employment 
of the Government at the port of New York. 

Mr. LEVY submitted the following resoiution, 
which was considered and adopted: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be required to furnish 
to this House a copy of the reportand survey of the mouth of 
the Suwanee river in Florida, and the estimate for said work; 
and that he also furnish tothis House an estimate of the cost of 
@urveying a route fora railroad to connect the waters of the 
St. John’sand Suwanee rivers. 


Mr. MARK A. COOPER submitted the follow- 
ing resolution; which lies over one day: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Claims be instructed to m- 
quire into the expediency and justice of refunding to the State 
of Georgia an unliquidated balance paid by that State for vol. 
unteers ordered out in the years 1835, 1836, 1837, and 1838, and 
notembraced in the law of last session providing for this claim, 


FINE ON GENERAL JACKSON. 


The resolution introduced by Mr. Bowne, to 
instruct the Committee on the Judiciary to bring 
ina bill to refund the fine extoried from General 
Jackson at New Orleans, in 1815, by Judge Hall, 
came up as the business of the morning kour, 

The amendment submitted by Mr. Apams, to 
refer the subject, with certain instructions, to the 
same committee, being the pending question— 

Mr. HUNT (who had the floor) observed that, 
coming into the House as he did, at the commence- 
ment of the session, just recovering from a severe 
indisposition, he bad prescribed to himself the 
course of a silent member, attending to the public 
business, and casting a silent vote as his conscience 
dictated, He should have adhered to that deter- 
mination, but for the strange, and, to him, alarm- 
ing legal proposition put forward by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. C. J. Inezrsoxt,] in con- 
nexion with the case now under consideration. 
Feeble as he was, he could not consent to give a 
silent vote upon the question stated by bim, when 
that question had been placed on the ground as- 
sumed by the gentleman. He had been relieved 
somewhat from the effect produced by the startling 
proposition to which he had just alluded, in refer- 
rence to the Jaw that should govern this and simi- 
Jar cases-—that was, in reference to the supremacy of 
civil over military law—in consequence of the 
ground on which the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. W. O. Burien] hed placed it. He under- 
stood that gentleman distinctly to avow that Gen- 


eral Jackson himself never claimed that the military ; 


was superior to the civil power; and he understood 
the gentleman further, in the course of his able and 
eloquent remarks, which were listened to by himself, 
as well as the House, with the greatest pleasure, 
distinetly to say that he placed the refunding of 
this fine upon the ground that General Jackson, 
under the circumstances in which he found him- 
self, acted from an overruling necessiiy. If, 
therefore, the case was to come before the House 
placed on that ground, it was stripped of the ob- 
jectionable features thrown round it by the argu- 
ment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. A biil 
had been reported in the other House, proposing to 
refund this fine; and it was placed on the ground 


ofthe meritorious services rendered by General 


- éivil power. 


. Jackson, without casting the slightest reflection 


upon the judge who imposed the fine, and giving 
no intimation that the military was superior to the 
It was placed on the ground that 
General Jackson, in the honesty of his motives, 
was placed under the necessity, for. the time being, 
of prostrating or closing up the civil tribunals; or, 
to use his own language, proclaim martial law. 
He did not say that, placing it- on that footing, he 
would vote for the refunding of this fine; all‘he 
meant to say was, that placing it on these grounds 
would relieve it from the objectionable features 


_ thrown around it by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 


vania. 

Having but a brief portion of the morning hour 
left him, he proposed, as succinctly as possible, to 
place before the House his own views of the legal 
grounds on which this case rested; and, in order to 
do that more intelligibly, he should endeavor to 
present to the notice of the House the laws bearing 
on it, exclusive of any opinions of his own. If he 
succeeded in getting through with the legal ques- 
tion before the expiration of his-hour, he should 
then, with the leave of the House, proceed to give 
his own opinions on it. 


Now, in order to understand the principles 
which ought to govern this question, he asked the 
House calmly to consider what it was. Laying out 
of view many of the circumstances which it would 
be necessary to take into consideration, and which 
would take from General Jackson all pretence that 
the proclamation of martial law was indispensable 
to the preservation of the city he defended, he 
would present a statement of facts, according to 
dates, which it would be important te consider in 
coming to a decision on this question. The battle 
of New Orleans, as was known to all, was fought 
on the 8th of January, 2815; and, on the 3d of 
March following, an article appeared in the New 
Orleans Courier, signed “A Citizen of Louisiana, 
of French origin,” and which article was written 
bya Mr. Louallier. On the Sth of March, Lou- 
allier was arrested by order of General Jackson; 
and, on the same day, application was made to 
Judge Hall, the district judge of Louisiana, for a 
writ of habeas corpus in his favor.. The order was 
issued by the Judge; and, in issuing it, the writ was 
made returnable on Monday, the 8th. The Judge 
dated the order on the 6th. It was ascertained, 
before the writ was issued, or before it passed 
out of his control, that there was a mistake; and 
the Judge was called on to correct it, which was 
done by dating it the 6th.. On the evening of that 
day the counsel of Louallier, at the suggestion of 
Jadge Hall, apprized General Jackson of these 
proceedings, and that a writ of habeas corpus had 
been issued. On that day Judge Hali himself was 
arrested by Generai Jackson’s order; and, on the 
morning of the 6th, before breakfast, a court-mer- 
tial was appointed to sit on the Jife of Louallier. 
Judge Hall was kept in confinement from the 5th 
to the 11th or 12th, and then taken by, a guard of 


regular soldiers without the limits of the city, and ~ 


discharged. Gentlemen would find the truth of 
this statement in Senate Doc. No. 14 of the pres- 
ent session. 

Now, the first question he wished to ask was 
this: had General Jackson any authority to declare 
martial law? He wished to meet this broad ques- 
tion, because he thought the time had arrived when 
it should be settled, while they could do it, instead 
of transferring it to posterity, when it would be 
more difficult of settlement. Had, then, General 
Jackson, or had any military officer, even in time 
of war, the right to proclaim martial law, and to 
suspend the civil proceedings of the tribunals of 
ihe country? It was imporiant to answer this 
question; otherwise, it might become a precedent 
of most dangerous import hereafier. He un- 
dertook to show that neither General Jackson 
ner any other military officer had any such 
authority, (and on this point he thought the 
country was much indebted to a writer who 
had been often quoted on this floor, in opposition to 
the right to such authority of any military power;) 
but he did not contend that, in time of war, a mili- 
tary commander might not find himself placed in 
circumstances as described by a gentleman from 
Kentucky, who had preceded him in this debate, 


in which an overruling necessity might compel 


‘him. to invade the rights of property and of per- 


sons; but of that necessity such officer must judge, 
and act at his peril. He admitted that the neces- 
sity might exist for a commander to burn houses 
and take property; but the Government would be 


‘under the necessity of making compensation for 


property so destroyed or taken; and as it was over- 
ruling necessity that afforded the law for such a 
procedure, there was not—there could not be—any 
provision made for it by law in advance. Ia 
illustration of this position, he showed that com- 
pensation was made for property destroyed in the 
defence of Baltimore. 

He next quoted the th section of the 1st article 
of the Constitution, which provides that “the privi- 
lege of the writ of habeas corpus shall not be suse 
pended, unless when, in cases of rebellion or, inva» 
sion, the public safety may require il? and he ask- 
ed who was to be the judge of that necessity? Was 
it the President of the United States, or any subdordi- 
nate officer in command? No; it was the Législa- 
ture of the couniry that was the judge,and the 
only judge, ef that neeessity. He supported this 
position by‘citing the practice of Mr. Jefferson, who 
in 1807, as President of the United States, applied 
to Congress for a temporary suspension of the writ 
of habeas corpus for three months; which, however, 
was refused by the House of Representatives, 
where the bill was defeated, which had passed the 
Senate for that purpose. Where, then, was the 
authority found by which General Jackson pro- 
claimed martial law? It was certainly not in the 
Constitution; for he found no countenance for the 
exercise of it there; nor yet. in the history. of Eng- 
land, whence the habeas corpws, as well as the prin- 
ciples of freedom on which our system is based, 
was derived. The habeas corpus was one of the 
boons which the siurdy Barons wrested from King 
John at Runnymede; and when had there been 
any attempt to suspend it there? Besides, eminent 
legal authority had distinctly stated that the 
doctrine of military or martial law as laid down 
in Blackstone and Flolt, had no application to 
England; and surely the inhabitants of this conn- 
try ought to have as great protection for life ang 
property, as was enjoyed there under that law. 


He next glanced at ‘the trial of Louallier by & 
a drum-bead court-martial, (for wbich he was une 
dersteod to contend that General Jackson | had 
no legal authority,) for the purpose of opposing 
the declaration of General Jackson’s friends and 
defenders, that the imposition of the fine was 
usurpation of authcrity, and an unjust judgment, 
which they were called upon to. wipe away. By 
the citation of the articles of war, &c., he showed 
the authority of a commander, which, however, 
he asserted did not extent so far as General Jack- 
son appeared to have supposed. 

Thus he had presented one portion of his case. 
He had asked the friends of General Jackson to 
show him where General Jackson, or any other 


- military commander, got his authority to suspend 


the writ of habeas corpus?—where he got his au- 
thority for ihe arrest and trial of Louallier by a 
drum-head court-martial? And he thought he had 
not left it on that ground, and with interrogations 
only; for he had shown affirmatively, on the other 
hand, that the Constitation guarantied the right of 
the writof habeas corpus, except in urgent cases; 
and he bad shown further the opinion of Mr. Jef- 
ferson, by his practice, and the action of the Legis- 
lature, in relation toan abrogation of that right, 
from.which it was evident it was not conceded that 
a subordinaie officer possessed such authority. 

The SPEAKER here announced that the morn- 
ing hour had expired. 

Several Senate bills were read twice, and re- 
ferred. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letier 
from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting the 
annual statement of contracts made by the Navy 
Department for and during the year 1842, in bes 
half of the United States, sent to. Congress in pur 


‘suance of the aet of 3d of March, 1809; which 


letter and statement were laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the Housea 
letter from James D. Doty, Governor of the.Ter- 
ritory of Wisconsin, enclosing a printed. commy- 
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nication to Congress in relation to the right of the 
Legislature of said. Territory to hold a session on 
the first Monday of December, 1842. 

On motion by Mr. HENRY DODGE, it was re- 
ferred, and ordered tó bè printed. 

The bill for the relief of Philip Renault, on which 
the motion for consideration had been carried, was 
taken up; the question being on ils passage, 

Mr. MOORE. moved the postponement of the 
farther- consideration of the question till Friday 
hext; which motion was carried. 
` On motion by Mr. POWELL, the bill to provide 
in certain cases for the sale of the real estate of 
infants in the District of Columbia, was then taken 
up; and on taking the question on its passage, it was 
decided in the affirmative. 

The bill for the relief of the inhabitanis of West 
Florida was then taken up; and, after some re- 
marks from Mr. GIDDINGS in opposition to it, 
and from Messrs. BLACK and LEVY in its favor, 


Mr. ADAMS moved that the House adjourn; 
stating that he wished to make some remarks on 
the pending question. 

Accordingly, the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Monnay, January 16, 1843. 


The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the War Department, 
transmitting, in compliance with a resolution of the 
Senate of the 9:h instant, certain information, not 
heretofore communicated, relating to the existing 
impediments iu the navigation of Lake St. Clair, 
and the insufficiency of harbors on the upper lakes 
for the protection of the commerce thereon; which, 

On motion of Mr. WOODBRIDGE, was refer- 
red to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Also laid before the Senate a report from the 
War Department, in compliance with a resolution 
of the Senate of the 10th instant, calling for in- 
formation why the appropriations made by Con- 
gress at the last session, for the ‘continuation of the 
construction of Fort Livingston, La., had not been 
applied to that object, &e.; which, 

On motion of Mr. BARROW, was ordered to lie 
on the table, and be printed. 


Mr. ALLEN presented joint resolutions of the 
Legislature of Ohio, instructing the Senators, and 
requesting the Representatives {rom that State to 
vote for the immediate repeal of the bankrupt law; 
which were referred to.the Judiciary Committee, 


Also, joint resolutions, from the same source, 
instructing the Senators, and reqifesting the Repre- 
sentatives from that State, to vote for and obtain a 
modification of the post office laws, so that news- 
papers shall not be charged with postage in the 
congressional districts in which they are printed; 
that the Washington cily papers shall not be charged 
with postage during the session of Congress; thal 
papers printed at the seats of governmentof the 
several States, shall not be charged with postage 
during the sessions of the Legislature of the State 
in which printed; that documents printed by order 

of Legislatures of States shall not be charged with 
postage in the States in which they may be ordered 
to be printed; and that the rates of postage be 
made to conform io the Federal coin: referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


Mr. ALLEN presented a memoria! from eiti- 
zens of Cincinnati, asking Congress to make an 
appropriation to improve the navigation of the 
Ohio and Mississippi rivers. 

Mr. A. remarked that the meaiorial was drawn 
up with great care and. ability, and related toa 
subject of very general importance; and, therefore, 
moved that it be printed, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. Agreed to, 

` Also, a memorial from citizens of Ohio, praying 
for a repeal of the law of last session, authorizing 
one term of the disirict court of that State to be 


held at Cincinnati: referred to the Judiciary Com- 


mittee. 

Messrs. WRIGHT and CALHOUN presented 
memorials from-a large number of persons, who 
style themselves mechanics: and workingmen of 
the cities of New York and Brooklyn, praying for 
the immediate erection of a floating dock at the 
naval station at Brooklyn, on the plan of J. S. 
Gilbert: referred to the Committve on Naval Af- 
fairs. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a memorial froma 
large number of manufacturers of fur bats in 
the States of New York, Massachusetts, and Con- 
necticut, praying such a modification of the tariff 
law of August last as wili dispense with the duty of 
25 per cent. on unmanufactured furs, so as to ad- 
mit them free of duty: referred to the Committee 
on Manufactures. ` 

Mr. CALHOUN presented a memorial from the 
city of Philàdelphia, praying the adoption of the 
plan for a board of exchequer as recommended by 
the Executive, asa proper basis for the improve- 
ment of the currency; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. C. remarked that, in complying with the re- 
quest to present this memoria], he did not wish to 
be understeod as being an advocate of the object cf 
the memorial. 

On motion by Mr. LINN, leave was granted to 
withdraw from the files the papers relating to the 
claim of Thomas M. Isett, 

Mr. GRAHAM presented joint resolutions 
adopted by the Legislature of North Carolina, in 
favor of an appropriation to complete, according 
to the original plan, the arsenal of deposite and 
construction authorized by a law of Congress to 
be constructed in the South, and which had been 
commenced at Fayetteville, North Carolina: refer- 
red to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. STURGEON presented a memorial from 
Northwestern Pennsylvania, asking that the bank- 
ruptlaw may be so modified as to dispense with its 
voluntary features; if not, that it be repealed: re- 
ferred to the J adiciary Committee. 

Also, a petition from citizens of Pennsylvania, 
for the unconditional repeal of the bankrupt law: 
referred to the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented memorials from 
the cities of New York and Brooklyn, praying 
for the adoption of the board of exchequer re- 
commended by the Executive: ordered to lie on the 
table, to be taken up with the bill. 


Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from 
the city and county of Philadelphia, in favor of 
the adoption of the board of exchequer recom- 
mended by the Administration: ordered to lie on 
the table, 

Also, presented a memorial from a number of 
citizens of Pennsylvania, asking Congress to issue 
$200,000,000 of stock certificates to the States, on 
the credit of the public domain: referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Also, presented a petition from Christopher 
Doughty, a revolutionary soldier, in which he 
stated his services in very strong and feeling terms, 
and asks Congress to grant him a pension: referred 
io the Commitice on Pensions. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN presented a memorial from 
Scott Campbell, a half-blooded Indian of the Dacota 
nation, praying Congress to indemnify him for the 
refusal of the Senate to ratify the stipulation of the 
treaty of Washington of 29th September, 1837, 
allowing him 8,000 acres of land, or money, for 
certain services to the United States: referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 


Mr. HUNTINGTON presented a memorial 
from Sarah H. Bacon, of Norwich, Connecticut, 
widow of the late passed midshipman Frederick 
Bacon, who was lost en board the Seagull, one of 
ike vessels in the South Sea | exploring expedition, 
praying Congress to pass a law allowing her the 
extra pay lo which, by agreement, her hasband was 
entitled for his services in the South Sea exploring 


expeditions referred to the Committee on - Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. BATES presented a petition from Waily. A. 
Spencer, on behalf of Mary Spencer and Mary 
Field, praying that the law allowing five years fialf 
pay to widows of revolutionary officers and sol- 
diers may be revived,so as to extend to them a 
pension for life: referred to the Committee on Rey- 
olutionary Pensions, 

Mr. KERR presented a memorisl from one hun- 
dred and eighty-five inhabitants of Baltimore, 
mostly of mercantile forms, praying that the bank- 
rupt law may not be. repealed: referred to the Ju- 


_ diciary Committee. 


Oa,motion by Mr. CRITTENDEN, the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary was discharged ‘from the:fur- 
ther consideration of the memorial of citizens of 
Harper’s Ferry, praying the restoratien of the civil 
superiniendency over the United States armory at 
that place; and from the further consideration of 
ihe report of the Secretary of War in relation to 
the nature of the obstructions in the Bayou Man- 
chac. 

On motion by Mr. MILLER, it was ordered 
that the petition of Alexander Cummings, praying 
for allowance for extra mail service, be taken from 
the files, and referred to the Committee on the. , 
Post Office and Post Roads. 


Mr. CALHOUN presented a petition from Isaac 
Hopkins, praying indemnity. for. certain of his 
property taken into the service of the United States 
and lost during the Revolutionary war: referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. SMITH of Indiana presented joint resolu- 
lions adopted by the Legislature of Indiana, ur- 
ging the passage of a law to extend the benefits of 
the act of Congress of June 7th, 1832, to the vol- 
unteers and militia who were in the service against 
the Western Indians, from the nominal close of 
our Revolutionary war by the treaty with Eagland, 
in 1783, to the final close thereof by treaty with, 
the Indians at Greenville, in 1795. ¢ . 

Mr. GRAHAM, from the Committee on Claims, 
reported back, without amendment, the following 
bills from the House, viz: 

No. 360. An act forthe relief of John Cores 

No. 622. Anact forthe relief of Thomas D. 
Gilson. 

No. 633. An act for the relief of Jobn E. Hunt 
and others; and 

No. 638. Anactfor the relief of Robert G. 
Ford. 

Also, reported back from the same committee, 
with an amendment, House bill entitled “An act for 
the relief of George Randall, John C. Haskell, and 
Elisha H. Holmes.” 

A'so, from the same committee, to which Was 
referred the bill from the House for the relief of 
Conrad House, made a report adverse to its pas- 
sage; which was ordered to be printed. 


Mr. LINN, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported back, without amendment, 
and with a recommendation that it do pass, the 
bill to continue in force the act for the final adjust- 
ment of private land claims in Missouri, approved 
the Sth July, 1832, and the act supplemental 
thereto, approved the 2d of March, 1833. 

Mr. CONRAD presented a petition from Mary 


` A. Zantzinger, of the State of Louisiana, widow of 


the late Major Richard A. Zantzinger, who died in 
consequence of wounds received in the late war 
with Great Britain, praying for a pension: referred, 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported back, without amendment, House 
bill (654) for the relief of William Fabre. 

Also, from the same committee, made a report 
{which was ordered to be printed) adverse to the 
passage of the House bill (357) for the relief of 
Nancy Tompkins, and recommending that the bill 
be indefinitely postponed. 

Also, from the same committee, reported back, 


. with sundry amendments, the bill providing for. the 


162 


esiablishmeni of schools of instruction in the naval 


service of ihe United States. : 

‘Also, from the same committee, made a re- 
port (which was ordered to be printed) adverse 
to the passage of House bill (356) for the relief of 
Lloyd J. Bryan. ; 

Als reported, from the same committee, a bill 
for the relief of Richard Patten; which was read, 
and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. BENTON presented a petition from John 
F. Delapiaine, a native citizen of the United States, 
zepresenting that he has lost more than a million 
of dollars by the bankrupt law, and that he will 
tose all he is worth, unless it be repealed; he 
therefore*prays for its repeal: referred to the Judi- 
ciary Committee. 
<- Mr. WILLIAMS, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported back, without amendment, the bill 
for the reltef of Robert Ramsay. 


Also, from the same committee, made a report - 


(which was ordered to be printed,) adverse to the 
passage of the bill for the relief of Susan Brown. 
Mr. FULTON, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported back, without amendment, 
and with & recommendation that it do pass, the 
bill to revive the act entitled “An actto enable 
the claimants to lands within the limits of Missouri 
and the Territory of Arkansas to institute pro- 
teedings to try the-validity of their claims,” ap- 
proved the 26h of May, 1824; and an act to amend 
the same, and extending the provisions of said act 
to claimants to land within the States of Louisiana 
and Mississippi. 2 

Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Patents, 
reported back, without amendment, the bill for ex- 
tending the Patent Office to 9:h street. : 

^f., Also, from the same committee, to which had 
been referred the petition of Charles M. Keller, 
praying that so much of the patent law as prohibit- 
ed any person in the Patent Office from taking out 
a right for inventions, be suspended, so as to extend 
the benefits of the patent law to an invention of 
his for propelling steamships, reported a bill for his 
relief; which was read, and ordered to second read- 
ing. . 

Mr. KING presented a petition from Mr. Stew- 
art, of Washington city, administrator of Captain 
William Walker, praying that the Secretary of the 
Treasury be authorized to settle, on principles of 
justice and equity, the claim of said Walker for 
services in taking a delegation of Creek Indians to 
Washington, and for certain expenditures of money 
on their account, which was disallowed him by the 
disbursing officers: referred to the Committee on 

_ Claims, 

Mr. PHELPS moved to take up the Senate bill 
No. 25, to authorize thesettlement of the account 
of Joseph Nourse; which bad been laid on the 
table, at his instance, some time ago, 

The bill was accordingly taken up, as in com- 
mittee of the whole, andread. No amendment be 
ing offered, it was reported back to the Senate; 
when i 

: Mr, KING moved to’strike out so much of the 
bill as awards interest to the claimant. He made 
strong objection to the whole principle of the bill, 
which bad, within a few years, become a practice. 
The principle was, to get a decision of the courts 
in favor of a claim, without any authority from 
Congress to try the issue against the United 
States, 

Mr. WALKER pointed out an act of Congress, 
in conformity with which the decision in this case 
had been made by the courts, and confirmed by the 
Supreme Court, upon points contended throughout 
by the district attorney. He said the jnterest al- 
lowed was only from the time of the decision in 
favor of the claimant. 

Mr. KING called for the yeas and nays on bis 
motion to strike out the portion of the bill allowing 
interest; wbich were ordered. 

The motion resulted in the negative—yeas 16, 
nays 17. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed, and 
read a third time. 

The CHAIR announced that the unfinished 
business of last week was next in order, being the 
bill for the settlement and cecupation of the Ter- 
ritory of Oregon. i 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. CHOATE was entitled to the floor, but 
hoped the Senator from Missouri would have no 
objection to the bill being passed over informally 
till to-morrow. 

No dissent being expressed, it was passed over 
informally. À : 

The special orders were next called up; but, 

Mr. PHELPS made an appeal to the Senate 
to take up a private bill for the relief of Thomas 
Fillebrown, jr. : 

On the motion to take up this bill, a quorum did 
not vote. : 

Mr. LINN said his only reason for voting in the 
negative was, that he thought the bill wouid inter- 
fere with the special orders; on one of which it 
might be the desire of the Senator from Obio [Mr. 
Tappan] to address the Senate. > 

Mr. TAPPAN remarked that it was a matter 
of indifference to him when he should offer the 
few observations he bad to make. 

Mr. PHELPS explained the necessity which he 
conceived existed for taking up the private bill he 
bad mentioned.. 

` On the question to take it up, there were 14 
ayes, and 14 noes, 

So it was decided in the negative. 

The special order then proceeded; being the joint 
resolution proposing an amendment to the Consti- 
tuiion of the United States,so as to limit the term 
of office of the judges of the supreme and inferior 
courts, 

The joint resolution was read; and the question 
being on its adoption, 

Mr. TAPPAN, by whom it had been introduced, 
explained at considerable length its objects and 
necessity. 

Mr. SMITH of Connecticut followed in a speech 
of much research, pointing out the difference be- 
tween the Government of this country and that of 
England, and showing that the independence of the 
judges in Great Britain was proper against the 
sovereign power; but only proper here against the 
executive and legislative power, returning to the 
people at stated times their legitimate cantrol. 


Mr. BERRIEN did not suppose any considera- 
ble number of Senators could be in favor of any 
change; and therefore conceived it unnecessary to 
argue the subject. Ele merely called for the 
yeas and nays; which were ordered. 

The question on the adoption of the joint reso- 
lution was then taken by yeas and nays, and resulted 
in the negative, as follows: 

¥YEAS—Meesrs. Allen, Benton, Buchanan, Fulton, Linn, 
Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, Sturgeon, Tappan, Wilcox, and 
Woodbury—l11. 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Baies, Berrien, Choate, 
Clayton, Conrad, Crafts, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Graham, 
Kerr, McDuffie, Mangum, Miller, Merrick, Phelps, Porter, 
Rives Smith of Indiana, 'rallmadge, White, and Woodbridge-- 
24. 


Senate bill No. 65, for the relief of Samuel 
Dicey, was then taken up and ordered to a third 
reading, Also House bill, No. 397, for the relief 
of Mary Tucker. 

On motion of Mr. SEVIER, 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mownpay, January 16, 1843. 

Mr. LOWELL presented the petitions of L. F. 
Wheeler and six other merchants and shipmas- 
ters of Eastpert; of James Moore and twelve other 
merchants and shipmasters of Machiasport; and of 
Barnabas Strout and nineteen otber merchants and 
of shipmasters of Cherryfield—all praying for an 
appropriation to improve the navigation of Penob- 
scot bay, Maine; which were referred to the Com- 
mi‘tee on Commerce. 

Mr. PLUMER presented a petition, numerously 
signed by citizens of West Pennsylvania, praying 
for the uncenditioval repeal of the bankrupt law. 

Mr. REYNOLDS presented petitions of citi- 
zens of the State of Illinois, praying a grant ofa 
section of land to each male inhabitant of. the age 
of twenty-one years, who thall emigrate to, settle on, 
and cultivate the soilin the Territory of Oregon; 
which petitions, together with proceedings of a 
public meeting of citizens of Alton, in the same 
State, upon the same subject, were referred to a 
select committee. 


Mr. WISE rose to present two memorials—one 
from citizens of Baltimore, and the other from 
citizens of Philadelphia—in relation to the ex- 
chequer; which he moved to refer to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. ARNOLD objected to the presentation of 
those petitions, and to all other buSiness that was 
out of order. Š 

THE BANKRUPT LAW. 

Mr. CLIFFORD inquired if this was not res- 
olution day, and if resolutions were notin order from 
the State of Maine. As the Speaker was un- 
derstood to assent, he offered a resolution to the 
effect that the Judiciary Committee be instructed 
to report forthwith the following bill to repeal the 
bankrupt act. [The bill referred to in the resolu- 
tion simply provided that the bankrupt law ‘‘be, 
and the same is, hereby repealed.”) 

Mr. ARNOLD objected to the reception of the 
resolution. 

Mr. TOLAND was also understood to urge some 
objection. 

Mr. WINTHROP rose to a point of order; and 
inquired whetber it was in order to introduce a 
resolution instructing a committee on a subject 


_ pending in the House. 


Mr. CLIFFORD replied that this was a sepa- 
rate bill allogether, and essentially different from 
any other before the House. . 

The SPEAKER overruled all the objections 
which had been raised. ; 

Mr. CLIFFORD moved the previous question 
on his resolution. 

Mr. BRIGGS moved to lay the resolution on the 
table. 

Mr. CLIFFORD called for the yeas and nays; 
which being ordered, resulted-as follows: yeas 81, 
nays 110: 


YEAS—Messr's. Adams, Allen, Sherlock J. Andrews, Ar- 
nold, Aycrigg, Baker, Barnard, Blair, Borden, Briggs, Milton 
Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Calhoun, Childs, Staley N. Clarke, 
James Cooper, Cowen, Cranston, Cravens, Cushing, Dawson, 
John Edwards, Everett, Feasenden, Fillmore, Gentry, Giddings, 
Patrick G. Goode, Granger, Halsted, Henry, Howard, Hudson, 
Hant, Joseph R, Ingersoll, James Irvin, William W. Irwin, 
James, John P. Kennedy, King, Linn, McKennan, Thomas F, 
Marshall, Samson Mason, Mathiot, Maxwell, Maynard, Meri- 
wether, Moore, Morgan, Oliver, Osborne, Pearce, Pendleton, 
Powell, B. Randall, Randolph, Ridgway, Rodney, Wm. Russell, 
James M. Russell, Truman Smith, Sollers, Stokely, Stratton, 
Richard W. Thompson, Toland, Tomlinson, Triplett, Trum- 
bull, Van Rensselaer, Wallace, Warren, Vvasnington, Joseph 
L. White, Christopher H, Williams, Joseph L. Williams, Win- 
throp, Yorke, A. Young, and John Young—81. 

NAYS—Messrs. Landaff W. Andrews, Arrington, Atherton, 
Barton, Beeson, Birdseye, Black, Boardman, Botts, Brewster, 
Bronson, Aaron V. Brown, Charles Brown, Burke, William 
Butler, Green W, Caldwell, Patrick C. Caldwell, William B, 
Campbell, Thomas J. Campbell, Caruthers, Cary, Casey, Chap- 
man, Clifford, Clinton, Coles, Colquitt, Mark A. Cooper, Cross, 
Daniel, Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, Dean, Deberry, Doig, 
Eastman, John C. Edwards, Egbert, John G. Floyd, Charles 
A. Fioyd, Fornance, A. Lawrence Foster, Goggin, William O. 
Goode, Gordon, Green, Gustine, Gwin, Harris, Hopkins, 
Houck, Houston, Hubard, Hunter, Jack, Cave Johnson, 
Keim, A. Kennedy, Lewis, Littlefield, Lowell, A. McClellan, R. 
McClellan, McKay, McKeon, Marchand, Alfred Marshall, 
Mathews, Mattocks, Medill, Miller, Mitchell, Morris, New- 
bard, Owsley, Parmenter, Partridge, Payne, Plumer, Ramsey, 
Read, Reding, Reynolds, Rhett, Riggs, Rogers, Roosevelt, 
Sanford, Saunders, Sewell, Shaw, Snyder, Steenrod, A. H. H. 
Stuart, John T. Stuart, Summers, Sweney, Taliaferro, John 
B. Thompson, Tillinghast, Trotti, Turney, Underwood, Ward, 
Watterson, Weller, Westbrook, Wise, and Wood—110, > 

So the resolution was not laid on the table. 

The question then recurred on seconding the 
previous question. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON called for tellers, and 
Messrs. C. Jonnson and James were appointed; 
and, having taken the vote, they reported 91 in the 
affirmative, and 79 in the negative. 

So the motion for the previous question was 
seconded. 

The question recurred, “Shall the main question 
be now pul?” 

Mr. BARNARD called for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered, and resulied—yeas 115, nays 
88, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Landaff W. Andrews, Arrington, ‘Atherton, 
Barton, Beeson, Bidlack, Birdseye, Black, Bowne, Boyd, 
Brewster, Bronson, Aaron V. Brown, Charles Brown, Burke, 
Wm. Butler, Green W. Caldwell, Patrick C. Caldwell, Wil- 
liam B. Campbell, T. J. Campbell, Caruthers, Cary, Casey, 
Chapman, Clifford, Clinton, Coles, Colquitt, Mark A. Cooper, 
Cross, Daniel, Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, Dean, De- 
berry, Doig, Eastman, John C. Edwards, Egbert, Ferris, John 
G.Floyd, Charles A. Floyd, Fornance, A. L. Foster, Gentry, 
Gilmer, Goggin, William O. Goode. Gordon, Green, Gustine, 
Gwin, Harris, Hastings, Holmes, Hopkins, Houck, Houston, 
Hubard, Hunter, Jack, Cave Johnson, Keim, Andrew Kenne- 
dy, Lewis, Littlefield, Lowell, Abraham McClellan, Robert 


McClellan, McKay, Marchand, Alfred Marshall, Matthews, 
Mattocks, Medill, Miller, Mitchell, Morris, Newhard, Oliver, 
Owsley; Parmenter, Partridge, Payne, Pickens, Plumer, Pope, 
Ramsey, Read; Reding, Reynolds, Riggs, Roosevelt, Sanford, 
Saunders, Sewell, Shaw, Shields, Wm. Smith, Snyder, Sprigg, 
Steenrod, Alexander H. i. Stuart, John T. Stuart, Sweney, 
Taliaferro, John B. Thompson, Jacob Thompson, Trotti, 
Tumey; Ward, Watterson, Weller,’ Westbrook, Wise, and 
Wood—115, E 

NAYVS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Sherlock J. Andrews, Ar- 
nold, Aycrigg, Baker, Barnard, Blair, Boardman, Borden, 
Briggs, Milton Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Burnell, Calhoun, 
John Campbell, Childs, Staley N. Clarke, James Cooper, 
Cowen, Cranston, Cravens, Cushing, Dawson, John Edwards, 
Everett, Fessenden, Fillmore, Gates, Giddings, P.G. Goode, 
Granger, Halsted, Henry, Hudson, Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, 
James Irvin, William W.. Irwin, James, William Cost John- 
son; John P. Kennedy, King, Lane, Linn, McKennan, Mc- 
Keon, Samson Mason, Mathict, Maxwell, Maynard, Meri- 
wether; Moore, Morgan, Osborne, Pearce, Pendieton, Powell, 
Benjamin Randall; Randolph, Ridgway, Rodney, Wm. Rus- 
sell, James M. Russell, Saltonstall, Blade, Truman Smith, 
Stanly, Stokely, Stratton, Richard W. Thompson, Tillinghast, 
Toland Tomiinson, Triplett, Trumbull, Underwood, Van 
Rensselaer, Wallace, Warren, Washington, Joseph L. White, 
Christopher H. Williams, Joseph L. Williams, Winthrop, 
Yorke, Augustus Young, and John Young—8&8. 


So the House ordered the main question to be 
now put. 

The question was then taken on the resolution of 
Mr. Cutrrorp; and the yeas and nays having been 
ordered, it was decided in the aflirmative—yeas 
128, nays 78, as follows: 


VEAS—Messrs. Landaf W. Andrews, Arrington, Atherton, 
Barton, Beeson, Bidlack, Birdseye, Black, Boardman, Bowne, 
Boyd, Brewster, Bronson, Aaron V, Brown, Charles Brown, 
Burke, William Butler, Green W., Caldwell, Patrick C, Cald- 
well, William B. Campbell, Thomas J. Campbell, Caruthers, 
Cary, Casey, Chapman, Clifford, Clinton, Coles, Colquitt, M. A. 
Cooper, Cross, Daniel, Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, Dean, 
Deberry, Doig, Eastman, John C. Edwards, Egbert, Ferris, 
John G. Floyd, C. A, Floyd, A. Lawrence Foster, Gentry, Gil- 
mer, Goggin, Wm. O. Goode, Gordon, Green, Gustine, Gwin, 
Harris, Hastings, Holmes, Hopkins, Houck, Houston, Hubard, 
Hunter, Jack, Cave Johnson, Keim, Andrew Kennedy, Lewis, 
Littlefield, Lowell, Abraham McClellan, Robert McClellan, Me- 
Kay, McKennan, MeKeon, Mallory, Marchand, Alfred Mar- 
shall, Mathews, Mattocks, Medill, Miller, Mitchell, Morris, 
Newhard, Oliver, Owsley, Parmenter, Partridge, Payne, 
Pickens, Plumer, Pope, Prollit, Ramsey, Read, Reding, 
Rencher, Reynolds, Riggs, Rogers, Roosevelt, Sanford, Saun- 
ders, Sewell, Shaw, Shepperd, Shields, Wm. Smith, Snyder, 
Sprigg, Steenrod, Stokely, Alex. H. IL. Stuart, John T, Stuart, 
Summers, Sweney, Tuliaterro, John B. Thompson, Jacob 
Thompson, Tillinghast, Triplett, Trou, Turney, Ward, Wash- 
ington, Watterson, Weller, Westbrook, Wise, and Wood—128, 

“NAYS—Messrs, Adams, Allen, Sherlock J. Andrews, Ar- 
nold, Baker, Barnard, Blair, Borden, Briggs, Milton Brown, 
Jeremiah Brown, Burnell, Calhoun, Childs, Staley N. Clarke, 
Cowen, Cranston, Cravens, Cushing, Dawson, John Edwards, 
Everett, Fessenden, Fillmore, Gates, Giddings, Patrick G. 
Goode, Granger, Halsted, Henry, Howard, Hudson, Hunt, 

Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R, Ingersoll, James Irvin, James, 
Wm. Cost Johnson, Jobn P. Kennedy, King, Lane, Linn, 
Thomas F. Marshall, Samson Mason, Mathiot, Maxwell, May- 
nard, Moore, Morgan, Osborne, Pearce, Pendleton, Powell, 
Benjamin Randall, Randolph, Ridgway, Rodoey, W. Russell, 
James M. Russell, Slade, Truman Smith, Stanly, Stratton, 
Richard W. Thompson, Toland, Tomlinson, Trumbull, Van 
Rensselaer, Wallace, Warren, Edward D. White, Joseph L. 
White, Christopher H. Williams, Joseph L. Williams, Win- 
throp, Yorke, Augustus Young, and Johu Young—78. 


Mr. BARNARD rose for the purpose of asking 
some directions from the Speaker, or the House, 
in regard to his duty in this matter. He under- 
stood the House as having passed an order that the 
Committee on the Judiciary should bring in a bill 
forthwith to repeal the bankrupt law; but there was 
a standing rule of the House conflicting with this, 
order, which provided that no committee should 
hold its meetings while the House was in session. 

` He wished to know how he was to act, so as to 
avoid a breach of one or the other of these rules. 

Mr. WISE said that, in order to relieve the gen- 
tleman from New York of the difficulty he had 
suggested, he would move thatthe Committee on 
the Judiciary have leave to sit during the sittings 
of the House, til! they had performed the duty as- 
signed them. 

Mr. BARNARD. Is that motion in order, Mr. 
Speaker? If itis not, I shall object to it. 

The SPEAKER said that the motion was not in 
order; and 

Mr. WISE appealed from that decision. He 
would appeal to the House if, after the vote just 
given, it was not the duty of the Committee on the 
Judiciary to report the bill “forthwith.” 

Mr. CLIFFORD called for the yeas and nays 
on the appea!; which were ordered. 
` Mr, THOMPSON of Indiana moved to lay the 
appeal on the table; and 

Mr. CLIFFORD called for the yeas and nays on 
that question; which were also ordered. 

Mr. BARNARD bégged jeave to inquire of the 
Chair if the rule in regard to the meetings of the 
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committees, during. the. sessions of the House did 
not require a vote of two-thirds to be set asides 

The SPEAKER answered that it did; and not 
only that, but this- being resolution. day, without 
debate, under the rules, it would require two-thirds 
to suspend that rule also. 2: 

The question was then. taken on laying the apt 
peal on the table, and decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 104, nays9l. -> ; 

The SPEAKER continued the call for resolu- 
tions from the State of Maine. 

Mr. LOWELL offered a resolution to authorize 
the Committee on the Judiciary to sit during the 
session of the House, for the purpose of taking the 
necessary steps to comply with the resolution of the 
House directing them to report a bill “forthwith” 
for the repeal of the bankrupt law. He also 
moved the previous question. 

Mr. R. W. THOMPSON moved to lay the 
resolution on the table. [Loud cries of “The yeas 
and nays.”’] 

Mr. FILLMORE hoped the gentleman from 
Maine would withdraw his resolution, as the. whole 
subject would certainly require some discussion. 

Mr. LOWELL did not comply, and the yeas 
and nays were ordered; and, being taken, resulted 
as follows—yeas 87, nays 105. 

So the resolution was not laid on the table. 

The question then recurred on seconding the 
demand for the previous question. 

«Mr. W. W.IRWIN inquired whether, if the 
demand for the previous question was seconded 
and the main question was ordered to be put, it 
would not require a vote of two-thirds to adupt the 
resolution, as it would operate to suspend the rule 
of the House. _ 

The SPEAKER replied that the resolution only 
provided that the committee have leave to sit. 

Mr. READ said the 23d rule directed that on 
this day resolutions should be introduced; but it 
also directed thal, when a resolution was introduced 
which any gentleman wished to detate, such reso- 
lution should lie over until another day, and 
not interrupt the presentation of resolutions which 
no gentleman desired to debate. Now, the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means had 
expressed his desire to debate this question; and he 
(Mr. R.) submitted whether, such a declaration 
having been made, the resolution must not neces- 
sarily go over; aud whether it was in-order for the 
gentleman from Main€ to move the previous ques- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER replied that the gentleman from 
Maine moved.the previous question before the gen- 
tleman from New York expressed his wish to de- 
bate the resolution, or betore he [Mr. FILLMORE] 
was even entitled to the floor. . 

Mr. W. W. IRWIN raised an objection, on the 
ground that the gentleman from Maine had moved 
the previous question before his resolution was read 
by the Clerk, or had even reached the Chair. 

Some conversation ensued on this point, which, 
however, the Speaker overruled. 

Mr. BARNARD called for tellers on seconding 
the demand for the previous question; but he sub- 


“sequently withdrew it, and it was renewed by Mr. 


YORKE. 

Messrs. Reap and Pore were appointed tel- 
lers, and they reported 81 in the affirmative, and 
79 in the negative; so there was a second. 

The main question was then ordered to be now 
put, and the resolution was adopted by a vote of 
aves 112, nays 81, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Landaff W. Andrews, Arrington, Atherton, 
Beeson, Bidlack, Birdseye, Black, Boyd, Brewster, Aaron V. 
Brown, Burke, William Butier, William O. Butler, Green W. 
Caldwell, Patrick C. Caldwell, William B. Campbell, Thom- 
as J. Campbell, Cary, Casey, Chapman, Clifford, Clinton, 
Coles, Mark A. Cooper, Cross, Daniel, Richard D. Davis, 
Dean, Deberry, Doan, Doig, Eastman, John C. Edwards, Eg- 
bert, John G, Floyd, Charles A. Floyd, Fornance, A. Law- 
rence Foster, Gentry, Goggin, William O. Goode, Gordon, 
Graham, Gustine, Gwin, Harris, Hastings, Holmes, Hopkins, 
Houck, Llouston, Hubara, Hunter, Jack, Cave Johnson, Keim, 
Lewis, Littlefield, Lowell, Abraham McClellan, Robert Me- 
Ulellan, McKay, McKeon, Mallory, Marchand, Alfred Mar- 
shall, Mathews, Mattocks, Medill, Miller, Mitchell, Morris, 
Newhard, Owsley, Parmenter, Partridge, Payne, Pickens, 
Plumer, Pope, Profit, Ramsey, Read, Reding, Reynolds, 
Rhett, Riggs, Rogers, Roosevelt, Sanford, Saunders, Sewell, 
Shaw, Shepperd, Shields, William Smith, Snyder, Steenrod, 
John T. Stuart, Summers, Sumter, Faljaferro, John B. Thomp- 
son, Jacob Thompson, Triplett, Troui, Turney, Ward, Wat- 
terson, Weller, Westbrook, Wise, and Wood—112. 


NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Sherlock J. Andrews,  Ay-, 
crigg, Baker, Barton, Blair, Boardman. Borden, Botts, Briggs, 
Bronson, Milton Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Calhoun, Childs, 
Staley N. Clarke, Cowen, Cranston, Crayens, Garrett Davis, 
John Edwards, Fessenden, Fillmore, Gates, Giddings, Patrick 
G. Goode, Granger, Green, Henry, Howard, Hudson, Hunt, Jo~ . 
seph R. Ingersoll, James Irvin, William W. Irwin. James, 
William Cost Johnson, Isaac D. Jones, John P. Kennedy, 
King, Lane, Linn, McKennan, Thomas F. Marshall, Mathiot, 
Maxwell, Maynard, Moore, Morrow, Osborne, Pearce, Pow- 
ell, Benjamin Randall, Randolph, Ridgway, Rodney; William 
Russell, James M. Russell, Saltonstall, Slade, Truman Smith, 
Stanly, Stokely, Stratton, Alexander H. H. Stuart, Richar 
W. Thompson, Toland, Tomlinson, Van Rensselaer, ‘Wallace, 
Warren, Washington, Edward D. White, Joseph .L. - White, 
Christopher H. Williams, Joseph L. Williams, Winthrop, 
Yorke, Augustus Young, and John Young—81. : 


REMOVAL OF JONATHAN ROBERTS. 


Mr. FESSENDEN offered the following reso- 
lution, and moved the previous question thereon: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to 
inform the House whether any charges. have, at any timè, been 
preferred to the department against Jonathan Roberts, late 
collector of the port of Philadelphia, relative to his discharge of 
the duties of said office; and if any have been, that he be. di- 
rected to furnish copies of the same. Also, that he transmit to 
the House copies of any order, instructions, or request, addressed 
to said Jonathan Roberts, to remove or appoint any. subordi- 
nate officer of the customs at the portof Philadelphia. Also, a 
copy. of the order or letter dismissing him from the office of 
collector of said port, and copies of ali letters and papers in 
possession of the department relating to the subjects émbraced 
by this resolution. 


Mr. CAVE JOHNSON objected to the recep» 
tion of the resolution as out of order. According 
to the rule, he contended it must lie over. 

The SPEAKER sustained thé objection. 

Mr. FESSENDEN contended that he had moved 
the previous question on the resolation. 

The SPEAKER said that, inasmuch as the reso- 
lution was one which called on the department for 
information, it must lie over. 3 

Mr. TOLAND then moved a suspension of the 
rules for the purpose of considering it at this time- 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL asked for the yeas and 
nays on the motionf and they were ordered. ` 

The House refused to suspend the rules—yeas 
103, nays 76, (not two thirds,) as follows: 


YEAS —Messrs, Adams, Allen, Landaff W. Andrews, Sher- 
lock J. Andrews, Arnold, Aycrigg, Babcock, Baker, Barnard, 
Barton, Birdseye, Black, Blair, Boardman, Borden, Botts, 
Briggs, Bronson, Milton Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Calhoun, 
William B. Campbell, Thomas J. Campbell, Caruthers, Casey, 
Mark A. Cooper, Cowen, Cranston, Cravens, Garrett Davis, 
Deberry, Everett, Fessenden, Fillmore, A. Lawrence Foster, 
Gentry, Goggin, Graham, Granger, Green, Howard, Hudson, 
Hunt, Joseph R, Ingersoll, James. Irvin, James, Isaac D. 
Jones, John P. Kermedy, Linn, McKennan, Thomas F,.Mar- 
shall, Samson Mason, Mathiot, Ma'tocks, Maxwell, Maynard, 
Meriwether, Mitchell, Moore, Morrow, Osborne, Owsley, Pearce, 
Pendleton, Powell, Benjamin Randal, Randolph, Ridgway, 
Rodney, Wm. Russell, J. M. Russell, Saltonstall, Sewell, 
Shepperd, Slade, Truman Smith, Solers, Stanly, Stratton, 
Alexander H. H. Stuart, John T: Stuart, Summers, Taliaferro, 
J. B. Thompson, Richard W. Thompson, Tillinghast, Toland, 
Tomlinson, Triplett, Trumbull, Turney, Van Renseeläer, 
Wallace, Warren, Washingian, Edward D. White, Christopher 
H. Williams, Joseph L. Williams, Winthrop, Yorke, Augustus 
Young, and John Young—103. 

NAVS—Messts. Arrington, Atherton, Beeson, Bidlack, 
Bowne, Boyd, Brewster, Aaron V, Brown, Charles Brown, 
Burke, William O. Buder, Green W, Caldwell, Patrick ©. 
Caldwell, John Campbell, Cary, Chapman, Clifford, Clinton, 
Cushing, Daniel, R. D. Davis, Dean, Doan, Doig, Eastman, 
John C. Edwards, Egbert, Ferris, John G. Floyd, Charles A. 
Floyd, William O. Goode, Harris, Hastings, Hays, Holmes, 
Hopkins, Houck, Houston, Hunter, William W. Irwin, ‘Cave 
Johnson, Keim, Andrew Kennedy, Littlefield, Lowell, Abra- 
ham McClellan, Robert McClellan, McKay, Marchand, Alfred 
Marshall, Mathews, Newhard, Parmenter, Partridge, Payne, 
Plumer, Pope, Proffit, Read, Reding, Reynolds, Rhett, Riggs, 
Roosevelt, Sanford, Saunders, Snyder, Sprigg, Steenrod, 
Sumter, Jacob Thompson, Ward, Watterson, Weller. West- 
brook, and Wise—76. . 


So the resolution lies over. i 
RESOLUTIONS OF NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


Mr. BURKE presented the resolutions of the 
Legislature of New Hampshire in relation to the 
tariff, the bankrupt law, &c.; which he moved be 
laid on the table and printed. 

After objection to the printing, made (but sub- 


‘sequently withdrawn) by Mr. BOTTS, the mo- 


tion was carried. i 

Mr. HUDSON offered a resolution instructing 
the Committee of Ways and Means to inquire into 
the expediency of bringing in e bill to refund to the 
State of Massachusetts a certain balance of the 
sum expended by her for the services of her mili- 
tia during the late war with Great Britain. 


Mr. HOPKINS asked if the resolution should 
not be referred to the Committee on MHitary 
Affairs, which had heretofore had this subject under 
consideration. i 

Mr. HUDSON ‘suggested a modification of his 
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7 so'asto include the claims of the State 

of Malia: cs 

‘Win JOHNSON of Maryland. asked the genile- 

mat‘to’again modify his resolution, so asto include 

thé ‘claims of the State of Maryland; which was 

agreed to; and : : : 
“"Dhe'resolution as modified was adopted. 

Mr. TILLINGHAST offered-a resolution in- 
stracting the Committee on the Judiciary, which 
had’ just’ been. directed by a resolution of the 
House to report a bill to repeal the bankrupt act, 
also io ‘report a proviso to said bill, that this repeal 
shall not extend to any case which, at the time the 
act goes into effect, shall be pending, or to any pro- 
ceedings which have been legally commenced under 
the said bankrupt act. 

Mr. CLIFFORD moved to lay the resolution on 
the table, 

Mr. TILLINGHAST called for the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered, and, on taking the ques- 
tion, resulted in yeas 60, nays 112. 

Mr. ARNOLD moved that the House do now 
adjourn. : 

` Met.. TILLUINGHAST and other gentlemen 
called forthe:yeas. and: nays. 

Mr. ARNOLD withdrew the motion. S 

The question then recurred on seconding the 
demand for the previous question; and there was a 
second. The main question was also ordered to be 
put, and the resolution was agreed to. 

The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, January 17, 1843. 

Mr. EVANS presented a petition from Nancy 
Polereesky, widow of John Polereesky, late an ef- 
ficer in the army of the Revolution, praying a 
pension: referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

“Mr. WOODBURY presented the credentials of 

the Hon. Cuaries Q. Arnerton, who was elected 
by ‘the’ Legislature of New Hampshire a Senator 
trom that State for six years from the 4th of 
Mareh next; which were read, and ordered to be 
placed on the files. 

Mr. CRAFTS presented joint resolutions adopt- 
ed by the. Legislature of Vermont, asking the re- 
imbursement, by Congress, of the expenditures in- 
curred in defending the frontier towns daring the 
late border difficulties with Canada: referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. RIVES presented a memorial from certain 
citizens of the city and county of Philadelphia, 
asking early action by Congress on the subject of 
the currency, and recommending the adoption of 
the plan for a board of exchequer recommended by 
the Executive: ordered to lie on the table, and be 
printed. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a petition from 
Mary: Krug; the widow of Philip Krug, a revolu- 
tionary soldier, praying the renewal of the act of 
July, 1838, granting half-pay pensions to widows 
of revolutionary officers and soldiers: referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. : 


DESTRUCTION OF STEAMBOATS ON THE 
yo OHIO AND MISSISSIPPI RIVERS. 

\ Mr. LINN stated that he had been requested to 
present to the Sepate a memorial from the city of 
St. Louis, in Missouri, signed by nearly fifteen hun- 
dred of its miost intelligent and useful business 
men. He knew many of the gentlemen who bad 
put their names to this memorial; and he could as- 
sure the Senate that the utmost eonfidence was due 
to any statements they endorsed. The prayer of 
the memorial is, that- Congress may make an ap- 
propriation for improving the navigation of the 
great Western rivers. The memorialists state that, 
especially in the Missouri and Mississippi rivers, 
within the last four years, the accumulation of 
snags has been so great as to render navigation not 
only dangerous in the extreme to commerce, but 
hazardous, in consequence of the great number of 
lives lost by passengers. They farther state, that, 
in. the year 1839, there were forty steamboats lost; 
in 1840, there were forty-one; twenty-nine in 1841; 
and in 1842, twenty eight. These boats would av- 
erage $25,000 each—making a total loss of $3,- 
000,000. But this is not all: they further state, 
that almost every boat engaged in the Missouri 
trade has been injured, more or less, by snags, the 


repairs of which cost about $260; which 
makes a total loss to the community of $3,710, 
000 in the course of four years. They also say, 
that about 450 steamboats-are employed in the trade 
of the Western rivers; eighty-one partly or entirely 
owned in St. Louis in 1841; and about 200 par- 
ticipate more or less in what is called the St. Louis 
trade.. About one hundred boats, they say, are 
regularly employed in the trade of their city—of 
which number, twenty-three were lost in 1841, and 
nearly as many have been lost in the past year. 

Between the 11th of September and the 13th of 
October in the past year, (less than five weeks,) the 
following steamboats were lost between the city of 
St. Louis and the mouth of the Ohio: 

Sept. 11.—Mentor, at Goose island-—boat lost, and 
part of the cargo: loss - - $34,000 
Sept. 13.—New Orleans, sunk within a 

hundred yards of the wreck of the Men» 

tor: loss - 
Sept 22.—Pre-emption, sunk within a 

quarter of a mile of the Mentor—boat 

total loss: loss, including part of the 
cargo - - - - 
Same day.—Robert T. Lytle, sunk in 
sight of the same place—the boat since 
raised: loss, in cargo, &e. -~ - 
Sept. 26.—Fort Pitt, sunk within half a 
mile of the wreck of the Mentor: boat 
lost; cargo partly saved - - 
Oct. 6.—Hull of steamboat Louisville, 
sunk five miles above Cairo: loss ~ 
Oct. 7.—Osage Valley, struck the hull 
of the Louisville, and sunk—boat to- 
tol loss; cargo partly saved: loss - 
Oct. 13.—Eliza, bound to New Orleans, 
with full cargo and a large number of 
passengers, struck a snag six miles 
above Cairo; tore the bottom out; sunk 
to the hurricane deck in two minutes, 
and between forty and fifty persons 

were drowned: loss of boat and cargo 50,000 

These losses, amounting to $234,000, occurred 
in less than five weeks, between St. Louis and 
the mouth of the Ohio. 

Among other boats sunk last year, they name 
the John Perry, Queen of the West, North Alaba- 
ma, Vicksburg, Pratte Barge, Nonpareil, Lebanon, 
Corvette, Amaranth, Neptune, &c.; all valuable 
boats, and richly laden. 


They further say, that the’most formidable ob- 
structions in the Western rivers are at St. Louis, 
or near that place; but they, nevertheless, sympa- 
thize with their fellow- citizens throughout the great 
valley of the Mississippi, and feel called on to co- 
operate with these in urging this honorable body 
to do justice to the West, by making ample appro- 
priations for the immediate improvement of our 
rivers—-the Missouri, the Ohio, and Upper and 
Lower Mississippi. They observe that they can 
safely say that the commerce on those rivers and 
their tributaries, forming twenty thousand miles of 
interior navigation, cannot amount to less, at the 
present time, than two hundred millions per year. 
The removal of snags, the clearing of logs from 
the banks caved in, and the improvement of the 
harbor of St. Louis, (all commenced several years 
ago,) cannot be completed unless by the aid of the 
Government, and under its authority. They say 
that the rapids of the Upper Mississippi could be 
improved by a slack-water navigation, or a canal, 
which would enhance the value of the public 
lands. 

This subject was taken up by the population of 
the whole valley of the Mississippi. Every man, 
woman, and child, in that valley, was direct- 
ly interested in the improvement of the great 
Western rivers. This population must and wiil 
be heard on this important matter. He could nct 
face his constituents without doing all in his power 
to obviate the crying and melancholy. evils com- 
plained of. He could not return home unless he 
exerted himself, with ali the ability and energy he 
possessed, to procure this appropriation. 

Nearly four millions cf dollars worth of prop- 
erty had been destroyed in less than four years— 
a greater loss, he presumed, than had acerued from 
storm or tempest on our Atlantic coast. This can 
be obviated by Congress on the Western waters, 
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whilst God alone can command the siorms of the 
great deep.. The greatest amount of loss. will be 
found between St. Louis and the mouth of. the 
Ohio—a distance of two hundred miles. A snag- 
boat at work at a few points designated em- 
phatically “steamboat graveyards,” would have 
prevented all the destruction of property and 
loss of lives complained. of in. this and. other 
petitions. Captain Shreeve ‘eradicated one. year 
all the snags that formerly obstructed these 
points; by which navigation was rendered compar- 
atively safe. This can be done again. It was 
vainly hoped that iron steamboats would have re- 
sisted the snags and sawyers which stand in some 
places like a forest of enormous trees, This has: 
been tested, and found wanting. The Valley Forge 
iron boat was lost this winter; but she had, he un- 
derstood, been since raised. Scarcely a Western 
newspaper can be taken up, in which some account 
of a fresh wreck is not found. Last night, he ob- 
served in one the loss of the Henry Clay, valued at 
$40,000, without estimating the cargo. Two- hun- 
dred millions of dollars are involved in the trade: 
carried on by steamboats on these rivers—thirty 
millions belonging to St. Louis. 

He said he held in bis hand a pampblet, printed 
by the Chamber of Commerce of St. Louis, and 
drawn up with care, ability, and truth, which he 
thought would throw some light on the- subject; and 
he would ask that it might be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, with the memorial. 

Mr. SMITH of Indiana said he fully.and heart- 
ily concurred with the memorialists, as well as in 
the-very just remarks of his friend from Missouri. 
The subject was of great importance to the whole 
country, but of special consequence to the Great 
West. He had long thought that this important 
matter had been too much neglected by Congress.: 
Such had been the loss of property and sacrifice of 
human life, in consequence of the neglect of the: 
Government to remove the obstructions from the 
Western waters, and to provide safe harbors on 
the Western lakes, that there was, and would be, 
but one voice on the subject; and he trusted and 
hoped that the time had arrived for effective action 
on the subject. He might not live, however, polit- 
ically, to see the work accomplished, as his term 
in the Senate was about to expire; but he trusted 
that Western members would ‘press the matter 
npon the attention of Congress, until the naviga- 
tion of Western waters shall be rendered cheap and 
safe to the great and increasing commerce of the 
West. He would not go into the details of the 
memorials referred to by the Senator from Mis- 
souri. The facts, however, are most startling; and 
he recommended their attentive examination to the 
committee to whom they were referred. 


Mr. HUNTINGTON did not rise for the pur- 
pose of entering into discussion, but to assure the 
Senators that the subject had not escaped the at- 
tention of the Committee on Commerce. Several 
memorials were before the committee; and all he 
deemed necessary to say at present was, that the 
most anxious desire to do justice in the matter per- 
vaded the committee. 

Mr. ALLEN expressed his satisfaction at the 
assurance just given by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, that the subject would be 
carefully considered. He rose to move the print- 
ing of this memorial, that it might go, with others 
on the subject, to that committee, in the same man- 
ner and form. He hoped the committee would 
embody all the facts, information,and reasoning 
of the several memorials, in one}general report, 
showing the extent, importance, and value of the 
navigation of the Western waters, and the loss of 
lives and property occasioned by the obstructions, 
for the removal of which the appropriation is 
asked. 

Mr. WILLIAMS conceived that these memo- 
rials, instead of going to the Committee on Printing, 
on the question of printing, ought to go to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, which could select sach por- 
tions of them as might be considered most impor- 
tant for printing. 

Mr. BARROW stated that it was the design of 
the Committee on Commerce to investigate all the 
papers on the subject referred -to it, and to combine 
the information and facts they furnished into a 


general report. Every member of tbe committee, 
aS far as’ he could observe, was well disposed tò- 
wards the object in view, and all were: aware of 
the importance of the naviga ion of these Western 
flyers, and of the necessity for doing something to 
Attest the losses complained of. 

= The committee had imposed on him the task of 
collating the materials and-making up the report, 
‘which he was at present engaged upon, and hoped 


wotld .be ready for consideration ina few days. ` 


When the report is completed, it will be found that 
the printing of this memorial, or of that from Cin- 
cinhati, separately, will be unnecessary; as all that 
‘they contain will be introduced in the report it- 


self, 

Mr. CALHOUN said, in the absence of a rep- 
resentation of the ‘State of Tennessee in this body, 
he: thought it proper to. call: the. attention of the 
cothmittee. to one of the main ‘branches -of. the 
Mississippi river, which had apparently been en- 
tirely overlooked: he alluded to the Tennessee river. 
That river was, he believed, of more importance 
than any other of the branches of the Mississippi, 
with the exception of the Ohio. There were no 
‘less: than six States interested in the navigation of 
that river. It was a larger stream than the Ohio, 


and, if. the same expense were bestowed upon it, ` 


as upon the Ohio river, he would not be at all sur- 
prised to see, in the course of ten years, the com- 
merce upon that river exceed that of the Ohio. 
He hoped that the interests of Tennessee would not 
be allowed to suffer, in consequence of having no 
representation here; but that the committee would 
inquire how far this great river was entitled to their 
attention; and that they would establish some 
principle upon which the navigation of these great 
internal seas—for. such, to all intents, they were— 
might be improved; and to see how far this great 
river was entitled to their attention, on the princi- 
ple thus established. 

He believed the time was not far distant when a 
large proportion of the commerce of the Missis- 
sippi would pass through this channel. There 
was already in process of construction a railroad 
connecting the city of Savannah with the Tennes- 
see rivera very considerable portion of which 
was now nearly completed, being graded, and ready 
to receive the iron. It would require but smal) ex- 
pense to open a continuous road from Charleston, 
on the one side, to the Tennessee river on the 
others; which would afford, at all seasons cf the year, 
a more speedy communication than any line upon 
the Allantic coast. 


Mr. BENTON rose to invite the attention of the 
committee to the appropriation of $100,000, made 
at the last session of Congress, for removing ob- 
structions in the Mississippi river, and other great 
Western rivers. He read the appropriation, in 
these words: 

“For building and repairing the necessary boats, and for car- 
ryiug onthe improvements on the Missouri, Mississippi, Ohio, 
and Arkansas rivers, one hundred thousand dollars, under the 
direction ofthe Secretary of War; and for the preservation and 
repairs of public works heretofore constructed for the improve- 
ment of harbors, thirty thousand dollars.” 

The appropriation for the rivers (Mr. B. said) 
was made on the motion of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky farthest on the other side, [Mr. Crirren- 
DEN;] and he would wish the committee to ascer- 
tain how far it had been apptied. 

He (Mr. B.) had been on the Mississippi and 
Missouri since the appropriation. That was made 
in August, and he had been on the river in October 
and November; at which time he saw no employ- 
ment of these snag-boats. The destruction of the 
commercial boats was the greatest that ever was 
known. He had passed one (the Eliza) immedi- 
ately after its loss—-the top was visible above the 
water—and where forty lives, to say nothing of 
property, were supposed to be lost. It was ago- 
nizing to behold the survivors wandering among the 
trees on the shore, consumed by grief, and linger- 
ing atthe spot where the dearest of objects had 
gone tothe bottem. He saw this soon after it 
happened. It was one of numerous instances; 
and not only farther appropriations were needed, 
but it was wellto know how far the one of the last 
session had been applied. 

Mr. WALKER called the attention of the com- 
mittee to a navigable tributary of the Mississippi 


river, flowing 600 miles through a’country that 
furnished a larger contribution of cotton to the 
‘commerce of:the South, than either the Tennessee, 
the Red river, or the Arkansas. He alluded to the 
Yazoo. river. If the attention of the committee 
was ‘to be directed to the improvements of the 
rivers just mentioned, he should require an ex- 
tension of the‘appropriation for that-purpose to the 
necessary ‘improvements of the Yazoo. Mr. W. 
entered into a variety of details, showing the im- 
portance ànd value- of the navigation of the 
Yazoo river‘and its connecting rivers and passes. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN said he regretted that any- 
thing like disputation should occur at this early 
stage of the” business, as to the extent of the im- 
provements to be made, and as to the rivers to be 
improved. He hoped that something would be 
done in relation to the great rivers of the West— 
the Mississippi and the Ohio, and perhaps some 
others; but if they were going to include all the in- 
ferior streams, it was- perfectly evident, as had 
been well said by the Senator from Alabama, [Mr. 
Kine,] they would not be able to legislate upon the 
subject at all. The Mississippi and the Ohio rivers 
were to those States whose boundary they formed, 
what the ocean was to our Atlantic brethren; and 
it would be found, upon examination, that there 
was a greater amount of commerce upon those riv- 
ers than upon the whole Atlantic coast. These 
rivers’ were our great inland ocean, and we had as 
much right to claim the assistance of this Gov- 
ernment as those living upon the Atlantic coast 
had. He did not desire to see public atten- 
sion drawn off from those rivers which were 
important in themselves, to those of comparatively 
less importance. He hoped the committee 
which had charge of the subject would confine 
themselves to the great object of the improvement 
of these large rivers. ‘This would be sufficient to 
engage their attention for the present; and—as the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Kine] had well 
said—hereafter, when their means would enable 
them to do so, it would be proper to turn their at- 
tention tą the smaller rivers. Upon the same prin- 
ciple upon which the attention of Congress was 
demanded to the Yazoo, a hundred other streams 
would claim attention. There were in the State of 
Kentucky two or three rivers: there was Green 
river, Kentucky river, and Licking river— 
[Mr. BUCHANAN. And Salt river.] 
—all these to be improved by the State itself, at an 
expense of millions of dollars. He hoped the 
committee, for the purpose of rendering effectual 
anything which they might do upon tbis subject, 
would confine their attention to those rivers which 
partake of the character of national. 


Mr. WALKER thought this a question of as 
great importance as could come before the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. The navigation of these 
great inland channels of communication with the 
ocean, furnished more produce for exportation than 
the Atlantic coast, on which so many millions had 
been expended for. the alleged benefit of com- 
merce. He pointed out the vast sums expended 
for the mere survey of that eoast, and contrasted 
the amount of expenditure yet required to complete 
it, and for which appropriations were continually 
solicited from Congress, .with the amount required 
for improving the Western waters, which it seem- 
ed so difficult to obtain. He did not wish it to be 
understood, that if no appropriation was made for 
the Yazoo river, he would oppose the appropriation 
for the Ohio and Mississippi rivers; but what he 
meant to say was, that if the Tennessee and other 
rivers are introduced into the measure, he would 
insist on the superior claims of the Yazoo. 

Mr BENTON said the application now made 
from St. Louis was for the application of the pe- 
culiar remedy invented for the rivers with falling-in 
banks; and it would be injurious to the object to 
complicate it with a generalinquiry into the pro- 
priety of improving all the Western rivers. These 
rivers were of different characters, and required 
different modes of improvement. Those with fall- 
ing-in banks and soft bottoms were obstructed 
chiefly by logs and trees, Those with permanent 
banks were obstructed chiefly by rocks and hard 
bars. For each, a different treatment was required. 
The snag-boat had been invented twelve or fifteen 


years ago; for the removal of logs and ;treespand 
the application how-was :to continue, to; employ 
them. . The Mississippi, =the. Missouris: the: Red 
river, and the Arkansas, weré the-principal rivers 
which required them. The: Obiosequired them in 
a less degree, as:{here were but few sunken legs:-or 
trees in-it. Its banks: were. permanent, and.:pre- 


sented no: examples: of the acres of land: falling in 


at once, with all-their -vast:..trees upon. ity which 


“were seen upon. the rivers with falling-in ‘hanks. | 


He (Mr. B.) was very willing that the*Tenties- 
see and other rivers should receive: the .improve- 
ment suitable to them; but it would be: wrong’ ‘to 
clog the present application with an inquiry in te- 
lation to them. Rocks ‘and hard bars didnot re~ 


‘quire snag-boats; and the whole appli¢ation now 


was for the snag-boats. He (Mr. B.) was willing 
they should be used- wherever necessary; ‘and 
wherever they cóuld go. They: were “oblige” to 
be large, to have the power necessary to’drag these 


-immense trees from their beds in’ the rivers: they 


could not go into small rivers; buthe was ‘willing 
they should go where they could. ‘Bot they should 
first go to the great theatre cf the destruction of 
life and property—and that was the Mississippi. 

Mr. SEVIER pointed out that the appropriation 
now sought for was to remove snags in the rivers 
where they formed such dangerous impediments to 
navigation. The other rivers to which gentlemen 
alluded were not impeded by snags or sawyers; 
the improvements they might require were alto- 
gether of a different character. z 

Mr. CALHOUN said, in reference to the im- 
provement of the Tennessee river, he had, at the 
last session of Congress, been charged with.a me- 
morial, very numercusly signed, praying that. that 
important river might be put upon exactly the same 
footing as the othef great branches of the Missis» 
sippi. The memorial was referred to a committee, 
but he believed no action bad been taken upon 
it. He would not, perhaps, have thought it 
necessary to take so lively an interest in 
the. subject, had he not been particularly 
solicited by the memorialists to bring the matter 
ander the notice of the Senate. What he. desired, 
therefore, at present, was, that whatever prin- 
ciple should be applied to the other important 
branches of the Mississippi, should be applied to this 
also. He claimed, on behalf of the memorialists, that 
the committee should adopt some broad principle 
which should be applicable to all the important — 
branches of the Mississippi, and not ‘confined to, 
one or two only. Se hee 

Mr. BARROW said he would add onè. addi- 
tional remark to what he had said when first up. 
He certainly did not desire to protract this desul- 
tory conversational debate, because he thought it 
was altogether mistimed; but he thought it his-duty, 
in order that Senators might not suppose that he 
had omitted to take. notice of their suggestions, or 
that he had any disposition to overlook this im- 
portant stream to which they had called the atten- 
tion of the committee of the Senate, to make this 
single remark: that the Committee on Commerce 
had before it memorials from the West, and from 
the East, asking Congress for. an appropriation 
for the improvement of the navigation of the Mis- 
sissippi and Ohio rivers; and, by some of them, 
the Missouri was also included. These memorials 
had been handed over by the committee to him, 
[Mr. Barrow,] for examination, and in order that 
he might make a report upon them. 


He believed the committee were bound to report. 
upon the subject as it had been submitted, and that 
they had no right to enter into an inquiry whether 
an appropriation ought to be made at this session 
for the improvement of- the Tennessee and the 
Yazoo, or any other than those which had been 
specially submitted to their consideration by the 
memorialisis. He would ask, was it a reasonable 
expectation that the committee should go into: the 
broad subject of improvement, unless specially in~ 
structed so to do? He would not have troubled 
the Senate with this additional remark, had he. not 
apprehended that the Senator from South Carolina 
and the Senator from Mississippi might suppose 
that the committee had overlooked important mat- 
ters to which their attention had been called, f 


The memorial was then referred to the Commit- 
teeon Commerce. ; 

` Mr. TALLMADGE presented a memorial from 
a large number of persons, of the cities of New 
York and Brooklyn, praying for the immediate 
erection of a floating dock at- the naval station at 
Brooklyn, on the plan of J. S. Gilbert: referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, presented two memorials 
New York, remonstrating againét the repeal of the 
bankrupt law: referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, presented’two memorials from the cities of 
New York and Brooklyn, in favor of the adoption 
of the plan for a board of exchequer recommend- 
ed by.the President: ordered to lie on the table. 

Also, presented a memorial from the Chamber of 
Commeree of Apalachicola, Florida, asking an ap- 
propriation for establishing light-houses on Cape 
St. George and Cape San Blas; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. Mr. T. said that 
this memorial had been on his. table for some time, 
but, in consequence of indisposition, he was unable 
to present it to the Senate. 

Mr. CALHOUN presented a memorial of a con- 
vention of delegates of the citizens of East Tennes- 
see, praying an appropriation for the improvement 
of the Tennessee river; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BENTON presented a petition from Captain 
Jobn Moore, praying the payment of his accounts 
as commissary of subsistence of certain Missouri 
militia; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, presented two memorials from the city of 
New York, signed by a number of persons, in 
which they say that it is their belief that the (so 
called) bankrupt law is unconstitutional and de- 
structive of the rights of the creditor, and pray for 
its repeal: referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Also, presented a memorial from a number of 
inhabitants of Platte county, Missouri, who were 
residents on a military reservation, complaining of 
the destruction of their property by a United States 
officer, in consequence of not obeying his order of 
removal from said reservation; and asking a settle- 
ment of their claims for the loss of this property, 
and for the loss of treir land, which was covered 
by the reservation alluded to: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. BENTON remarked that he had intended, 
on yesterday, to call the attention of the Senate to 
what he conceived to be another error in the print- 
ed speech of the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
Rives] on the British treaty, in secret session; but 
the ‘Senator was not then in his seat. It was his 
intention to do so to-day; but, as the morning hour 
bad expired, he would not trespass on the time of 
the Senate, but would postpone doing so till to-mor- 
row morning. - 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill for the augmentation of the 
marine corps; which was read, and ordered to a 
second reading. . 

Mr. B. remarked: that he had been directed, by 
the same committee, to report a bill which was 
connected with the great subject under discussion 
this morning——the improvement of harbors and riv- 
ers, to give facility to commerce. It was a bill for 
the survey and examination of the harbor of Mem- 
phis, Tennessee, with a view of establishing a na- 
vy-yard and naval depot at-that place. He had 
been directed to report that bill back, without 


amendment, and with a recommendation that it be | 


passed. 
Mr. ARCHER presented a memorial from the 


heirs of Daniel Truehart, praying indemnity for | 


property desiroyed during the revolutionary war: 
referred to the Committee on Claims, 


. Mr. MERRICK, from the Committee on Mili- | 


tary Affairs, to which bad been referred the reso- 
lutions adopted by the Senate, instructing that 
committee to inquire into the expediency of re. 
taining tbe organization of the four companies of 
light arullery, and of repealing so much of the act 
of last session respecting the reorganization of the 
army, which provided that the second regiment of 
dragoons should be converted into a rifle regiment, 


from the city of 
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| 


reported a bill to repeal certain portions of the act 
entitled “An act respecting the organization of 
the army, and. for other purposes,”” approved the 


23d August, 1842; which was read, and ordered to © 


a second reading. - . 

Mr. MERRICK, from the same committee, re- 
ported back, without amendment, the bill for the 
relief of Dr. Boyd Reilly. oa i 

Mr. CONRAD presented a memorial from the 
Chamber of Commerce of the city of New Or- 
leans, praying for the establishment of the ware- 
housing system; which was ordered to be printed, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Finance, 
to which was referred the memorial of the Board 
of Directors of the Petersburg Railroad Company, 
praying for an extension of the time for admitting 
railroad iron free of duty, reported a bill for the 
benefit of the Petersburg Railroad Company; which 
was read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. EVANS, on leave, introduced a bill anthor- 
izing the appointment of an assistant collector for 


the port of Bangor, in the collection district of. 


Belfast, Maine; which was read twice, and refer- 
red to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to which was referred the bill to amend 
an actentitled “An act to establish the northern 
boundary line of the State of Ohio, and to pro- 


- vide for the admission of the State of Michigan 


jnto the Union, on the conditions therein express- 
ed,” approved June 15, 1836, made a report favor- 
able to its passage; which was ordered to be printed, 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported back, without amendment, House 
bill (212) entitled “An act authorizing sales of 
land, with the improvements thereon erected by 
the United States, for the use of their agents, 
teachers, farmers, mechanics, and other persons 
employed amongst the Indians ” 

Also reported back, from the same committee, 
without amendment, Senate bill for the relief of 
Joseph Bryan, Harrison Young, and Benjamin 
Young. 

Mr. BATES, from the Committee on Pensions, 
reported back, without amendment, House bill 
(462) for the relief of John Hicks; and House bill 
(289) for the relief of John Javins, 

On motion by Mr. MERRICK, 


Resolved, That the Postmaster General be directed to com- 
municate to the Senate a statement showing the number of 
existing contracts with railroad companies for the transporta» 
tion of the mail, and the price established to be paid for said 
service, under each contract; and also the amount paid for the 
transportation of the mail over cach of said routes the year pre- 
vious to the contract with the respective railroad companies. 

The following engrossed bills were then read 
the third time and passed, viz: 

The bill authorizing a settlement of the accounts 
of Joseph Nourse. 

The bill entitled “An act for the relief of Samuel 
Dyson;” and 

The bill entitled “An act to revive the act for the 
relief of Mary Tucker.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Treasury Depart- 
ment, transmitting, in compliance with a resojution 
of the Senate of the 5th instant, a statement of the 
imports and exports of gold and silver coin and 
bullion since 1834; which, on motion cf Mr. BEN- 
TON, was ordered to be printed. ‘Phen, 

On motion of Mr. HUNTINGTON, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness; and, afier some time spent therein, 

Adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Touxrspay, January 17, 1843. 

Mr. A. C. DODGE, of Iowa, presented «a me- 
morial from citizens of the city ef Burlizgtor, 
Iowa, representing that the commerce and business 
of said city, together with that of the flourishing 
and thrifty towns of Bloomington, Davenport, 
Rock Island, Galena, Dubuque, and Prairiedu 
Chien, and the country around them on either side 
of the river, embracing the finest portions of the 
Staie of Iincis and the Territories of Iowa and 
Wisconsin, is subjected to a most burdensome tax 
in the increased price of freights, ceeasioned by the 
obstructions to the navigation of the Mississippi 


river at the Des Moines, -or Lower Rapids, and 
earnestly urging on Congress the great importance 
of making an appropriation to remove said ob- 
structions: referred 10 the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

A!so, a petition for a donation of land to the Me- 


' chanics? Mutual Aid Association of Iowa city, for 


literary and scientific purposes: referred to the 
Committee on Pablie Lands. 

Also, a petition from citizens of the mineral 
district in Iowa, praving a speedy sale of the mine- 
ral lands: referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr, READ of Pennsylvania presented two peti- 
tions, signed by sandry citizens of Pennsylvania, 
praying for the repeal of the bankrapt bill: referred 
io the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. GREEN offered the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of bringing ina bill ap- 
propriating $200,000 per year, commencing the present year, 
and to be continued for the ensuing ten years, to be applied to 
the removal ofthe obstructions in the Western waters, and be 
under the control of the Secretary of War; and report to this 
House with the most convenient despatch. 

Mr. FILLMORE said that he was about to re- 
port a bill on the subject contained in the resolu» 
tion. f 

Mr. GREEN proposed that the House should 
adopt his resolution. 

The question was taken, and the resolution 
adopted. 

Mr. H. DODGE introduced “A bill for the pro- 
tection of commerce on the western shores of Lake 
Michigan.” 

Twice read, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, 

Mr. EVERETT moved the printing of the sub- 
stitute for the exchequer plan now in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The motion was adopted. 

Mr. PENDLETON desired to present a me- 
morial in relation to the improvement of the Ohio 
and Mississippi rivers. 

Objection having been made, Mr. P. moved a 
suspension of the rules; but the House refused to 
suspend, 

The committees were then called on for reports, 

Mr. FILLMORE, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported a bill making appropriations 
for the improvement of certain harbors and rivers, 
and for continuing the Cumberland road, for the 
half calendar year ending June 30, 1843, and for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1844, 

The bill was twice read, and referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. PICKENS, from: the same committee, re- 
ported a bill to extend the time for laying down 
iron actually imported for railroad companies. 
Mr. P. suggested that it would not be necessary 
to refer the bill to the Committee of the Whole, 
He therefore moved that the billbe printed, and 
that it lie on the Speaker’s table: agreed to. 

CLERK IN THE SECOND AUDITOR’S 
; OFFICE. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, from the Committee 
of Ways and Means, reported a joint resolution 
for the continuation of an additional clerk in the 
Second Andito:’s Office; which was twice read, 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. BURKE, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported a bill from the Senate entitled “An act 
for the relief of J. R. Vienne,” without amend- 
ment: twice read, and referred te the Committee 


_of the Whole House. 


Mr. COWEN, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Robert A. Kelly: twice read, and referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. GIDDINGS, from the same ecmmittee, 
made sundry adverse reports, 

PROPOSED MEETING AT TEN CLOCK. 

Mr. COWEN reported a resolution that the 
House shali meet, on Friday and Saturday next, 
at 10 o’cloek, for the transaction of private business. 

Mr. ©. moved the previous question on the 


adoption of the resolution; but the House refused to 
second it. 


Mr. TURNEY moved to | 
the table: i 
Mr. COWEN asked for the yeas and nays on 


the motion: : 
The House refused to order them. i : 


ay the resolution on 


“The motion to lay on the table was then adopted . 


without a division. 

~ Mr. J. P. KENNEDY presented a petition from 
Baltimore against the repeal of the bankrupt law; 
which,-he. said, was numerously signed by. men of 
both parties. ; one 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of W. S. Esleth: read twice, and referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. CARY, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported a bill granting the right of pre- 
emption to certain settlers in Wisconsin: read 
twice, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. ; 

Mr. HOWARD, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported a bill granting a quantity of land 
for the improvement of Grant river, at the town of 
Potosi, in Wisconsin Territory: read twice, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Also, a bill granting to the Territory of Wiscon- 

. sin a certain tract of land, for the benefit uf the 
town of Fairplay, in said Territory: read twice, 
and. referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

‘Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, reported Senate bill 
39, (proposing certain amendments to the bill for 
the establishment of additional mail routes, passed 
August, 1842,) with the unanimous recommenda- 
tion that it be rejected. The bill and report of the 
committee were ordered to lie on the table. 


REPEAL OF THE BANKRUPT LAW. 


Mr. BARNARD, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported the following bill: 
A BILL to repeal the bankrupt law. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
a the United Stutes of America in Congress assembled, 

hat the act entitled “An act to establish an uniform syatem of 
bankruptcy throughout the United States,” approved on the 
49th day of August, 1641, he, and the same is hereby, repealed. 

Provided, however, That the repeal shall not extend to or 
affect any case which, at the time this act goes into effect, shall 
be pending before any court; nor to any proceeding which, at 
said time, shall huve been legally commenced, and which shail 
be then in progress, under aud by virtue of the said act hereby 
repealed, 


The bill was read a first time. 


Mr. BARNARD objected to its second reading, ` 


which he said he could do under the rule, which 
forbade the second reading of a bill on the same 
day it was reported, unless no objection was made. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON said that the second 
reading of the bill having been objected to, the 
question would come up before the House, Shall 
this bill be rejected? 

Mr. BARNARD repeated his objection, and in- 
sisted on his right to make it. 

Mr. CLIFFORD remarked that the parliament- 
ary law was imperative in requiring the question 
to be taken on the rejection of the bill, after the 
objection made to its second reading by the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Barnarp.] 

The SPEAKER said that, by reference to the 
109th rule of the House, he found that, if objec- 
tion was made to the first reading of the bill, the 
question would ¿hen ensue upon its rejection. By 
that rule, no bill could have its first and-second 
reading on the same day, without a special order 
from the House. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON. Let us make it the 
special order now. 

Mr. BARNARD said he claimed the floor to 
make another report from the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. MOORE suggested that the second reading 
of the bill be fixed for to-morrow. 

Mr. BARNARD persisted in his point of order, 
and his right to the floor. 

Mr. ATHERTON observed, that the bill bad 
been read the first time; and it was not necessary 
for it to be read a second time, that the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Barnard) should make the 
motion. He(Mr. A) would now make the mo. 
‘jion that the bill be read the second time. 

Mr. BARNARD said that the gentleman from 
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to the ficor to. make the motion. : 

Mr. ATHERTON said that the bill was not dis- 
posed of; itwas under consideration; and, the gen- 
tleman having reported it, and refused to move its 
second reading, or its reference, he had no right to 
the floor for any other purpose. - $ 

Mr. BARNARD insisted vpon it that the bill was 
not before the House: He had the floor, and no 
person had a right to make the motion but himself. 

Mr. BRIGGS understood that the gentleman 
claimed the floor for another subject. X 

Mr. ROOSEVELT asked if it was not now in 
order to move to-amend the bil]? 

After some further conversation— 

The SPEAKER said that he was clearly of 
opinion that the House had the right to order the 
bill to be read a seeond time now. 

Mr. BARNARD then observed that, after that 
decision of the Chair, he should no longer object to 
the second reading, 

The bill was then read the second time; when 

Mr. TURNEY rose, and said that he wished to 
offer an amendment to the bill; but, 

Mr. BARNARD rising, the Speaker awarded 
the floor to that gentleman. 

Mr. B, then, under instructions from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, moved to recommit the bill 
to that committee, with instructions to report 
amendments to the following effect : 


“Ist. Confining the repeal to that part of the 
bankrupt law which authorizes proceedings in 
bankruptcy on the sole petition and motion of the 
bankrupt. 

“2d. Authorizing any bankrupt to declare him- 
self insolvent, and making such declaration an act 
of bankruptcy upon which his creditors may pro- 
ceed against him in bankruptey. 

“3d. Authorizing the creditors, or a majority of 
them in amount, to nominate the assignee of the 
bankrupt’s estate. . 

“Ath. Providing that the assent of a majority in 
amount of the creditors shall be necessary to a 
discharge.” 


Mr. TURNEY rose to a question of order. The 
Speaker, he understood, gave the floor to the gen- 
tleman from New York, as a matter of courtesy to 
the reporter of a bill. Now, he contended that he, 
having risen and claimed the floor before the gen- 
tleman, was entitled to it. The gentleman from 
New York, he added, had forfeited his right by 
courtesy, because, after reporting the bill, he had 
objected to its second reading, and refused to make 


a motion to refer it to the Comffhittee of the Whole, 


in accordance with the universal practice. 


The CHAIR said that the member from New 
York was entitled to the preference given him, ac- 
cording to the universal practice of the House. 
No member had ever interposed between the re- 
porter of a bill and any motion he might wish to 
make in regard to it. 

Mr. TURNEY contended that the present case 
was entirely different from the usual practice of 
the House; for here the reporter of the bill object- 
ed to its second reading, and refused to make any 
motion to facilitate its progress. 

The SPEAKER persisting in his decision, 

Mr. TURNEY appealed, and addressed the 
House in favor of the appeal. 

Mr. BARNARD was so unfortunate as to differ 
with the gentleman from Tennessee in regard to 
the facts of the case. According to his recollec- 
tion, he addressed the Chair before the second 
reading of the biil; and after it was read the sec 
time, he again addressed the Chair first. 


Mr. CAVE JOHNSON desired to say that his 


colleague [Mr. Turney] was correct as to the facts 
stated by him. After the bill was read the second 
time, his colleague got up first, and addressed the 
Chair. This fact was within the recollection of 
several members. The Speaker, he understood, 
gave the floor to the gentleman from New York, 
on the ground of courtesy to the introducer of a 
bill; but it must be observed*that the gentleman 
from New Hampshire [Mr. ATHERTON] got the 
floor between the introduction of the bill and its 
second reading, and that it was upon his motion that 
it was read the second time, . 


New Hampshire (Mr. ArHERToy] wasnot entitled | 


Mr. HOUSTON desired to ask the Chair whether 
it would now be in order to. offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER answered in the negative... - 

Mr. HOPKINS hoped the gentleman from. Ten- 
hessee would withdraw the appeal. The Chair, in 
his opinion, had an arbitrary and unqualified right, 
under the parliamentary law, of awarding. the floor 
to either of the members who may+rise at the same 
time. . Besides, the object that both he and the. gen- 
tleman from Tennessee had in view, would not be 
promoted by persisting in the appeal. . But for the 
appeal, a motion to amend would be in order, and 
a motion to commit also. He ‘only asked the gen- 
tleman to withdraw his appeal, and he would 
make a motion to strike out the proviso. 


The SPEAKER said that he would not go into 
an issue with the gentleman from Tennessee upon 
his statement of facts, because the Chair did not 
decide upon the facts he stated. The Chair de- 
cided upon the uniform practice and courtesy of 
the House to the reporter of a bill. The second 
reading occutred not upon the. motion of. the gen- 
tleman from New Hampshire, (who was not en- 
titled to the floor to make it,) but as the necessary 
course of the bill upon the withdrawal of the ob- 
jections of the gentleman from New York, [Mr 
Barnard.) Had the gentleman persisted in his 
objections, the question wonld have been, not upon 
the second reading, "but upon the rejection of the 
bill. 

Mr. CLIFFORD asked if an amendment stri- 
king out the proviso of the bill would be in order, 
if the appeal were withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER said that it would not, “ 

Mr. CLIFFORD then addressed the House in 
favor of the appeal, contending that, upon. the 
grounds stated by the gentleman from Tennessee, 
[Mr. Torney,] the Speaker ought to have given 
him the floor, instead of the gentleman from New 
York, The object of the gentleman from New 
York, as was apparent to every one, was to de- 
feat the bill. He therefore hoped that all who 
were in favor of the repeal would vote to reverse 
the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. BRIGGS exclaimed against the appeal of 
the gentleman from Maine to the House, to vote 
against the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. CLIFFORD. Because it is wrong. - 

Mr. BRIGGS (without noticiag the, explana- 
tion) said, if the Speaker was right, it was the duty 
of the House to sustain him; but the course pointed 
out by the gentleman from Maine, who was him- 
self a lawyer, would give a blow ‘at parliamentary 
rule, with a vengeance; for it was an appeal to vote 
against the decision of the Chair, right or wrong, 
He made some further remarks which were not 
distinctly heard. 

Mr. WISE said there was no principle involved, 
except as to who was entitled to the floor; and be 
added that he believed the Speaker had absolute 
power on that point. > ; 

The SPEAKER then put the question, “Shall 
the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of 
the House?” which was determined in the affirm- 
ative. f 
Mr. WISE then asked what would be the effect 
of the previous question. 

The SPEAKER was understood to say that it 
would bring the House to a vote on the engross- 
ment of the bill. 

Mr. WISE inquired whether it would cut off the 
proviso. ` 

The SPEAKER replied in the negative. 

Mr. WISE. Then I move the previous quese 
tion, I am in favor of the proviso, [Great exs 
citement.] : 
_Mr. BARNARD. Mr. Speaker, if this mo» 
hon i 

Mr. WISE (amidst 
Speaker, is this in order? 

The SPEAKER replied, but his voice was overa 
powered by the hum of excited conversation 
throughout the hall. : 2” 

Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker, I cannot hear a word, 
[Great confusion. 

Mr. BARNARD. If this motion had been 
made in the ordinary way : f 

Mr. WISE again interposed, and exelaimed that 
he could not hear a word that was said, aan 


much confasion) Mr. 
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The SPEAKER called the House to order: 

Mr. BARNARD then resumed, and said if this 
motion’had been made in the ordinary way, on the 
commitmentof the bill, and the previous question 
‘was sustained, he was aware it would bring the 
House directly to a vote on the main proposition; 
bat the Speaker would remember that the motion 
‘was not made by him as an individual member of 
the House, but as the organ of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, and in the form and shape of a report from 
that committee; and in such a case, he submitted, 
the rule did not apply; and that if the previous 
question was seconded, the vote must first be ta- 
ken‘on the report of the Judiciary Committee. 

The SPEAKER'S reply did not reach the re- 
porter’s desk. 

Mr. BARNARD inquired whether the House 
could cut off the report of a committee. 

The SPEAKER replied that it was fcr a major- 
ity of the House to determine. zi 

Mr. WISE ‘asked the Clerk to read the bill asit 
would stand if the previous question was sec- 
onded. 

The Clerk read the bill, as submitted yesterday 
by Mr. Cuirrorn, simply repealing the bankrupt 
law, with the proviso submitted by Mr. Tutune- 
HAST. 

Mr. WISE. Istick to the previous question. 

-The Speaker put the question on seconding the 
demand for tbe previons question, but he was un- 
able to decide. Tellers were then demanded, and 
Messrs. WELLER and Brices were appointed; and 
having taken the vote, they reported 92 in the af- 
firmative, and 83 in the negative. There was, 
therefore, a second. 


Mr. BARNARD. Mr. Speaker, has the morn- 
ing hour expired? (It was 10 minutes past 1.) 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. BARNARD. Then I call for the orders of 
the day. F 

The SPEAKER. The order of the day is the 
further consideration of the bill for the repeal of 
the bankrupt law. [Roars of laughter.] 

[This bili, which was now the order of the day, 
was the bill some time since introduced by Mr. 
Everert, to which various amendments had been 
offered, and on which Mr. MarsHaLL was entitled 
to the floor from the middle of last week.] 

Mr. CUSHING rore and said Mr. KENNEDY'S 
bill to regulate the mode of measuring the tonnage 
s vessels had been made the special order for this 

ay. 

Mr. WISE inquired ‘if the previous question had 
not been seconded on the bill which th? Judiciary 
Committee, by direction of the Honse, had re- 
ported. 

The SPEAKER said it had, and it would be the 
order of the day for the morning hour to morrow. 

Mr. WISE. [Laughing] Well, “take your 
time, Miss Lucy.” [Laughter.] 

Some conversation ensued respecting the bill 
which Mr. Cusnina contended was the special or- 
der for this day; but 

The SPEAKER announced the order of the day 
to be Mr. Evererr’s bill to repeal the bankrupt 
law, on which the gentleman from Kentucky was 
entitled to the floor. 

And the state of the questien was this: 

Mr. Barnard had moved the following amend- 
ment to (or substitute for) the original bill: 


“That so much of the act entitled ‘An act to establish a uni- 
form system of bankruptcy throughout the United Siates, ap- 
proved on the 19th of August, 1641, as authorizes any person 
owing debts to apply by petition, for the benefit of said act, to- 
gether with all the parts of said act which are applicable solely 
10 the mode of obtaining the benefit of the provisions of such 
act, in behalf of debtors, by the volantary petition of such deb- 
tors, without the concurrence or aid of ‘their creditors be, and 
the same is hereby, repealed: Provided, That this act shal} not 
affect any case or proceeding in bankruptcy al ready commenced, 
or which shall be commenced before the 4th day of July next, 
or any pains, penalties, or forfeitures, prescribed and incurred, 
or which shall be incurred, under said act,” 


And Mr. Cosmina had offered the following 
amendment to the original bill: 


“In the proviso of the original bill, strike out the ‘Sth day of 
December, 1842” &c., and insert so that the proviso shall read 
as follows. ‘Provided, That this act shall not affect any case 
or proceeding in bankruptcy commenced before the passage of 
this act, or any pains, penalties, or forfeitures incurred under 
the said act; but every such proceeding may be continued to its 
final consummation, in like manner as if this act had not been 
passed.” 


Mr. Barecs had moved that the bill be com- 


mitted to the Commiltee on on the Judiciary, with 
the following instructions: 

“To report a bill to repeal that part of the existing law which 
authorizes the voluntary application of debtors, and to include 
corporations which issue paper to circulate as money within 
the operations ofsaid law.” A 

Which proposed: instructions Mr. C. Jonxson 
had moved to amend, so as to instruct the commit- 
tee to report a bill for the immediate repeal of the 
bankrupt law, without limit or qualifications; (sim- 
ply, in fact, striking: out the proviso ef the origi- 
nal bill of Mr. EVERETT } 

Mr. MARSHALL rose and said he would not be 
responsible for any delay of the aciion of this 
House on the subject of the bankrupt law; but he 
wished to inquire what would be the effect on him- 
self, if he moved the previous question, and it 
should not be sustained by the House-~whether 


he should retain the right to the fleor. He 
did not wish to take. the responsibility of any delay 
jin the acticn of the House; buthe did not wish to 
forfeit bis right to the floor, if the House should 
refuse to second his motion. 

The SPEAKER replied that, if the previous 
question was voted down, the gentleman from 
Kentucky would not be absolutely entitled to the 
floor, though, no doubt, he wovld obtain it by 
courtesy. i 

Mr. MARSHALL said, then, for the second or 
third time, he put himself on the courtesy of the 
House, and he moved the previous question. 

Mr. GRANGER said, if the previous question 
was not sustained, he should certainly object to the 
gentleman from Kentucky having the floor. 

Mr. MARSHALL. BuatifI get it, the gentle- 
man from New York cannot prevent my speaking. 

Mr.GRANGER said, warmly, the gentieman 
from Kentucky bad spoken once. 

Mr. MARSHALL contradicted the assertion of 
the gentleman from New York. 

The SPEAKER also said that the gentleman 
from Kentucky had not spoken on this question. 

Mr. MARSHALL again moved the previous 
question. 


Mr. CUSHING protested against the motion 
for the previous question. He said several gentle- 
men had entered into a very general debate, which 
had been continued for several days while this bill 
was before the House, and he protested against being 
thus cut off from a reply. If, however, he could 
get the floor, if the House should negative the pre- 
vious question, he should claim and retain it, cour- 
tesy or no courtesy. 

Mr. MARSHABL said there was not a gentle- 
man on that floor more anxious to discuss the ques- 
tion than he was. 

(Cries of “Go on, then.’’) 

Mr. WISE inquired, if the previous question was 
sustained, ahd the main question was ordered to be 
put, and the amendment of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Cusuive] should be adopted, 
whether the bill would not then be, in substance, 
the same as the bill to be acted upon to-morrow 
morning? 

Mr. CUSHING. Precisely. 

Some conversation ensued as to the priority of 
the amendments; and i 

Tellers were demanded on seeonding the motion 
for the previous question. Messrs. Bricas and 
READ were appointed; and they reported 110 in the 
affirmative, and 28 in the negative; there was, 
therefore, a second, 

The. effect of sustaining the previows question 
was to cat of the several motions to commi. with 
instructions, and to bring the House to a voe 
upon the amendments to the bill. 

The question recurred on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Cusine ] 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia called for its reading; 
and it was read. 

Mr. S. expressed a desire to move an amend- 
ment to the amendment; bet the motion was reled 
out of order. 

The amendment was then adopted—yeas 148, 
nays 62, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Landaf? W. Andrews, Sher- 
lock J. Andrews, Arnold, Aycrigg, Babcock, Baker, Barnard, 


Barton, Beeson, Bidlack, Birdseye, Black, Boardman, Borden, 
Botts, Bowne, Brewster, Briggs, Bronson, Milton Brown, Jere- 


“miah Brown, Burneli, William Buyer, Calhoun, John Camp- 


bell, Thomas J. Campbell, Caruthers, Casey, Chapman, 


| Childs, John C. Clark, Staley N. Clarke, Cowen, Cranston, 


Cravens, Cushing, Richard D. Davis, Dawson, -.Deberry, 
John Edwards, John C. Edwards, Everett, Fessenden, Fillmore, 
John G. Floyd, Charles A. Floyd, Gates, Gentry, Gerry, Gog- 
gin, Patrick G. Goode, Gordon, Graham, Granger, Green, 
Gustine, Henry, Holmes, Howard, Hudson, Hunt, Charles J. 
Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, James Irvin, William W. 
Irwin, Jack, James, William Cost Johnson, Isaac D. Jones, 
John P. Kennedy, Lane, Linn, Robert McClellan, McKennan, 
McKeon, Mallory, Thomas F. Marshall, Samson Mason, 
Mathiot, Mattocks, Maxwell, Maynard, Meriwether, Mitchell, 
Moore, Morgan, Morris, Morrow, Newhard, Oliver, Osborne, 
Parmenter, Payne, Pearce, Pendleton, Pickens, Phimer, Pope, 
Powell, : Ramsay, Benjamin Randall, Randolph, Rencher, 
Ridgway, Rodney, William Russell, James M. Russell, 
Saltonstall, Sanford, Sewell, Shields, Slade, Truman Smith, 
Soliers, Stanly, Stokely, Stratton, Alex. H. H. Stuart, John 
T, Stuart, Summers, Taliaferro, John B. Thompson, Ricbard 
W. Thompson, Jacob Thompson, Tillinghast, Toland, Tom- 
linson, Triplett, Trotti, Trumbull, Van Buren, Van Rensse- 
laer, Wallace, Ward, Warren, Washington, Watterson, West- 
brook, Edward D. White, Joseph L. White, Thomas W, Wil- 
liams, Joseph L. Williams, Winthrop, Wise, Wood, Yorke, 
and Augustus Young—148, - 

NAYS—Messrs. Arrington, Atherton, Boyd, Burke, Green 
W., Caldwell, Patrick C. Caldwell, William B. Campbell, Cary, 
Clifford, Clinton, Mark A. Cooper, Daniel, Garrett Davis, 
Dean, Doan, Doig, Eastman, Egbert, Ferris, Fornance, 
Gilmer, William O. Goode, Gwin, Harris, Hastings, Hays, 
Hopkins, Honck, Cave Johnson, Keim, Andrew Kennedy, 
Lewis, Littlefield, Lowell, Abraham McClellan, McKay, Mar- 
chand, Alfred Marshall, Mathews, Medill, Miller, Owsley, 
Partridge, Profit Reding, Reynolds, Riggs, Rogers, Saun- 
ders, Shepperd, William Smith, Snyder, Sprigg, Steenrod, 
Sumter, Sweney, Turney, Underwood, and Welier—62, 


The question next came up vpon the ament- 
ment of the gentleman from New York, (Mr. Bar- 
NARD} 

Mr. MOORE asked for the yeas and nays; and 
they were ordered. 

The amendment was then rejected—-yeas 73, 
nays 136, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Sherlock J. Andrews, Ar- 
nold, Aycrigg, Babcock, Baker, Barnard, Boardman, Borden, 
Briggs, Jeremiah Brown, Burnell, Wm, B. Calhoun, Childs, 
J. C. Clark, Staley N. Clarke, Cowen, Cranston, Cravens, 
Dawson, John Edwards, Fessenden, FiJlmore, Gates, Patrick 
G. Goode, Granger, Henry, Howard, Hunt, Joseph R. In- 
gersoll, James Irvin, Wm. W. Irwin, James, King, Linn, Mc- 
Kennan, Samson Mason, Mathiot, Maxwell, Maynard, Mor- 
gan, Morrow, Osborne, Pearce, Pendleton, Powell, Benjamin 
Randali, Randolph, Ridgway, Rodney, James M. Russell, 
Saltonstall, Sollers, Stokely, Stratton, A. H. H. Stuart, R. W. 
Thompson, Toland, ‘Fomlinson, Trumbull, Underwood, Van 
Rensselaer, Warren, Edward D. White, Jos. L. White, Thos. 
W. Williams, Christopher H. Williams, Joseph L. Wil 
liams, Winthrop, Yorke, Augustus Young, and John Young— 


73. 

NAYS—Messrs. L. W. Andrews, Arrington, Atherton, Bar- 
ton, Beeson, Bidlack, Birdseye, Black, Botts, Bowne, Boyd, 
Brewster, Bronson, Aaron V. Brown, Milton Brown, Charles 
Brown, Burke, Wm. Butler, William O. Butler, Green W. 
Caidwell, Patrick C. Caldwell, John Campbell, William B. 
Campbell, Thomas J. Campbell, Caruthers, Cary, Casey, 
Chapman, Clifford, Clinton, Coles, M. A. Cooper, Daniel, Gar- 
rett Davis, R. D. Davis, Dean, Deberry, Dean, Doig, East- 
man, John C. Edwards, Egbert, Everett, Ferris, John G. 
Floyd, Fornance, Gentry, Gerry, Goggin, Wm. O. Goode, 
Gordon, Graham, Green, Gustine, Gwin, Harris, Hastings, 
Hays, Holmes, Hopkins, Houck, Houston, Hubard, Hudson, 
Hunter, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jack, Cave Johnson, Isaac D. 
Jones, Keim, John P. Kennedy, Andrew Kennedy, Lane, Lew- 
is, Littlefield, Lowell, Abraham McClellan, Robert McClellan, 
McKay, McKeon, Mallory, Marchand, Alfred Marshall, T. F. 
Marshall, Mathews, Mattocks, Medill, Meriwether, Miller, 
Mitchell, Moore, Morris, Newhard, Oliver, Parmenter, Par 
tridge, Pickens, Plumer, Pope, Ramsey, Rayner, Reding, 
Rencher, Reynolds, Riggs, Rogers, Roosevelt, Wiliam Russell, 
Sanford, Saunders, Sewell, Shaw, Shepperd, Shields, Slade, 
Truman Smith, Sryder, Sprigg, Stanly, Steenrod, John T, 
Stuart, Summers, Sumter, Sweney, Jobu B. Thompson, Ja- 
cob Thompson, Tillinghast, Triplett, frott, Van Buren, 
Wallace, Ward, Washington, Weller, Westbrook, Wise, and 
Wood—i36. 


The SPEAKER announced the question to be 
upon the engrossment of the bill; and it was or- 
dered to be engrossed. 

The CHAIR. When shall the bill have its 
third reading? 


Many members. “Now.” 


not yel engrossed, 

The SP thal the bill must go over 
until to morrow, un by woanitous consent. 

Mr, EVERETT moved that the bill be read 
again to-day. 

Toe SPEAKER said that the bill not being en- 
grossed, that could not be done bat by general 
consent. 

Mr. HOPKINS said that itcould be done by or- 
der of the House. 

Mr. EVERETT moved a snspension of the 
rule. 

Mr. WISE inquired what would be the effect 
if the bill should be brought in engrossed in an 
hour’s time? Could it not be read the third time 
then? It was uzeless for gentlemen to persist in 
this kind of opposition, where there was so large a 
majorily in favor of the repeal. It would be better 


k 
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to let the bill be read the third time now, and passed, 
and be done with it. i 
The question was then put on the suspension of 


the tules—and decided in the affirmative, ayes 143, 


noes 28. 
Mr. GRANGER called for the yeas and nays on 


the ‘passage of the bil]; which being ordered, 


It was read the third time and passed—yeas 140, 
nays 71, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Landaf W. Andrews, Arrington, Atherton, 
Barton, Beeson, Bidlack, Birdseye, Black, Boardman, Botts, 
Bowne, Boyd, Brewster, Bronson, Aaron W. Brown, Burke, 
W., Butler, W, O. Butler, Green W, Caldwell, P. C, Caldwell, 
William. B. Campbell, Thomas J. Campbell, Caruthers, Cary, 
Casey, Chapman, Clifford, Clinton, Coles, Cowen, Daniel, Gar- 
rett Davis; Richard D. Davis, Dean, Deberry, Doan, Doig, 
Eastman, John ,C. Edwards, Egbert, Everett, Ferris, John 
G. Floyd, Charles A. Floyd, Fornance, Gentry, Gerry, Gilmer, 
Goggin, Patrick G. Goode, William O. Goode, Gordon, Gra- 
ham, Green, Gustine, Harris, Hastings, Hays, Holmes, Pop- 
king; Houck, Houston, Hubard, Hudson, Hunter, Charles J. 
Ingersoll, Jack, Cave Johnson, Keim, Andrew Kennedy, 
Lewis, Littlefield, Lowell, Abraham McClellan, Robert Mc- 
Clellan, McKay, .McKennan, McKeon, Mallory, Marchand, 
Alfred Marshall, ‘thomas F. Marshall, Mathews, Mattocks, 
Mediti, Mitchell, Morris, Newhard, Oliver, Osborne, Owsley, 
Parmenter, Partridge, Pickens, Plumer, Pope, Proffit, Ram- 
sey, Rayner, Read, Reding, Rencher, Reynolds, Rhett, Riggs, 
Roosevelt, Sanford, Sewell, Shaw, Shepperd, Shields, Slade, 
Truman Smith, Snyder, Sprigg, Stanly, Steenrod, Stokely, 
Alexander H. H., Stuart, John T.. Stuart, Summers, Sumter, 
Sweney, Taliaferro, John B. Thompson, Jacob Thompson, 
Tillinghast, Triplett, Trotti, Trumbull, Underwood, Van Buren, 
Ward, Washington, Watterson, Weller, Westbrook, Wise, 
Wood, and Augustus Youns—140. f 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Sherlock J. Andrews, Ar- 
nold, Aycrigg, Babcock, Baker, Barnard, Borden, Briggs, Milton 
Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Burnell, Calhoun, Childs, John ©. 
Clark, Staley N. Clarke, Cranston, Cravens, Cushing, John 
Edwards, Fessenden, Fillmore, GatespGranger, Henry, How- 
ard, Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, James Irvin, William W. 
Irwin, James, William Cost Johnson, Isaac D. Jones, John P. 
Kennedy, King, Lane, Linn, Samson Mason, Mathjot, Maxwell, 
Maynard, Meriwether, Moore, Morgan, Morrow, Pearce, Pen- 
dleton, Powell, Benjamin Randall, Randolph, Ridgway, Rod- 
ney, William Russell, James M. Russell, Saltonstall, Stratton, 
Richard W. Enompson, Toland, ‘Tomlinson, Van Rensselaer, 
Wallace, Warren, Edward D. White, Joseph L. White, Thos. 
W. Williams, Christopher H. Williams, Joseph L. Williams, 
Winthrop, Yorke, and John Young—Z. 


So the bill was passed in the following -form: 


: AN ACT to repeal the Bankrupt Act, 
Be tt enacted hy the Senate and House of Representatives 
ofthe United States of America in Congress assembled, 


hat the act entitled “An act to establish a uniform system of 


pankruptcy throughout the United States,” approved 19th 
August, 1841, be, and the same is hereby, repealed: Provided, 
“Phas this act shall not affect any casc or proceeding in bank- 
ruptey commenced before the passage of this act, or any pains, 
penalties, or forfeitures incurred under the said act; but every 
such proceeding may be continued to its final consumration, in 
like manner as if this act had not been passed. 

[Mr. M. A. Cooper desired to move to be ex- 
cused from voting; but the Speaker decided that 
the motion came too late, as the first two names 


on the roll had already been called.} 


Mr. Marx A. Cocrsr asked 10 be excused from 
voting on the bill for the following reasons: 

He is desirous to vote for the repeal of the bank- 
rupt law, as a truc representative of his constitu: 
ents’ opinions, as well as of his own, 

The friends of this bill bave incorporated into 
it a proviso, which sanctions all the principles of 
the bankrupt law; principles which he thinks un- 
constitutional and unjust, as well as immoral in their 
effects, and ought not to receive his support. He 
cannot, therefore, vote for the bill. [tit were a 
mere question of time, he could vote; but that is not 
the case. 

Again: being in favor of the repeal, he eannot 
vote against the bill; a partof which proposes a 
repeal of the bankrupt act; because that would be 
to sanction the existence znd operation of the act 
for an indefinite period. 

On motion of Mr. FILLMORE, the House re- 
solved itself into Committre of the Whole, (Mr. 
Hopxins of Virginia inphe chair.) 

Mr. FILLMORE moved that the committee 
take up House bill No. 645, being a bill making 
appropriations for the army, &e. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Clerk read 
the bill through all its sections. It was then read 
section by section for amendment, and the House 
passed several without objection. When the item 
was under consideration which appropriates 
$90,000 for arsenals— 

‘Mr. DEBERRY moved to strike out $90,000, 
and insert $110,000, with the specific direction 
that $20,000 of that snm should be appropriated 
for the completion of the arsenal at Fayetteville, 
North Carolina. He went into some statements to 


show the importance of that arsenal, and the action 
which -had «been bad. in. relation thereto by the 


Legislature of North Carolina; whence instructions 


had been received by the Senators for that State, 
and a request. by its membérs in the House of 
Representatives, that they would. give their aid in 
procuring the necessary appropriations for the 
completion of that work. It had been going on 
for several years, but the appropriation hitherto 
had been too small to enable the Government to 
complete it; and he now moved his amendment 
in conformity with the wishes of his State Legis- 
lature and of his immediate constituents, amongst 
whom this arsenal was situated. 


Mr. FILLMORE said if the arsenal was in 
the course of construction, it was provided for by 
the present appropriation, for the department ask- 
ed for sums sufficient to carry on all works that 
were deemed essential; and if this work was not 
embraced in the detailed statement from the depart- 
ment, he supposed it was not deemed necessary. 
He hoped, therefore, that there would be no par- 
ticular designation of arsenals in this bill. The 
Gommittee of Ways and Means had recommended 
all the appropriations asked for by the department; 
and he trusted, inthe present embarrassed state of 
the treasury, they should not go beyond the ecti- 
mates, 

Mr. McKAY said if the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Mrans would examine the de- 
tailed estimates, he would find that it was not in- 
tended to expend any portion of this money on the 
arsenal in question; the amendment of his col 
league was, therefore,a proper one. The chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means had 
said that it was unnecessary to specify any particu- 
lar works; but if that gentleman would look at 
previous acts of Congress, he would find that it 
had been frequently done; and there was no reason 
why it should not be done in this case, as the 
works had been begun, and no appropriation was 
proposed for their completion. 

Mr. FILLMORE replied. 

The committee then rose and reported progress. 

Mr. PROFFIT moved a reconsideration of the 
vote by which the bill tu repeal the bankrupt act 
had been passed. 

Mr. CUSHING obtained the floor on the ques- 
tion of reconsideration, and then moved an ad- 
journment. 

Mr. FILLMORE requested the gentleman from 
Massachusetts to withdraw that motion, that the 
House might receive some Executive communica- 
tions which were on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. CUSHING consented to do so, with the un- 
derstanding that he retained the floor on the ques- 
tion of reconsideration when it should come up. 

The SPEAKER then presented various Execu- 
tive communications, mainly consisting cf informa- 
tion called for by resolutions of the House. One 
was a report of the inspectors of the penitentiary 
in the District of Columbia. Another was a com- 
munication from the War Department, in answer 
to a resolution of the 27th ultimo, requiring a de- 
tailed statement of all the expenditures from the 
Chickasaw fund. Another was a communication 
in answer toa resolution calling for certified copies 
of all papers on file relating to the arrest and trial 
of Louallier by a court-martial, by direetion of 
General Jackson, at New Orleans, in 1815. 

Mr. KING of Georgia presented a petiticn from 
sundry citizens of Baltimore, praying for the estab 
lishment of a steamboat communication between 
that pert and Chagres, South America; which was 
referred to the Select Committee herelofore appoint- 
ed oa that subject. 

On motion of Mr. TURNEY, the House ad- 
journed. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, January 18, 1843. 

The PRESIDENT pro fem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the War Depaitment, 
transmitting, in compliance with the acts of Con- 
gress of 1808 and 1809, statements of all the con- 
tracts made by the bureaus under the direction of 
that department, in the year 1842; which, on mo- 
cop by Mr. HUNTINGTON, was laid on ibe 
table. 7 


Mr. WRIGHT. presented a memorial from the 


‘city of New York, praying for the repeal of the 
bankrupt law; which was referred to the Judiciary 


Committee. : 

Mr. WOODBURY presented a memorial sign- 
ed by J. Bagby, praying that the bankrupt law 
may be so modified as to give mechanics.a lien. on 
work executed by them; which was referred t 
the Committee on the Judiciary. ie 3 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented a petition from 
William Morrow, praying. remuneration in conse- 
quence of violations by United States agents of a 
contract for execuling certain worlrs at the United 
States arsenal in the District of Columbia; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. LINN presented a memorial from citizens 
of the southern partof Missouri, praying for the 
removal of the land office from Jackson to Fred- 
ericktown, in that State: referred to the Committee 
on the Publie Lands. : , 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE, on leave, introduced a bill 
to apply certain alternate sections of the public do- 
main towards completing works of internal im- 
provement in the State of Michigan, and for other 
purposes; which was read twice, and referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

On motion by Mr. SMITH of Indiana, the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands was discharged from 
the further censideration of the claim of Mr. 
Downing, for reimbursement of money paid by bhim 
for clerk-hire in his office as register of a land of- 
fice; and it was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported back, with amend. 
ments, the bill for repaving and repairing a pprtion 
of Pennsylvania avenue. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, from the Commiltee on Print- 
ing, to whom the subject had been referred, made 
a report (which was concurred in) in favor of 
printing the communication from the Solicitor of 
the Treasury in relation to the cloth cases, in 
which frauds were attempted on the revenue. ` 

Mr. WOODBURY stated that, as the subject of 
resolutions was now before the Senate, he felt 
obliged to make a remark as to one introduced at 
the last session by his former colleague. i 

Mr. W. regretted that the resolution had not 
yet been answered. Some of the information de- 
sired in it related to the persons and matters con- 
nected with the cloth cases, on which a report had 
just been ordered to be printed. Other reports, 
containing letters and documents cn this topic, and 
the conduct of those concerned in it, had been 
printed by Congress at the last session, and dis- 
tributed widely abroad as well as in this country. 

li was due to all concerned that the answer to 
ibe call made in the resolution of my late colleague, 
should go to the world with the other papers bear- 
ing on ihis question. It was supposed to be caleu- 
lated to throw much lighton the whole subject. 

The answer may have been delayed or omitted 
by accident. If so, this notice would revive at- 
tention to it in the proper quarter, and would 
save the introduction of any other resolution ask- 
ing for the reasons which bad prevented a reply 
hitherto, . 

The PRESIDENT pro. fem. laid before, the 
Senate a communication from the State Depari- 


kiam 


ment, transmiting in compliance with a resolation . 


f the Senate, further information received at that 
department concerning the operations of the bank- 
ruptiaw; which, on moticn of Mr. BATES, was or- 
dered to lie on the table, and be printed, 

Also, laid before the Senate a communication 
fromthe War Department, irassmiting, in com- 
pliance with the act of Gongress of 1804, a report 
of the names, dates of appointment, ard pay of 
all persons empleyed in the Indian Department; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 

Mr. PHELPS, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, referred back, withoutamendment, 
the Dil from the House for the relief of the repre- 
sentatives of Baron De Kalb. 

THE RED LINES AGAIN. 

Mr. BENTON (after some prefatory remarks, to 
the effect that be had waited for some days till the 
Senator from Virginia, who bad been absent, re- 
sumed his seat, for an opportunity to recall that 
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Senator’s attention to theerror in his printedspeech 
on the subject of the treaty, yet uncorrected,) said, 
yesterday he was about to do so, when the morning 
hourexgired; and he postponed the subject on that 
account till now. The error of which he com- 
plained was in these words of the Senator’s printed 
speech: 

“The Senator who produced it{the map] could see nothing 
but the microscopic dotted line running off in a northeasterly 
direction; but the moment other eyes were applied to it, there 
was found, in bold relief, a strong red line, indicating the limits 
of the United States according to the treaty of peace, and coin- 
ciding minutely and exactly with the boundary traced on the 
map of Mr. Sparks.” 

This error was not only printed in the Senator’s 
speech, but repristed in the speech of the Senator 
from Scyth Carolina; and arguments were based 
upon it, as if it was a matter of fact. fis object 
now was, to appeal to the Chair for its decision as 
tothe facts cf this statement. I ask you, Mr. 
President, (continued Mr. Benron,) whether the 
extract I have just read is correct or not, and 
whether I was not the first to proclaim the “strong 
red line,” before “other eyes” were required to 
point it out? : 

The CHAIR made some remarks not distinctly 
heard, but it was understood to import an impres- 
sion that it could hardly be in order to make any 
statement, unless required by the Senate in regular 
debate. 

Mr. BENTON was understood to say that he 
did not mean to press an interrogatory out of 
order. 


Mr. BARROW remarked that it seemed to him 
that the presiding officer of the Senate should not be 
called upon to state his recollection of facts which 
were personal to Senators, and about which there 
was a@controversy between two Senators. It was 
deeply to be regretted that there was any such 
misunderstanding between Senators as to matters 
of fact. This subject had been before the Senate 
twice, and, as he conceived, improperly; and it 
was now before it again, which rendered it 
more so. It was more than probable that, if 
the discussion went on to-day, it would devolve 
on the Chair to put an end to it; he would there- 
fore be placed in an awkward predicament, if be 
should be compelled to put xn end to a contro- 
versy in which, upon the call of a Senator, he had 
become, on its very threshold, a witness. He 
merely threw outthe suggestion, of which he hoped 
the honorable Senator from Missouri (Mr. Benton] 
would perceive the propriety. If the memory 
of the presiding oficer was fresh and fixed as re- 
garded facts of a public character, there would be 
no impropriety in Senators calling upon him for 
his recollection of them; but there was cerisiuly 
-an impropriety in pursuing such a course in this 
case, (when his memory of the transaction must 
be imperfect,) which was more of a personal than 
a public nature. The Senator from Missouri 
had a right to call upon any Senator to give to the 
Senate his recollection of the facts; bet not upon 
the Chair. Fie therefore suggested to him, whe- 
ther his own good sense did not perceive there was 
an impropriety, under the circurastances, in calling 
upon the presiding officer to becume a witness. 
There were Senators who had a recol! 


hection of 
this transaction, as well as the presiding officer; 
their memory was as perfect as his: he suggested, 
then, whether, under the circumstances of the case, 
the Senator from Missouri should press this point. 

The CHAIR remarked that, if it was the sense 
of the Senate, he would siate his recollection of the 
transaction. His memory was not as fulland exact 
ashe could desire; but, having been called upon 
most unexpectedly, and having held no conversa- 
tions upon the subject, within his recollection, ke 
felt some delicacy in making any statement. 

Mr. BENTON was vaderstocd to remark that 
there could be no wantof delicacy in the presiding 
officer, before whom tbe transaction occurred, sta. 
ting his recollection’of the fact. 

The CHAIR said he was taken by surprise, but 
he would put it to the sense of the Senate whether 
he might be permitted to make a statement. The 
question was then put to the Senate, and decided 
in the negative. 

Mr. BENTON then called wpon the Senator 
from Louisiana [Mr, Barrow] to state to the Sen- 


a 


ate his recollection of the transaction in contro-" 


versy. 
Mr. BARROW then rose, and said that, if he 
hadany distinct recollection of the transaction, he 


would tell it to the, Senate; but, since the matter | 


was first introduced, he had endeavored, for the 
last two days, to refresh his memory, with a desire 
to put the matter, so far as he could, on a proper 
footing. But his recollection was so indistinet, that 
he woald not undertake to state anything positive. 
He took very little interest in the discussion which 
sprung up when the map was presented by the 
Senaior from Missouri. He felt very little interest 
as regarded these lines, and never perused the 
map when in the possession of the Senator 
from Missouri, [Mr. Benron;} nor afterwards, 
when it was sent to the seat of the Senator 
from Virginia, [Mr. Rrves,] did he attend there, 
for the purpose of examining it, as others did. He 
would state the impression made on his mind 
on that day; premising that he did not pretend to 
know anything with certainty ia reference to the 
matter in dispute, as to these lines, at that time. 
Occupying a seat there [pointing to the scat] when 
the debate sprung up, he paid no particular atten- 
tion to what was said by any Senator, for he felt 
that it was of more importance that the discussion 
should be interrupted. Having made up his own 
mind how he should give his vote, he did not feel 
it incumbent on him to listen. His attention was 
not therefore attracted to the debate, until struck 
with the solemn manner in which the Senator from 
Virginia had introduced the map. This was his 
impression—whether on sufficient grounds, or 
not, he would not undertake to say. The map 
was introduced by the Senator from Missouri. 
What he said when he eailed the attention 
of the Senate to it, and the lines upon it, he 
did. not remember. When the map was trans- 
ferred to the seat of the Senator from Virginia, 
there was a collection of about a dozen Senators 
around it. Fle never pretended at all to go there. 
He had no curiosity about it. But the impression 
made on his mind was, that the map was intro- 
duced by the Senator frem Missouri, to rebut or 
destroy the effect (as he understood it) of the map 
of Mr. Sparks; but that it did not sastain the hon- 
orable Senator from Missouri in his position befcre 
the examination of the map took place at the seat 
of the Senator from Virginia. That seemed to be 
the impression made on the Senate; but whether it 
was well-grounded or not, he wosid not undertake 
io say. He repeated, that he paid no particular 
attention to what teok place when the map was 
invrodaced, The Senator from Missouri intro- 
duced the map, he had no doubt, for the purpose 
that ke had stated; and he had no doubt, also, that 
he made the remarks he said he did make when he 
introduced it. He entertained no doubt on his 
part at all; but he must say that his recollection 
was not sufficiently accurate to testify to the facis 
as they occurred, . 

Mr. BUNTON observed that it was an issue of 
fact; and, that there could be no mistake; ke world 
read the passage of the Senators printed speech 
over again: 

“The Senator who produced it {the map]could see nothing 
but the microscopic dotted line running Off in a northeasierly 
direction; but the moment other eyes were applied to it, there 
was found, in bold reitef, a strong red Jine indicating the limits 
of the United States, according to the treaty of neace, and coin- 
ciding minutely and cxacuy with the boundary traced on the 
map of Mr. Sparks,” 

Here a thing was stated as a fact, which he (Mr. 
B.) denied in every particular. And, in contra- 
vention of what is therein stated, he ‘esserted that 
he did see something besides the ‘‘microzeopie dot- 
ted Jine;” that he not only saw the “strong red 
line,” but that he was the first to preelaim is, to 
show that Mr. Sparks’s discovery was no seeret at 
all, He would now ask his collesgne [Mr. Linx] 
for his reeollection of what occurred. i 

Mr. LINN stated tbat when the Senator from 
Virginia introduced Mr. Sparks’s map, the impres- 
sion on his mind was, that there was more impor- 
tance attached to it than it merived. Indeed, he 
thought it of so little consequence, that he could ree- 
ollect he so expressed himself to the Senator from 
Pennsylvania next to him [Mr, BUCHANAN] at the 
time; and observed to him that the map onght not 


“to have been introduced in the debate, as the ques. 


tion would not turn on that point then; for it lad 
been settled by our forefathers, that the boundary 
claimed by Mainé was the one intended; but if we 
were going to make a sacrifice for the sake of 
peace, we ought to do it frankly. While he (Mr. 
L.) was conversing on this point with the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, his colleague [Mr. Benton] 
raised bis voice and cried out, “Here are the 
bloody lines—ihe red lines;”? and he went on to re- 
mark that it was no secret at all, because it was in 
Mr. Jefferson’s collection of maps and books, 
and had been for years open to the inspec- 
tion of every one in the Library of Congress, 
And what brought it more distinctly to his recol- 
lection, was his colleague’s remark—that it came 
from the collection of one distinguished for his. care 
in collecting and keeping everything that was of 
interest to his countrye—Mr. Jefferson. Fle (Mr. 
L.) had discharged his mind of all impressions 
about the introduction of Mr. Sparks’s map, be- 
cause he never attached any importance to the sort 
of evidence it could furnish; nor, indeed, to the 
point made upon it. And with regard to the object 
for which his colleague introduced Mr. Jefferson’s 
map, his impression was, that it was to prove there 
was no secret; but beyond that object, he did not 
recollect any other, unless it was to prove that there 
should be no importance whatever attached to Mr, 
Sparks’s map. His impression was, indeed, that 
his colleague had no other object in view, when he 
brought forward his map. He wished to show that 
we had, for years, had just such a map in our own 
archives, open to public inspection. 

Mr, ARCHER said he earnestly hoped that the 
matter would be allowed to stop here. He was 
convinced there had been nothing but a diversity 
of sentiment, reflecting in no degree on either Sen+ 
ator; and he could see no reason, therefore, for so 
much sensitiveness on the part of the Senator from 
Missouri. He hoped that, in this view of the mate 
ler, which he believed was concurred in by Sena- 
tors on all sides, the subject would be allowed to 
drop. It was rare, indeed, that all the minute 
transactions of but a few weeks gene by, were res 
tained distinctly in the recollection of gentlemen. 
This was his own case in the present instance. He 
had not the smallest recollection of the particulars 
which had been alluded to, or he would have inter- 
posed and endeavored to terminate the controversy, 
As itevidently appeared to be a mere difference of 
impression on the partof the honorable Senators, 
he hoped the quesiion would be allowed to rest, 
without any further debate. 


Mr. CALHOUN said, as allusion had been made 
to him, he deemed it proper to state what his rec- 
oUlection was of the facis, as far as he himself was 
concerned. His impression at the time was, that 
the map from the library was produced by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri for the purpose of rebutting 
and invalidating the one in the possession of the 
gentleman trom Virginia. His impression was, 
further, that when the map was being unfolded by 
the Senator from Missouri, and his eye caught the 
dotted line, he called the attention of the Senate to 
it, as being the true boundary line, and as differing 
from the line described in Mr. Sparks’s map, inas- 
much as it ran in a more northerly direction. This 
was his impression, though he might have been in 
error. He had himself supposed that the red 
marks delineated the boundaries of counties, or 
of States; but he found afterwards that this suppo- 
sitioa was wrong. And the general impression 
resting upon his mind was, that the map produced 
by the Senator from Missouri did not sustain him 
in what he (Mr. Catnoun) believed to be his ob- 
ject, viz: in rebutting the other map. 

These were the irapressions he entertained az 
the time, and they had not been changed since. He 
would take this occasion to remark, that he hoped 
another debate in seere! session would never be 
published. He thought the precedent was going to 
be highly pernicious; it would probably operate as 
a restrisiion upon the liberty of debate. He had 
writen out his own speech reluctantly, and only 
with a view, as other speeches were being publish- 
ed, of putting himself right; and in writing that 
speech, he had taken the general run of the faets, 
withoat entering into the minute details, which, in 
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a-case like that; could-have but little influence up- 
on the public mind. i 

Mr. BENTON reiterated that, in the presence 
of forty-eight. Senators, (most of whom were pres- 
ent on. the occasion,) he was the first himself to 
proclaim the red line. He not only could see 
them, contrary to the words he had quoted; but he 
did not, as they assert, leave it to “other: eyes” to 
be applied to the map to discover them. He pro- 
claimed them aloud from his seat. 
issue of fact. And on ithe appealed to the Sen- 
ators around him for their recollections. | : 

Mr. SMITH of Connecticut observed that, ac- 
cording to his recollection, when the Senator from 
Missouri heard of Sparks’s map, he raised the map 
in his own hands, and exclaimed, “here are the 
bloody red lines.” The words were so remarkable, 
that they made a strong impression on his mind. 

Mr. BENTON asked if he had any recollection 
of allusion being made te the “secret?” 

Mr. SMITH replied that his recollection was 
rather indistinct about that; but still bis impression 
was, that it must have becn to show there was no 
secret about it. 

Mr. ALLEN observed that this was (to say the 
least of it) a very troublesome dispute, growing out 
of a deeply exciting discussion which had taken 
place with closed doors, and in consequence of the 
additional circumstance that the matter had not 
been noticed at the time by any reporter. His im- 
pression was, that there was no real difference be- 
tween the Senatorfrom Virginia and the Senator 
from Missouri. The difference was barely as to 
the form of the question now made—the one 
adhering to the object for which the map was 
introduced, and the other to the fact of the 
announcement of the brord red line which 
-was visible to every one. Believing, then, that 
there was nothing substantial involved in the con- 
troversy, he must be permitted to express his regret 
that the matter should be deemed sufficiently im- 
portant to occupy the attention of the Senate. 

He had hitherto remained quiet, and volunteered 
no opinion nor expression of his impressions upon 
the subject; but, being now particularly called 
upon, he could state very readily what those im- 
pressions were; and he did so with a perfect con- 
viction that the statement could not reflect in the 
least degree on any member of that body, in one 
way or the other. His attention was attracted to 
the fact of the introduction of the map by the Sen- 
ator from Virginia, by the solemnity with which it 
was introduced; the Senator evidently regarding it 
as a matter of peculiar importance, and calling the 
attention of the Senate very pointedly to the map. 

While this part of the discussion was going on, 
the Senator from Missouri (according to his recol- 
lection of the case) obtained an old atlas, and 
spreading open a map, exclaimed, “here is the red 
line.” As to the motive with which the Senator 
from Missouri introduced the atlas, his recollection 
was not very distinct; but the circumstance of the 
red line having been pointed out by him he (Mr. 
A.) particularly remembered, in consequence of 
the manner in which the Senator had called atten- 
tion to it, being devoid of that deference or courte- 
sy which be (Mr. A.) conceived was due to the 
gentleman who had possession of the floor. As to 
the fact of the announcement of the red line, he 
recollected distinetly that the Senator from Missou- 
ri made use of the word “bloody.” He might not 
perhaps have recollecied the circumstance, but for 
the phrase made use of by the Senator; which, of 
itself, was calculated to make an impression upon 
‘tthe memory. He repeated, that he did not con 
ceive that this statement could affect either Senator, 
one way or the other; for he did not conceive that 
there was any essential difference between the Sen- 
ators—the one contending as to the object for 
which the map was produced, and the failure of 
that object; and the other as to the announcement 
of the broad red fine. 

Mr. RIVES begged leave to say that he did not 
think it at all necessary to enter into the discus- 
sion of the matier with any spirit of controversy, 
but 

The CHAIR here interrupted the Senator from 
Virginia, with a request that he might he permitted 


This was the . 


The Chair then stated-that bis recollection was re- 
freshed by the remarks which had fallen from the 
Senator from Ohio, [Mr. ALLEN.] They reminded 
bim that he had held a conversation with him, and 
in which conversation that Senator accorded with 
his recollection, that there was no substantial differ- 
ence between the two Senators. . The Chair seper- 
added’ the remark, that if it was the sense of the 
Senate, he would add that no issue was made 
up on the fact of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Bznron] having announced the red lines. That, 
on a previous occasion, the Senator from Virginia 
[Mr. Rives] had remarked that he could not have 
fallen into the absurdity of imputing the design 
to the Senator fro.n Missouri, of an intended sup- 
pression of the red line, with the view to impose 
upon the Senate or the country. That the recol- 
lection of the Chair was, that the red line was 
announced; but the ground of his supposition, that 
there was no substantial difference between 
the Senators, was, that the remarks of the Senator 
from Virginia, complained of, were not literal and 
exact, but only figurative. They had been so re- 
garded by the Chair. And if the Chair might use 
the expression, he had understood the expression of 
the Senator from Virginia to.mean, that the mind’s 
eye of the Senator from Missouri was so engrossed 
with the microscopic dotted line, that he gave none, 
or scarcely any,consideration to the plain or palpa- 
blered line; and that his opinion on this point was 
much fortified by the statement made by the Sen- 
ator from Virginia on a previous occasion, that he 
could not, or did not, design the absurdity of at- 
tempting to produce the impression, either upon 
the Senate or the public mind, that the Senator 
from Missouri attempted to exhibit the dotted line, 
and at the same time to suppress or conceal the ex- 
stence of the red line, which was bold and strong- 
y marked on the same map. 


Mr. RIVES said he desired to say a word or 
two, for the purpose of placing the matter in its 
true altitude before the public, though he doubted 
whether the public were disposed to take any in- 
terest in the matter at all. He concurred entirely 
in the very candid and sober view of the matter 
which had been presented by the Chair, and by 
the Senator from Ohio, with regard to the red line 
and the dotted line. “The whole difference be- 
tween the Senator from Missouri and himself, re- 
duced itself toa mere matter of opinion, as had 
been very justly remarked. He would state, most 
distinetly, that his own impression in regard to the 
expressions used by the Senator from Missouri, 
was, that the Senator had not referred to the red 
lines at all; though it was possible that the words 
might have been spoken, without having reached 
his ears, as there was some confusion at the time, 
and as he (Mr. Rives) was then speaking. Atall 
event, the circumstance, if it so occurred, had 
made no impression upon his mind; and he had 
consequeatly no recollection of it. What be desired 
tosay was (whathad been so happily expressed by the 
Chair,) that it was the mind’s eye by which the red 
line was disregarded; the red line might have been 
seen, but, if seen, not recognised as the true 
boundary; bat the microscopic dotted line was in- 
sisted on by the Senator as being the true beund- 
ary. And he was confirmedin this opinion, by 
referring io the printed speech of the Senator from 
Missouri; in which he insisted,in three distinct 
places, vpon the dotted line as being the true bound- 
ary; and, according to the recollection of the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina, the Senator from 
Missouri made the remark, that any little school 
miss might have drawn the red line. 

The Senator from Misscuri seemed disposed to 
leave entirely in the dark the object for which he 
had introduced the map, and confined himself to 
the expression (which, andoubtedly, was intended to 
be understood as a figurative expression) that 
the broad red line could not be seen until other 
eyes were applied to it. He had never intended 
to deny that the Senator announced the red line; 
but whathe asserted was, thatthe Senator had in- 
sisted upon the mieroscopie dotted line as being 
the true boundary. The whole question, then, was, 


in truth, a difference of impression or of recolire- | 


tion as to the object for which the map had been 


te explain the preceding remarks he had made. Í introduced. He (Mr. R.) had honestly stated his 


| 


own impression as to what that object was, and 
that he considered the Senator as. having failed to 
accomplish that object and in that opinion he be- 
lieved he was sustained by a very. large majority 
of the Senate. With regard to the other point, it 
was a matter of form merely. i 
Mr. BENTON said he was entirely satisfied 
with the explanation of the Senator from Virginia. 
He would now drop everything that had passed, 
and would merely read to the Senate the last letter 
which was ever written by Dr. Franklin; it was 
written in the year 1790, and addressed to. Mr. 
Jefferson, who was at that time Secretary of State. 


Copy of the last letter written by Dr. Franklin, 


“PHILADELPHIA, April 8, 17990, 
“Sin: F received your letter of the 3lst of last past, relatin 
to encroachments made on the eastern dimits of the Unite 
States, by settlers under the British Government, pretending 
that it is the western, and not the eastern river of the bay of 
Passamaquoddy, which was designated by the name of St: 
Croix, in the treaty of peace with Wat nation, and requesting of 
me to communicate any facts which my memory or papers 
may enable me to recollect, and which may indicate the true 
river which the commissioners on both sides had in theit view 
to establish as the boundary between the two nations. fi 
“Your letter found me under a severe fit of my malady, which. 
prevented my answering it sooner, or attending, indeed, to any 
kind of business. I now can assure you that Iam perfectly 
clear in the remembrance that the map we used in tracing the 
‘boundary was brought tothe treaty by the commissioners from 
England; and that it was the same that was published by 
Mitchell above twenty years before. Having a copy of that 
map by me in loose sheets, I send you that sheet which con- 
tains the bay of Passamaquoddy, where you will see that part of 
the boundary traced, I remember, too, that in that part of the 
boundary we relied much on the opinion of Mr. Adams, who 
had been concerned jn some former disputes concerning thosa 
territories. I think, therefore, that you may obtain still farther 
light from him, x 
“That the map we used was Mitchell’s map, Congress were 
acquainted at the time, by letter to their Secretary for Foreiga 
Affairs, which, I suppose, may be found upon their files. 
“I have the honor to he, with the greatest esteem and re- 
spect, gir, your most obedient and most humble servant, 
; “B, FRANKLIN. 
“To THOMAS JEFFERSON, 
“Secretary of State of the United States,” f ý 
Mr. B. said that this put an end to Mr. 
Sparks’s map. This letter shows that Mitchell’s 
map, and not D’Anville’s map, was that Dr. Franks 
lin used for showing our tille; and here is that 
map, showing our boundary along the mountain 
ridge by Quebec and the St. Lawrence, and going 
to the northwest comer of Nova Scotia, within a 
quarter of an inch of the river on this map—within 
ten or fifteen miles of it, in fact, This shows that 
Mr. Sparks’s discovery in Paris is not the measure 
of our title to the Northeastern boundary. 
Here the subject dropped, 


THE OREGON TERRITORY. 

The CHAIR announced the order of the day to be 
the unfinished debate on the passage of the bill for 
the settlement and occupation of the Territory of | 
Oregon. : : 

Mr. CHOATE, being entitled to the floor, address- 
ed the Senate for nearly two hours. The two main 
topics upon which he dwelt, were: first, the ques- 
tion of the proposed grant of Jands to settlers, as 
an infraction of the convention between this coun- 
try and Great Britain, established for ten years in 
1818, and renewed in 1827, to continue from year 
to year until discontinued by a year’s notice from 
either party; and next, the question of the settles 
ment of other difficulties with England by the late 
treaty, without also settling that in relation to the 
Oregon Territory. ; 

In the course of his remarks, he stated that his 
only objection to the bill was in relation to the 
provision making a grant of lands. If it was re- 
committed, and that provision was stricken out, 
the rest of the bill should have his hearty concur- 
rence. Even if the bill remained in its. present 
shape, and it could be satisfactorily proved to him 
that this provision, whish proposes a grant of 
land to settlers, is not an infraction of the treaty, 
he would give it his support. He would go 
further; he would say, that if the year’s notice 
were given of our intention to relinquish the treaty 
with Great Britain, be would, after the cessation of 
our obligations under it, most cheerfully support 
a bill of this kind. Buthe conceived the whole 
question, at present, was, whether this bill, in its 
present form, would not be a violation of our 
obligations under the treaty; and that it would, be 
had not now the slightest doubt. 

Here Mr. C. went-into an examination of the 
terms of the treaty, with a view of showing that 
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the only. occupation or settlement which could 
take place in good faith, was a joint occupation 
and settlement for purposes of trade, hunting, and 
trapping; and that Great Britain never had in any 
single instance otherwise interpreted the treaty, or 
acted upon it. Her encouragement of the Hudson 
Bay Company was for purposes of. trade and hunt- 
ing, strictly in conformity with the treaty. If the 
company had built forts and made seitilements, 
it was in furtherance of the objects of trade, and 
carrying on. the trapping and hunting in which it 
was engaged. It was perfectly open to us, under 
the ‘treaty, to do the same. He denied that Eng- 
land had extended over the country an exclusive 
jarisdiction. She only applied her own laws to ber 
own subjecis. We might do the same If it 
could be shown that she ever granted away a sin- 
gle acre of the territory, or exercised an exclusive 
right of that kind, he would then say that we 
might do the same. But no such thing could be 
shown, for ithad not been done. : 


As to the allegations that England, in a commu- 
nication with the ministers of our Government, bad 
said that British interests had grown up in the 
territory, which should and would be protected, he 
contended, that taking the whole context, and giv- 
ing what followed in the sentence, so far from this 
being an assertion of exclusive right, or a threat of 
possession against the United States, the most di- 
rect reservation was made of the rights of the 
United States to joint occupation and interest in the 
territory under the treaty, by which both countries 
were bound. He read the passage in full, with a 
view of showing the correctness of his view of the 
avowal made by England. 


In commenting upon the speech cf the Senator 
from Missouri, [Mr. Benron,] who had preceded 
him in the discussion when the subject was last up, 
he took occasion to remove an erroneous impres- 
sion, which he conceived was calculated to do great 
injustice to a distinguished man, [Mr. Webster, ] 
who could not there defend himself. He alluded 
to the fears expressed by the Senator from Mis- 
souri, that the President’s message declining to fur- 
nish the correspondence, or informal communica- 
tions, relative to the pending negotiation about 
the Oregon Territory, implied grounds for ecnelu- 
ding that propositions had been made by our Sec- 
retary of State, which the Administration was 
ashamed or afraid to avow; that, in fact, Ihe rumor 
must be correct which had got abroad, that a prop- 
osition had been made or entertained, by the Secre- 
tary of State, to setile down upon tke Columbia 
river as the boundary line. Now, he was glad to 
have it in his power to undeceive the Senator, and 
to assure him, which he did from authority—for he 
had been requested by the Seeretary himself to do 
it for him—that he never either made or enter- 
tained a proposition to admit of any Jine south of 
the 49th parallel of Jatitude, as a negotiable bounda 
ary line for the territory of the United States, 


After Mr. C. had considerably more at large, and 
in his own words, (the purport of which is only at- 
tempted in this skeich,) fully explained this matter, 
he next turned to so much of the remarks of the 
Senator from Missouri, as condemned the late 
treaty with Great Britain in relation to the North- 
eastern boundary line. He e i inte a Jong, 
minute, and topographical inquiry and explang- 
tion, with a view of showing thatthe course par- 
sued by the Secretary of Siate was the most ac- 
vantageous ever attempted for this country in any 
previous negotiation with Great Brit Tavi 
argued this point elaborately, ke turned to 
agreed upon through the great Weste 
a view of proving that we had i 
merely seemingly, asthe Ser 
posed—gained four millior 


merston,) to Show that the most intellieent English 
statesmen considered that we had immeasarably 
the best of the bergain in the late treaty, and par- 
ticularly as to the acquisition of this foer milions 
of acres in the West. He traced the line from 
Pigeon river to the Lake of the Woods, as agreed 
upon, wilh a view of showing that it was the ider- 
tical line stipulated by the treaty of 1782, as no 
other water-course was known till 1802 bat the 


southern water-course adopted as the true line in 
the late treaty, 

In conclusion, Mr. C. boped the bill would be 
recommitted, and (ihe provision granting lands 
being stricken owt) that the measure would be 
adopted. . 

Mr. BENTON replied to so much of the Sena- 
tor’s remarks as touched- upon. his speech; and in- 
sisted that the same line to which the Senator’s 
coneludisg remarks alluded, was thirty or forty 
miles north of that which the Senatos supposed. 

Mr. Bs remarks (which were mostly statisti- 
cal) will be given in full ina day or two. 

Mr. MOREHEAD next obtained the floor; and, 
on his motion, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, January 18, 1843. 


Mr. READ presented two remonstrances, signed 
by citizens of Pennsylvania, against the repeal of 
the bankrupt law: referred to the Committee of the 
Whole. 


Mr. RIGGS presented the petition of citizens 
of Whitewater, in the Territory of Wisconsin, 
praying the construction of a harbor at Milwaukie, 
in said Territory, for the protection of the com- 
merce of the upper lakes. 


Mr. GWIN offered the following resolution; and 
it was agreed tc: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Lands he in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of reporting a joint res- 
olution, authorizing the appointment of a special agent to in- 
quire into the alleged frauds under the pre-emption laws; the 
appointmentof such agent having been recommended by the 
Commissioner of the General Lani Office in his annual report. 

Also, that said cormmittee be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of reporting a bill to amend the existing and former 
pre-emption Jaws, so as to permit the heirs or representatives 
of those who settled on the public lands with the intention of 
availing themselves of the privileges of the pre-emption laws, 
but who died before the forms required by said laws had been 
complied with, toenter the same, if satisfactory evidence is 
produced that the settler or settlers, if living, would be entitled 
to said land, 


Mr. GWIN also offered the following resolu- 
tion, and it was adopted: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be requested to 
communicate to this House all the information in possession of 
the Navy Department in regard tothe naval depot of the Uni- 
ted States at Port Maion, and especially whether any vessels of 
the United States Mediterranean squadron have been kept for 
any length of time in said port inactive; and, if so, how Jong; 
and whether any of the officers have heretofore established 
themselves, during such period, on shore at that place, and for 
what Jength of time, for the purpose of keeping house, and the 
names of such vessels and of said officers; and further to state 
whether any, and what, reforms have been contemplated, or 
aye considered to be necessary, in regard to the condition and 
cunduct of the Mediterranean squadron in these particulars. 


Mr. GWIN also offered the following resc- 
lution; and it was adopted, after an amendment had 
been agreed to, on the motion of Mr, KING: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be requested to 
communicate to this House the amount of the daily expenses, 
exclusive of the pay of the officers and crew, of the Missouri 
and Mi »pi steam: frigates, respectively, while in service; 
specify the amount of fucl consumed by each daily, in- 
clading the amount of wastage, where the said fuel has been pur- 
chased, from whom, by whom, and at what price. 

Mr. GWIN asked leave to offer the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, Thaithe President be requested to communicate 
to this House, (if in his opinion it isnot incompatible with the 
pubiic service,) whatever information may be in his possession 
in relation to the recent capture of Monterey, in Califorgia, 
Commodore T, Ap Catesby Jones; and to staie wheiher the 
said Jones had any instructions from the Government which 
were intended should he construed into authority for such pro- 
ceodings. 

Mr. LINN objected, and the resolution was not 
received. 

Mr. BRIGGS offered the follow! 
adopted: 


by 


g and it was 


ai 
at the time of Braddock’s defeat, in 1755, and was pre at 
that battle; andaiso, that he was a servant of General Wash- 
iugton at the surrender of Cornwallis, in 1781; and who is be- 
lieved to be 112 years old. 


Mr, TILLINGGAST rose to a privileged ques- 
tion, and then explained that an error had occurred 
in recording his vote on a moticn made yesterday 
to fix 10 o’clock, A. M. as the bour of meeting on 
Friday and Saturday next, which are days appro- 
priated by the rules to private business. Having 


caused a correction of the journal, he moved a. re« 
consideration of the vote of yester day. 

Mr. MERIWETHER moved to Jay that resolu- 
tion on the table, observing that gentlemen who 
voted to meet early did not come to the House at 
the time fixed. 

Mr. COWEN called for the yeas and nays, but 
they were not ordered; and the motion was laid on 
the table. 

Mr. REYNOLDS rose to a privileged question; 
and was understood to move the reconsideration of 
some vote, which was not distinctly heard. 

Mr. EVERETT desired to move a suspension 
of the rules, to enable the House to proceed with 
and dispose of, the question of reconsideration of 
the vote of yesterday on the passage of the banks 
rupt law; which was moved by the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Prormr.] He thought that should 
be disposed of before the House proceeded to any 
other business. : 

Mr. ADAMS moved that the House ‘resolve it- 
self intoa Committee of the Whole, for the purpose 
(as he said) of taking up the bill for the satisfaction 
of claims for French spoliations prior to 1800. 

Mr. EVERETT, on an explanation being given 
that the question of reconsideration which he wish- 
ed to dispose of, would come up of course after 
the morning hour, withdrew his motion to suspend 
the rules. 

Mr. ADAMS then pressed his motion, and call- 
ed for the yeas and nays upon it; which were or- 
dered, and resulted as follows—yeas 107, nays 78. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


So the House resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole, (Mr. Eforprins of Virginia in the 
chair,) and resumed the consideration of the bill 
making appropriations for the support of the 
army. 

Mr. PROFFITT moved to take up the bill 
making appropriations for the continuation of the 
Cumberland road. 


The CHAIR said that the motion was not in or- 
der—the army appropriation bili having the priority 
—and must be postponed, in order to take up other 
business. 


Mr. ADAMS then moved to postpone the bill, 
for the purpose of taking up the bill providing in- 
demnity for French spoliations prior to 1800. 

Mr. PICKENS called for tellers, which were 
ordered; and, on taking the question, they [Messrs. 
SAUNDERS and Reap] reported ayes 78, noes 80. 

So the motion of Mr. Apams was rejected. 

[When the committee rose yesterday, the ques- 
tion pending was on the following amendment sub- 
mitted by Mr. Deverny: 

“For arsenals, one hundred and ten thousand dollars; twenty 
thousand dollars of which to be applied towards completing the 
arsenal now under train of construction at Fayetteville, North 
Carolina,’’] 

The question being put on the amendment of 
Mr. Deserry, it was decided in the negative with- 
ont a division. 

Mr. DEBERRY then called for tellers, which 
were ordered, 

Mr. ADAMS then renewed his motion to post- 
pone the bill, for the purpose of taking up the 
French spoliation bill, 

Mr. READ inquired if the motion was in order, 
a similar one having just been rejected. 

The CHAIR said that it was, there having been 
intervening business since the same motion was 
made and rejected, viz: the call for and ordering 
of tellers cn the amendment of the gentleman from 
North Carolina, (Mr. Deperry.] 

Mr. READ called for tellers on the motion; 
which were ordered. 

Mr. FILLMORE expressed the opinion that 
ntotions of this kind should not be made oftener 
than once a day; for, by moving them in this way, 
just after they hed been rejected, as was done by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, a great and 
unnecessary waste of time was occasioned. 

Mr, PICKENS observed that, if proceedings like 
ibis were to be tolerated, there would be no get- 
tiog on with the business of the House; they would 
never be able to tell what they were about to do. 

The CHAIR repeated his decision, that the mo- 
tion was in order; and the question was taken by 


the‘tellérs, (Messrs WELLER aid Strarton,) who 


reported ayes 68, noes 78. . ; 
:'Bo Mr. Apams's motion was again rejected. 
The question recurring on Mr. DEBERRY’S amend- 
ment, 3 i ‘ j 
“Mr. McK AY suggested to his colleague to mod- 
ify it, so as not to increase the appropriation, but 
to‘Make it obligatory on the Secretary of War-to 
apply $10,000 of the balance of the appropriation 
oF leet year, now on hand, to the arsenal at Fayette- 
ville. Mr. McK. said that there was an appro- 
priation of $120,000 made last year, with the un- 
derstanding that $10,000 of it should be applied to 
the North Carolina arsenal; and of this appropria- 
tion, he had ascertained that over $94,000 now re- 
mained unexpended in the treasury. © All that was 
wanted, therefore, was to direct the application of 
a part of this sum to the object his colleague had 
in view. If his colleague would modify his amend- 


ment in the manner he had suggested, he presumed - 


that no gentleman would object to it, as there 
would in that case be no increase of the appro- 
priation.. ` . 

Mr. DEBERRY had no particular objection to 
the course of his colleague, but his constituents 
were anxious for the appropriation which he had 
proposed. They strongly suspected that there was 
no intention on the part of the department to make 
this anything more than amere arcenal of deposite. 
It-was for this reason that the Legislature of North, 
Carolina interfered and passed resolutions. He 
urged the propriety and necessity for completing 
this'arsenal, since it was the only arsenal south 
of the Potomac. Hedidnot believe in the sincerity 
of those officers of the department, who held out 
that they intended to complete the work. Flis con- 
stituents were tired of being tantalized and humbug- 
ged, and it was now several years since. any pro- 
gress had been made. He expressed his willing- 
ness to modify his amendment according to the sug- 
gestion of his colleague, [Mr. McKay, ] so as to au- 
thorize the Secretary of War to appropriate $10,000 
of the money now on hand to the completion of the 
arsenal at Fayetteville. 

Mr. McICAY read a letter from the officer under 
whose charge the work was; from which it ap- 
peared that a large quantity of materials was now 
on hand for the construction of the work, and the 
Government would suffer injury by allowing the 
works to remain much longer in their present situa- 


tion. 

Mr. GILMER cpposed the amendment. He 
thought the principle wrong. Fie saw no reason 
why Congress should make any exception in favor 
of the arsenal in North Carolina, when the process 
of restricting all the expenditures of the Govern- 
ment was going on. 

Mr. GRAHAM replied, and sustained the 
amendment. He contended that the Legislature 
should interfere in this matter. The case was pe- 
culiar. In addition to the fact that the materials 
were on hand, he urged the fact that no other 
arsenal existed south of the Potomac. 

Mr. FILLMORE said, if an unexpended balance 
yemained over from last year, it was unnecessary 
10. give the direction in relation to the North Caro- 
Jina arsenal. Let the department make the ex- 
denditure. He urged, moreover, that the pro- 
posed division of a partof the appropriation for 
arsenals to the North Carolina arsenal would en- 
danger the public property elsewhere. 

Mr. CALHOUN expressed a desire to have the 
Fayetteville arsenal cowpleted; and pressed upon 
the committee the consideration, that, whilst there 
were many arsenals throughout the Northern and 
Eastern States, there was none in the South and 
Southwest. He advocated a reorganization and 
overhauling of the whole system of arsenals, con- 
tending that there were too many in some sections, 
and not enough in others. 

Mr. GILMER inquired whether this appropria 
tion was to complete arsenals already begun, or to 
erect new arsenals. or for the custody of arms. 

Mr. FILLMORE said that there were but two 
arsenals begun which were not finished. The ap- 
propriation was mainly intended for repairs; for 
the items of- which expenditure he referred to doc- 
ument No, 45. 

Mr. GILMER coscurred with the gentleman 


- from Massachusetis, [Mr. Ca.noun,] that there 
were too many arsenals at present. He should’ 
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move to reduce the appropriation from $90,000. to 
$50,000, so as to. expend money only on those ab- 
solutely necessary. © ` í i 
The CHAIR decided the motion would not be 
in order at this time. : 
Mr. GILMER said be had so supposed, but now 
gave notice of his intention to make it at the proper 
time. 5 ; i : 
Mr. SAUNDERS replied to. various gentlemen 


- who had opposed the appropriation. He thought 
: jt due at least to the wishes of the State Legisla- 
: ture of North Carolina to make this small appro- 


priation of $10,000. 
Mr. MERIWETHER complained that he was 


. inthe dark as to the propriety of this appropria- 


lion. He did not understand the reason for many 


| of the proposed items of appropriation, and wished 


for information before be could consent to vote 
away the public money.- 

Mr. GRAHAM explained, for the information 
of the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. MERI- 
WETHER. } 

The question was then puton the amendment; 
and, as 16 only rose in its favor, . 

Mr. DESERRY withdrew it. 


Mr. SMITH of Virginia moved to strike out 
the whole appropriation, and insert an appropria- 
tion of $25,000 for the completion of arsenals at 
Little Rock, Ark., and Fayetteville, N. C. He 
said that the arsenals, it must be admitted, were in 
decent and reputable condition, especially as 
$90,000 of the money previously appropriated 
for their repair was yet unexpended. But, be- 


yond this, it was stated by gentlemen on that floor’ 


that many of the arsenals were unnecessary; and, 
as the treasury of the country was, and was likely 
to continue, in an embarrassed condition, he had 
proposed to strike out the whole appropriation, 
and substitute a sum which would be sufficient for 
two arsenals, at points where it was obvicus they 
were requisite. 

Mr. GILMER called the attention of his eol- 
league to the detailed estimates, which weuld show 
him that $10,000 only was required for each of the 
arsenals for which he proposed to make appropria- 
tion. 

Mr. SMITH acted on the suggestion, and sub- 
stituted $20,000 for $25,000. 


Mr. FILLMORE expressed his surprise at the 
proposition of the gentleman from Virginia. He 
said an appropriation was necessary to repair the 
arsenals, both for their preservation and the preser- 
vation of the arms which they contained; and fur- 
ther, he deprecated the basing of legislation on uns 
authorized statements. Instead of $90,000 unex- 
pended, as stated by the gentleman from Virginia, 
there was only some $70,000; and it must be borne 
in mind, that thatsum was appropriated to defray 
such expenses as should be required in the inter- 
val, up tothe Ist of July, and it was for the period 
subsequent to that day that the appropriation un- 
der consideration was to be made, 

Mr. SMITH said there was no proposition more 
clear than that the buildings were in good condi- 
tion and repair; and, according to the gentleman’s 
own admission, there was some $70,000 unexpend- 
ed, and therefore he could not be justly charged 
with a desire to leave the publie property to go to 
ruin. He then justified his motion on otber grounds. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. CALHOUN] 
had shown that some of the arsenals were unneces- 
sary, and therefore it was their obvicus duty to 
put them out of existence; but, in justification of 
his amendment, especially in relation to the arsen- 
al at Little Rock, he reminded the committee of the 
proximity of 40,000 Indian warriors to that coun- 


try, who could sweep its occupants from that pore 


tion of this Union, 

Mr. CROSS opposed the amendment in some 
remarks, which were not distinctly heard. 

The amendment was then negatived. 

Mr. GILMER moved to strike out $90,000 and 
insert $50,000. 

The motion was negatived. 

Several items were then read and passed with- 
out amendment. $ 


[ereere eea reae St 


; přcpiation for further military Surveys, ~~ 
Mr. GILMER said he thought that was a 


173 
When ‘the Clerk read the item making an ap» 


-branch-of the public service which. could bé sus- 
pended, and he moved to strike out that appropria- 
tion. ; 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia asked the chairman 


of the Committee of Ways and Means how that. 


money was expended. He thought there were’, 
men amongst the officers of this country ‘that 
were competent to make these surveys. i 
` Mr. FILLMORE understood that there was a con-. 
siderable additional expense beyond that of meré 
officers, such as clerk-hire, transportation, &c. 

Mr. SMITH observed that they bad very large 
annual expenditures for transportation, anda num- 
ber of officers of high pay. It seemed to him that 
the military service should be exelusively employed 
in these surveys. It was by employing other per- 
sons than the regular officers of the Government, 
that the expenditures of the Government were. 
swelled up to such an extent. pA ee ee 

Mr. FILLMORE spoke of the great importance 
of the surveys, and said that they were made so as 
to be ready whenever it might be necessary to 
ereci fortifications. 

Mr. SMITH observed that there were two or 
three different classes of fortifications, covering 
the whole frontier; and he could not imagine the 
necessity for an appropriation as small as this. He 
thought that these surveys were more for the pur- 
pose of giving good jobs to the officers above their, 
regular pay, than for any real benefit to the coun- 
try. Our officers were so well paid, that it was not 
necessary to give them such jobs to eke out their 
means of living. i 

The question was then taken on Mr. FILLMORE’S 
motion, and it was rejected. 

Mr. CALHOUN desired to ask the chairman of 
the committee whal was meant by the clause ‘for 
expenses for preparing drawings for artillery.” The 
reason he asked was, there was generally a proviso 
in the appropriation bills, that there should be no 
extra compensation paid to any officers, or other 
persons in the employment of the department. Yet, 
notwithstandisg this proviso, the committee of 
which the gentleman irom Virginia [Mr. Giumer] 
was atthe head, had ferreted out the fact that 
many of the ordnance officers received “an extra 
compensation of $2 per day, in addition to their 
regular pay, for preparing drawings of artillery. 
Now, it appeared to him that this kind of work 
was part cf*the regular duty of these officers, for 
which they received regular pay. i 

Mr. FILLMORE explained that there had been 
a board of officers appointed for the purpose of | 
making every part of the artillery uniform,and that 
a draughtsman was employed to assist them. The 
committee, considering the extra pay of this board 
an abuse, struck it out of the appropriation of last 
year, and this year there was no estimate for it. 
The pay of the draughtsman, however,wasestimated _ 
for; and this, with the ineidental expenses of sta- 
tionery, &c., made up this item. 


Mr. CALHOUN said that as there had been a 
provision inserted in the former appropriation bills, 
trat no person in regular pay should receive any 
extra compensation, the law had been trampled on 
by the department in making such allowances; and 
he would suggest to the gentleman from Tennessee, 
[Mr. ARNOLD,] to call up his bill as soon as possi- 
ble, to correct this and all similar abuses. 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia asked if this $1,200 
was for the purchase of paper alone. 

Mr. FILLMORE answered, for drawing paper, 
ink, &e. 

Mr. SMITH then observed, that this “and so 
forth” might include everything. 

Mr. GILMER wished to call the attention of the 
committee to the fact, that in this bill there were 
$65,000 appropriaicd, by three clauses in juxtapo- 
sition, and all for the same general and specific 
purposes. First, there was a clause appropriating 
$15,000 for the surveys for the military defences of 
the country, inland and Atlantic; secondly, for mili- 
lary and geographical surveys west of the Missis- 
zippi $15,000 for the half calendar year, and $15,000 
for the fiscal year—making $20,000; and, thirdly, 
for the continuation of the surveys on the Northern 
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_ lakes, $30,060. He did not wish to stop.all those 
sprveys, but it seemed to him that the two first 
were for the same ebjecis. It seemed to him that 
there was a looseness, not only about the mode of 
appropriating the public money; but about its ex- 
penditure; and he pledged himself to the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts (Mr. Catsoun] to cc- 
operate. with him in checking such a course.of 
things. 

Mr. CHARLES BROWN moved to strike out 
the appropriation for the continnation of the sur- 
veys of the North and Northwestern lakes; for, ac- 
cording to the opinions held by many gentlemen 
there, they could not be carried on correctly 
without the -superintendence of Mr. Hassler. 

“We have (said Mr. B.) immediately following 
this appropriation, very jarge appropriations for 
the Military Academy, where for years they had 
been educating young men for the scientific pur- 
poses of the Government. They had an engineer 
corps, also, whose officers received very high sala- 
ries; and everybody must be satisfied that there 
were enough of them to make all the surveys, both 
inland and Atl&ntic, and carry on all the scientific 
‘works of the Government, without employing 
other persons. He was foremploying these offi- 
cers in these works; and if they were not compe- 
tent, to get others in their places. These surveys 
cost somewhere about half a million yearly, and 
nobody knew where they were going on. It was 
time that this business was systematized, so that 
they might know what they were doing, and how 
much they were expending on it. 

Mr. FILLMORE spoke of the importance of 
these surveys, and explained the difference between 
them. The object was to make them for the pur- 
pose of ascertaining the points at which fortifica- 
tions would be necessary on the Gulf, on the lakes, 
and on the Atlantic frontier, Mr. F. handed up to 
the Chair a letter from the War Department, 
showing the importance and utility of these sur- 
veys; which was read. 

‘Mr. C. BROWN wisked to know if these sur- 
veys were made by the regular officers of the Gov- 
ernment, or by other persons. He did not wish to 
stop these surveys, and was willing to incur all the 
incidental expenses connected with them; but he 
objected to the expense of employing other persons, 
when the Government had officers enough under 
regular pay. 

Mr. FILLMORE believed that the, work was 
carried on by the regular officers of the Govern- 
ment. 


Mr. C. BROWN said that, if the gentleman 
meant that these surveys were forthe purpose of 
ascettaining points for fortifications, he looked 
upon them as a useless expense; for, considering the 
changes taking place in the system of fortifications, 
together with the increase in the population of dif- 
ferent parts of the country surveyed, it would be 
impossible now to say where it would be best to 
have fortifications, or of what description they should 
be, some years hence. He thought the officers had 
better be employed in walking about the strects, 
than making surveys with such objects in view. 

Mr. MERIWETHER moved to strike out 
$30,000, and insert $20,000 for the surveys of the 
North and Northwesicrn lakes. He said that 
$20,060 was sufficient, inasmuch as the department 
hadonly estimated for thai sum, though the commit- 
tee had given $30,000. 

Mr. M. read a letter from Captain Williams, of 
the engineer corps, for ibe purpose of showing that 
an appropriation of $20,060 would be amply tuffi- 
cient. 

Mr. FILLMORE argued that the increased ap- 
propriation proposed would be greatly beneficial, 
in completing the survey at an earlier day than it 
could be done under present arrangements. 

Mr. MERIWETHER esntended that the 
present was not the time io increase such appropri- 
ations—a time when the Secretary of ihe Treast- 
ry told us the tariff would have to be altercd so as 
to add $3,000,000 to the revenue of the Govern- 
ment, He hoped that the sum of $20,000, asked 
for by the officer in charge of the work, who was 
on the spot and knew everything about it, would 


be granted, instead of $30,000 as asked for by } 


Cel. Abert, who lived in Washington, and never 
saw the work in question. 

Some conversation here took place between 
Messrs. CAVE JOHNSON and FILLMORE as to 
whether this item was not proposed and rejected 
last session; the result of which was, that such was 
notthe fact: 


Mr. SMITH of Virginia said that, if he under- 
stood the question rightly, the amendment involved 
the question whether there should be an increase of 
the present annual appropriation, for the purpose 
of completing the survey atan earlier day than was 
now contemplated. He argued that, in our pres- 
eat condition, it was better to leave expenditures as 
they were, than to incur any increase. 

The question was put, and the amendment re- 
jected. 

Mr. REYNOLDS then rose, and moved to 
amend the bill, by adding after the 122d line, 
an item providing for an appropriation of $20,000 
for a military survey from Council Bluffs, on the 
Mississippi, to the mouth of the Columbia river, 
in Oregon Territory. He stated that he desired to 
have this item inserted in lieu of the item of 
$20,000 “for surveys west of the Mississippi. 
The Chair, however, informed him that it would 
not be order to move to amend that item, as it had 
been passed upon by the committee; and it was 
for this reascn that he offered the amendment to 
come in at the end of the section. He then ad- 
dressed the House in a strain of forcible reasoning 
in favor of his amendment. It was not, as gentle- 
men might think, an extraordinary proposition. It 
was important as bearing upon the proposed settle- 
ment of Oregon Territory; and he hoped that gen- 
tlemen would not be so squeamish as to refuse 
to allow our citizens to take possession of that 
territory, merely because England pretended to 
have a right to it. If Eogland had any claim 
whatever to the soil of Oregon, it was confined to 
that portion above, the mouth of the Columbia, 
where the survey he proposed would not touch. 
He expressed an anxious desire that the attention 
of members should be called to this sabject, in 
order that they might consider the propriety of 
hereafter constructing a military road in Oregon. 


_For the purpose of giving an opportunity to gen- 


tlemen to weigh the matterfwell in their own minds, 
he would move that the committee rise, and then 
let the question be taken on his proposition to- 
morrow. 

Mr. FILLMORE appealed to the gentleman to 
withdraw the motion for a moment. 

Mr. REYNOLDS coasented to do so. 

Mr. FILLMORE entered into an explanation of 
the subject, and urged that there was no necessity 
for the specific appropriation wished by the gen- 
tlemaa from Illinois, [Mr. REYNOLDS] The 
amount appropriated in this bill for surveys, ex- 
ceeded that appropriated for seme years past. The 
item, too, for surveys west of the Mississippi river, 
($20,000,) might, under the direction of the de- 
pariument, be applied towards the very object de- 
sired by tbe geneman, [Mr. Reynoups] The 
House, he thought, should not decide upon the 
manner in which this appropriation should be ex- 
pended, but should leave it to the department. He 
also wouid remind the gentleman from Illinois that 
there was already a survey or map in existence, 
which had been prepared by Captain Wilkes whe 
on the exploring expedition. i 

Mr. REYNOLDS replied generally to the ob- 
jections of the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 


FiLLMORE.] He contended that Congress—elected 


for two years, and more responsible to the people 
ihan any public officer—was better qualified to de- 
cide what surveys were best for the mterest of the 
Government, than either the Secretary of War or 
the President. - If he were anxicus to know as to 


surveys about Buffalo or the surrounding country, he ` 


would socner take the statements of the gentleman, 
(its Representative, ) than all the secretaries in the 
country. So,too, he would rather have the opinions 
of the Representatives of the people, comiti g from 
every part of the Union, in relation to these local 
surveys, than those of public cfficers in Washing- 
ton city. Asto the map of Captain Wilkes, re- 
ferred to by the gentleman, that might be very 
good in its way, and very accurate and very 


pretty; buthe did not want a survey or map of 
Columbia river only. That might be well enough 
for navigation; but it would not answer the pur- 
poses of the people, who wished a military route 
to Oregon, in order that they might go there with 
their families and settle. 

Mr. R. concluded by moving that the committee 
now rise: previous to putting which motion, some 
conversation took place between Messrs. CAVE 
JOHNSON, FILLMORE, and CALHOUN, in 
reiation to a bill to prohibit extra allowances to 
public officers; the result of which conversation 
was an agreement to have the Committee of the 
Whole discharged trom the further consideration 
of said bill, instead of reporting it to the House. 

The motion that the committee rise was then put, 
and carried. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON moved to discharge the Com- 
mittee of the Whole from the bill prohibiting extra 
allowances to officers of the Government, 

‘Mr. McKENNAN asked if it had, been before a 
committee. $ ; 

Mr. ARNOLD said it had not. 

Mr. FILLMORE had no doubt it was a very 
proper bill. 

The resolution was then agreed to. 

Mr.BLACK, from the Committee on the Territo- 
ries, reported a bili to amend the several acts organ- 
izing the Governments of the several Territories of 
the United States; and it was read twice and com- 
mitted, . 

Mr. MALLORY offered a resolution requiring 
the Secretary of War to report to this House a 
practicable plan for the reduction of the expendi- 
ture of the Military Academy at West Point, and 
to limit the number of cadets, so as to correspond 
with the wants of the country and the strength of 
the army. 

Mr, CUSHING objected, and the resolution was 
not considered. 

Mr. J. T. MASON presented a joint resolution 
of the Legislature of Maryland, in relation to the 
stock in the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal; which 
was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FILLMORE presented a statement of the 
receipts of the Government for the last quarter; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 


Taurspay, January 19, 1843. 

Mr. SMITH of Indiana presented a joint reso- 
lution adopted by the Legislature of Indiana, on 
the subject of the rigid construction given by the 
Postmaster General to the post office laws. Mr. 8. 
remarked that there was much feeling in the whole 
Western country concerning a regulation of that 
department, making pamphlets and. newspapers 
(which may happen to have the name of the pere 
son sending such maiters through the mail) charge- 
able with letter postage. Great difficulty and much 
feeling are the consequence of such construction 
of the post office laws, especially in the State of 
Indiana; so much so, that the attention of the Le- 
gislature had been called to the subject, and that 
body have passed the resolutions he then presented, 
urging a repeal or modification of that portion of 
the laws of the department which justified such a 
regulation. . He hoped the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, to which he proposed to re- 
fer the resolutions, would give the subject their at. 
tention. The resolutions were then referred, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SMITH, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to which had been referred House bill en- 
titled “An act for the relief of the heirs or the 
assignees of of the heirs of Isaac Todd and James 
McGill,” reported the same back with an amend- 
ment, being a substitute for the bill. 

Mr. PHELPS, from the Committee on Claims, 
reported back, with an amendment, House bill 
619, for the relief of Asahel] Lee, Harvey Lee, 
and Lemuel Lee. 

Mr. GRAHAM, from the Committee on Claims, 
reporied a bill for the relief of Duncan L. Clinch; 
which was read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. G. also reported back, from the same com: 
mittee, withoutamendment, and with a recommend: 
ation that they do pass, House bills for the relief 


of John Drysdale, and. for the relief of Johnson 
Patrick. ae i 
~ Mr. MERRICK presented a- communication 


from the Governor ot Maryland, enclosing reso- | 


lutions adopted by the Legislature of that State, 
relative to a proposed transfer of the stock held 
bythe United States in the Chesapeake and. Ohio 
canal, to the State of Maryland, on the condition 
that that State will complete the canal to Cumber- 
land before the expiration of five years from the 
time of transfer: ordered to lie on the table, and 
be printed. 

Mr. PORTER presented a memorial from 142 


citizens of the State of Michigan, remonstrating 


against the repeal of the bankrupt law; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

On motion of Mr. ARCHER, leave was granted 
to: withdraw. from the files the memorial and doc- 
uments of John Goode. : 


On motion of Mr. EVANS, the previons orders 
of the day were posiponed, for the purpose of ta- 
king up, as in committee of the whole, the bill for 
the benefit of the Petersburg Railroad Company. 

. Mr. E. explained, that there were several cases 
before the Finance Committee in respect to an ex- 
tension of the time during which railroad iron, to 
be actually laid down, might be imported free of 
duty. This was not one of those cases. All those 
gases now before the committee, were where rail- 


roads.were in progress of construction, and where . 


it would take some years for their completion; but 
the case now before thé Senate differed in that re- 
spect: the railroad was completed, and the com- 
pany were relaying a portion or all of it with new 
and better iron, in consequence of a portion of it 
being worn out. The iron was imported, and in 
the country. The company have it in their power 
to lay it all down before the 31 of March next, 
and entitle themselves to the benefits of the provision 
in the tariff bill allowing iron laid down before that 
time to be free of duty. They will lay it down by 
that time, unless Congress think fit to prolong the 
time for doing so. But, in order to have it done 
before the 3d of March, the company will have to 
employ a considerable number of persons more 
than they now have, and may probably have to 
suspend transportation and travel on the road until 
it is done. This, too, is the line on which the mail 
isconveyed. If you force the company to this, it will 
interrupt very much the Southern travelling; and the 
work would have to be done in a hurried manner, 
and might bo consequently improperly done, and 
be the cause of accident hereafter. This bill in- 
volved none of the principle contained in the other 
cases before the committee, for the general admis- 
sion of railroad iron free of duty for a longer pe- 
riod than the tanff of last session justified. The 
bill proposed to give this compary Uil the Ist day 
uf December next to lay down the rails, so that the 
work might go on gradually, and be well done. 

Mr. BUCHANAN inquired what was the 
quantity of iron involved tn the bill? 

Mr. EVANS said, about 2,000 tons. 

Mr. BUCHANAN asked whether the tariff law 
was to be repealed, because it did not suit the con- 
venience of the company to comply with its pro- 
visions? This bill came up suddenly this morning, 
and he had not time to exainine it. He had no 
objection to let it pass this stage; but, unless his 
present impressions were removed, it should not 
pass any other stage by bis vote, 

There being no proposition to amend the bill, it 
was reported to the Senate, and ordered to a third 
reading. 

‘Mr. MOREHEAD submitted the following reso- 
lution: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be request- 
ed to communicate to the Senate apy letters or communications 
on file inthe War Depatiment relative to the granting by the 

. British Government to, the Hudson Bay Company, and by that 
company to individuals, of any portion of the Territory of 
Oregon. 

Mr. MOREHEAD made some remarks on the 
importance of the resolutions, after the remarks of 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Croate] cn 
yesterday, on a poriion of a report made out by 
Mr. Greenhow, concerning the cessions by Great 
Britain to the Hudson Bay Company, of land in 
the Oregon “Territory; after which, the resolution 
was adopted. 


The folowing bills. were then taken up as in 
committee of the whole, considered, reported to the 
Senate, and ordered to a.third reading, viz: 

House bill (319) for the relief of Samuel 
Hambleton. Hoa : y 

House bill (427) for the relief of the administra- 
tor of John Jackson. : ee f 

House bill entitled “An act forthe payment of 
seven companies of Georgia militia, for services 
rendered in the years 1840 and 1841, "was taken up 
as in committee of the whole. ; 

Messrs, KING and CALHOUN did not see the 
necessity for the passage of this act, inasmuch as 
they did not know the reason why these militia 
could not be paii under the existing general law, 
which provided that all militia called out by the 
Governors, and mustered into the service of the 


United States, should be paid, upon the muster-rolis | 


showing the service being duly authenticated and 
presented at the War Department. If the service 
was actually performed, and the militia enli- 
tled to pay under the provisions of the existing law, 
but, owing to some informality could not receive 
it, they were willing to vote for a bill to authorize 
payment, notwithstanding such informality. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN remarked that the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs were satisfied that these 
militia were entiiled to pay; and reported back the 
bill for that purpose. They did not, however, in- 
quire into the reason why the War Department 
had not allowed the pay under the existing law. 
He had uo objections to let the bill be postponed 
until the exceptions taken by the War Department 
could be inquired into. 

The bill was then, on the motion of Mr. KING, 
laid on the table until the inquiry could be made. 

Mr. MOREHEAD presented the credentials of 
Jonn J. CRITTENDEN, esq, who was elected by the 
Legislature of Kentucky to be a Senator from that 
Staie in the Congress of the United States, for six 
years from and after the 4th day of March next, 

THE EXCHEQUER BILL. * 

On motion by Mr. TALLMADGE, the bill 
amendatory of tbe several acts establishing the 
Treasury Department of the United States was 
taken up, and postponed tilt Wednesday next, and 
made the specia! order for that day; and Mr. T. ex- 
pressed a hope that they would be able to give it 
consideration at that time. 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented a memorial from 
John Golden, of the city of New York—who rep- 
resents that, in 1835, he received a patent, under 
the United States patent laws, for an invention of 
his to issue credit paper; and that he has the exclu- 
sive right to that kind of issue; and prays that au- 
thority be given him by Congress to issue an amount 
of credit checks, not exceeding $100,000, under the 
exchequer board, on his own name, in considera- 
tion of his yielding up to Congress bis rights under 
his patented invention. This, being a subject of 
finance, was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

House bill entited “An act for the relief of 
Thomas Copeland,” was taken up, as in commit- 
tee of the whole. i 

Mr. CRITTENDEN made some remarks ex- 
planatory of its provisions, and said that the Ju- 
diciary Committee were of opinion that it should 
pot pass. He moved that it be indefinitely post- 
poned. 

Mr. STURGEON made some remarks in favor 
of the passage of the bill. . 

The question was then put oa the motion for in- 
definite postponement, and decided in the affirna- 
tive. 

The bill to refund the balance due to Massachu- 
setts fer disbursements during the late war with 
Great Britain, came up in order, as in commitiee 
of the whole, on an adverse report of ihe Commit- 
teon Military Affairs; but was, cn the motion of 
Mr. BATES, postponed tll Tuesday next, ard 
made the special order for that day. 

Tae bill for the relief of William De Peyster 
and Henry N. Cruger was taken vp as in com- 
mittee of the whole; and, after a few remarks by 
Mr. CRITTENDEN, explanatory of its provisions, 
and there being no motion to amend, il was report- 


ed to the Senate, and ordered to be engrossed for a’ 


third reading. 


Mr. SEVIER presented a memorial from the- 
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delegation. in the Hous: of Representatives from 


the ‘Territories, soliciting the appointment of a 


. standing committee by the Senate, to be called the 


Committée on Territories, to take charge of Terri- 
torial business; which being read, Mr. S. gave no- 
tice that he would on to-morrow morning intro- 
duce a resolution so to amend the rules of the Sen- 
ate as to authorize the appointment of a standing 
committee of five, to take charge of Territorial bu- 
siness.’ : ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. presented to the Sen- . 
ate the credentials of Georas McDurri, Eq., who 
was elected by the Legislature of South Carolina 
a Senator from that State, in the Congress of the 
United States, for six years from and after the 4th 
of March next; which were read. È 

Senate bill entitled “An act to regulate enlist- 
ments in the army, and navy, and marine corps,” 
came up in order as in committee of the whole. . 

Mr. BAYARD remarked that there was. a pro- 
viso in the bill which provided that no negro or 
mulaito should be enlisted in the service of 
the United States, except in the capacity of 
musicians, cooks, or stewards. This provision 
(be said) was introduced into the bill at the last- 
session, on the motion of the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. Catnoun] after considerable diss 
cussion. ‘Lhe committee thought it better, there- 
fore, to let it remain. It was his wish, however, 
that this proviso should be so modified, that, for ` 
temporary service in unhealthy climates, negroes 
or mulattoes may be treated as a partof the crew 
on board of those vessels in which they may be 
employed. On the coast of Africa and the Chinese 
Sea, it was extremely unhealthy; in consequence, 
they were compelled to employ natives of the coun- 
try temporarily to do such duties as were required 
to be deneon shore. It was not proposed to em- 
ploy negroes in the service, in our own country— 
soch was not the object of the amendment; but, as 
he said, its object was to authorize the temporary 
enlistment on foreign stations, and in unhealthy cli- 
mates. If they were employed at all, it was necese 
sary that they should be enlisted, that they might be 
subject to the rules and articles of war, and be en- 
titled to receive their pay. : 

Mr. BENTON was understood to remark that 
this was the way the thing spreads. One of the 
requirements of the new British treaty was, that 
80 guns should be kept on the coast of Africa. 
So, in order to carry out that treaty, it now be- 
comes necessary to permit negroes and mulattoes 
to be enlisted in the service of the United ‘States. 
He was agaiast it altogether. He was opposed to 
the repeal of existing laws for any such purpose. 

Mr. BAYARD thought the Senator was under 
a mistake in supposing there was any existing law 
which precluded negroes or mulatioes from being 
enlisted in the service of the United States. The 
superior courts had, indeed, decided tbat foreigners 
could not be enlisted; but there was not one word 
against negroes or mulattces, until this identical bill 
was passed by the Senate last session, with the proe 
viso suggested by the Senator from South Carolina, 
{Mr.CaLHoun,] which limited the purposes for which 
they might be enlisted. Although this bill had 
passed the Senate, it was too late to meet. the action 
of the other House, and it fell to the ground. On 
bringing it forward again, he had learned that the 
few amendmenis now offered would be necese 
sary. It was the cpinion of an experienced officer 
serving on a fcreign station, that this amend- 
ment weuld place it in the power of the 
service to spare the lives of Americans, who could 
not stand the climate on land, at night,in the 
vicinity of the Chinese seas and other stations. At 
Ceylov, he was informed, a whole boat’s crew 
might perish by being obliged to lie on shore one 
night; for such things had happened where boats 
were sent for water, and had to stay onshore for 
the night. Wow this bil would enable our officers 
cn such stations to employ, for temporary purposes, 
and for a limited. time, the natives, who are ac- 
customed to the climate, and can stand it. 

The questicn was then put on the amendment 
and disagreed to—ayes 14, noes 17. 4 

Several verbal amendments were made, and the 
bill was then reported to the Senate, and ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, : 
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OREGON TERRITORY. 


The order of the day brought up, as the unfin- 
ished business, the bill for the occupation and set- 


tlement of the Territory of Oregon, on. which the: 


pending question was the passage of the bill. 

Mr. MOREHEAD, who was entitled to the floor, 

said that, for reasons which he had stated this 
morning, when offering the resolution calling 
for information from the executive department as 
to the-allegation that the British Government had 
made grants in the territory, and which information 
he expected would be laid before. the Senate to- 
morrow morning, he would move that the bill be 
passed over informally; as it would be extremely 
desirable, in the further discussion of the subject, 
that there should be some knowledge of the grounds 
on which the allegation, so often alluded to, had to 
rest. 
« Mr. BENTON said that, before the question was 
put on the postponement, he would ask the in- 
dulgence of the Senator for afew remarks which 
he deemed it necessary to make in answer to the 
Sena'or frora Massachusetts (Mr. CHOATE] who 
spoke yesterday. It was chiefly in reference to the 
Northwestern boundary line agreed upon in the late 
treaty. A good, deal had been said about the 
Northeastern boundary line, without the subject 
being at all exhausted; and it was now time to say 
something about the Northwestern boundary line 
of that treaty. 

Mr. B. then produced a large map of the terri- 
tory though which the Northwest boundary line 
passes, and pointed out the trading route, called 
the portage route, from the Pigeon river to the 
Lake of the Woods, and the route called the water 
communication, lying considerably to the north 
of the portage route. What he contended was, 
that the treaty of 1783 designated the water com- 
munication as that intended for the boundary 
line, and that it was the true boundary line of the 
United States. He further contended, that so con- 
vinced were the British themselves of this fact, 
that, in 1802, they broke up the depot cf their 
Worthwest Fur Company at Grand Portage, and 
removed it fifty miles north, for the purpose of get- 
ting off the territory of the United States, and 
evading the duty to which their goods were Jiable 
to the United States, The portage route was then 
exclusively ours: and we had, by the treaty 
of 1783, a joint right to the use of the northern 
watercourse forming the intended boundary line. 
By the treaty of 1642, our American negotiator 
had surrendered up what was admitted by the 
British to be ours in 184%; had given them the ex- 
elusive right to the northern water communica- 
tion; and had brought them back to the joint oc- 
cupancy of the portage route; from which, like the 
Jews, they. were forty years wandering in the wil- 
derness. Their hearts yearned afier the flesh-pots 
of Egypt, and this modern Joshua had led them 
through the wilderness to their land of promise. 
And not content with giving them everything they 
craved, he made the President say, in his message, 
things calculated to make the American people 
believe that everything of theirs which he had 
given away, instead of proving a loss, proved an 
acquisition of four millions of acres of vaiuable 
mineral lands. 

Mr. CHOATE replied, and entered upon proof, 
trom what he considered concurrent testimony, that 
the waler communication meaat by the treaty of 
1783 was the portage roaie partly water and 
partly portage; because, from the beginning of the 
world to tha: day, mo other roule or communica- 
tion was ever known from the Pigeon river to the 
Lake of the Woods. What be coniended for was, 
that, as the words of the treaty of 1783 could not 
literally be applied to any one line of communica- 
tion-—no watercourse from the river to the jake 
being continuous—they must be taken in the geo- 
graphical sense, and could apply to nothing else 
but the known and established route travelled by 
the French, when they owned Canada, before 1760, 
and by the English, who succeeded them, down to 
the time of the treaty of 1783. 

` [This explains the point of controversy between 
the two Senators, so far.as it can be rendered in- 
telligible without the aid of maps. They alternate- 
ly addrezsed the Senate several times—-referring to 
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from statements made by both Englishmen and 
Americans ] . ee i 
The question was then put on passing over the 


- bill informally, and agreed to. 


On motion of Mr. SMITH of Indiana, 
The Senate adjourned. eee 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuorspay, January 19, 1843. 


Mr. WASHINGTON presented (under the rule 


of the House heretofore established) the petition of 
Lewis Gordon, a disabled seaman, praying a pen- 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Mr. REDING presented the petition of Theodore 
Gould, of Haverhill, New Hampshire, praying for 
a pension; which was appropriately referred. 

Mr. BIDLACK presented three memorials from 
citizens of Pennsylvania, praying for the repeal of 
the bankrupt act; which were laid on the table. 

Mr. RIDGWAY presented a memorial, signed 
by 48 merchants and others, of the county of Frank- 
lin, Ohio, praying Congress to restore the summer 
term of the Uniled Stafes cireuit and district courts 
of Ohio, to Columbus, the seat of Government of 
that State. Also, a memorial signed by 11 mem- 
bers of the bar, and others, cf the town of Dela- 
ware, Delaware county, Ohio, of the same charac- 
ter; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

AMERICAN HEMP. 


Mr. GARRETT DAVIS calidi for the second 
reading of the joint resolution to establish agencies 
for the purchase of water-rotted hemp. 

Mr. EVERETT objected to the consideration of 
any business out of its regular order. 

The CHAIR suggested to the gentleman from 
Vermont, that the resolution came up upon its 
second reading under the rules. It was then read 
the second time, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assewebled, That 
the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, authorised 
to establish an agency in the State of Kentucky, and an agency 
in the State of Missouri, for the inspection, test, and purchase 
of water-rotted hemp for the use of the American navy. 


The resolution was then ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading; and then, by general consent, 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MecCLELLAN of New York asked leave to 
offer the following resolution, which was read for 
information: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested 
to report to this House copies of the returns made to him by 
the several district attorneys, clerks of the circuit and district 
courts, and marshals of the United States, of the fees and emelu- 
ments received by them, respectively, in pursuance of the pro- 
visions of the act entitled “An act making appropriations for 
the civiland diplomatic expenses of the Government for the 
year eighteen hundred and forty-two.” 


Mr. EVERETT objected to the resolution, un- 
der the apprehension that it would give rise to de- 
bate. 

Mr. McCLELLAN moved a suspension of the 
rules; which being carried, the resolution was con- 
sidered and adopted. 

SOLDIERS OF OLD INDIAN WARS. 

ity. WHITE of Indiana presented a memorial 
and joini resolution of the Legislature of Indiana, 
praying the passage of a law to extend the benefits 
of the act of Congress of June 7, 1832, to the vol- 
unteers and milia who were in service against the 
Western Indians, from the nominal close of Sur 
revolutionary war by the treaty with England in 
1783, to the tinal close thereof, by treaty with the 
indians at Greenville, in 1795. 

Also, a memorial and joint resolution of the 
same body, on the subject of the Post Office 
laws. 

ARMED OCCUPATION OF FLORIDA. 

Mr. GIDDINGS asked leave to offer a resolu- 


tion directing the Committee on Military Affairs to ` 


inquire into the expediency of reporting a bill to 
repeal the act of the last session of Congress enti- 
tled “An act providing for the armed occupation of 
Florida.” f 
Objections being made by several, 
Mr. GIDDINGS moved a suspension of the 
rules; but the motion was rejected without a di- 


vision. 


documents, maps, tréaties, and evidence derived 


REPEAL OF THE BANKRUPT. ACT. 


The SPEAKER announced that the next busi- 
ness in order was the bill reported by.the Commit- 
lee on the Judiciary repealing the bankrupt act. 

Mr. CUSHING, in reply to questions from 
several members, asking which bill it was,explain- 
ed that it was not the one that was passed, and up~ 
on which a motion for reconsideration. was pend- 
ing; and moved to lay it on the. table, which mo~ 
tion was carried. 


FRANKING PRIVILEGE. 


The biil to authorize the chief clerk in the De- 
partment of State to frank public and official doc- 
uments sent from that office, was read the second 
time, and ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing. j 

Mar. BRIGGS called for the third reading of the 
bili, and observed that it was only authorizing the 
chief clerk in the Department of State to do what 
the Secretary has the righi to do. 

Mr. EVERETT objected to the third reading to- 
day, and the bil! was therefore passed over. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON. asked the House to 
take up the bill introduced by him, prohibiting ex- 
tra allowances to officers of the Government. 

Mr. CUSHING objected, and the motion was 
not, therefore, put tothe Elouse. : 

Reports of committees, being the next business 
in order, were called for by the Chair, and the 
following were made: 

Mr. MOORE, from the Commitiee on Private 
Land Claims, reporied a bill to revive the act en- 
titled “ An act to enable claimants to lands within 
the limits of Missouri and the Territory of Arkan- 
sas to institute suits to try the validity of their 
claims,” approved May 2@h, 1824; and extending 
the same to claimants to lands within the limits of 
the States of Louisiana and Mississippi, and for 
other purposes: read twice, and referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MOORE, from the same committee, also 
reported a bill for the relief of Philander Smith 
and James Young; which was read twice and re- 
ferred. 


Mr. DEBERRY, on leave, presented the joint 
resolutions of the Legislature of North Carolina 
on the subject of the United States arsenal in that 
State: laid on the table. 


Mr. STANLY, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, moved that said committee be discharged 
from the further consideration of the petition of 
sundry citizens of Virginia, on the subject of the 
superintendency of the national armories; which 
motion was agreed to. 


Mr. STANLY, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill in eddition to the act for the pay- 
ment of the Florida militia, who were called into 
service during the years 1839 and 1840: read twice, 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
siate of the Union. 

Mr. W. 0. BUTLER, from the same committee, 
reported a bill to amend the act entitled “An act re- 
specting the organization of the army and for other 
purposes,” approved 23d August, 1842: read twice, 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. GOGGIN, from the same committee, moved 
that it be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the memorial of Uriah Brown; which was 
agreed to, 

Mr. CALHOUN, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported the following joint resolutions; 
which were severally twice read, and referred: 

A joint resolution in favor of Frances M. Lewis; 
and 

A joint resolution in favor of Mary Neale. 

Mr. F. WOOD, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill makiog an appropriation for the con» 
struction cf a floating dry-dock at Pensacola; 
which was twice read, and referred. 

Mr. CUSHING, from tke Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, to which was referred so much of the 
message of the President of the United States as 
communicated the late treaty with England, re- 
ported a bill for carrying said treaty iato effect; 
which being read, i 

Mr. CUSHING observed, that the House would 
perceive that the bill just reported was for execute 
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‘ing what’ was called the Ashburton treaty. The 


Committee on Foreign Affairs had charge of the 


general subjec’, by the reference fo them of a por- 
tion of the Presideni’s message at the commence. 
ment of the session, and particularly by the refer- 
ence of the message communicating the treaty. 
The committee had, therefore, reported this bill for 
thé purpose of carrying into effec: those provisions 
of the treaty which required the legislation of Con- 
gréss. The sixth article was as follows: 


“It is furthermore understood and agreed, that for the pur- 
pose of rufining anà tracing those parts of the line between the 
source of the St. Croix and the St. Lawrence rivers, which will 
require to be run and ascertained, and for marking the residue 
ofsaid line by proper monuments on the land, two commission- 
ers shall be appointed—one by the President of the United States, 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate thereof, an 
one.by her Britannic Majesty; and the said commissioners shall 
meetat Bangor, in the State of Maine, on the Ist day of May 
next, or as soon thereafter as may be, and shall proceed to mark 
the lineabove described from the source of the St, Croix to the 
river Ri. John; and shall trace on proper maps the dividing line 
along said river, and along the river St. Francisto the outlet of 
Lake Pohenagamook; and from the outlet of the said lake, they 
shali ascertain, fix, and mark, by properand durable monu- 
ments’ upon the land, the line described in the first article of 
this treaty; and the said. commissioners shall make to cach of 
their respective Governments a joint report or declaration, un- 
der their hands and seals, designating such line of boundary; 
andphall accompany said report or declaration with maps cer- 
tified by them to be true maps of the new boundary.” 


In looking at the treaty, it was found that not 
only the 6:h article, but others, required appropria- 
tions to carry them into effect; but for one of the 
other articles the Committee of Ways and Means 
had already reported an appropriation of $300,000 
in the general appropriation bill, viz: to pay and 
satisfy the States of Maine and Massachusetts for 
the expenses incurred by them in protecting and 
surveying the disputed territory. It was found, 
however, by reference to the rules of the House, 
that the Committee of Ways and Means were pro- 
hibited from including in the general appropriation 
bills any appropriations for carrying treaties into 
effect. Therefore there were two appropriations to be 
made under that article; and it would be found, 
on referring to the rules of the House, that there 
was a rule providing that an appropriation for 
carrying out a treaty shall not be included in the 
general appropriation bill. ‘The rule is in these 
words: 

“In preparing bills of appropriation for other objects, the 
Committee of Ways and Means shall not include appropria- 
tions for carrying out treaties made by the United States; and 
where an appropriation bill shall be referred to them for their 
consideration, which contains appropriations for carrying a 
treaty into effect, and for other objects, they shall propose such 
amendments as shall prevent appropriations for carrying a 
treaty into effect being included in the same bill with appropria- 
tions for other objects.” 

Tus it became necessary that all appropriations 
for carrying out treaties should be made in sepa- 


rate bills; and in this case it was deemed judicious - 


to do it in the bill providing for the appointment 
of a commissioner. The committee had also fur- 
ther, in the execution of the treaty, thought it 
proper to insert the 6 h section, for the provision of 
a squadron forthe coast of Africa. That section 
is in these words: 

“Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That it shall be the 
duty of the President of the United States, in the execution of 
the provisions of the 8th article of said treaty, to apply so much 
of the naval appropriations as may be necessary therefor to the 
preparation, equipment, and maintenance of the naval force 
therein stipulated to be employed on the coast of Africa by the 
United States.” 

As this bill contained appropriations he moved 
that it be referred to the Commitee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, in the usual course. 

Mr. ©. J. INGERSOLL inguired if there was 
any report accompanying the bill. 

Mr. CUSHING replied that there was not a re- 
port; bathe would state that it was contemplated to 
make a report, which would be presented before 
the bill came up for consideration. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL was understood to iw 
quire the nature of the report. 

Mr. CUSHING replied that he wonld only yet 
say that there would be a report. 

After a few words of conversation and explana- 


tion between Mr. FILLMORE and Mr. CUSH- 


ING, the motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER then continued the eall for re- 
ports, and the following were presented: 

Mr. ©: H. WILLIAMS, from the Committee 
on the Territories, reported a bill entitled “An act 
making appropriation fora law library for the 
use of the court of appeals for the Territory of 
Fiorida;” which was read twice, and committed. 

He also reported a bill making appropriations 
for completing the public buildings of Fiorida; 
which was read twice, and committed. 

Mr. STALEY N. CLARKE, from the Commit- 
tee on Revolutionary Pensions, reported a bill for 
the relief of Samuel Edgecomb; which was read 
twice, and commited. 

And, also, a bill granting a pension to David 
Munn. 

Mr. BABCOCK reported a bill for the relief of 
Jacob Miller; which was read twice, and com- 
mitted. 

Mr. GORDON, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, made divers adverse reports. 

Mr. READ, from the same committee, made an 
adverse report inthe case of Peter W. Short. 

Mr. STRATTON was also understood to make 
an adverse report on the case of James Stevens. 

Mr. McKENNAN moved that the Committee 
on Roads and Canals be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of a petition for a harbor at 
Racine, and that it be referred to the Committee 
on Commerce; which was agreed to. 

Mr. J, L. WILLIAMS, from the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads, reported the Senate 
bill for the relief of the Steamtoat Company of 
Nantucket; which was committed to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 


FINE ON GENERAL JACKSON. 


Mr. HUNT (who was entitled to the floor dur- 
ing the morning hour, for fifteen minutes, being the 
residue of his hour, partly occupied on a previous 
day) then resumed his speech on the subject of 
General Jackson’s fine, the resolution of the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Bowne] coming up 
as the business next in order. He said his time 
was too limited to permit him to go into this sub- 
ject as he desired; but he proposed to show that, 
by the Constitution of the United States, and the 
laws on the subject, Judge Hall was justified in 
the course he took; that he was bound to issue the 
writ as he did; and that he was equally bound, in 
reference to the dignity and the integrity of his 
court, to punish as for contempt, and to punish 
summarily, The first authority to which he would 
call the attention of the House was the third arti- 
cle of the treaty of Paris of April 30, 1803—the 
treaty by which this country obtained what is now 
Louisiana: 

“Aap, 3, The inhabitants of the ceded territory shall be in- 
corporated in the Union of the United States, and admitted, as 
soon as possible, according to the principles of the Federal 
Constitution, to the enjoyment of all the righls, advantages, 
andig@munities of citizens of the United States; and, in the 


meantime, they shall be maintained and protected in the free 
enjoyment of their liberty, property, and the religion which 


thegpprofess.”’ $ 

Rae next authority to which he asked the atten- 
tion of the House, was the act of the 8th of April, 
1812, admitting Louisiana into the Union. The 
second section of that act provides as fellows: 


“And that all the laws of the United States, not locally inap- 
plicable, shall be extended to the said States, and shall have the 
same force and effect within the same, as elsewhere within the 
United States.” 


Now, what were the laws of the United States, 
that, by the article of the treaty of Paris, and the 
act admitting Louisiana into the Union, were to 
extend and eperate over that State? The act of 
1789, commonly ealled the judiciary act, showed 
what some of them were; and, amongst them, 
there was a law extending to the inhabitants of 
that State the writ of habeas corpus. He asked the 
attention of gentlemen to the 14:h and 17th sections 
of the judiciary act of 1789. The 14th section 
was in these words: - 


“Phatall the beforementioned courts of ‘the Unite 
shall have power. to issue writs of scire facias; habeus 
and all other writsnet specially provided for by starute;;whic 
may be necessary for the exercise of their respective jurisdic- - 
tions, and agreeable to the principlés and usages of law; and | 
that either of the justices of the Supreme-Court,-ds° well as 
judges of the district courts, shall have power to grant writs of. 
habeas corpus for the purposeof an inquiry into the catise of. 
commitments.”? : : 

The 17th section contained these words: 


“That all the said courts, &c. shall have power, &c.. and te 
punish, by fine or imprisonmeñt, at the discreuon of said 
courts, all contempts of authority in any cause or hearing be» 
fore the same.” ; 


These 14th and 17ih sections were expressly :€xX- 
tended to Louisiana by the treaty to which he had 
called the altention of the House, and by. the act: 
of 1812, from which be had already quoted; and. 
yet the gentleman from Pennsylvania -had said 
that there was no law there in force but: the laws 
of Spain or Portugal, and France. 

But, in this connexion, he referred to the 4th are. 
ticle of the Constitution. of the United States, which, 
of itself, would seule this question. The 4th secs 
tion of the 4th article of the Constitution has these 
words: : 


“The United States shall guaranty to every State in the 
Union arepublican form of government, and shall protect each 
of them against invasion.” ù 


And now he would say a word to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. C. J. INoreRsoLL) re- 
specting the case of Judge Peck, which, probably, 
gave rise to the act of 1831. The gentleman. 
from Pennsylvania would not find, from the begins 
ning to the end of the proceedings in. that. case, 
(and the managers appointed on the part of this 
House were men of the highest abilities,) that it 
was assumed or admitted that in any other case 
than that under consideration could Judge Peck 
have been subjected toimpeachment. Judge Peck 
had undertaken to punish as for contempt when 
the case was one of libel; but it was not admitted 
that in any other class of cases he could have been 
subject to impeachment. And he (Mr. H.) should. ° 
like to know if, anywhere, contempt was pubisha-_ 
ble with the intervention of a jury?.. The génie- 
man from Pennsylvania had referred to the act ‘of 
1831, in the course of his observations, and, there 
fore, he (Mr. H.) would briefly allude to it. 


In consequence of the act of Judge Peck, the 
Legislature of the country passed a law, pointing 
out the future limits within which judges. should 
confine themselves; but, on looking over that law, 
he found that it expressly recognised the case exista 
ing before Judge Hall, and only went to strip judges 
of the power which Judge Peck exercised—of. pun- 
ishing as for contempt libel committed out of his 
court. With the permission of the House, he 
would read the first section of the act of March 2, 
1831, which was passed in consequence of the act 
of Judge Peck. It was as follows: 

“That the power ofthe several courtsof the United States to. 
issue attachments and inflict summary. punishments for cons 
tempts of court, shall not be construed to extend to any cases ex~ 
cept the misbehavior ofany person or persons in-the presence 
of the said courts, or so near theretoas to obstruct the adminis~ 
tration of justice; the misbehavior of any of the officers. of. the 
said courts in their official transactions; and. the disobedience 
or resistance by any officer of the said courts, party, juror, wit~ 
ness, or any other person òr persons, to any lawfal writ, pro~ 
cess, order, rule, decree, or command of the said courta,” 5 


fict 


Now, with what face could the gentleman from 
Virginia say that, in the act of 1831, there was any 
condemnation of the course pursued by Judge | 
Hal? He (Mr. Hunt) submitted, then, that, both 
by the Constitution and the laws of this country, 
Judge Hall was bour.d, or he would have violated, 
his oath of office, to issae the writ, and to punish, 
contempt summarily and without the intervention, 
of a jury. ` 

Here’ tbe gentleman’s hour expired, and Mro 
BOTTS obtained the floor. i a 

Mr. FILLMORE requested the gentleman fron: 
Virginia to give way, fora motion either to take up. 
the question of reconsideration of the vote by which: 
the bankrupt repeal bill was passed, orto gointo 
Committee of the Whole, = : T 

The SPEAKER informed the gentleman from 


was 
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New York that there were various Senate bills on. 
the‘table, and also.several Executive messages, the 
disposal of which he suggested. coh oh ed 

' ‘Phe several Senate bills were accordingly read 
twice, and committed; and the Executive messages 
were presented to the House, and appropriately re- 
ferred. Of the Executive communications, there 


were the following: 5 

A ecmmunication from. the Treasury Depart- 
meat, transmitting the report of the surveyor gen- 
eral of Arkansas and the Territories of Wisconsin 
and Florida. : 

Also, a report of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
showing the number of officers, &c., at the port of 
New York on the Ist July, 1828, and the 1st Jan- 
uaty, 1842, and the amount of revenue at those 
two pericds. 

Likewise, a report of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, in answer.to a resolution of the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the 11th January, 1843, in refer- 
ence to goods lost by fire in the public stores of 
New York. 

The SPEAKER also submitted a communica- 
tion from the War Department, in answer to a 
resolution of the House adopted on the 14th ult., 

- calling. for a survey in Florida: referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MATHIOT, from the Committee on Revo- 
Jutionary Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of 
Nancy Wilson: twice read, and referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 


REPEAL OF THE BANKRUPT LAW. 

Mr, FILLMORE called up the bill for the re- 
peal of the bankrupt law, which was passed by the 
House, but still on the Speaker’s table, in conse- 
quence of a motion of reconsideration made by the 
gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Prorrir.] 

Mr. CUSHING, who was entitled to the floor, 
addressed the House at length, in reply to the re- 
marks made by various gentlemen, during the last 
three weeks in relation to the present Administra- 
tion. He commenced by remarking that the Pres- 
sident of the United States was accused of obstruct- 
ing the passage of Whig measures of relief, and 
was charged with uncertainty and vacillation of 
purpose. As these charges had been made against 
the President, he felt it to be his duty to ask the 
country who was chargeable with vacillation and 
uncertainty of purpose, and the destruction of 
measures of relie? Who were they who, with sac- 
rilegious hands, were seeking to expunge the last 
measure of the “ill-starred” extra session from the 
statate-books? Forty-seven Whigs, he answered, 
associated with the Democratic party in the House, 
and formed a coalition to blot out that measure. 
{Laughter, and cries of “Good.”] He repeated it: 
torty-seven Whigs formed a coalition with the 
Democrats to expunge-all the remains of the extra 
session’ “which existed. For three weeks past, 
there had been constantly poured forth the most 
eloquent denunciations of the President, of the 
Secretary of State, and of himself. He might 
imagine, as was said by Warren Hastings when 
such torrents of denunciation were poured out up- 
on him, that there was some foundation for the 
imputation of the orators. He should inquire into 
the merits of the political questions, and into the 


accusations made against him. He was told that - 


he had thrown a firebrand into the House —that he 
had brought a tomahawk here. He denied it. 
He had done no such thing. It was not true that 
he commenced the debate which was carried on; 
and when gentlemen said that he had volunteered 
remarks out of the regular order, in reply to the 
gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. ARnoup,] he told 
them that they were not judges. His mode of de~ 
fence was counter-attack, and it was for him to 
judge of the argument. If he carried the war into 
the enemy’s camp, the responsibilty was with 
those who commenced the attack. 

It was arrogated to themselves by the Whigs, 
that they possessed the exclusive license of attack, 
and that the friends of the Administration inust 
not stand up and defend themselves. According 
to these gentlemen, he must not resist the attacks 
made upon him. He understcod his rights; and if 
gentlemen would assail the Administration—if they 
would pour out frantic abuse upon it, it was his 
right, te reply, whenever his convictions of duty 


I 


‘enabled him. In doing this, he had held up a magic 


mirror to the country. He had placed before the 
House the means. by which members could read 
their own hearts. When gentlemen undertook to 
arraign him for alleged sins against the Constitu- 
tion and the form. of our Government, and put up- 
on him an imputation which could not be found in 
his speech, and which he challenged. them to justi- 
fy by pointing out one sentence,—when gentlemen 
come here into the House and do this, he declared 
that it was an endeavor to pass upon the country 
the false coin of political profession. Was there 
any one who would say that, of 242 members of 
this House, every man was free from political mo- 
tives in his conduct? He repelled the charges 
which they made upon him and upon the Admin- 
istration; and he should endeavor to show that they 
proceeded only from interested motives, whether 
of fame, wealth, power, or anything else by which 
men were banded together as parties. What was 
a party? He defined a party to be an association 
of men seeking to get power. 

When they talked of principles, what did they 
mean? The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Mar- 
SHALL] did not develop any principles on which he 
acted. Principle with that gentleman was a meas- 
ure—the United States bank. Did the United Sta‘es 
bank constitute principle? Did the sub-treasury of 
itself constitute a principle? The gentleman from 
New York [Mr. McKeon] nods assent. If sucha 
thing constituted principle, he (Mr. C.) scorned the 
idea. He did not recognise the notion that the 
question whether the public deposites should be 
kept by a cashier or an agent, constituted a prin- 
ciple. He scorned the idea thata man should be 
called a traitor if he did not rally around the sub- 
treasury. He well understood what the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. McKeon] meant by prin- 
ciples; and that was, the restoration of the expelled 
Bourbons, and with them the revival of their repu- 
diated sub treasury—a return to power, to revenge 
themselves upon those who had an agency in their 
expulsion. Asto the principles of the gentleman 
from Kentucky, [Mr. MarsHaLL] he should wait 
until that gentleman should have had an opportu- 
nity to develop them, before he made any com- 
ments, 


Thus, then, when he saw that the questions now 
agitating the country were questions of party; that 
parties were divided upon the issue of what they 
called the principles of a national bank and a sub- 
treasury, he thought it was time for the country to 
interfere, and prevent the interests of the people 
from being crushed between the upper and nether 
millstones. For presenting the true issue to the 
country, and for calling upon the House to aid the 
constitutional chief of the Government in carrying 
on the Government, he had been accused of 
offering at auction the power of the Federal 
Government! When he saw the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. R. W. Tuomrson] occupying 
an hour in expanding a paragraph from the Globe 
into a speech, and the gentleman from New York 
responding to the strain of his argument, he was 
reminded of a portion of the funeral oration of 
Antony over Cæsar, (which Mr. C. recited.) When 
he found the gentleman from Indiana taking up 


the interested Jead of the Globe, and re-echoing ` 


the charges of the Globe, he asked himself, was 
that gentleman in favor of Mr. Van Baren for 
the Presidency? If nor, he could not explain wh 
that gentleman had fallen into ‘the trap set pP 
this organ of Mr. Van Buren; and it, indeed, 
seemed to him that the gentleman, and those who 
followed him, were like the wild bull in the Spanish 
shows, who rushed at the red flag neid out to him, 
whilst the matader stood by to plunge the dagger 
in his side. 

He would ask gentlemen to consider the merits 
of this debate. What was the point in the elo- 
quent denunciations and the continued invectives 
which had been heaped upon him? He argued 
that the people of the United States were peculiarly 
a nation of political-readers, and that they prided 
themselves upon their political information; bat, in 
their reading, there was too much of party—too 
much of the superficial party discussions of the 
day. Ifa man advanced a general idea of politi- 
cal action apart from party, the people fell into 


‘spasms at the paradox; and the remark ‘was imme- 


‘the Senate of the United States. 


diately made a subject of attack by all the cham- 
pions of party. This was. illustrated by the treat- 
ment of a remark made by him at the last session, 
upon the exercise of the veto power by the Presi- 
dent. For weeks-together, he was denounced for 
advancing the very idea which was to be found in 
the works of Madison. ` But it was necessary, to 
be made a topic of reproach against one of the 
friends of the President; and, therefore, it did not 
avail anything to show that he was right, and that 
the very doctrine which he advanced was once ut- 
tered by Henry Clay in a corresponding debate in ` 
The same line of 
debate was renewed upon him at the present ses- 
sion. 

The position of the two great parties, and those 
few who stood here to defend the acts of the Ad- 
ministration, was peculiar. Our Government was 
now undergoing a test in a new particular. This 
was the first time that the Administration of the 
Government had ever devolved upon the Vice 
President. Now, he had called upon the people 
and the House to adapt themselves to that contin- 
gency, and support the Constitution; for with the 
“constitutional fact” was associated the party 
fact; and whilst the President was not a party chief, 
there was a ‘party chief of the party in power. 
The question was, whether there could be two 
Administrations—one, a constitutional Administra- 
tiun, by the President; and the other, a party Ad- 
ministration, exercised by a party chief in the 
Capitol? With this issue before him—whether the 
President, or the party leader—the chief in the White 
House, or the chief in the Capitol—should carry on 
the Administration—he felt it to bea duty which he 
owed to the Government of his country to give his 
aid to the constitutional chief. That was the real 
question which had pervaded all our contests thus far. 
He said to the majority here, that it was no less 
their duty to their party than to their country, if 
they expected to succeed, to aid the Administra- 
tion in carrying on the Government. It was not 
merely the only mode in which they could carry on 
the Government, but also the only means by which 
they could maintain the ascendency of their party 
in power. Every consideration of duty invoked 
them to sustain the President. 


He (Mr. C.) had been charged with separation 
from the Whig party as a crime. He would say 
that, had that party followed his advice, they would 
now have been powerful, united, and omnipotent, 
as at the commencement of the Administration; but 
he was overruled, and the batteries of the two po- 
litical parties were both turned upon the President. 
The question with all was, What were the interests 
of party? From that time all discussions were but 
the voice and the echo of party. The inquiry did 
not arise how the public interests were to be affect. 
ed by any measure; but the President was accused 
of treason, whenever he did not approve of it. 
Yes; the President was accused of treason—not to 
the Constitution, nor to the Government of his coun- 
try, but to party. Instead of asking what was the 
President’s duty to the country, they only inquired 
what he ought to do for the party. -In this view of 
matters, he (Mr. C.) took his stand in defence of 
the Constitution. He cared not what might be the 
clamers of party men raised around him. He 
should stand and permit himself to be hewn down, 
rather than yield any of the positions which he had 
taken. In this spirit he came to touch upon the 
topies advanced in the general debate upon the 
merits of the Administration. Hach party had an 
imerest in misconstruing the Administration. All 
parties bere wished to break it down, by making an 
attack on the motives of its friends. 

They expected il; they were ready to encounter 
it; they appealed to time for a judgment on their 
actions, and the course they bad pursued. What 
was it thatthe gentlemen from Maine [Mr. Fes- 
SENDEN] and Indiana [Mr. R. W. Txomrson] 
and Vermont [Mr. Evererr] had imputed to them; 
giving the lead inthis debate to all the denunciax~ 
tions which had been poured upon them? The 
gentleman from Maine admitted that he had adopt- 
ed the idea of the gentleman from Indiana, in char- 
ging him (Mr. Cusnina) with offering the power of 
this Government at auction, as the price with which 


to purchase.a party in: tha ‘House; and_he chal- i 


lenged the gentleman from Indiana to point outa 
sentence of his speech which could bear such a 
construction. peer : j À 
Mr. THOMPSON rose; but : ; 
Mr. CUSHING: said he could not yield the floor. 
. Mr. THOMPSON said, then, he hoped the gen- 
tleman would not challenge him for an explana- 
‘tion, unless he would- yield the floor, to give him 
an: opportunity to make it, í MR 
Mr. CUSHING said the gentleman could notes- 


cape in that way. He hadfelt it to be his duty to” 


spread out an article. of the Globe, and he would 
have opportunity sufficient to explain hereafter; 
but he (Mr. Cusain@) could ‘not now yield any part 
of .the half hour that remained to him. ‘ 

The gentleman from Maine had said-that, in- 
stead of replying to the gentiernan from Tennessee, 
{Mr. ARNOLD] whocommenced this debate, he (Mr. 
C.} had only devoted ten lines to that gentleman’s 
speech. : 

Mr. FESSENDEN rose. 

Mr. PROFFITT. “Order!” “order!” 

Mr. CUSHING refused to yield the floor, and 
continued his remarks. The gentleman from 
Maine said he (Mr. C.) began the attack on the 
Whig party at ine extra session; bat he denied that 
that was true. He spoke but once on party ques- 
tions at the extra session, and then in reply to as- 
saults on the Administration. 

Mr. FESSENDEN again rose, but a 

Mr. CUSHING said he could not—he would 
not—yield any part of the sma'l portion of time 
remaining to him, and continued. The gentleman 
from Maine said that, at the commencement of the 
second session, he began a like course of remark; 
but he (Mr. C.) said that was not irae. Late in, 
or about the middle of the session, he did reply to 
various speeches; but he did not begin the atiack 
on any gentleman, of any party. It was afier a 
debate in which many gentlemen had spoken, that 
he: replied to those genilemen. The gentleman 
from Maine then proceeded to say, that, in the con- 
troversy of the last session, it wax not as alleged by 
him—it was not a fact that the Whig party was 
broken to pieces against the fixed constitutional 
fact of the constitutional power of the President; 
but it was in consequence of the disappointment 
felt on the failure of measures of relief. What 
measures? Did not the President concur with 
the House in the enactment of the bankrupt 
law? And when had he asked for its repeal? 
Did not the President concur in the passage 
of the distribution acı? And when the House 
and the Senate chose to pass measures for relief, 
what measures did they pass in which the Presi- 
dent did not concur? There was nothing but the 
United States Bank in which he did not concur; 
and he (Mr. C.) appealed to this House, and from 
this House to the people of the United States, 
whether there was anything else; and he there as- 
serted that a majority of the people of the United 
States were opposed to a United States Lank. 

The gentleman from Indiana had quoted from a 
speech of his in 1834, on the bank bill, for the pur- 
pose of showing an extreme inconsistency on his 
part; to which be would only reply, that he could 
not conceive that political blindness could be vo 
obtuse as not to perceive that the experience of the 
last four years in the hisiory of the Bank of the United 
States must have affected every one’s judgment in 
regard to that bank. Were they expected to fix 
their judgments and opinions on what they were ba. 
fore that pr riod? Were they expected to retain opin- 
ions held before the gross corruptions and abuses of 
that bank were brought to light? He denied that the 
people of the United Sates, or amajority of them, 
were in favor of a United States bank; bul if this 
were so, it did not change the nature of the con- 
stitutional fact to which he had adverted. 

Mr. C. then referred to and quoted some re- 
marks of Mr. Fessmnpen, in which he spoke of 
the power of the President over the public press, 
and of the venality and corruption of some of the 
Whig newspapers. Mr. C, said that the remarks 
of the gentleman involved two facts. In the first 
place, there was the allegation that the entire Whig 
press was venal; and, in the next place, tbat it was 
bought up by the President of the United States. 
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“Phere could: be no.other meaning attached to the - 
gentleman’s remarks. In reply to the gentleman,. 


he denied the venality of the press in these broad 
terms.: He admitted that there was much. of the 
extreme of faction in it; there was faction in that 
House; and. among the people; and it was conse- 
quent on the common passions of our nature: but 
it was not true-that the press was thus venal, 
and under the control of the Presidentof the United 
States; and that, being-bribed by him, it had ca- 
lumniated’ the present Congress. The gentleman 
had supposed’ an impossible fact.: The President 
never posséssed the. patronage sufficient to mate- 
rially affect the press; and what little patronage he 
did possess, had been taken away by the act of the 
last session. The gentleman from Maine. then 
proceeded to arraign him (Mr. C.) asa no-party 
man, and to pick out of the newspapers and quote 
against him a migratory paragraph which some of 
them had extracted from Jonathan Swift; and 
Jonathan Swift, the most corrupt tory of the 
corrupt reign of Queen Anne, with Lord Bo- 
lingbroke by his side, was used to arraign bim 
for his speeches in an American Congress. All 
the coarse denunciations of that man, (who was 
not inapuy termed the libeller of his generalion,) 


‘vented forth against the party opposed to him, in 


order that he might hound on the dogs of faction, 
were quoted against him, beause he deprecated 
faction and party excitement. He was ashamed 
that any genileman should come into that House, 
and read lessons on party spirit from the. most fac- 
tious and corrupt writer that ever existed. There 
were lessons on that subject, which it would better 
have become the gentleman to read from; such, for 
instance, as the farewell address of the Father of 
his Country, from which the most whelesome and 
useful instructions could be drawn. He would 
have the gentleman from New York, alse, [Mr. 
Gornon,] who seemed to correspond with the gentle- 
man from Maine in his ideas of the blessings of party 
spirit, to reflect on the same lessons. He would have 
that gentleman and his colleague (Mr. McKeon] 
to remember the letter of Andrew Jackson in 
1816, to James Monroe, in which he also in- 
voked his countrymen to banish all party spirit from 
their councils. On this subjecthe must advert to 
what was an indisputable fact in the history of the 
world. There bad been two combinations of re- 
publics precisely analogcus to ours—he meant the 


` republics of Greece and the Italian . Republics. 


Both these republics were bound together by a 
community of language and of customs, of origin 
and of interest. Any one who would read and 
reflect upon their histories, would see that it was 
party spirit, and the spirit of faction, that caused 
their overthrow. As illustrative of this fact, he 
begged leave to read a passage from the warrior 
statesman and historian of one of these confeder- 
ated republies—Thucydides. 

[Mr. C. here read the extract which he alluded 
to 

how, itseemed to be supposed by these two 
great parties that the moderate men of the House 
and country were to be the victims of both of 
them. He begged gentlemen not to delude them- 
selves with the idea that he was a moderate man, 
or that he bad the least idea of becoming the pass- 
ive victim, in the words of Thucydides, of these two 
factions. Had notthe gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. Wisk] and himself opinions of their own, 
which they possessed the right to advocate and de- 
fend? So far as they had the power to influence 
the opinions of the people of the United States, it 
was their right and their duty to exert it, as well as 
the right and duty of the men connecied with 
this Administration. Instead of holding out the 
spoils of office, as the gentleman from In- 
diana charged him with doing, he did but 
exercise the right and duty belonging to him and 
every citizen, to be heard at a proper time on the 
question of the Presidency. This the gentleman 
called; like the chief of the Pre‘orian bands, put- 
ting up the empire at auction. Now, ke should 
suppose that the language he use? would, instead 
of being considered a tender, or a seduction, be 
considered in the hight of an indecent threat on the 
House; for that, and that alone, was the disingen- 
uous construction that could be pat on his lane 


guage. The gentleman from Indiana, as he had- 
already said, did not signalize any portion of his 
remarks on which he founded thë imputations-he 
‘east out. Till the gentleman: did that, be bad no 


answer to make, except the one he would now 


-give~and that was, the most emphatic denial of 


all these imputations. When the gentleman could ~ 
put his hand on that portion of bis ‘yemarks’on: - 
which he. founded these. imputa ions, then it 

would be time enough for him to auswer.them. 

No gentleman had yet done it; and, th: ugh “he 

had challenged. them again and again to do-so, 

they confined themselves to, these general denan» 

cialions, It would-be in vain for him to combat 

this man of straw which gentlemen had raised up; 

ang he would, therefore, dismiss that part of the 

subject. 


It was his wish—and, but for the limitation of the 
time allowed him, it was his intention——'e comment 
particularly on the speech of the gentleman from 
North Carolina, (Mr. RAYNER] as well as the 
speech of the gentleman from Indiana; but he was 
admonished by his friends around’ him that his 
time was fast passing away. He would merely 


| say, in reference to the remarks of the gentleman, 


from North Carolina, that he, in common with the 
gentlemen from Kentucky, (Mr. Marnar] did 
not impute to him (Mr. ©.) corrupt mouves, 
though he imputed what he (Mr, ©.) was bound, 
to disavow. The gentleman from Nertb Carolina 
in the rhetorical illustration. and exaggeration of 
his ideas, (so common with members on that floor,) 
objected that, in the face of this House and the 
nation, he (Mr. C) had declared that the power 
and patronage of this Government would be exer= 
cised in favor of thosein power. Now he denied 
that he ever made any such declaration; and he 
challenged the gentleman to show it. The remark 
‘he made had a tar different tendency, and rose far 
above the murky atmosphere which pervaded that 
House. His allusion was to theeanying on of 
the Government, and to the duty of every man, 
no matter to what party he belongéd, to co-c perale 
with the President in that object. It was immate= 
rial whether the Government was carried on by 
Whig or Democratic votes, or by a combination of 
both, so that it was rightfully administered. If it 
could not be carried on by Whig votes, might it 
not be carried on by Democratic votes, or by a com- 
bination of parts of both? It was all idle delusion 
to say that there was anything wrong in the Presi- 
denv’s calling on either of the iwo parties, or on 
both, toaid him in carrying on the Government. 
Did any gentlemaa complain of the tariff law of 
the last session, because it was carried by a com- 
bination of Whig and Democratic votes? “Was 
that corruption, any more than the President’s carry- 
ing on the Gevernment by the aid of any votes he 
might get for that purpose? There was no more 
wrong in the fact that he, a member of that 
House, should carry an important measure either 
by Whig or Democratic votes, as he could get 
them, than for the President to carry on the Gov- 
ernment by the same means. 

In the few moments left him, he desired to say 
that this Administration stood upon its acts and 
measnres, and went before fhe country by whom 
it was to be judged upon them. All these quese 
tions of the hour would pass away with the hour; 
they were transient, and could not awake the in- 
terest of posterity. They would pass away; and 
if this Administration was to be condemned— 
which he was sure that it could not. justly 
be by those then, around them, upon ils actss 
and measures—it would appeal to posterity against. l 
the party excesses and extravagant acts of party 
spirit which occasioned its condemnation, It had. 
been too much the custom in that Hovse to indulge, 
on general questions, in broad and sweeping denun~ 
ciations of men; to talk of treachery, and of the 
shameless acts of the Executive, and those around 
him; and this was to delude the public mind, and to 
stimulate it into hostility to the Administration. 
He did not know but that the indignation ex- 
cited by such of these denunciations as had fallen 
to his share, might have caused him to retaliate, by 
using corresponding language. Ifso, he regretted 
it, and hoped that he might be excused for it... He 
might now move the previous quesiion; but would 
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empt, would have filled these halls, and the. 
pudent member would have been silenced. Sir, 
when they formed that banner of stars and stripes, 
all felt.an equal interest in the reputation of each; 
dif. the-brightness upon any one was to be dim- 
med. by any means, they all felta holy horror at 
itting the unholy deed. But what have we 


made to cast reproach and disgrace on one of these 
States, Suppose the gentleman should succeed, 
and persuade the world that one of these States 
bas acted dishonorably, unworthily. How much 
bas he gained? Wouid it give that gentleman any 
pleasure.to damn- the reputation of Mississippi? 
‘When her name for honor and fidelity was gone, 
would it produce a thrill in his heart for the world 
to pointtohim and say, “Thou didst it.” 

oes the gentleman suppose Mississippi will be 
induced to retrace her steps at his instance? Sir, I 
can quarrel with a man—if need be, fight him— 
afterwards explain the matter between us, forget 
the insult, shake hands, and be friends. Bat I can 
never’ forget. or forgive a mah who abuses my 
liege sovereign, my protector, my State, my coun- 
try. As socn would I forget or forgive the slanderer 
who would spit his foul spleen upon the fair name 
of my mother. And I regret that there could have 
been-found one individual on this floor who should 
endeavor.to bring into disrepute the dear name of 
my beloved- State. I let the papers pass—I care 
but liule for them; they delight in slander, and to 
them. itis sweeter far to publish racy abuce than 
common-place commendation. Moreover, they 
have their reward. But, sir, who is this Goliah of 
Gath; who volunteers to make a deadly pass at 
Mississippi. Who sets bimself up to teach my 
constituents lessons in the code of honor, and to 


seen Since this question has been up. A serious effort ` 


preach to them morality, good faith, honesty, and_ 


fair dealing? The boasted advocate of a “high 
protective tariff,” a system of legislative robbery, 
laying burdens upon one portion of the Unicn 
and.conferring bounties upon the other; and taking 
fromthe pockets of one partof the people without 
their consent, and bestowing upon another. 

Again, he is the advocate of the system which 
borrows all and pays none. In his own State, he 
acted with the party whe desired to run the State 
still further in debt, by appropriations and loans; 
while’ he refused to levy any additional tax to in- 
eréase the revenue, when it was well known 
ihat the income was unequal to the accruing 
demands. And I put this question to the gen: 
uéman: Which is the greatest political sinner— 
thé legislator who borrows money and squanders 
it, without providing for its repayment; or he who 
succeeds, and, finding the debt unprovided for, re- 
fuses to levy burdens upon his constituents for its 
payment? In my opinion, the first deserves the more 
decided censure, This is the identical individual 
who headed, in his own State, the great anti-ma- 
sonic humbug movement. This is the self-same 
gentleman who authorized Gen. Harrison, at Rich- 
mond, to say he was'no Abolitionist. 

Mr. GRANGER here iaterposed, and said that 
he had given no such authority to General Harri- 
500. 


Mr. THOMPSON replied: I speak from rumor, 
But: does the gentleman deny that he gave assur- 
ange, through one of: his political friends, to ihe 
Senate ot the United States, when his confirmation 
as. Postmaster General was pending before that 
body, that he was no Abolitionist? 

` Mr. GRANGER then said he had never done so, 
in the sense ja which the gentleman understood 
that term. . 

Mr. THOMPSON said he understood the genti- 
man distinctly to avow himself an Aboliuonis', 
wheh interrogated at the last session by the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, [Mr. WATTERSON } 


*Nors.—Extract from the speech of Mr. War- 
rerson of Tennessee, on the veto message: 


“Phe witness relied upon by Mr, WATTERSON, isa Mr. A. 


r. Graneer haa said that he had yielded to the doc- 
ated by Mr. Stade, in his speech in regard to the 
3 Columbia, aud that the cotion of implied faith on the 
pert of Virginia and Maryland must be given up. 

“My, GRANGER rose and said, Thatis true. : 
“2d, Mr. GRANGER has said, that whenever it could be proved 


| 


| 


Mr. GRANGER said that he never was an 
Abolitionist; and be assured the gentleman that if 
he was one, he would take as much pride in avow- 
ing it, as he now did in denying it. r 

Mr. THOMPSON continued: The gentleman, 
after all this, bas some nerve, to rise in bis place 
and talk of fair dealing and straightforward con- 
duct. 


Tke gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. AD- 
AMS] strikes the wrong key when he supposes we 
are to be bullied into the assumption of State debts. 
The lesson we learned from his father was to do 
right, and let consequences take care of then.selves; 
and, “sink or swim, survive or perish, live or die,” 
we will stand by our judgments, and never counsel 
with our fears, in our legislative action. If Great 
Britain undertakes to become the high sheriff of 
the world, and goes out on this Quixotic expedi- 
tion of collecting from the nations of the earih 
their „debts, she will find herself greatly mis- 
taken. ‘In such an effort, in my opinion, she 
will soon be willing to enter upon the executions 
“satisfied in ful.” , 


The cry in this country has been ‘confidence, 
confidence.” We must restore the confidence of 
the country. This was the catch-word in the great 
struggle of 1840—and that, too, by the very same 
party who, deceived and misled by the false rea- 
soning of the bankers and financiers, sustained the 
banks in their open and acknowledged repudia- 
tion of their debts, while they declared the whole 
cours: of the opposing party was war upon the 
banks. Their defaleations gradually destroyed all 
confidence in banks. Next followed the failure of 
the speculators; and they cried out for the same 
relief extended to the banks, by legalizing their sus- 
pensions of payment. These advocates for the 
restoration of confidence granted their request in 
the shape of stay-laws and stop-laws in the States, 
and of a bankrup! law here, which enabled them 
to repudiate their debts, This destroyed all confi- 
dence between individuals. Next, the tax-payer 
began to complain cf his burdens; and he could 
not see the reason why banks and individuals 
should be released from their obligations, and yet 
the State should be required to pay the uttermost 
farthing on her imprudent contracts. 


This defection of the tax payer impaired greatiy 
the confidence in State credit. ‘Phen, for the relief 
of the States, unholy hands were laid upon the 
land revenue, and it was distributed among the 
States. This fund did not restore confidence and 
State credit; but its withdrawal impaired in no slight 
degree the confidence in the credit of Federal Gova 
ernment. Now, to consummate and destroy all confi- 
dence in that credit of the General Government, it is 
but necessary to authorize the issue of two hundred 
milions of bondy, for the payment of the State 
debts, when we can with the utmost difficulty com- | 
mand the means adequate to meet the ordinary ex- 
pendttures of the Government. The acting of the 
last scene in this great drama will cause the total 
loss of all confidence in the Government itself, and 
a fatal siab will be given to constitutional liberty, 


The gentleman from Maryland asks, What, 
then, is to be done? I say, economize. your ex- 
pensss, and hasband your resources; burrow no 
more money, and create no additional debt; repeal 
your prchibitory tariff duties, and thus strike off 
the shackles from ecommerce. Say to the Siates, 
indecisive tones, This Government has ne author- 
ity to take upon its sboulders your burdens; and 
it is vain, and werse than vain, to harbor sech an 
expectaiian: meei your difficulties like men: what 
can be done, do; and do it frankly and fearlessly. į 
Let us adop: for this Federal Government a settled 
financial policy, and let all look to the fruits of 
regular indusiry for retief. In this plain way, my 
word for it, this nation will soon be prosperous and 
happy. 

‘Tre morning hour now expired. 


that slavekolders hac cailed to their aid United States troopa to 
put down an insurrection on the part of the slaves against the 
whites; or whenever it could be made to appear that Uniled 
States troops hadbeen used to sustain or protect slavery, that 
moment Congress would have. power to abolish slavery in the 


different States. oa : à 
“Ma, Grancur admitted that, also, was true,” ] 


REMARKS OF Mr. CAMPBELL, 
OF SOUTH CAROLINA: i 


In the House of Representatives, February 24, 
1843.—On House bill No. 649. 


Mr. CAMPBELL said that the object of the bill 
under consideration was to suspend the operation 
of the second section, or districting clause, of the ap- 
portionment act, so far as it was calculated to affect 
the legality of elections to the 28th Congress. ° 

From present. indications, he thought that. no 
reasonable doubt could be entertained, if unnecessaty 
collisions were avoided, that this important section 
would be adopted in all the States. The opposition 
to it, at first so violent, was gradually yielding to an 
enlightened public opinion. The tocsin which at 
first so -loudly proclaimed a danger to the rights of 
the States, that never existed, has almost ceased to 
sound; and, in every State of the Union except one, 
where the Legislature had assembled since its pas- 
sage, the people, he believed, had, through their 
immediate constitutional organs, given unequivocal 
indications of their approbation of its principle. 
The exception to which he alluded was New 
Hampshire; and he had reason to believe that, if the 
excitement which unfortunately prevailed in that 
respectable State was allowed to subside, she would 
not be long in discharging a duty which is due, not 
less to her own high character for respect to the 
laws, than to the obligations she is under to the 
States united with her in the Federal compact. 

The condition of things, however, in New Hamp- 
shire, is not the only obstacle to carrying the dis- 
tricting clause of the apportionment law into im- 
mediate operation. In Georgia, the electi-n: for 
Congress had taken place under the pre-existing 
general-ticket. system, previous to the first meeting 
of her Legislature after the passage ofthe appor- 
tionment Jaw; and although that body proceeded 


almost immediately to divide the State into cone, 


gressional districts for the 29th and subsequent Con- 
gresses, yet, so far as the elections for the 28th Con- 
gress were concerned, the evil was without remedy; 
for, the election being held, the Legislature was in- 
competent to set it aside and order another in its 
place—the Constitution of the United States having 
vested in this House the exclusive right to judge of 
the “elections, returns, and qualifications ‘of its 
members.” The elections for Congregs had also 
taken place for the next Congress, in Missouri, under 
the general-ticket system, previous to the meeting 
of her Legislature, now in session; and which body, 
he was informed, would, before its adjournment, 
divide the State into cistricts for the 29th and sub- 
sequent Congresses. 

‘{Mr. Epwarps, of Missouri, here rose and stated 
that he had just learned that the bill recently pend- 
ing to divide Missouri into congressional districts 
had been lost.] x 

Mr. Campzext was sorry to hear it; but, remark- 
ing that the intelligence did not affect his argument, 
continued. The election for Congress under the 
general ticket will also occur in Mississippi before 
the meeting of her Legislature, which will not règ- 
ularly convene until about the time of the meeting 
of Congress, and where it is well understood that 
the Governor will not call an extra session, 

Under these circumstances, Mr. C, thought that 
not only sound policy, but justice, required the pas- 
sage of the bill under consideration, or one of a simi- 
lar character. If Congress refused to do so, the next 
House of Representatives must exclude the repre- 
sentatives. of the people of atleast three States, who 
have had no opportuhity of complying with the law. 

He had been asked why he was so desirous fo 
procure the suspension of a law which, at the last 
session of Congress, he had not only supported, but 
had introduced? He would state, in reply, that his 
opinion in relation to the districting clause of the 
apportionment law had undergone no change, either 
in relation to its expediency or constitutionality. 
Indeed, the more he had reflected upon it, the more 
he was convinced of its salutary conservative prin- 
ciples. ‘The reasons why he desired its temporary 
suspension were simply these: First, by a coursé of 
conciliation, to receive its ultimate triumph; second, 
to avoid the confusion and delay that will otherwise 
certainly. occur at the next session of Congress; and, 


committee fof thë whole, on. ceriain amendments, 


“which were agreed to; and, there being no motion 


to'farther. amend the bill, it. was reported to the 
Senate, and ordered.to be engrossed for.a third read- 


‘CHARTER OF ALEXANDRIA. 


: "The bill to amend the charter of the town of Al- 
-exandria, in the District of. Columbia, was taken 


“wp, read the second time, and taken up as in com- 
' mittee of the whole. 


Mr. MILLER explained that the object of the 
bill was to allow the legal voters of that town the 
right to elect their mayor by ballot. He was now 
elected by the common council. The passage of 
the bill was urged not only by a majority of, the 
common council, but by a large majority of the 


“people. The Committee on the. District had re- 


ported favorably te the passage of the bill. 

Mr. SEVIER remarked’ that the Senator 
from New Jersey (Mr. Miter] spoke of legal 
voters. He wished to be informed what were the 


qualifications for a legal voter in that town. 


"Mr. MILLER replied, that to be a legal voter, 


“a perton must be 21 years of age, be a freeholder, 


and must haye resided in the town one year previ- 
ous to the election. 
There being no motion to amend the bill, it was 


- reported to the Senate, and ordered to be engrossed 


“for a third reading. 


Mr. GRAHAM, from the Committee on Claims, 
Yaade a report (which was ordered to be printed) 
adverse to the passage of the bill from the House, 
for the relief of Samuel B. Tuck. 

“Mr. LINN, on leave, introduced a resolution, so 
to amend the 33d rule of the Senate as to add to 
the list of standing committees a Committee on 
Territories. 

The resolution lies on the table one day, under 


the rule. 


` Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported back, without amendment, and 
with a recommendation that they do pass, House 
bills of the following titles, viz: 

The bill entitled “An act sipplementary to the 
act of 24th May, 1828, to continue a copyright to 
John Rowlett.” 

The bill entitled “An act for the relief of Samuel 
Lord;” and 

The bill for the relief of Charles B. Hall. 

BANKRUPT LAW. 


_ House bill entitled ‘An act to repeal the bankrupt 
law,” was taken up, read twice, and, on motion by 
Mr. BERRIEN, referred to the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, 

Senate bill for the relief of Richard Henry 
Wilde was taken up asin committee of the whole. 

Mr. BERRIEN explained that the object of this 
bill was to secure to Mr. Wilde, an American citi- 
zen, the benefits of our copyright law, in relation 
to the productions of his literary labors, which are 
of such a nature that he can hardly expect, in the 
fifst instance, remuneration for their publication 
in this country, until they shall have gained some 
celebrity abroad. He is under the impression that 
he could sell his copyright in England, so as to 
avoid the expense and risk of getting out his 
works, upon which he has spent great labor, time, 
and research. He desires to be secured in his right, 
as an American citizen, to the benefi's of our 
copyright law in the United States, after his books 
shall have been published abroad. It was consid- 
ered by the committee to whom the bill had been 
referred, that this was a peculiar case in which it 
would be well to extend the indulgence required. 

Mr. TAPPAN thought the same case might be 
applicable to many authors, citizens of the United 
States; and there could be no reason in favor of 
this special case, that would not be equally strong 
in favor of others. He, therefore, moved an 
amendment, in substance, to strike out the name 
of “Richard Henry Wilde” wherever it occurred 
in the bill, and substitute such words as would 
make its application general to authors, citizens of 
the United States. 

Mr. BERRIEN conceived it would be best to 
confine the bill to the isolated case which Con- 
grese was called upon to act. He did not think the 
Senate was prepared to go into the general subject 


“He thought the | 


of revising the copyright law. ought 
proper course would be to allow this bill to pass, 
and to institute an inquiry into the propriety of re- 
vising the general law. . f 

‘Mr. TAPPAN intimated that, if his amendment 
was to meet with opposition, he should require the 
yeas andnays.. -. : a 

Mr, CRITTENDEN requested the bill and 
amendment would be read. ; 

They were read accordingly. i - 

Mr. KING had not particularly examined into 
the subject of the copyright law; but his present im- 
pression was,.that there should: be. no legislation at 
all in relation to it, But, if a majority of tbe Sen- 

gate decided on passing this bill, itought to be made 
general in its application. It was not his inten- 
tion, in any case, to vote. for it, because he was op- 
posed to the principle of partial extensions of the 
copyright Jaw. If he could have been induced to 
make any exception, it certainly would have been 
it favor of Mr. Wilde. He was, however, com- 
pelled, under a sense of duty, to move the indefi- 
nite postponement of the bill. 


Mr. BERRIEN argued at considerable length 
„against the indefinite postponement of the bill, and 
in favor of the proposition to legislate alone on 
this isolated case. If other eases of like claims 
should hereafter come up, they, also, could be 
legislated upon separately. He stated that the sub- 
ject of Mr. Wilde’s labors was Italian literature; 
for which there was not, at present, a market in 
this country. The bill only proposed that if, here- 
after—that is, after the publication in“England— 
the work should prove of such consequence as, 
from its reputation abroad, to create a demand for 
its republication in this country, he should be enti- 
tled to the benefit of our copyright law; to which, 
as an American citizen, he would unquestionably 
be entitled, without this special act, but for the pre- 
vious publication in England. 

The debate was continued some time by Messrs. 


BUCHANAN and ALLEN against the bill, and- 


by Messrs BERRIEN, CRITTENDEN, and BAY- 
ARD in its support;and by Messrs. WOODBURY 
and CONRAD in favor of Mr. Tarpan’s amend- 
ment, 

The question was then taken on Mr. Kina’s mo- 
tion of indefinite postponement; and decided in 
the negative—yeas 12, nays 26. 

The question then recurred on Mr. Tapran’s 
amendment; and it was rejected. 

The dill was then reported back to the Senate 
without amendment, and ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading. - 

PETERSBURG RAILROAD COMPANY. 


On motion by Mr. EVANS, the bill for the bene- 
fitof the Petersburg Railroad Company was taken 
up on its third reading, 

Mr. BUCHANAN observed that this was a 
very important bill, and, as the Senate was very 
thin, he hoped it would be laid over. 

Mr. EVANS said there was so little time be- 
tween this and the 3d of Mafth, that there was 
good reason to fear, if the bill was not passed to- 
day, it could not be acted upon in time. 


Mr. BUCHANAN said he was sorry to be 
obliged, at so Jate an hour, to trespass upon the pa- 
tience of the Senate; but he was desirous of sta- 
ting his views upon this subject. And, at the very 
commencement of the debate, (for the bill was not 
going to pass sub silentio,) he must be permitted to 
state, that he did not believe that any other than an 
incorporated company would have made the re- 
quest contained in the memorial upon which this 
bill was founded. He had no prejudice against in- 
corporated companies; but he theught, when they 
reviewed the history of this railroad-exemption 
question, they would have every reason for believ- 
ing that the question ought to be allowed to rest, at 
least, until a general revision of the tariff. 


Under the act of May, 1830, privileges were 
conferred upon the ratlroad companies which were 
“not enjoyed by individuals. The farmer, who tills 
the soil—the merchant, who builds ships to navi- 
gate the ocean,—all were obliged to pay a duty 
upon the iron which they used in their respective 
employments; but the railroad company having 
petitioned Congress, got an act passed to reduce 


“paid by all other, classes of citizens, d 
“percent. And not content with this, 


cial benefit, from “the rate 
wa’ to. 25 
two years 


the duty for their 


afterwards they petitioned. Congress again, and 
' were relieved from the payment of all duties what- 
i on bat this 


ever. “And it was an astonishing fac 
railroad company, (if be understo 
correctly,) had got a remission from 
of duties to the amount of upwards 000. 
Releasing the duties upon their iron to that amount, 
was precisely equal to bestowing upon them that - 
sum after it had been collected and placed in the 
treasury. i Bee 

Let us examine this matter a little further; “At 
the extra session in 1841, the question arose, 
whether railroad iron should be taxed as ‘all 
other iron? And the Senator from Connecticut pro- 
posed to allow the railroad companies an extension 
of the privilege of.importing-theiriron-free of duty 
untilthe 3d -of March, 1843; making ‘a period of ; 
eighteen months. He, (Mr. B.,} with that‘ good 
nature which he trusted had always characterized 
him, agreed that the timeshould be: extended: And 
now what was it that they proposed to do by this 
bill? It was proposed that all the railroad iron 
which might be in the country, under. the compro- 
mise that was made upon. that subject, atthe extra 
session, between the Senator from Georgia and 
himself, may be laid down hereafter; thus re- 
pealing the principle which was laid down: in 
1841 and in 1842.- What was that principle? 
He observed that a bill had. been reported by the 
Committee of Ways and Means in the other House, 
giving to all the railroad iron that may-be laid 
down previous to the 3d of March, 1843, the privi- 
lege of drawback of all the duties. What reason 
was there for exempting these corporations fom 


the payment of duties, which all. other classes.of - ' 


citizens were obliged to pay? It was never in- 
tended, according to the construction of the original 
law, to establish the principle that any railroad 
company should be permitted the opportunity of 
introducing two sets of rails without duty. The 
old iron, when taken up, would sell for more 
than was originally paid for it by them, Now, 
under what specious garb did this entering wedge 
present itself? They were told that all the railroad 
iron had been imported, and that they could com- 
ply with the law, and lay it all down previous. to 


the 3d of March; but that it would be inconye- 


nient todo so. He (Mr. B.) knew enough about 
the construction of railroads, to know that it was 
the simplest thing in the world to lay duwn the iron, 
after preparation had been made to receive'it; -and 
the sooner it was laid down after the road was pre- 
pared for it, the better. As to stopping the travel- 
ling, he had seen new rails laid down when the cars 
were passing twice every day. Allthey had to do 
was to connect the old with the new rails. It was 
one of the plainest mechanical operations in the 
world. : 


He was anxious to see what would be. the result 
of the present application. He had agreed, in 
good faith, to extend the law of 1841, until the 3d 
of March 1843. The company had had eighteen 
months in which to complete their work; and they 
now came forwardand said they wanted six months 
longer. It amounted, in fact, to a repeal of the du- 
ties on all railroad iron. i 

He would now give the Senate a small ‘particle 
of information upon this subject of exemption. © In 
consequence of the law which they had passed, 
placing a duty upon iron, two very large establish- 
ments had been created in Pennsylvania for the 
purpose of manufacturing railroad iron. One of 
them, called the Great Western Iron Works, had 
been established with New England capital, 
and was situated upon the Alleghany river. 
The company had contracted with Governor 
Morrow, as president of the Little Miami Railroad 
Company, for the delivery at Cincinnati of three 
hundred tons of railroad iron, at #50 per ton; and 
that it had been delivered according to- contract, 
and was of an excellent quality. He had been in- 
formed that these iron works could, at the present 
moment, manufacture 100 tons of railroad iron 
per week, and that they were now engaged in ma- 
king a quantity of such iron, either for the State of 
Indiana, or a company within it—he bad not 
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~Jearmed which. . 
when this company was manufacturing. railroad 
` iton—not only to the extent‘of the demand. within 
the State of Pennsylvania, but also furnishing the 
tate of Indiana—ithey were applied to again, to 
` suspend the duty upon that article; thus holding 
out to Pennsylvania. a promise to the hope, and 
breaking it to the reality: first, placing a duty upon 
_ Aron by the tariff bill; and then, by exceptions sub- 
‘sequently. made, defeating their former act. And 
For whose benefit? For the benefit of incorporated 
_ companies.. It was.(as he said before) the entering 
wedge against the common right óf the citizens of 
the United States. : 
He declared most solemnly that he would rather, 
at this moment, vote for a drawback on iron em- 
» ployed in the building of ships, than to vote for 
yahis:bill for the exclusive benefit of railroad com- 
panies, who were not subject to foreign competi- 
tion at all. ` He thought the question had been 
settled. He had yielded to the former urgent de- 
. mands made by associated wealth upon Congress, 
_ through a spirit of compromise and conciliation. 
- Now, the demands were repeated; and they might 
rest fully assured that those companies would never 
be satisfied, as Jong as they continued to exist, with 
the ordinary privilege of citizens. 


As:regarded. this company, he was glad to hear 
that they could lay down their rails before the 
3d of March, and he thought they should be 

7 limited to that ume. He had no doubt, how- 

` “ever, that this bill would pass the Senate; but he 
odid not think it would go through the House of 
Representatives at so galloping a rate. He had 
never heard of the bill until yesterday; and now it 
appeared everything else must be suspended, in or- 
der to hurry it through. He was aware of the 
power of moneyed corporations; and that those 
gentlemen who had presented their petitions would 
‘remit no efforts to secure the passage of the bill, 
and he should look with considerable interest upon 
the result. He was anxious to know whether the 
benefits of the tariff bill, which passed both Houses 
by the votes of Pennsylvania members, were now 
-to be withdrawn by special legislation. 


He would add nothing farther; there were other 
‘gentlemen in that body as deeply interested in this 
question as he himself was; he would leave to them 
the discussion of the question. But he wanted to 
see what would be the fate of the bill, for it would 
be, as sure as that he was now speaking, bt tthe 
entering wedge to the complete destruction of the 
benefiis of the tariff law, so far as the State of 
Pennsylvania was concerned. 


Mr. MILLER saw nothing in this pecu- 
liar case that would not apply to every railroad 
company entitled to the privilege of the pro- 
vision in the tariff law. If this bill is passed, 
“every other railroad company in the country 
may come in and show the same grounds for 
claiming an extension of the time from the 3d of 
March to some distant day; which claims, if al- 
lowed, would amount to a repeal, for the time, of 
the law imposing a duty on railroad iron. 


Messrs. EVANS and CRITTENDEN con- 
tended that it was only an indulgence which 
the Petersburg Railroad Company solicited; which 
would make no difference to the revenue, as 
the iron was already in the country, and could 
be laid down within the time by extraordina- 
ry. expense and exertion, and the greatest incon- 
venience to the public; as, in that event, all travel- 
ling on the road should be suspended; whereas, if 
time were given, the new iron could be laid down 
gradually, and without interruption to the regular 
trains. | 

The subject was further debated by Messrs. 
PHELPS and ARCHER. ~ 

Mr. SEVIER moved to lay the bill on the table 
till Monday, as the hour was late, and the Senate 
would bave to go into executive session. 

Mr..EVANS said it might be passed over in- 
formally. . 

The bill was accordingly passed over informally. 

Mr. SEVIER moved that, when the Senate ad- 
journ, -it-be to Monday; which was agreed to. 

The following engrossed. bills were then taken 
up, read a third time, and passed: 


And now, at the very time H 


Anact tə regulate enlistments in tbe army, and 


“Navy, and marine corps of the United States. 


- An act for the relief of Wm. De Peyster and 
Henry N. Cruger.- : 


An act for the relief of the administrators of. 


John Jackson. eee 3 

An act for the relief of Samuel Hambleton. 

Or motion of Mr. SEVIER, the Senate then 
went ‘into executive session, and soon after ad- 
journed. - 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, January 20, 1843. 


Mr. TROTTI of South Carolina presented the 
petition of Gilbert Stalker, praying remuneration 
for a steamboat lost in the service of the United 
States on the coast of Florida. 

Mr. MEDILL presented the petition of Andrew 
F. Tyler, of Morgan county, Ohio, who lost his 
bealth while in the army of the United States, pray- 
ing a pension: referred to tae Commiitee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Mr. BARNARD rose to make an inquiry in re- 
lation to a statement which appeared in the jour- 
nal of yesterday, read this morning. It was there 
stated that the motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bankrupt law was passed was withdrawu 
by the mover; from which statement, the inference 
was that the bill was passed. He would respect- 
fully inquire of the Chair whether it had been es- 
tablished, by precedent, that the mover of a motion 
to recogsider had the right to withdraw it at his 
pleasure. 

The SPEAKER replied that such was the fact. 

Mr. BARNARD said that, if there was no pre- 
cedent on record, he would raise the question. The 
power to withdraw a motion to that effect, gave to 
one individualthe means of preventing a recon- 


` sideration of any measure which might have been 


passed. He again inquired whether the point 
which he raised had been decided by the House on 
an appeal taken from the decision of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER said that the House had so 
decided, and at the last session. 


ASSUMPTION. 


Mr. SUMMERS presented a memorial from 
Kanawha county, Va., in favor of an assumption 
of State debts, as proposed by the gentleman from 
Maryland, [Mr. W. C. Jounson.] He moved that 
it be referred to the Select Committee on that 
subject. 

The motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. PENDLETON, the memorial 
of the people of Cincinnati, (which, he said, was 
prepared with great care and research) on the 
subject of removing the obstructions in the Mis- 
sissippi and Ohio rivers, was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HUDSON made an adverse report. 


EXPENDITURES IN THENAVY DEPART- 
MENT. 


Mr. MERIWETHER offered the following 
resolution, whicl* was adopted: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy inform this House 
what amount has heen expended under the act of Congress au- 
thorizing the building ofa war steamer by —— Stevens; whether 
the building of said vessel is now going on; and what, if any, 
amount of the appropriation therefor has been transferred to 
any other object; and whether the expenditures for “pay of 
commission, warrant, and petty officers, and seamen” for 1842, 
has exceeded the amount appropriated by the act of Congress 
in 1842; if so, to what amount, and from what source has the 
deficiency been supplied; and whether the expenditures-for in- 
crease, repair, armament, and equipment of the navy, has ex- 
ceeded the appropriation therefor, and from what source the 
deficit has been supplied. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. FILLMORE inquired whether private bills 
would be debatable to-day. 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. FILLMORE said he must then call for the 
orders of the morning hour, in order to enable the 
House to go into Committee of the Whole as soon 
as possible. ` 

Mr. G. DAVIS made further inquiries in rela- 
tion to what was the order of business. He was 
understcod to ask on what days private bills were 
debatable. 

The SPEAKER said on every Friday and Sat- 
urday except the first and last of the session, pri- 
vate bills were debatable. 


THE FRANKING PRIVILEGE. 

Mr. BRIGGS called up the bill now on its third 
reading, to authorize the chief clerk in the. State 
Department to frank public documents. 

Mr. L. W. ANDREWS asked for the yeas and 
nays on the passage of the bill, and they were or- 
dered. : aoe 

Mr. McKENNON said he should be in favor of 
the bill, if it extended, the franking privilege to the 
chief clerks of other departments as well as the 
Department of State. As it was, he must oppose 
the bill. 

Mr. BRIGGS explained the object of the bill. 
At present, the franking privilege was possessed by 


the heads of bureaus in the departments generally. — 


The public documents of those departments were 
now franked by the heads of their bureaus. [Mr. 
C. J. Incersont. But never by the tail of a 
bureau.] Now, there was no bureau in the State 
Department; and hence the Secretary of Siate was 
obliged to frank all the documents of his depart- 
ment. The object of the bill was merely to’ give 
his chief clerk the right of franking public docu- 
ments—-a right expressly limited and restricted by 
this bill. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO rose to a question of order. 
He contended that the consideration of this bill 
was not now in order, but must come in its proper 
place on the calendar, which was sixth on the list 
of subjects. 

The SPEAKER decided that the bill was in or- 
der now, having been engrossed, and laid on the 
Speaker’s table. 

Mr. ADAMS advocated the passage of the bill 
There was a reason for granting this privilege of 
franking to the chief clerk of the State Department, 
which did not apply to the other departments. The 
Secretary of State was charged with the duty of 
distributing all the printed laws of the United States. 
This duty occupied much of his time, as he could 
attest when in the State Department himself, and 
when its business was much less than at present. 
The bill was merely to relieve the Secretary of much 
drudgery which he now had to undergo. 


Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL opposed the bill. He 
thought the duties of other Secretaries were much 
more onerous than those of the Secretary of State. 
Had not the Secretary of Siate more timeto per- 
form his ordinary functions than either the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, War, or Navy? He in- 
stanced the Jabors of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
which were incessant; “still beginning—never end- 
ing,” and who had no assistance in this respect of 
franking. He was well aware that this was the 
most abused of all privileges, and he was ready to 
reduce rather than extend it. 

Mr. TILLINGHAST ‘contended that this bill 
contemplated no extension of the franking privi- 
lege. It was not an extension, but a substitution, 
to relieve the Secretary of his immense labors in 
franking. j 

The previous question was then moved and sec- 
onded. ; 

The main question was then on the passage of 
the bill; which, being taken, resulted in yeas 120, 
nays 69, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Sherlock J. Andrews, Arrington, 
Babcock, Baker, Barnard, Bidlack, Birdseye, Black, Borden, 
Botts, Brewster, Briggs, Bronson, Aaron V, Brown, Milton 
Brown, Burnell, Green W, Caldwell, Calhoun, John Camp- 
bell, Caruthers, Cary, Casey, Childs, Chittenden, Staley N. 
Clarke, Clinton, Coles, Cranston, Cravens, Cushing, Garrett 
Davis, Richard D. Davis, Dawson, Deberry, John Edwards, 
John ©. Edwards, Everett, Ferris, Fessenden, Fillmore, 
Charles A. Floyd, Gates, Giddings, Patrick G. Goode, Graham, 
Granger, Green, Henry, Hopkins, Houck, Houston, Howard, 
Hudson, Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, James Irvin, William W. 
Irwin, Jack, James, Cave Johnson, Isaac D. Jones, John P. 
Kennedy, King, Littlefield, Lowell, McKennan, Alfred Mar- 
shall, Thomas F, Marshall, Samson Mason, Mattocks, Max- 
well, Maynard, Mitchell, Moore, Morgan, Morris, Newhard, 
Osborne, Parmenter, Partridge, Pendleton, Plumer,- Pope, 


1 Powell, Proffit, Benj. Randall, Randolph, Rencher, Ridgway, 


Rodney, Wm. Russell, James M. Russell, Salstonstall, San- 
ford, Saunders, Shepperd, Slade, Truman Smith, Sprigg, 
Steenrod, Stokely, Alexander H., H. Stuart, John T. Stuart, 
Summers, Sweney, Taliaferro, Richard W. Thompson, Jacob 
Thompson, Tulinghast, Toland, Tomlinson, Triplett, Trum- 
bull, Van Rensselaer, Ward, Warren, Watterson, Weller, 
Westbrook, Edward. D. White, Thomas W, Williams, Chris- 
topher H. Williams, Joseph E. Williams, Winthrop, Wood, 
Yorke. Augustus Young, and Jom Young—120, 
NAYS—Messrs. Landaff W. Andrews, Arnold, Atherton, 
Jeremiah Brown, Burke, William Butler, William O. But- 
Jer, Patrick C. Caldwell, William B. Campbell, Thomas 
J. Campbell, Colquitt, Mark A. Cooper, Cowen, Danie}, 


. 


“Dean, Boig) Eastman, . Egbert, ‘John @. Flayd,  Fornance, 
SA. Lawrence Foster, Gentry, Gerry, Gilmer,’ Goggin, 

-c William O. Goode, Hays, Hubard, Charles J. Ingersoll, Keim, 

; Lane, Abraham McClellan, McKay, ‘McKeon, Mathiot, Ma- 
thews, Medill; Meriwether, Miller, Owsley, Payne, Ramsey, 
Rayner, Reding, Reynolds, Riggs, Rogers, Roosevelt, Sewell, 

< Shaw, - Shields, Wiliam Smith, Snyder, Stanly, Stratton, 

~. Trotti Underwood, Van Buren, and Joseph L. White—59. 

t So the bill was passed.. : ar 
.-Mr. MALLORY asked Jeave to offer the follow- 
jag resolution; which was read for information: 

o Resolved, That the Secretary of War be instructed to report 
to this House, as early as practicable, a plan for the reduction 
of the expenses of the military academy at West Point; and te 

` limit the number of cadets so as to correspond with the wants 

‘of the country, and the present strength of the army. 


» ‘Mr. FILLMORE objected; and 

-. Mr. MALLORY moved a suspension of the 
rules for the purpose of offering the resolution; but 
the motion was rejected. 

The SPEAKER announced that reports of the 
standing committees would be the next business in 
order; and, being called for, the following reports 
were made: 

Mr. GIDDINGS, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of D. and J. Wilkin- 
son; which was read twice, and referred. 

Mr. TOMLINSON, from the same committee, 
reported a bill for the relief of Andrew Fisher; 
which was twice read, and referred. 

i Mr. COWEN, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of William W. Street, 
anda bill for the relief of Gamaliel E. Smith; 
‘which were severally twice read, and referred. 


WAREHOUSING SYSTEM. 


Mr. McKEON inquired of the chairman of the 
Committee on Commerce whea they might expect 
a report on the warehousing system. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Maryland replied that the 
committee were now engaged in preparing their 
report, and that it might be expected shortly. 


COLORED SEAMEN. 


Mr. WINTHROP, from the Committee on 
Commerce, to which was referred the memorial 
of Benjamin Rich and others, on the subject of the 
imprisonment of colored seamen arriving in some 
of the Southern ports, made a report thereon; and 
moved that it, together with the report of the mi- 
nority of the committee, which he said would be 
made by the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. 
RAYNER,] be printed. 


Mr. RAYNER presented the report of the mi- 
nority, on the same, subject, and moved that it be 
printed. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Maryland said that, as one 
of the committee, he dissented partly from, and 
agreed partiy with, both reports. Ele would prob- 
ably have an opportunity of presenting his views 
on the subject when it came up; and perhaps he 
might prepare an additional report. At present, 
he would move the printing of an extra number 
of copies. 

The reports having been read, 

Mr. BLACK moved to lay the motion to print 
on the table. 

Mr. WINTHROP called for the yeas and nays, 
which were erdered; when 

Mr. KENNEDY withdrew his motion to print 
the extra number of copies, and 

The question was taken on Mr. Biacx’s mo- 
tion to lay the motion to print on the table; and 
the result was yeas 73, nays 114, as follows: 


YBAR—Messrs. Arrington, Barton, Black, Aaron V. Brown, 
Burke, William Butler, Wiliam O. Butler, Green W. Cald- 
well, P. C. Caldwell, John Canipbeil, Wm. B. Campbell, Ca- 
ruthers, Casey, Chapman, Clifford, Coles, Colquitt Mark A. 
Cooper, Cross, Daniel, Dawson, Dean, Deberry, Doan, Doig, 
Eastman, John ©. Edwards, Charles A. Floyd, Fornance, Ger- 
ry, Gilmer, Goggin, W. O. Goode, Gustine, Harris, Hays, 
Yiolmes, Hopkins, Houston, Hobard, Konter, Jack, Cave 
Johnson, Keim, Lewis, Abraham McClellan, McKay, McKeon, 
‘Mathews, Medill, Meriwether, Miller, Mitchell, Moore, New- 
hard, Owsley, Payne, Pickens, Plumer, Powell, Reding, 
Rencher, Rogers, Saunders, Wm. Smith, Snyder, Sprigg, 
Summers, Sweney, Taliaferro, Trotti, ‘Turney, and Christo- 
pher H. Williams--73. 

NAYVS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Landaf W. Andrews, Sher- 
lock J. Andrews, Arnold, Babcock, Barnard, Bidlack, Bisds- 
eye, Borden, Botts, Bowne, Brewster, Briggs, Bronson, Jere- 
miah Brown, Burnell, Calhoun, Childs, Chittenden, Staley N. 
Clarke, Clinton, Cowen, Cranston, Cravens, Cushing, Garreit 
Davis, Richard D. Davis, John Edwards, Everett, Ferris, Fill- 
more, John G. Floyd, A. Lawrence Foster, Gates, Gentry, 
Giddings, P. G. Goode, Gordon, Granger, Green, Henry, How- 
ard, Hudson, Hunt, 6.3 Ingersoll, J. R. Ingersoll, James Ir- 
vin, William W., Irwin, James, Isaac D. Jones, Jobn P. Ken: 
nedy, Lane, Linn, Littlefield, McKennan, Mallory, Alfred 


gan, Morris, Morrow, Osborne, Parmenter, Partridge, Pen: 
dleton, Pope, Ramseys. B. Rand 

nolda, Ridgway, Riggs, Rodney, Roosevelt, Wm, Russell, 
James M. Ruseell, Saltonstall, Sanford, Sewell, Slade, Truman 
Smith, Stanly, Steenrod, Stokely, Stratton, Alexander H. H. 
Stuart, John T. Stuart, Jol 
bull, Underwood, Van Buren, Van Rensselaer, Wallace, War- 
ren, Weller, Edward D. White, Joseph L. White, Thomas W, 
Williams, Joseph L. Wiliams; Winthrop, Wood, Yorke, 
Augustus Young, and John Young- -114. 

‘So the motion to lay on the table was not car- 
ried. - e 

A message was here received ftom the President 
of the United States, by the hand of Robert Tyler, 
esq., his secretary, transmitting various bills which 
had been approved and signed by bim. 

* "Phe question then recurred on the demand for 

the previous question, which was seconded, and 

the main question was ordered to be put; and the 

motion to print the ordinary number of both re- 
orts was then agreed to. f l 

Mr. FILLMORE inquired if the morning hour 
had not expired? , 

The SPEAKER replied that it had. . 

Mr. FILLMORE said then he would move.that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union; but, before the 
motion was put, he would send a resolution to the 
Chair, for the action of the House, with the ob- 


_ servation that the House must bear in mind that 


there was a special order for Monday. 

The resolution was read; and it proposed to fix 
half-past two o’clock to-day to terminate debate in 
Committee of the Whole on the army appropria- 
tion bill, 

Mr. GIDDINGS moved to lay the resolution on 
the table, and the noes appeared to have it. A di- 
vision was called for, and only 46 voted in the af- 
firmative. The noes were, therefore, not counted; 
and the resolution not carried. 


Mr. C. JOHNSON moved to amend the resolu- 
tion by fixing two o’clock to-morrow, instead of 
half-past two o'clock to-day, to terminate debate. 

Mr. FILLMORE, (to prevent a waste of the time 
of the House by a useless discussion,) moved the 
previous question; which was seconded. The 
main question was also ordered to be put, and the 
amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee 
was agreed to. 


Mr. L. W. ANDREWS then renewed the mo- 


tion to lay the resolution on the table; which was 
agreed to—83 voting in the affirmative, and 58 in 
the negative—the vote being taken by Messrs. 
M. A. Cooper and Marxio7, tellers. 

Mr. COWEN called for the orders of the day; 
but he gave way to 

Mr. HOPKINS, on whose motion a change was 
given to the direction of a bill, the title of which 
was notheard. 

Mr. BRIGGS moved that the committee resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. GIDDINGS insisted that his colleague (Mr. 
Cowen] had called for the orders of the day. 

Mr. COWEN asked if, after the orders of the 
day had been called for, it would notrequire a vote 
of two-thirds to go into Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER’S reply was not heard. 

Mr. CHILDS, with unanimous consent, reported 
a bill from the Committee on Commerce for the 
relief of Samuel Hoffman; which was read twice, 
and committed. 

Mr. GORDON also reported a Senate bill from 
the Committee oa Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. BRIGGS withdrew his motion to go into. 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. GIDDINGS called for the orders of the day 

The SPEAKER accordingly announced the 
question to be on the bill for the relief of the in- 
habitants of West Florida; on which the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Apams] had the 


floor. 

Mr. COWEN said he was anxious that the pri- 
vate business should be proceeded with; and, there- 
fore, he raised the objection to this bill, that it was 
rather of a publie than a private nature. 

The SPEAKER decided that the bill must be 
considered as private. The Chair could not un- 
dertake to go beyond. its face, from which it ap- 
peared to be a bill for the relief of private citizens 
in Florida. : 


Marshall, Samson Mason; Mattocks, Maxwell, Maynard, Mor-: 
ali, Randolph, Rayner,- Rey-? 


in B: Thompson, Richard W. Thomp:-: 
son, Jacob Thompson, Tiiinghast, Toland, Triplett, Tram: 


order to. move a postponement of the bill wader 
consideration until to-morrow. ae 

The SPEAKER said it-woold. . 
sire that the bill for the relief of the heirs of Philip 
Renault should now be disposed. of. After. brief 
argument-against the bill under consideration, and 
an expression -of his desire to occupy the floor on 
to-morrow against the passage of the.billy and.the 
principles on which it was founded, he concluded 
by moving its postponement until to-morrow:.: 

Mr. LEVY said he had no objection to the coursé 
proposed by the gentleman from Massacbusetis, 
(Mr. Apams,] provided the postponement would 
not hazard the final action .of the House on the 
bill. He hoped it would be allowed to take prece- 
dence of other business. P 

Mr. ADAMS then modified his motion so às -to 
make the bill the special order for to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to, © oe) Ses 

The House then resumed the. consideration of 
the bill for the relief of the heirs of Philip Renault. 
The pending question was a motion: to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed. x 

Mr. JOHN YOUNG (who held the floor) ad- 
dressed the House at length in opposition to. the 
motion to reconsider, and in favor of the justice of 
the claim of Renault. š 


Mr. WELLER called for the previous question, 
but the call was not sustained by the House. 
Mr. C. JOHNSON then addressed the House in 
opposition to the bill. ar 
Mr. ADAMS supported the claim, and was -fol- 
lowed in the debate by Mr. MOORE, Mr. STU- 
ART of Mlinois, Mr. POPE, and Mr. CUSHING. 
Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL expressed a. desire to 
have the question postponed for a week longer. 
Mr. CUSHING made a motion to that effect. 
Mr. C. JOHNSON moved the previous ques- 
tion; which motion prevailing, 
The House adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Sarurpay, January 21, 1843. 

Mr. NEWHARD presented the petition of Ja- 
cob Wilt, of Lehigh county, Pennsylvania, a 
soldier of the revolutionary war, praying for a 
pension. " Eee 

The SPEAKER called for reports. from com- 
mittees. ` 

Mr. R. W. THOMPSON, from the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, reported a bill to in- 


corporate the Grand Lodge of the Independent ` 


Order of Odd Fellows of the District of Columbia; 
which was read twice, and committed. : 
Mr. J. CAMPBELL, with unanimous consent 

presented resulutions adopted by the Legislature 
of South Carolina on the subject of the tariff; 
which were read at his request, and then referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. i 


Mr. BARNARD, from the Committee on the 


Judiciary, reported several Senate bills, without - 


amendment; among which was a bill entitled “An 
act to extend for a longer period the several acts 
for the relief of insulvent debtors of the United 
States: this bili was read athird time, and. passed. 

Mr. W. B. CAMPBELL, from the Committee 
on Military Affairs, reported a bill further to.con- 
tinue in force the act for the payment of horses 
and other property lost in the military service of 
the United States; which was read twice. 

Mr. C. then moved thatit be put on its third 
reading; and the question was put on its engross- 


ment. 

Mr. GRANGER and Mr. @INN objected, on 
the ground that, if it did not make an appropria- 
tion, it took money from the treasury, aad there- 
fore must be committed. 

Mr. TURNEY said its commitment would be 
tantamount to its rejection, and therefore he moved 
the previous question. 

The SPEAKER said the previous question 
would. bring the House to a direct vote on the en- 
grossment. — aoe 

Mr. EVERETT moved to lay that. motion on 
the table. Da 4 : 

Mr. TURNEY called for the yeas and nays; and 


Mr. ADAMS inquired “whether it would be in 


“<Mr. ADAMS was understood: to express-a de- 


+ 


£ 


“the previous question, and carried in the-affirma- 


. Pensions, reported à bill ‘for the relief of Sampson 


` lunatics: read twice, and referred. 


i, and resulted—yeas “52, “nay: 


So the motion to lay on thë table was rejected.. 

The question was then taken on the demand for 
tives peto vi A : a 
-= The bill was “ordered to its ehgrossment; and, 
‘having been tead-a third time, was passed. 

Mr. GOGGIN presented certain -papers in rela- 
tion to‘ the Creek Tidians’in Alabama; whieh were 
‘referred'to the: Committee on Military Affairs, and 
‘ordered to‘ be: printed. ` 

- Mr, CUSHING; from the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs; to whom: was referred the message of 
the “President, -in ‘relation to the tonnage duty on 
‘Spanish “vessels, reported “a bill concerning ton- 
‘age duties on Spanish vessels:” read twice, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
State of the Union. 

“Mr. RODNEY, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionaty Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of 
Amy McGuire, widow of the late Major Thomas 
‘McGuire: read twice, and referred to the Commit- 
‘tee of the Whole House. : 

“s-Mr GORDON, from the Committee on Invalid 


Brown: twice read, and referred to the Committee 
‘of the Whole House. ` 

“Mr. SANFORD, from the same committee, 
reported a bill for the relief of Wm. Patterson: 
read twice, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole: House. 


«Mr. POPE, from the Committee on Territories, 
reported a “‘bill fixing the boundary between Mis- 
souri and lowa;” which was read twice, and refer- 
red to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

‘Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee fer 
the District of Columbia, reported sundry bills in 
relation to the lunatic asylum and the custody of 


COMMODORE AP CATESBY JONES. 


Mr. BOTTS offered a resolution, calling upon 
the Secretary Of the Navy for all correspondence 
and ‘information in that department, in relation to 
the rumored recall of Commodore Thomas Ap 
Catesby Jones from command of the Pacific 
squadron; which was read. 

. Mr. WISE said he hoped his colleague would 
not press his resolution, No communication had 
been received from Commodore Jones, owing to 
the. distance of his station from the seat of Gov- 
ernment; and he therefore hoped that the House 
would wait to hear from the Pacific. The depart- 
ment has, as he felt assured, taken no action in the 
matter, 

Mr. BOTTS said he would willingly withdraw 
his resolution, if his colleague were right. He was 
induced to offer it, in consequence of the state- 
ment in the Globe of this morning, in relation to 
the alleged recall of Commodore Jones. 

| Mr. WISE said there was no truth in the ru- 
rar Slated in the Globe—no foundation whatever 
or it. i ` ` 
. Mr. BOTTS was understood to say that he was 
under the impression that Captain Parker was or- 
dered to take the place of Commodore Jones. 

“Mr. WISE remarked that he saw Capt. Parker 
on yesterday, and that officer said that he had not 
been ordered to the Pacific at all. He felt certain 
that no such course as that supposed by his col- 
league had been taken with regard to Commodore 
Jones, l 

-Here the subject dropped. 

The House then resumed the consideration of 
the motion of the gentleman from Massachusetts, , 
(Mr, Winrnrorg.to print 5,000 extra copies of 
the majority ahd “minority report from the Commit 
tee on Commerce, in relation to the imprisonment 
of negro seamen in Southern ports. The question 
was taken, and the motion adopted. 

‘The motion to print 3,000 extra copies of the re- 
port upon the commerce of the lakes, heretofore 
submitted, was adopted. 


GEN. JACKSON'S FINE. 
This subject came up as the regular business of 


the morning hour—the gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. Borrs being entitled to the floor. 


t 


I| Mr. BOTTS rose and inġuired hov 
` the hour remained. : ` 


w much of 


The SPEAKER said, twelve to fifteen minutes. 
_ Mr. BOTTS said if the House had no objection, 
he would defer his remarks until Monday. 
No objection being made, the subject was passed 


b 


y: 
Mr. GIDDINGS here calied for the orders of 
the day, but-yielded bis call. 


EXTRA ALLOWANCES. 


` Mr. C. JOHNSON asked the House, by general 
consent, to take up his bill to prohibit extra allow- 
ances to publie officers. : 

No objection having been made, the bill was 
read as follows: 

A BILL to prohibit extra allowances to any officer of the Gov- 
ernment, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
That it shall not be lawful for the President of the United 
States, or either of the heads of departments, or any disbursing 
officer of the United States, to settle, allow, or pay to any officer 
of the Government, or to any personin the pay or employment 
of the Government, any additional compensation or allowance, 
or extra pay, or per centum whatever, in addition to the regu- 
lar pay of such officer, or other person, for or on account of any 
services, of whatever nature or kind they may be; and that all 
acts and parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of this act 
be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON submitted an amendment, 
the object of which, he said, was to carry out 
more effectually the provisions of the bill. It pro- 
vided that it shall be the duty of the President to 
remove any officer who should be found guilty of 
violating its provisions. 

Mr. ADAMS opposed the bill,and contended 
that it would be likely to increase, rather than re- 
duce, the public expenditures. Its effect was to 
prohibit (flicers from performing extra services; 
the consequence of which would be, the appoint- 
ment of new and additional officers. He argued 
that extra services were often required of the mili- 
tary and naval officers, for which they should be 
paid. s 7 

Mr. CUSHING wished to know whether this 
bill had the absolute right to be considered this 
day. 

The SPEAKER said that the bill was under 
consideration by consent. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON then withdrew his 
amendment. 


Mr. CUSHING said it seemed to him that this 
was one of those bills which demanded the consid- 
eration of some committee; and he would, there- 
fore, move that it be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, 

Mr. PICKENS understood that this bill, as 
amended by the gentleman who introduced it, lim- 
ited the power of the President in regard to dis- 
missal from office; which he deemed unconstitu- 
tutional. {Mr. P. was here informed, that the 
amendment was withdrawn.] Mr. P. had no 
doubt bat the power of making extra allowances 
had been greatly abused; but he doubted whether 
the House would not do more harm than good by 
prohibiting it altogether. He had no objection to 
a declaratory clause, which would point out the 
abuses which ought to be corrected. 

Mr. CUSHING then withdrew his motion, and 
moved to refer the bill to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. GILMER was afraid that, if the bill was 
referred to any committee, it would not be passed 
this session; and he thought it indispensable to the 
preservation of a pure government, or the restora- 
tion of a pure government, thatsome such measure 
should be adopted. The gentleman from Massa- 
churetts seemed to him not io have met the bill in 
the true spirit. Itwas very true, in the abstract, 
that there were extra services which would entitle 
the persons performing them to an equitable claim 
on the Government for extra compensation; but if 
the gentleman would refer to the facts shown in 
the report of a committee of this House at the last 
session, he would find that these extra compensa- 
tions, which have grown up into such an alarming 
abuse, were not paid for extra services, but for the 
ordinary services which the Government had a 
right to demand. of the officers receiving them. 
Now, he would grant, with the gentleman from 
Massachusetis, that if the Chief Justice should be 


required to take the command of the army, or 
render any service-which the people of the United 
States had not a right to require from him, then he 
would ‘be entitled to claim extra compensation for 
it. So also, if the commander-in chief of -the 
army of the United States. was required to perform 
any civil duty not within the line of his official 
duties, then he would be entitled to claim an ex- 
tra allowance for it. But the fact was, that 
soldiers had been allowed extra compensa- 
tion fer performing a soldier’s duty, and civil- 
ians had been allowed extra compensation 
for performing their civil duties; and that was the 
great evil they wished to correct. The practice 
also of granting extra compensation comprehended 
too much discretion in the executive departments, 
and allowed them to fix the compensations of the 
public oificers, which ought only to be done-by 
Congress. There were no officers in the public 
service whose duties were not prescribed by law; 
and he maintained that the Government had. a 
right to demand all their time, within the line.of 
their duty, as an equivalent for the liberal salaries 
allowed them, If they rendered any extra ser- 
vices deserving of extra compensation, Congress 
was the place to apply for it. Why should the 
bill be referred ei.her to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, or to the Committee of the Whole? 
The House had, by a full vote, discharged the Com- 
mittee of the Whole from the further considera- 
tion ot it; and it was now before them, and open to 
amendment. All the members of the cominittees 
were members of the House; and they could dis- 
cuss and amend the bill as well in the House asin- 
the committee-rooms. If they had amendments to 
offer, now was the time to do it. He hoped the 
reference would not be made, as a delay of the 
bill would probably defeat it for this session. It 
was necessary for a pure and hones! Government 
thatsome such regulation should beadopted. There 
had been the most flagrant and cutrageous abuses 
in making extra allowances to officers for per- 
forming merely the ordinary duties of their stations, 
in violation of law; for he would observe, that such 
a prohibition as was contained in this bill was 
already on the statute-bock. The passage of this 
bill, therefore, would show the departments that 
the attention of the Representatives of the peopie 
was turned to the subject, and that they were de- 
termined to correct the abuses complained of. . 

Mr. HOLMES supposed that, with the exception 
of two or three enlightened minds, there were not 
ten persons in the House who had given any con- 
sideration to this bill; and yet they were in this 
hasty manner called on to do—what? Why, to cor- 
rect abuses which, as the gentleman who introduced 
the bill said, had existed since the foundation of 
the Government. Now, he took this ground: that 
there ought to be no legislation for the purpose of 
reforming long-standing abuses, without reflecting 
deeply on the evils that might thereby be produced. 
Without any correspondence with the heads of 
departments, but by the consultation of two or 
three members together, who were for curing all 
the evils existing in the Government, they were 
called, in this hurried manner, to legislate in the 
dark, without knowing what the evils were tbat 
were complained of, and without knewing whether 
the cure would be effectual. 


Mr. TILLINGHAST opposed the bill as con- 
flicting with existing laws, and as tending to put 
it out of the power of the Government to make 
compensation for services that may be rendered, 
and that may be indispensable for the carrying on 
of the Government. ` 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL said that the passage 
of the bill would present a very extraordinary in- 
stance of inconsistency on the part of Congress, 
They had now before them a bill just passed by 
the Senate, providing extra compensation for. the 
officers who were engaged in the exploring ex- 
pedition; and while they were considering this bill, 
(which had passed one body, and would no doubt 
pass the other,) they were asked to pass another, 
prohibiting all. extra compensations whatever, no 
matier how meritorious and indispensable the ser- 


‘vice that might be rendered. Mr. I. dwelt on the 


important services rendered by the cfficers of the 
exploring expedition, and the privations they en- 


wounteréed, for the. purp 
“ eases, as well as similar ones, extra compensation 
Was. doth just and necessary. : : 

“After afew words on the mode: in which this 
Subject had been brought up, he advocated its com- 
mMiltal to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. : i 
-e Mr. GRANGER gave some reasons for voting 
with the ultras in the House on this bill. 
epposed the reduction of the army and the navy, 
which the gentlemen who supported this bill had 
effected; but, during along peace, a system had 
grown up in this Government, of making extra al- 
jowances; and a feeling had arisen through the 
community, in consequence, of hostility to the 
army and the navy, which were the glory and 
pride of the nation. Now, he advocated this bill 
for the purpose of sustaining the army and the 
navy from further reductions; and he ventured to 
assert, that if some such bill had been in existence 
before, th? reductions which had taken place in het 
army and navy would not have been made. 


Mr. C. BROWN hoped the House would not be 
prejudiced against this bill by the remarks of the 
gentleman from. Pennsylvania [Mr. J. R, Inarr- 
SOLL] respecting the mode in which it came before 
them. Tfe bill was there, and it was entitled to 
as much consideration as if it had been reported 
with all the formalities cf the House. Of the bill 
itself, he said it was worthy of their attention. 
This House, with the other branches of the Legis- 
lature, fixed the pay for the officers of the army 
and of the navy, and also of the clerks in the de- 
partments; and they had given power to the heads 
of departments to allow extra compensation; and 
who did not know that favoritism existed, and that 
the power which they had delegated to others had 
been wrongfully used? What was the remedy for 
this? A very plain one. Let no officer receive 
more than his pay for services which he may ren- 
der; but if he did more than was contemplated 
when the pay was fixed, Jet him come to Congress 
with his claim, like the officers of the exploring ex- 
pedition, and there would always be found justice 
‘enough to pay him for his extra services. 


Mr. MOORE said this subject had been suffi- 
ciently discussed at the last session, and therefore 
he moved the previous question. 


Mr. ARNOLD appealed to the gentleman to 
withdraw that motion, to give him an opportunity 
to saya single word, 

~The motion was not withdrawn, and the previ- 
‘ous question was seconded, which had the effect of 
bringing the House to a direct vote on the engross- 
ment of the bill. The bill was ordered to be en- 
grossed; and the question recurred on its third 
reading, 

Mr. MOORE moved the previous question, which 
was seconded; and the main question was ordered 
to be put. 


The yeas and nays were demanded and ordered 
on the passage of the bill, and resulted as follows— 
yeas 151, nays 15. 


YEAS—Meesrs. Allen, Landaf W: Andrews, Arnold, Ar- 
rington, Atherton, Beeson, Birdseye, Black, Boardman, Bor- 
den, Botts, Boyd, Briggs, Bronson, Aaron V. Brown, Milton 
Brown, Charles Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Burke, William 
Butler, Green W. Caldwell, Patrick C. Caldwell, Calhoun, 
John Campbell, William B. Campbell, Thomas J. Campbell, 
Caruthers, Cary, Casey, Chapman, Childs, Staley N. Clarke, 
Clifford, Coles, Mark A. Cooper, Cowen, Cravena, Garrett Davis, 
Richard D. Davis, Dean, Deberry, Doan, Eastman, John C. 
Edwards, Egbert, Everett, Ferris, Fillmore, John G. Floyd, 
Gates, Giddings, Gilmer, Goggin, William O. Goode, Graham, 
Granger, Gwin, Hall, Harris, Hastings, Henry, Hopkins, Houck, 
Houston, Howard, Hubard, Hudson, Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, 
James Irvin, Cave Johnson, Isaac D. Jones, Keim, John P, Ken- 
nėédy, Lane, Lewis, Linn, Littlefield, Lowell, Abraham McClel- 
jan, Robert McClellan, McKay, McKennan, Mallory, Alfred 
Marshall, Samson Mason, Mathiot, Mathews, Mattocks, Max- 
well, Maynard, Medill, Meriwether, Miller, Mitchell, Moore, 

*morgan, Newhard, Osborne, Owsley, Parmenter, Partridge, 
Payne, Pendleton, Pickens, Pope, Powell, Ramsey, Benjamin 
Randall, Alexander Randall, Read, Reding, Reynolds, Rhett, 
Ridgway, Riggs, Rogers, Roosevelt, William Russell, James M, 
Russell, Saltonstall, Saunders, Sewell, Shields, Slade, Truman 
Smith, William Smith, Snyder, Stanly, Steenrod, Alexander 
H.-H. Stuart, John T. Stuart, Sweney, Jobn. B. Thompson, 
Jacob Thompson, Tomlinson, Triplett, Trotti, Turney, Under- 
wood, Van Buren, Warren, Washington, Watterson, Weller, 
Westbrook, Christopher Hf. Williams, Joseph L. Williams, 
‘Winthrop, Yorke, and Augustus Young—I51. 

NAYS—Messrs: Adams, Barnard, Burnell, Cranston, Cush- 
ing, Holmes, Joseph R. Ingersoll, James, Morrow, Profit, Ran- 
dolph, Taliaferro, Tillinghast, Van Rensselaer, and Thomas W, 
Williams—I5, 
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pose of showing that, in these 


He had - 


RECONSIDERATION. 


Mr. ARNOLD said he rose:to a privileged ques- 
tion. He believed such was the only question on 
which he could get the floor. He moved a recon- 
sideration of the. vote by which the bill had been 
passed. 
Louisiana [Mr..Moore] to- withdraw the motion 
for the previous Question, in order to enable him 
to offer an amendment to the bill; and that genile- 
man, though often in favor of retrenchment, and 
though he knew what-he (Mr. A.) intended to of- 
fer, refused to accord him the privilege of making 
an amendment. od 

Mr. GIDDINGS suggested that the gentleman 
should postpone his remarks until Monday, and let 
the House act on the private bills before it. s 

Mr. ARNOLD expressed his willingness to speak 
at some other time; but several gentlemen objected 
to a postponement of the motion to reconsider, and 
he was obliged to go on at this time. 

Mr. MOORE explained the reasons why he had 
refused to withdraw the motien for the previous 
question. He could not have served the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr, Annatp] by so doing; 
because the engrossment of the bill had been or- 
dered, and it was net liable to amendment. 

Mr. ARNOLD resumed, and addressed the 
House for some time in favor of his bill for redu- 
cing the pay of members of Congress and officers 
of the Government 25 per cent., which bill was 
proposed at the last session, and referred to the 
Committee of the Whole, and never acted on. 
He complained that he could not make a motion 
to take it up, without being laughed ats this, too, 
when the people in the country called aloud for 
the adoption of some such measure of retrench- 
ment. He desired 10 have the passage of the bill 
just passed reconsidered, for the purpose of attach- 
ing his proposition to it as an amendment. He 
argued that it would reduce the expenditures of the 
Government four millions annually; and he com- 
plained that the Whig party, of which he had been 
proud to be a member, had not fulfilled their 

pledges of retrenchment and reform so profusely 
made in every portion of the Union. 

Mr. STANLY made a few remarks, the purport 
of which was to correct a statement of the genile- 
man from New York, [Mr. GRANGER,] that the 
credit of his having accomplished a reduction of 
the army at the late session was due to the gen- 
tileman from Tennessee, (Mr. ©. Jonnson.] He 
held that all the credit of that measure (if any 
could be claimed) belonged to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Apams.] 

Mr. C. JOHNSON said he had always so ac- 
knowledged. 

The previous question was then moved and sec- 
onded; and, on putting the main question to the 
House, the motion to reconsider was rejected with- 
out a division. 

PRIVATE BUSINESS. 

The House took up the bill for -the relief of the 
inhabitants of West Fiorida; which was made the 
special order for to-day, and on which the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr, Apams] had the 
floor. : 

Mr. ADAMS addressed the House at some 
length in opposition to the bill, and concluded by 
moving to lay it on the table; but, at the earnest re- 
quest of Mr. LEVY, withdrew the motion, to al- 
low that genleman an opportunity of being heard 
in explanation, and in favor of the bill. 

Mr. C. H. WILLIAMS offered a resolution 
(which was adopted) calling on the Secretary of 
War to report whether any change had been made 
in the organization cf the military divisions of the 
army of the United States since March Ist, 1842; 
and iť so, the reasons for such change. 

Mr. BRIGGS offered a resolution calling on 
the Secretary of the Freasnry for a report showing 
the operation of the late tariff act on the revenue; 
which was adopted. 

The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, January 23, 1843. 
The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Navy Department, 
showing the names of the persons employed in that 


He had appealed to the gentleman. from. 


185 


department during the year. 1842; which, on. motion 
by Mr. ARCHER, was ordered to lie on the. table 
and be printed. . hogs ey 

Also,a communication from the same department, 
in compliance with the 20th section of the -act 
of 1842, showing the manner in which the cons 
tingent fund of that department has been expended; 
and showing the amountof all former appropria- 
tions remaining in the treasury, and in. the hands 
of disbursing agents, to the 30th June, 1842: ordered 
to lie on the table and. be printed, 

Also, laid before the. Senate a communication 
from the Navy Department, made in compliance 
with a resolution of the Senate of the 5th instant, 
in relation 10 depredations made on the live-oak 
‘timber belonging to the United States, and point- 
ing out measures proper to be. adopted to prevent 
future destruction of such timber; which, on motion 
by Mr. HUNTINGTON, was ordered to lie-on the 
table and be printed. 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented 2. memorial 
from New York, remonstrating against the repeal 
of the bankrupt law. Mr. T. remarked that. she 
leter accompanying the memorial showed thatthe 
latter was signed by most isfluential and 
wealthy men of large capital, engaged in most ex- 
tensive business operations; and whose -pursuits 
gave them full opportunity to acquire a practical 
knowledge of the operations of that law: referred 
to the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. LINN presented a memorial from James 
Smith, praying the establishment of a new dës 
partment of government, to be called the Depart. 
ment of Agriculture, to take charge of the agricul- 
tural interest; which was referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture. foe’ 

Also, presented a memorial from citizens of 
Missouri, residing in the Jackson land district, 
in that State, praying the removal of the land of. 
fice from Jackson to Fredericktown; which was re. 
ferred to ihe Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a petition from inhabitants in the southe 
eastern part of Missouri, praying an appropriation 
for the survey and improvement of Spring and 
Grand rivers; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. i 


Mr. EVANS presented a memorial from citi- 
zens of Bangor, in the Siate of Maine, praying the 
adoption of measures for placing the navigating in- 
terests of the United States on a more equal foot- 
ing with those of foreign powers, than is sécured b 
existing treaties; and l 

Mr. BATES presented a similar memorial from 
Gershom B. Nestor, and others, òf Massachusetts; 
which memorials were referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. ARCHER presented a memorial adopted 
al a meeting of citizens cf Ohio county, Virginia, 
asking Congress to make a large issue of pubs 
lie stocks, based on a pledge of the public lands, 
for the relief of the States; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented three memorials 
from citizens of the city and county of Philadelphia, - 
asking Congress to adopt the plan for a board of 
exchequer; which were ordered to lie on the table, 
to be considered with the bill on that subject, 

Also, presented a peiition from James Gee, a 
soldier of the late was, who has received a pension 
for wounds received in the service of his country, 
asking Congress for certain arrears of pension 
from the time he was disabled to the time at-which 
he received a pension:. referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Also, presented a memorial from Edward Dex- 
ter, of Providence, Rhode Island, praying indem. 
nity for the capture of the schooner Betsy by the 
French privateer Cisalpine, prior to 1800. 

Mr. B. said this was one of the cases arising un- 
der the treaty of 1800; and moved that it lie on the 
table, as a bill had been reported making indemnity 
for such claims: agreed to, 

Mr. MERRICK presented certain resolati 
adopted by the Board of Common Council of the 
City of Washington, on the subject of the cession to 
the State of Maryland ef the stock held by the United 
States in the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal; which 


wes referred to the Committee on Roads and Ca- 
nals. y 


et totic aa : 
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Mr. BAYARD 


3,000 inhabitants of the cities of New York and 


Brooklyn, in which they express ‘the opinion that 


‘othe séctional floating dry-dock is superior io any 
“other, and praying that a dry-dock of that deserip- 


tion be erected at Brooklyn: referred to the Com- 


mittee on Naval Affairs. 


Mr: Bvalso presented a‘memorial from a num- ` 


ber of respectable citizens of the city. and county of 
Philadelphia, complaining of the deranged state of 
the currency, and suggesiing that the plan for a 
board: of exchequer would furnish some means of 
relief: ordered ‘to lie on the table. 

: Mr: WOODBURY presented additional docu- 
whebts ih relation to the claim of Robert Rodgers to 


‘@ tract of land; which, with the memorial on the 
Subject now on the files of the Senate, were referred 


to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 


“Mr. CHOATE presented a memorial from Rob- 
ert G. Shaw and others, of Boston, praying that 


„there may be such an alteration of our treaty stipu- 


lations with foreign governments, us to secure a 


“more reciprocal trade: referred to the Commitice 
. on Commerce. 
"Also, presented a memorial from Daniel Weed 


and 26 others, of Massachusetts, praying that the 
constitutional rights of colored seamen, citizens of 
free. States, may be restored to them: referred to 
the Judiciary Committee: 
. Mr. CALHOUN presenteda memorial from citi- 
zens of the. city and county of Philadelphia, in 
favor of the adoption of the. plan for a board of 
exchequer; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
Mr. WALKER remarked that the Judiciary 
Committee, a few days ago, bad instructed him to 


. make a report adverse io the passage of the bill | 


from the House for the relief of Gorham A. 
Worth. Since that report was made, new evidence 


.and. documents have been developed. They did 


hot change his mind as to the propriety of reject- 


ing the bill; bat itwas due that the comtaittee 
should have an opportunity of reconsidering their 
former decision, if there should be found afiything | 


in this new evidence to justify it, He, therefore, 
moved that the bill be taken up, with a view to its 


- yecommitment to the Judiciary Committee. 


` The question was put, and carried in the affirma- 
tive; and the bill was referred accordingly. 

Mr. CONRAD presented a memorial from H. 

:J. Ramsay and others, purchasers of public lands 


' in the State of Louisiana, asking for relief in con- 


sequence of the patenis for the same being withheld: 
reterred to the Commitlee on Pablie Lands, 


Mr. KERR presented a memorial from the city 
of Baltimore, signed by a number of large com- 
mission. merchants, protesting in a solemn manner 
against the repeal of the bankrupt law: referred to 
the Judiciary Committee, 

Mr. YOUNG presented a memorial from ins 
habitants of township Wo. 41 north, of range Y 
east of the 3d principal meridian, in Kane county, 
Illinois, praying for the relinquishment of the 
Sixteenth sections of land reserved for sehool pur- 
poses, and the selection of other lands in lieu thereof; 
which was ordered to lie on the table—a general 
bill for the object prayed for having already 
passed the Senate, 

Pr. BAYARD, from the Commitiee on Naval 
Afairs, reported back, without amendment, and 
favorably to its passage, the joint resolutioa from 
the House, to establish agencies for water-rotled 
hemp in the States of Kentucky and Missouri. 

Mr. CONRAD, from the Commitice on Public 
Lands, reporied back, with ‘an amendment, House 
bill entitled “An act for the relief of Jemes B. 
Sullivan, of the parish of Rapides, in the Siate of 
Louisiana.” 

Mr. HUNTINGTON, from the Commiitee on 
Commerce, made a report (which was ordered to 
be printed) in favor of the indefinite postponement 
ofthe bill from the House, entitled “An act for 
the relief of Benjamin Evans.” 

Mr. BATES; from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, made a report (which was ordered to be 
printed) adverse to the passage of the bill -from 
the House, éntitled “An act for the relief of Samuel 
Neely.” 

Also, reported: back, from the same committee, 


presented’a memorial signed by 


with sundry amendmenis, the bill for-the relief of 
Samuel M. Asbary. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. iaid before the 
Senate a communication from the Treasury De- 
partment, reporting, in compliance with a resolu- 
tion.of the Senate of the 28th ultimo, statements of 
the revenue from imports during. the third and 
fourth quarters of the year 1842; the outstanding 
appropriations at the close of theyears 1840, 1841, 
and 1842, respectively; and the quantity of land ad- 
veriised for sale since the 4th March, 1840; whicb, 
on motion of Mr. WOODBURY, was referred to the 
Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 


COMMITTEE ON TERRITORIES. 


The resolution of Mr. Sevier, so to amend 
the 33d rule of the Senate as to authorize the ap- 
pointment cf a new standing committee to take 
charge of Territorial business, came up for consid- 
eration, 

Mr. SEVIER made some remarks in-favor of 
the resolution, not distinetly heard. 

Mr. KING said he had no disposition to throw 
any obstacle in ihe way of the business of the Territo- 
ries; but it strack his mind that there could no great 


advantage result from the passage of the resolution. | 


Tae Territories had their delegates in the other 
House, who were pleased to attend to the jnteresis 
of the Territories, and to take. such measures as 
were proper to advance them, both before the 
House and the standing commitiee having charge 
of that class of business. He thought, so far as 
speedy aciion in the Senate was desirable, that 
greater facility would be given by the several stand- 
ing committees of that body to Territorial business, 
than could in all human probability be given by a 
regular and independent eommitiee. 


but thonght it beiter for the Territories that it should 
not be. 

Mi. SEVIER thought that there were many 
logal maiters which might be better or more 
promptly attended to, if there was a regular stand- 
ing comraittce. He saw no reason why the Terri- 


tories were not equally entitled as the District of Co- | 


lumbia to an exelusive committee. 
the resolution would be adopted. 
The question was then put on the adoption cf 
the resolution, and it was decided in the negative, 
Mr. KING presented a memorial from a num- 
ber of ship-owners of Newburyport, Massachusetts, 
representing that the mercantile navigation of the 


He hoped 


| United States has suffered materially from the 
| effects of the existing treaties, and the arrange- 


ynents beiween the United States and Great Brit- 
ain, the Hanse’tic Republics, France, Holland 

Denmark, Bussia, and Sweden, respectively; and 
that those treaties and arrangemenis termed récip- 
rocal have not proved reciprocal to the naviga- 
tion of the United States. Mr. K. said the memo- 
rialists to asked that Congress would, so far as the 
treaties permitted, make such regulations as would 
relieve them from the consequences resulting from_ 
these relations, Mr. K. had no doubt that the 
shipping interesis of the United States had been 
impaired by a desire to extend reciprocal commer- 
cial relations. The memorial was referred to the 
Commitice on Commerce. 

Mr. LUNN expressed a wish that the Senate 
would take up the Oregon bill, as the member from 
Kentucky, who wasentitled to the floor on it, was 
ready to proceed in his remarks. 

Mr. EVANS hoped the Senate would dispose 
of the unfinished business of Friday—being the 
bill for the benefit of the Pétersburg Railroad Com- 
pany. 

Some debate of a conversational character here 


| arose on the priority of business. Messrs. EVANS 
aod GRAHAM contending that the. Petersburg 


railroad bill should have precedence; snd Messrs, 
LINN and SEVIER, that the Oregon biil should. 

Mr. CALHOUN expressed a hope that the bill 
for the benefit of the railroad company would be 
taken up and disposed af; for, if it was intended to 
be of any benefit at ail, it shonld be passed forth 
with, | i 

Mr. BATES moved io take up the railroad 
bill;. and the question being put on that motion, it 
was determined in the affirmative—ayes 18, noes 17. 


He had no | 
great objection to the adaption of the resolution, | 


PETERSBURG RAILROAD COMPANY. 
Mr. ARCHER said. he would have had great 
occasion to regret having yielded to the wishes of 
the Senator from Arkansas for an adjournment, 
when this subject was last before the Senate, if: it 
had failed to come up for discussion to-day; for it 
was a subject of very great importance, not only 
to the parties who were tO be immediately benefited 
by it, but to the community at large: He would, 
nevertheless, have been contented to intrust those 
interesis, great as (hey were, to. the care of other 
gentlemen in that body, were it not for the relation 
in which he stood to the parties, and for the obser- 
vationsmade on a former day by the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, {Mr. Bucmanan.} The Senator 
from Pennsylvania had, in his apprehension, given 
a sufficient evidence of the untenableness of the 
grounds upon which the passage of this bill was 
attempted to be resisted, when he (evineing, as he 
did, the utmost solicitude about the fate of the bill) 
opened the debate by making that sort of appeal. to 
the Senate which whe gentlemen of his party al- 
ways reserve as the «lima ratio—az the reason 
which shon!ld ride over all oiher considerations. 
The gentleman declafed this to be one of those 
éases (to which allusion was so often made) of 
moneyed institutions successfully struggling to sit- 
persede all considerations of the public interest, or 
of public faith. The gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia was a man of letters, and a man of taste; he 
knew too well the Horatian rule to fail in the ob- 
servance of it, l 
He (Mr. Arcuzr) desired to call the attention 
of the Senate to what had been made the subject of 
anticipated invective. This corporation was one 
which was instituted for a great agricultural pur- 
pose, affecting not: one portion alone, but several 
portions of this Union. The gentleman’s own 
Stare was largely interested, as well as that which 
he (Mr. A.) had the honor to represent. Nor was 
this all. This road was subservient to the com- 
munication along the whole seaboard of the United 
States, and vitally affected the interests of all the 
maritime States of th: Union-»such were the inter- 
ests involved in this Guestidn, and not merely those 
of the party claiming relief by this bill, And what 
was the nature of the benefits to be conferred by 
the bill upon the party who were applicants for its 
passage? Did they aska remission of duties to be 
granied them, to which they were not now entitled? 
Not at all. The iron was already in the country, 
or would be within a few days; and all they asked 
was, an extension of the time for laying it down. 
Even the laying down of the iron might be com- 
pleted in time; but, if they were driven, by a denial 
of their request—by a refusal to pass this bill—to go 
on within the limits of the period which remained to 
them under the present law, what would be the 
result to the parties and to the community? The par- 
ties would be competled, impoverished as they now 
were, to employ labor at any cost, in order to com- 
plete thelt work within the given time. This would 
be attended with considerable inconvenience to 
the company; but it was not the company alone 
which was going to be affected. A portion of the 
great Southern road, upwards of a hundred miles 
in extent, would have to be taken up; and the com- 
munication along this great artery, which connects 
the North with the South, suspended for the period 
of a whole month.. The parties asked no remission 
of duties; but they asiéd a remission of expense, 
and for an indulgence, which, if ecnferred, would 
avert from the public the highest inconvenience. 
Associated wealth! corporations! Why, the 
eompany asking this indulgence was nearly bank- 
rupt. Ee (Mr. A) had asked one of the presi- 
dents of the company at what price his stock was 
sellins, and his answer was, “At no price.” Thé® 
company was lareely indebted to the State. And 
such were the moneyed corporations which, ac- 
cording to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, were 
sure to obtain from Congress whatever they might 
ask, He denied the very ground on which the 
Senator planted himself. The privilege now asked 
had nothing to do with the question of favoring the 
iron-manufacturing interests. The iron manufac- 
turers of Pennsylvania weuld not sell one peund 
more of iron if this bill should be rejected, than . 
they would if it were passed. There was no 
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-` ground, then, on which -the gevtieman’s opposition 
could rest, -The honorable Senator from. Pennsyl- 
wania had spoken of his conciliatory disposition. 
Did he not perceive how much he was now acting 
out ofthat character—to which he (Mr. A.) would 
‘readily agree he was generally entitled—for he was 
asking at the hands of the Senate for a most vindic- 
tive action on this subject. He was asking fora 
subjection of the interests of the whole maritime 
frontier to—what? The honorable Senator had 
told them—and he (Mr. A.) asked the par- 
ticular attention of the Senate to this point— 
The honorable Senator had told them that a great 
company had been reeently established upon the 
Alleghany river, for the manufacturing of rail- 
road iron. So all these sacrifices were invoked by 
the honorable Senator—for whose benefit? For the 
benefit of one single iron manufactuying estab- 
lishment in his own State. This was his notion of 
justice. He (Mr. ARCHER) supposed that the in- 
terests of these corporations, to which the honorable 
Senator was so hostile—corporations which subserve 
agriculture aud commerce—were to be sacrificed; 

: and to what? Why, to the interests of another 
corporation—an iron manufacturing company in 
Pennsylvania. 2 

When the discussion in which they had been 
involved in relation to our protective policy-upon 
the passage ef the tariff bill was going on, what 
was the appeal then made to them? What was the 
design of the gentleman who made that appeal, in 
relation to the protection of the interests of the 
country? Was it that new interests were to be 
built up? Or was it not rather that the old and 
established interests of the country should be pro- 
tected? At that time there were none of these 
establishments for the manufacturing of iron for 
railroads in existence. 

The gentleman, then, in invoking protection for 
these iron establishments, was not borne out by the 
policy heretofore avowed. Protection was intend- 
ed to be extended to the old and existing institu- 
tions. There was scarcely a man on this floor, or, 
indeed, anywhere-—~certainly not south of the Poto- 
mac—who wouid have dared to avow the doctrine 
ihat it was intended that new interests should be 
generated. But admitting it to be otherwise—that 
we were bound not to sacrifice a new interest, or a 
mew industry that had recently sprung up;—admit- 
ting the fall force of the arguments of his honorable 
friend, sill they would have no application to 
this case, It could be no breach of that protective 
policy, admitting it to extend to the company 
whose interests were adyocated by the honorable 
Senator, to say to the Petersburg company, If you 
do not transcend the time limited for making im- 
portations, you shall have the privilege of laying 
down your iron when ycu please. The true intend- 
ment was a limit upon tbe time for importation. 
As to tke laying down of the iron, it was wholly 
unimportant: it had no reference to the real policy 
of the protection of the manufacturing interests of 
the country. 

The limitation of the time for laying down the 
iron stood merely in the relation of a penalty; and 
inferior courts of justice often remit penalties 
where the substance of the obligations is fulfil- 
ed. Tf a ceurt of law were te enforce the penalty, 
the court of chancery would interfere. Congress 
was the highest court of justice and of equity. Here 
was a penalty, the application of which was to en- 
ure to the benefit of no one, They were enforcing a 
penalty in a case which was not reached by the 
policy of our protective tariff. It would be a 
sanctioning on their part cf the vindictive penalty; 
and he sebmitted to the honorable Senator whether 
his claim to the character of coneiliator would 
not be endangered by his strenuous advocacy of 
this vindictive action, It would not only not enure 
to any public benefit, but it would be produciive of 
no sort of benefit to the iron-manufac!uring com- 
pany in Pennsylvania, which was the only estab- 

lishment now manufacturing that sort of iron inthe 

“United States. There shou!d, he thought, be no hes- 
itatien on the question, 

Mr. BUCHANAN said he believed this to be a 
bill of great importance, and calculated, in iss 

` effects, to repeal the policy of the late tarif law, 
in reference to a single article, without a modifica- 


"rejection of this bill. 


tion of the whole ‘of it, He wished to present to 
the Senate his views upon -thi subject, and be 
would do itas briefly as possible. He had no in- 
terest in this bill, which was not common to every 
Senator. His honorable friend was mistaken if 
he supposed that he argued that, because there were 
one or two establishments for. the making of rail- 
road iron in Pennsylvania, that was a reason for the 
He had stated the fact mere- 
ly for the information of the Senate, and for no 
other purpose. Still, it was important informa- 
tion, and well worthy the attention of the-country. 
The Senator said he (Mr. Buycnanan) was well 
acquainted with the Horatian rule. He presumed 
the rule the Senator referred to was, that he never 
asked the interposition of the gods, unless ina 
difficulty otherwise insuperable. But if he should 
succeed in representing to the Senate his ideas upon 
this subject, he thought the Senator would agree 
with him that there was no insttperable difficulty in 
the case. 

It eppeared to him a perfectly plain case; and 
notwithstanding the Senator from South Carolina 
thought it was unworthy of argument, he doubted 
whether he would be able to succeed in refuting 
even the feeble arguments which he would be able 
to present. He asserted that corporations had 
great power in this country. They were never 
satisfied. One decision against them might follow 
another; and they were always ready, like the 
heads of the hydra, to spring up to new life, and 
persist in urging their claims upon Congress. If 
ever a question had been settled on broad, and lib- 
eral, and just principles, he contended it was this 
question, so far as corporations were concerned. 
Let them look at this casé, and they would see the 
respectable Committee on Finance reporting a bill, 
without a line accompanying that report for the 
benefit of a corporation. 

If a poor old soldier applied for a pension, the 
question was, in every instance, referred to a com- 
mittee; and the case was presented to the Senate 
in an ample and full report. The Senate could 
not tell now how much iron wasto be laid down; 
they could not even tell the length of the road that 
was to be relaid, or how much had already been 
laid down; they could not tell whether they were 
to release to the company the payment of $50,000 
or $500. They had the naked statement of the 
company, which conveyed no authentic informa- 
tion on the subject. 

Mr. B. preceeded to review the history of the 
legislative enactments in reference to this compa- 
ny, and argued that the exclusive privileges granted 
to it had already occasioned the tax upon the 
community to beincreased to a very great extent. 
And now the question was, whether a second 
exemption from the payment of duties, to 
which all other citizens were subject, should 
be extended to this railroad company; for so 
far from its being a mere exiension of the 
time for laying down the iron, it would in 
reality be a further release of duties. He was far 
from being an enemy to corporations whose pur- 
poses, objects, and views were for the public ad- 
vantage. He was far from .being an enemy to 
railroad corporations; he believed they had been of 
much service to the country. But as to theinflu- 
ence exerted by corporations, it was plainly visi- 
ble. The Oregon Territory bill was laid aside; 
the question involving peace or war was 
laid aside, in order that this measure should pass, 
and that the railroad company should be put to no 
inconvenierice. When he asserted that corpora- 
tions had influence, he was borne out by the facts 
before them. Did they not see respectable men 
assceiated together in the form of a company, hav- 
ing an object to accomplish, bringing respectable 
men from Virginia to advocate and support their 
interests? They could, and did, urge their claims 
with more impunity, and with greater pertinacity, 
and with better success, than individual citizens. 
He did think, when he had consented in 1841 
and 1842 to yield to their demands, that we 
should bave heard no more of railroad companies? 
exemptions from the common burdens borne by 
the citizens of this country. If they should suc- 
ceed in passing this bill, it would be, as he said 
before, but the entering wedge, so far as regards 
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Pennsylvania and Kentucky, and the other jrot 
producing States. Whether the tariff be right or 
wrong, (and he was not going to discuss that 
question )}—whether the principle of protection be of 
benefit or not—it was a general enactment, de- 
signed to have a general application; and he re- 
garded -it as highly improper and-inexpedient to 
fritter away that Jaw by special legislation: |- 

Mr. RIVES said he desired to make a single ob- 
servation ih regard to the point upon which ‘the 
Senator from Pennsylvania seemed to lay all the 
emphasis, viz: that here was an application for ex- 
emption from the duty cn iron, to which exemp- 
tion the company asking it was not entitled, ac- 
cording to the equitable construction of the laws 
It seemed to him (Mr. R.) that the constiuciion 
given to the law by the honorable Senator was al- 
together too liberal, and that it did not satisfy the 
equity of the case. ; 

Mr. Rives here read the provision of the stat- 
ute which applies to the laying down of the iron 
necessary to complete the road previous to the 3d 
March, 1843. It apreared to him, from the facts 
presented in the memorial of the Petersburg com- 
pany, that the road never had been completed, and 
that the Senator from Pennsylvania was therefore 
incorrect in supposing that the intention was to re- 
new the exemption heretofore enjoyed. The com- 
papy, it appeared, had procured, in the first in- 
stance, very light iron, which, when laid down, was 
discovered to be.entirely unsuitable; and they were 
consequently under the necessity of ordering 4 new 
importation. The iron had not been worn oul: it 
was not, therefore, for the purpose of replacing old 
rails by new, but of substituting good rails for 
those which had been mistakenly supposed to be 
sufficient. It seemed to him that this circumstance, 
instead of diminishing the weight of reasoning in 
favor of the passage of the bill, added to it, in a 
very considerable degree; because the company had 
been subjeczed toa double hardship, and had in- 
curred considerable loss. He thought that, in a 
fair, practical, and equitable view of the case, it 
‘came clearly within the spirit, if not directly with- 
in the letter, of the law. 


Mr. EVANS was very sorry to be under the ne- 
cessity of saying another word on this subject. But, 
ashe was obliged to do so, he would confine himself 
to one or two remarks of the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. Bucuanan,] which, he conceived, 
applied to the only question that could arise as to 
the propriety or policy of the present bill. The 
first point relied upon by the Senator is, that this is 
a bill, not simply for extending the time for laying ` 
down iron imported under the provisions of the 
tariff law, bat to release the iron imported by the 
company up to the 3d of March, for its railroad, 
from duty altogether; or, in other words, to make 
a donation of $50,000 to this company; because, 
as he says, its iron is not entitled to the exemption 
from duty, according to the letter and spirit of the 
provision in the tariff law. He thinks we are giv- 
ing to this company privileges which do not belong 
to it under existing law. This argument has been 
answered in part by the Senator from Virginia, 
{Mr. Rives,] with whom he (Mr. E.) concurred, 
The law of 1841 allowed all railroad iron import- 
ed previous to 3d March, 1843, to come in duty 
free, and to remain exempt from duty, provided it 
was laid down before that day for use; where it is 
intended for the construction or completion of rail- 
roads in the course of construction. By the tariff 
law of 1842, railroad iron imported and laid down 
for use up to the 3d of March, 1843, is exempt 
from duty; but, because this provision refers to the 
law of 1841, which it is intended to carry out, the 
Senator insists that it is confined to new railroads, 
new branches, or parts in construction, and not be- 
fore complete, He contends that th’s railroad is 
notone entitled to the privilege, because iron was 
laid down upon it before. But the Senator over- 
looks the fact that tbis company was only trying an 
experiment, not knowing the extent of business or 
weight of transport which might be required; and 
indeed, at first not anticipating anything like what 
has come to pass; and imported iron, which, on 
trial, proved entirely too Jight. . It proved so unfit 
for the use of the road, that the company has; for 
| a few years back, been devoting its means to the 
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~ object of replacing this light iron with a more sub- 


slantial.and permanent kind. Until this is fally 


‘accomplished, the. road is not complete; and in 


Spirit, if pot in letter, it is entitled to the privilege 


Of the law of 1841, recognised in the law of 1842. 


Another answer to the objection made by the Sen- 
ator is, that the act of 1842 extended the provision 
of the act of 1841 to all railroad iron imported and 
laid down for use prior to 3d March, 1843; and, al- 
though the. words “entitled under any existing law” 
are used, it does not exclude the construction that 
iron for repairs of railroads may not be imported 
duty free, according to the spirit and meaning of 


‘the law of 1842, The Senator says there was no 


existing law which entitled this company to import 


„iron for itsrailroad, without payment of duty, to re- 
, place-iron already in use that had before been im- 


ported duty free. _If that is the construction of the 
proviso in the. law of 1842, this bill will not affect 
1. But, the Senator will say, Why pass it, then, 
if it will be of no avail? His precisely because the 
friends of the bill think it will avail, and because 
they put a differcat construction on the law of 
1842, that they wish to pass it. They wish to pass 
it, because, while it inflicts no injury en the reve- 
nue, (for it-can make no difference in that particu- 
lar,) it will give not only great Gonvenience to the 
operations of the company, but-confer a public 
benefit on the country, and its mails and commerce, 
by preventing an unnecessary interruption and sus- 
pehsion, for an indefinite period, of the intercourse 
of travel by that route of railroad. 

The Committee on Finance had considered all 
these things. It found that the iron was here, and 
would and could be laid down by the 3d of Mareh, 
if this indulgence was not granted; that, therefore, 
it would make no difference to the revenue. They 
construed the provision of the law of 1842 in the 
spirit on which that law was based; and, taking 
tare that the period of importing the iron duty free 
should not be extended, they conceived itreascnable 


to extend the time for laying down that already 


imported. He was aware thal, in. one sense, it 
. might be said the time of importation will be ex- 
tended, because, without this bill, no iron would be 
imported pasta day which would allow time for 
laying it down prior to 3d of March; and that iron 
imported cn the 2d of March might be duty free, 
while that imported next day would be subject to 
duty. But the law was so; and the committee did 
not propose any modification of it, well knowing 
that, practically, there would be no such importa- 
tion up tothe day. In fact, all the iron ordered 
under that provision of the law, is either in the 
country, wholly or in the greater part—with the ex- 
ception, perhaps, of some few tons in port, and not 
yet landed; though he did not know that there was 
any ordered not hy this time received. The bill 
proposes merely to allow the company till Decem- 
ber next for laying down this railroad iron. It 
does not prolong the time for. importation. Tt 
makes no difference tothe revenue. It will, be- 
sides being some convenience and saving of ex- 
pense to the company, be of great convenience 
‘and saving of time, if not of expense, to the Gov- 
ernment in continuing, uninterrupted, the trans- 
mission of the mails; and, in general, to the public 
at large, interested in the travel or commerce of the 
South. ` 

Mr. BAYARD asked whether ibe bill would 
have reference merely to the iron already in 
the country, or to all that may be imported up to 


_ the 3d of March? 


Mr. EVANS replied that it would extend to iron 
imported up to the 3d of March; but there would be 
hone so imporied beyond what would come in duty 
free, even if the bill was not passed. The existing 
law goes tothe same exten’; and the committee 
didnot think proper to make any alteration, 
fully impressed with the conviction that there 
would be no importation under this bill, that would 
not take place under the law of 1849. 

‘The debate was continued by Messrs. ARCH- 
ER and EVANS in support of the bill, and by 
Messrs. BUCHANAN and PHELPS in opposi- 
tion. 

The question was then taken on the passage of 
the bill, and it was passed—yeas 20, nays 19, as 
follows: i; 
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YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Berrien, Calhoun, Conrad, Crafts, 
Crittenden, Evans, Fulton, Graham, Henderson, Kerr, King, 
McDuffie, Mangam, Merrick; Rives, Sevier, Walker, Wood- 
bridge, and Young—20. ee 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bates, Bayard, Benton, Buchanan, 
Clayton, Linn, McRoberts, Miller, Morchead, Phelps, Smith of 
Connecticut, Smith of Indiana; Sprague, Sturgeon, Tappan, 
Wilcox, Williams, and Woodbury—19.. . 

- Several communications from the President of 
the United Slates were then read and ordered to 
be printed. - é 

Among them was one in reply to Mr. Rives’s 
resolution adopted a few. days ago, calling for the 
correspondence between this Government and that 
of Great Britain on the subject of the burning of 
the Caroline; which correspondence the Secretary 
of State transmitted to the Senate, as desired. 


The PRESIDENT pro tem iaid before the Sen- 


ate a message from the President of the United 
States, communicating, in compliance with a reso- 
lution of the Senate of the 19th instant, reports 
from the Stateand War Departments, touching the 
possession of the Oregon Territory. The Secretary 
of State, in bis communication, remarks, that a 
letter from Thomas J. Farnham, of January 4, 
1840, appears to have been transmitted to that 
departiment by the Secretary of War in the month 
of May following; and that on the 6th of the same 
month a letter was transmitted to the American 
minister in London, with extracts from that com- 
munication. As the President was desirous of 
knowing whether the intelligence contained in Mr. 
Farnham’s letter, relative to large grants by the 
British Government to the Hudson Bay Company, 
of a large and valuable tract of land in the Oregon 
Territory, aid of supposed grants and sales of 
those lands by that company to individuals, was 
well-founded, the minister was instructed to make 
application to the proper quarter for information 
on the subjeci. In presenting the matter to the 
British Government, he was assured that no such 
grant of jand had been made to the Hudson Bay 
Company, and that the only grant which had been 
made to that company was a grant of exclusive 
trade with the Indians in certain parts of North 
America for a further term of twenty-one years, 
on the surrender of the former grant. 

The communication was ordered to lie on the 
table, and be printed. 


THE OREGON TERRITORY. 


The unfinished debate on the passage of the 
Oregon bill was then resumed. 

Mr. MOREHEAD, being entitled to the floor, 
addressed the Senate for upwards of an hour. He 
advocated the passage of the billin its present 
form, and maintained that the United States should 
either take this step now, or submit to the loss of 
the territory. He showed that the provision ob- 
jected to by other Senators—that of promising a 
grant of land to settiers—did not conflict with our 
obligations under the treaty, as Great Britain never 
had denied our undisputed right to some territory in 
Oregon. ‘These was not one step proposed io be 
taken in this bill, that we were not fally justified in 
taking by the construction of the trealy on which 
Great Britain had heretofore acted, and was at the 
presenl moment acting. . 

He reviewed, in detail, the progress of the British 
Settiements cn the Columbia, from the time of the 
breaking up cf Mr. Astor’s settl-ments to the pres- 
ent period, and showed that the whole policy of 
England was io encourage a British population 
there, as the exclusive possessors of the soil, under 
the calculation that, when numerous enough, that 
population would decide in favor of patting the 
country exclusively under British dominion. So 
unrestrained and rapid was her advance to this 
consummation, that, if it was not averted by the 
passage of this bill, no future legislaiion on our 
part could regain our lost ground. 

Mr. McROBERTS, in order to show that Eng- 
land’s claim to any portion of the Territory of Ore- 
gon was of recent date, read from the parlia- 
mentary debates on the subject of the treaty of 
Nootka Sound, the arguments cf the ablest British 
Statesmen of that day, and the admissions of the 
then ministry of England, that, instead of gaining 
anything by that treaty, Great Britain had lost 
whatever dubious claims she might lave previous- 
ly had to joint occupation with Spain south of 


Nootka Sound, and was. restricted in. her right of 
fishing and trading to the country north of Nootka 
Sound. 

On motion of Mr. WOODBURY, 

The Senate then adjourned. mee 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, January 23, 1843. 


Mr. LOWELE presented the petition of William 
A. Palmer and 26 others, for the establishment of 
a mail route from Jonesborough, in the county of 
Washington, Maine, to Palmer (so called) in, the 
town of Machias, in said county; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Mr. JOHN C. EDWARDS presented the peti- 
tion of James Thomas, Judith Moss, and Claiborne 
Thomas, praying an appropriation of Jand scrip 
to supply a deficit of ten per cent., allowed to revo- 
lutionary claimants under an act of 1835: referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. FILLMORE asked the indulgence of the 
House to enable him to make a personal explana- 
tion in reference to himself and the Committee of 
Ways and Means. As long as he had been a 
member of the Houge, he had never, on any occa- 
sion prior to this time, felt it his duty to notice any 
newspaper article in reference to his own conduct 
individually, or the conduct of those with whom he 
was associated. Nevertheless, there had been 
brought to his notice an editorial article that was 
published in the Union, a leading administration 
paper of the city of New York, under date of Sat- 
urday, January 21, 1843, reflecting so grossly on 
him and the Committee of Ways and Means, that 
he felt it to be bis duty to notice it. He would 
send the paper-to the Clerk’s table, that it might 
be read for the information of the House. Mr. 
F. then handed up the following to the Clerk's 
table; and it was read by the Clerk: 

“Tue Invamy or Facrion.—One of the most infamous acts 
of faction in the plenitude of its power ever perpetrated took 
place atthe ee ofthe United States the day before the 
Committee of Ways and Means reported on the subject of the 
exchequer Dill. . Ate x : 

“Jt had been ascertained that a majority of the more liberal 
and discreet Whigs were in favor of the exchequer scheme rec- 
ommended by the Executive; and it was further ascertained 
that it was very probable that the Committee of Ways and 
Means would report in favor of the bill brought forward by Mr. 
Cushing. These facts having reached the ears of the leaders 
of the Clay faction, a caucus was ordered and holden, and went 
into operation the night before the report of the committee was 


made, 
“At the opening of the caucus, it was plain that the majority 


, of the Whigs present, weary of waging a reckless, idee at 


and infamous opposition to the people’s will, had determine 
to g0 forth like men, and sustain the President and the ex- 
chequer, 

Oat this stage of the affair, the leaders took their stand, and 
commenced a furious attack on the President and the Admin- 
istration, and denounced them both; and having got up much 
excitement, they avowed that, if any man as a Whig gave the 
least countenance to the plan of the President, he would be a 
traitor to his party; and, as such, should be presented to his 
country. . 

“Still many of the more discreet and liberal Whigs manifest- 
ed a disposition to sustain the exchequer, and te do something 
to relieve the embarrassments of the nation. 

“Atthis stage of the game, a letter from Mr. Clay was 
brought forward and read. In that most precious document, 
he urged that it was the duty and policy of the Whigs to defeat 
the exchequer, and leave the country to suffer. “Let the people 
Jeel,’ said the writer of the letter adrottly; Yet them suffer; and, 
casting the responsibility of the act on the shoulders of the 
President as they will, they will soon become outrageous, and 
blight the vast hopes of his ascendency. But, if you give them 
an exchequer, it may relieve them somewhat; it may afford 
something of that pecuniary aid they seek, and the Whigs will 
be divested of the capital they werk upon.’ Such was thesub- 
stance, if notthe very letter, of the epistle; and it was not 
without its effect. A long and animated debate ensued; and, 
finally, the question was taken by yeas and nays. It was not 
known what was the exact vote; but it is known that the mie 
nority was very strong, and that the majority in favor of in- 
structing in caucus the Committee of Ways and. Means to re- 
port against the exchequer did not oxceed four votes. 

“A majority obtained, after everything like argument, men- 
ace, and denunciation had been exhausted; and Mr. Clay’s 
white Charlies defeated the exchequer bill in caucus, bound in 
chains one of the most important standing committees of the 
national Congress, and deprived the nation of an opportunity 
ofeven discussing a bill, in the fate of which the happiness, 
the interests, and the future splendor of the whole nation, are 
involved. 

-< If the exchequer bill had not been defeated by the caucus— 
if it had been permitted to be introduced to Congress, where it 
legitimately belonged—it would have passed by the votes of the 
Democracy, aided by those of the supporters of the Adminis. 
‘ration, andthe support it would have obtained at the hands of 
the more liberal Whigs, But Mr. Clay ordained that the peo. 
ple should suffer; his slaves in Congress consummated the act; 
and let the infamy of the deed rest onthe shoulders of the un. 
principled of the Whigs, and him who, as Mr, Randolph of 
Roanoke fitly and eloquently said, attempted to sustain himself 


and his hopes by forming a coalition between: the puritan and 
thé Dlackieg. °° lnu : > 

“Let the American people read and see, to their utter amaze- 
ment,that a caucus.of unprincipled demagogues at Washing- 
ton, acting at thé nod of Mr. Clay, can and do blight. and dese- 
crate the dearest and holiest interests of the nation. “Let them 
tead and know these things; and then, if they be true to them- 
selves, let them advance in solid columns to the rescue of an 
administration that is entitled to every man’s confidence, re- 
spéct, and approbation.” $ 

‘Mr. F. desired, also, that an article in the Mad- 
isoniah of this morning, on the same subject, might 
be read. : 

Mr. WISE wished to know whether this was a 

_ privileged question, and whether it had preference 
over the business of the House. 

"The SPEAKER said that the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. FiLLMORE] asked leave to make a 
personal explanation; and permission was granted 
him by the general consent of the House. 

‘Mt. WISE said he only wished to know whether 
this was a privileged question. He certainly 
should not object to extending to the gentleman 
the usual courtesy of the House. 

The article from the Madisonian was then read 
as follows: 


New York, January 19, 1843, 


One of the most disgraceful acts that ever distinguished a fac- 
tion, occurred at Washington a few days prior to the uttering 
of the report of the Committee of Ways and Means, in refer- 
ence to the exchequer bill. 

Itis a somewhat roundabout way, to be sure, to get facts 
pefore the public, that transpire at Washington, to send this 
from New York to the American metropolis; but, as there are 
obstacles here in the way of free communication, and as the 
fact Í wish to get to the world is important, I send it to you— 
and here I-state it. i 

The night before the Committee of Ways and Means was to 
report m the exchequer bill, a “caucus” of the Whigs was 
heid, and the subject was taken up for consideration. t 

After consultation and debate had been had, it was found 
that there was a strong and a determined disposition, on the 
part of the Whigs, to report favorably, and to vote in favor of 
thé. bill. Indeed, there was a majority of the caucus in favor 
of guch an issue. In the midst of this state of feeling, it was 
urged by unprincipled leaders that, if the bill found a favora- 
ble report, and should, by any chance, be adopted, it would at 
once insure the popularity of the Administration, and facilitate 
the prosperity of the President. This, of itself, in all proba- 
bility, would have been enough to damn the bill, and secure the 
defeat of the exchequer scheme; but other aids were called in 
to consummate the unprincipled baseness of the Whigs. 

To complete the work of iniquity, a letter—written, as it is 
said, by Mr. Clay—dated at Natchez, was read, in which it was 
urged that Congress ought to linger on till the 4th of March, do 
nothing for the country, and thus, by “applying the screws to 
the whole commerce and business of the nation, rouse it to in- 
dignation toward the President, and thus aid the towering ambi- 
tion of the Kentucky candidate for the Presidency.” 

My sources of information are correct and authentic; and the 
facts here stated cannot be denied by the Whigs in Congress, 

But for theactsof the Whig caucus, the Committee of Ways 
and Means would have reported the exchequer bill, on the basis 
of the scheme preseated by the Executive; it would have been 
taken up in the House, and been adopted by the votes of the 
Democrats, aided by the liberal Whigs. 

These facitsare of (oo much consequence to the people of the 
United States to be kept back; and they should be heralded to 
the world, tha! the citizens of the United States may know how 
it is that they are imposed upon, and saddied with embarrass- 
ments of the most distressing and blasting nature. 


The House would perceive that very grave and 
serious charges were brought against the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means on their reporting against 
the exchequer. The first charge in the article in 
the New York Union, and reiterated in the Madi- 
sonian, was this: 


“J, had beenascertained that the majority of the more liberal 
and discreet Whigs were in favor of the exchequer scheme 
recommended by the Executive; and it was further ascertained 
that it was very probable that the Committee of Ways and 
Means would report in favor of the bill brought forward by 
Mr. Cushing, This fact having reached the ears of the leaders 
of the Clay faction, a caucus was ordered and holden, and went 
into operation the night before the report of the committee was 
made.” 


In regard to the single fact there staied, he de- 
sired to say that the report of the-Commitiee of 
Ways and Means on this subject was made on 
Monday morning; so that, if the caucus was beld 
on the night preceding that report, it must have 
been held on Sunday evening. No caucus, how- 
ever, was held, on that or any other subject, to his 
knowledge; and no communication came to his 
knowledge, from any source, showing that a Whig 
caucus had been held directing that report to be 
made. 

The next charge was: 


“At the opening of the caucus, it was plain that a majorit 
of ihe Whigs present, weary of waging a reckless, unprofitable, 
and infamous opposition to the people’s will, had determined 
to go forth like men, and sustain the President and the exche- 

- quer, Atthis stage of the affair, the leaders took their stand, 
aad commenced a furious attack on the President and the Ad- 
ministration, and denounced them both; and having got up 
much excitement, they avowed that, if any man, asa Whig, 
gave the least countenance to the plan of the President, he į 
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would bea traitor te his partyjand, as such, be presented to his 


country.?? $ A A 
“Ble bad only to say, in reference to that charge, | 


that he had no knowledge of-it, and had no belief 
that anything like it ever took. place; and he chal- 
lenged any oné to rise ia bis place, and say that 
he could prove it to be true. f 


The next charge was, “that a letter from Mr. Clay 
had been prodsced and read at the caucus,” &c. 


[Here Mr. F. read the paragraph on ihat subject” 


above quoted.} To this he could only saythat he 
knew not what Mr. Clay’s sentiments were on the 
subject; that he never heard that Mr. Clay wrote any 
letter on the subject; and that no such letter of Mr. 
Clay was ever presented at any Whig caueus at 
which he was present; nor spoken of, nor alluded to. 
The only knowledgehe had of Mr. Clay’s sentiments 
on the subject, was that general knowledge derived 
from observing his political course of conduct. 

Having denied, as he did peremptorily and em- 
phatically, any knowledge of the subject, he had 
only to say further, that all thestatemeats contain- 
ed in the two articles to which he had called the 
attention of the House were, so far as he had 
any knowledge of the subject, unequivocally false. 
if any members here knew any facts or circum- 
stances sustaining them, he begged that they would 
bring them out. It was due to the subject, and 
due to the country, that they should speak out, if 
they had anything to say on the subject. In jus- 
tice to the Committee of Ways and Means, he 
would say that they took up the subject of the ex 
chequer with a sincere desire to recommend it, or 
some similar measure, to the House; and it was 
after the most mature and sericus consideration 
that they came to the conclusion that they could 
only perform their duty to the country by recom- 
mending its rejection. He didnot know that his 
duty to himself, or to the committee, required that 
he should say more. If there were any members 
present who had any knowledge of the subject, he 
would say that it was their duty to communicate it 
to the world. Mr. F. was also understood to ask 
if any of “the guard” knew anything of the mat- 
ter, that they would rise and disclose it. 


Mr. WISE inquired if the gentleman from New 
York, by his last allusion—which he (Mr. W.) 
thought was at least gratuitous—meant to impute 
to bim, or any of the other members of ‘the 
guard,” as the gentleman was pleased to call them, 
any part or lotir the publication in the Union. 


Mr. FILLMORE said he had not meant to im- 
pute to any one of those gentlemen eliher part or 
lot in so dishonorable a transaction. 


Mr. WISE said he knew no more about that 
publication than the gentleman from New York 
did: he saw tt for the first time this morning in the 
Madisonian; and he was astonished, or he might 
have been astonished, at the facts there detailed, 
whatever little foundation there might be at the 
present time for such statements; yet, looking at 
the past, he did know—and the gentlemen them- 
selves had confessed before the country by the 
adoption of a report, which they adopted by a 
major:ty, he believed, of 100 to 80, at the last ses- 
sion of Congress, in which they set forth the fact 
in reference toa fiscal agent—thata caucus, and 
nothing but a caucus, by its machinery, did con- 
trive the legisiation of Congress; that a caucus 
sent its agent to the President, to know what his 
will was, in order that they might contrive their 
legislation; or, in the language of their own report, 
or of the gentleman from Massachusetts at the last 
session, that they might conform their action in 
compliance with the executive will, He bad now 
only to say, on this matter, that he congratulated 
the gentlemen if they thought—and, whether this 
was false or true, he knew no!—that if il was true, 
it would be disgraceful: he congratulated himself 
that they had awakened to true sentiments;and that 
if a caucus should dictate to the House what its 
legislation should be, it would be disreputable to 
that standing committee (of Ways and Means)— 
that ii would be disreputable to its chairman, [Mr. 
Fitumorg,] and disreputable to the party which 
thus conducted the legislation of the country. 
Whether the geatl-:mon aud his party had been in 
past, or in the present instance, so guilty, let the 


world judge from the report which they bad adopt- I 


ish 


ed; in which it was stated-by themselves that they 
did, in an informal manner, send the emissary of a. 
caucus on the gubdject of a fiscal agent, to ascer- 
tain how they might comply with the Executive 
will, 

He did not ‘wish to consume the time of the 
House; ror should he have risen, but for the allu- 
sion to himself, and five other gentlemen on. that 
floor; and he would conclude now, by moving that~ 
the House resolve itself into a Committee of the- 
Whole on the state of the Union, for the purpose 
of taking up the exchequer. bill reported by the se- 
lect committee at the last session of Congress; and 
in Committee of the Whole they would have an 
opportunity to discuss the whole subject; and after 
the committee had reported to the House, they 
would be able to determine who was for action, 
and who was agairst action on that subject. He, 
for one, did not, on bis part, wish to take up the 
time of the House, or to waste it by this negative 
action. Fle hoped the gentlemen would go to. 
business like men, take up the exchequer bill, and, 
by their own action, show the truth or falsehood of 
these statements in relation to their conduct. 

Mr. FILLMORE rose to inquire if there was 
not a special order for to-day? 

The SPEAKER was understood to reply in the 
negative. 

Mr. FILLMORE said there must certainly be a 
mistake. 

The SPEAKER directed the Clerk to consult the 
journal. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, in the mean time, 
asked permission to present to the House a memo- 
rial from Philadelphia in favor cf the exchequer 
scheme recommended by the select committee; and 
he moved its reference to the Committee of the 
Whole having that bill in-charge. 

He also asked leave to present the memorial of 
the Chamber of Commerce of Philadelphia in fa- 
vor of the prosecution of the coast survey; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole. j 

The Clerk, having consulted the journal, re- 
ported that the special order was for Monday next, 
the 30:h instant. 

Mir. BRIGGS understood that Monday the 30th 
was set apart for Territorial business. 

Mr. FILLMORE said there was certainly a 
mistake, and it had occurred thus: The Committee 
of Ways and Means brought in their report on ` 
Monday, two weeks ago, on the subject of the 
exchequer scheme of the President; and, amongst 
other things, proposed its postponement until Mon. 
day two weeks, (this day,) and that it be made the 
special order for that day. It would now bereca. 
ollected that the question went over until the next 
day, (Tuesday,) and thus the error had occurred; 
Monday two weeks, being Monday the 30th in- 
stant. 

Mr. CUSHING, to get rid ofthe difficulty, moved 
to postpone the special order, (if there were one 
for to-day,) that the House might go into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BURNELL and Mr. GIDDINGS were un- 
derstood to present petitions on the subject of the 
currency, deeming thisa favorable opportunity to 

0 So, 

Mr. BOFTS rose and said he -wished to make 
a remark on a subject brought to the attention of 
the House a few days ago, as on a privileged © 
question. He alluded to the vole taken in rela» 
tion to the printing of 5,000 extra copies of the 
reports from the Committee on Commerce, on the 
subjeci cf ihe imprisonment of colored seamen in 
Southern ports. Phat vole was passed without much 
attention, or he certainly should have opposed it 
al the time, Iwas enough lo say that neither report 
was read to the House; and he did not wish to 
coramit himself on such a subject, or to give it bis 
sanction, until he had fully examined it; nor did he 
wish that it should receive congressional sanction 
by an order for the printing of an additional num- 
ber. Ifit would have the tendency to allay ex- 
citement, he would not object; but ashe did not 
canecive such would. be the result, he now moved 
a reconsideration of the vote by which 5,000 extra 
copics of those reports were ordered. 

Some irregular conversation ensued; in the midst ` 
of which, it was understeod that some gentleman, 


: moved -to lay ‘the question of reconsideration on the 


Mr. WISE inquired what the’ question in these 


reports was, before he voted’ on-this motion. He 
wished simply to inquire if it was not a discussion 
“whether’a sovereign State had the power to pre- 
vent free negroes from ‘returning to the Common- 

wealth. Under an-aect of the Legislature of Vir- 
ginia, she prohibited free negroes returning; and 
under that law, some colored. seamen, who had eñ- 
tered her ports, had been artested; and be wished to 
know if. these ‘reports, ‘and the bill accompanying 
“one of them, were to prevent Virginia from say- 
ing ‘who'should enter within her limits? 

Mr; KING rose to make some remarks; but 
© The SPEAKER said a motion had been made 

ito lay the reconsideration on the table; and that was 
not a debatable question. 

Mr.. WISE asked if the motion to lay on the 
table should prevail, if it would not, in effect, sanc- 
tión the printing of the 5,000 extra copies? 

Some conversation ensued. 

The yeas and nays were then called for, and 
ordered; and, being taken, resulted—yseas 85, nays 
112; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, S. J. Andrews, Aycrigg 
Babcock, Baker, Barnard, Birdseye, Blair, Boardman, Borden, 
Brewster, Briggs, Bronson, Jeremiah Brown, Burnell, Cal- 
houn,! Childs, Chittenden, John C. Clark, Staley N. Clarke, 
Cowen, Cranston, Cravens, Garrett Davis, R. D. Davis, John 
Edwards, Everett, Ferris, Fessenden, Fillmore, A. Lawrence 
Foster, Gates, Giddings, Patrick G. Goode, Granger, Halsted, 
Henry, Hudson, Hunt, James Irvin, William W. Irwin, 
James, Isaac D. Jones, John P. Kennedy, Andrew Kennedy, 
Linn, McKennan, Mathiot, Mattocks, Maxwell, Maynard, 
Morgan, Morris, Morrow, Osborne, Owsley, Parmenter, Pearce, 
Pendleton, Ramsey, Benjamin Randall, Randolph, Read, 
Ridgway, William Russell, James M. Russell, Sa'tonstalt, 
Slade, Truman Smith, Stanly, Stokely, Tomlinson, Triplett, 
Trumbull, Underwood, Van Rensselaer, Washington, Edward 
D. White, Joseph L.. White, Thomas W. Williams, Joseph 
L. Williams, Winthrop, Yorke, Augustus Young, and John 
Young—85, 

NAYS—Messrs, L. W. Andrews, Arnold, Arrington, Ather- 
ton, Béeson, Bidlack, Black, Botts, Bowne, Boyd, Aaron V. 
Brown, Milton Brown, Burke, William Butler, Wiiliam O, 
Butler, Green W. Caldwell, Patrick ©. Caldwell, John Camp- 
hell, William B. Campbell, Thomas J. Campbell, Caruthers, 
Cary, Casey, Chapman, Clifford, Clinton, Coles, Mark A. 
Cooper,, Cross, Cushing, Danicl, Dawson, Dean, Deberry, 
Lastman, John C. Edwards, Egbert, John G. Floyd, Charles 
A. Floyd, Gerry, Gilmer, Goggin, William O. Goode, Gordon, 
Graham, Gwin, Hays, Holmes, Hopkins, Mouck, Houston, 
Hybard, Hunter, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, 
Jack, Keim, Lewis, Littlefield, Lowell, Abraham McClellan, 
MeKay, McKeon, Mallory, Marchand, Alfred Marshall, Thos. 
E, Marshall, John 'fhompson Mason, Mathews, Medill, Meri- 
wether, Miller, Mitchell, Moore, Newhard, Oliver, Partridge 
Payne, Plumer, Pope, Powell, Reding, Rencher, Reynolds, 
Riges Rodney, Rogers, Sanford, Saunders, Bhepperd, Shields, 

Niam Smith, Snyder, Sprigg, Steenrod, Alexander H. H, 
Stuart, Joho ‘P. Stuart, Summers, Sweney, ‘Taliaferro, Jacob 
Thompson, Trotti, Turney, Warren, Watterson, Weller, West- 
brook, Christopher IY. Williams, Wise, and Wood--1t2, 

3o the motion to Jay on the lable was not car- 
ried. 

Mr, WISE then rose and moved the previous 
question, 

Mr. KING appealed to bim to withdraw the 
motion. 

Mr. WISE declined doing so. He thought gen- 
tlemen had made up their minds on the subject. 

Mr. STANLY inquired what would be the 
effect of sustaining the previous question. 

The SPEAKER replicd that it would bring the 
House to a direct vote on the motion to recon- 
sider. 

‘Phe call for the previous question was sustained 
-ayes 94, noes nol counted. 

Mr. SLADE called for the yeas and nays on 
ordering the main question to be now pnt; and 
tbey were ordered. 

The main question was then ordered to be now 
put—yeas 128, nays 68,.as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Landaf W. Andrews, Arnold, Arrington, 
Atherton, Barton, Beeson, Black, Boardman, Borden, Botts, 
Bowne, Boyd, Aaron V. Brown, Milton Brown, Burke, Wil- 
Jam Butler, William O. Butler, Green W., Caldwell, Patrick 
©, Caldwell, John Campbelli, William B. Campbell, Thomas 
J. Campbell, Caruthers, Cary, Casey, Chapman, John ©. Clark, 
€lifford, Clinton, Coles, Mark A. Cooper, Cranston, Cashing, 
Daniel, Deberry, Doig, Eastman, John C. Edwards, Ferris, 
John G. Floyd, Charles A. Floyd, Gentry, Gerry, Gilmer, 
Goggin, Gordon, Graham, Gwin, [falsted, Hays, Hopkins, 
Houston, Hubard, Hunter, Jack, Cave Johnson, Icaae D. Jones, 
Keim, Lewis, Lion, Littlefield, Lowell, Abraham McCtellan, 
McKay, McKeon, Mallory, Marchand, Alfred Marshall, Samson 
Mason, John Thomson Masao, Math Medill, Meriwether, 
Miller, Mitchell, Moore, Morgan, Morris, Morraw, Newhard, 
Owsley, Parmenter, Partridge, Payne. Pearce, Pickens, Plum- 
er, Pope, Powell, Read, Reding, Rencher, Reynolds, Ridgway, 
Riggs, Roosevelt, William Russell, Sanford, Saunders, Shields, 
Truman Smith, William Smith, Snyder, Steenrod, Stokely, 
Alexander H, H. Stuart, Summers, Sweney, Taliaferro, Rich- 
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ard W. Thompson, Jacob Thompson, Triplett, Trotti, Trumbull, 
Turney, Underwood, Watterson, Weller, Westbrook, Edward 
D. White, Joseph L. White, Christopher H. Williams, and 
Wise—128. ` 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Sherlock J. ‘Andrews, Babcock, 
Baker, Barnard, Bidlack, Birdseye, Blair, Brewster, Briggs, 
Bronson, Charles Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Burnell, Calhoun, 
Chittenden, Staley N. Clarke, Cowen, Cravens, Richard D. 
Davis, Dawson, Dean, John Edwards, Egbert, Everett, Fes- 
senden, Fillmore, Gates, Glddings, Patrick G. Goode, Granger, 
Henry, Hudson, Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Inger- 
soll, James Irvin, William W. Irwin, James, John P. Kennedy, 
‘Andrew ‘Kennedy, McKennan, Mathiot, Mattocks, Maxwell, 
Maynard, Osborne, Pendleton, Ramsey, Benjamin Randall, 
Randolph, Rodney, James M. Russell, Saltonstall, Shepperd, 
Slade, Stanly, Tillinghast, Tomlinson, Van Rensselaer, War- 
ren, Washington, Thomas W. Williams, Joseph L. Williams, 
Winthrop, Yorke, Augustus Young, and John Young—68, 


Mr. WINTHROP asked for the yeas and nays 
on the motion to reconsider: they were taken, and 
resulted—yeas 113, nays 83, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. L. W. Andrews, Arnold, Arrington, Atherton, 
Barton, Beeson, Bidlack, Black, Botts, Bowne, Boyd, Aaron V. 
Brown, Milton Brown, Charles Brown, Burke, Wm. Butler, 
William O. Butler, Green W. Caldwell, Patrick C. Caldwell, 
John Campbell, Thos. J. Campbell, Caruthers, Cary, Casey, 
Chapman, Clifford, Clinton, Coles, Mark A, Cooper, Cross, 
Cushing, Daniel, Garrett Davis, Dawson, Dean, Deberry, 


- Eastman, John C, Edwards, Ferris, Charles A. Floyd, Gentry, 


Gerry, Gilmer, Goggin, William O. Goode, Gordon, Graham, 
Gwin, Hays, Holmes, Hopkins, Houck, Houston, Hubard, 
Hunter, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jack, Cave Johnson, Isaac D. 
Jones, Keim, Lewis, Littlefield, Lowell. Abraham McClellan, 
McKay, Mallory, Marchand, Alfred Marshall, Thomas F, 
Marshall, John Thomson Mason, Mathews, Medill, Meri- 
wether, Miller, Mitchell, Moore, Newhard, Owsley. Payne, 
Pearce, Pickens, Plumer, Pope, Powell, Reding, Rencher, 
Reynolds, Rhett, Riggs, Rogers, Saunders, Shepperd, Shields, 
William Smith, Snyder, Steenrod, Stokely, A. H. Ii. Stuart, 
J.T. Stuart, Summers, Sumpter, Sweney, Taliaferro, Jacob 
‘rhompson, Troti, Turney, Ward, Washington, Watterson, 
Weller, Westbrook, Wise, and Wood—1L13, 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Sherlock J. Andrews, Bab- 
cock, Baker, Barnard, Birdseye, Blair, Boardman, Borden, 
Briggs, Bronson, Jeremiah Brown, Burnell, Calhoun, Childs, 
Cirittenden, John C. Clark, Staley N. Clarke, Cowen, Cranston, 
Cravens, Richard D. Davis, Egbert, Everett, Fessenden, Fill- 
mote, John G. Floyd, Gates, Giddings, Patrick G. Goode, 
Granger, Ifall, Halsted, Henry, Howard, Hudson, Hunt, 
Joseph R. Ingersoll, James Irvin, William W, Irwin, James, 
John P. Kennedy, King, Linn, McKennan, Samson Mason, 
Mathiot, Mattocks, Maxwell, Maynard, Morgan, Morrow, Par- 
menter, Pendleton, Ramsey, Benjamin Randall, Randolph, 
Read, Ridgway, Roosevelt, William Russell, J. M, Russell, 
Saltonstall, Sanford, Slade, Truman Smith, Stanly, Richard 
W. Thompson, Tillinghast, Tomlinson, Triplett, Trumbull, 
Underwood, Van Rensselaer, Wallace, Edward D. White, 
Joseph L. White, Thomas W. Williams, Winthrop, Yorke, 
Augustus Young, and John Young —83. 


So the vote, by which the printing of the reports 
was ordered, was reconsidered. 

‘The questien of printing the reports then coming 
up for consideration, 

Mr. FILLMORE observed that, as the vote just 
faken might be considered as a test of the sense of 
the House, he would move to lay the motion to 
print on the fable. 

Several members expressing the desire that the 
subject might be passed over for the present with- 
oul any formal motion, 

Mr. FILLMORE withdrew his motion to lay 
the pending question on the table. 

Mr. WISE renewed the motion, and called for 
the yeas and nays, which were ordered; and, on 
the question being taken, it was decided in the 
affirmative--yeas 104, nays 84, as follows: 


YVEAS—Messrs. Landaf W. Andrews, Arnold, Arring- 
ton, Atherton, Barton, Beeson, Bidlack, Black, Bowne, Boyd, 
Milton Brown, Charles Brown, Burke, William Butler, 
William O, Butler, Green W. Caldwell, Patrick ©. Cald- 
well, John Campbell, William B. Campbell, Thomas J. 
Campbell, Caruthers, Cary, Casey, Chapman, Clifford, Clin- 
ton, Coles, Colquitt, Mark A. Cooper, Cross, Cushing, Dan- 
iel, Garrett Davis, Dean, Deberry, Doig, Eastman, John ©, 
Edwards, Egbert, Gentry, Gerry, Gilmer, Goggin, Wm. O. 
Goode, Gordon, Graham, Gwin, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, 
Hunter, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jack, Cave Jebnson, Lewis, 
Littlefield, Lowell, Abraham McClellan, McKay, McKeon, 
Mallory, Marchand, Alfred- Marshall, Medill, Meriwether, 
Miller, Mitchel, Moore, Newhard, Oliver, Owsley, Partridge, 
Payne, Pearce, Pickens, Plumer, Powell, Reding, Rencher, 
Reynolds, Rhett, Riggs, Rogers, Saunders, Shepperd, Shields, 
Wiliam Smith, Steenrod, Alexander H. H. Stuart, Sum- 
mers, Sumter, Sweney, Taliaferro, Jacob Thompson, Trotti, 
Turney, Wallace, Washington, Watterson, Weller, Westbrook, 
Christopher H. Williams, Wise, and Wood—104. 

NAYS—Messts. Adams, Allen, Babcock, Baker, Barnard, 
Birdseye, Blair, Boardman, Borden, Botts, Rriggs, Bronson, 
Jeremiah Brown, Burnell, Calhoun, Childs, Chiuenden, Staley 
N. Clarke, Cowen, Cranston, Richard D. Davis, Dawsoni, 
Everett, Ferris, Fessenden, Fillmore, John G. Ficyd, Gates, 
Giddings, Patrick G. Goode, Granger, Hall, Halsted, Henry, 
Howard, Hudson, Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, James Irvin, 
Wiliam W. Irwin, James, Isaac D. Jones, John P. Kennedy, 
King, Linn, Robert McClellan, McKennan, Mathiot, Mac. 
tocks, Maxwell, Maynard, Morgan, Mortis, Morrow, Oshorne, 
Parmenter, Pendleton, Pope, Ramsey, Randolph, Read, Ridg- 
way, Rodney, William Russell, James M, Russell, Saitenstell, 
Slade, Truman Smith, Stanly, John T. Stuart, Richard W. 
Thompson, Tillinghast, Tomlinson, Triplett, Trumbull, Un- 
derwood, “Van Rensselaer, Edward D. White, Joseph L. 


White, Thomas W, Williams, Winthrop, Yorke, Augustua 


Young, and John Youug—84; 


- So the motion’ to print the reports was laid on 
the table. ee : 

On motion by Mr. FILLMORE, a communica. 
tion from the Navy Department, on the subject of 
cerlain expenditures, was referred to the Committee 
on the Expenditures of the Navy Department, with 
instructions io inquire into their legality and pro- 
priety. 7 

Mr. FILLMORE wished to know, now, what — 
was the order of the day. 

The SPEAKER was understood to say the spe- 
cial order. ; 

Some conversation in relation thereto, and some 
explanations were gone into, amidst, much confu- 
sion. Ultimately, the House was brought to the 
question on the motion to lay the reports on the 
table. , f 

Mr. FILLMORE called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered; and, being taken, resulted 
in yeas 74, nays 114, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Arrington, Baker, Barton, 
Beeson, Bowne, Brewster, Briggs, Aaron V. Brown, Burnell, 
Green W., Caldwell, Calhoun, John Campbell, Casey, 
Childs, Coles, Cowen, Cross, Cushing, Daniel, Richar 
D. Davis, John Edwards, John C.. Edwards, Fornance, Gates, 
Gerry, Gilmer, Patrick G. Goode, Gwin, Hopkins, Houck, 
Houston, Hubard, Hudson, Hunter, Charles J, Ingersoll, 
William W. Irwin, Cavg Johnson, Isaac D. Jones, Andrew 
Kennedy, Lewis, Mallory, Marchand, Mathews, Morris, New- 
hard, Oliver, Partridge, Plumer, Benjamin Randall, Read, 
Rencher, Reynolds, Riggs, Roosevelt, Saltonstall, Sanford, 
Saunders, Shields, William Smith, Steenrod, Sumter, Sweney, 
Jacob Thompson, Tillinghast, Trumbull, Ward, Watterson, 
Welor; Wembrook; Thomas W. Williams, Winthrop, and 

1se—/4, 

NAYS—Messrs, Landatf W. Andrews, Arnold, Atherton, 
Aycrigg, Barnard, Bidlack, Birdseye, Blair, Botts, Boyd, 
Bronson, Milton Brown, Charles Brown, Jeremiah Brown, 
Burke, William Butler, Patrick C. Caldwell, William B. 
Campbell, Thomas J, Campbell, Caruthers, Cary, Chitten- 
den, John ©. Clark, Clifford, Colquitt, Mark A. Cooper, 
Cranston, Cravens, Garrett Davis, Dawson, Dean, Deberry, 
Doig, Kastman, Egbert, Everett, Ferris, Fessenden, Fillmore, 
John G. Floyd, Charles A. Floyd, Gentry, Goggin, William O, 
Goode, Gordon, Graham, Granger, Halsted, Howard, Hunt, 
Joseph R. Ingersoll, James Irvin, James, Keim, John P. 
Kennedy, Lane, Linn, Lituefield, Lowell, Abraham McClel- 
lan, Robert McClellan, McKay, McKennan, McKeon, Thomas 
T. Marshall, Samson Mason, Mathiot, Mattocks, Maxwell, 
Maynard, Medill, Meriwether, Mitchell, Moore, Morgan, Mor- 
row, Osborre, Owsley, Payne, Pearce, Pendleton, Pickens, 
Powell, Randoiph, Ridgway, Rodney, Rogers, William Rus- 
sell, James M. Russell, Shepperd, Slade, Truman Smith, 
Stanly, John T. Stuart, Summers, Taliaferro, John B. Thomp- 
son, Richard W. Thompson, Tomlinson, Triplett, Trotti, 
Turney, Underwood, Van Rensselaer, Wallace, Warren, 
Washington, Edward D, White, Joseph L. White, Christopher 
H. Williams, Joseph L. Williams, Yorke, Augustus Young, 
and John Young—114. ‘ 

So the motion to Jay on the table was negatived. 

Mr. EVERETT then witkdrew bis motion to 
amend, which was made on a previous day. 

Mr. BIDLACK then obtained the floor, and 
commenced by referring to the statement that Par- 
son Miller had made a mistake of one thousand 
years in his calculations as to the day of the final 
destruction of the world. He (Mr. E.) had found 
himself in a similar predicament. Being anxious 
to obtain the floor, forthe purpose of speaking on 
the bill to repeal the bankrupt law, and having 
calculated on acertain'day when he should speak, 
he found that he was now not only mistaken as to 
the time, but also as to the subject on which he 
would have to deliver his speech. In consequence, 
much of what he had desired to say was now lost. 
He kad desired to speak from the notes he had 
prepared on the evening that the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. Unperwoop] spoke; but they were 
now oui of his possession; and even if he had 
them, he doubted whether they would be applicable 
to the question now before the Frouse. [Many 
voices, “ What-is the question] He was asked 
by gentlemen ell around him what was the ques- 
tion. Ashe understocd it, the question before the 
House was the resolution reported by the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means, to whom was referred so 
much of the President’s message as related to the 
collection, safekeeping, and disbursement of the 
public money, declaring that the scheme of an exa 
chequer proposed by the Execative should not be 
adepled; tegether with the couniter-resolation of 
the gentleman from New Hampshire, [Mr. ATHER- 
TON.}] which he was in favor of adoptiag. 

_ He believed that the people of this country de- 
sired. Congress to postpone their discussions about 
ine executive officers of the Government, and do 
something for the good of tke country, Much had 
been said about the “universal Whig party”—how 
it got into power, how it died, and what physicians 
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attended it, .This reminded him. of the nursery 
tale, pait of which read: “Whe killed Cock Robin? 
Who saw him die?” (Laughter.} “I,” says the 
gentleman from Accomac, (Mr. Wiss] “I saw 
him die.” [General Jaughter.] No man knew 
more of the seeds.of disease—how they were sown, 
and by whom-~than the gentleman from Accomac. 
That gentleman was correct in assigning the causes 
of its dowsfall. So far from the Whigs being 
right in charging their defeats upon the present 
Chief Magistrate, he (Mr. B.) believed the gentle- 
man was entirely correct in saying that the Whig 
party would -have fallen per se, even if John Tyler 
had never had anything to do with it. | Laughter. ] 
The manner in which it was collected together in- 
sured its destruction. 

Here Mr. BARNARD rose, and called the gen- 
teman [Mr. BrpLack] to order. 

The SPEAKER desired the gentleman from 
New York to state his point of order. , 

Mr. BARNARD made a statement not heard 
above the general noise. 

Mr. PICKENS. The gentleman from Pennsy|- 
vania [Mr. Brouacs] is only stating the question. 
He is, therefore, clearly entitled to proceed. 

Mr. BIDLACK. Tam sure lam right. If the 
gentleman ca'ls me to order, I will show him how 
it ig that itis. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BARNARD. My peint of order is, that 
the gentleman is rot discussing, or approaching to 
discuss; the question before the House. 

The SPEAKER said he would remark to the 
House that the bill to repeal the bankrupt law had 
certainly given rise to a debate of a very general 
and irrelevant character, and not strictly in order. 
If the gentleman from New York [Mr. BARNARD] 
should insist on his point cf order—that is, on a 
striet observance of the rules of the House—ihe 
gendeman from Pennsylvania (Mr. BIDLACK] must 
take his seat. 

Mr. BARNARD said he did insist upon it. 

Mr. BIDLACK said he would bow to the de- 
cision of the Chair. He did not much regret that 
he was prevented from prozeeding in the strain in 
which he had commenced, especially as his re- 
marks were applicable to a party now so dead; 
and the House will recollect the old adage—that 
we should say as little about the dead as possible, 
except what was good: “De morluis, nil nisi 
bonum.” [Laughter.J Je would remark, never- 
theless, by way of apclogy—~[Many members: “No 
need of any apology.”] Really, the House was 
difficult to please. [Laughter.] He knew rot 
whether he could make a speech of an kour with- 
out saying anything on the subject. If the touse 
had allowed him to say what be wished in the first 
place, he should have been done in ten minntes. 
He was then going on to show thal, in relation to 
the currency, the peuple would noi be satisfied with 
the adoption of a mere resolution. [Several: “You 
are out of order now.”] He was told be was out 
of order, because he said something that related 
to the subject! At home he was repuied a good. 
natured man; not so here. It seemed thata man 
could get nothing in that Hoase, except what he 
had to fight for, Perhaps it would be found he 
could do betier at that than at speaking. 

It appeared to him that a majority of this House: 
never would be able to settle their accounts with 
the people, if they contented themselves with 
merely adopting the resolution, and then leaving 
the subject to slumber. Whether what had been 
asserted in an article in the “Union,” read this 
morning bythe gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Fiiumorz,]—ihat a Whig cancos had prevented the 
Committee of Ways and Means from reporting 
the exchequer bill—was true or not, he had no 
means of knowicg. Yet be feared a determina- 
tion had been come ta, to do nothing; and there 
leave the question. Hie believed that it was in 
accordance with the wishes of a distinguished in- 
dividual—a candidate for the Presidency—to leave 
the question open until after the Presidential elec- 
tion, as was alleged to have been his wish in regard 
to the tarif. [Many voices, “Who is be?”] That 
man must’ be dull of ecmprebension who did xot 
know te whom he alleded. 

He was willing to let gentlemen enjoy ail ike 
obtuseness of intellect that they claimed, and, 
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therefore, he would no! mention the name of the in- 
dividual. What he wished to say was, that, though 
he was opposed to the resolution as reported by the 
Committee of Ways and Means, he was not in fa- 
vor of the exchequer plan as recommended by the 
Executive. He was opposed to endorsing paper 
money any further than was rendered necessary 


by existing demands on the treasury, which might - 


be supplied by the issue of treasury notes. The 


plans of the President, of the Secretary of the ` 
Treasury, and of tbe gentleman from Massachn- . 


setts, [Mr. Cusina,] were all recommended by 
plausible reasoning. That of the gentlemar from 
Massachusetts was, be thought, the most accepta- 
ble. But either was, in his opinion, an entering 
wedge to a paper-money system which he could 
never approve. Bathe did not desire to discuss 
the exchequer. What he had sought an opportu- 
nity to do was to show that it was the duty of the 
majority to adopt some plan, and that they could not 
escape that responsibility by endeavoring to throw 
it upon the President’s veto of the bank bill; for Mr. 
Clay himself had expressed his willingness to dis- 
pense with the agency of the Bank of the United 
States, if any other expedient could be devised. It 
was this which had induced him to demur to the 
argument of the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 
Unperwoop,] who had endeavored to throw ail the 
blame upou Joha Tyler’s “constitutional faci.” 
He referred to what tock place when the gentle- 
man from Kentucky was addressing the House, 
and when that gentleman said: 


“phe very fact that the present Executive attended the Har- 
risburg convention, that it was declared in every paper 
throughout the United States that Mr. Clay was his favorite for 
the Presidency, had convinced the people that he would approve 
and sign anything that Mr. Clay favored. 

“Mr. BEDLACK (Mr. U. yielding the floor) inquired if Mr. 
Clay himself had not, on various occasions, and particularly in 
his speech at Hanover, disclaimed that he was in favor of a 
national bank? [Several voices “No.”] If he had not said 
that it wasa. question which was to be postponed and submitted 
to the decision ofthe people? 

“Mr, UNDERWOOD said be had never heard any dis- 
claimer imputed to Mr. Clay before, since the canvass of 1810 
commenced; if there was anything in any specch he (Mr. Clay) 
had ever made, disclaiming the policy of a national bank, be 
was was ignorant of it. He requested the gendeman to pro. 


duce it.” 

He (Mr. B.)plederd himself to produce it. He 
had dome so heretofore in bis speech on the bark 
bill at the extra session, in which pe produced evi- 
dence that Mr. Clay was willing that other expedients 
should be tried before a national bank was again 
resorted to. Stbseqnently, he had endsavored to 
get the floor to redeem his pledge; and, as he had 
beon prevented by the eonrse taken, he now claimed 
the right, on this vecasion, to do what he had been 
called upor to do. . 

All that he profe-sed to be was an humble mem- 
ber of the Democratie party. He was not sufli- 
ciently connected with the President to enable him 
to defend him; but his doctrine was, “let justice 
be done, though the heavens fal.” fle did think 
ihat the gentleman from Kentneky argued un- 
fairly in contending that John Tyler way guilty of 
treachery in vetoing a bank, because ke (Mr. Ty- 
ler) was once in favor of Mr. Clay as President. 
The argument of the gentleman was this: Mr. 
Ciay isin favor of a bark; Jobn Tyler was in 
favor of Mr, Clay; therefore, Jobo Tyler was bound 
to sign a bank bill! He took occasion to say that 
tbis was not a correet conelusion, and that Mr. 
Clay, in his speech at Taylorsville, had said that 
other expedienis might be resorted ta. Mr. Clay 
expressed himself willing to leave the matter to thn 
arbitrament of enlightened public opinion. There- 
fore, he contended that ii would not have been in- 
consistent in Rir. Clay, had he been elected Presi- 
dent, to have resorted to ali other expedients be- 
fore he took a bank of the United States. 

In order not io do injustice to Mr. Glay, he 
would ask the attention of the House to the exact 
language of that distinguished individual, in bis 
published remarks. {t is: 

“That the currency of the country, its stability and uniform 
value, and, as intimately and indissolubly connected with it, 
the insurance of the faithful performance of the fiscal services 
necessary to the Government, shouid be.maintained and secured 
by exercising ail the powers requisite to these objects, with 
which Congress is constitgeiionaHy invested. These are the 
great ends to be aimed at—the means are of subordinate inmi- 
portance, Whether these ends, indispensable to the well-he- 
ing both of the people and the Government, are to be attained 
by sonal and safe State banks carefully selected and properly 
distributed, or hy a new bank of the United States, with such lim- 
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itations, conditions, and reatrictiona as have been indicated by 
experience, should be left to the arbitrament of enlightened 
public opinion.” i 

He would take occasion to say that Mr. :Clay’s 
course, in his Hanover speech, ‘was not in accord- 
ance with his general boldness and openness of 
character. In that speech he but pursued a, por- 
tion of the Whig policy 'in 1840, which. was ‘all 
things to all men.” Therefore, Mr. Clay told “the 
people of Virginia, with whom he thought a bank 
to be unpopular, that he was willing to try 
other expedients. It wasthe same policy which 
induced the venerable Harrison to be represented 
at ihe North as an Anti mason, and at the South as 
the peculiar friend of the slaveholders. It was 
the same policy which the Whigs pursued when 
they declared in favor of a tarif in the North, and 
against it in the South. If the Demoeratic candis 
date was any the better for any. particular.quality, 
or for holding any particular principles, the Whig 
was sure to have it just as it was with the. man 
who wished to sell his horse, when one of the. by- 
standers inquired if he was not spavined? “Spava 
ined! spavined ! said he; “Idon’i know exactly 
what that is; but if the horse is any the better for 
being spavined, he isspavined!? [Laugbter.] 

Mr. B. referred to the course taken by the lead- 
ing Whig paper of Virginia on. this question in 
1841, immediately precediog the inauguration of 
General Harrison, and when the election of a Sen- 
ator from Virginia [Mr. ArcHeR] was pending be- 
fore the Legisiature. An article in the Richmond 
Whig of March 2, 1841, contains the following 
words: 


“I propose to shew, that, unless the Whig party are prepared 
now to devote themselves to the accomplishment of objects not 
only not avowed then, but disavowed--that unless they are 
willing to incur the suspicion that the ends to be attained by 
the elevation of General Harrison were not honestly and fully 
siated to the people during the canvass—they are not only not 
required toelect a bank Senator, but that they are forbidden to 
do so by every consideration of justice, candor, and fair deal- 
ing. 


‘This writer, after going on to show that he, and 
the other Whigs with whom he had seed, have 
constantly denied the issue now contended for, in- 
quires: 


“Did we not refer to General Harrison’s oft-repeated declara- 
tion, that the Constitution contained no grant of power to create 
a bank; and that he could not be induced to sign a charter until .. 
there had been a fair trial, to determine whether the fiscal con- 
cerns of the Government could be managed without one; and, 
moreover, unequivocal evidence of the popular approbation of 
the measure? How, then, can any one contend that nothing 
but a national bank was looked to by the friends of the Presi- 
dent as a substitute for the sub-treasury, as the consequence of 
the ejection of Mr, Van Buren? 

“General Harrison having been elected with the open.avowal ` 
of constitutional opposition to a hank, except in one contin: 
gency, and not apprizing the people that he considered that 
contingency as having occurred—he fair inference is, that 
the people of the United States are apposed to a bank.” 


The same writer further remarked: 


“Recollecting the course pursued in Virginia by his friends, 
it seams to me that we are debarred from the agitation of the 
bank question, ls any friend of General Harrison willing to 
see a national bank established, at the hazard of charging him 
with conmmitting a fraud on the people? How could he escape 
it, if the election of a bank Senator is claimed as an act of jus- 
tice to bim? Would it not ba an acknowledgment of the 
charge preferred by his enemies, that he concealed his opinions 
on that subject? {s there one man in Virginia, who took an 
active part in the late contest, who appealed to the people to 
discard Mr. Van Buren, thata bank might be established? In- 
deed, T might'go further, and inquire if the adoption of any one 
ofthe prominent measures which some indiscreet Whigs, in- 
toxicated with success, are demanding a called session Yo 
enact, was urged as a reason for the dismissal of Martin Van 
Baren.” 


After referring to the letter of General Harrison’ 
to Sherrod Williams, and to some other cireume 
stances, the article went on to say: 

“Under these circumstances, so far from the Whigs being 
under any obligation to elect a bank Senator, doesnot the Pres- 
ident elect stand pledged to the country to. make trial of some 
ather system, before he can adopt the national bank? General 
Harrison, at present, enjoys the reputation of being an bonest | 
man, in the fullest sense of the term; of being a frank, open- 
hearted soldier, as well as a prudent statesman; and I believe 
he deserves it. He should beware, then, how he receives coun- 
sel which would make him depart from the strict letter of 
the understanding withthe American people on which he was 
elected.” ` 

After reading the above extracts, Mr, B. asked, 
how could the gentleman from Kentucky, or the 
y pariy, charge Mr. Tyler with treachery, for 
just what Mr. Clay said he would. do. 

Again: Mr. Clay, in his Hanover speech, after 
expressing his individual preference for a national 
bank, used the following language: 
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and 4:faithfal-execution -of the: fiscal duties of Government— 
“that should engage the dispassionate and candid consideration 
of the whole community. There is nothing in the name of a 
bank Of tie United Stater which has any magical charm, or to 
which any onè need be wedded. It is to secure certain great 
objects, without which society cannot prosper; and if, contrary 
to my apprehensions, these objects can be accomplished by 
dispensing with the agency of a bank. of the United States, and 
employing that of State‘banks, all ought torejoice, and heartily 
acquiesce; and none. would more than I should.” k 

Mr. Clay, in this paragraph, expressed his wil- 
lingness that other expedients should be adopted; 
and,-if it should be found that the objects he had 
in view—viz: a sound and sufficient currency, and 

` a faithful execution of the fiscal duties of the Gov- 
ernment—could be accomplished by dispensing 
witha bank of the United States, none would re- 
joice more than he would. 

He did not wish to be understood, in these re- 
marks, as enlisting against Mr. Clay, and in favor 
of Mr. Tyler; but, as a fair and a candid man, 
recollecting these remarks of Mr. Clay at Hano- 
ver, he thought it no more than fair and just to call 
the attention of the gentleman from Kentucky 
(Mr. Unnznwoop] to them, for the purpose of 
showing him that he had no more right to draw 
conclusions derogatory to Mr. Tyler, than he had 
to censure: Mr. Clay for the same thing. He 
knew that it was in the power of the sophistry of 
the gentleman from Kentucky, as well as others of 
Mr. Clay’s: friends, to explain away these things, 
and make them mean anythiog or nothing; bat he 
thought that it would generally be believed by the 
intelligent of the country, that Mr. Clay, when he 
made his Hanover speech, was willing to accom- 
modate himself to the particular atmosphere by 
which,he was surrounded. He did not intend, 
when he rose, to occupy the atteation of the 
House thus long. The question on which he wished 
to speak was not before the House, and he was 
anprepared with the notes of many things he 
wished to refer to. He had, however, eadeavored 
to redeem the pledge he made some days ago to the 
gentleman from Kentucky, (Mr. Unperwoon,] 
and he trusted and believed that he had succeeded. 

Mr, CUSHING said he did not know what it 
was the purpose of the House to do in reference to 
the subject before them—whetler it was their inten- 
tion summarily to defeat the exchequer Dill, by 
adopting the resolution before them, or to suffer it 
to undergo a regular discussion and examination 
on its merits. He could hardly believe that it could 
be the pleasure of the House to dismiss so impor- 
tant a measure in this summary manner—to con- 
demn it first, and try it afterwards. He could not 
believe that the House would decide against it 
without any discussion. Jt was said of Rhada- 
manthus that he punished first, and tried afier- 
wards—“‘castigal auditque;” but that was a mode of 
procedure fit only for the regions below, and not 
for-the judgments of that House. 


He would, in the first place, move to amend the 
resolution by striking out the word ‘‘not,” as that 
would be the most appropriate way to bring the 
whole: subject up for discussion; and then, afier 
laying before the House a number of memoriais 
on the subject, which he had not yet bad an oppor- 
tunity of presenting, he would move an adjourn- 
men}, reserving bis remarks for to-morrow, Mr. 
C. then Jaid before the House a number of memo- 
rials from the principal cities of the United States, 
all praying for the passage of the exchegner bill; 
after which, he moved that the Hense adjourn; 
which motion prevailing, 

The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE, 
Torspay, January 24, 1843. 

“The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the State Department, 
transmitting further information received at that 
department as to the operations of the bankrupt 
law; which, on niction by Mr. ARCHER, was or- 
dered to be referred to the Judiciary Committee, 
and be priated, 

Memorials were presented by Mr. EVANS from 
Bath, Maine, and by Mr. SIMMONS from Bristol 
and Providence, Rhode Island, representivg that 
the mercantile navigation of the United Siates has 
suffered materially from the effects of the existing 
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is the end—that of a sound and sufficient currency; ` 
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treaties, and the arrangements between the United 
States and Great, Britain, the Hanseatic Republics, 
France, Holland, Denmark, Russia, and Sweden, 
respectively; and that those treaties and arrange- 
ments termed reciprocal have not proved recipro- 
cal-to the navigation of the United States; and 
asking that Congress would, so far as the treaties 
permitted, make regulations. which would relieve 
them from the consequences resulting from these 
relations. : : 

- Mr. CALHOUN presented a memorial from 
Cyrus Shepard and others, of Genesee ‘county, N. 
Y., in favor of a horizontal protective tariff; whick 
was referred to the Commitiee on Manufactures. 

Also, presented a memorial from citizens of the 
city and county of Philadelphia, in favor of the 
plan for aboard of exchequer; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. RIVES presented a memorial from the city 
of New York, in favor of the plan of the Execu- 
tive for a board of exchequer: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Fiance. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a memorial from cili- 
zens of Oswego, New York, remonstrating against 
the repeal of the bankrupt law; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, presented a petition from Samuel Dewey, 
asking for a pension; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, presented a petition from Joseph Watson, 
of Onio, praying for compensation as secretary and 
storekeeper to Indian department in the Northwest; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CONRAD presented a petition from Lau- 
rens Millander, of Louisiana, praying for con- 
firmation of sales of public lands in the New Or- 
leans land district; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims. 


Mr. SMITH, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reporied back, with an amendment, the bill 
to apply certain alternate sections of the public 
domain towards the completion of works of in- 
ternal improvements in the State of Michigan, and 
for other purposes, accompanied by a special re- 
port; which was ordered to be printed. 


Mr. MERRICK, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, to which had been re- 
ferred sundry memorials from all parts of the 
United States, and resolutions adopted by the Le- 
gislatures of the States, in favor of restricting the 
franking privilege, and of reducing the rates of 
postage, reported a bill to limit the use and correct 
the abuse of the franking privilege; and a bill to 
reduce the rates of postage; which were read, and 
ordered to a second reading. 


[The bill concerning postages fixes the rate on 
all single letters carried a distance not exceeding 
thirty miles, at five cents; for all distances exceed- 
ing thirty miles, ten cents. Double, triple, and 
quadruple letters, in the same proportion. On 
newspapers, not exceeding in dimension 1,350 
square inches, one cent postage; on papers exceed- 
ing that dimension, one cert additional for every 
5 square inches above the 1,350 square inches.] 

Mr. WALKER remarked that the Committee 
on the Jadiciary, to which had been referred the 
memorial of John Grant, of Mississippi, praying 
certain compensation, trad instructed him to report 
the following resolution, viz: 

_Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to commu- 
nicafe to theSenate a copy of the contract made with John 
Grant, for dredging the channel of the Choctaw pass, in the 
harbor of Mobile, in October, 1836; together with the date of 
the cancellation of the said contract, and the reasons therefor; 
also, a copy of any contract made with others for said work 
since 1836, and when the work was commenced under such con- 
tract; together witha statement of all the moneys expended in 
improving said Choctaw pass since 1836; also, a copy of the 
contract for excavations in the Dog river bar, and when said ex- 
cavations commenced under said contract, and the price paid 
for any machines to execute that work; also, a statement of the 
ume consumed in the construction of the steam dredging ma- 
chine built for the removal of the bar atthe mouth of the Mis- 
sissippi, including the time of transportation and other delays, 
until the work of excavating commenced, 

The resolution was then read and adopted. 

On motion of Mr. CONRAD, the report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury touching the questien 
of refunding certain purchase money to citizens 
of Louisiana, was taken from the table, and re- 
ferred to he Committee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. BERRIEN, fromthe Commitiee on the Ju- 
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diciary, reported back, without amendmen, and 
with a recommendation that it do pass, the bill 
from the House entitled “An act to transfer to the 
trustees of Centré College, in Kentucky, tiie lands 
heretofore granted to the Kentucky Asylum for 
the teaching the Deaf and Dumb” — : 

Mr. B., from the same committee, reported & - 
bill to settie the titie to Pea Patch island, in the - 
river Delaware; which was read, and ordered to a 
second reading. : 

The following bills were then read the third 


` time, and passed: 


The bill for the benefit of the Planters’ Bank of 
Mississippi, and the Agricultural Bank of Missis-- 
sippi; and 

The bill to amend the charter of the town of 
Alexandria, in the District of Columbia, 

The bill for the relief of Richard H. Wilde (by 
granting him the benefit of the copyright laws of 
the United States to a certain work of his on Itak 
ian literature, notwithstanding such work may be 
first published in England) was taken up and read 
the third time; and the question then being ‘Shall 
tbe bill pass?” 

Mr. TAPPAN made some remarks adverse to 
to its passage, and demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

Mr. BERRIEN made some remarks in favor of 
the bill; when 

The question being taken on its passage, it was 
determined in the affirmalive—yeas 24, nays 15. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented a petition from 
Balie Peyton, now of New Orleans, praying the 
payment of the award of certain arbitrators, for 
property taken by the United States on which to 
erect a light-house; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

On motion by Mr. RIVES, the House bill for 
the relief of Teackle Savage, administrator of 
Bolitha Laws, which bad been reported adversely 
upon by the Committee on Claims, was taken up 
and recommitted to that committee—some addi- 
tional testimony in favor of the claim involved hav« 
ing been received. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of 
Mary W. Thompson; which was read, and order- 
ed to a second reading; ard the report accompany- 
ing ordered to be printed, 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented several memori« 
als from the cities of New York, Buffalo, and 
Troy, in the State of New York, in favor of the 
plan_for the board of exchequer recommended by 
e a realve which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

OREGON TERRITORY. 


The bill for the occupation and settlement of the 
Territory of Oregon came up on its passage, as 
the unfinished business of yesterday. 

Mr. WOODBURY, who was entitled to the 
floor, addressed the Senate at considerable length 
in support of the bill. 

He considered the Oregon Territory as ineon- 
testably ours, as any other of our possessions, 
There was no more reason against our occupying 
it, than there could have been against our exercising 
jurisdiction over Iowa or Wisconsin when we 
placed them under our territorial government, 
There could be only one of two objections to our 
exercising the same ownership—one of which was, 
that we entertain some doubt of our title; and the 
other, ihat it may be inexpedient to exercise our 
undcubted right. 

To neither of these reasons could he accede, In- 
deed, so far as regards the first, he was glad to find 
that there was not a single member of the Senate 
who seemed to entertain the slightest doubt of our 
just title to the entire of the territory. All contend 
that our right to all we claim is indefeasible. Why, 
then, should there be any hesitation about exer- 
cising our ownership over the territory? The dis- 
pute between us and England never can be about 
tbat; for she does not profess to deny our right to 
territory. She may reasonably confine us to the 
letter of the existing treaty; but, in doing this, she 
is necessarily boend to show that she conforms 
stricily to it herself. If she gives it a construction 
whieh we hitherto have not given to it, she can 
have no just cause of complaint should we adopt 
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her construction. 
neither give nor. withhold rights ‘ef. territory, 
and the :exercisé of sovereignty; for it is ex- 
pressly limited to a specific purpose—that. of 
securing, during its continuance, the free and 
open intercourse of the citizens of one of 
the contracting parties, and subjects of. the other, 
for purposes. of trade and commerce, leaving 
the rights of.the respective parties untouched. As, 
“then, England gains no right over our portion of 
the territory but that of freedom to trade, like that 
‘of our own citizens—for which she concedes an 
_ equivalent right to our citizens over her portion of 
territory, if she has any-—what other country can 
‘dispute our exercise of jurisdiction? Not France, 
for she sold to us all possible claim she could have 
“derived; not Spain, for her title is transferred to 
ùs; and certainly not Russia, for we do not pro- 
pose to encroach upon her southern boundary be- 
yond the Mih degree of northern latitude. No 
other country under heaven can have any preten- 
sion to our territory; and we have seen that theex- 
isting treaty with England, sofar from giving her 
‘any, expressly stipulates that its obligations shall 
not be construed in any manner to affect title. If 
‘she was not conscious that she could set up no 
claim of her own, she would not endeavor to make 
the world believe that her object is, in contending 
for the narrow slip of land really in dispute north 
of the Columbia river, merely to keep open, for 
the benefit of all nations, a free port at the mouth 
of that river. And even this she did not think of 
till we made a setilement there. This is not the 
first time she has interfered to prevent enterprises for 
the advancement of our commerce. Mr. W. here 
mentioned several instances of like interference. 

The question is, what are our rights? We de- 
rive them either by purchase, discovery, or by 
treaty. If she has any, she must show as good a ti- 
tle, or yield that ours issuperior; and thissets at rest 
her claims. She did not purchase the undoubted 
title of Spain to allher rights on the Northwest 
coast, as we did; she did not discover the Colum- 
bia river, as we did; and with regard to treaties, it 
has been shown, over and over again, that she 
acquired no right to soil or territory under any one 
to which she has been a party. There is nothing 
of the kind in her treaty with Russia, in ber treaty 
with Spain, or in her treaty with ourselves. In no 
one of these treaties has she gained an iota of 
claim to soil or territory. She is granted nothing 
but a joint use of the right to fish, hunt, trade, or 
navigate. 

There is not a word in the treaty of 1818 about 
joint occupation or settlement, We do not look to 
that treaty for our right to occupy or to settle our 
Territory of Oregon. We stand upon our incon- 
testable title. Neither can she derive from it what 
it does not directly or indirectly mention. It is 
merely a treaty of trade and commerce, to be free 
and open to the subjects and citizens of the two 
powers. Wemight signa treaty to-morrow, giv- 
ing England an equal right with our own citizens 
to free trade with the port of New York; but who 
could be so absurd as to contend that we thereby 
conveyed to her a joint occupancy and joint right 
of settlement on the soil and territory of New 
York to the defeasement of our own title? 

By the treaty of 1818, renewed in 1827, the citi- 
zens and subjects of both powers are undoubtedly 
entitled to a free and open exercise of intercourse 
for purposes of trade and commerce. On our part, 
we refrain from exacting duties on goods belong- 
ing to British subjects found on our territory; and 
England guaranties the same with respect to out 
citizens on territory claimed by her. This is the 
true, and only true, meaning and spirit of the 
treaty. 

Mr. W. here entered upon a critical examination 
of the treaty of 1818, and its renewal in 1827, 
showing that no other construction could be put 
upon the wording of both, than that which he had 
given, In confirmation of this, he cited various 


But, in truth, that treaty can - 


“the time that the renewal of the charter of the 


passages in the communications from the British 
ministers in every convention or negotiation held 
with them from the time `of the treaty of 1818, to 


Hudson Bay Company gave a new impetus to its 
encroachments, and induced it- to seek a pledge 
from the British Government for the protection of 
any interests which might grow up in its settle- 
ment. At the time of negotiating the renewal of 
the treaty of 1818, in 1828, the very propositions 
for additional stipulations which the British min- 
ister made, show that England never did construe 
the treaty as reaching to anylbing but trade and 
commerce; and the refusal of our negotiators to 
admit those additional stipulations showed that we 
peremptorily refused to grant the right of joint oc- 
cupation and seltiement. 

Mr. W. here quoted in full the various proposi- 
tions alluded to, and conclusively established his 
position from concurrent testimony. 

It was clear, then, that, in carrying out the pro- 
visions of this bill, we would in nowise interfere 
or act in conflict with our obligations by treaty, so 
Jong as we take care not to interrupt the right of 
British subjects to the free and open pursuits of ob- 
jects of trade andcommerce. The question, then, 
was narrowed down into a very small compass. 
There can be no doubt of our right to the terri- 
tory: on that, all were agreed. The treaty cannot 
res'rain us from the exercise of that right, for it 
has no bearing whatever upon it; and, therefore, 
the remaining thing to be settled is the question of 
expediency. That, too, he conceived, now ad- 
mitted of no doubt. 

That it is expedient to go as far at present as 
this bill proposes to go, he was perfectly satisfied— 
satisfied that, in doing so, we would not only give 
no just grounds of complaint to Great Bri ain, but 
that it would be the means of preventing future 
and more formidable, because more accumulated, 
causes of difficulty with that Government. But, 
independent of this consideration, there was an- 
other, which he thought imperative; and it was, 
that cur citizens, who have cast their fortunes in 
the territory, claim our protection, and it is our 
duty to grantit, It is the duty of the United States 
to protect our citizens in their lawful pursuits on 
every portion of our territory, no matter how r2- 
mote or inconvenient from the nucleus of Govern- 
ment. It is the duty of Congress to extend its ter- 
ritorial laws for the henefit of those remotely-settled 
eitizens. 

~ It is especially expedient that all this should be 
done now, and quickly; seeing that the longer 
neglect of fulfilling this duty is laid hold of by a 
rival pewer as a ground for enlarging and strength- 
ening pretensions which never could have arisen, 
had we made a timely effort to secure our rights 
trom cavil. Besides the duty which binds us to 
protect our citizens in this territory, we owe it to 
our commercial interest, in distant seas, to provide 
for them a barbor of shelter, such as the Columbia 
alone affords, on the Northwest coast. Our fleet 
stationed in the Pacific, for the protection of our 
commerce, is entitled to the facilities which we 
should create there for re-equipment, refitting, and 
revietnaling. We should have a fort there, which 
would serve them as a naval station, with our citi- 
zens around it ready atall times to make a mar- 
ket with their productions for the wants of our 
marine service in that distant quarter. England 
could not be jealous of this, for she has done the 
same thing. And, independent of all these con- 
siderations, there is another class of beings to 
whom we owe obligations which it is our duty to 
fulfil. He alluded to the aborigines of the terri- 
tory. Itis our duty to extend to them protection, 
and there is abundant evidence that they stand in 
need of it. It is our duty to introduce among 
them the aris of civilization, and the lights of the 
gospel. Inno other way can we so well, so effect- 


ually, and so cheaply fulfil all these duties, as hy 
carrying ont the provisions of this bill. 
Mr. PHELPS remarked that, asa member of i 


the committee which reported the ‘bill; he concur- 


red in the general views taken by the commitee; 


and in respect to the general conditions involved in 
the bill, he. believed, the committee were unani- 
mously in favor of them. With the views of Sen- 
ators he had nothing to say; but he felt ithis duty, 
asa member of the committee, to. vindicate the 
bill from the charge that its provisions came in con- 
flict with the convention made batween this Gov- 
ernment and Great Britain for the joint occupation 
of the Territory of Oregon. He would cnly say 
that, if such was the effect of the bill, it departed 
very widely from the purposes of the committee in 
agreeing to it. There was nothing, further from. 
their purpose than to involve this country in a diffi- 
culty with the most. powerful nation on the “globe, 
by a violation of the rights of that nation under 
the convention alluded to. He was confident that 
the Dill, as it stood under the new modification, did 
not conflict with that convention, but was in con- 
formity with the construction Great Britain herself 
put upon its provisions. 

As the bill came from the committee, it provided. 
that one section of 640 acres of land should be giv- 
en to each white male inhabitant who wight settle 
in that territory; but, under the new modification, it 
provided that provision shall be made by law for 
ibe granting of 640 acres to each settler. The 
provision, as it stood, made the grant cf land; but 
the modification says that provision shall be made 
by law to grant it. The modification, he conceiv- 
ed, made no difference; for the principle at the back 
of it was the same. The great question, and only 
question, was, whether the bill came in conflict 
with the convention or agreement between the two 
countries. He believed that it was perfectly har- 
monious with the convention, if they put upon 
that convention the cons'ruction which the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. Woopsory] showed 
had been placed upon it by England herse!f—as that 
of a commercial treaty only. If it did even extend 
so far asto prohibit the settlement of the coun- 
try at all, the bill did not conflict with the conven- 
tion, because it proceeded on the principle of a. pro- 
spective settlement—of holding out inducements 
merely to our citizens to settle there. Great 
Britain could have nothing to do with if, even un- 
der the latter construction, until the act was-car- 
ried into effect--that is, by hereafter making the 
grant which was guarantied in the bill. “The bill 
only holds out the inducement for our citizens to 
goand make settlements, but not to take exclusive 
and permanent possession of the country. The 
bill could not be made a subject of complaint by 
Great Britain, until the grant of land was actually 
made, and tbe country taken possession of, or the 
citizens oceupying lands under tille from the United 
States came in conflict with British subjects. There 
was a Stronger ground still. The question raised 
was, as to the purport of the convention of 1818 — 
how far did it permit citizens of this country to oc- 
cupy that territory. The provisions of the conven- 
tion were, simply, that any portion of the country 
claimed by either of the parties to the convention 
should, from the signing of that convention, be 
free and open to the subjects and citizens of both 
Governments; and that its provisions should not be 
construed to prejudice any claim of this country, or 
right to the territory. The joint occupation was 
not, interms, for purposes of trade, or for purposes 
of settlement. The convention was general; and 
whether it allowed of permanent settlements in the 
country, or not, was a question of construction. If 
England complains of the action of Congress, it 
must be on the ground that we misunderstand the 
construction of that convention. If we follow the 
construction given to it by ber, there can be no 
question as to the propriety of the passage of this 
bill. Mr. P. then cited from the law of Parlia- 
ment resting on the convention, in favor of the 
Hudson Bay Company, a provision to the effect 
that nothing in that act should be construed toallow 
any body corporate to make grants, or to exercise the 
rights of trade with the Indians, to the exclusion of 
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citizens of the United States-of America, - Hie then 
quoted farther provisions of ‘the. law, which went 


ae 


conclusively to prove that the treaty-was one of. 


trade.and commerce with the Indians merely, and 
ipa the rights of the United States were scrupu- 
‘lously guarded. He then quoted other provisions 
of the act of Parliament extending the Jaws of Can- 
ada over the portions of that territory at the dispo- 
sal of the Hudson Bay Company, as a justifica- 
tion of the provision of ‘this bill which authorized 
` the courts of the United States to extend their ju- 
risdiction over ‘the American settlements in that 


territory. i ; 

“Mr. P: then wenton to say that the promise of a 
provision hereafter, by Congress, of a grant of lands 
to-setlers, is of the same nature as onr pre-emption 
tights allowed in the States and Territories of the Uni- 
ted States, It is not necessary that the grant of 
lands shoald precede the occupancy. Our system 
bas been to permit the occupancy first, giving a 
pre-emption right, which is to secure the possession 
afterwards. The provision of this bill would act in 
like manner. It would be viewed in the light of a 
pre-emption right to such portion of territory as 
‘should belong to: as. 

Li is not necessary for England to. make such a 
Jaw for the encouragement of her settlers. No one 
‘but the Crown can dispute title with them. The 
‘mere possession and continued occupancy is suffi- 
‘cient litle to insure the grant from the Crown at 
‘some fature time, and is relied upon as safely as if 
secured by act of Parliament. The subjects of 
Great Britain already have this possession and oc- 
cupancy; and to place our citizens on an equal foot: 
ing, it is indispensable that we give them the assur- 
ance which this bill proposes—which is the mode in 
which we always secure settlers in our new territo- 
Ties. 7 

` No man in the Senate was more opposed to war 
‘than he was. He knew that peace was essential 
‘tö the interests of this country, He knew that it 
suited best with the habits and pursuits of our peo- 
ple. He would not, therefore, lightly advocate 
anything calculated to produce collision with a for- 
eign power. But, although he would not wantonly 
enter into conflict, he could not, to shun it, give 
countenance to an act so absurd as that of a mere 
idle assertion of owr rights without an accompany- 
ing and absolutely necessary provision for exer- 
eising them, = * 
`: Mr. HUNTINGTON said he had examined the 
bill with a sincere desire to give it his support; but 
he felt constrained to say,,after a careful examina- 
tion of the treaty of 1818, that he feared it could 
not, consistently with ggod faith, become the law 
of the land. He would go as far as he who went 
farthe&t in maintaining the rights of this country, 
and asserting our claim to the Oregon Territory, 
-and.in passing all necessary laws within the limits 
of the just powers of this Government; but, while 
he was for sustaining those rights, he was also for 
preserving all the covenants entered into by this 
Government with a foreign power. The only 
questions to which he desired to direct their atten- 
tion were, first, as to whether this bill did or did 
not interfere with the stipulations of the conven- 
tion of 1818. When this question was satisfacto- 
rily settled, the only remaining question would be, 
Was it expedient to pass the bill? In order to as- 
certain whether the bill would conflict with the 
stipulations of that convention, it would be neces- 
sary to examine not only the phraseology, but the 
spirit and object of the convention. By the terms 
of the convention, it was agreed that the country, 
together with its harbors, bays, and creeks, should 
be free and open, for the space of ten years, to the 
vessels, subjects, and citizens of the two powers. 
Whether the terms “free and open” were—as the 
Senator from New Hampshiresnpposed-—to be con- 
_ fined to the sense of a mere trading establishment, 
leaving both parties free to assert their right to ex- 
ereise jurisdiction over the territory; whether it 
were a mere commercial treaty, or (as was sup- 
posed by other gentlemen) it were capable of a 
more extended construction, giving the rights of 
national occupancy to the subjects of each nation;— 
in either point of view, the same result would fol- 
low—viz: that neither Government had the right to 
interfere with the rights of the citizens of the other. 


_' CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


He was now speaking of the principle involved in 
tlie words of the convention; and that was clearly 
that, if this Government exercise the right of 
granting titles to any portion of the disputed terri- 
tory, it amounted to an exercise of sovereignty and 


jurisdiction, which might-confiiet with the freedom - 


and openness provided for by the treaty. It was 
the highest assertion of right that could possibly be 
made, and would most undoubtedly operate to the 
disadvantage of the otber contracting party. What 
was the principal object of the treaty? It was to 
prevent the occurrence-of quarrels and dissensions 
between the parties. With the knowledge of this 
fact, could any Senator doubt that the design was, 
that no grants of land should be made by either 
party? Would it not serve to create those very 
disputes and difficulties which the convention was 
intended to avert? 

There was not much analogy between this case 
and the case stated by the Senator from New 
Hampshire—of a treaty of commerce between this 
country and Russia, by which the port of Archan- 
gel should be free for American vessels. This bill 
provided expressly that any portion of the territory 
might be occupied by settlers emigrating from this 
country, and that a good title should be given to 
them; which was the highest act of sovereignty. 

It had been stated that this bill proposed to do 
nothing more than Great Britain had already done; 
but if he had rightly understood the purport of the 
communication which was read to the Senate yes- 
terday, they were informed by the Secretary of 
State that the British Government had expressly 
disavowed the making ef any grants. He was 
not going to deny that Great Britain—who grasped 
at every advantage—would be very willing 
that this territory sheuld be settled by her 
own subjects; but if they were to believe 
the assertion of her accredited agent in this 
case, she had done nothing which could in- 
terfere with the stipulations of the convention; 
and yet it was proposed by this bill to exercise 
the highest act of sovereignty that could be exer- 
cised by any Government. Was he not right, 
then, in saying that the bill would conflict with the 
convention? Gentlemen wouldask, did they mean 
to suffer themselves to be entirely dispossessed by 
the :Hudson Bay Company? No such ibing. 
He would go so far as to say it would be wise to 
‘put an end to their encroachments; but he would 
do itin a way which the convention would allow, 
by giving one year’s notice of our intention. He 
thought it far better to take this course, than to 
render themselves obnoxious to the imputation of 
having acted in contravention of our solemn en- 
gagements, 

Mr. McDUFFIE next obtained the’floor, and re- 
marked. that he had been reluctant to enter into 
this discussion; and certainly should not have risen 
to take part in it, had it not appeared to him that 
there were other grounds than those yet advanced, 
which would influence him in opposing the passage 
of this bill. The objections he had to it seemed 
te him to be of greater magnitude than could at 
that late hour be discussed. He would therefore 
ask the indulgence of the Senate in moving an ad- 
journment. 

At Mr. KING’: suggestion, the farther consid- 
eration of the bill was postponed till to-morrow 
morning. 

The motion to adjourn having been withdrawn, 

On motion of Mr. KING, the Senate went into 
executive session; and afier some time spent 
therein, adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

f Tourspay, January 24, 1843. 

Mr. CROSS presented, under the resolution 
adopted by the House, the petitions following, to wit: 
Of Joseph H. Egner, praying a confirmation of title 
to a tract of land in Independence county, Arkan- 
sas, located by said Egner and Charles McArthur, 
in virtue ofa Spanish claim. 

And of L. D. Marchand, of Little Rock, Arkan- 
sas, for indemnity on account of spoliations com- 
mitted by France prior to 1800; which were refer- 
red to the appropriate committees. 

Mr. GRAHAM asked leave to offer a resolution 
of inquiry, which was read as follows: 


a pute Pages, “Fe 


Resolved, That the President of the United States, be re- 
quested to. communicate -to :this House, as goon as practicable, 
answers to the following inquiries: - `. 

Are the commissioners appointed in pursuance of an ap- 
propriation made at the last session of Congress to adjudicate 


claims arising under the Cherokee treaty.of 1835, instructed to 
hold their sessions in Washington, or among the Indiana in 
North Carolina? ts g 

What other and further instructions are given to said com: 
missioners? 


The resolution was adopted. — 
STATE OF THE FINANCES. 


Mr. ROOSEVELT offered the following reso- 
lution, which was read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to 
inform the House, at as early a day as practicable, whether 
there has, or has not, been a great falling off in the accruing 
revenues from imports since the passage of the tariff act of the 
30th August last, as compared with the same period in the years 
1839, 1840, and 1841; and what, in his opinion, (assuming the 
said receipts since the ist of September last as a basis,) will 
be the probable amount of the net revenue from imports 
for the year 1843; and the probable amount of the public 
debt at, the end of the said year; and what measures, ifany, 
will, in his opinion, be necessary to insure the punctual pay- 
ment of the interest, and the ultimate liquidationjof the princi- 
pal, of the said debt. 

This resolution could not, under the rales, be 
considered, except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. FILLMORE said a statement had already 
been submitted from the department. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT said the report from the de- 
partment did not cover the whole ground, but on- 
ly related to a single quarter. 

Mr. FILLMORE saw no necessity in accumu- 
lating these calls upon the departments. ; 

Mr. BIRDSEYE objected to the further consid- 
eration of the resolution as out of order. 


OBSTRUCTIONS IN THE OHIO RIVER. 


Mr. STEENROD presented the memorial of the 
board of trade of Wheeling, in favor of an appro- 
priation by Congress to remove the obstructions in 
the Mississippi and Ohio rivers. He moved that 
the memorial be printed. 

Mr. STANLY objected to the printing of the 
memorial. 

After some remarks from Mr. STEENROD, 
the question was taken, and the motion to print 
carried in the affirmative. 

On motion of Mr. WISE, the Committee on 
Naval Affairs were discharged from the considera: 
tion of sundry petitions, : 
GENERAL JACKSON IN RHODE ISLAND. 


Mr. CRANSTON presented the resolutions of 
the State Legislature of Rhode Island and Provi- 
dence Plantations, instructing their Senators and 
requesting their Representatives to use their best 
exertions to procure a remission of the fine im- 
posed on General Jackson in 1815 by Judge Hall. 

The preamble and resolutions were read; after 
which, 

On motion of Mr. CRANSTON, they were laid 
on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

The several committees were called on for re- 
ports. 

Mr. S. MASON, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, made an unfavorable report. 

Mr. GIDDINGS, from the Committee of Claims, 
made several adverse reports. 

RECIPROCITY TREATIES, 

Mr. J. P. KENNEDY, when the Committee on 
Commerce was called, rose and asked the House 
to take up, at an early day, the joint resolution of 
last session, reported by him, for continuing the 
treaties now in force with certain powers. He 
suggested that the 5th of February be set apart for 
that purpose. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON objected to the motion, 
and it was not considered. 

Mr. BREWSTER, from the Committee on the 
Public Lands, made an adverse report. 

Oa motion of Mr. BRIGGS, the bill reported 
last session from the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, reducing the rate of postages in 
the United States, was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WM. RUSSELL, from the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads, made an adverse 
report. i 

Mr. RUSSELL begged leave to offer a resolu- 
tion, changing the hour of meeting to 11 o’clock on 
and after the 29th January. 

Mr. BARNARD objected to the consideration of 
the resolution. 


n was made by Mr. RUSSELL to sus- 


_. monon was Mac IAS tukala 10 
pend the rulés for that purpose; which he, however, 


subsequently withdrew. > 
ea POTOMAC. BRIDGE. 

Mr. POWELL, from. the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, reported the . following resos 
lution, -which was adopted: à 

;'Resoloed, That the Secretary of War be directed to commu- 
nicate. to this House the progress and. present condition. of the 
works carried on for the repairs of the Potomac bridge, and 
which, by the act of September, 1641, were to be executed “un- 
der thé orders and general direction” of said Secretary. And, 
algo, what impediments have intervened to delay the final com- 
pletion of the work; and why, with adequate approptiations at 
ebtimand, a sufficient force might not have been applied to 
secure to the public, for the present winter, so important an ac- 
commodation. 


Mr. CAVE JOHNSON, from the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief 
of certain settlers in the southeast district of Lou- 
isiatia. The bill was read twice, and ordered to be 
engrossed. 

Mr. PENDLETON, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, made a report, which was ordered 
to be printed. . 
~ Mr: CALHOUN, from the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs, reported the following resolution, which 
was adopted: . 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to 
ascertain and report to the ELouse of Representatives the amount 
standing due and claimed on the books of the department to offi- 


cers, seamen, marines, and others attached to the navy, from the 
time of its establishment to the year 1840, 


Mr. TALLAFERRO, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, reported a bill for the re- 
lief of Maria Fowler: read twice, and referred to 
the Committee of the Whole couse. 

Mr. FORNANCE, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, reported a bill for the re- 
lief of the children of Mary Rhinewalt: twice read, 


and referred to the Committee of the Whole 


House. 

On motion of Mr. MATHIOT, the same com- 
mittee was discharged from the consideration of 
sundry memorials. 


THE SANDWICH ISLANDS AND CHINA. 


Mr. ADAMS, from the Committee cn Foreiga 
Affairs, to whom was referred a message of the 
President recommending an appropriation for car- 
rying on commercial intercourse with the Sand- 
wich islands and China, made a report, accompa- 
nied by two bills—a bill to provide for future in- 
tercourse between the United States and the Gov- 
ernment of the Hawaian or Sandwich islands; and 
a bill to provide means for future intercourse be- 
tween the United States and China. 

The bills were twice read, and referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of ithe Union. 

Mr. ADAMS expressed a desire to bave them 
taken up and acted on at an early day, in order 
that they might go to the Senate. 

The SPEAKER said he had no doubt the 
House would indulge the gentleman by going into 
Committee of the Whoie at an early day, without 
making any special order on the subject. 

Mr. GENTRY, from the Committee on Pablic 
Lands, reported a bill from the Senate for the re- 
lief of Mary Tucker; which was read a third time, 
and passed. 

‘Mr. HALSTED, from the Committee of E'ec- 
tions, reported bill No. 649—*‘A bill to suspend 
the operation of the second section of the act enti- 

` tled ‘An act for the apportionment of Representa- 
tives among the several States according to the 
Sixth Census’ °—with an amendment: read twice, 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. WILLIAM RUSSELL made another at- 
tempt to get up bis resolution changing the hour of 
the mecting of the House to 11 o'clock; but wih- 
out success. 

GEN. JACKSON’S FINE. 

The House proceeded to the consideration of the 
resolution directing the Committee on the Judiciary 
to report a bill for refunding the fine imposed on 
Gen, Jackson, at New Orleans, in 1815, by Judge 
‘Hall—being the regular business of the morning 
hour. . 3 

Mr. BOTTS observed that he had had the floor 
since Friday last, without an opportunity to ex- 
press his sentiments on the subject; and no mem- 


| 


. be had found but one bright spot, and that was 


ber had evinced the least desire to callit up: He 
had waited so long, that the train of reflections in 
which he had indulged bad been almost lost. 

He thought that every one must have been 
struck with the peculiarity of the time, manner, 


and circumstances, in which this matier had been 


brought ‘before the House. It: was seven-and- 
twenty years ago that this fine was imposed on 
General Jackson, by a judicial officer, for what he 
termed a gross and outrageous contempt of the 
courts of justice; and yet it was but lately that the 
refunding of. it- was thought of. The proceeding, 
toa, did not come from the people, but came from 
the Legislatures of several States, by instructions 
to their Senators, and requests to their Representa- 
tives, to vote immediately for the passage of a bill 
restoring the fine, with costs and interest—though 
the Government never pays interest to its creditors, 
though they may have had their lawful dues lying 
in the treasury for years. - Let it be borne in mind, 
too, that this was the first Whig Congress that had 
sat for years; and, furtber, that it was the last Con- 
gress that would sit prior to the convention that 
was to nominate the candidate for the Presidency. 
The conclusion, therefore, was inevitable, that the 
whole proceeding was to purchase the political sup- 
port of General Jackson for one or the other of the 
aspirants. 

In the course of his political life, he had several 
times felt himself called on to speak in terms de- 
rogatory of General Jackson, and he had hoped 
that he should net be compelled to speak of him 
again; he had boped that the General’s friends 
would not have committed the imprudence of drag- 
ging this weak, if not superannouated, old man 
again into the political arena. In his whole life, 


the one his friends were now endeavoring to wipe 
out—he meant his prempt submission to judicial 
authority. 

As his own State (Virginia) had undertaken to 
interfere in this matter, and had given instructions 
to her Senators, and requested her Representatives, 
to vote for refunding this fine, he felt himself called 
upon to give the reasons why he could not comply 
with the request of the Legislature. Having re- 
ceived that request, he felt it to be his duty to look 
into all the facts connected with the case; and hav- 
ing done so, he came to the conclusion that he 
could not with propriety vote for the measure. 

Mr. B. then went into a review of the transac- 
tions of General Jackson at New Orleans, from 
the time he took command there, till after the treaty 
of peace was made known to him; taking a brief 
view of the arrest of Lovallier and Judge Hall, 
and the proceedings consequent thereon; and in the 
course of this part of his remarks, characterized 
the conduct of General Jackson as the most des- 
potic, cruel, and tyrannical that had ever becn per- 
petrated in any country. When Mr. B. spoke of 
General Jackson’s application to the Legislature to 
suspend the habeas corpus act, and his declaration of 
martial law— 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL inquired of the gentle- 
man if he had ever heard that the Legislature of 
Louisiana had shut up the courts of justice? 

Mr. BOTTS said that he had not; and though it 
might be true that the Legislature did shut up the 
courts of the State, they had no power to shut 
up the United States courts. 

After commenting on the facts he had stated, 
Mr. B. denied that General Jackson had the power 
to declare martial law, and to substitute his own 
absolute will for the laws of the country. He 
denied that he (the General) had the right t0 con- 
stitute himself the supreme judge, both in his own 
camp, and over the civil tribunals of the land; and 
toimprison judges, counsellors, clerks—and, in short, 
every officer connected with the administration of 
justice, declaring his own despotie will the supreme 
law of the land. ‘The gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia, [Mr. C. J. Incersoin,] a few days ago, not 
only denied the right of Judge Hall to pass sen- 
tence on General Jackson, but claimed for him the 
right of a trial by jury; and, to his (Mr. Bs.) as- 
tonishment—for he had great respect for the gen- 
tleman’s legal attainments—chballenged the lawyers 
of the House to that issue, He (Mr. B.) never 
read but one law book im his life, and that was 


lie wrongs } - 


twenty years ag nd he woild-cominénd that aù- 


. -thority (Blackstone’s Com mentariés)o the gentie- 


man’s notice, as he would’ indin it ahampie refu- 
tation of the opinions Ke*had’give Spe 
[Here Mr. B. made*a- Tong quotation. from 
Blackstone’s Commentaries où thesubjéct:of pub- 
$ [pinas 


After reading those long extfacts‘from Black+ — 
stone, he challenged the gentleman’ from’ Pennsyl- 
vania, (Mr. C. J. InarnsotL,] or any othérinwyer 


-en that floor, or in this ‘country; to poiit toan in- 


stance in which contempt had been punished -bya 
jury—in which a judge, sitting im- his court, or“even 
when not in his court, when his process had been 
obstructed, tried such contempt by a jury. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, ‘ia the coarse of some 
observations which passed between him and Mr. 
Borrs, inquired how the common law got into 
Louisiana. ae =: 

Mr. BOTTS replied, precisely as it got into the 
District of Columbia, and everywhere else in this 
country... When Louisiana was admi'ted into, the 
Union, the common law ‘was necessarily intro- 
duced. ree ant 
- He then continued to observe, that the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania (Mi. C. J, INarRsoLL] had 
referred to the act of 1831 on the. subject of con- 
tempts, to show that there was no authority for. the 
course adopted on the part of Judge Hail. Now, 
the act of 1831 was designed to restrain the power 
of the courts on these questions of contempt. He 
read an extract from. that enactment in confirma- 
tion of that position, and said that that act, although 
it was intended to curtail, to limit, and to restrain 
the courts in the exercise of their high prerogatives 
in cases of contempt, nevertheless was authorily in 
such cases.as this. And that was not only the law 
of the land, but it was right that it should be the 
law of the land; for to deprive judges of the power 
to punish for contempt, was at once to break down 
the power of the courts to administer jusiice and 
the laws of the land. 

Now, having shown what were the facts of the 
case—having shown, as he had done, conclusively, 
that the Judge had the power to inflict. this, the 
mildest punishment in snch a ease, he would pro- - 
ceed to show to the House that there was no propri- 
ety in the efforts now made to refund that money. 
For the information of the House, tie would ‘state a 
fact~ which was, perhaps, not known to the members 
of the House generally, and still less to the people 
of this country, and certainly not known to the 
State Legislatures, which bad instructed their Sen- 
ators, and requested their Representatives, to aid 
in procuring the refunding of that fine. That fine 
had been remitted. That fine had been paid to 
General Jackson. Every dollar of that money 
General Jackson had received; and the authority 
on which he. made that statement was an article 
in the Democratic Review, written by a warm 
personal and political friend of General Jackson, 
who had collected all his information from the 
public records, and from private bistory—he al- 
luded to Mr. Amos Kendall. The article was a 
long one on the subject of General Jackson’s fine, 
from which he would read an extract. He then 
read a passage, the purport of which was under- 
stood to be, that a subscription was made at New 
Orleans to refund the fine Jevied on General Jack- 
son; that it was presented to, and accepted by, 
General Jackson; and by him was distributed 
amongst the widows and orphans of that place. 

The SPEAKER here announced that the morn- 
ing hour had expired. 

Mr. BARNARD, Mr. CUSHING, and others 
begged the House to allow the gentleman from 
Virginia to go on, and oceupy his whole hour, in- 
stead of postponing the residue of his speech until 
to-morrow: this was agreed to. 

Mr. BOTTS resumed. Now, he called the 
attention of the House particularly to the fact, that 
the money was raised; that it was offered to Gen- 
eral Jackson; and, in the language of this writer, 
{Mr. Kendall,] the money was accepted, and was 
distributed among the widows and orphans of New 
Orleaus. Who could distribute the money, after 
it had been accepted by General Jackson, but 
General Jackson himself ? Was it his own money? 
Could hedistribute the money of other people among 


“the widows and orphans of New Orleans? And it 


was: an act of beneficence and of benevolence 
for which: General Jackson got credit at the time, 
But now they were asked (and the gentlemen who 
made the request were aided by the protestations 
of General Jackson, and by the entreaties of Gen- 
eral Jackson) to refund—what? The money he paid 
into.the public treasury? No. To pay back the 
money he distributed in.charity to the widows and 
orphans of New-Orleans? Where was the au- 
thority for the distribution of that money, unless i 
was his own? And if it was his own, and he de 
rived all the credit due to the benevolence of the 
act, where was the propriety of asking that House 
to refund that money? The result of the whole 
inquiry, had led him to the conclusion that the at- 
tempt. made, and the manner in which it had been 
made, to procure the passage of a billto refund 
that fine, had grown out of what he had adverted 
to in the first portion of his remarks—that it was 
an attempt to purchase the political favor of Gen. 
Jacksecn, notwithstanding Gen. Jackson had him- 
self told them he would take the money on no other 
terms than a recognition of his right to do all he 
did; and unless they would declare, either expressly 
or by implication, that he had the power to 
declare martial law; that he had the power to 
suspend the writ of kabeas corpus; that he had the 
_power to. imprison the judge; and that he was 
‘guiltless of the lawless acts arrayed against him. 
They were called upon to do all this, and thereby 
10 disgrace Judge Hall; and to doit at a period just 
before the nomination, by national conventions, of 
candidates for the Presidency from amongst the 
gentlemen who had been put prominently forward. 
They had witnessed the enthusiasm of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, [Mr. Cusaina,] who, 
some short time since, was in such hot haste to 
pass this bill; but, since the publication of General 
„Jackson’s letter in the public prints, that gentle- 
man had sat as placid and as quiet asa lamb, 
without even attempting to call it up during the 
morning hour, or the expression of any anxiety on 
‘the subject. And if that letter had been published 
at an earlier period, be doubted whether the Legis- 
latures of Virginia and South Carolina would ever 
have instructed their Senators and requested their 
Representatives to aid the passage of this bill to re- 
fund that fine. 

After a few remarks on this bidding for the favor 
of General Jackson, and the expression of his con- 
viction that there was one who was likely to be a 
car-didate for the Presidency, who stood on too 
lotiy a pinnacle ever to stoop so low, he asked why, 
as it was not done when General Jackson was in 
the pride and insolence of his power, it should be 
done nowt ` 


_ | ` Mr. RAYNER obtained the floor; bat 


d Mr. FILLMORE ‘called for the orders of the 
aye 

. PETERSBURG RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. CARY craved permission to report a bill 
from the Senate, for the relief of the Petersburg 
Railroad Company. 

The bill was taken up, and was read twice. A 
motion was. then made that it be put upon its 
third reading; to which, however, objection was 
made. 

Mr. PICKENS hoped the motion would be 
agreed to, and that no objection would be made to 
is passage, for it would not affect the revenue. 

Mr. FILLMORE said it was. an important 
measure, and should not be passed without some 
consideration. l 

Mr. CARY said he would observe that, if the 
bill was not passed soon, it would be of no avail 

Mr. FILLMORE moved that it be referred to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr: BOTTS asked permission to explain the 
object of the bill, and he thought objection to it 
would be removed. According to the tariff law of 
1842, a duty was imposed on railroad iron. But 
all such iron imported and laid down before the 
3d of March, 1843, was exempt from duty; and 
this bill was merely designed to extend the time 
for laying down the rails, the iron being already 
in the country. If, however, this bill were not 
passed, and the company were compelled to lay 
down its rails within the time now specified, they 
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would do it; but they would necessarily be driven 
to arrest the travel and the transportation of the 
mails on the great liné of Southern and Northern 
transportation. - f 

Mr. CUSHING begged leave to state a corrè 
sponding fact. - He Was directed to state, tbat if 
the Eastern railroad had not also an extension of 
time for the like purpose, they would be compelled 
to lay down their rails while the ground was still 
frozen and covered with snow. ‘ ie 

Mr. BOTTS said, if these companies were driven 
to lay down their rails under such circumstances, 
the lives and limbs of many persons would be en- 
dangered, while travelling over the road. 


Mr. PICKENS said this bill would not deprive 
the treasury of a. single dollar, as the iron was al- 
ready in the country. But, if the bill were com- 
mitted, he would move to amend it, by the substi- 
tution of the more general bill, extending the same 
privilege to companies in other States of the Union, 
that their rails might all be permanently laid 
down. 

Mr. FILLMORE said this bill presented the se- 
rious question whether they would or would not 
repeal a portion of the tariff act of 1842, 

He was the more opposed to the object of the 
bill, because it was for the benefit of a particular 
company. He hoped, if any action was to be had, 
it would be by the passage of a general bill. 

Mr. PICKENS suggested that the bill be taken 
up, and amended accordingly. : 

Mr. FILLMORE said he was not prepared to 
amendit. He then went on to say that this was 
an innovation in favor of an incorporated company 
atthe South. Ifany companies required exemp- 
tion, it was those at the North, which had not the 
advantage of a track in winter free from snow. 
Moreover, he thought that,the laws on the subject 
of exempting railroad iron would require sume re- 
vision. This bill extended the exemption to all 
iron laid down; whilst the act of 1832 was modified 
so as to apply only to bars of iron. He hoped that 
the bill would be postponed for a day. 

Mr. PICKENS intimated his willingness to ac- 
cept the modification proposed by the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. Fittmore] if that gentleman 
would consent to have the bill now agted on. 

Mr. CARY hoped there would be no delay. 

Mr. RANDOLPH said he was in favor of refer- 
ring the bill to the Committee of Ways and Means. 
He was opposed to it in every shape. He was op- 
posed to the privileges it was designed to grant, 
whether made general or special. Already had 
this Petersburg company laid down their rails. 

Mr. CARY said, merely temporarily; not with a 
design to be permanent. 

Mr. RANDOLPH was entirely opposed to such 
an early commencement of the work of repealing 
the provisions of the tariff of last session. He 
was opposed to any and every act which might 
have that tendency. Already had this grant 
remitted between three and four millions of du- 
ties on railroad iron. Yet this country abounded 
in ironore! It had the materials, the machinery, 
the workmen; and, with all these advantages, not 
afoot of railroad had been laid with American 
iron, Congress had continually favored railroad 
companies. Why, he asked, should they be fa- 
vored above other portions of society? Why take 
millions from the treasury for their benefit? 

Mr. PICKENS wished to know what the gen- 
tleman meant by saying that this bill would de- 
prive the treasury of its revenue. The iron was 
already in the country. 

Mr. RANDOLPH said he could easily answer 
the question. The iron had come into the country 
subject to duty, unless the company complied with 
certain conditions. The company did not wish to 
comply with those conditions, but wished other 
conditions extended to them—without which, they 
would have to pay duty. He would mention the 
fact that various capitalists had, upon the faith of 
the tariff bill of the last session, invested their 
money in the manufacture of railroad iron. Would 
it not be doing a great injustice to remit the duties 
on railroad iron, after the enactments of the late 
Session? 

Mr. SALTONSTALL made a few remarks in 
advocacy of the principles of the bill. 


Mr. -CARY desired to say that a great injury 
would be perpetrated upon a large portion of his 
constituents, if this bill should not be speedily 
passed; and no good’could come to any human be- 
ing. If he thought that the treasury would suffer 
by the passage of the bill, he would not urge it. 
But it interfered with no. vested rights. ` It would 
not affect the iron interest. The iron was already 
imported. If it would not be considered out of 
order to refer to the proceedings of the Senate, he 
would say that ithad been there contended“ that 
this bill presented a special case, and was sui gen- 
eris. Its passage only involved a question of time. 
If not passed immediately, its friends would not 
give a farthing for it. : 

He believed that, before the passage of the tariff 
bill of last session, there was no manufactory of 
railroad iron in the United States. Since that bill 
was passed, one manufactory had been establish- 
ed. When he saw men in the other wing of the 
Capitol, who advocated different views on the sub- 
ject of- the tariff, sustaming this bill, he could but 
think that it was right, and ought to be passed. 

After some remarks from Messrs. FILLMORE 
and BOTTS, the floor was obtained by Mr. 
BRIGGS, The subject was then laid over until to- 
morrow. 


RETRENCHMENT AT NEW YORK. 


Mr. G. DAVIS asked leave to introduce a bill 
“to reduce the number and compensation of the 
officers and other persons employed at the port of 
New York.” 


Mr. CUSHING inquired if the bill was to be 
introduced as a matter of favor. 

Mr. G. DAVIS said that he designed to move 
its reference. 

Mr. CUSHING made no objection. 

The bill was then read. It recites the number of 
cfficers employed in the custom-house at New 
York, together with their aggregate salaries in 
1828 and in 1840, and provides fora reduction 
of the same, 


Mr. G. DAVIS moved that the bill be printed, 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 


Mr. CUSHING moved that it be referred to” 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 


Mr. WISE objected to the printing ofthe bill. He 
should hereafter object to the introduction of every- 
thing which he did not know something about. 

Mr. HCLMES objected to the bill altogether. 
Under the guise of a bill, it was in reality a ses 
ries of charges preferred against the administra- 
tions of the Federal Government for the last twelve 
or fourteen years. With the alarming fact that 
during the fourth quarter of 1842, instead of 
eight millions of revenue, there was but eight and 
a half millions of importations; it was proposed not 
to increase the revenue, but merely to reduce the sal- 
aries of the collecting officers! 

He was unwilling to hold out to the people an 
inducement to believe that their burdens were to 
be reduced by such a bill as the present. But the 
time would come when their distresses would be 
relieved—when, by an alteration of the tariff, new 
blocd would be infused into the body politic. 

After some further remarks from Mr. H., not 
distinctly heard, 

Mr. CUSHING inquired whether it would be in 
order to call for the orders of the day. 

Tne SPEAKER said it would not—-the bill now 
before the House having been introduced by gen- 
eral consent. 

Mr. WISE said he had objected to it. 

The SPEAKER had not heard any objection 
from the gentleman. 

Mr. CUSHING then moved that the bill be laid 
on the table. 

Mr. G. DAVIS called for the yeas and nays on 
the motion; and they were ordered, 

Mr. BARNARD appealed to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Cusnine] to withdraw his moa 
tion to lay on the table. 

Mr. CUSHING declined doing so, unless the au- 
thor of the bill new before the House would move 
to refer it to one of the standing committees, in- 
stead of the Committee of the Whole. : 
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z The. question was: then: taken on laying the bill 
‘on the table, and resalied—yeas 15, nays 155. 
So the motion to lay on the table was rejected. 
The question then recurred on the motion to re- 
Ser the bill to the Committee of the Whole on the 
State of the Union; and, the question being put, it 
was decided in the affirmative, without a division. 


THE EXCHEQUER BILL. 


The report of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, adverse to the plan. of the exchequer, as 
recommended by the President, came up for con- 
‘sideration as the regular order of the day. The 
state of the question was this: The report of the 
majority of the committee concluded with a reso- 
dation that it was nof expedient to adopt the plan 
of an exchequer'as proposed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, and recommended to Congress by 
the Executive; which resolution Mr. Cusnine had 
yesterday moved to amend by striking out the 
word “not.” 

Mr. CUSHING, who had the floor, observed 
that these propositions embraced the whole subject 
‘of the currency and the finances of the country; 
and in the uncertainty whether the House ever in- 
‘tended to go into Committee of the ‘Whole on the 
„exchequer bill, he should in this form enter into 
the question as introductory to the debate upon the 
whole subject. Mr. Burke, in his writings on the 
French Revolution, complained that the age of 
chivalry was gone, and that the age of sophistry 
and chicanery had succeeded it. There was much 
truth in this remark. The present age was agitated 
‘with questions of banking, finance, and currency— 
all of them questions in which the interests rather 
than the feelings of mankind were involved. In 
discussing, then, the question before the House, he 
must ask its indulgence while he gave a dry and 
uninteresting statement of facts—facts which he 
could only take time to state, without stopping to 
diseuss them. 


The resolution of the majority of the Committee 
of Ways jand Means, (upon his motion to amend 
which the question was pending,) was a mere nega- 
tion of action of any sort whatever; but although 
it was impliedly merely negative of a particular 
measure, yet it, in effect, avowed an exclusive 
preference for a United States bank. In the whole 
scope of the financial questions before them, the 
committee had gone into only one form of a single 
idea, which they negatived. That the House and 
the country might see the particular nature of this 
report, let it be supposed that, in the tariff act pre- 
pared by the Secretary of the Treasury in obedi- 
ence to the order of the House—let it be supposed 
that the Committee of Ways and Means, instead 
of reporting that bill back, or of amending it, or 
reporting some other bill on the same subject, when 
the demand of the country was so urgent for set- 
tling the tariff question—had simply reported that 
it was not expedient to pass the particular bill pre- 
sented by the Secretary of the Treasury. Had 
such a report been made at the last session, every- 
body would have said that the Committee of Ways 
and Means had not performed their duty—not met 
the wants and expectations of the country. Now, 
in their report upon the exchequer, the Committee 
of Ways and Means had done precisely the same 
thing that he had imagined in respect to the tariff. 
Ia the preliminary debate on this subject, the se- 
lect committee to whom it was referred at the 
last session was taken to task for reporting a bill 
of their own, instead of reporting back to the 
House the bill of the Secretary of the Treasury; 
and their conduct was commented on in very severe 
terms. But what was the contrast presented be- 
tween the course of the select committee, and tha! 
of the Committee of Ways and Means? The for- 
mer, whilst they presented a bill different from that 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, were not then, 
and were not now, exclusively devoted to it. If 
the majority of the House were ready 10 adopt the 
bill of the Secretary of the Treasury, he was ready 
to vote for it; and if the House should go into 
Committee of the Whole on the bill of the select 
committee, it was his purpose to move to substitute 
for it the bill of the Secretary of the Treasury. 
He would do this, that the whole subject might 
be brought before the House; and that no gentle- 


man might avoid. the responsibility, that rested on 
him, of voting on it. 


We come (said Mr. ©.) to the investigation of 


this question in a peculiar exigency in the affairs 
of the Government. With the expiration of the 
charter of the United States Bank, had expired -all 
the laws regulating the depositing, disbursing, and 


> transfer of the public moneys by means of that in- 


stitution. - The independent treasury had been re- 
pealed by law; and that mode of regulating the 
public deposites, disbursements, and transfers, had 
also ceased to exist. What, then, was the peculiar 
predicament. of the Government, when the Come 
mittee of Ways and Means had refused to do any- 
thing in relation to the subject?) Why, the public 
deposites were held by the Treasurer of the United 
States, under the act of 1789; [here Mr. C. recited 
the act;] and it was upon the extremely general 
provisions of that act that the deposites and dis- 
bursements of ihe public money were now made, 
subject only to the discretion of the Executive. And 
in regard to the materials to be received at the 
treasury, there was but one act regulating that sub- 
ject; and that was the resolution of 1816. [Here 
Mr. C. recited the provisions of that act.] 


In this predicament of the Government, the 
President of the United States, in whom this dis- 
cretion was imposed by the existing laws, came to 
the ‘House, and asked it to relieve him of that dis- 
cretion, and to take away from him this general 
power over the treasury. To this appeal of the 
Executive—that Congress should strip him of this 
power, and impose fixed bounds and limits to his 
authority—what was the reply of the Committee of 
Ways and Means? It was, that he should retain 
that power—that he should not be relieved of his 
responsibility, unless it could be done by the agen- 
cy of a joint stock bank. That was precisely the 
slate of the question. It was not meeting the exi- 
gencies of the Government to say that, because 
they cannot have a United States bank, the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means will not agree that 
there shall be any legislation on the subject. But 


there was a question beyond the mere exigency 


of the Government; and that was, the exigency 
of the people. Now, what did“the people of the 
United States want in regard to this matter? 
Did they respond to this reply of the Committee 
of Ways and Means? Did they say that, because 
there could not be a bank of the United States, 
there should be no legislation on the subject? He 
said, no. No portion of the people of the United 
States took the ground that there should be no 
legislation on the subject, unless for the purpose of 
chartering a bank of the United States. Here Mr. 
C. referred to the late elections, to show what were 
the senuments of the people on the subject. He 
admitted that there was a minority of the people 
of the country who wanted a bank of the United 
States; but he denied that any portion of that mi- 
nority tock the ground that they would have one, 
or nothing else. In the first place, they did not 
desire a bank of the United States, in order 
that they might obtain a greater facility of loans 
for there was already too much bank capi- 
talin the country. He repeated that they did 
net desire a bank of the United States for the 
purpose of adding to the sum total of bank 
paper currency, and thereby increasing the facil- 
ity of obtaining loans. If, then, the minority of 
the people did not desire a bank of the United 
States for this purpose, for what purpose did they 
desire it? They desired it, in the first place, as a 
depository; secondly, for the transfer of funds from 
one point to another; thirdly, to give a nationality 
to paper currency, instead of gold and silver; and, 
fourthly, to strengthen the eredit of the paper of the 
State banks. Now he contended that all these ob- 
jects were attainable without the aid of a United 
States bank. But, if it were otherwise, could a 
bank of the United States be had? He assumed 
that it could not in the current three years; that it 
could not be had during the remaining two years 
of the present Administration, nor in the first year 
of the next. Would the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Fittmore] have the country wait for 
that long period, without any legislation on the sub- 
ject of the finances? But he would present a 
stronger case. He would assume that there could 


be no bank of the United States for the next seven 
years. There was, therefore, a stronger case pre- 
sented; and he would ask the Committee of Ways 
and Means if they would have the country wait for 
the next seven years, without any legislation.on the 
subject of the currency, and the safekeeping and 
disbursement of the public money, because the 

cannot get a bank of the United States? pee 

But, again: suppose a bank charter -a possible 
fact, within a period of three years—which it was 
not—then there was another point of view in 
which it must be seen: could the stoek be sub- 
scribed? He assumed that it could not be sub- 
scribed abroad, where there was an absolute horror 
of the credit of the United States. And he as- 
sumed that it could not be subscribed at home, for 
there was a growing distrust of bank investments; 
and it was a period of time when they could not 
obtain a loan on the credit of the United States at 
6 per cent. interest. If, then, they could not ob- 
tain that loan, it was preposterous to suppose that 
they could get capitalists to join in a great stock 
bank; so that, if it was constitutionally a fact, it 
was not financially a possible fact. 

But there might be another alternative, it was 
said; and that was, the sub-treasury. Buthe would 
Say that the people of the United States did not 
want the sub-treasury, and their objection to it had - 
been manifested by the elections. Though the 
affirmative of what should be the alternative for 
the sub-treasury was not put in issue, the sub- 
ireasury itself was put in issue; and so far as the 
elections decided anything, they decided against the 
sub-treasury. i i 

But, independent of this, the people did not want 
the sub-treasury, because it gave not a depository 
for depositors; it was not instrumental as a means 


| of transfer; it did not regulate exchanges; nor did 


it furnish a currency for the country; which things 
the wants of the people called upon Congress to 
grant. Now, whatwastoremain? It was, to ask 
for some instrument or institution which shall, in 
the first place, be without certain things, against 
which the people of the United States hau decided; 
and which should furnish certain things, amongst 
which were the means of deposite, the means of 
transfer, the means for a currency, and the means 
of regulation. Now, it behooved the committee to 
inquire if it was, or was not, advisable to provide 
an instrument or an institution which could be con- 
stitutionally and judiciously established, and meet 
the affirmative wants of the people of the United  - 
States, and avoid those things which they had nega- - 
tived. i 4 
Now, the plan of the exchequer (whether the 
plan of the Secretary of the Treasury, or of the 
committee) did all that’ the people required. It 
gave them everything in a United States bank 
which the people want; and avoided everything in 
it which the people did net want, and everything 
which was against the fixed financial feelings of 
the people of the United. States. The exchequer 
gave what the people wanted, and all that they 
wanted. He had presented a vast number of me- 
morials in its favor, and he knew there was a vast 
mass on the way to the Capitol, praying for its 
adoption, without distinction of party. He was in- 
formed that one had been signed by 3,000 of the 
best and wisest men of Boston. He had assumed, 
then, that the exchequer would meet the exigencies 
of the Government and the wants of the people; 
and he now proceeded to notice the plan of its 
issues. True, there were differences between the 
plan of the Secretary of the Treasury and the plan 
of the committee; but the differences were imma- 
terial and did not affect the general idea; and if 
any portion of the House desired to change the 
amount of the issues, and other immaterial portions 
of the bill, let them do it in committee. But he must 
be permitted to say that in a portion of the public 
press there had been a persevering delusion on the 
subject of the exchequer scheme. The Evening 
Post of New York had misrepresented the House 
bill; but he would reply to the objections to the ex- 
chequer scheme submitted by the Committee of 
Ways and Means. The committee objected, in 
the first place, that it was not so safe a depository 
as a United States bank. There was a time when 
he should have been ready to concur in opinion 
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rith ihe. e of Ways. and Means, that a 
United: States bank, inasmuch as it gave: the capi- 
tal of. the bank as a collateral security, was the 
safer deposiiory;-but when the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. Finumore] affirmed, as a proposition of 
this day, that a. United States bank was the. safer 

- depository, he. (Mr. Cosine) denied the trath of 
the position, . With the prostrate condition and the 
ruin of the United” States, Bank (which was over- 
thrown, by mismanagement, and its capital squan- 


dered) , before them, it did. not become them 
to., say’ the safer. depository was a United 
States. bank,..The gentleman from New York 


[Mr.. Fittmoke] admitted this tacitly in his report, 
when. be said. that the United States Govern- 
mant. foresaw. the. danger in season to withdraw 
the. deposites. In the second place, the committee 
objected that the exchequer was a Government 
bank; bütin what respect was it su? Why, it was 
objected that the sub treasury wasa bank. If the 
exchequer wasa bank, because it received deposites, 
and bought bills of exchange, then the sub-treasury 
was a bank. . But before they undertook to ob- 
ject to a, thing, on a. mere word, it became them to 
analyze it thoroughly. - He denied. that the ex- 
chequer was in any sense a bank. The essence of 
a bank, was.a great stock corporation for profit, - 


» But, then, the. Committee of Ways and Means 
‘objected to: the exchequer, that it was capable of 
expansion. But how? By a vote of the Congress of 
the :United States... And what, then, was the 
proposition of. the gentleman .from New York? 
(Mr. Fittmorz.] Why, they could not trust the 
constitutional Government of the United States, 
including the President and the two branches of 
Congress; but ‘they could trust a cerporation of 
mercenary men, And was not that preposterous? 

- But again: the gentleman said the promises of the 
exchequer: were liable to non-redemption; that was, 
the Government. of the United States would not 

. fake care, of its own honor and credit, and would 
issue its paper (without the means of redemption. 

‘Here, again, was the idea that they could trust a 
‘bank parlor directory in Philadelphiay but they 

‘could not trust the Government of the United 
‘States. All these, and other objections which he 
@numerated, which the committee had raised to the 
exchequer, he contended, told with tenfold force 
against a bank of the United States. 


-He pursued this subject at some length, and ex- 
‘posed what he conceived to be popular errors 
respecting a United States bank. 


He did not wish gentlemen to understand that, 
in thus presenting these facts to the House, his idea 
was that paper should be excluded from the com- 
mon ‘transactions of meh. Far from it. There 
was no ‘more necessity for entirely excluding pa- 
per from ‘the: transactions of men, than for ex- 
‘eluding it from the proceedings of the House. But 


he repeated, we never should have a stable cor- | 


Tency, until we separated the faculty of making 
money ‘from the faculty of lending it. [A member: 
“The exchequer proposes to loan muney, and to 
make it also.”] No, not to loan it. 


He saw an illustration of the idea he had ad- 
vanced, in what he had frequently observed du- 
ring the progress of affairs in this country, and in 
the course of his reading about other countries. 
Tt was this: that in all free States there were two 
parties—the one in -favor of onward movement to~- 
ward the future; andthe other in favor of recur- 
rence to the past. The object of the latter party 
was to restore things which had existed. This 
was the radical error of the Committee of Ways 
and. Means, in making their report. They forgot 
that the world was not now where it was ten years 
ago. .New facts had occurred, new ideas had been 
developed, new purposes avowed. Forgetful of the 
new facts derived from past experience, the Com- 

` mittee.of Ways and Means would call upon the 
Government to refuse all legislation, unless they 
could have restored an old fashioned bank of the 
United States, 
At this point the hour expired, and ` 
Mr. BARNARD. obtained the floor, 
Mr. T. F. MARSHALL was anxious that the 
gentleman should be allowed to proceed; and con- 
clude his speech; but several members objected. 


Mr. BARNARD claimed the floor, and moved 

an adjournmen’; whick motion prevailed. 
—eee 
IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, January 25, 1843. * 

Mr. HUNTINGTON presented a memorial 
from the widow and ten children of Joshua Ray- 
mond, deceased, praying a pension for. his services 


| in the Revolutionary war, and indemnity for 


French spoliations prior to 1800. The portion 
relating to the pension was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. f 

Mr. BATES presented a memorial from Joseph 
W. Cross, and other citizens of West Boyleston, 
Massachusetts, praying that provision may be made 
in all treaties between the “United States and for- 
eign powers for a peaceful adjustment of all inter- 
national difficuliies which mayerise: referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from 
a number of citizens of Cumberland county, Pa., 
in which they protest solemnly and humbly against 
the repeal of the bankrupt law: referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented the petition of 
sundry citizens of Waterford, in the county of 
Washington, in Ohio, complaining of the deranged 
state of the currency, and the want of a national cur- 
rency, and recommending the issue of ¢200,000;000 
of Government stock, based on a pledge of the pub- 
lic domain, to be distributed in a representative 
ratio to the States and Territories, as a means of 
relief; which was referred to the Committe on Fi- 
nance, 

Mr. YOUNG, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, reported a joint resolution directing 
the transfer of the stock held by the United States 
in the Chesapeake and Ohio canal, to the State of 
Maryland, and the cities of Washington, George- 
town, and Alexandria, on certain conditions; which 
was read, and ordered toa second reading. ` 

On motion by Mr. HUNTINGTON, the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary was discharged from the 
further consideration of the memorial of Balie Pey- 
ton, and it was referred to the Judiciary Com- 
mittee 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented a memorial from 
Elmyra, New York, in favor of the plan recom- 
mended by the Executive for a board of exche- 
quer: ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BAYARD, presented a petition from Me- 
Kean Buchanan, a purser in the navy of the United 
States, praying indemnity for lcsses sustained by 
him in consequence of an order of bis command- 
ing officer forbidding the issue of articles denom- 
inated therein; and a petition praying to be allow- 
ed, in the settlement of his accounts, a commission 
on certain bills of exchange, drawn by him tor the 
benefit of the public service; which were referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill concerning the naval peace 
establishment; which was read, and ordéred to a 
second reading. od 

The Senate proceeded to consider, as in com- 
mittee of the whole, the bill entitled “An act for 
the relief of John P. Skinner, and the legal repre- 
sentations of Isaac Green.” 


Messrs. BERRIEN and PHELPS explained 
that this bill was intended to relieve the individuals 
named, as sureties on a bond of Mr. Emerson, a 
pension agent, who failed, having some $10,000 of 
the money of the United States ie his possession. 
The ground assumed in their argument, as a justi- 
fication to relieve the sureties, was, that the sureties 


being cognizant of the insolvency of Emerson,. 


gave notice to the Gcvernment of that fact, and 
pointed out a sufficiency of property held by him, 
against which process might be issued to secure the 
Government; but the United States officers, whose 
duty it was to protect its interests, neglected to 
take any legal ptoceedings to get possession of the 
property, and permitted private individuals to at- 
tach, and have.all of it disposed of, to satisfy their 
claims; and then proceeded against the sureties, to 
secure the amount of the default of Emerson. 
These Senators maintained that the sureties, having 
pointed out property ample to secure the United 
States, should not be held responsible for the 


| 


prere 


amountof the default, inasmuch as the proper officer: 
of the Government neglected to proceed against 
the principal when he was possessed of the prope 
erty. 

Mr. EVANS made some remarks against the 
bill; but said, if it was to passon the grounds as. 
sumed, to justify its passage it ought to appear on 
the face of the bill, so that it should not be here- 
after drawn info a dangerous precedent. He, 
therefore, moved to amend the bill, to the effect 
that, in consequence of the failure of the proper 
officers of the Government to take legal proceed- 
ings against Emerson at the time requested by the 
sureties, said sureties should not be held to a 
fulfilment of the obligationscf their bond, n 

Mir. KING opposed the bill, on the ground that 
it was establishing entirely anew principle—a very 
dangerous one, and one opposed to the practice of 
the Government in all past time, to relieve the 
sureties from the obligations of their bond, when 
the principal had failed. The custom had been 
always, and should remain so, of having process 
issued against the principal and sureties; so that, 
if one failed, the others might secure the interests 
of the United States. 

The question was put on the amendment pro- 
posed by Mr. Evans, and carried in the afirm- 
alive, 

The bill was then repsrted to the Senate, the 
amendment concurred in, and ordered to be en- 
grossed, and the bill to be read a third time. 


THE OREGON TERRITORY. _ 

The bill for the occupation and settlement of the 
Oregon Territory then came up on its passage, as 
the unfinished business of yesterday. 

Mr. McDUFFIE rose and addressed the Senate. 
A wise and prudent man, (said Mr. McD.,) in any 
of the various departments of buman affairs, 
would be very reluctant to engage in any enter- 
prise, however thoroughiy satisfied of his right to 
do so, until he should have well considered, first, 
the appropriate time for its commencement ; 
secondly, the means by which it was to be ace 
complished, and its probable cost; and, finally, the 
benefits which were ultimately to result from its 
accomplishment, And he must be. permitted to 
say, if the worthy Senator from Missouri, who 
had, with so much zeal and ability, presented this 
hil to the consideration of the Senate, had violated 
auy of the maxims of sound policy, (as he humbly 
conceived he had,) it had arisen from the circum- 
stance of totally overlooking the considerations to 
which he had jest alluded, All those Senators 
who had engaged in this discussion seemed tohave 
limited their investigations to what he was cone 
pelied to regard as the mest unimportant of all the 
questions which ihis measure involves. They had 
confined themselves to the mere abstract question 
of the right of tite. They had argued the quese 
tion as if the Senate of the United States was the 
tribunal which was to adjust and determine the 
question cf the validity of the English or the 
American title; and as if this was the only ques= 
tion to be determined. He believed no Senator, 
who had taken part in this discussion, had ex- 
pressed the slightest doubt as to thé validity of the 
title of the United States -to the Territory of Oregon. 
He had investigated the subject as fully and as 
thoroughly as the documentary evidence to which 
he had been able to obtain access had enabled him 
to do; and, with these lights before him; he was 
free to declare that be regarded the title of the 
United States, at least as far north as the forty> 
ninth parallel of latitude, as one of the clearest 
titles that- was ever the subject of national contro- 
versy. Bat, at the same time that he made this 
declaration, he would be very sorry to assume the 
responsibility of precipitating the nation into any 
measure, upon his own judgment, or the judgment 
of the Senate, upon quest‘ons which it did not be- 
long to either to determine. Gentlemen seemed to 
have forgotten that there were two parties inter- 
ested in ibis question; and that, however clear our 
title might appear to us, theirs might appear equally 
clear to the other party. Here was a case of joint 
occupancy, and an existing question as to title. 
The Senate had seemed, throughout the whole dis- 
cussion, to assume that ours was the true title, and 
Were proceeding upon that assumption; although 


the British, at the same time, claimed that theirs 
was the true title. 
ing-claims to be settled? By one of- the interested 
parties? Certainly not. 
2A few words on the subject of the convention of 
1818, which had been indefinitely prolonged by 
* ‘that'of 18277 He concurred ‘perfectly with those 
Seiiators who had maintained that the provision of 
this att, which granted, or stipulated to grant, allo- 
dial titles, or titles in fee simple, to all those citi: 


‘zens of this country who might emigrate to that - 


‘territory, was a palpable violation of the conven- 
‘tion. It wasin vain to disguise the fact, whatever 
might be determined in regard to this malter, 
They were about to take possession of the territory, 
‘to establish a line of American forts, and, by all 
the ‘means and appliances of war, to defend that 
possession. They were about to invite the citizens 
“of this country to go there—not for the purpose of 
“carrying on the far trade; not to do that which was 
. consistent with a joint occupancy by the two part 
ties to the convention; but to establish á permanen- 
settiément.. The British Government and the Brit- 
ish nation, however we might disguise the fact in 
- ‘our atguments here, could not be so blind as not to 
_perceive the palpable object of this measure. He 
begged to inquire of the worthy Senators who took 
so deep an interest in the fate of this bill, what was 
the existing emergency which called ¥upon the Uni- 
ted States to take this step? The question, for the 
last twenty-four years, had been allowed to slum- 
‘ber, while we were in the midst of the greatest na- 
tional prosperity, with a treasury so abundantly 
“supplied that the wit and ingenuity of man could 
not find out a legitimate mode of disencumbering 
it of its superabundant treasure. He called upon 
Senators to state what was the existing emergency, 
which demanded, now, that a measure of this kind 
‘should be adopted. Why was it that they were 
invoked at this moment—and, he must be permit- 
ted to say, this inauspicious moment—to enter into 
a measure of this kind? Why had it not been 
done twenty years ago, or at some subsequent pe- 
fied prior to the present? He was decidedly averse 
to embark in it now. What was the condition 
of our affairs in relation to England? Had they 
already forgotten that only the other day a mo- 
mentous treaty had been concluded with England, 
concerning one of ihe most emb 
ties that had arisen since the termination of the 
late war? He would ask, How, and at whose in- 
slagce, was that adjustment made? It was made 
at the instance of that nation, concerning whose 
»grasp:ng ambition so much had.been said by 
gentlemen cn this floor, Was it ber ambi- 
tion, her love of conquest, and desire of the ac- 
quisition of territory, that induced England to 
send to us the olive branch of peace, in the 
form of an extraordinary mission? Great Britain 
voluntarily moved in this matter, and tendered to 
us the olive branch of peace; and he thanked God 
that our Government accepted it in the spizit in 
which it was extended to us. He was not disposed 
to find fault with the result of ‘those negotiations, 
even if they had conceded much more territory 
than was conceded, had it been done with the con- 
sent of the Siate immediately interested, and con- 
sistenily with the honor of the country. He would 
rather that peace should be made on almost any 
terms, than to go to war. The matter had been 
adjusted; and he must be permitted to say, that 
for the adjustment of this question, if for nothing 
else, the people of the United States owed a debt of 
lasting gratimde to the Administration by whom 
this adjustment had been effected; and he would 
go farther, and say, that every patriot in Exgland, 
and every patriot in the United States, would shake 
hands, and declare that the Government of each 
was indebted ta the negotiators. He thanked God 
that the treaty had been bronght to a successful 
termination. Well, sir, (said Mr. McD.,) while 
congratulating ourselves on the termination of 
these great difficulties, at such a moment as this, 
what. are we about to do? While a part of our 
“territorial boundary remained still to be adjusted — 
‘while the question was still a subject of pending ne- 
gotiation between the two countries—the Senate of 
the United States, a branch of the Legislature, 
intimately connected with the treaty-making power, 


By whom were these conflict- . 


arrassing difficul- 


is about to adopta military movement, in order to” 


take military possession of the territory. Now, 
however we may view this act, whatever interpre- 
tation we may place upon it—I will ask gentlemen 
to assume to themselves for a moment the position 
ofthe British ministry, and imagine what would 
be the natural effect upon their minds of a meas- 
ure of this kind. Sir, they sent us the olive branch 
of peace to adjust the most important difficulty. 
Instead of reciprocating the amicable spirit mani- 
fested by them, we are about to send forth the 
flaming sword of defiance;—yes, at the very mo- 
ment our minister is instructed to negotiate for a 
settlement of the question, we. snatch from their 
hands the olive branch of peace, and place the 
sword of defiance initsstead. This may be strong 
language; but strong as it is, it is not stronger than 
the natural interpretation which will be placed on 
our conduct, if this bill be passed, by Great Britain. 


I have asked, what is the emergency which de- 
mands the passage of this bill? Is there any prob- 
ability that we shall fail in the adjustment of the 
question by negotiation? If gentlemen believe we 
shall fail, and that we shall ultimately ke under the 
necessity of resorting to force of arms to establish 
our title and maintain our occupation, this is an 
additional reason why we should adopt no measure 
which, in the estimation of the civilized world, and 
in our own, could possibly place us in the wrong. 
Let us fairly and honorably try to negotiate. Let 
us try to adjust this boundary, as we have done the 
other. And, as l think the title of the United 
States is infinitely more clear than that upon which 
the negotiation has just terminated, I think the prob- 
ability of an amicable adjustment is so much the 
greater. But gentlemen say we must proceed in 
this way—we must take possession, because the 
British are doing the same. / They are making 
fodgments, establishing settlements, looking for- 
ward to the exclusive possession at some fature 
period. Now, I totally dissent from this opinion; 
and if there is any one conclusion to which the 
documents before the Senate must irresistibly bring 
the minds of Senators, it is that Great Britain has 
not the remotest idea—that she has not done a soli- 
tary act, nor..uttered a solitary word, on the ques- 
tion, evincing the remotest desire to make perma- 
nent exclusive settlements in that territory. All 
that she desired, all that they have ever claimed, 
is the right to prosecute the fur-trade, and to make 
such temporary settlements as were necessary 
to accomplish that object. Have they done 
more, sir? it is true the worthy Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. Morgngap}] made a formida- 
ble array of charges against England, in ref- 
erence to acts which she has already done. In the 
first place, that she has made a fort one hundred 
miles from the mouth of the Columbia river; and 
the gentleman, with that candor which forbids bim 
to suppress any part of the truth, read a full account 
of that fort, concluding wiib a statement that it was 
a mere stockade fort, in its very character intended 
for no other purpose than to repel the attacks of 
the Indians; and so it is with all the other forts 
which they have established. This, then, amounis 
to nothing; it furnishes no evidence of an intention 
gf establishing permanent settlements, the idea of 
which seems to have taken hold of the minds of 
Senators. The Senator from Kentucky related 
another very important fact. He said, England 
bas violated the convention, which stipulated the 
joint cecupancy in the prosecution of the fur trade; 
because, whenever our boats ascended the Colum- 
bia river to trade with the Indians, they were im- 
mediately driven off by the English, who had the 
audacity to come there and sell goods to the poor 
Indians cheaper than the Americans did; and this 
wasa violation of the convention. Why, sir, this har- 
monizes very badly with the remark of the worthy 
Senator from New Hampshire, [Mr. Woopzory } 
who indicated, as one important object to be gained 
by the passage of this Dill, the civilization of 
the Indians. But, if we cannot afford to sell them 
goods ata cheap tate, it surely does not show a 
very Christian spirit. But all this is mere words. 
I put it to the Senate whether any one, in the 
course of this discussion, has put his finger on a 
solitary act which indicated an intention, on the 
part of Great Britain, to establish for herself an 


exclusive occupation. I -assert. that, -as faras: I 
have examined, I have discovered. no evidence: of . 
- any such intention, | 23); = “ak turei 
» Now, Mr. President, haying pressed these-brief 
views, tending to show the inexpediency.of adopt- 
ing such a measure ai this time, in reference: to: nes 
gotiatioùs now pending between ihe-two countries, 
let- me ‘ask. the. Senate, What will-be the natural 
interpretation that England will put uponour ao? 
If we had passed the measure without, debate, it 
might not bave been regarded in any.degree offen- 
sive; but you may rest assured, when this-act-comes - 
to be regarded by the British Ministry, particularly. 
if they have any desire. to take possession :of the 
territory, what will be the interpretation they will 
put upon it? They will interpret the act by, the 
speeches delivered here, Will they not, sir? : Gon- 
sult your own bosoms.. What is the impression 
produced upon yourselves, when an English pa- 
per—not even a ministerial paper—throws out de- 
nunciations against the United States? o iun 

What, then, will be their interpretation of'thisact, 
military in its character, heralded forth: ‘to: ‘the 
world with denunciations against England, on ac- 
count of her grasping ambition—referring lo ‘her 
acis in the Eastern hemisphere, in Asia and in 
China, as well as on this continent? Sir, however 
calmly we. may hear these things, the British will 
nothear them with calmness. Now, sir, let metell 
you bow many gentlemen are mistaken as to the 
feeling existing in England in regard.to this sub- 
ject. I was there for about six months during the 
years 1838 and 1839; and if I were called upon on 
my oath to declare what appeared to be the miost 
prevailing sentiment in England, I would say it 
was an absolute horror of the idea of a:war with 
America. N All ranks, bigh and low, every person 
I encountered, in the highway and ‘elsewhere, uni- 
versally concurred in the sentiment that the an- 
cient feuds that had separated the two countries 
had passed away-—that a new era had grown up 
—that they were bound together by the strong ties of 
consanguinity, both being of the Anglo-Saxon race, 
differing from all the rest of the world; and I heard. 
the language used—language in which I concurred—— 
that if the two Governments, on a question of 
mere boundary, which might be intrusted to: are 
bitrators, should involve themselves in war, they 
would deserve the eternal execration of the world. 
This was the universal sentiment. tae 

Sir, I am not afraid of being charged with 
dreading ‘the tremendous power of Engiand, 
Surely, the courage of the people of the United 
States, illustrated in so many glorious battles by 
land and by sea, is not reduced to so low an. ebb, 
that they may not venture to be just and moderate 
for fear of encountering the hazard of being thought 
to be cowardly. No, sir; no such interpretation 
will be put upon our conduct. I confidently bee 
lieve, therefore, that if we wait with patience, and 
fairly employ the means of peace which are in our 
hands, and leave the executive department of the 
Government to discharge its duty, I confidently 
believe, from the progress already made in the ad= 
justment of our difficulties, that this comparatively 
unimportant one would be adjusted. So far, sir, as 
regards our foreign relations. 

But there are some domestic views. of the subject 
which gentlemen have overlooked. What do we 
want with this territory? What are we to.do with 
itt What is to be the consequence of our taking pos- 
session of i? What is the act we are called on 
now to do? Why, it is neither more nor Jess than 
“an act of colonization, for the first time proposed. 
since the foundation of thisGovernment. If this 
were a question of gradual, and continuous, and 
progressive settlement—if the territory, to which 
our citizens are invited, were really to become a 
part of this Union, it would present a very different 
question. But, sir, does any man seriously suppose 
that any State which can be formed at the mouth of 
ihe Columbia river, or any of thé inhabitable parts of 
that territory, would ever become one of the States 
of this Union? I have great faith—no one had 
much greater—in the power of the representative 
prineiple to extend the sphere of government; but 
I confess that, even in the most. sanguine days: of 
my youth, I never conceived the possibility of em- 
bracing within the same Government people living 
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five thousand miles apart. Bat, sir, the worthy 
Senator. from New: Hampshire [Mr. Woopsvay] 


-+ Seems to have discovered a principle much more 


potent than the representative principle. He refers 
you lo steam, as far more potent. I should doubt 
very much whether the elements, ör powers, or or- 
ganization of the principles of government, will 
ever be changed by steam. “Steam! How are we 
to apply: steam’ in uhis case? Has the Sena- 
tor: examined -the character of the country? 
What is the character of the country? Why, as 
1 understand it, that about seven hundred miles 
this side of the Rocky Mountains is uninhabita- 
ble, where'tain scarcely ever falls—a barrep sandy, 
soil.’ On the other side—we have itfrom a very 
intelligent gentleman, sent -to explore that country 
by the State Department, that there are three suc- 
cessive ridges of mountains extending towards the 
Pacific, and running nearly parallel; which moun- 
tains. are totally impassable, except in certain parts, 
where there were gaps or depressions, to be reached 
only by going some hundred of miles outof the 
direct course. Well, now, what are we todo in 
such a case as this? How are you going to apply 
steam? » Have you made anything like an estimate 
of the cost of a railroad running from here to 
‘the mouth of the Columbia? Why, the wealth of 
the Indies would be insufficient. You would 
have to tunnel througk mountains five hun- 
dred or six hundred miles in extent. It is true 
they have constructed a tunnel beneath the 
Thames; but at a vast expenditure of capital. 
‘With a bankrupt treasury, and a depressed and 
suffering people, to talk about constructing a rail- 
road to the western shore of this continent, mani- 
fests a wild spirit of adventure which I never ex- 
pected to hear broached in the Senate of the United 
States. Andis the Senate of the United States to 
be the last enirenchment where we are to find this 
wild spirit of adventure which has involved this 
country in ruin? Ẹ believe that the farmers, the 


‘honest cultivators of the soil, look now only to God - 


in his. mercy, and their own labor, to relieve them 
from the wretchedness in which the wild and 
-visionary schemes. of adventure have involved 
them... 

Now, it is one of the most uncalculating measures 
which was ever brought before the Senate. For 
whose benefit are we bound to pass it? Who are 
to go there, along the line of military posts, and 
take possession of the only ‘part of the territory fit 
to occupy—that part lying upon the seacoast, a 
strip less than one hundred miles in width; for, as 
Ihave already stated, the rest of the territory con- 
sists of mountains almost inaccessible, and low 
lands which are covered with stone and volcanic 
remains, where rain never falls, except during the 
spring; and even on the coast no rain falls from 


_ April to October, and for the remainder of the year 


there is nothing but rain. Why, sir, of what use 
will this be for agricultural purposes? I would 
not for ihat purpose give a pinch of snuff for the 
whole territory. I wish to God we did not own 
it. 1 wish it was an impassable barrier to secure 
‘us against the intrusion of others. This is the 
character of the country. Who are we to send 
there? Do you think your honest farmers in Penn- 
sylvania, New York, or even Ohio or Missouri, 
will abandon their farms to go upon any such en- 
terprise as this? God forbid! If any man who 
isto go to that country, under the temptations of 
this bill, was my child—if he was an honest and in- 
dustrious man, I would say to him, for God sake, 
do not go there. You will not better your condition. 
You will exchange the comforts of home, and the 
happiness of civilized life, for the pains and perils 
of-a precarious existence. But if I hada son 
whose conduct was such as made him a fit subject 
for Botany Bay, I would say, in the name of 
God, go. This is my estimate of the importance 
of the settlement. Now, what are we to gain 
by making the settlement? : In what shape are our 
expenditures there to be returned? When are we 
to get any revenue from the citizens of ours who 
go to that distant territory—3,300 miles from the 
seat of Government, as I have it from the Senator 
from Missouri? What return are they going to 
make us for protecting them with military posts, at 
an expense at the outset of $200,000, and swelling 


hereafter God knows how much—probably equal- 
ling the annual expenses of the Florida war. 
What will they return us for this enormous ex- 
pense, after we have tempted them, by this bill, to 
leave their pursuits of honest industry, to go upon 
this wild and gambling adventure, in which their 


“blood is to be staked? 


Sir, does any man suppose. that, in the next 
twenty years, we shall derive a cent of revenue? 
I put it to the Senate, Is there a man here who 
supposes that the wealth or power of the. United 
States will be increased to the amount of one 
solitary cent by all the colonists that may be pre- 
vailed upon to go there? No, sir, not a cent. 
Well, now, make a moderate estimate; what do 
you think it will cost, on the seale on which you 
set out, during the nexttwenty years? Why, if 
you get off with ten millions of dollars, it will be 
about what any reasonable man would considera 
proper estimate. Thecountry is inhabited by fierce 
and warlike savages. It is a country abounding 
with recesses to which they can retreat, and in 
which they will be inaccessible; and if we ever 
get to war wiih them, (and we know by experience 
that the most certain way to get to war is to go 
among them,) we shall find another Florida; and 
every person knows how much the expenses of that 
unfortunate. war had exceeded the anticipations of 
those who forebuded the worst. Sir, the interests 
of the people of the United States, throwing out of 
view the ardent and unpatriotic desire of adven- 
turers, and consulting the solid interests of the 
agricultural and manufacturing interests of the 
country,) I venture to say that, for the next twenty 
years, there is not a congressional district in this 
Union, costing the Government nothing, but, on 
the contrary, contributing to its support, which 
will nat be more valuable to the United States 
than the whole of this territory. It never can be 
of ady value for agricultural purposes. 


All the accounts I have read concur, without 
any dissenting voice, in stating that the fur-trade is 
in rapid course of deterioration. The animals 
which yield furs are disappearing; and the time is 
not remote when even the British fur company 
will abandon the country, if you leave them alone. 
So you have a prospect, by the mere lapse of time 
—by the mere progress of events—by the extermi- 
nation of animals—of having the territory dropped 
into our possession. But, if the British had no 
claim to this territory, and there were nothing which 
impelled us. to go with cur military establishments 
and agricultural seltlements, I would not consent— 
if there was an embankment of even five fect to 
be removed, I would not consent toéxpend five 
dollars to remove that embankment to enable our 
population to go there. Ido not wish to tempt the 
people to form settlements there. I wish this to be 
a great empire, grown up by the natural course of 


} civilization, and the natural extension of popula- 


tion, I thank God for his mercy in placing the 
Rocky Mountains there. I believe, if it had not 
been for those:mountains, we would have been al- 
ready in the Pacific. You cannot civilize men, if 
they have an indefinite extent of territory cver 
which to spread their numbers; for so long as they 
spread their numbers, instead of becoming civilized, 
they become semi-savage. All agree that civili- 
zation can best be effected when the country is 
hedged in by narrow boundaries, 

Why, Mr. President, if there is any one lesson 
inculeated by history, beyond the possibility of 
doubt, it is that all nations of the world which have 
within the last one or two centuries sent out dis- 
tant colonies, have found them to be far more 
expensive than profitable. There is nothing 
which can justify such an enterprise, but the 
existence of a superabundant and siarving popula- 
tion. . Iu our case there is no such necessity. Are 
we pent up within narrow Jimits?—are We stifled for 
air?—are we starving for want of means of subsist- 
ence? Why, sir, we are very much distressed, to be 
sure; butit is from plethora, not from consumption. 
We are now in acondition in which a Senator from 
Kentucky, in discussing the tariff bill, told us we 
were, and that is—in a most deplorable con- 
dition. The barns were full—were breaking 
down with the weight of*grain; the country 
was overburdened with a superabundance of ali 


l 


the means of human subsistenee. ‘This is the case 
now. Inthe history of the United States, a period 
was never known of such an. abundance of every- 
thing necessary to support- human life—corn sell- 
ing for ten to twelve and a half cents a bushel; 
wheat at forty cents, and every other article of 
consumption in proportion;~-and with a country 
like this, and with a soil as productive as the val~ 
leys of Egypt, and so extensive that you cannot 


- people it for a century to come,—with such 


a soil, and such means for rewarding the honest 
agricultural laborer, shall we, at an enormous ex- 
pense, derived from taxes upon the labor of the 
industrious, indugi he whims and caprices of the 
adventurous portion of the population, who love 
to roam over the mountains? It is not proper to 
hold oat such inducements to our citizens to engage 
in these adventurous pursuits. There are no ad~ 
vantages to be derived from them. The advan- 
tages of the fur trade have been bighly extolled; 
but I have seen no results butthe enormous wealth 
of John Jacob Astor, and one or two others, to jus- 
tify the commendation. Are the honest mechanic 
and agriculturist, engaged in the honest pursuits 
of industry, to be taxed, that inducements may be 
held out to the adventurous to engage in this trade, 
which has enriched so few? 


Have you read the account of Astor’s adven- 
tures in the fur trade? You will there find that the 
most of his operators were foreigners and the half- 
breed Indians. There were no citizens of the 
United States employed by him; and by this bill 
you will induce none of your citizens to embark 
but those of an adventurous character—those who 
have nothing to lose. I cannotthink any man who 
has a strong feeling of patriotism—who hasa heart 


_ bound to his conntry as it ought to be, and en- 


dearing associations inseparably connected with 
home—would abandon his friends and family, and 
all endeared to him, to emigrate to that country. 
No, sir; captivating as it may be to one portion 
of the Union, this is a spirit we ought not to en- 
courage: we ought rather to induce the honest 
and industrious classes to remain among us, and 
contribute to the support of their Government. 


But, in the ardor with which gentlemen have 
been drawn into the discussion of this question, 
they seem to have totally overlooked a very im- 
portant matter—the ways and means. Do we so 
abound in financial resources, as to be able, at this 
particular moment, to appropriate 900,000 gp a 
scheme of this kind? Have gentlemen considered. 
the question of ways and means? I have not heard a» 
single individual, in the course of the debate, make the 
slightest reference to the pecuniary means of this 
country to justify such an appropriation.. I must, 
however, except the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire. At the close of his remarks, he made a 
slight allusion to our finances, rather with a view 
of showing that, as bad as they were, we might 
make the appropriation necessary to carry the plan 
into operation. That gentleman was himself Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, at a period of great financial 
embarrassment; and the tribulation to which he was 
then exposed, no doubt, bronght him to sympa- 
thize with the present Secretary of that Depart- 
ment, and to consider the importanee of having 
ways and means; and the still greater importance 
of prosecuting this measure, whether you have 
the ways and means or not. Well, sir, two great 
political parties are now contending for power. 
They have both, in some degree, adopted the same, 
watchword—economy and retrenchment. That 
was the sign under which the Whigs conquered in 
1840; it is the sign under which the Republicans 
hope to ‘conquer now. Hitherto, on this sub- 
ject, we have had nothing but words. I have 
not seen the slightest effort to establish, in 
the administration of this Government, any sys- 
tem of economy. I have not witnessed any ap- 
parent micgiving inthe minds of Senators who are 
favorable to the adoption of this measure, as to the 
deficient condition of the finances, I confidently 
believe that we will not have a sufficiency ot 
means to carry on the Government, and to pay the 
ordinary demands which are contracted on its be- 
half. The expenditure which the Government 
is required to make will not leave, at the end of 


the year, anything to be applied to the objec 


-contemplated in this: bill. : : : 
. © Vhave seen a statementof the probable amount 
_ of: the imports of the last quarter, purporting ‘to 
come from a person who investigated the subject 
_ thoroughly, and who had ihe means to investigate 
its°and the result was, that the probable amount of 
the whole imports for that period would be little 
more than eight millions of dollars. What does 
this indicate? A state of things which, of all others, 
talis upon us to pause. 
What is the condition of this. Government? 
Who. is it that rules? Who is responsible for the 
measures adopted here? Nobody, sir. -We are 
- in a state of ‘interregnum. Nobody is respon- 
sible.. For God’s sake, let us postpone meas- 
ures of this kind until there is somebody in the 
Government responsible. The Executive is-ex- 
erting, no doubt, the best of his powers to do 
something; but he is not sustained by the other 
branches of the Legislature. Wether of the great 
parties seems to have any sympathy for the Exe- 
cutive. They stand by, and fold their arms. If you 
should say to-either of them, you have appropria- 
ted: $200,000 without having the means to meet that 
appropriation, they would say it does not concern us; 
it belongs to the other party to provide the ways 
and mfans. For God’s sake, then, let us not adopt 
equivocal measures of this kind when there is no 
party responsible for anything. Wait a year or 
two. Within that period you will have a chance of 
having thatterritory gained by amicable negotiation. 
Within that period you will certainly have some- 
body at the head of this Government—whether 
Democratic or Whig—of sufficient power to assume 
the responsibility of the measures adopted for ad- 
ministering the Government. I beseech you now, 
by every consideration connected with the na- 
tional welfare, to pause. The time will come 
when it wiil be properto act. I think, of all times, 
this is the most inappropriate; and I say, em- 
phatically, pause before you proceed further in this 
matter, 


Mr. LINN remarked that it was his wish to 
‘close the debate on this subject; and, unless some 
other Senator desired to address the Senate then, 
he would move to pass over the bill, informally, 
till to morrow, He made that motion, and it was 
agreed to. 

On motion by Mr. CRITTENDEN, the Senate 
proceeded to consider, asin committee of the whole, 
the bill for the payment of seven companies of 
Georgia militia, for services rendered in 1840 and 
A841. ° 

Mr. CRITTENDEN moved an amendment, to 
come in at the end of the bill, appropria- 
ting $19,399 87 outof any money in the treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, to satisfy the 
claims involved in the bill; which was agreed to. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate, aid 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

` On motion by Mr. MILLER, the bill for repair- 
ing and repaving a portion of Pennsylvania avenue 


was taken up, and recommitted to the Committee 


on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN moved to postpone the 
previous orders, for the purpose of taking up the 
joint resolution authorizing the establishing of 
agencies for water-rotted hemp. 

Mr. KING thought it better to go on with the 
regular orders, and let the resolution come up in 
its order. 

Messrs, CRITTENDEN and SEVIER remarked 
that the subject was one of exceeding interest and 
importance to two or three States in the Union, 
and hoped the resolution would be considered at 
once. 

The question was put on the motion to take up 
the resolution, and decided in the negative—ayes 13, 
nays 14. 

On -motion by Mr. GRAHAM, it was ordered 
that the petition of D. G. Skinner be taken from 
the files of the Senate, and referred to the Commil- 

..tee on Claims. | 

<- The bill for the relief of Charles J. Jenkins and 
William W. Mann, assignees of John McKinne, 
was taken up, as in commiltee of the whole; ahd, 
after a few remarks by Messrs. KING and 
-HUNTINGTON in opposition, and by Mr. BER. 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


RIEN in favor.of its passage, it was postponed 
till Friday next. s - 
On motion by.Mr.-BERRIEN, 
The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
‘Wennzsnay, January 25, 1843. 

Mr. READ presented a petition, signed by sun- 
dry citizens of northern Pennsylvania, praying for 
the repeal of the bankrupt law; which was laid on 
the table. ' , 

- Mr. SAUNDERS, from the Judiciary Commit- 
tee, reported a bill for the relief of Richard Stee}; 
which was read twice, and committed. ; 

Mr. WISE, from a select committee appointed at 
the last session, and reappointed at the present one, 
reported a bill to establish a Government office for 
printing, binding, &c., and for other purposes; 
which was read twice, ordered to be printed, and 
committed to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, ` 


Mr. CUSHING submitted a letter which he had’ 


received from Mr. Cunard, of Halifax, Nova Sco- 
tia, which corrected an error into which he had 
fallen, in a reporthe had made on the subject of 
British colonial trade. 

THE EXCHEQUER. 


Mr. FILLMORE insisted upon the orders of the 
day, and objected to all other business, the solici- 
tations of various members to the contrary notwith- 
standing. 3 

The SPEAKER, therefore, decided that the ex- 
chequer was the subject in order. 


Mr. PICKENS inquired if it overrode the busi- 
ness of the morning hour, during which the reso- 
lution of the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Bownr,] respecting the bill to refund to General 
Jackson the amount of his fine, was in order; and 
as it had been discussed for several weeks, he 
hoped the House would proceed with, and dispose 
of it. 


The SPEAKER replied that, as the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Fitumorg] insisted upon the 
order of the day, the reports and accompanying res- 
olution on the exchequer scheme overrode all other 
business, as that subject was before the House, 
under a suspension of the rules; and on that ques- 
tion, the gentleman from New York {Mr. Bar- 
NARD] was entitled to the floor. 

The question was therefore taken up. It stands 
thuss ` , 

The Committee of Ways had Means had re- 

portedsthe following resolution: . 


Resolved, That the plan of an exchequer presented to Con. 
reas by the Secretary of the Treasury at the last session of 
Jongress, entitled “A bill amendatory of the several acts 

establishing the Treasury Department,” ought not to be 
adopted: 

To which resolution Mr. Atuerton, from the 
minority committee, had moved the following 
amendment: 

And that the Committee of Ways and Means be instructed 
to bring in a bill regulating the collection, safekeeping, transfer, 
and disbursement of the public moneys, in such a manner as 
shall, as far ae possible, substitute provisions of law for execu- 
tive discretion in the management of the finances; shall prevent 
the moneys of the people from being used for purposes of 
private speculation and emolument, and shall render the Gov- 
ernment independent of the agency and influence of moneyed 
corporations, 

And Mr. Cusine had moved to amend the res- 
olution of Mr. FiLLMoRg, by striking out after the 
word “ought” the word ‘‘not;? [so as to make the 
proposition affirmative, instead of negative. This 
motion, the reader will recollect, had been original- 
ly submitted by Mr. Evererr; bat withdrawn by 
him.} 

So the pending question was on the amendment 
of Mr. CUSRING. 

Mr. BARNARD said if he supposed that the 
action of this House on the subject of the currency 
was to end with the vote to be taken on the reso- 
lutions now on the table, he should not trouble the 
House with any remarks on the subject; he should 
content himself with recording his voie on that 
proposition, and with referring to the very able 
report made by the Committee of Ways and 
Means, as that report fujgished abundant reasons 
and arguments for his Justification. Though he 
felt bound to say at the same -time that there 


| 


were perhaps positions and argaments in that re- 
port, from which, if that were the question before 
the House, he should feel himself bound to dis- 
sent; but his hope and trust was, that when 
this House should definitively bave. acted on 
the proposition before them, they would then 


‘proceed, to some positive and affirmative action 


upon the subject of the currency. He hoped and 
trusted that: this House would not content itself 
with the negative proposition now before it. -He 
held it to be proper for the House to act on this. 
subject in the form in which it had been presented 
by the Committee of Ways and Means; but he 
held it also to be proper, and the bounden duty of 
the House, after that action should be passed, to 
proceed, if possible, to mature some measure of re~- 
lief for the country. He -believed such a thing 
was practicable; and whatever was practicable ‘for 
the House to do on this important subject, and 
whatever it could do without a sacrifice of princi- 
ple, for the relief both of the Government and of 
the country, he held that this House was. bound to 
do.. And so far as he was concerned, the gentle» 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Cusnine] need be 
under no apprehension that he (Mr. B.) entertained 
any disposition to stop with the action of the House 
on this subject; and he gave that gentleman notice 
now, that if he did net himself move to go into 
Committee of the Whole on his bill, he (Mr. B.) 
would himself move it, and urge it on the House 
at the earliest possible time. i 

Mr. WISE. Why did you not do it before? 
We have been urging you all along. 


Mr. BARNARD (without noticing the observa- 
tion of the genileman from Virginia) continued. 
And he would do that, not with the remotest idea 
that the House would entertain that gentleman’s 
bill, but that, after the House had condemned his bill; 
along with that presented from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, it would be the most convenient mode of 
getting at another proposition which he should feel 
it his duty to present to, and urge upon, the House. 
It was his purpose to refer, before he concluded his 
remarks, to the measure to which he had just al- 
luded;-and the observations he might feel bound to 
make on the proposition now before them, would 
be made chiefly with a view of preparing, so far 
as he could do by his remarks, the mind of the 
House for action on that measure which he should 
present. 

The present Congress had twice presented to the 
President of the United States a measure of its own 

“on the subject of finance and currency, and ‘that 
measure had twice been rejected. The President 
ot the United States had presented his plan of 
finance. At the last session of Congress they gave 
that plan a silent veto; at the present session, they 
proposed to give ita positive veto, according to the 
forms prescribed and the powers conferred by the 
Constitution. When that should be done, then 
perhaps the House might see that the decks were 
clear, and that it would be competent for them to 
look about and see by what measures they should 
steer and guide the vessel for the. conetusion of a 
safer voyage. He repeated that ihe President of 
the United States had vetced their measure of 
finance and currency; and they had vetoed, and 
proposed again to veto, the President’s measure of 
finance and. currency; by which, se faras he was 
concerned, he intended that the President of the 
United States, and his friends on this floor, should 
understand that the Congress of the United States 
was as much of “a constitutional fact” as the 
President of the Uniied States. 

When the county had a United States bank, it 
was found capable of performing certain offices 
and functions for the Government and the country. 
The President of the United States proposed by his 
plans that the same important offices and func- 
tions should be performed: he proposed his plan, 
therefore, as a substitute for a bank of the United 
States. That those offices and functions could be 
performed in another way, everybody could see 
when they examined a plan which would be sub~ 
mitied to the country. 

‘There was only one mode in which the import- 
ant functions of keeping and disbursing the public 
moneys could be performed without the use of a 
national bank, or the State banks. This mode 


was, ‘that’ the Executive should perform those of- 


. fices and services itself. This was what was pro- 
posed by the plan of the Executive. It proposed 
to perform all the duties connected with the finan- 
cial department of the Government, by the agency 
of 6fficers appointed by the President, under. the 
Constitution; that the Government should keep, 


transfer, and disburse its own revenues; that it. 


should perform thë duties of. commissioners of 
loans and persion ‘agents; that it should re- 
ceive deposites, issue a currency for the country, 
and supply commercial exchanges,- All these 
functions were proposed to be performed, by the 
plan of the Secretary of tse Treasury. What was 
‘the proposed board -of exchequer? He answered, 
an executive department of the Government; ora 
` branch of an executive department, composed of 


` officers appointed by the President—just such a de- ` 


partment, in fact, as the Post Office, the General 
Land Office, the Bounty Land Office, the Pension 
Office; the War or Navy Department. 

It must be obvious that a portion of the duties 
proposed to be performed by the exchequer were 
competent to be performed by it; whilst there was 
no competency whatever for the remainder. There 
was & competency to keep and disburse the public 
moneys, to make. leans, and to give the paper of 
‘the Government. as evidence of debt, and perhaps 
‘to issue such paper in a form to circulate as money 
although he would never invest the Executive 
with any such authority, except in cases of great 
exigency. ‘But there was something more proposed 
by this exchequer. It proposed te receive depos- 
ites, to issue convertible paper to circulate as money, 
and to deal in commercial exchanges. .So far as 
the proposition to receive deposites and deal in ex- 
changes was concerned, he must declare his con- 
viction that there was no power in the Government 
for the performande of such functions, It was 
true that the Government might deal with individ- 
uals on Government account, but not with individ- 
uals on individual account. 


In the first place, then, taken as a whole, the 
‘proposed exchequer was a subordinate executive 
department of the Government—an executive 
treasury, with sub-treasuries, or branches. In the 
second place, it was an executive commercial 
bank of deposite and exchange. Fer the first, there 
was a competency; for the second, none whatever. 
But he had serious objections to the establishment 
of an executive treasury. He would mention one 
now, which condemned the whole scheme—and 
that was, the simple fact that it proposed that the 
surplus revenues of the country should be kept in 
the hands of executive officers, instead of being de- 
posited in banks. What was the history of tbe 
keeping of the public money since the foundation 
of our Government? At the first session after the 
adoption. of the Constitution, in 1789, a law was 
passed requiring the Treasurer of the United States 
tobe the keeper of the public moneys. It did not 
prescribe the place or mode of keeping them, That 
was left to the Treasurer’s own di cretion. Un- 
derstanding that there was bul one mode, the Treas- 
urer adopted that. ‘Where were three or four State 
banks: and these he adopted as his depositories; 
and did net, fora moment, keep the money in his 
own possession. At the second session of Congress, 
the Bank of the United States was chartered; andit 
afforded further opportunities to the Treasurer for 
making deposites. The law did not require him to 
make it a depository; yet he did so—not dispensing 
with the agency cf the State banks. Thus ‘the 
matter went on till 1794, when a committee was 
appointed to examine the Treasurers accounts— 
who reported that ail the functions of the Treas- 
ury Department connected with the transfer, sate- 
keeping, and disbursement of the public moneys, 
were satisfactorily performed by banks. (Mr. B. 
read an extract from their report.) That com- 
mitiee proposed no action, being satisfied with the 
mode of proceeding adopted by the Treasurer. 
Things thus went on until 1811, when the charter 
of the old bank expired, and when resort was again 
had to the State banks. The Treasurer then had 
about two hundred to select from. It was the 
period of the war, when all the banks of the coun- 
try south of New England suspended specie pay- 
ments, Notwithstanding this fact, the Treasurer 


continued to deposite in them, knowing that the 
banks were just as sound after, as before they 
suspended. In 1816, the second Bank of the 
United States was incorporated, and then Congress 
for the first time undertook to legislate in relation - 
to the. mode of keeping the public moneys, by ap- 
pointing the Bank ofthe United. States as the 
depository. It was not so. much for the safety of 
the public funds, as for the benefitof the bank, in 
consideration of the heavy bonuses exacted of it 
and paid. for the charter. The bank. then became 
the depository, and no further legislation was had 
Until 1836. In 1833, however, the Executive un- 
dertook to interfere, and took the public money 
out of the control of law, to put itin the hands of 
officers of its own appointment. In 1836, Con- 
gress, in- consequence of the largely accumulated 
amount of revenue in the hands of the Executive, 
passed a law on the subject. But, even then, the 
mode ‘of keeping the public money was not changed; 
bat the Secretary of the Treasury was merely re- 


_ quired to select certain banks in which the Treas- 


uret was to deposite. In 1837,a suspension of 
specie payments, more gencral than that which 
occurred during the war, took place; and the op- 
portunity was seized to introduce anew mode of 
keeping the funds of the Government. Mr. Van 
Baren called Congress together, and proposed his 
sub-treasury, or (as his friends delighted to call it) 
the independent treasury. This was not adopted 
until the last year of his administration. It went 
into operation on the 4th of July, 1840, and re- 
mained in operation jast one year. In the mean 
time, Mr. Van Buren lost his office on that very 
measure; for the political revolution of 1840 turned 
on it more than on everything else that entered into 
the contest, It was repealed, and, with it, the law 
of 1836; thus leaving matters as they stood under 
the act of 1839. There was no surplus revenue to 
tempt the banks to corruption; and it was thought 
that the funds of the Government might be safely 
left to the Secretary of the Treasury. The terms 
on which the banks kept the money had been re- 
ported by the Secretary of the Treasury; and from 
that report, it would be found that it was deposited 
in banks to the credit of the “Treasurer of the 
United States,” and could not be drawn, except 
by warrants according to Jaw. This was the sys- 
tem in operation now; and the system which had 
been in operation, with the exception of one year, 
since the foundation of the Government. Why, 
then, should we be asked, after an experience of 52 
years outof 53,10 change the mode of keeping 
the public money, which had been found to work 
so well? Was there anything in the system of Mr. 
Van Buren, as demonstrated during one year’s 
operation, to induce the country to think it ought 
to be adopted again? He thought that the public 
money should be kept as prudent and discreet indi- 
viduals would keep theirs. The practice of de- 
positing in bank was almost universal—was lixe 
the maxims of the common Jaw—was founded in 
wisdom, and had the approval of nearly every 
man of ordinary understanding. How, he asked, 
was it wiih States? Did any State in the Union 
permit its fonds to be kept in the personal custody 
of its officers? How was it with counties, private 
associations, and couris intrusted wth the careof 
money? Did any of them employ personal agents? | 
And why was the United States Government aione 
called on to adopt a new mode of proceeding? He 
did not think that Government officers were more 
to be trusted than agents of private associa‘ions. 
Had not this Governmenthad its abundant share { 
of dishonest and unfaithful cfficers? There was 
nothing inthe nature of public ser vice which guaran- 
tied fidelity. ft was not the best men who seck 
office, nor the most faithful who obtainit. It was 
the bold, desperate, and reckless, who were crowd- | 
ing all the avenues to public employment; and it 
was this description of persons, in a great degree, 
who were the most successful in obtaining it. He 
doubted if the Pennsylvania Bank cf the United 
States was ever worse served in the article of faith- 
ful and honest agents, than the Government of the 
United States had been during the last twelve years. 
Yet they were called under these circumstances, 


- ang witb all the experience of the Government, to 


change the mode in which the public money had 


been kept since the commencement of the Gov- 
ernment. On his soul,.he believed that public office 
in this country was the worst-school of morals this 
side of the penitentiary. Many an honest man 
was matriculated in office, who graduated a rogue; 
and, if the rogue got in, he was ten times a rogue. 
He should not consent, for one, to change that 
mode of keeping our surplus moneys, which was 
the universal practice of the country. There was 
something in the nature of money itself, and par- 
ticularly of public money, which ought to forbid 
its being intrusted to individuals. 

After commenting on the objectionable features 
of a Government bank, which were presented by 
the bill of the select committee, Mr. B. wenton 
to say that, by that bill, there was to be a redemption 
fund of. twenty millions of dollars kept constantly 
onhand in the exchequer. He did not hesitate to 
say that, under this.plan, if it should go into suc- 
cessful operation, there would pass through the 
hands of these Government officers, in one single 
year, upwards of fifty millions of dollars. 

There were other points in regard to this Exec- 
ulive treasury and ‘sub-treasury scheme which he 
should be glad to notice if he had time; but he must 
hurry on. 


He begged leave to say a few words in regard to 
this treasury board and its agencies, considered as 
a commercial bank. The gentleman from Massa~ 
chusetts [Mr. Cusiina] took the ground, yesterday, 
that it was not a commercial bank; that it was not 
a bank at all, nor anything like a bank; that, if 
there were banking powersconferred by this scheme, 
the Treasury Department had banking powers ale 
ready, because it received deposites, made trans- 
fers of the public money, and dealt in exchanges, 
by buying and selling drafts. Now, put all that 
out of view that belonged to an executive treas- 
ury, and did not belong to a bank; and still this 
was a Government bank. By this exchequer, the 
Government was to deal with individuals, not on 
Government account. By it, the Government 
agreed to receive from individuals fifteen millions 
of dollars, for which it was to give bank money- 
viz: certificates of deposite;-——and yet the gentleman 
said that it was not abank. He should be glad if the 
gentleman would tell them what the Bank of Amster- 
dam was. That bank received depesites in gold and 
silver, and madeits profits by issues of paper, in the 
form of certificates of deposite. It never loaned 
a dollar, nor did it deal in exchanges at ail. The 
Bank of Hamburg operated precisely in the same 
way, and in no other, The gentleman from Mase 
sachosetts, [Mr. Cusmna,] with all his learning 
and knowledge on the subject, could get up and 
gravely tell the House that this was not a bank. 
But this bank was to deal in exchanges, In the 
first place, it was to buy bills of exchange, and 
there was no limit to the amount it might purchase. 
It was restricted in its dealings from State to State, 
and Siate to Territory; and it was restricted as to 


“the time of the bills; beyond this, there was no 


limitation. It may also buy this exchange in the 
way of discount, because the bill expressly pro- 
vides that it was not to take more than. six 
per cent, for exchange, nor to give more than 24 
per cent. premium.on the bills it might purchase. 
It might deal upon this subject in the way of favor 
to those who were its friends, and to frown down 
and oppress those who were. not. Then, it had 
the power of selling exchange; and here, again, 
it was unlimited. It might draw and redraw to 
the amouat of millions. It might also sell cheaper 
to its friends, and refuse to sell to those who were 
not. Afier this description he had given of this 
commercial bank of exchange, he should like to 
see any gentleman get up and say that it was not a 
bank. He knew that this Government might 
create a bank, if it should be found. necessary for 
the management ofits finances, and necessary for 
the commerce and business of the country; ‘but he 
denied that the Government could, by its own 
officers, carry out all the objects and purposes 
of a bank. He did not believe that there was any 
individwal in that House who would rise in his 
place and advocate such an. institution; yet there 
it was proposed by the Executive, and urged by 
his friends on that floor, that the Government 
should, by its own Officers, set up'a great Govern- 
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‘Observed that he had only time to say that, at the 
‘proper time, he should urge upon the House to go 
Tato Committee of the Whole upon the bill of the 


‘moving, asan amendment to it, the simple plan of 

furnishing a currency for the Government and the 

People. ee 
Mr. WINTHROP observed that it was with ex- 


of -deposite and exchange, and deal | 
dividuals ‘for profit. In conclusion, Mr. B. - 


nteman from Massachusetts, for the purpose of - 


treme reluctance he had made up his mind to ad- - 


dress the House on this subject. There was an 
old proverb, which said, “out of the fulness of the 
heart the mouth speaketh; but he had no fulness 


of the heart to speak on this subject. It was so. 


haskyened, worn out,and embarrassed by the various 
and complicated questions that were connected with 
it, that he could not conceive how any man could 
speak on it without repugnance. This subject of 
the currency had been tossed, for the past ten years, 
on the waves of party contention; and when a few 
years since they thought they were about coming 
into port with it, and hailed what the man from the 
mast-head thought to be land, they found, to their 
sorrow, what they took to be land to be nothing but 
a fresh reef of rocks; and if he might be permitted 
to pursue the figure further, he would add, that the 
subject of the currency had become as stale as a 
Piece of mouldy biscuit after the voyage. 

As there were likely to ke questions, before this 
debate was brought to a close, upon which any 
vote he might give would be liable to be mistaken, 
he was not content to leave his constituents with- 
Out some explanation in regard to the votes he 
might give. The challenge had been given by 
Several gentlemen, and repeated by the gentleman 
‘who had just taken his seat, for any one to rise in 
his place, and declare that he was in favor of this 
project of ihe Executive. He did not rise to accept 
‘that challenge. 

Mr. BARNARD said that he withdrew the chal- 
enge. 

Mr. WINTHROP. Well, if the gentleman 
Withdraws it, the House will bear me witness that 
the challenge has been repeatedly made by others. 
He was not prepared to take up the gauntlet, and 


defend the project of the Executive of the last ses. ) 


sion; but still he could not say that he was in favor 
of the report of the Committee of Ways and 
Means. He was ready to avow that, if the resolu. 
tion concluding that report should be forced on 
him, his vote must be given against it. 

Before he entered on the quéstion embraced in 
that resoldtion, he wished to give his views briefly 
on the subject of the currency, and the present 
regulations for the management of the finances, 
Referring to the law of 1789, providing for the 
eustody of the publie money, Mr. W. said that 
there was now po other regulation by law on the 
subject, but that it was left entirely to the discretion 
of the Executive. For his own part, he could not 
feel that he had discharged his duty to the people, 
by omitting to vote, on every occasion, for bring- 
ing the public treasure under the custody of the 
jaw. Did gentlemen tell him that they had repeat- 
edly tried to accomplish that desirable object, and 
been prevented by the vetoes of the Executive? 
He was no apologist for vetoes; but because the 
Executive, either from conscience or contumacy, 
had seen fit to refuse his sanction to the measures 
they had passed, was that a sufficient reason why 
Congress should forbear to make another attemp!? 
We are (said Mr. W.) the representatives of the 
people, and are bound to continue our efforts to 
place their money under the control of law; and if 
there be any distrust of the Executive—if there be 
any well-founded alarm as to his objects and 
aims, so much the more necessary is it that we 
should pass some law to. limit his discretion, and 
place ihe custody of the publie funds under the 
proper safeguards of law. We have now (said 
Mr. W.) that union of the purse and the sword, so 
much deprecated at the time when General Jack- 
Son removed the public deposites from the Bank 

“of the United States, If there musi be such a 
‘union, he preferred that it should be under the 
sanction of law. He knew that, as yet, no injury 
had resulted from this union; but our poverty had 
been our Protection; our coffers were so empty, 


«ten law, was better than one, resting only on Ex. 


that it mattered litle who kept the keys. The 
time, however, ‘might come when the case: would 
be different. He had no apprehension that this 
tariff, about which there had been such ominous 


- predictions, was to- prove so ruinous to our rev- 


enue. He belicved, affer time had been given to 
the people to consume the stock of goods oa band, 
that our revenues. would be greatly increased un- 
der its operations; and. if the rigors of the cash 
system should be mitigated by the warehousing 
system, that, with a moderate duty on tea and 
coffee, would, before the close of the next session 
of Congress, bring up a different and more pros- 
perous state of our finances than was now pre- 
sented. 


But, at any rate, whether full or empty—whe- 
ther exhausted or exuberant—he held it to be 
Whig doctritie—he held it to be republican doc- 
trine—he held it to be constitutional doctrine—that 
the treasures of the nation should be under better 
sanctions and guards than he thought they now 
were, Hehad no hesitation in saying that a na- | 
tional bank, with a moderate capital of $10,000,000, 
$15,000,000, or even $20,000,000, which experi- 
ence had shown was necessary, was his’ first 
choice for a fiscal agent for the Government. The 
profligate mismanagement of such an institution 
had not impaired his confidence in a United States 
bank, any more than the monstrous misrule of this 
Government, for the last ten years, had impaired 
his confidence in the free institutions and the ad- 
mirable forms of government onder which we 
live. And such a moment as the present he 
thought the most favorable for the establishment 
of such an institution as the one he had suggested; 
for, with the evils attendant on the mismanage- 
ment of the late bank before them, they would be 
likely to secure it on such a safe and sure founda- 
tion as would save it from such evils in futare; 
but, at the same time, he confessed that, with such 
principles as the President held, the course he 
(Mr. Winturop) suggested was rendered an alto- 
gether impracticable idea at the present moment. 

But that was not the only course to be pursued: 
there were others, which might and ought to be 
tried, until the object could be accomplished. 
Why, if the House would do nothing else, it might 
call upon the Secretary of the Treasury to pat 
in black and white, and submit it for their amend- 
ment and adoption, as a working plan, the system 
which was now pursued for the collection, safe- 
keeping, and disbursement of the public money. 
Any syslem—even a bad system—resting on a writ- 


ecutive discretion, or than no system atall. So 
strong did he regard the necessity of some provision 
for the safekeeping and disbursement of the pub- 
lic money, that, for one, he regretted that even the 
sub-treasury system was repealed as summarily 
as it was. Odious and abhorrent as that system 
was, he doubted, if it could be brought to a vote, 
that it would be repealed at this moment, if it was 
how standing. And in justice to his friends in that 
House, he would say—and he should tell no 
secrets by doing so—that on the floor of either 
House, at the extra session, the repeal of the sub.” 
treasury, as an independent outright act, was not 
one of the propositions of the party then in power. 
They had been charged at sundry times, and in di- 
vers plaees, with perplexing and embarrassing the 
President at the extra session; but he had already 
said that he concurred in no such charges. There 
was some ground for another charge, which came 
from a gentleman from Virginia the other day— 
that there was a tec great willingness to comply 
with the wishes and desires of the President; and 
that the sub-treasury repeal, asan independent act, 
Was a measure more as compliance and complais- | 
ance to him. The United States bank bill was | 
under consideration, and the signature of the Pres- 
ident to that bill would have repealed the sub- 
treasury, and his veto would have left it standing; 
but it seemed asifthe non-repeal of thatsystem would 
make the President responsible for leaving the 
sub-treasury in operation, or force him to sign the 
bank charter; and it was thought better to relieve 
him from such a predicangnt, With. this view, 


_estdanger. The report 


the repeal bill was introduced; and it was hurried 
hastily through; and he (Mr. W.) could not but lk 


regret that it was so. He could hardly belp saying, 
if it were to do over again, he would not give bis 
vote in favor of the repeal. oiai 

After some further observations in continuation 
of that subject, he proceeded to observe that he did 
not hold, nor did his friends hold, that it. was the 
daty of the Government to take care of itself, and 
leave the people to take care of themselves; and 
he was for doing asmuch as he constitutionally 
could for the relief of the pecple, as well as of the 
Government; and he confessed that the issue of 
$15,000,000 or $20,000,000 of exchequer notes, 
redeemable in specie at New York alone, or at 
New York and some one or two other places, he 
was opinion, would, in some measure, relieve the 
country. Government paper was not in favor 
with him, but they had been living on it for five 
years past. He did not agree with the gen- 
tlemen who regarded Government paper, resting 
on dollar for dollar, as altcgether worthless, It 
seemed the gentlemen forgot one of their old argu- 
ments, which they had been accustomed to use in 
relation to the hard-money doctrines of years past, 
when they preferred paper money on a specie ba- 
sis, if they now spurned it as contempuble and 
worthless. It would be a great convenience as a 
mediam of local payments, as a medium of ireas- 
ury payments, and as a medium of exchange. The 
treasury notes now in use were found everywhere 
of great convenience in all those respects. But he 
was not unwilling to say that there were other 
parts of the exchequer projet that he looked at with 
less favor: he referred particularly to that part 
which had been commented on by his friend who 
last addressed the House—the power to be given to 
buy bills of exchange generally. He agreed that 
that power would be liable to many abuses, After 
some observations on this point, he proceeded to 
say that he had no fancy for resting the operation 
of the proposed system on the assent of the States; 
but, on all these features and parts of this subject, 
he intended to hold himself at liberty to zet ashe 
might think wise and proper, uader existing cir- 
cumstances, when that bill shou!d come: before 
the House for iis action. 


He had said enough to show that a national 
bank was his first choice as a fiscal agent for the 
Government; and while he was not prepared to 
give in his adhesion to the Executive for it, he was 
ready (if nothing better presented itself) to vote 
for the House bill, rather than continue the pres- 
entsystem; and, in doing so, he believed he should 
vote for what many believed to be harmless, and 
for what some believed to be beneficial. ’ ` 

He desired now to allude briefly to the reports 
and .the resolutions before them; bul, before doing 
so, he begged leave to bear his humble testimony, 
in the most unqualified terms, to the ability and 
fidelity with which the chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means had discharged his duty to 
the country in reference to this matter. After a 
warm eulogy of that gentleman, he proceeded to 
his report, which seemed to cut cff all hope of such 
an institution as was proposed, without the great- 
said; 

“It must be obvious to every intelligent man, who will care. 
fully examine the plan here shadowed forth, that, if this insti- 
tution be ever legalized, and put in operation under the Execu- 
tive authority of the Government, it will exert a power and 
influence, for good or for evil, upon the business and politics of 
this country, compared with which a bank of the United States, 
or the sub-treasury, would be impotent and harmless. If it 
Were possible to have such an institution, without increasing 


Executive power, or endangering the treasur which should 
be administered by men of undoubted talents 


ments of the treasury, But to hope for this, i 
change in human nature itself, and in the ord 
that govern the conduct of men, 


0 i t y every limitation 
as to time and amount, not Incompatible with the object to be 


It appeared to him 


Mr. W.) that t 
from Nee Vane TA ) that tbe gentleman 


FiLLMoRg] had run into the 
extreme, and too much into the theory of human 
depravity. It appeared to hirh that that gentleman 
hadtaken for his text, when he wrote his report, 
the remark of an ancient philosopher, who said 


204 


“the only safety in relation to human government 
is distrust, distrust, distrust;” or the language of a 
. Roman poet, “una salus, nullam specare salutem,” 
_ He (Mr. W.) did not deny that there was some- 
thing of- distrust necessary in relation to human 
Governments, and particularly free Governments; 
but he also undertook to say,‘ that some degree of 
confidence was not only useful, but indispensable, 
even to the existence of free Governments. It was 
true, our institutions were not based on human 
-perfectibility, but were based on integrity, on edu- 
cation, on morality, andon virtue. Montesquieu 
said the foundation principle of monarchy was fear; 
but of a republic, virtue; and if virtue followed not 
their counsels, he (Mr. W.) feared it was vain to 
attempt to guard their institutions from overthrow, 
or, in other language, “If the Lord keep not the 
city, the watchmen wake but in vain.” 

He admitted they had of late had no very great 
encouragement there to place implicit confi- 
dence in men; he admitted they had seen some 
demonstrations which might have served reason- 
ably to check their confidence. Bat he was not 
ready to.admit that the age of virtuous politicians 
was fully gone; be could not agree with his friend 
from New York, (Mr. Barwarp,] that public office 
was the best school for roguery and vice. He 
trusted they should yet live to see the day when 
they should have such men as they had in the 
earlier days of the Republic; and men, too, of more 
recent date, who should feel that, when they were 
called to the offices of the country, ihey were 
not called to some pitiful job, but to a sacred func- 
tion—men whom he might address in the words, 
though not in the spirit, in which Macbeth was ad- 
dressed by—that demi-demon, he had almost said, 
with which his destiny was associated— 

“What thou would’st highly, that would’st thou holily. 
Art not without ambition; but without 
The illness should attend it,” 

At any rate, he, for one, was not ready at pres- 
ent to base our institutions or ous system, or objec- 
Hons to systems, upon the absence of everything 
like public virtue. It was true, the report seemed 
to rest on the watchfulness and vigilance of stock- 
holders; but where was their vigilance in the thou- 
‘sand and one institutions which had failed? Now, 
though the United States bank was his first choice, 
he did not say thatit was the only means by which 
this Government could manage itsaffairs. 


Afier remarking upon several passages atthe ; 


close of the report made to the House by. the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, he expressed his re- 
gret tbathe should have to vote against the resolu- 
tion of that committee, He believed that the prop- 
er course to have been pursued would have been 
to have laid the report of the committee on the 
table, as was the custom of the House with regard 
to adverse reporis generally. At the same time 
that he advocated this course as the best ihat could 
be pursued, he designed to cast no imputation 
whatever upon the Commitice of Ways and Means. 
He was unwilling to subject the motives of the 
majority of the House to perversion and miscon- 
struction, by passing the resolution which had been 
reported. Pass that, and it would be said that the 
Whig party intended to cast reproach upon the.au- 
thor of the exchequer scheme. The cry would be 
raised, that the majority here intended to nail the 
project to the counier, or counterfeit coin. It 
would be said that the design was to hold up the 
pian to the country as one which had none so poor 
as to do it reverence. A thousand eyes were turn- 
ed toward the proceedings of the Whigs in Con- 
gress,and he wished to ford no new motive for 
their further malignant gaze. He wished to take 
away everything that could be turned into a sub- 
ject of miscorstruction and invective. 

He hoped he should be pardoned for saying a 
few words in relation to the author of the exche- 
quer projet. He did not stand here as the defender 
of the Secretary of State. That man was one of 
his most distinguished constituents; and he feltit to 
be a duty which he owed to those he represented to 
say something of him. When he saw so much 
unmerited reproach cast upon him, he felt that it 
would. be doing injustice to those who assembled 
in Faneuil Hall to hear him, did he return home 
without saying anything on the subject. He was 
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not one of those whe listened to the Faneuil Hall 
speech of the Secretary of State. He regretted 
that such a speech was then and theré made; He 
dissented entirely from- many parts of it—for in- 
stance: the charge that the Whigs of Massachusetts, 
by declaring a final separation from the President, 
had committed themselves to an indiscriminate 
warfare against all his measures, he thought, was 
not at all warranted by facts. Theidea, too, that 
no peculiar party element entered into the passage 
of the tariff bill of last session, because some 
twenty or thirty Whigs found tr emselves so situ- 
ated as to be obliged to vote against, whilst some 
ten or a dozen ofthe opposite party voted for it, 
was altogetber absurd. Nor had the charge that 
the convention of the Whigs of Massachusetts had 
transcended their authority, by considering subjects 
not usual in such conventions, any foundation. But 
that the interrogatory '{‘Where shall I go?” instead 
of being applicable to his relation to the Whigs of 
Massachuset's, whose confidence no man ever 
enjoyed in a more eminent degree than the Secre- 
tary of State, was dictated by a meré lust of office 
—a mere truckling to place and power—was as 
gross as it was unfounded. Indeed, the very next 
sentence of the speecli forbade any such construc- 
lion: He referred to the senteneé where the Sec- 
retary declared that he was, and always should be, 
a Massachusetts Whig. 

In relation to the subject before the House, he 
would declare that he was not unwilling to admit 
that there was something in the argument of the 
gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. MarsHauu,}] who 
contended that there was an inconsistency between 
the speeches of Mr. Webster and the report on the 
subject of the exchequer. He should not under- 
take to explain away that inconsistency. - But he 
would say that, in all Mr. Webstey’s discussions 
of the sub-treasury, his leading argument against it 
was, that it wasan abandonment of the duty of 
the Government to regulate the exchanges and cur- 
rency of the country. All his other objections 
were subordinate to this. Indeed, it was the bw- 
den of all his speeches; and he (Mr. W.) would 
remark, that there was no inconsistency between 
that view of the 5ub-treasury and Mr. Webster’s 
views in relation to the exchequer. Although he 
disapproved of his position, yet he thougat, when 
the Secretary of State was accused of inconsisten- 
cy, he might reply, in the language of an ancient 
philosopher, “I may have acted contrary to my- 
Self, but never contrary to the republic.” 

He had no idea that Mr. Websier would thank 
bim for what he had said here to-day, although he 
might say amen to some of his remarks; yet he 
had felt itto bea duty to those whom he repre- 
sented to say what he had said—spurning alike 
misrepresentations and misconstructions which 
might be made here and at home. 


Mr. T. F, MARSHALL next obtained the floor, - 


He commenced by remarking that he had ven- 
tured, the other day, in reply to certain remarks of 
his friend and colleague—in which he [Mr. G. Da- 
vis] expressed the opinion that Mr. Webster was 
destituie of genius—to bring in a sketch of that 
great man’s character. He did so, that he might 
be acquitied of having formed a preconceived judg- 
ment in'relation to him. He should not have ven- 
tured to arraign the Secretary of State before the 
Whig party; for he apprehended that the Secretary 
would decline their jurisdiction. Were he (Mr. 
M.) to be judged, he would disclaim their jurisdic- 
tion. Hedid not, then, arraign bim before the 
Whigs; because he, as well as the Secretary, would 
deny their jurisdiction. He arraigned him for a 
great and glaring departure, not from a senterce 
takea from a speech, but from the whole of the 
principles of his philosuphy, and the leading prin- 
ciples of his jife. He had been bold enough to 
term him his master. He did not mean thereby 
that he was his party master, whom he was bound 
to follow—not thinking that he was the incarnation 
of the principles of any political party, which he 
(Mr. M.) must obey. Thanks be to God, he knew 
no such master within the broad bounds of this re- 
public! He meant to use the word in the same 
light as that in whigh Aristotle was the master of 
the Macedonian, Anaxagoras of the Athenian Per- 
icles, and Socrates of the practical statesmen of 


| 


Greece—not that he (Mr. M.)} resembled Alexan- 
der, or Pericles, or Alcibiades, but that Mr. Web- 
ster combined the wisdom of all those philosophers. 
He referred to the pledge given in Faneuil Hall, 
when he pledged his reputation upon the policy of 
the exchequer. He was reported as meaning a 
sneer al the reputation of the Secretary of State, 
when his intention was the farthest possible from 
such a thing. In his judgment, the pledge of the 
reputation: ef the Massachusetts Senatur would 
have outweighed all the jewelled diadems of Eu- 
rope’s proudest princes. 

Inasmuch as the Government organ, in a strain 
more elevated and dignified than usual, had taken 
notice of his remarks, he would beg leave to read 
a passage from the Faneuil Hall speech to which 
he referred: 

“The subject of the currency, gentlemen, has 
been the study of my life. Thirty years ago,a 
little before my entrance into the councils of the 
Government, the questions connecied with a mixed 
currency, involving the. proper relation of paper to 
specie, and the proper means of restricting an ex- 
cessive issue of paper, came to. be discussed. by 
the most acute and well-disciplined understand- 
ingsin England, in Parliament. Atthat time, during 
the suspension of specie payments by the banks, 
when paper was 15 per cent, below par, Mr. Van- 
sittatt had presented his celebrated resolution de- 
claring that 4 bank note was still worth the value 
expressed on its face; that the bank note had not 
depreciated, but that the price of bullion had risen. 
Lord Liverpool and Lord Castlereagh espoused this 
view, as we know; and it was opposed by the close 
reasoning of Huskisson, the powerful logic of 
Horner, and the practical common sense of Alex- 
ander Baring (now Lord Ashburton.) [Applause.] 
The study of those debates made me a bullionist. 


“They convinced me that paper could not cir. 
culate safely in any country, any longer than it 
was immediately redeemable at the place of its 
issue. Coming into Congress the very next year, 
or the next but one after, and finding the finances 
of the country ma most deplorable condition, I 
then, and ever after, bestowed myself, in preference 
to all other public topics, io the consideration of 
the questions relating to them. I believe I have 
read everything of value that has been published 
since on those questions, on either side of the 
Atlantic. Ihave studied, by close observation, the 
laws of paper currency as they have exhibited 
themselves in this and other countries, from 1811 
Gown to the present time. I have expressed my 
opinions at various times in Congress; and some 
of the predictions which I have made have not 
been altogether falsified by subsequent events. E 
must, therefore, be permitted, gentlemen, without 
yielding to any flippant paragraph of a newspaper, 
or to the hasty ebullitions of debate in a public as- 
sembly, to say that I believe the plan for an ex- 
cheguer, as presented to Congress at its last session, 
is the best measure—-the only measure for the adop- 
tion of Congress, and the trial of the people. I 
am ready to. stake my reputation, that if this 
Whig Congress will take that measure, and give 
ita fair trial, within three years it will be ad- 
mitted by the whole American people to be the 
most beneficial measure of any sort ever adopted 
in this coustry, the Constitution only excepted” 
[Cheers.} 

There were cheers (said Mr. M.) at that remark. 
But the Secretary of State goes on: 

“I mean, that they should take it as it was when 
it came from the Cabinet; not as it looked when 
the committee of Congress had laid their hands 
upon it.” {Laughter.] 

And (said Mr. M.) marked it, according to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Grancer.] [A 
laugh.] 

“For when the committee of Congress had struck 
out the proviso respecting exchange, it was not 
worth a rush—it was not worth the parchment it 
would be engrossed on. The great desire of this 
country is a general currency, a facility of ex- 
change; a currency which shall be the same for 
yon, and for the people of Alabama and Louisiane; 
and a system of exchange which shail equalize 
credit between them and you, with the rapidity and 
facility with which steam conveys men and mer- 


chandise. . This is what the country wants—what 
you want, and you have not got it.” . . oh 

Now, here was.as full an endorsement as could 
bave been given tò-any planin any language. So 
careful was he in recommending the plan, that the 
Secretary took great pains to satisfy all how he 
became competent to decide; therefore, he mounted 
Up to the sources of his information; and, in order 
to. make his recommendation still more emphatic, 
he threw around it all the sanction of his name, 
and all the dignity of his knowledge and character. 
Consider, then, that this exchequer scheme was 
thus put forth as a great sanitive measure, and the 
best that could be adopted—the Constitation only 
excepted; it did become every man who had—as he 
had—known and had faith in Mr. Webster, to ex- 
amine closely into a proposition coming to us with 
all these sanctions. i ; 

He did not know who was the writer of the 
newspaper article to which he referred, nor whe- 
ther it was in order to refer to such articles in de- 
bate. But it had been done; and perhaps the 
peculiar style of this article would excuse it in the 
present instance. He did not know, as he said, 
who wrote. the article; yet it was very much like 
something which he heard in a certain speech de- 
livered on the floor of the House yesterday, (look- 
ing towards Mr. Cusuina.) Mr. M. then reada 
passage from the Madisonian, charging him with 
having shunned the true issue involved in the ex- 
chequer, and with having argued upon incorrect 
premises, &c. 

When he asked the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Cusnina] yesterday what he considered 
a bank to be, he refused to give any definition what- 
ever, but said he was arguing negatively—a phrase 
whieh he confessed, in that connexion and in that 
application, did not define the gentleman’s mean- 
ing with sufficient precision to make it intelligible 
tohim. He had quoted heretofore on that floor, 
when the question of a Government bank was the 
very subject under consideration, some remarks of 
Mr. Webster, in which he denounced a Govern- 
ment bank as the very worst of all possible human 
inventions; yet Mr. Webster now offered them the 
same thing, declaring it to be the best contrivance 
which the wit of man had ever devised for this 
country, save and except only the Constitution of 
the United States. If this could be proved to be a 
Government bank, then Mr. Webster stood con- 
victed of having, when in power, offered for this 
country the very worst experiment which foreign 
nations had ever tried. Now the gentleman from 
Massachusetts defined a bank to be a joint-stock 
company of private individuals, dealing in money 
and exchanges for profit; and if this were true, 
there could be no such thing as a Govecnment 
bank. 

Mr. CUSHING. I did not give any definition 
of my own of a bank. I did say that, in the pop- 
ular acceptation of the term, a bank wasa joint- 
stock company of individuals, doing business- for 
profit. 

Mr. MARSHALL said that he understood a 
bank to consist not so much in the persons who 
exercised the powers and faculties with which it 


was vested, as in the nature of its powers and fac- | 


ulties. A bank might be in the hands of individ- 
uals incorporated or not; or in the hands of a sin- 
gle individual, who issued his own notes; or it 
might. be in the hands of the Government: and 
banks might have various faculties. The Bank of 
Amsterdam, for insiance, was a bank of deposite, 
issuing certificates. of deposite for the money re- 
ceived by it-—which was counted by weight, and 
not by tale; while the certificates that were given to 
the depositors expressed the amount in weight, and 
not in the number and size of the worn and de- 
faced pieces of gold and silver which made it up. 
It was simply a place of deposite; and yet it was 
called a bank. What was the institution proposed 
by the Executive? It was a moneyed institution. 
It was a bank of deposite, having ten millions of 
Government money placed under the control of its 
directors—for what? For paying the expenses of 
the Government?) No. It was for the purpose of 
dealing with the affairs of individuals, for profit. 
He asked gentlemen, if there was a bank incor- 
porated, with ten millions of capital, with power to 


| 
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receive deposites and deal in exchanges, whether it 
would be a bank or not. ; 

He thought every-oné would say that it was a 
bavk. Well, then, if this same thing, conducted 


“by the officers of the Government, possessed the 


same powers.and faculties, was it not also a bank? 
Mr. Webster had, at times, exercised an extraor- 
dinary influence over the minds of the people of 
this country’on questions of this sort. He knew 
that there was a strong parly in favor of this pro- 
ject in his own State; and, therefore, the opinions 
of Mr. Webster, in regard’ to a Government bank, 
were worthy of consideration at this time. In one 
of his. speeches Mr. W. said, (speaking of a 
Government bank) that it was an experiment that 
had never been tried in this country; but the ex- 
perience of other countries in which it had been 
tried demonstrated that it was, of all human inven- 
tions, the very worst. That was the position in 
which Mr. Webster placed himself in regard to a 
bank of the United States. 

After continuing his argument to prove that-the 
exchequer plan of the President was the very iden- 
tical Government bank which Mr. Webster so much 
denounced, Mr. M. went on, as he said, to speak of 
principles and of men, It had been the fashion to 
charge the Whig party as being led ‘by a diciator, 
in opposition to the President, for the purpose of 
embarrassing him and his measures. He had 
quarrelled with the dictator, and was likely to 
come by the worst of it; butit was not that, that he 
quarrelled with him for. He quarrelled with him 
because he was unwilling to surrender his constitu- 
tional views at the foot of the throne; because he 
was unwilling to give up everything on the bank 
bill that it was worth. He knew nothing of any pri- 
vale matters between Mr. Webster and Mr. Clay. 
If Mr. Webster chose to consider Mr. Clay as his 
rival for the Presidency, that was-no affair of his. 
If he lacked confidence in Mr. Clay, that was no 
ground of dispute with him, (Mr. M.) But if be 
had hated Henry Clay ever so badly, he would 
scorn to strike him through the Constitution of the 
United States. What! was Mr. Clay so invul- 
nerable, that he was only to be got at by thrusting 
a dagger through the vitals of the Constitution; by 
trampling down all the long-settled and established 
opinions of his whole life? He would not pay any 
mortal man so high a compliment. If he could 
not floor him, without flooring the Constitution, he 
would let him alone. If he had time, he should 
Jike to enter somewhat into a discussion of the 
principles laid down hy his colleague, [Mr. Gar 
RETT Davis.) His colleague stated that Mr. Clay 
was the very incarnation of Whigery, or the im- 
personation of Whigery; and that he who was not 
with Mr. Clay was not and could not be a Whig. 


Mr. GARRETT DAVIS. If my colleague will 
permit me, I will repeat what I said. It was, 
‘that the man who sought to overthrow Henry 
Clay, was as much an opponent of the Whigery of 
the present day, as an opponent of General Wash- 
ington would have been of the Whigery of 1776. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Well, that was very much 
like it; but he would reserve to himself the discus- 
sion of that subject for a proper time and place; 
protesting, however, against what he might now 
say being construed as an expression, on his part, 
of hostility to, or an intention to oppose him, in 
case he should be the Whig candidate for the Presi- 
dency. 

After some other observations, he said that he 
was speaking of the Secretary of State, the other 
day, when the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Pror- 
FIT] interrupted him right in the midst of a sen- 
tence. He said his mind was full of that great 
man at that lime, and he was speaking of what 
should be or must be his fate. His (the Secretary 
of State’s) position was a most unnatural one—a 
most unnatural one. Danijel Webster united with 
Mr. Tyler upon a question of State assent to be 
incorporated in a Government bank, was one of 
the funniest things tbat ever be heard of. {Laugh- 
ter.} It was an unnatural position, and he (Mr. 
Webster) could not remain there. He had before 
said, and he said again, that Daniel Webster 
was a great man. Pecple had called him cold. 
He (Mr. M.) did not think he was cold. Some 
men had said that he was like Mont Bianc 
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amongst the mountains; and that, if there was light 
around his brow, it was light without heat. The 
honorable gentleman proceeded to defend Mr. 
Webster against such assertions, and also against 
the remark of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
G. Davis]—that he had no genius; but that his mind 
was like acrucible, into which men’s thoughts were 
thrown; and that then he could reproduce them in a 
new form; and he compared the atrempts whieh had 
been made to extinguish Mr. Webster, to an.at- 
tempt of schoolboys to extinguish mighty Vesuvius 
with a squirt. 

Mr. GARRETT DAVIS entered into some ex- 
planations, that the House might clearly understand 
what he meat-t when he said that Mr. Clay was an 
impersonation of the Whig party. 

Mr. PENDLETON moved an adjournment; but 
withdrew it, to permit various executive communi- 
nications to be presented to the House. i 

Several resolutions were also presented and 
agreed to; and then or: 

The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuoursday, January 26, 1843. 
Mr. Baasy of Alabama appeared in his seat to- 


day.: ` 

Mr. YOUNG presented a memorial from eiti- 
zens of. Henry county, Illinois, praying for the 
establishment of a mail-route from Peoria, by way 
of Mount Hawley and other towns, to Fulton 
city, in Whiteside county, in that State; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Reads. 

Mr. STURGEON presented a memorial from A. 
G. Allison and others, of the southwestern part of 
Pennsylvania, praying that the bankrupt law may 
be so amended as to make it, morally and politi- 
cally, more acceptable to them, or that it may be 
repealed; and a memorial from citizens of the 
northern part of Pennsylvania, in favor of its im- 
mediate repeal: which memorials were 1eferred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, presented a memorial from Pittsburg, 
Pennsylvania, praying the adoption of the plan for 
a board of exchequer recommended by the Execu- 
tive; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Memorials were presented by Mr. WILLIAMS, 
from inhabitants of Wiscasset, Maine; and by 
Mr. EVANS, from inhabitants of Augusta, Hallo- 
well, Gardiner, Pittston, Belfast, Waldoborough, 
and Thomaston, Maine, engaged in commerce and 
navigation, representing that the mercantile navi~ 
gation of the United States has suffered materially 
from the effects of the existing treaties, and the ar-: 
rangements between the United States and Great 
Britain, the Hanseatic Republics, France, Hol- 
land, Denmark, Russia, and Sweden, respectively; 
and that those treaties and arrangements termed 
reciprocal have not proved reciprocal to the nav- 
igation of the United States; and asking that Con- 
gress would, so far as the treaties permitted, make 
regulations which would relieve them from the 
consequences resulting from these relations: refer- 
red to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a memorial, signed bya 
number of citizens of Clark county, Ohio, in refa 
erence to the proposed change in the route ef the 
Cumberland road through that State; which was 
referred to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

Also, presented a petition from Edward Dexter. 
of Providence, Rhode Island, praying indemnity 
for losses sustained prior to 1800 by the spoliations 
ore French; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented a memorial from 
citizens of the village of Dunkirk, New York, re- 
monstrating against the repeal of the bankrupt 
law; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

On motion by Mr. HUNTINGTON, 

Resolved, Tha: i 
nicate to the Seas fay eee ae eet LD 
the corps of topographical engineers, and on the files in the 


War Department, upon the subject of an i sta WH 
Bavilett’s reef, on Long Island Sonnd. iron pile light for 


On motion by Mr. SMITH of Indiana, 


Resolved, That the Commtttee on Private Land Clai 
i whet the a: 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of providing, oer 
for the satisfacuion ofthe claim of Joseph Barrow, sen., of In. 


fina, sole heir of Pierre Barrow, who was entitled to 400 acres T 


offland under the acts of Congress of 29th: August, 1788, and3d 


March, 1791; and, also, into the expediency ofsatisfying the claim : 


of the said Joseph Barrow, sen., to a military right for land lo- 
cated on White river, joining the landof Abraham King Ken- 
dall; confirmed by the Governor prior to 1806. 

“Mr. ARCHER, from the Committee on Foteign 
Affairs, reported back, without amendment, House 


dill entitled “An act for the relief of Edwin Bart- - 


lett; late consul ofthe United States at Lima;” and 


‘"Honse bill entitled “An act for the relief-of the © 


legal.-representatives of Daniel Bren!, deceased, 

Jate consul of the United States at Paris,” ard. 
House bill entitled “An act for the relief of 

Alexander H. Everett.” : 


Mr. ARCHER, from the same committee, re- - 
ported back, without amendment, and with a rec- 


ommendation that. it be indefinitely postponed, 
House bill entitled “An act for the relief of John 
A. Smith.” : 

Mr. WILLIAMS, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, made adverse reporis (which were 
ordered to be printed) on the bill for the relief of 
Charles G. Ridgely; and on the petition of Charles 
L. Williamson, for a pension for disability in- 
curred in the service of the United States. 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill to amend the act entitled 
An act for the reorganization of the Navy De- 
partment of the United States;” which was read, 
and ordered to a second reading. 


` Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported a bill for altering the time of 
holding the ciieuit court of the United States for 
the district of Connecticut; which was read, and 
ordered to a second reading. 


Mr. GRAHAM, from the Committee on Claims 
reported back, without amendment, and with a 
recommendation that it do pass, the bill from the 
House for the relief of Allen Rogers. 

Also, on his motion, the Committee on Claims 
was discharged from the further consideration of 
the petition of Scott. Campbell, a half-breed Sioux 
Indian; and it wa: referred to the Commitiec on 
Tndian Affairs. 

Also, reported back fromthe same committee, 
-without amendment, and with a recommendation 
that.it be indefinitely postponed, House bill for the 
relief of the legal representatives of Francis Pelli- 
cer. 

Also, on his motion, the Committee on Claims 
was discharged from the further consideration of 
House bill for the relief of Garret Vleit; and it 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The bill to indemnify Major General Andrew 
Jackson, for damages sustained in the discharge of 

-his official duty, came up in its regular order; but 
was postponed till to-morrow, at the suggestion of 
Mr. LINN, who believed that it would be still fur- 
ther discussed; and might interfere with the bill 
then pending as the unfinished business. 

The bill for the relief of Wm. Russell and 
others, was read the second time, taken up as in 
committee of the whole, considered, reported to the 
Senate, and ordered to be engrossed fora third 
reading. , 

The bill for the relief of the owners and crew of 
the schooner Twin, was taken up as in committee 
of the whole, considered, reported to the Senate, 
and ordered to be engrossed fora third reading. 

The following bills from the House, which had 
been reported adversely upon by the Committee on 
Commerce, were taken up as in commitiee of the 
whole; and, on the motion of Mr. HUNTINGTON, 
indefinitely postponed, viz: 

The bill for the relief of the owners and crew of 
the schooner Martha. 

The bill for the relief of Samuel Billings, owner 
of the fishing schooner Lurara. 

The bill for the relief of the owners, master, and 
crew, of the schooner Martha, of Eastport, in the 
State of Maine. 

The bill for the reliefof the owners, master, 
and crew, cÍ 
Maine. 

The following bills from the House were read 
the third time and passed, viz: 

The bill for the relief of John P. Skinner, and 
the legal representatives of Isaac Green; and 


Fhe bill entitled “An act for the payment of 


the schooner Joanna, of Eliswortb, | 


“seven companies of Géorgia militia, for services | 


rendered in-the years 1840 and 1841.” 

The bill from the House, for the relief of the 
West Feliciana Railroad Company, and of the 
Grand Gulf Railroad and Banking Company, was 
taken up, as in committee of the whole, on 
amendments proposed: by the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 


[This bill proposes to relieve those companies 
from. the payment of duties on certain railroad 
iron, which was lost on its way from New York 
to he place of its destination; which. iron would 
not have been dutiable, if it had been. actually 
laid down on the roads within three years from the 
time at which it was imporied.] ` 

.The amendments of the committee having been 
agreed to, the bill was then debated by Mr. KING 
in opposition to its passage, and by Mr. EVANS 
and Mr. WALKER: in favor of its passage; and 
there being no further proposition to amend, it was 
reporied to the Senate; and the amendments were 
ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read a 
third time. 

THE OREGON TERRITORY. 


The unfinished debate from yesterday, on the 
question of passing the Oregon bill, was resumed. 

Mr. LUNN addressed the Senate for two hours, 
in reply to the objections made against «me bill. 

With the exception of the two Senators from 
South Carolina, the Senators who had taken 
ground of opposition confined their objections to 
one provision-of the bill—that providing a grant of 
lands to settlers. 

One of the Senators from South Carolina [Mr. 
CaLHoun] objected not only to that provision, but 
to other provisions, and in general to the expedien- 
cy and policy of any action on the subject at pres- 
ent. The other Senator from South Carolina, |Mr. 


McDurris,] who spoke yesterday, took wider’ 


ground, and objected to the bill in every particular. 
If his views were well-founded, we never should 
have anything to do with the territory. 

In answering the objections of the last Senator, 


| (Mr. McDurris,] he would meet all that had been 


made from every quarter. 


It was, however, matter of gratification to him 
that so many Senators had concurred in the pro- 
priety, policy, and expediency of the general ob- 
jects of the bill, and that their objections were con- 
fined to a single provision. 

If he understood the Senator from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. McDurrte] correctly, he conceived that 
Senator imputed to him a violation of the maxims 
of sound policy, by precipitating this measure with- 
out due consideration. If the Senator weuld but 
look to the records of Congress for the last twenty 
years, be would find that such an imputation was 
groundless. A bill of similar nature, and with the 
same objects in view, was urged upon Congress 
with great ability by Dr. Floyd, in 1821. Mr. 
Monroe, in his last annual message, and Mr. Ad- 
ams, while President of the United States, recom- 
mended, in forcible terms, the attention of Con- 
gress to be given to the subject. In 1828, Congress 
did take it up; and a bill for the occupation of the 
territory was discussed at great length in both 
Houses. It failed in the Senate by a bare majority 
of two votes. It had been repeatedly before Con- 
gress since, and almost continuously since 1838- 
°39. There was nothing precipitate in all this, 
and certainly no want of due consideration. For 
his own part, he bad always acted with studied 
delicacy in the matter. When it was urged 
upon him that while so many difficulties were 
to be adjusted with Great Britain, it was inexpe- 
dient to take any decided step in relation to a 
minor point, he refrained from pressing the subject 
toa final vote. Now, the main difficulties with 
England were adjusted; and there were none left 
pending but the minor ones, of which he consider. 
ed this the most important. So far, then, from 
being chargeable with having ebosen an inauspi- 
cious and inexpedient time for urging this meacure, 
he thought he bad selected the most appropriate, 
and he would say, critically appropriate, period, 
for taking a necessary, and almost indispensable 
step. , 

He understood the Senator’s objections to the 


“Pill fo be three fold. First; he objects that the bitt 


would, in its main provisions, be an infraction of 
the treaty of 1818, renewed in 1827; secondly, 
that, if carried out, it would involve our Govern- 
ment in the expenses of an armed military occu~ 
pation of the territory; and, thirdly, that the territo- 
ry is a useless acquisition, likely to prove, not only 
an ineumbrance, but. a disadvantageous one, by 
inciting our population “to dispersion, instead of 
that concentra'ion which he considers essential to 
the highest state of civilization. : 


Mr. L. here took these points in succession, and 
entered upon their refutation with elaborate argu- 
ments, fortified by documentary evidence. i 

First, he considered the arguments of the Sena- 
tors who had taken ground thai the bill would be 
an infraction of the treaty, and examined critically 
that branch of the subject, concluding with a refer- 
ence to the proposition made to Mr. Gallatin, in 
1826, by the British ministry, when they wantedan 
additional stipulation in the renewal of the treaty 
of 1818, for the right of joint occupancy; which 
Mr. Gallatin refused to concede, and upon the 
very ground that justified this bill; and showed it 
was not an infraction of the treaty, and that Eng- 
land had put it out of ber power so to regard it, by 
the very application which she had made, and 
which she was refused by our negotiator. Mr. L., 
having disposed of this objection, proceeded to the 
next. 


The second objection related to the expense or 
the proposed measure. In the outset, the Senatoa 
from South Carolina [Mr. McDurriz] had made y 
mistake in supposing the appropriation required bf 
this bill would amount to $200,000, It only called 
for balf that amount. This, in ten years, (if obliged 
to be continued so long,) would amount to but 
$1,000,000, instead of $10,000,000, as the Sena- 
tor argued. But had not the Senator entirely 
overlooked the numerous losses which this country 
had suffered for the last thirty years, through its 
commerce and ils indasiry, by being gradually 
supplanted in that region by British trading com» 
panies? At onetime we had a trade, in furs alone, 
worth half a million of dollars annually; and, 
through the supineness of our Government, it had 
been allowed to dwindle down to $2,000. Did we 
not, then, incur incalculably greater loss by neglect, 
than the annual expenditure now proposed? In 
the next ten years, would not the increased advan- 
tages to our commerce in the Pacific, the facilities 
afforded by the security of our harbors in the ter- 
ritory to our marine service, and all the other ad- 
vantages of insuring a thriving population on the 
border of the Pacific, be infinitely more than the 
sum of one million, even if the occupation by 
military posts costs so much? Now, with regard 
to distance, inconvenience, and expense, he asked 
Senators only to draw a parallel between this meas- 
ure and that of the establishment of the African 
squadron, which was to place the recaptured ne- 
groes in the colony of Liberia. He showed that 
this squadron was the tweifth part of the navy of 
the United States—to wit, 80 guns out of 940; and 
that the whole cost of the navy for 1843 was about 
$7,000,000—the twelfth part of which was near 
$600,000; and this was the annual cost of the 
African squadron, while only $100,000 was pro- 
posed for the Columbia settlement. The African 
squadron was to be kept up five years, at near 
$600,000 per annum, besides loss of lives and 
ships on the African coast. This was near $3,000,- 
000; yet no objection to that! Mr. L. commented 
on this strange preference given to an African over 
an American object, and insisted that, while mil- 
lions could be lavished on the African squadron, 
no objection should be made to $100,000 forsaving 
ibe Columbia from foreign dominion. 

As to the third objection—that of the country be- 
ing composed of rocky mountains, regions either 
covered with volcanic remains or arid sands, with 
only a small portion of arable land, and that snb- 
ject to alternate droughts and inundations of rain— 
he (Mr. L.) should say that the Senator [Mr. Me- 
Durme] who entertained these opinions must cer- 
tainly be unacquainted with the vast amount of 
documentary evidence gained from eyewitnesses, 
whose testimony does not admit of a question of 
doubt, and all which concur in proving that, in the 


“Oregon Territory, there are- extensive valleys ‘not 
}aferior to our Western valleys in size, unrivalled 
iü fertility, and blessed with a salubrity of climate 
'scarċely equalled by that of any State in this 
Union. Mr. L. here read a vast accumulation of 
documentary evidence in proof of this position. 

* Having met all-these arguments in detail, Mr. 

. Li. proceeded with general arguments’ in support 
‘of the policy and expediency of the bill; he de- 
Watided why the British wanted it, if it was so 
Worthless; animadverted upon the inconsistency 
‘of ‘treating the territory as not worth having, and, 


gt the same time, dreading a war from Great + 


Britain, if we touched itẹ and concluded.. with 
anh exhortation to Senators, before they decided 
upon voting against it, to consider well the 
effect which a rejection of this essential step would 
have~—not only disappoiniing and discouraging our 
Own citizens, but. giving countenance. to the pre- 
tensions of, and leaving epen and undisputed to, a 
rival power, every sort of encroachment upon our 
national rights. ; 
-° Phe foregoing is given asa mere sketch of Mr. 
Ls arguments in substance. His speech in full 
willconvey them more correctly, and furnish all 
the documentary evidence referred to. 

Mr. BERRIEN next obtained the floor; and, on 
his motion, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
` Tuvrspay, January 26, 1843. 


Mr. REDING presented the petition of Mrs. 
Caroline Ladd, of, Bradford, Vermont, for a pen- 
sion: referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
Sions. 

Mr. J. L. WILLIAMS presented the memorial 
of David Taylor, G. F. Norris, and J. K. Rogers, 
Cherokee claimants under the treaty of 1835-6, 
praying the adoption of such speedy measures as 
shall render effeciual the 17th article of said treaty. 

‘Mr. ATHERTON, under the rule, presented the 
memorial of John Haven and oihers, inhabitants 
of Portsmouth, New Hampshire, praying for such 
‘measures as shall give to the navigation of the Uni- 
ted States such terms of just reciprocity as shall 
most conduce to the public welfare. 

Mr. H. DODGE presented the memorial of 
David Irwin and others, asking Congress that an 
act may be passed confirming certain ‘entries to 
lands; and that patents may be issued for the same, 
in accordance with the prayer of the memorial. 

Mr. WELLER presented the memorial of sun- 
dry eitizens of Preble county, Ohio, praying an ap- 
_propriation to the Cumberland road, and remon- 
strating against any change whatever in the present 
‘location through that county: referred to the Com- 

- mittee on Roads and Canals. 

Mr. RODNEY presented the resolutions of the 
Legislature of the State of Delaware, on the sub- 
ject of the conflicting claims to the Peapateh island 
in the Deiaware, and calling oa the Government to 
retrocede it to said State; pledging the faith of the 
Legislature to restore it to the United States when 
the title shall have been quieted by the Supreme 
Court: referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be prinied. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON, on leave, submitted 
the following resolution; which was considered and 
adopted: E 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy inform this House 
the amount of money paid to the officers of the scientific corps 
éngaged in the exploring expedition, and to the navy officers 
engaged in the coast survey, since the 3d day of March, 1839; 
distinguishing between the amount paid them as their regular 


annual compensation, and moneys, paid them for extra or any 
services other than their regular compensation. $ 


‘Mr. KEIM, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, by the general consent of the House, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of Daniel Homans; which 
was twice read, and referred. 

Mr. MEDILL presented a memorial from a com- 
pany of gentlemen, citizens of Ohio, showing the 
fearful extension of British commerce, settlements, 
arms, and influence over the territories of the United . 
States westof the Rocky Mountains, encouraged 
by the late movements of the Hudson Bay Com- 
pany for the occupation ofthe Rassian possessions 
and California, under the probable advice of the 
‘British Government, and the movements of that 
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1 Government fot the. possession of the Musquito 
coast and the Sandwich Islands—alleging that. 
their apprehensions for the early and peaceable 
establishment of osr: rights have been greatly in- 
creased by thelate treaty with Great Britain, and 
the almost simultaneous breaking up of the Amer» 
ican Far Company. Great Britain having obtained 
thereby one hundred and twenty miles of valuable 


she agreed to relinquish: by the arbitration of 1832; 
and alt intercourse between the Americans and 
Indians baving been cut off: expressing their doubts 
of the propriety of employing a sufficient military 
force to maintain possession of the ‘country, under 
the present depressed condition of the treasury; 
and praying a grant of land to themselves and as- 
sociates, not exceeding 20,000 ‘square miles, under 
such regulations as-Congress shall see proper to 
prescribe, on condition of their immediate removal, 
settlement upon, and defence of the same. a 

On motion by Mr. MEDILL, the memorial was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BRONSON presented the petition of sundry 
merchants, shipmasters, and others, of Augusta 
and Hallowell, Maine, praying for a. revision of 
our navigation laws, so.as to place our tonnage on 
an equal. footing with that ‘of ‘foreign nations; 
which, on motion by Mr. KENNEDY of Mary- 
land, was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union; and the bill on that 
subject, heretofore reported by the Committee on 
Commerce, was made the special order of the 
day for the first Tuesday in February next. 

Mr. COWEN, from the Committee of Claims, 
asked leave to make an adverse report on the case 
of General Joseph M. Hernandez. Mr. C. said 
that there was a minority report on this subject, 
and he moved that both reporis be printed, and 
laid on the table. 

Mr. TOMLINSON, from the minority of the 
same committee, said that the minority had re- 
ported, by. bill, in favor of the claimant, and he 
moved to have the bill read. 


The SPEAKER said that the minority could not 
report a bill. 

Mr. COWEN suggested that the gentleman 
could get at his object by moving to refer the sub- 
ject to the Commitiee of the Whole. The ma- 
jority of the committee were desirous of bringing 
the whole subject before the House. 


The SPEAKER suggested to the gentleman from 
Ohio, that, by reporting the bill of the minority, it 
would not make the majority of the committee 
responsible for it; and in this way the subject could 
be best brought before the Committee of the 
Whole. 


Mr. COWEN acquiesced in that course; and the 
bill was read twice, and referred to the Committee 
of the Whole; and the reports were ordered to be 
printed. ` 

Mr. GIDDINGS, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of John Hodgkin; 
which was read twice, and referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

Mr. KENNEDY cf Maryland, from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, reporied a bill making pro- 
vision for the warehousing of imported goods, ac- 
companied by a detailed report on the subject. 
The bill was. twice read, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union; and 
the report was ordered to be printed. 

On’ motion by Mr. KENNEDY, five thousand 
extra copies of the report were also ordered to be 
printed. ` 

Mr. POPE presented a memorial on the sub- 
ject of the improvement of the Western rivers; 
which, 

On motion by Mr. STEENROD, was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. WISE presented four memorials from the 
northwestern part cf New York, praying for the 
passage of the exchequer bill. 


PLAN OF AN EXCHEQUER. 


The House resumed, as the special order, the 
adverse report of the Committee of Ways and 
Means on the subject of the exchequer —the ques- 
tion being on the motion of Mr. Cusnine to amend 


frontier southwest of thé St. Francis river, which. 


the resolution concluding that report, by 
out the word “not.” `. S i 

Mr. PENDLETON, who had the floor, observ- 
ed, that some days since the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts informed the House that, of the number 
of petitions presented on the subject of the exche- 
quer, the one from the city of Cincinnati alone 
contained 5,000 signatures. He presumed that 
he had received all the petitions that came from his 
section of the courtry—some of which were in fa- 
vor of the President’s plan, and some in favor of 
the congressional plan. The advocates of the lat- 
ter, however, in comparison with the former, were. 
exceedingly few. The gentleman who brought thesé 
petitions to the city, and delivered them to him, in- 
formed him that they contained but 1,20 names. 
Be this as it might, among those names he recog- 
nised many of his personal friends of both politi- 
cal parties, whose wishes and opinions were enti- 


| tled to receive from him the most respectful con- 


sideration. Shortly about to retire from publie 
life, to renew his associations with these very peti- 
tioners, he might"be permitted to say; without giv» 
ing offence, that that association would. be more 
agreeable to his tastes and habits than anything he 
could find here. He felt most anxious to think 
with them, and reconcile his vote in accerdance 
with their feelings and wishes to the paramount 
duty which he owed to his country. Before he 
could give such vote, he found it necessary to ex- 
amine the report of the Committee of Ways and 
Means. He approached that argument with every 
disposition to be able to draw a different conclusion 
from it. He had examined it with the utmost care, 
and be now frankiy confessed that, with all the 
scrutiny he had been able to give it, with a pre- 
disposition again-t it, yet he could find no part of it 
with which he could conscientiously. differ. 

Afier some other observations, he turned to the 
report of the Committee of Ways and Means, and ` 
enumerated the plans of finance and currency in 
that document set forth, to which he added others; 
thus placing in opposition the sub-treasury, the 
United States bank, the Executive exchequer plan, 
the projet of the Select Committee, and the State 
bank system. Of the State bank system, he said, 
there were none now to contend for it; and yet it 
was a system which President Jackson, in his an- 
nual messages, said had been ascertained and 
proved to be the best and most valuable, and en- 
tirely suecessful. He read extracts from four of 
President Jackson’s messages on the subject. But, 
afier all, that system failed; and now no one was 
found its advocate; He then traced the history of ` 
the sub-treasury, of which some future committee 
would say there was none willing to be its friend: 
the people had denounced it by larger majorities 
than they have ever before rejected any public 
measure; and that being disposed of, he would look 
at the Executive’s plan of an exchequer, and com- 
pare it with the condemned sub-treasury. The 
sub-treasury provided simply a fiscal agent for the 
collection, safekeeping, transfer, and disbursement 
of the public revenue; the exchequer proposed to 
do the same thing, and substantially in the same 
way. But, in addition to this, the exchequer propos- 
ed to furnish and secure anationaleurrency. They 
had been told that there was too much bank capi- 
talin the country; but he contended that capital 
was wanted to develope their resources and carry 
their produce to market. He illustrated, at some 
length, the mode of doing business with bills of ex- 
change. i 

He then went into a comparison of tbe sub- 
treasury anå the exchequer. The one provided 
that all the dues of the Government should be paid 
in specie. The other provided that they should be 
paid, first, in specie; second, in certificates of de=- 
posite; third, in treasury notes; and, fourth, in the 
notes of specie-paying banks. Now, what was the 
difference between the two? In the matter of 
specie payment, they were thesame. The second 
mode of payment, according to the exchequer, was 
by certificates of deposite, representing. bullion or 
gold and silver. This was, in fact, the same thing 
as paying in specie. But certificates of debt were 
to be given to the public creditors; and these were 
to be received in payment of public dues. . This, 
then, was but a substitute for coin, He moreover 
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opposed the principle of giving certificates to cred- 
itors of the Government, as a measure only resort- 
ed lo by spendthrift governments. The third mode 
of payment was in treasury notes; but did the ex- 
chequer bill provide for an issue of treasury notes? 
Ceriainly not; although it made them receivable. 
The fourth mode was in the notes of specie-paying 
banks. This would do no good, because it would 
compel the specie to'be locked up in the vaults of 
the banks. Hence he argued that the scheme 
would. not tend to increase the currency of the 
country, and was but a complex piece of ma- 
chinery. He also argued against the provision by 
which certificates of deposite were to be given to 
those who might deposite specie at any point, Such 
déposites, be contended, would, whenever they 
were of any advantage, cost more than it would to 
transport specie from place to place. 


In relation to the provision requiring the assent 
of the States to the establishment of branches 
within their several limits, he urged that the ques- 
tion of’ the currency entered into the elections all 
over the country; and the consequence would be, 

that branches would be permitted in the States, ac- 
cording as. this or that party obtained the ascend- 
ency. He agreed with the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, [Mr. Magswatt,] that we should not depend 
upon State legislation in determining upon a plan 
of finance. In mere matters of expediency, he 
would be as willing to yield as any man; but he 
could not, on a question like this, surrender any 
great power vested in Congress by the Federal Con- 
stitution. 


After urging, as a further objection to the bill, 
that it would furnish two kinds of currency—gold 
‘and silver, and a national paper currescy—Mr. P. 
was cutoff by the expiration of his hour. 


Mr. WISE next obtained the floor, and said that 
he should not now «peak, but for his limit of time, 
in which he could not compress what he bad to say 
on the subject. He should, however, avail him- 
self of the opportunity, to throw off some of the 
preliminary matter, before the House should re- 

` solve itself into Committee of the Whole, when he 
` should again speak. If the question had to be de- 
cided to-day, (as had been intimated by the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means,) he 
wished, before sundown, to reply to all that there 
was of argument in the speech of the gentleman 
from Kentucky, yesterday. That gentleman had 
devoted his time, on three several occasions when 
he had addressed the House, to the Secretary of 
State, and the views of that functionary upon mat- 
ters of finance. As this regular set-to on the Seg- 
retary of State involved important principles, he 
should endeavor to discuss those parts of the gen- 
tleman’s speech in which he had sought to convict 
the Secretary (whom he called his master) of in- 
consistency. The gentlemaa seemed to think that 
the Secretary of State had, for the first time, ad- 
vanced a great principle, on which he (Mr. M.) 
had dwelt in his speech. He would say to the 
gentleman, that Mr. Webster had not advanced 
the principle for the first time—not the first 
by a hundred; for it was first advanced by Alex- 
ander Hamilton, and afterwards by the gentleman’s 
own illustrious uncle—John Marshall. This great 
principle was discussed in the first meeting of the 
cabinet of General Washington; and the issue was 
made between Jefferson and Hamilton, whether 
the Federal Government was sovereign to the full 
extent of its Federal powers; whether, if the Fed- 
eral Government possessed a power, it, possessed it 
independently and separately. It was then con- 
tended that State assent could not give a power 
which before was not possessed; as a State dissent 
could not take away a power which was possessed. 
It was then not only conceded by Jefferson, but ad- 
mitted by all, (for the question was whether the pow- 
er had been granted or not,) that whatever power 
was granted and did exist, was paramount and all- 
pervading. This was conceded. If, then, the power 
of incorporation had been given, it was held that 
such power was co-extcnsive with the limits of the 
Union, and bounded only by its jurisdiction and 
territory. Thus, then, it became an axiom, that, 
as the State assent could not give, so, also, the 
State dissent could not take away, a power, except 


by an amendment of the Constitution, made in the 


prescribed form. 

The gentleman from Kentucky having taken 
pains to insist three several times that the Secretary 
of State first advanced this ground—that the power 
of incorporation would extend. cver the Unicn— 
and then, assuming that a Government bank was 
“the worst of all institutions; -having gone on to 
prove thatthe exchequer was a Government bank, 
he (Mr. W.) proposed to discuss that question. Is 
the exchequer a Government bank? . i 

In the first place, it was not a defnite idea to 
talk of the exchequer, because, as his friend from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Cusuına] had said, the idea 
was capable of various modifications. Taere 
were two plans before the House—the plan of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and the plan of the Select 
Committee; one containing the provision which re- 
quired State assent, whilst the other did not.. There 
was a third plan—that of the Senate.. Thus, then, 
the exchequer was subject to as many modifica- 
tions as a nationa} bank or a sub-treasury. When 
he spoke of an exchequer, he spoke of the idea as 
embodied in the resolution of ‘the gentleman from 
New Hampshire, [Mr. Aruerton,] which was, in 
the first place, that it should be without any act of 
incorporation; second, that it should separate the 
Government from individuals—public funds from 
private; and especially that there should be an ex- 
ercise of the constitutional custody and control of 
Congress over the public money, independent of 
the Executive; not stripping the Executive of any 
power given by the Constitution, but defining, 
limiting, regulating, controlling, and directing it. 
This was his idea of the exchequer, and the gen~ 
tleman from Kentucky insisted that it was a Gov- 
ernment bank. 


He (Mr. W.) would discuss this question. In 
the first place, he would say, that the gentleman 
had taken great pains to reply to an article in 
the Madisonian, in which the word precise had oc- 
curred several times. He thought the gentleman 
had taken care not to be very precisehimself. He 
wished to show that the gentleman’s definition of a 
Government bank would not bear the test of exami- 
nation. When the gentleman said that the nature, 
and not the name, constituted an institution, he was 
very true. 

The gentleman said, first, thatitwasa moneyed in- 
stitution; second, that it dealt in money for profit. 
Mark the second proposition—that it dealt in money 
for profit. He wished that the gentleman was in 
his seat, that he might ask him who he presumed 
concurred in this report of the Committee of Ways 
and Means? “What was the very power of the Gov- 
ernment, which was now in question before the 
House and the country? He would take the power 
as it was defined. by the Committee of Ways and 
Means. ‘The country,” said the Committee of 
Ways and Means, “has been agitated for many 
years on the all-absorbing questions of finance and 
currency. The power of finance involves the in- 


quiry into the best mode of collecting, keeping, and 


disbursing the public revenue”—that is, the public 
money—“‘and thatof thecurrency into the best mode 
of creating a circulating medium’’—that is, the cir- 
culating money of the country. That, said Mr. W. 
is a definition ia which I-concur. 

The very power of the Government which was 
now in question, was the power of firance, which 
first involved the subject of collecting, keeping, and 
disbursing the public money; and the oiher power 
involved in this question, was the power of ecur- 
rency, which included the power of regulating and 
controlling money for Government purposes. 
Then, if this power of the Government was exer- 
cised at all, it must be in the form of some institu- 
tion of law, which, first, was a moneyed institution, 
and, secondly, dealtin money for profit. He wished 
to be distinctly understood in this argument—from 
which he defied the gentleman to escape—that, 
whether it be an institution of law by act of cor- 
poration, or by organization, such as. the Bank of 
the United States, and the Treasury Department—- 
if it exercised the above powers, it must be an insti- 
tution,of law, in whatever form created, which isa 
moneyed institution dealing in money for profit. 

The present treasury system was a bank under 
that definition. 
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The act of 1789, which organized the Treasury De» 
partment, and made. the Treasurer of the United 
States the keeper of the public moneys—which cre- 
ated the receivers and disbursing agents officers of 
the Government—was an institution of law, not 
by act. of incorporation, but by organization. 
There was a moneyed institution; and, secondly, it 
was an institution which dealt in money for the 
sake of profit. Was it-not notorious that, under 
every administration of the Government, from 
General Washington’s to this day, únder. every 
Secretary of the Treasury, and in every month and 
week, the Government had bought and sold bills of 
exchange for the trans{gr of the public money, and 
as often getting a premium as paying it? More- 
over, the Secretary of State, for paying foreign am- 
bassadors, and the Secretary of the Navy, for pay- 
ing the officers of the navy abroad on foreign service, 
had to buy bills of exchange. Mr. Woodbury 
himself, the great advocate of the independent treas- 
ury, had done it. But this was a very minute 
view of the scope of profit and loss in which -the 
Treasury had been engaged. He begged leave to 
call the gentleman’s attention to a much broader 
system of profit and loss, in which the Treasury 
dealt under the act of 1789. Why, the whole book 
of profit and loss was before them in the case, be- 
fore the House. How should the public money 
be best collected and kept? Why, there was profit 
in the idea of preventing loss. How should the 
Government collect its dues in the most valuable 
funds? There was positively the idea of gain. 
How should it be kept in the safest manner? How 
disburse itin the most profitable way?. Why, in 
disbursing, the Government would avail itself of 
that system which paid no discount, but made a 
profit, Not only. the act of 1788, but the 
Treasury itself, according to that definition, was a 
bank—a moneyed institution, dealing in money for 
profit. The collectors, receivers, and especially 
one body.of officers created at the last session of 
Congress, constituted a bank, if this idea was cor- 
rect, To show how utterly fallacious was this 
definition of a bank, he would ask what the gen- 
tleman would make of the commissioner of loans 
sentto obtain a loan at a premium if he could get 
it, or at the lowest discouni? Did notthe gentle- 
man see that this definition of a bank would not 
bear the test? He defied the gentleman to create 
or define, in fancy or in fact, an institution which 
should have the power of finance and the power of 
the currency—the power of disbursing and the 
power of creating a currency—without having the 
nature of a bank. This was reducing the gentle- 
man’s argument at once to the argumentum ad 
absurdum. What, then, was the distinction? 


The gentieman had very truly said thata bank 
might be incorporated, or not; one of deposite or of 
issue, or not; of loan and discount, or not; that it 
might be a sole, or joint, &c., &c. Now he would 
ask the gentleman if every private individual was 
a banker, who, merely for the ordinary transac- 
tions of life, borrowed money, or lent money, 
or who took a discount, or shaved or exacted a 
premium when he sold a bill of exchange? Cer- 
tainly not; and yet the same individual who did all 
these things, neither more nor less, under a differ- 
ent aspect, without an act of incorporation, or with 
it, was called a banker; and why? Because the 
name of banker depended not only upon the na- 
ture of his business, but upon his profession; and 
if he (Mr. W.) had time, he could produce an 
abundance of authorities to prove the truth of the 
position. I may (said Mr. W.) lend my friend 
from Indiana a thousand dollars, and may sell him 
a billof exchange, and I may not be a banker. 


-Thottgh I may issue to him a bill of credit; though 


l may discount his note; though I may exact a pre- 
mium from him; and even though I may perform 
one of the modern functions of a bank—defrand 
him,—yet all that will not constitute mea banker. 
But in a land where unlicensed banking is tol- 
erated—as it was in Virginia, till it was suppressed 
and punished by law—if I set up my sighasa 
banker and broker, profess to deal in the business 
of banking, discount, and deposits—~to deal in 
money for profit; then not only the nature of my 
business, but my profession constitutes me a 
banker. As long as Iam a private individual, 
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not held to the common law usages, which are 


binding on bankers and nobody elss—as long as I 


do not profess myself to bea banker, all the courts 
of justice in the world will not treat me as such; 


will not exact the common customs of a bank, ` 


(the three days of grace, for example,) and 
will not allow me thet privileges of one. So 
it was (Mr. W. went on to say). with the Gov- 
ernment, The Government had to deal with all— 
the poorest, as well as the richest. It was no 
banker; but still, as a private individual must do, 


it had to collect money to pay its debts, to keep | 


money, and disburse money. So long as it was 
exercising the powers vested in it by the Constitu- 
tion over the finances and the currency, it was no 
bank; but the moment it stepped beyond the power 
of the Constitution—beyond the power of the cur- 
_ rency, the power to lay and collect taxes, the 
power to create a circulating medium in such 
form that the collections and disbursements of 
the Government might be safely made,—the mo- 
“ment it transcended that power, collaterally or di- 
reetly, incidentally or positively, and performed 
the business of discount and exchange, dealing in 
money for the sake of profit alone,—then, and not 
tillthen, it was a bank. The proposition, then, 
-with which be met the argument of the gentleman 
from Kentucky, was, that the mere custody and 
control of the public money would not constitute a 
bank. If it did, then the gentleman could not 
escape. Would he maintain the proposition 
that they were obliged to create a joint-stock 
company, or obliged to create a bank? One 
or the other: let the gentleman tale that position. 
Yes, let him take that p:sition, that there must 
either be an incorporation of private individuals, 
which would not be a Government bank, or an in- 
stitution of the Governmen!; and what did he 
arrive at then? And what was the difference be- 
tween a Government bank and a national bank, 
in commen parlance? A Government bank was 
for the purpose of the collection, safekeeping, 
transfer, and disbursement of the public money for 
-public purposes, and to regulate the circulating 
medium, so as to make taxes uniform, and both the 
people and the Government safe. And what was 
the difference between such a bank and a national 
bank? The first difference was a constitutional dif- 
ference. The next was, that the Government bank 
was for Government purposes alone; but a nation- 
al bank was not only for national purposes, but for 
individual profit. A national bank was not neces» 
sarily connected with the collection, safekeeping, 
transfer, and disbursement of the public moneys; 
nor was it necessarily connected with the circu- 
lating medium. But further—and this was an im- 
portant difference, to which he wished to call the at- 
tention of the gentleman from Kentacky, [Mr. Mar- 
SHALL,] and those gentlemen who cbjected to the 
assent and dissent principle—the national bank 
project would delegate the great power over the 
finances and the currency to a company con- 
sisting of a president and nine directors. If; 
then, they created a national bank, they yield- 
ed the sovereign power and the control of the 
institution, which would wield the great govern- 
ment power over the currency and the finances 
to a board of directors, which stood as 6 to 3 against 
the Government. It wasnctleft to the courtesy cf 
the Slates to assent to the exchequer or not, for six 
directors would possess sovereign power—six di- 
rectors of individual stockholders. What became, 
then, of the argument of the gentleman from 
Kentucky? [Mr. Marsuarn ] But when the ex- 
chequer was established, or the odious and de- 
nounced sub treasury was restored, all would admit 
that it was a Government power—that it was the 
power of the Constitution exercised according to 
the legislative will. If, however, gentlemen would 
object to the principle of assent and dissent on the 
part of the States, they ought by all means to object 
to the creation of a national bank; for the reason 


` thatit would give to six individuals, and not to | 


sovereign States, that were a part of the federal com-- 
pact, the great power of assent or dissent. And it 
was not only a one-third power, but there was a 
perpetuity of power, unrepealable for the duration 


-. of the charter of the national bank. That was a 


fourth difference between a Government bank and 
a national bank. A Government bank was always 


` under the command of the Government, and sub- 


ject to the will of the people; but anational bank 
embraced in its first idea an act of incorporation, 
which contained in it the sound doctrine of vested 
rights, which made it intact for the time of its crea- 
tion, however objectionable it might be. 


He next proceeded to defend the Secretary of 
State, who (he said) did not, for the first time, at 
Faneuil Hall, avow his renunciation of a bank of 
the United States. He was understood to assume 
that Mr. Webster made such a declaration in the 
Senate of the United States in 1836. What, then, 
was the issue between the Secretary of State and 
the gentleman from Kentucky—the great master 
and the great pupi? The issue was this: If they 
could not create an incorporation of vested rights, 
delegating toa two-thirds directory the power over 
the finances and the currency, should they abandon 
the power and the custody entirely, and Jeave the 
public moneys unguarded, as at present? That 
was what was proposed by the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means in his report, 
which would leave everything to executive discre- 
tion and executive power. And the gentleman 
from Kentucky would have no Government bank, 
for he would rather have the present system, which, 
according to his argument, was itselfa Govern- 
ment bank; so that he was in a position that was a 
little more unnatural than the one in which he said 
the Secretary of Siate was placed. 


Fhe honorable gentleman continued to comment 
on the remarks of the gentleman from Kentucky 
(Mr. Marsnaxt] until the expiration of his hour 
brought him to a conclusion. 

Mr. ATHERTON next addressed the House. 
He deemed it proper that he should reply to some 
of the positionsin the report ofthe majority of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, from which he 
dissented; although, so far as their resolution was 
concerned, it had his decided approval. It ap- 


peared, from the general course of the debate, that 


the majority cf the Whig party objected to a Gov- 
ernment bank, whilst the other portion objected to 
a Uniled Siates bank. The whole tenor of the 
report of the committee indicated a preference for 
the independent treasury over any other sysiem, 
except a bank of the United States. From the 
remarks of the gentleman from Massachusetts, he 
should infer that that gentleman preferred the in- 
dependent treasury to any system, except a Gov- 
ernment bank, Wow, he thought these several di- 
visions of the Whig party were correet in their ob- 
jections—one to a Government bank, and the otber 
to a United States bank. 


Mr. WISE wished to know if the gentleman 
undersiood him (Mr. W.) as having advocated 
a Government bank. 

Mr. ATHERTON said he gid understand the 
gentleman as having advocated what he (Mr. A.) 
considered a Government bank. 

These objections to a Government! bank, which 
were urged by a majority of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, weu'd, he was of the opinion, 
apply with equal force toa United States bank. 
What were they? He referred to the 12:h page 
of the committee’s report, where the objection was 
raised thai it would give an undue control over the 
State banks. ‘he report said: “It is true that, 


- by ihe exchequer plan, the bills of specie-paying 


banks are receivable for public dues; but it must 
be borne in mind, that it is made the imperative 
duty of the agent receiving them to settle with fhe 
banks weekly; and this settlement can have no 
other objeet than to draw out the amount in specie, 


* = * *- But, by the exchequer 
plan, large additions are invited for deposites, and 
drafts sold; and al received for public dues and 
drafts sold goes into the hands of the exchequer 
agent, who has the power to favor a petted institu- 
tion, by paying outits bills during the week, and 
to crush an obnoxious one, by demanding the spe- 
cie on all its bills. This may be a most dangerous 
politica] power, which may be brought to bear 
with tremendous effect upon the various banks 
throughout the country, and is, in this respect, far 
more dangerous than the-sub-treasury.” Now, he 
asked, how would this danger be lessened by cone 
fiding these powers to the hands of an irresponsible 
money corporation? Would any of the evils be 
taken away, by placing those powers in the hands 
of a corporation governed by men whose object 
would be to subserve their own exclusive interest— 
men notselected by, and responsible to, the people— 
and who have no ambition to perform their trusts 
faithfully? He thought that it must be admitted 
the power thus spoken of by the committee would 
be equally dangerous in the hand of a moneyed cor- 
poration, 


Again: on the 10th page of the report the com- 
mittee said: “We have deplorable evidences of this, 
in the numerous defaulters to the Government, 
and the scarcely less numerous instances of bank 
officers, acting under the immediate eye of those 
interested, who have embezzled the fards which 
they were paid to guard.” Here was an admis- 
sion that bank officers wers not to be trusted! 
Did not, he would ask, the fact apply with equal 
force to the officers of a bank created with Gov- 
ernment? In the same page (10) the committee 
further said: “AH these facts lead to but one con- 
clusion, and that seems irresis'ible: which is, that 
the Government ought not to engage in banking, 
but that that should be left to private corporations 
or companies, which may be effectually restrained 
in their issues by penal laws, for the violation of 
which they may be madeamenable to the courts, 
Certainly nothing short of. this can {present exces- 
sive issues, or insure prompt redemption; and 
even this has not alwayseffected that object. Mr. 
Ricardo, an eminent writer on this subject, says: 
‘Experience, however, shows that neither a State > 
nor a bank ever has had the unrestricted power. of 
issuing paper money, without abusing that power. 
In all States, therefore, the. issue of paper money 
ougùt to be under some check or control? As you 
cannot check or control Congress on this subject, 
it would follow that we ought not to attempt to ex- 
ercise this power.” Now, what he would remark 
was, that this power was as liable to abuse in the 
hancs of a corporation, as by the Government 
itself. It was, in fact, the interest of individuals 
owning corporations which ever- prompted to over- 
issues. 


In speaking of defaleations by officers and 
agents, the committee said: “This is the hazard 
with an honest agent. But suppose the exchequer 
agent dishonest. Suppose him a warm political 
partisan: might not these favors be dealt out to 
political friends, and denied to political enemies? 
Or suppose money is wanted to corrupt the foun- 
tainsof the elective power, or carry some great politi- 
cal contest:—how easy would it be for a dishonest 
and pliant exchequer agent to buy the drafts ef 
some irresponsible political friend, and thus pour 
out the national treasury for the basest of pur-. 
poses !? 


He asked, were the dangers here spoken of like- 
ly to be lessened by confiding the public money to 
an immense corporation? Did not the history of 
the late United Slates Bank show that the public 
money was constantly used for the furtherance of 
political purposes? Surely, if such an otjection as 
has been here urged by the committee applied to 
the exchequer, it applied with much greater force 
to an irresponsible corporation. It had been well 


remarked by the gentleman from Massachusetts, 


L£ 


(Mr. ‘Wintnnzor,] i e o1 
yesterday, that distrust was the prevailing senti- 
ment of this‘ report. 
this was a Government of limited powers, and the 
theory of which was to trust its agents with no 


who addressed the Hopse on 


It must be considered. that - 


more power than was.absolutely necessary. It was ; 


essentially a Government of limited powers, and the 
people had. reserved to themselves all which were 
not absolutely necessary to carry it on. Whathad 
the House heard from the gentleman from New 
York? (Mr. Barnarp.]. Why, that there was a 
competency. in- the Constitution for the adoption of 
the exchequer, so far as it related to the safekeep- 
ing and disbursement of the public money, but not 
so as regards its provisions. for depositing and for 
the reguistion ef commercial exchanges. There 
was also, according to the gentleman, a competency 
for the adoption ‘of the sub-treasury. Now, if it was 
not compe'ent for the Government to deal in ex- 
ehanges—if the Constitution gave no such power, 
how’could such a power be delegated to a corpora- 
tion? Congress could not delegate what it did not 
possess. Therefore, the argument of the gentleman 
trom New York. [Mr. Barnarp] overthrew all ar- 
gument which might be derived from the Constitu- 


. tion in favor of the power to establish a bank of 


the United States. 


But it was formerly urged as a great objection 
to the subt-reasury, that it failed to exercise the 
power granted to Congress—of regulating the cur- 
rency. What was a legal currency? Gold and 
silver were recognised by the Constitution as the 
Jegal currency of the country; and the resolution of 
1816 also recognised it as such; although, at the 
same time, it provided that the notes of the United 
S'ates Bank should be a legal tender. If Congress 
was. bound to provide a currency, of course they 
must provide one which is legal}; and nothing but 
gold and silver was recognised in the Constitution 
as such. The surest way of regulating exchanges, (if 
anything could be done incidentally by the Govern- 
ment for that purpose,) was by enacting a law provi- 
ding for the entire collection and disbursement of the 
public revenuesin gold andsilver, Butevenif there 
were a power in the Government to regulate ex- 
changes, its interference would, he imagined, be at- 
tended only with mischief. The Government, prop- 
erly, had nothing to do with such matters. Exchanges 
should be regulated by the course of trade; and it 
would be as reasonable to contend that the Gov- 
ernment should tegulate the price or the freight of 
merchandise. Gentlemen had spoken of the watch- 
ful eye of self-interest to regulate the banks: why 
not leave exchanges to be regulated by it also? 
When gold and silver are the currency, the rate of 
exchange can never exceed the price of transporta- 
tion, Ifa bank on one side of the street redeems 
its notes, whilst another on the opposite side does 

` not, the difference between the 'notes of the two is 
as much the rate of exchange as if the two banks 
were in different sections of the country. Why 
should the Government any more undertake to reg- 
ulate the price of exchange than the price of pro- 
visions? He illustrated this position by several ex- 
amples, and concluded that any interference by the 
Government in such a matter wouid be vain and 
idle—-would defeat its own ends—and, so far from 
being beneficial, would be disadvantageous, to com- 
merce, 


The Constitution, as he had said, fixed the stand- 
ard of value—gold and silver only. All acknowl- 
edged it was desirable that more gold and silver 
should circulate in the community. [Mr. BARNARD 
shook his head}. As the gentleman had shaken 
his head, he would read a few extracts from what 
was said by aman who, he presumed, was very 
good authority with the gentleman. He read from 
the message of Governor Jobn Davis to the Legis- 
lature of Massachusetts in 1834. 


“There is doubtless.a difference of opinion as to the causes 
which produce the great vacillations in the money market. At 
one time, the premium on capital falls below the legal rate of 
interest; at another, money can scarcely be had on-any terms. 
There can, however, be little doubt that the small quantity of 
specie in circulation is one of the causes tending to produce 
these disastrous fluctuations. If a panic should seize the pub- 
lic, if distrust should overshadow our banks but for a day, all 
payments in specie would cease; for the funds on hand do not 
amount to one-twelfth of the bills in circulation, and those de- 
posites they-are bound to pay on demand. This dispropor- 
tion between specie. and paper cannot be materially increased. 
If the quantity of specie is diminished, the paper circulation 


“must be curtailed. s aper m s 
Be ‘increased. The paper, therefore, fluctuates as its basis 


| 
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If it is neresi, the paper may also 


changes.” ae Mi 

“Phe disastrous fluctuations which we experience (he adds 
in 1834) areto some extent to. be imputed to the fluctuations in 
specie, (meaning in amount, not in value;) and the smaller the 
amount of specie in the country, the more likely they areto 


occur. The most obvious remedy, therefore, against the recur- 


rence of this calamity, and the most certain method of saving 
the active industry of the country from the devouring vortex 
of this. almost periodical disaster, ‘which comes of curtailing 
discounts, is to increase, by some judicious regulations, the 
quantity of specie in circulation to such an extent that these 
occasional drainsshall not curtail the circulating medium so as 
to produce such consequences. If the circulation of small bilis 
had never been permitted, but their places had been supplied 
with specie, the quantity now in circulation would be large, 
and would greatly ‘strengthen the confidence of the public and 
the ability of the banks,as it would flow into supply the place 
of that drained off, and thus snpersede, to a great extent, the 
occasion for these forced curtailments of discounts which al- 
ways prove injurious to the public. The States which have 
adopted this course, are best supplied with specie; and ifthe 
whole country could be prevailed on to suppress small bills, 
great relief would he realized from it.” ; : 

“Experience has long since proved that a metallic currency 
is least liable to fluctuations, and therefore best adapted to the 
purpose for which it is designed; andit is to be hoped the ear- 
liest opportunity will be seized to return to it—so far, at least, 
as to rectify the present credit system of paper currency, and 
preventiits pernicious fluctuations.” 

“Fluctuations visit all who have property, and all who work 
to.acquire it, with injury, and compel them to submit to severe 
sacrifices. Whatis called a scarcity ef money, only means 
that the banks do not discount.” 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Cosu- 

ING] had well mentioned, among the inherent evils 
of. paper money, its expansibility, which brought 
periodical ruin, disaster, and distress. Should the 
Government, then, increase and promote this evil, 
by issuing Government paper by a Government 
bank, or indirectly through the agency of a United 
States bank? Was it possible to remedy the evil 
of expansion, by increasing the amount of the pa- 
per volame? Would not such a course be only 
adding fuel to the flame? And if it was proposed 
by a bank of the United States to regulate the 
issues of other banks, history proved that such a 
purpose could not be so accomplished. History 
and experience showed that the banks nearest and 
most under the influence of the United States Bank, 
were the first to suspend; whilst those remotely 
situated from that institution held out longest, and 
were the last to cease paying specie. If it was ex- 
pected to check these overissues of banks by law, 
such an idea could not be carried out, because it 
went counter to all experience of the past, What 
had been the history of the banking system? Did 
not observation tell us that banks could not be re- 
stricted by law? The zeal,and influence, and the 
untiring energy of interested individuals were en- 
tirely too strong for the law. ‘They had heretofore 
set all law atdefiance. They had applied to State 
Legislatures to give them authority to suspend 
specie payments, and then called it giving relief to 
the community—giving relief by issuing more 
of their irredeemable paper ! 
And as to the watchful eyes ofself-interest, which, 
it was said, were so important in the prevention of 
the abuses ef banking, had they not been shown to 
be utterly unavailing? Had it not been shown to 
be powerless, in all that they had heard of the sus- 
pensions and frauds committed on the stockholders 
and the public? And what bad availed the power 
of the Legislatures of the States? It had proved to 
be utterly useless, as was lately found to be the 
case with regard to a bank in Massachusetts. The 
Legislature of that State passed a law to provide 
for inspections of the banks of that State; and the 
law had proved to be so perfectly useless, that the 
present Governor, in his message, recommended 
its repeal, 

The gentleman from Massachusetts, in the re- 
marks which he had made to the House, had not 
asserted that the result of the late presidential elec- 
tion bad been an affirmative decision upon the 
question as to the propriety of establishing a bank 
of the United States. He would ask the gentie- 
man whether, in the result of that election, the 
people had manifested their approbation of the ex- 
chequer plan. And he would ask whether, if the 
question were now pul to the people of this eoun- 
try whether they would have a bank of the United 
States or an independent treasury, he believed that 
they would decice in favor of a bank. No, sir; 
he would not say so. What did they hear from 
the gentleman from Vermont? -That the objection 
urged against this scheme was, that it was a Gov- 


‘were pore? He thought not. 


. = : at 
ernment bank. ‘This being the case, the issue was 


new given up. - It was given up in the report of 
the Committee of Ways and Meane. If it ‘had 
been rendered unpopular on account of a mistake 
as to its true character, arising from false-imputa- 
tions which had been cast upon it, what did the re- 
sult prove? Not that the people condemned the 
independent-treasury scheme, but that they con- 
demned the scheme of a Government bank. To 
show that he had not misstated the report, he 
would read the following passage: 

“These banking powers, thus conferred upon the exchequer, 
for the purpose of furnishing a paper circulation, distinguish 
this plan from that of the sub-treasury.”? 

They were under the apprehension that, when 
once established, this would be converted into a 
great Government bank. But, that there was no 
reason for even this apprehension, was evident 
from various passages in the report. The report 
acknowledged that the independent-treasury plan 
made it felony, punishable by fine and imprison- 
ment, for an officer of that institution to use any 
of the public moneys intrusted to its keeping. 
They had, therefore, what had been urged as the 
main objection to it, at once givenup. The objec- 
tions fell to the ground; they vanished into air-— 
into thin air. It had been frequently said, on that 
floor, that it was very difficult to tell what precise 
issue was determined by the late presidential elec- 
tion. At any rate, he would contend, with great 
confidence, that, whenever the sub-treasury scheme 
was presented as a distinct issue to the people, they 
approved it. Butit was said, by a distinguished 
Whig, on this floor, that the election of members 
tothe popular branch of this Congress turned up- 
on their being for or against this scheme. 


The gentleman from New York had gone over 
one of the old arguments against the independent- 
treasury scheme; but, in doing that, he had admit- 
ted (and he thought the admission did great credit 
to his candor) that the only objection to the scheme 
was, that it provided, after the money was depos- 
ited, that it was under the control of officers of 
the Government, and not officers of the bank. And 
he’ understood the gentleman to say that, since the 
foundation of the Government, except during an 
interval of one year, the moneys of the Govern- 
ment had always been deposited in banks. This 
was during the year in which the’ independent 
lreasury was in operation. 


An allusion was made in the report-in order to 
show that the danger was in intrusting the public 
moneys in the hands of individuals—to the case of 
Mr. Swartwout. But this, he apprehended, was 
not a case which bore any analogy to that which 
they were considering. Had the independent, 
treasury scheme been in operation, Mr. Swartwout 
never could have carried on his frauds and depre- 
dations upon the Government. ‘This, then, fur- 
nished no argument against the establishment of 
an independent treasury. 

It was stated in the report, and had been re- 
peated in the House, that a bank cannot abscond. 
To be sure, it could not. It had not substance 
enough. It wasa thing altogether as impalpable 
asa shadow. 

“Like shadows they come, like shadows depart.” 

But could not cashiers—-could not presidents ab- 
scone? Did the history of the times show that they 
Why should banks 
come in and demand the use cf the public moneys be- 
tween the time of collection and of disbursement? 
What right had they to speculate with the money 
of the Government? If the right was not to be 
granted to individuals, why should it be granted 
to cerporations? It appeared from documents be- 
fore them, that the loss had not been one half so 
great under the operation of the sub-treasury 
scheme, as it had been by using banks as deposite- 
ries, and receiving depreciated bank paper. 

r. MeDoffie, ina report. which he made a few 
years ago to the House of Representatives on this 
subject, stated that the Government had lost up- 
wards of thirty millions of dollars by taking depre- 
ciated bank paper. What was tbe effect upon the 
country generally of the encouragement thus given 
to the circulation of bank paper? The very stim- 
ulus given to trade by its means tends to create 
loans; and these loans go on extending, until at 
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- dast the bubble bursts; and; as had been well said- 
' by-a'gentieman on that floor, it was upon the hard 
hand: and the unsuspecting head of the poor laborer 
` thatthe rainfalls. It was.a well-setiled rule, that the 
price of labor'was the last to rise, and the first to 
fall.” ‘This appeared not only from the maxims of 
political economists, but from universal history. | 
‘He'begged leave to read an extract from Thiers’s 
History of the French Revolution: = 
“Wie vatue.of the ässigñats declining daily in proportion to 
their total mass, it required a Jarger and larger amount to pur- 
chase the. same quantity of necessaries; and thus. the prices 
became excessive. The people, receiving only the same nomi- 
nal value for their labor, could no longer procure such things 
ag. they. needed, and: vented themselves in complaints and 
threats. Bread was not the only article the price of which was 
enormously increased; that of sugar, coffee, and soap was 
doubled; ‘The laundresses had come to the convention to 
complain that they. were obliged to pay thirty sous for soap, 
which had formerly cost them but fourteen. To no purpose 
were the people told to raise the price of their labor, in order to: 
re-establish the proportion between their wages and the articles 
of consumption. They could not be brought to act in concert 
for the accomplishment of this object,” &c.—Thiers's Hist. F'r. 
Rev., vol, 4, p. 441. 

This single instance exhibited its operation in all 
cases. There could be no combination among 
laborers to raise the price of labor according to the 
depreciation in the currency. 

On the 7th page of the report it was stated 
that, “by the sub-treasury, the Government only 
risked, in the hands of its officers, the amount of 
money that might be on hand between the time of 
collection and the time of disbursement.” This 
was true, under all systems, They were obliged to 
employ collecting officers and disbursing officers, 
and they had the honesty of those officers to assure 
them against loss. And he would here cbserve, 
that it seemed to him the argument that 
corporations could be trusted, and men could not, 
was a very unsound argument. According 
to’ this supposition, there must be certainly 
something very corrupting in the circumstance of 
holding office—-something which tends to obliter- 
ate the moral feelings. Gentlemen talked about the 
safety of the public moneys when deposited in 
banks, and that they would be found faithful to 
their trusts. Why, the Government was left pow- 
erless; the money was placed in the hands of those 
' who were responsible to- the people, and the Gov- 
ernment was left prostrate. 

‘Mr. PROFFIT obtained the floor, and replied 
briefly to some of the observations of the gentle- 
man from New Hampshire. The gentleman had 
alluded to a report made some years ago by Mr. 
McDuffie, which stated that the Government had 
lost thirty millions of dollars by depositing the pub- 
‘lie funds jn banks. What effect had this statement 
upon the gentleman himself, and upon his party? 
Did the gentleman suppose that he was to be per- 
mitted to make use of such arguments; or 
that they would be allowed to pass without 

‘reply? Did the gentleman mean to come out 

and avow himself in favor ef an indepen- 
dent, old-fashioned treasury? Would his par- 
ty agree to tbis? They would not do it; they dared 
not do it, Why did not the gentleman tell them 
something about the working of that old-fashioned 
sub-treasury?, Daring the whole time it was in 
operation in New York, was there a single doilar 
in specie oul? . It was the duty of the friends of the 
Administration to defend themselves from such 
attacks as the gentleman had just made, How 
many millions of treasury notes did the gentleman 
himself vote for, although he was now so vehement 
in his denunciations against the issue of a paper 
currency by the Government? Lei him answer 
this; and let him show, too, that the old-fashioned 
independent treasury scheme, which he vaunted so 
much, was free from abuses, 

Mr. FILLMORE rose and said he desired to ad- 
dress a few words to the House, in reference to this 
matter. 

An adjournment, hewever, being desired by 
several members, he yielded to a motion for that 
purpose, and 

The House adjourned. 

IN SENATE. 
Fripay, January 27, 1843. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 

ate a communicaiion from the War Department, 


transmitting printed copies of the Official Army. | 
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Register for 1843; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 2 : : 

Mr. PORTER presented. two memorials frem 
Ypsilanti and Jackson, Micbigan, remonstrating 
against the repeal-of the bankrupt law; which were 
refered to the Judiciary Committee. 


Mr. CLAYTON presented joint-resolutions, ' 


adopted: by the Legislature of Delaware, urging 
upon. Congress the retrocession from the United 
States, to the State of Delaware, of the. Peapatch 
Island. wo a 

Mr. CLAYTON observed that the object of the 
retrecession was not ‘that Delaware might retain 


possession of the island; but that the title, which. 


had been so long litigated, might be settled, and 
vested permanently in the United States. For this 
purpose it was necessary that the Supreme Court 
should have original jurisdiction over the suit or 
coniroversy on which the title shall be tried;—the 
party claiming against the United States not 
having assented to the proposition of Congress to 


try the titie in the State of Maryland. For the. 


purpose of giving the Supreme Court original ju- 
risdiction of this controversy or suit, and to obtain 
a proper and conclusive decision of the title, it was 
necessary to recede the island to the Siate of Dela- 
ware. Mr. C. said the people of Delaware could 
notrest satisfied with the present s'ate of things— 
the conflicting claims for jurisdiction over the soil, 
and the conflicting right of property, He observed 
that neither himself nor his eolleague would at thal 
time take measures to carry into effect these reso- 
lutions, for the reason that an arrangement had 
been entered inte, by which the title would be ef. 
fectually and fairly adjusted; and to carry which 
into effect, a bill has been reported from the Judi- 
ciary Committee. It would not be necessary, there- 
fore, for his colleague and himself to take any steps 
then in the matter, but await the decision of the 
Senate on the bill, by which the controversy would 
be fairly arranged to the satisfaction of ail parties. 
If the bill did not pass, then they would take some 
steps inaecordance with the resolutions just pre- 
sented. The resolutions were ordered to be printed, 
and referred to the Judiciary Committee. 


Mr. BUCHANAN remarked that this would be 
joyful news to some of his constituency—that the 
States of Delaware and New Jersey were about to 
settle this long litigated question. For years and 
years the citizens of Philadelphia had felt great 
anxiety that the fortification which had been com- 
menced on that island should be completed; and 
which could not be done, on account of the dis- 
agreements between those two States, 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial of a 
number of citizens of Washington county, Pean- 
sylvania, asking for an immediate, entire, and 
unconditional repeal of the bankruptlaw; which 
was referred to the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a petition from Patrick 
Keon, of Jefferson county, New York, praying 
for a modification in his behalf of the naturaliza- 
tion laws of the United States; which was referred 
to the Judiciary Committee. 

Also, a memorial from a number of citizens of 
the town of Oswego, New York, praying that they 
may be allowed to import from Canada certain 
lumber, free of daty: referred to the Committee 
oa Finance. 

Also, a petition numerously signed by citizens of 
Troy, New Yoik, praying for a repeal of the bank- 
rupt law: referred to the Judiciary Committee. 

Also, a petition from a large number of inhab- 
itants of the county of Lenawee, in the State of 
Michigan, remonsirating against the repeal of the 
baukrupt law: referred to the Judiciary Ccmmit- 
tee, 

Mr. WOODBURY presented a memorial from 
the town of Portsmouth, New Hampshire, from 
persons engaged in commerce and navigation, com- 
plaining of the depressed state of those interests, 
and attributing it to the irreciprocal commercial 
regulations of the United Sta'es with foreign pow- 
ers, and praying for such a modification of those 
regulations, consistent with treaty stipulations, as 
will produce greater reciprocity in trade: referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. ` 

Mr. STURGEON presented two memorials 
from inhabitants of Alleghany county, -Pennsyl- 


| 
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vania, praying the adoption of the plan recom- 
mended by the Executive, for a board. of exche 
quer; which were laid on the table. . 3 ; 

Also, presented a memorial from the beard of 
trade of Philadelphia, signed-by. Thomas P. Cope, 
president, asking for an appropriation, dor, the. pur- 
pose of completing the coast suryey, which has 
been in.a ‘state of progress. for several years; and 
stating a number of reasons why it should be con- 
tinued. Also, concludes with. a request that-an 
appropriation be made. for a light-house on the 
Brandywine shoals, in the Delaware. The firs 
branch of the memorial was referred. to the Com 
mittee on Finance, and the latter to ihe Committe - 
on Commerce. 3 

Mr. BATES, from ibe Committee on Pension 
made an adverse report (which was ordered to be 
printed) on the petition of James Gee for a pen 
sion. 

Mr. PHELPS, from the Committee on Pensions, 
reported back, with an amendment, the Hou¥e bill 
for the relief of Esther Augur., bangin, Sera 

Also, reported back, from the same committee, 
without amendment, and with a recommendation 
that it do pass, the bill from the House for the re- 
lief of Benjamin Truston. 

Also, from the same committee reported a bill 
for the relicf of Nancy Polereesky, which was 
read, and ordered to a second reading. 

On motion by Mr. KERR, the bill from’ the 
House for the relief of Elizabeth Dawkins, which 
had been reported unfavorably upon by the Com- 
mitteee on Pensions, was recommitted to that Com- 
mittee—new evidence in supportof the claim bav- 
ing been received. i 

On motion by Mr. MERRICK, the previous 
orders of the day were postponed for the purpose 
of considering the bill from the House for the relief 
of Barent Stryker. The bill was then taken up as 
in committee of the whole, considered, reported to 
the Senate, and, according to order, was read the 
third time and passed. 

~y Mr. LINN, on leave, introduced a bill for the 
relief of Henry M. Shreeve, and to authorize the 
purchase of the patent for his snag-boa!: which 
was read twice, and referred to the Committee on 
Patents. a arpoia S 

The bill to prevent the employment. of private 
expresses on the mail routes, and for the preven- 
tion of frauds on the revenue of the Post Office 
Department, was read the. second time, and taken 
ap as in committee of the whole. 


Mr. MERRICK said this was one of a series of ` 
bills to be reported to the Senate from the. Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and. Post Roads, with the 
view of correcting sundry abuses which exist, and 
of suffdry frauds which are practised upon the Post 
Office Department. The object of the present bill 
was to make some beneficial and salutary pro- 
visions in relation to a matter that was of very 
considerable importance to that department— 
namely, the securing to it of the legitimate revenue 
derivable from the transportation of the mail from 
one portion of the Union to the other, 

It was well known to the Senate, that a very 
large portion of the proper revenue of that depart- 
ment was abstracied from it by what were called 
private expresses, which had been recently estab- 
lished between the more important commercial 
cities, and by. which letters and other mailable 
matter were conveyed ata rate of charge less than 
that which was demanded by the Post Office De- 
partment; and, by charging less, allhough the mails 
were conveyed daily, and, in many places, twice 
every day, at the expense of the Government, they 
were obtaining the transportation of a very large 
proportion of the mailable matter passing through 
these routes, and consequently abstracting from 
the department a very considerable part of 
its legitimate revenue. As the Post Office 
Department had been established, and was 
kept up at the expense of the Government, 
fer the performance of this service to the public, 
it was not. only proper, but absolutely necessary 
that it should have a monopoly of the service, and 
enjoy all the benefits to be derived from it. The 
passage of this bill was contemplated by the com- 
mittee as a preparatory step to the passage- of 
another important bill for the reduction of the rates 


: of postage. Unless objections were offered..to 


some of the features of this bill, he did notdeem ` 


it necessary to trouble the Senate with any further 
observations. a a : 

Mr. HENDERSON said he thought the pro- 
visions of the bill were carried to an unwarranta- 
ple extent. Congress: probably. possessed the còn- 
stitutional power to pass a law of this kind; but it 
appeared to him it would be a bad precedent, 
and one which would lead to the stretching of 
the powers-of Congress to every subject. The ob- 
ject of the bill appeared to be to secure to the 
Government a monopoly in the carrying of the 
mails f 

So far as the bill proposed to restrain individuals 
from entering in'o competition with the Govern- 
ment, he had no objection; but when it was pro- 
posed to interfere with the public conveyances, 
and to make it penal for railroad cars and steam- 
boats,to.convey passengers who, they might sup- 
pose, were engaged in carrying expresses, he was 
decidedly averse. to its adoption. This was the 
point to which he desired to call the attention of 
the Senate. 

They might ag well undertake to make it penal 
for one individual to sell a-horse to another, be- 
cause he might possibly use the horse in the con- 
veyance of private expresses. They might as 
well make it penal for an innkeeper-to entertain a 
man, or for the authorities of a town to allowa 
man to pass through their. town, if they suspected 
that he was carrying a private express. They had 
as good a right to do the one as the other. He be- 
1 eved, ordinarily, railroad companies had no right 
to refuse to carry a passenger who tendered his 
passage money, and. who did nothing that was ex- 
ceptionable. They were liable to damages if they 
should refuse; and yet it was here proposed to 
make them a sort of agent of the Government, to 
secure the monopoly sought for by the Post Office 
Department; There would be no limit to this sort 
of legislation if it were once commenced. It 
scemed to himan undue assumption of power on 
qhe pait of Congress. 

r. MERRICK said he would be as unwilling 
as any one to do an act which would involve the 
Congress of the United States in an unconstitu- 
tional proceeding. But it seemed to him that, in 
this case, there was no just ground for the gentle- 
man’s apprehensions. It being absolutely neces- 
sary. that the Post Office Department should be 
sustained, it was the imperious duty of Congress 
to pass all such laws as were necessary to effect 
this object. The evil which they proposed to 
remedy was one which struck at the very exist- 
ence of that department: he meant the sources of 
its existence—ils revenue. They must, therefore, 
legislate so as to secure a sufficient return, in mo- 

` ney, from the people whom the department served, 
to defray its expenses. This was the whole scope 
and object of this bill. He begged the honorable 
Senator’s attention to the phraseology of the bill. 
The penalty was to be imposed only in cases where 
the conductors of railroads, &c., knowingly trans- 
ported any individual engaged in carrying private 
expresses, in violation of the law; and leaving it 
entirely free, where no compensation was de- 
manded, for individuals to act in the matter as they 
pleased... The whole object of the bill was to put 
down, with as little inconvenience as possible to 
citizens generally, the evil of permitting private 
expresses to be employed to the prejudice of the 
Post Office Department. 

The further consideration of this subject was, on 
motion of Mr. LUNN, postponed, for the purpese 
of proceeding to the consideration of the special 
order of the day. 

On motion, it was ordered, that when the Senate 
adjourn, it-adjourn till Monday next. 

THE OREGON TERRITORY. 
The bill for the occupation and settlement of the 
Territory of Oregon, which still continues the 
special order, came up, and the debate on the 
question of its passage was resumed from yester- 
day. 
Mr.. BERRIEN being entitled to the floor, ad- 
dressed the Senate for about an hour and a half in 
opposition to the passage of the bill. 

His objections were chiefly: First, that the pro- 
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vision undertaking to make a future grant of lands 
to setlters, is in contravention of the spirit and 
meaning of the existing treaty between this Gov- 
ernment and that of Great Britain; next, that it is 
an inexpedient and impolitic time to legislate upon 
the subject at all; and, lastly, that this bill, under 
existing circumstances, is an injudicious interrup- 
ion or interference with the constitutional prerog- 
ative of the executive department, which has noti- 
fied Congress that a negotiation is pending in rela- 
tion to this subject. i : 

He agreed with those Senators who held that the 
provision guarantying to settlers agrant of land - 
would be an infraction of the treaty. He agreed 
with the Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. Car- 
HOUN,] not only in his opposition to that 
provision, but also in regard to the inex- 
pediency, under existing circumstances, of at- 
tempting to carry out other provisions of the 
bill. With most of what had fallen from the other 
Senator from South Carolina he also concurred, 
though he was not disposed to undervalue the im- 
portance to our commerce of our right to the terri- 
tory, or the advantages which we might derive 
from its occupation and settlement. But, taking 
the subject in all its bearings into consideration, he 
could not but believe that he subserved the inter- 
ests of this country best by giving his vote against 
the passage of the bill. 

He had every confidence in the purity of motive 
and patriotism of the gentlemen who advocated 
the bill; and participating with them, as he did, in 
the national feelings which excited their zeal, he 
could make ample allowance for the construction 
which their minds had been led to give to the treaty 
of 1818, and its renewal in 1827. This national 
feeling, however, he conceived had carried them 
too far. He had given the subject a calm and dis- 
passionate consideration; and the result was, that, 
according to his best judgment, he had come to the 
conclusion that this bill would be a palpable viola- 
tion of the treaty, and that England must so regard 
it. National rights were as dear to him as to any 
one; but national honor, and the imperative duty 
of keeping inviolate our plighted faith, were 
of such moment, that he would rather suffer loss 
than tarnish the purity of that plighted faith. But 
he had no apprehension that the postponement of 
action on this matter would have ary tendency to the 
lapse of our interestsin the Oregon Territory. We 
still hold our title to beas indefeasible as we ever did. 
We will make no concession that any other nation 
on earth can have as strong, as undoubted, and as 
justaclaim,as wehave. And, independent of all 
this, the circumstances under which we look to it 
as ours, are different from those which have influ- 
enced Great Britain to look to it. Itis adjacent to 
us, touching our territorial border, part of our con- 
tinent, best calculated for the habits and pursuits 
of our population. Oceans divide it from the Brit- 
ish domain, and the objects which once rendered it 
valuable to her commerce are fast melting away. 
The sources of the fur trade are diminishing rapid- 
ly, and, at no distant day, we may fairly infer that 
England will cease to have any permanent interest 
in that region. Time, tben, instead of lessening 
our chances of quiet and undisputed possession, 
acts in our favor, and operates unfavorably with 
regard to the interests of the power which is as- 
sumed to be our rival, 


The probability is, if we but wait the natural 
progress of events, that we shall find ourselves 
quietly in possession of the territory long before 
the real wants of our population will demand its 
occupation by an act of Government. At present, 
we should consider that we are but one of the two 
parties entitled te equality of rights, under an exist- 
ing compact. What we insist upon as our exclu- 
sive rights, may, and probably will, be insisted 
upon by Great Britain as her exclusive rights. 
And who is to judge between the parties? Cer- 
tainly not one of them, on its own ex parte evidence. 
It is a matter of negotiation; and the executive de- 
partment of this Government, to whom the Consti- 
tution has confided the power of negotiating with 
foreign nations, subject to the subsequent approval 
of the Senate, bas notified the legislative depart- 
ment that a negotiation is actually pending. Mr. 


B., at considerable length, argued that the effect of | 


this bill would be, in all probability, to obstruct or 
arrest an amicable and satisfactory adjustment of 


. the question of boundary; which, if once settled, 


would remove all difficulty from the passage of 
such a bill as Congress might think necessary for 
the ocenpation and disposal of the recognised terri- 
tory of the United States. 

Mi. B. in the course of his remarks replied brief- 
ly to the various arguments of the friends of the 
bill, Messrs. Linn, Woopeury, Morenzap, &c., 
and answered each by applying to them the main 
principles of his objections, as already substantially 
stated. 7 

He hoped a majority of the Senate would con- 
cur with him in the suggestions he had thrown out 
as to the inexpediency of this measure, and givea 
negative vote on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. ARCHER next obtained the floor, and de- 
clared his willingness to go on with the few re- 
marks he had to make. But it had been sug- 
gested to him that he would probably have to ad- 
vert to documents not at present in the Senate, but 
which could be procured by Monday; and he 
would therefore propose that the bill be passed over 
informally, and, if no other business was on hand, 
he would then move an adjournment. 

On motion then, the farther consideration of the 
bill was postponed till Monday next. 

Mr. RIVES presented a memorial from David 
Irvin and others, praying the passage of a law au- 
thorizing the issuing to them patents for certain 
lands purchased from the United States, which 
patents have been withheld on account of some 
informality in the sale: referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

On motion by Mr. BAYARD, the Committee 
on Naval Affairs was discharged. from the further 
consideration of the petition of John Bosworth, 
and it was referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a memorial very nu- 
merously signed, from the county of Chatauque, 
in the State of New York, remonstrating against 
the repeal of the bankrupt law. 

Iso, a petition from the county of Warren, 
New York, numerously signed, pointing out the 
manner in which small debtors, possessed ef $500 
or $600 worth of property, commit frauds on their 
ereditors, through false appraisement of said prop- 
erty, under that provision of the bankrupt law se- 
curing $300 worth of property to the bankrupt; 
which memorials were referred to the Judiciary 
Committee. 

Mr. SEVIER presented a memorial from Fran- 
cis county, Arkansas, for the establishment of a 
mail route; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, presented a petition and documents from 
William Wynn, of Arkansas, concerning his 
claims; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Mr. McROBERTS, on leave, introduced a bill 
for the relief of Richard Lewis, and others; which 
was read and committed. 

Mr.GRAHAM made an unsuccessful motion 
for the Senate to proceed to executive business. 
Then, 

On motion by Mr. TAPPAN, the Senate ad- 
journed till Monday next. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, January 27, 1843. 


Mr. A. MARSHALL presented memorials from 
merchants, shipmasters, and others, of Belfast and 
Wiscasset, Maine, asking such changes in the 
commercial aurangement! with foreign Governments 
as shall give to the navigation of the United States 
such terms of just reciprocity as shall most conduce 
to the public welfare. 

Mr. McKEON presented, and referred to the 
Gommittee of Ways and Means, the following pe- 
ution, praying for a reduction of duties on pins: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America: 

The undersigned, interested in the importation and 
sale of the article of pins, respectfully represent: 
That, previous to the extra session of Congress, 

in 1841, said article was allowed to be imported 


free of duty. At that session, a duty of 20 per 
‘cent. ad valorem was imposed thereon. At which. 
rate, said. article was imported to a very large 
amount, yielding, in revenue, many thousand dol- 
lars during the few months that the act was in 
force; that, under the tariff of 18432, the duty was 
raised, and now varies from 51 to 75 per cent.— 
the higher rates being. imposed upon the inferior - 
qualities, which are principally used by the poor; 
that the present rates of duties amount to a prohibi- 
tion; there having been collected, under the present 
act, less than three hundred and fifty dollars for 
duties on said article imported into the city of New 
York to this date. Your petitioners further show 
that, as they believe there are but two: establish- 
ments for the manufacturivg of pins in the United 
States, they therefore pray for a modification of 


the present tariff, so as to reduce the duty on pins 

to a rate not. exceeding 20 percent. ad valorem. 
(This memorial is signed by 85 of the leading 

mercantile firms in the city of New York.] 


CHANGE OF THE HOUR OF MEETING, 


Mr. RUSSELL offered the following resolution: 

Resolved, That, from and after the 30th instant, the daily 
hour to which. the House shall stand adjourned shall be 11 
o'clock. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker an- 
nounced that the resolution was carried; but 

Mr. ARNOLD called for a division. 

The ayes were counted, and numbered 42. 

It being evident that there was no quoram pres- 
ent, 


Mr. COWEN asked for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 


Mr. HOPKINS inquired if any one had any ob- 
jection to the resolution. 


Mr. FILLMORE said he hoped the mover would 
consent to have the commencement of the operation 
of the resolution postponed for one week, as the 
Committee of Ways and Means had much business 
before them, and it wonld be inconvenient to them 
if the hour was changed. 


_ Mr. RUSSELL declined making the modifica- 


tion. 

Mr. FILLMORE then moved to amend the res- 
olution, by fixing on Monday week as the day 
when it should commence. This amendment was 
agreed to, and the resolution was then adopted. 


Mr. W. COST JOHNSON presented various 
memorials, asking for the passage of a law for the 
creation of $200,000,000 of Government stock, to 
be distributed among the States, 


PLAN OF AN EXCHEQUER. 


The House, then, upon the call of Mr. FILL- 
MORE, resumed the consideration of the report of 
the Committee of Ways and Means on the subject of 
the excheyuer—-the question being on the mo- 
tion of Mr. Cusuinc to amend the resolution con- 
cluding that report, by striking out the word “not.” 


Mr. FILLMORE, who held the floor, addressed 
the House at length. He commenced by refer- 
ring to the charge which had been put forth, that 
the Committee of Ways and Means, in proposing 
no affirmative action on the subject of the exche- 
quer, had neglected to discharge their duty. In 
order to test whether they had, he should con- 
tent himself by referring to the manner in which 
the question was presented to the committee, 
and in which it now stood before the House and 
the country, as admitted by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts. More thana year ago, the scheme 
was first submitted to Congress, and then referred 
to a select committee, a majority of whom were 
the friends of the President. After two and a half 
months of reflection, this committee reported a 
substitute for the plan of the Executive, dispensing 
with its main features. If,then, any modifications 
of the exchequer were wanted—if the Committee 
of Ways and Means had neglected to discharge 
their duty in reportisg modifications, he referred 
gentlemen to those reported by the friends of the 
Administration. The gentleman, too, who made 
the objection that the Committee of Ways and 
Means had neglected their duty in not reporting 
modifications, since they could not agree to the 
plan itself, had given notice that he would move to 
ubstitute the bill of the Secretary of the Treasu- j 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


ry for his‘own bill, for the.purpose of bringing ihe 
subject before the House in every possible -shape. 
Now, he submitted it to: the consideration of the 
House, whether the Committee of Ways and 
Means had not presented the subject in every shape 
possible, by not favoring: either of the schemes? 
Thegentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Cusnina] 


had moved to strike out the word “not,” so as to” 


make the resolution of the committee an affirma- 
tive proposition. . He would state, in reference to 
that matter, that he had himself risen and proposed 
the word be stricken out, thereby making the reso- 
lution an affirmative instead of a negative propo- 
sition. He could not see the difference between 
voting in favor of a resolution declaring that the 


- exchequer should not be adopted, and voting against 


a resolution declaring that it should be adopted. If, 
indeed, there were any in the. House, who, after 
the many discussions which had taken place, were 
unprepared to say whether they were in favor of, 
or against, the exchequer, he was sorry for it. He 
could not but admire the manly independence of the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Penpteon,] who yes- 
terday told the House that, although many of his 
constituents had petitioned fer it, he must, after a 
close and careful examination of the subject, give 
his vote against the proposition. It was a deter- 
mination resulting from an honest conviction of the 
heart, which he admired. He could not do other- 
wise than commend the spirit of the man who, 
when he found a measure to be right, resolved to 
hold himself ready to sustain it; and, if wrong, to 
condemnit. Nor could he think that there were 
men in the House who would take shelter of their 
opinions under a negative proposition. After 
some further remarks upon this head, he proceeded 
to an explanation of a position which was taken in 
the report of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and which, he understood, was misconceived by 
some of his friends. He alluded to that portion of 
the report which spoke of the power of removalfrom 
office. It was in 1835, when the whole subject was 
under debate in the Senate, and when he also ex- 
amined the subject, that he came to the conclu- 
sion that, where the power of appointment was 
vested inthe President and Senate, in that case 
the President and Senate together alone had the 
power ofremoval. In support of the position he 
maintained, he cited the reasoning on the subject 
contained in the Federalist, which was at the time 
of its adoption held to be the true construction of 
the Constitution. In that work it was argued to 
the people, when the Constitution was pending be- 
fore them for their adoption, that where a concur- 
rence of the ‘President and Senate was necessary 
to appointment, the same was also requisite to re- 
moval from office. The Constitution provided no 
power of removal. That only resulted from the 
power of appointment. He stated as a remarka- 
ble fact, that, although sucha debate took place in 
1835, he had not, after a diligent search, been able 
to geta printed copy of Mr. CaLnoun’s bill. He 
found a manuscript copy, together with the amend- 
ments proposed, among the archives of the Gov- 
ernment; and as it passed the Senate, the only 
principle asserted was tbis: it repeated the law lim- 
iting the tenure of offices to four years, provided 
that the only limit should be in case of defalcation; 
and declared that the President should assign his 
reasons to the Senate for any removal he might 
make. There was no principle in it which tended 
to limit the power of removal. Now, his own 
opinion was, that the President possessed no such 
power. 

He noticed the objections which had been raised 
to a continuance of the present regulations of the 
Treasury Department, on the ground that the laws 
in force did net provide any place of security for 
the public money, and also that there were not 
sufficient provisions of law for the punishment of 
embezzlements. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts had argued that there were no provisions 
for the punishment of defaulters, except such as 
might be contained in the act cf 1789, and the 
resolution of 1816. 

Mr. CUSHING said his proposition was more 
qualified; and made another remark not heard. 

Mr. FILLMORE alluded to the supposition en- 
tertained by some, that tke Committee of Waysand 
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Means had omitted their duty. He feared the House 


- had forgotten their own action on the subject. 


There were already existing by law ample 
checks and guards for the security of ‘the public 


money. In the first place, there was.the law of 1789, 


which provides that -it shall be the duty of the 
Treasurer of the United States to receive and keep 
ihe moneys of the United States, and disburse them 
upon warrants drawn by the Secretary: of the 
Treasury. Mark the words: “disburse them upon 
warrants drawn by the Secretary of the Treasury.” 
Then, what nexi?. As to the medium in which the 
public dues shall be paid, we have (said Mr. F) 
the joint resolution of 1816, which prescribes that 
they shall be paid in gold and silver, treasury notes, 
and the bills of specie-paying banks. Thus we 
have (said Mr. F.) the provision designating the 
officers who shall keep the public money; and next, 
we have the medium in which it shall be paid. 
Now, he wanted to know what more there was 
in the famous exchequer bill which came from the 
Treasury, or that of the select committee of this 
House, to secure the public treasure from embez- 
zlemeni? Instead of calling the officer who is to 
have the custody of the public money, the Treas- 
urer of the United States, the bill proposes to call 
them a board of exchequer, though one of them is 
to be this same Treasurer. First, there is to be the 
Secretary of the Treasury; second, the Treasurer of 
the United States; and then there are to be three 
commissioners to constitute this board of éxche- 
quer. The system now in operation was but a 
part of that ‘one idea” which provides for five offi- 
cers, instead of one todo the same thing, and who 
are to be appointed in the same manner, viz: by 
the President. of the United States, by and “with 
the advice and consent of the Senate. But it had 
been said that there was now no security for 
the faithful custody and disbursement of the pub- 
lic money, and therefore the Committee of Ways 
and Means neglected their duty in failing to pro- 
vide for it. Let us (said Mr. F.) look a little into 
the law on this subject. Gentlemen seemed 
to have forgotten that, in repealing the in- 
dependent treasury, they left the penal part 
of it providing for the security of the pub- 
lic money untouched. They repealed the act 
so far as it relates to the receivers general, 
and the public buildings for the deposite of the 
public money, together with the provision requi- 
ring the public dues to be paid ia gold and silver; 
yet the penal part of the act--which secures the 
faithful custody, transfer, and disbursement. of the 
public money—this House had not the folly to re- 
peal. Not only did they retain it, but they added 
to it. There were the most ample and the most 
penal provisions against anybody who should use. 
the public treasure. In addition to the penalty im- 
posed by the sub-treasury act, they had also pro- 
vided for the evidence by which guilt should be as- 
certained—which the independent-treasury act did 
not do. Mr. F. then read from the act of 13th 
August, 1841, repealing the independent-treasury 
acl, the following provisions : 

“Provided, always, That, for any offences which may have 
been committed agamst the provisions of the seventeenth sec- 
tion ofthe said act, the offenders may be prosecuted and pun- 
ished according to those provisions; and that all bonds executed 
under the provisions of said act, and all civil rights and liabil. 
ities which have arisen or accrued under said act, and the 
remedies therefor, shall remain and continue as if said act had 


not been repealed; anything herein contained to the contrary 
notwithstanding. i 

‘Sec. 2, And be it further enacted, That if any officer 
charged with the safekeeping, transfer, ur disbursement of 
public moneys, or connected with the Post Office Department, 
shall convert to his own use, in any way whatever, er shall 
use by way of investment in any kind of property or merchan- 
dise, or shall loan, with or without interest, any portion of 
the public moneys intrusted to him for safekeeping, transfer, 
disbursement, or for any other purpose, every such act shall 
be deemed and adjudged to be an embezzlement of so much 
ofthe said moneys as shall be thus taken, converted, invest- 
ed, used, or loaned, which is hereby declared to bea felony; 
and the neglect or refusal to pay over, on demand, any public 
moneys in his hands, upon the presentation of a draft. crder, 
or warrant drawn upon him, and_signed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, or to transfer or disburse any such moneys 
promptly, according to law, on the legal requirement of a su- 
perior officer, shall be prima facie evidence of such conversion 
to his own use of so much ofthe public moneys as may be in 
his hands. Any officer or agent of the United States, and all 
persons advising, or knowingly and willingly participating in 
such embezzlement, upon being convicted thereof before any 
court.of the United States. of competent jurisdiction, shall, 
for every such offence, forfeit and pay tothe United: States a 
fine equal to the amount of the money embezzled, and shail 


suffer imprisonmentfor.a term not less than six months, nor 


ard: 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


more:than fiye years”? ` ` : wes 

There ‘was the law as it now stood. Were not 
these provisions penal enough to satisfy the-gentle- 
man?’ Had the Committee of Ways and Means 
neglected their duty, in not imposing greater penal- 
ties? ` If so, he would point them to the provisions 
of the famous exchequer bill, and then see if that 
measure’ ‘provided: better securities for the public 
money than now existed. Instead of prohibiting 
the public officets from using, investing, or loaning 
the public money, they were expressly authorized: 
to do it: He asked if the‘ Committee of Ways 
and. Means had neglected their duty, when they 
said:that these penalties for the unfaithful applica- 
lion of the public money-were ample, and far bet- 
ter than the. exchequer bill, 

“Bat be had occupied more time on this subject 
than he had supposed he would, when he com- 
mėnced: He had a werd to say to the gentleman 
ftom “Massachusetts, [Mr. Cusuina,] and others, 
who had contended that this exchequer was not a 
Government bank. 

“What he might not misrepresent the honorable 
member ‘from Massachnsets, who spoke first, and 
den ed that’ this was a Government bank, he would 
réad his temarks as published; and, if there was 
any mistake in the report of them, he desired that 
be would’correct it. Mr. F. then read as follows, 
fror Mr. Cusaine’s speech on the exchequer Dill: 
i Where ‘existed now no bank of the United States, and very 


. few specie-paying banks of any sort; so that, now, the public 


dues were received either in gold and silver or in treasury notes. 
The whole subject was placed-at absolute discretion in the 
hdfids of the Treasurer, subject to the final discretion of the 
President.’ Under these circumstances, the President came to 
Congress, and asked to be relieved from this discretion—asked 
that Congress would define and limit it. Now, to an appeal 
Jike this from the Executive of the country, what did the Com. 
mittee of Ways.and Means reply? Their reply to the Presi. 
dent was; ‘No, you sfali retain this discretion; we will not re- 
Vieye you from it, unless in one specific way, and that only— 
viz: in the form of a joint stock charter for ‘a_bank of the Uni- 
ted Btates? ‘This was the point to which the House were now 
brought? $ s 2 

‘On this assertion ‘that the President had come to 
that House,"and asked to be relieved from the dis- 
erétion ‘vested in him, and asked to have his power 
défined and limited, he wowld appeal to facts for an 
answer. ‘How had the President asked to be re- 
lieved?’ The laws, as had been shown, required 
the ‘public treasure to be kept in the custody of the 
Treasurer of the United States. The law, as it 
stood, declared that if that Treasurer, or any other 
officer intrusted with any other public money, 
should use it, or lend or invest it, or in any other 
way dispose of it, or who should refuse or neglect 
to pay it over when required to do so, theact should 
be'taken and deemed to be an embezziement, and 
should be punished with a fine to the amount of 
the whole sum embezzled, and imprisonment for 
not- less- than six months, nor more than five years, 
Now, what did this bill propose? Did it propose 
to- put the public money in the hands of any other 
person or persons than those appointed by the 
President of the United States? No. On the con- 
trary, it proposed to put the public money into ihe 
“hands of a host of receivers; and not only that, but 
to. put in their custody at the same place the hoards 
of private individuals. Did that look like a de- 
siteon his part to be relieved from responsibility? 
Thrice did Mark Anthony offer the crown to Cæsat 
on the Lupercal, and thrice did ke refuse it; but he 
apprehended that the Executive had come to that 
House with no such feeling, when he asked to be 
relieved from bis responsibility. He only asked 
to have itincreased in a ten-fold degree; so that not 
only might he have the control of the public treas- 
ure, but of all the private funds and banking of 
the nation. But to return to the speech of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, The gentleman 
said: ‘‘Again the committee insisted that the treas 
ury. board was virtually a Government bank.” 
Yes (said Mr. F.) we did insist that it was. The 
gentleman went on to speak as follows: 


“Mr.C. had often been: surprieed—yes, and humbled, too— 
to observe how often words could be put, and that by very sensi. 
ble men, in the place of things, and as a mask for the thing. 
The cry was, that this exchequer scheme was nothing but a 
plan for a Government bank. Why, so they might, with equal 
truth, say of.every plan in which the treasury of the United 
B ates acts at all. If the exchequer was a bank because it re- 
ceived deposites, then the treasury was a bank too. If the 
exchequer was a bank because it afforded the means of trans- 
fer and exchange, then the treasury was a bank, for it did the 


same. Before we undertook to object to any measure on the f 
~ ground of mere words—and words too often intentionally vague 


` the acts of a banki”? 


ia their import—it became us to analyze the thing. Now, 

C, positively denied that the exchequer was a bank, in any 
sense of the word—popular or scientific; and he challenged 
gentlemen to show that there was in it anything analogous to a 
bank, which was not equally to be found in the treasury, either 
under the sub-treasury law, or as things now stood. It did, to 
be sure, perform acts which were in themselves the same as 


Well, really—as the gentleman said—we must 
look at the intention of the thing, and what acts it 
has to perform, to make it a bank. He asserts 
that this is no bank; and then concludes. with the 
unqualified assertion that it performs acts which 
were, in themselves, the same as the acts of a 
bank. Now, really, was there not some truth in 
the first part of the paragraph just read, in which 
the gentleman declared that “he had ofien been 
surprised—yes, and humbled, too—to observe how 
often words could be put (and that by very sensi-- 
ble men) in the place of things, and as a mask for’ 
the thing?” But the gentleman said that this was 
no bank. Had he attempted to give his definition 
of what a bank was?’ He said, to be sure, that it 
performed the functions of a bank; but still it was 
no bank. Sir, (said Mr. F.,) F have been some- 
what puzzled myself to know what a bank is. He 
had a definition of a bank here, which he had 
transcribed from a work lately published, called 
“The History of Banking in the United States.” 
According to that definition, a bank was “a com- 
mercial institution or repository for the purpose of 
receiving the money of individuals, and to im- 
prove it by trafficking ia merchandise, bullion, or 
bills of exchange; and may be of a public or private 
nature.” Now, if this was the true definition of a 
bank, the exchequer certainly was one. 


In the first place, it was an institution or reposi- | 
tory, in the language of the definition, for the pur- 
pose of receiving the money of individuals. This 
exchequer proposed a bank of deposite for the pur- 
pose of receiving the funds of individuals, and 
either to keep them in security professedly—how 
far it might do that, he would not pretend to say— 
or to improve them by trafficking in goods, bullion, 
or bills of exchange. his, it would be perceived, 
it was expressly authorized to do; for it was to deal | 
in bills of exchange, by buying and selling them. 
There was the definition from one of the standard 
works of the country, which showed that this 
exchequer was a bank, and was froma writer who 
was divinterested, and, so far as he bad given evi- 
dence of it, without prejudice on the subject. But 
Mr. F. did not press this definition of a bank. 


‘ r : | 
A long time ago they had a discussion on || 


the sub-treasury, which was created for the 
collection, safekeeping, transfer, and disburse- 
ment of the public money, by means of the 
Goverpmeni’s own officers, This went far beyond | 
toe sub-ueasury. That did not propose the bay- | 
ing and seling cf bills of exchange; this aid. 
That did not propose ihe receiving the deposites of | 
individvals. That did not propose a board of di~ 
rectors; this did. That did not propose branches 
in the States; this did, It would, therefore, be | 
perceived that it went beyond the sub-ireasury in | 
its likeness toa bank, He would now give the | 
definition of the gentleman of a Government bank, 
as given in his speech on the independent treasury 
bill. It was headed “treasury bank,” and was to 
be found in Gales & Seaton’s Register of Debates 
for the year 1837, vol. 14, part Ist, page 883. Mr. 
F. then read the following from Mr. Cusninc's 
speech on that occasion: 


“BREASURY BANK. 


“Notwithstanding the disclamations of any desire for added ; 
patronage, under cover of which this project is intreduced to 
us;.and notwithstanding my unwillingness to suspect the 
President of insincerity in this matter, still I cannot exclude 
from my mind the conviction that a bank, a national bank, is 
the ‘he-all and the end-all’ of the new experiment. We be- | 
gin with a large issue of treasury drafts having circulation asa 
currency. We proceed with yet larger issues of treasury notes 
expressly framedto he a currency, All these have got to be 
funded hereafter. Ultimately they may be of large amount. 
They not only constitute, in themselves, the basis of a treasury 
bank, but a sort of introductioa to the use of Govsrnment pa- 
per as the paper medium of the country. Advocates of the 
new scheme admit that Government paper is to be the alter- 
native and the substitute for bank paper. The sub-treasuries 
themseives, when they are put in full operation, drawing back 
and forth on each other, issuing and. receiving large sums of 
money, and still more frequently issuing and receiving one 
kind or another, or paper credit based on the Government de- 


posites—will be a génuine bank in everything but the name.” | 


“Ia everything but the name!” Ob! what was 
there in a name? And whe did the House sup- 
pose gave that definition of a bank? It was his. 
honorable friend from Massachusetts. [Laughter.] 
He had quoted from Gales. & Seaton’s Debates of 
1837, volume 14, part 1, page 883. He did not 
know but he might inswract the House by reading 
further. from that speech; for it contained some 
good doctrine. The gentleman [Mr. Cusuine] had 
given them, in that speech, some good notions re- 
specting Government paper, too; for he had.cov- 
ered the whole ground. He said, in reference to 
Government paper: 

“We are to havea paper currency, recognised by the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, and employed in its dealings; but 
it is to be irredeemable Government paper. This is the newest 
new humbug. The. fever fit of gold money has had its day. 
Thatof paper succeeds it. If the scheme were not too laugha- 
bly absurd to spend time in arguing about it seriously—if the 
mischiefs of a Government paper-money currency had not had 
an out-and-out trial, both in Europe and America—I might 
discuss it as a question of political economy. But I will not 
occupy the time of the committee in this way. I am astounded 
at the fatuity of any. set of men who can think of sucha project. 
Has Law’s Mississippi bubble—have the bills of credit of the 
colonies—has the continental money of the Confederation 
have the assignats of the French republic—imparted no warn- 
ing lesson to the present generation? It is, notoriously, of all 
the means by which a Government can raise money, the most, 
liable to abuse- -of all currencies, the most impossible to main- 
tain conformable to any fixed standard of value. We, in the 
time of the colonies and of the Confederation, did everything 
we could do togiveto the paper of the Government the quali. 
tiès of money. Did we succeed? You know that, in spite of 
all Government conld do or say to prevent it, our paper money 
went on perpetually depreciating in value, until a hundred dol. 
lars of it could scarce pay for a breakfast.” 

Such was the description of Government bank- 
ing, from the great advecate of thatscheme. And 
there were some other things in that speech to 
which he might advert; but he would yield the 
floor, rather than occupy it for the few minutes that 
remained to him, if the House were ready to take © 
the question. i 

Mr. GIDDINGS moved the previous question, 
and reminded the House that this was private-bill 
day. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON called for tellers, and 
they were ordered. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON moved to lay the 
whole subject on the table, 

Mr. CUSHING called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered; and being taken, resulted 
as follows—yeas 66, nays 141. 

YEAS ~Messrs. Allen, Arrington, Borden, Bowne, Brewster, 
Aaron V. Brown, Burnell, John Campbell, Casey, Chapman, ` 
Clinton, Coles, Cowen, Cross, Cushing, Garrett Davis, Richar 
D. Davis, John C. Edwards, Ferris, C. A. Floyd, Fornance, 
Gerry, Gilmer, Patrick G, Goode, Wm. O. Goode, Harris, 
Hastings, Hopkins, Housten, Hudson, Charles J, Ingersoll, 
William W. Irwin, Wm. Cost Johnson, Cave Johnson, Isaac 
D. Jones, Keim, Andrew Kennedy, Lewis, Mallory, Marchand, 


«John Thomson Mason, Mathews, Mitchell, Mortis, Newhard, 


Parmenter, Rencher, Reynolds, Riggs, Roosevelt, Sanford, 
Baunders, Win, Smith, Snyder, Steenrod, Stokely, Sweney, 
Jacob Thompson, Tillinghast, Van Buren, Ward, Weller,- 
Westbrook, Thomas W. Williams, Winthrop, and Wood—-66. 

NAYS-—Messrs, Adams, Landaf W., An rews, Sherlock J. 
Andrews, Arnold; Atherton, Aycrigg, Babcock, Baker, Bar- 
nard, Barton, Beeson, Bidlack, Birdseye, Black, Blair, Board- 
man, Botts, Brigss, Brockway, Bronson, Jeremiah Brown, 
Burke, William Butler, Green W, Caldwell, Patrick €C, Calde 
well, Calhoun, Thomas J, Campbell, Caruthers, Cary, Childs, 
Chittenden, John ©. Clark, Staley N, Clarke, Chiford, Colquitt, 
Cranston, Cravens, Dawson, Dean, Debetry, Doig, Eastman, 
John Edwards, Egbert, Everett, Fessenden, Fillmore, John 
G. Floyd, A. Lawrence Foster, Gates, Gentry, Giddings, Gor- 
don, Graham, Granger, Green, Gustine, Hall, Halsted, Hays, 
Henry, Houck, Howard, Hubard, Hunter, Hunt, Joseph R. 
Ingersoll, James Irvin, Jack, James, John W. Jones, John P: 
Kennedy, King, Lane, Linn, Littlefield, Lowell, Abraham 
McCiellan, Robert McClellan, McKay, McKennan, McKeon, 
Alfred Marshall, Samson Mason, Mathiot, Mattocks, Maxwell, 
Maynard, Medill, Meriwether, Moore, Morrow, Osborne, 
Owsley, Partridge, Payne, Pearce, Pendleton, Powell, Ramsey, 
Benjamin Randall, Alexander Randall, Randolph, Read, 
Reding, Ridgway, Rodney, Rogers, Wm. Russell, James M. 
Russel, Sattonstall, Sewell, Shepperd, Shields, Slade, Truman 
Smith, Stanly, Stratton, Alex. I. H. Stuart, John T. Stuart, 
Summers, John B. Thompson, Richard W. Thompson, Toland, 
Tomlinson, Triplett, Trott, Turney, Underwood, Wallace, 
Warren, Washington, Edward D. White, Joseph L. White, 
Christopher H. Williams, Yorke, Augustus Young, and John 


Young—141, 

£o the resolutions were not laid on the table, 

The question then recurred on the previous ques- 
tion, and tellers were ealled and ordered. 

Mr. CUSHING withdrew his amendment to 
suike out the word “not” from the resolution of 
the majority of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
which affirmed that it was “not” expedient to adopt 
the Executive plan of the exchequer. 

Mr. Boarpman and Mr. Reap were then ap- 
pointed tellers to take the vote on seconding the 
demand for the previous question; and they re- 


` ported 98 in the affirmative, and 75 in the negatives, 
so there was a second. The main-question was 
also ordered to be put. The question then re- 
curred on the resolution. of the minority of the 
committee, which was presented by Mr. ATHERTON, 
in the following. words: . ee 


And that the Committee. of Waysand Means be instructed 
to bring ina. bill regulating the collection, safekeeping, transfer, 
and disbursement of the public moneys, insuch a manner as 
shall, as far as possible, substitute provisions of law for execu- 
tive discretion in the management of the finances; shall prevent 
the moneys of the people ftom being used for purposes of 
private speculation and emolument, and shall render the Gov- 
ernment independent of the agency and influence of moneyed 
corporations. 


Mr. PICKENS wished it to be understood that 
that was not a substitute for, but an addition: to, the 
report of the majority of the committee. | 

The yeas and nays were called for on the amend- 
ment; and being ordered, resulted as follows—yeas 
105, nays 116. : 


YEAS—Messrs, Arrington, Atherton, Beeson, Bidlack, 
Black, Bowne, Brewster, Aaron V. Brown, Charles Brown, 
Burke, William O. Butler, Green W. Caldwell, P. C. Caldwell, 
Cary, Casey, Chapman, Clifford, Clinton, Coles, Colquitt, 
Gross, Cushing, Daniel, Richard D. Davis, Dawson, Dean, 
Doan, Doig, Eastman, John C. Edwards, Egbert, Ferris, 
John G. Floyd, Charles A. Floyd, Fornance, Thomas F. Foster, 
Gerry, Gilmer, William O. Goode, Gordon, Gustine, Gwin, 
Halsted, Harris, Hastings, Hays, Hopkins, Houck, Houston, 
Hubard, Hunter, Charles J. Ingersoll, William W. Irwin, Jack, 
Cave Johnson, John W. Jones, Isaac D. Jones, Keim, Andrew 
Kennedy, Lewis, Littleficld, Lowell, Abraham McClellan, 
Robert McClellan, McKay, McKeon, Mallory, Marchand, Al- 
fred Marshall, John Thomson Mason, Mathews, Medill, Miller, 

ewhard, Oliver, Parmenter, Partridge,- Payne, Pickens, 
Read, Reding, Rencher, Reynolds, Rhett, Riggs, Rogers, 
Roosevelt, Sanford, Saunders, Sewell, Shields, William Smith, 
Snyder, Steenrod, Sumter, Sweney, Jacob Thompson, Trotti 
Turney, Van Buren, Ward, Watterson, Weller, Westbrook, and 
Wood—i05. 

NAYVS—Mesars. Adams, Allen, Landaf W. Andrews, Sher- 
jock J. Andrews, Arnold, Aycrigg, Babcock, Baker, Barnard, 
Barton, Birdseye, Blaix, Boardman, Borden, Botts, Briggs, 
Brockway, Bronson, Milton Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Burnell, 
William Butler, Calhoun, Thomas J. Campbell, Caruthers, 
Childs, Chittenden, John C. Clark, Staley N. Clarke, Cowen, 
Cranston, Cravens, Garrett Davis, Deberry, John Edwards, 
Everett, Fessenden, Fillmore, A. Lawrence Foster, Gates, 
Gentry, Giddings, Patrick G. Goode, Graham, Granger, 
Green, Hall, Henry, Howard, Hudson, Hunt, Joseph R, In- 

ersoll, James Irvin, James, William Cost Johnson, John P. 

ennedy, King, Lane, Linn, McKennan, Samson Mason, Ma- 
thiot, Mattocks, Maxwell, Maynard, Meriwether, Mitchell, 
Moore, Morgan, Morris, Morrow, Osborne, Owsley, Pearce, 
Pendleton, Powell, Ramsey, Benjamin Randall, Alexander 
Randall, Randolph, Ridgway, Rodney, William Russell, James 
M, Russell, Saltonstall, Shepperd, Slade, Truman Smith, Stan- 
PA Stokely, Stratton, Alexander II. H. Btuart, John T, Stuart, 

ummers, Taliaferro, John B. Thompson, Richard W. Thomp- 
son, Tillinghast, Toland, Tomlinson, Triplett, Trumbull, Un- 
derwood, Wallace, Warren, Washington, Edward D. White, 
Joseph L. White, Thomas W. Williams, Christopher H. Wil. 
liama, Joseph L. Williams, Winthrop, Yorke, Augustus 
Young, and John Young—116. 


The question then came up on the adoption of 
the following resolution of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, viz: 


Resolved, That the plan of an exchequer presented to Con: 
gress fiy the Secretary of the Treasury at the last session of 
Congreas, entitled “A bill amendatory of the several acts estab- 
lishing the Treasury Department,” ought not to be adopted, 


And, the roll having been called, the result 
was-——yeas 193, nays 19, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Landaff W, Andrews, Sher- 
lock J. Andrews, Arnold, Arrington, Atherton, Aycrigg, Bab- 
cock, Baker, Barnard, Beeson, Bidlack, Birdseye, Black, Blair, 
Boardman, Botts, Boyd, Brewster, Briggs, Brockway, Bronson, 
‘Aaron V. Brown, Milton Brown, Charles Brown, Jeremiah 
Brown, Burke, Burnell, William Butler, William O. Butler, 
Calhoun, Thomas J. Campbell, Caruthers, Cary, Casey, Chap- 
man, Childs, Chittenden, John C, Clark, Staley N. Clarke, 
Clifford, Clinton, Coles, Colquitt, Cranston, Cravens, Cross, 
Daniel, Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, Dawson, Dean, De- 
berry, Doan, Doig, Eastman, John Edwards, John C. Edwards, 
Egbert, Everett, Ferris, Fessenden, Fillmore, John G. Floyd, 
Fornance, A. Lawrence Foster, Gates, Gentry, Gerry, Gilmer, 
William O. Goode, Gordon, Graham, Granger, Green, Gustine, 
Gwin, Hall, Harris, Hays, Hopkins, Houck, Houston, Howard, 
Hubard, Hunter, Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, 
James Irvin, James, Cave Johnson, John W. Jones, Keim, 
John P. Kennedy, King, Lane, Lewis, Linn, Lituefield, Lowell, 
Abraham McCléllan, Robert McClellan, McKay, McKennan, 
McKeon, Mallory, Marchand, Alfred Marshall, Samson Mason, 
John Thomson Mason, Mathiot, Mathews, Mattocks, Maxwell, 
Maynard, Medil}, Meriwether, Miller, Mitchell, Moore, Morgan, 
Morrow, Newhard, Oliver, Osborne, Owsley, Parmenter, Par- 
tridge, Payne, Pearce, Pendleton, Pickens, Powell, ‘Ramsey, 
Benjamin Randall, Alexander Randall, Randolph, Read, Red- 
ing, Reynolds, Rhett, Ridgway, Riggs, Rodney, Rogers, Roose- 
velt, William Russell, James M. Russell, Saltonstall, Saunders, 
Sewell, Shepperd, Shields, Slade, Truman Smith, Snyder, 
Sprigg, Stanly, Steenrod, Stokely, Stratton, Alexander H. H. 
Swart, John T. Stuart, Summers, Sumter, Sweney, Talia- 
ferro, John B. Thompson, Richard W. Thompson, Jacob 
Thompson, Toland, Tomlinson, Triplett, Trotti, Trumbull, 
Tumey, Underwood, Van Buren, Wallace, Ward, Warren, 
Washington, Weiler, Westbrook, Edward D, White, Joseph L. 
White, Christopher H. Williams, Joseph L. Williams, Wood, 
Yorke, Augustus Young, and John Young—193. 

_ NAYS—Mesers. Barton, Borden, Bowne, Green W. Caldwell, 
Cowen, Cushing, Thomas F. Foster, Patrick G, Goode, Hal- 


CONGE 


sted, Hudson, William W: iam, William Cost Johnson, Isaac 
D. Jones, Morris, Rencher, Tillinghast, Thomas W. Williams, 
and Winthrop—18. Bost 

So -the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. BURNELL moved a‘reconsideration of the 
vote just given, and supported his motion with 
some remarks; which; from the noise in the hall, 
the reporter‘could not catch distinctly enough to 
report. After he concluded, he withdrew his mo- 
tion. © r : ; ` 
Mr. CHARLES J. INGERSOLL renewed the 
motion for reconsideration. “The first part of Mr, 
INGERSOLL’s remarks were entirely inaudible to the 
reporter, in consequence of the distance he spoke 
from. When heard, he was understood to say that 
the monetary concerns of the nation belonged to 
the House of Representatives; and he desired to 
see the day when that sentiment shall prevail in all 
parts of the country. It would tend more to the 
settlement of our difficulties, the tranquillity of par- 
ties, and the interests and happiness of the coun- 
try, than anything else that had been proposed. 


In the outset of his remarks, he would premise 
that he opposed any medsure presented Dy the 
present Chief Magistrate with great reluctance, 
because he felt under obligations to him for several 
of his public acts since he had been in the Execu- 
tive chair. He felt thus both as a Representative 
and as a citizen of the. United States; and. would 
be happy if he had it in his power to coincide with 
him in the measures he proposed. He would fur- 
ther take this occasion to say, that he felt under a 
deep debt of gratitude to the President of the 
United States, for proving to this country a truth 
which it had not before been awakened to. It had 
been said, as a matter of reproach to the President, 
by a. distinguished gentleman, that he was a 
President without a party. He would not say 
whether. it was desirable or not that a Presi- 
dent should have a party; but this he would say, 
that Mr. Tyler had been the instrument—possibly 
the unconscious instrument—of teaching these 
United States of America that there was a virtue 
in their Constitution that they had not bren aware 
of; that the great functions of the Government, ex- 
ecutive, judicial, and legislative, might be admin- 
istered by the demise of the Chief Magistrate’s 
bringing to the Executive chair a gentleman not 
intended for it. No man could contemplate the 
event without perceivieg that, in this new and dif- 
ficult aspect of our Constitution, everything worked 
well. Hedid not mean to speak in reference to 
party measures, for he was aware that many dis- 
approved of what had been done and what had 
not been done; but he meant to say that, in this 
new state of things, there was no check to the 
working of our system of government, and it had 
gone or? prosperously as heretofore. Though 
in the condition of parties, the aspect of things 
might be changed, yet, without extolling the 
present President, he wished the community 
to understand that, at all times, under such 
circumstances, the administration of this Govern- 
ment, or the functions of this Government, had 
been performed as usual; and we find true what 
Mr. Jefferson said—that this was the strongest Gov 
ernment in the world. He regretted, because of 
his personal relations with the President—which 
were of the mcst kind and friendly nature—that 
he was compelled to oppose any measure presented 
by him to this House; yet be had determined that 
he would take the earliest oppoitunity, not only of 
opposing this exchequer plan, proposed by the 
President, but he would take leave to add, as a 
matter of further opposition to him, that it had 
been proposed by the Executive at all. The act 
of 1789, which had been brought into view to- 
day, for the first time, was perhaps not as fa- 
miliar to gentlemen as it ought te be. He 
had studied it with care, and bad come to the 
conclusion that that act of Hamilton, Ellsworth, 
Ames, and others, framed by those who aided in 
framing the Constitution, contained the germe and 
basis of all we wanted; and that it was by depart- 
ing from thatgerme and basis our subsequent diffi- 
culties had arisen. It was by going back as far 
as possible to that act, that the difficulties under 
whieh we now labor are to be overcome. Now 
he did not wish to be understood as referring to the 
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independent treasary.. He bad voted for it when 
it was passed into a law, and he had voted fer’ it 
today; but he was not exclusively wedded to it. 
He was inclined to think that it never should have 
been made an Executive or. party question; and. 
that all we wanted was to- insist on the 
principle- contained in it, The act of 1789. 
was infinitely better than the ‘Sub-treasury, 
itself all ` we.: wani- 
ed. We had, therefore, notbing to do ` but. to 
go back ‘to that from which the convulsions of par- 
ties had driven us. Shortly after that act. wa 
passed, the Bank jof the United States went 
into operation; and how? Mr. I. here recited the 
resolution of Congress, which, he said, was con- 
strued to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
report a plan fora national bank at the’ next ses- 
sion; and the consequence was, a bank became for 
a long time the keeper and disburser of the public 
funds, and, in the lamentable instance of the second 
Bank of the United States, became the despot 
of the Government. Immediately after the 
Bank of the United States came the “State 
banks. ‘The United States Bank of Penn- 
sylvania was begun under the auspices of 
a highly distinguished gentleman, whose friend- 
ship he had the happiness to enjoys: and the 
Manhattan Bank, as he had always understood, 
was commenced under the auspices-of the then Vice 
President of the United States. Both these banks 
were established to counteract the influence of the 
national bank. Things: went on for years in the 
same way, under the suspensions in England, and 
expansions and contractions in this country, til! this 
Government was nearly banked to destruction. He 
would say again, tbat the convulsion of parties 
had thrown us back again upon the act of 1789, for 
there was but litle left of the sub-treasury. Let us, 
then, (said Mr. I.,) be cautious how we take a single 
step beyond that; let us look well what we do. What 
did the Executive recommendtothem? Herecom- 
mended a treasury bank; and though, for his own 
part, he had never been able to understand the horror 
expressed for such an institution by many honorable 
men of the country, yet he took it for granted that 
a treasury bank was much to be deprecated. He 
knew it was the opinion of Mr. Madison, as well as 
of many eminent men of the country, that a treas- 
ury bank, witha paper circulation, ‘and with the 
power to regulate exchanges, was a’ most formi- 
dable and most dangerous institution. No Gov- 
ernment should ever have his vote for sach an in- 
stitution. No Government, with his vote, should 
ever have the power to issue. paper atall. He 
could not vote for it, unduly pressed on them, as 
he thought. He was not in the habit of being in- 
fluenced by the public press; but, from what he 
saw, he thought the Executive and all its branches 
had made this project a favorite object; and this, 
with him, was a very strong objection to it. 


After some other observations, which were very 
imperfectly heard, he alluded to the speech of the 
Secretary of State, delivered in Faneuil Hall, 
Boston, in which Mr. Webster said that, if there 
was any subject which he understood, it was this 
one; and he farther said, that. he was a bullionist. 
He (Mr. I.) denied that the Secretary of State 
was a bullionis!; he denied that any man could bea 
bullionist who would give to the Executive of these 
United States the power to issue paper money that 
was not immediately convertible; aad yet that was 
the project of Mr. Webster. Instead of such views 
being the emanation of a master mind, as they were 
called the other day, he, (Mr. I.,) an humble and 
comparatively insignificant individual, pronounced 
them crudities and puerilities. He was of opinion that, 
if he Secretary of State, instead of occupying hisgreat 
mind (if greatit were) on treasury projects, with 
which he had nothing to do, would occupy his great 
mind on what was the legitimate province of his de- 
partment—the extension of commerce with foreign 
nations—he would produce more good, for he might 
aid in bringing the exchanges in our favor, ty 
bending the energies of his great mind to that sub- 
ject, instead of wasting them where they would be 
profitless. He had heard it suggested that the Sec- 
retary of State was before long to leave for England 
on asort’ofAshburion special mission, to makea 
commercial treaty between England and this coun- 
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try; and he [Mr. Incereont] would send him on. that 
errand; for, properly regarded, it was a gres t errand. 
He farther alluded. to the admission by Mr. Web- 
ster in his Faneuil Hall speech, that a United 
States bank was: an obsolete idea, which afforded 
ptoof that something was gained.. He deemed 
much to be gained when Mr. Webster admitted a 
bank to be an obsolete: idea; and if he would apply 
his talents, with those of the two Houses of Con- 
gress, to. develop .the resources of the country, its 
prosperity would be put on a more satisfactory 
foundation... The honorable gentleman made other 
_ observations, which were totally lost at the repor- 
ter’s desk. > ; l 


Mr. I.D. JONES next obtained the floor, and was 
assailed with cries of “‘adjeurn,” “adjourn,” and 
“go on, goon.” He said if any other gentleman 
wished to go on to night, he would yield to him th 
floor. ` ` 


Mr: WISE said he had a few words to say, 
which. he wished to say to night; and the gentle- 
man from Maryland could have his hour to-mor- 
row. He wished to make his observations to night, 
for the House was just waking up to the subject. 


‘Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved an adjourn- 
ment, 

Mr. GRANGER called for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. WISE said he was willing to sit until can- 
dle-light, for he had just woke up like Rip Van 
Winkle, and he wanted to explain what bad hap- 
pened while he had been asleep. 


. The yeas and nays having been ordered upon 
the motion to adjourn, Mr. CAVE JOHNSON 
withdrew it. 

Mr. ISAAC D. JONES then commenced his re- 
marks. He said that his object in rising was to 
explain the reasons for bis vote upon the resolution 
by which the exchequer scheme had been con- 
demned—having been prevented from doing so 
this morning by the operation of the previous 
question. He referred to the fact, that the State- 
bank. system had not an advocate in the country; 
and yet it was the only system now in force. Why 
should this system of keeping the public money be 
allowed to remain in operation, when it did not 
have a friend in the country? Congress had twice 
shown its preference for a national bank; but that 
had been as often vetoed; and it was, moreover, 
doubtful whether the stock of such an institution 
could be subscribed. He preferred even that the 
sub-treasury should be adopted, bad as it was, 
rather than the public money should remain in the 
hands of the Executive. He was unwilling to 
trust any longer to Executive discretion; therefore, 
he had voted against the resolution of the commit- 
tee, by which the exchequer plan was condemned. 
In doing so, he wished it to be understood that the 
recommendation of the Executive had no in- 
uence upon him. He did not look to the quarter 
whence the scheme came; and he was the last man 
in the House who would yield anything to the Ex- 
ecutive in the initiation of measures. When the 
House went into committee upon the exchequer 
bill, he should express his views at large, and the 
reasons which would induce him to vote for it. 

Mr. ARNOLD next obtained the floor, and ex- 
pressed a desire to address the House, because, as 
the “godlike Daniel” had remarked, he thought he 
understood the subject thoroughly. He would not, 
however, discuss the bill which this morning re-* 
ceived so signal a defeat; because it would be like 
pouring water.on a drowned mouse. After an ex- 
pression of his opinion in favor of the bankrupt 
Jaw, and a notice to the House that he should con- 
tinue to cali up his retrenchment bill, he moved 
the previous question, 

Mr. WISE appealed to the gentleman to with- 
draw his motion, in order to enable kim to explain 
the cause of his absence this morning, when the 
vote was taken upon the exchequer. i 

Mr. ARNOLD consented, provided the gentle- 
man from Virginia would only speak ten minutes. 

Mr, WISE said if there wasanything which he 
spurned, it was the suspicion of dodging. He 
therefore asked the Speaker to inform bim what 
questions had been taken during his absence. 
Which having been done, he said that to-day, for 
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the. first time during the. session, he had felt the 
sensation of hunger, his health being bad. He re- 
tired to the lower part of the Capitol to snatch a 
snack, [A voice: “Bricas, do you hear that?”] and 
while there, he fell. into a conversation which de- 
tained him. from the House-for some time. To his 
utter astonishment he found, when -he returned, 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. ©. J. 
INGERSOLL]. on the floor, discussing the merits 
of the’ Secretary of State, the exchequer, and 
matters and things in general. As during his ab- 
sence the House had voted upon the proposition of 
the gentleman from New Hampshire, [Mr. ATHER- 
TON,] and also upon the resolution of the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means, and he would not appear 
on the journal of the House, he would make a re- 
quest of the reporters of both papers ‘to record 
nunc pro tune what would have been his votes in 
case he were present. Upon the resolution af the 
gentleman from New Hampshire, he should have 
voted. ay; and secondly, on the proposition of the 


Committee of Ways and Means, he should have - 


voted no. He hoped this declaration would vindi- 
cate him from any suspicion of dodging. Indeed, 
bis constituents, and most of the members of the 
House, knew him too well to think he would re- 
sort to any such thing. 


Had not the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. An- 
NOLD] put a limit upon him worse than the hour 
rule, he would go on and show the reason of the 
votes he should have given. He stated’ some of 
them yesterday. Nothing could induce him to vote 
for sucha proposition as that brought in by the 
Commitice of Ways and Means; for he weil re- 
membered his indignant feelings in 1837, when Mr. 
Cambreleng, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, brought in the negative proposition that a 
bank of the United States ought not.to be estab- 
lished. He then held that it was an abandonment 
of the legislative duty of Congress with regard to 
the currency. Therefore, with the same feelings 
of indignation, he would have voted against this 
negative proposition, regarding it also as an aban- 
donment of the power of Congress over the finan- 
ces of the country. 


He then referred to the remarks of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. C. J. Incersoit,] and 
said he should be obliged to that gentleman—who 
was so bold as to say that Daniel Webster knew 
nothing about finance, judging by his Faneuil Hall 
specch—if he had informed the House what was 
his substitute for the exchequer. 


Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL said the law of 1789 
with some modifications, 


Mr. WISE remarked, that this was anything 
but a definition, according to Blackstone, and 
would throw open the whole field of experiment 
and exploration. The act of 1789 was to be con- 
demned on many accounts, as had been remarked 
by his friend from Maryland [Mr. I. D. JonEs } 
Moreover, the exchequer itself was but a proposi- 
tion to modify the law of 1789. After some fur- 
ther remarks, Mr. W. expressed the hope that the 
House would, on to-morrow, g0 into committee 
on the exchequer, calmly discuss it on its own 
merits, and decide its fate without party recrimina- 
tion, or reference to party objects. His ten min- 
utes having expired, he concluded by moving the 
previous question. 


Mr. POPE requested the gentleman to withdraw 
the motion for the previons question for a momen}; 
and, Mr. Wise (with the approbation of Mr. Ar- 
NOLD) assenting, Mr. P. explained that pressing 
and important business prevented him from being 
present. when the vote was taken. He had no 
particular desire to vote on the resolutions, as he 
could vote on the exchequer Dill, when it came up; 
but, as the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Wise] 
bad thought proper to say how he would have vo- 
ted, had he been present, he (Mr. P.) would do the 
same thing. He should have voted for the resolu- 
tion, and against the amendment; for, until the 34 
of March next, he was bound to his constituents to 
vote for a bank of the United States. 

Mr. EVERETT then moved to lay the motion 
for reconsideration on the table; which was car- 
ried, without a division; and ; 

The House adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

è SATURDAY, January 28, 1843. 

Mr. RIDGWAY presented a memorial, signed 
by 41 members of the Ohio Legislature, asking 
Congress to repeal the law which removed the 
summer term of the circuit and district courts of 
the United States from Columbus to Cincinnati: 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. TILLINGHAST presented certain resolu- 
tions of the Legislature of Rhode Island, relative to 
the rates of postage. f 

Mr. GILMER presented a resolution, (which was 
agreed to,) calling upon the President of the United 
States to communicate to this House, if not incom- 
patible with the public interests, any information 
in possession of the Government as to the negotia- 
tion of a treaty, or of overtures to treat, for the ces- 
sion of California by Mexico to England. 

Mr. BOARDMAN presented a petition on the 
subject of the warehousing system. A 

Mr. PICKENS said there was on the table a 
bill from the Senate for the relief of the Petersburg 
Railroad Company, which. he desired that the 
House should now take up; and, if the House 
would agree to do so, he pledged himself to move 
the previous question, to prevent the consumption 
of the time of the House with that subject. The 
company wished a decision of the House, one way 
or the other, f 
Mr. COWEN objected, this being private bill 
day. : 

Mr. KEIM presented two petitions, signed by 
Wm. Green, Abraham Behm, and one hundred 
and fifty highly respectable Democratie citizens of 
Berks county, Pennsylvania, praying Congress to 
create $200,000,000 of national stock to be distribu- 
ted to the States: referred to the Committee on 
Assumption of State Debts, 

Mr. READ presented the petition and docu- 
ments of Lois Robinson, praying for bounty land, 
or half-pay for five years in lieu thereof: referred 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 


Mr. LOWELL presented the petition of Sewall 
Lake, and 45 other citizens of Bucksport, Maine, 
for an additional duty on sawed lumber, fire- 
wood, spars, &c., which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. Also, the petition of 
Darius Dickey, of Jonesport, Maine, for remunee 
ration for services 1endered in the capture of the 
British schooner Industry during the late war 
with Great Britain; which was referred to the 
Committee of Claims. 

Mr. GIDDINGS appealed to the House to take 
up the bills on the private calendar, yesterday hav~ 
ing been occupied with a subject which superseded 
that order of business. 

Mr. CUSHING objected, and moved that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union; avowing his object te be 
to move to take up the exchequer bill. He had 
been so continuously reproved for not doing this, 
that he would in future make the motion daily, un- 
til he accomplished his purpose. ` 

Mr. PAYNE inquired if the resolution respect- 
ing the refanding of the fine of General Jackson, 
was not in order during the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER replied that it was a part of the 
business of the morning hour, if not set aside by 
a resolution of the House. 

The SPEAKER put the question on the motion 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Cusa- 
InG,] and it was negatived, 

Mr. McKENNAN renewed the motion of the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Gippinas,] to appro- 
priate this day to the private calendar, 

This motion was agreed to after being modified, 
on the suggestion of Mr. PICKENS, so as to take 
effect after the morning hour. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD submitted the following 
resolution; which was read twice, and committed 
to the Committee on Public Lands; after a brief 
statement of the necessity which existed for its 
passage. 

Resolved hy the Senate and House of Representatives 


ofthe United States of America in Congress assembled, 
That in all cases where a soldier of the last or revolutionary war, 
who was entitled to bounty land, has died without obtaining a 
patent for the land, and where application is made by a part of 
the heirs of the deceased soldier for the bounty Jand, it shall be 
{ the duty of the proper officers of the War and Treasury De- 
3 partments to issue the warrant and patent in the name of the 
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heirs of the deceased soldier, without specifying each; and.the 
patent so issued in the name of the heirs generally, shall inure 
to the benefit of the whole, in such portions as they are sev- 
erally entitled to by the laws of descent in the State or Territory 
where the soldier-died. F 3 

The SPEAKER then called for reports from 
committees, and the following were presented: 

Mr. McCLELLAN of New York, from the 
Committee on Patents, reported.a bill for the relief 
of Stephen K. Jennings; which was read twice 
and committed. ae 

Mr. PENDLETON, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, moved that the committee be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the me- 
morial of citizens of Ohio, asking a grant of land 
in the Oregon Territory, and that it be referred to 
the special committee heretofore appointed; which 
was agreed to. - 

Mr. CROSS, from the Commitiee on Private 
Land Claims, reported adversely on the petition of 
H. M. T. Moss. : 

Mr. GIDDINGS obtained the discharge of the 
Committee of Claims from the petition of citi- 
zens of Cayuga county, New York, praying 
that the fine of General. Jackson, which the 

- President, in his annual message, recommended 
should: be refunded, should be given to the chil- 
dren of John Adams. 

He also made an adverse report on the Senate 
bill for the relief of Stalker & Hill. 

Mr. GORDON, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, made several adverse reports; amongst 
which were reports on the petitions of Joseph 
Bowler and George Pool, 

Mr. BREWSTER, fromthe Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, reported a bill for the relief of Thomas 
H. Brown; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. TURNBULL, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, moved that it be discharged from the far- 
ther consideration of the petition of David Jones; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. CRANSTON, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds, reported a bill for the 
relief of John Skirving; which was read twice and 
referred. 

Mr. FILLMORE presented documents from the 
‘War Department, communicating information in 
relation to the appropriation for hoiding atreaty with 
the Sioux Indians in 1841, and the authority under 
which Governor Doty acted in drawing the drafts 
for provisions and goods furnished to the Indians; 
which were referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Mr. MOORE, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, made an adverse report upon the 
petition of John H. Howard. 


GENERAL JACKSON’S FINE. 

This subject next came up in order, on which 
Mr. Payne was entilled to the floor. 

Mr. BOTTS requested permission to make an 
explanatory statement. He said it would be recol- 
lected that, when the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia (Mr. C. J. InosrsoLL] addressed the House, 
some days ago, he laid down the broad principle 
that there was no legal authority to punish con- 
tempts by attachments, and on that point the gen- 
tleman challenged the legal knowledge of that 
House. And when he (Mr. Borrs) addressed the 
House, the gentleman from Pennsylvania asked 
him how the common Jaw became the law of 
Louisiana; to which he replied, that the common 
Jaw became the law of the State of Louisiana, 
precisely as it became the law of every other 

_ State inthe Union. Since that time, he had met 
with an autbority on that point, which he wished 
to communicate to the House. 

He was then understood to quote Gordon’s 
Digest, article 106, page 480, being the 14th sec- 
tion of the judiciary act of 1789. 

Mr. PAYNE then resumed the floor, and said, on 
rising to address the House on this occasion, he 
felt somewhat as a gentleman who addressed the 
House a few days ago felt. He had reflected on 
this question, and on some parts of it he had wished 
to say a few words; but, by the adjournment of it 
from day to day, much of what he intended to have 
said had passed from his recollection, and he should 
now find it exceedingly difficult to strike on the } 
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- were the trammels of party, 
, contemplated would be useless: he should therefore 


train-of thought which he had chalked out for | 
himself. Besides, there was another thought in his 
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mind, when he before wished to address the House 
on this subject. Héhad thought that,cnanappeal to 
the justice and magnanimity of the House, there 
would have been found no difficulty in agreeing to 
this proposition; but he bad since abandoned that ex- 
peciation. The. speech of the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mri Borrs] had satisfied him that such 
that the appeal he had 


not appeal to this Congress at all, but he should 
look beyond it, to the American people; and in 
making his appeal to’ them—and they were the 
fountain of all justice, as of all authority on poli- 
tical questions—he had not the slightest doubt that 
his appeal would be heard, and that the time 
would come when an appeal to that tribunal would 
produce an effect which would so operate on this 
body as to force the passage of the measure un- 
der consideration. ‘When. this question was ex- 
amined before that tribunal, it would be gaged by 
the square of justices it would not be asked if its 
passage would promote the aspirations of any par- 


ticular individual for the Presidency, or its adop-. 
ton blight the hopes ard prospects of other am- 


bitious aspirants, who may be looking to that ele- 
vation. As he had said, it would be gaged by 
the square of justice; and the only question that 
would be asked would be, was General Jackson 
justified in the course he adopted at New Orleans? 
Was he justified or not? If he was, they would 
at once declare that this fine should be refunded; 
but if he was wrong, no human being under 
heaven would desire, he (Mr. P.) apprehended, 
that it should be done. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Borrs}] asked where General Jackson 
got his authority to declare martial law at New 
Orleans; and as the question had been asked, he 
would proceed te answer it. He should not con- 
tend that either the Constitution or the laws justi- 
fied General Jackson in declaring martial law at 
New Orleans: he conceded that point. He would 
go further; and admit that, so particular had been 
the people of the United States in the adoption of 
constitutions, that there was scarcely a constitution 
which did not expressly declare that the military 
was subordinate to the civil power; and the Con- 
stitution of the United States contained the same 
doctrine. Yet, notwithstanding all this, it did not 
follow that, in time of war, a case might not arise 
in which it was justifiable—nay, in which it was 
essential—that a commander should assume the 
responsibility of declaring martial law. ‘The pres- 
ervation of the army itself, and of the country, 
from an invading army, would furnish circum- 
stances under which a commander would be justi- 
fied in declaring martial law. The ground, then, 
on which he predicated the authority of General 
Jackson to declare martial law at New Orleans, 
were those grounds of self-defence which were 
paramount to all written constitutions and Jaws; 
and his defence and justification rested on the ne- 
cessity of the measure. 


He then cited the instance of the invasion of 
Florida by General Jackson at the time the ter- 
ritory belonged to the King of Spain, a neutral 
power. There was no authorily for such invasion. 
Yet the country was inhabited by Indians, who 
were constantly committing depredations on the 
Americans; and who were incited thereto, and sup- 
plied with ammunition, by the English. General 
Jackson saw the necessity of invading this terri- 
tory; for self-preservation was paramount to all 
constitutional law. The King of Spain earnestly 
protested against the conduct of General Jackson, 
and demanded his removal from command. But 
the General, then, had an able champion and de- 
fender~a man who should, at least, be authority 
on questions of constitutional law with a majority 
of this House. He referred to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams] Mr. P. then read 
an extract from the complaint of the Spanish min- 
ister, and the answer made by Mr. Apams on be- 
half of this Government. It was, indeed, difficult 
to find a more conclusive and ample defence of 
General Jackson, than that made by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. Theat gentleman then said 
that General Jackson was governed by the most 
enlarged patriotism, and by a pressing necessity, of 


if which he alone could be the judge. General Jack- 
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son did judge; and the consequences of his entrance 
into the territory of the neutral King of Spain were 
well known. ‘ wie 

Now he contended that every principle involved 
in the invasion, by General Jackson, of a neutral 
territory, was also involved in.this declaration of 
martial law at New Orleans. The ‘question very 
naturally arose, Why was it that the distinguished 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams,] who 
was formerly so able a champion of Genéral Jack- 
son, now turned round, at the end of thirty years, 
to become—he had almost said—the reviler and 
slanderer of him whom he once so powerfully des. 
fended?) He would not say that the feeling evinced 
by the gentleman had its origin’ in the political 
contest of 1828; but he: could tell the gentleman. 
that others less charitable than himself not only 
thought such to be the fact, but were not backward 
in sodeclaring. ~ ; 

‘The next view which he took of the declaration 
of martial law by General Jackson, was the ne- 
cessity of the case. Upon the establishment of the 
necessity of declaring martial law alone depended 
the justification of the General. If, therefore, it 
could be established that martial Jaw was necessa- 
ry when General Jackson declared it, he would de- 
mand the passage of this bill to refund the fine. 
In order to do this, he must advert to the facts as 
related in the history of the times, He read from 
Martin’s Histery of Louisiana, to show that a 
large number: of the people of that State weie al- 
ways adverse to a change in their government, and 
to becoming members of the Confederacy; that 
they were disaffected; and that they were ready to 
become traitors when occasion offered. He also 
read from the address of the British commander, 
when arriving in Louisiana, proclaiming to the 
people cf Kentucky, Tennessee, and others,- that, 
should they start aside, they might have money in 
abundance, and a good price for their productions. 
These patriotic individuals paid no attention to the 
proclamation of the British commander; and, for 
the honor of humanity, it was to have been hoped 
that none would be forced to aid the British com- 
mander in circulating his incendiary publication. 
But enemies were found who circulated the pamph- 
let, and scattered copies of it all over the country 
between Mobile and the Mississippi. There were, 
besides this, other evidences of the existence of 
treason. The Executive continued to inform Gen. 
Jackson that the country was filled with enemies 
and spies. Even one of: the colonels was tainted, 
and contemplated a surrender.to the British. He 
could not say whether the Legislature were infect~ 
edor nol; but, if he had its journal, he might, per- 
haps, put his hand on one or more propositions 
that would throw some light on the subject. 


The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Borts] had 
said that General Jackson acted merely upon 
vague rumor, and had not informed the public 
where he derived his information of the treason 
which existed. The gentleman from Virginia, “it 
would be remembered, informed the House that he 
never read bat one law book in his life. From 
this remark, it would be nothing more than natu- 
ral to suppose that he had been equally negligent 
in reading the history of his country. .He (Mr. 
P.) made no such charge, because everybody knew 
that the gentleman from Virginia was. very ‘well 
versed in the history of this. country. 

Mr. BOTTS said, that what he observed on a 
former occasion was, that General Jackson had 
not given any reasons for his suspicion of the ex- 
istence of treason, so far as he (Mr. B.) had yet 
ascertained. 

Mr. PAYNE remarked that he was proceeding 
on the supposition that the gentleman had omitted 
to read. the history of the titaes. It would have 
‘certainly been improper in General Jackson to 
iake the course he did, without controlling reasons, 
Mr. BOTTS here inquired what history the 
gentleman had got his information from. 

Mr. PAYNE said from Martin’s History of 
Louisiana. . 

Mr. BOTTS said he had never read that book. 

Mr. PAYNE resumed, and read a passage con- 
taining information of the treason then in progress, 
communicated to General Jackson by Colonel 
Duncan. He also read (to show that General 


218 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


= — 


Jackson did not aceton vague and general sus- 
picions) a: passage: from La Tour. How, then, 
he asked, was the city of New Orleans to -be 
‘saved? * How defended - against a -powerful in- 
vading. enemy, except by declaring martial law? 
General Jackson saw and felt.ihe responsibility 
of his situation; and he ordered New Orleans to, be 
: put under the same rules as a-mililary camp. It 
was put under garrison; all thé avenues coming into 
and going out of the city were: blocked wp, and all 


communication cut. off between traitors within | 


and. the enemy without. The next thing was 
the . publication, by Mr. Louallier, of an in- 
cendiary pamphlet, the object of which was to 
produce mutiny and disobedience to the orders 
of -General Jackson. He was arrestéd, together 
with Judge Hall, (who became his accomplice,) by 
the order of General Jackson.: On this head of the 
subject, he would remark, that there was an argu- 
ment in the Democratic Review so full and conclu- 
sive, that he need not say anything more; but 
wouid content himself by having it printed in his 
speech when that should be published in full. 

He then went on to argue that New Orleans 
could not-have been saved, except for the declara- 
tion of martial law... The forces of the Americans 
amounted to but.3,000 men; many of them raw 
soldiers, undisciplined, inexperienced, and without 
proper arms. Against them, the enemy were 14,000 
strong, ef the best troops in the world. Hefreferred 
to the fact stated by the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, [Mr. Cusninc]—that the British arms were 
victorious everywhere but in America. Every- 
where they had added a halo of glory to the con- 
quering cross of St. George. The condition of 
England, too, was at that time entirely free from 
danger. She had nothing to fear from France, 
The star of Napoleon had set. There was no 
reason to fearan insurrection in Ireland: her altars 
had been cloven down, and their fires of freedom 
extinguisbed with the blood of Emmett. Thus 
left to contend with a power which had torn the 
diadem from the hero of Austerlitz, and broken up 
the confederation of the Rhine, it was the Ameri- 
cans alone—ihe Anglo-Jackson blood—which tore 
the lion from the conquering flag. He might say 
to the ladies of New Orleans, lovely and virtuous 
as they were, that, bad it not been for the conduet 
of Andrew Jackson, their mothers and aunts would 
have been surrendered to the lusis of an infuriated 
soldiery. 

He. would tell the ladies of New Orleans more— 
that at this very time, when an effurt was made to 
refund to General Jackson the fine so unjustly im- 
posed on. him, the Senators from Louisiana, in 

. another branch of the legislative body, were voting 
against it—ay, voting against the remission of the 
fine to: their defender. Let that go to them: he had 
no further remark to make on that subject. He 
had said that here he: rested the claim of General 
Jackson to have this fine refunded to him—not as 
a gratuity; not as a remuneration for his distin- 
guished services; but as an act of justice. He de- 
manded itas an acquiual—an absolute acquittal— 
from the aspersions that bad been so foully cast 
upon him. But the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Borrs] said, the other day, that Genera! Jackson 
had received the amount of this fine from a sub- 
scription raised by the ladies of New Orleans; and 
that, instead of putting the money in his own 
pocket, as he had a right to do, distributed it 
among the widows and orphans of those who 
fell in. the defence of the city. Fer this reason, 
the gentleman contended that the Government 
‘should not refund the amount of the fine, 
Now, did the gentleman suppose that General 
Jackson could have received this money as a 
gratuity or as a reward for bis services? If he 


had. done so, he would not have been Andrew | 


Jackson. On the contrary, knowing that the 
amount thus raised by the gratitude of those whom 
he bad saved from the outrages of a licentious 
soldiery could not be restored io them, he, in ac- 
cordance with that benevolence‘ and humanity 
which always distinguished him, recommended its 
distribution among the widows and orphans of 
those who had fallen in battle. He rejoiced that 
the gentleman from Virginia had brought thissubjeet 
tø the notice of the House. It showed that there was 


| 


| this agreen spot in his life? But again: 


a deep sense of gratitade to their deliverer per- 
vading ail classes of the city.« But the most re- 
markable declaration of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia was, that, in reading the history of General 
Jackson, he could find but one green spot in his 
life. But one green spot in. the life of Andrew 
Jackson! Why, he could go back to his boyhood, 
when he was a. prisoner inthe British camp. 
“While there, he was insolently otdered by a Brit- 
ish officer to black his boots. Did he obey with 
the servile acquiescence of a timid and inexpe- 
rienced boy? Wo; he indignantly retused, and told 
him that he was a prisoner of war, and. not ame- 
nable to the exercise of such authority. Was not 
Look at 
the condition of the country during the last war,- 
at the time when General Jackson was appointed 
to a command inthe army. Our cities had been 
sacked; and the British flag had waved over the 
walls which surround us; and the northwestern 
frontier was deluged in blood; and the whole na- 
tion was in alarm. No sooner was General Jack- 
son appointed, but the tide of victory was rolled 
back. victory to our arms succeeded victory, till 
the war ended in a blaze of glory at New Orleans. 
Look to the Creek war; the battles of Emuckfa, 
Talledega, Echota, and the Horse Shoe; was there 
no green spot there? Why, if they did not know 
the intelligence of -the gentleman from Virginia, 
they might naturally suppose that he was as igno- 
rant of the history of his country as he professed 
to be of law. 

Upon all these grounds, the fine should be re- 
funded; and refunded because it was unjustly im- 
posed on him; because General Jackson acted from 
the necessity of the case; and, if he had not de- 
clared martial law, the wealth of the city, and, 
above all, its helpless females, would have become 
the prey of a brutal soldiery. Could an American 
Congress hold that it had no power to refund this 
fine? Look at the gratuity of $25,000 given to 
the widow of General Harrison. He did not vote 
for that donation, because he believed that this 
Government had no right to make gratuities. But 
here was a different case; here was an act of jus- 
tice to be. performed, and money to be restored, 
that had been unjustly extorted and withheld for 
nearly thirty years. Hull was paid for his per- 
fidy and cowardice; and why should General Jack- 
son be punished for his patriotism and courage? 
He disliked to speak of an American in the manner 
he was compelled to speak of Hull; but he must 
say that a large portion of the American people 
declared that he was highly tinctured with treason. 
This man, then, was rewarded by this very Con- 
gress, who refused to do justice to the defender 
of bis country. He asked if the American people 
would tolerate conduct like this. Again: a bill 
had passed the House for paying the Massachu- 
setts militia for refusing to serve under the 
orders of the General Government; yet the 
House could refuse justice to the man who 
had shed his best blood in the service of his 
country, The gentleman from Massachusetts, the 
oiher day, very insidiously brought the traitor Ar- 
nold in the debate, for the purpose of applying his 
case to that of General Jackson; and repeated the 
anecdote of the American who said, that if his 
countrymen had caught him, they would have 
buried with the honors of war the leg that was mu- 
tilated in their service, and hung the rest of his 
body. He could well retort upon the gentleman, 
and direct what point there was in the anecdote to 
him, and those who thought with him. He might 
say, that if Arnold were here now, before this Con- 
gress, they would (judging from its action in Hull’s 
and General Jackson’s eases) pension the treason- 
able part of his body, and hang up the leg that 
was wounded in defence of the country. 

The SPEAKER here reminded Mr. P. that his 
hour had expired. 

Mr. DAWSON obtained the floor. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL gave notice that he 
would on Monday ask leave to introduce a bill to 
amend the act organizing the Treasury Depart- 
ment. 


; - MILITARY DISTRICTS. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the War Department, in answer 


‘to the resolution-of the 21st instant, requiring the 


Secretary of War to inform the House what (if 
any) change has taken place in the organization. of 
the military divisions or districts of the United 
States since 4th March last; and, if so, the reasons 
for such change, &c., &c. 

Mr. C. H. WILLIAMS moved to refer it to the 


- Committee on Military Affairs, with instructions 


to inquire into the expediency of providing, by 
law, for the abrogation of the present arrangement 
of the military departments, as adopted'by the gen- 
eral order No. 40, issued on the 12th of July, 


1842, and for the purpose of restoring the two mili- 


tary divisions as they existed immediately before 
the issuing of that order. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved to amend the in 
structions by adding the following: 

“And also to inquire into the propriety of abol- 
ishing the office of commanding general- in chief.” 

Mr. STANLY said he had no objection to the 
amendment; but he would suggest to the gentle- 
man to go farther, and inquire into the expediency 
of abolishing the army and navy altogether. i 

Mr. CAVE JOANSON said he hoped that, in 
time, Congress would reduce both. He believed 
it essential to the good of the country that the 
army and navy should both be considerably re- 
duced. ; 

Mr. C. H. WILLIAMS accepted the amend- 
ment as a modification of bis resolution; and, in 
that form, it was adopted. 

The SPEAKER communicated a report from 
the War Department, transmitting 245 copies of 
the Army Register, in compliance with the resolu- 
tion of February Ist, 1842: laid on the table, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Also, acommunication from the Navy Depart- 
ment, in reply to a resolution of the House, show- 
ing the cost and progress made in building the’ 
iron war steamer, under the direction of Mr. Ste- 
vens, at New York: aid on the table, and ordered 


to be printed, 
LAW FEES. 


Mr. RANDALL, from the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, reported a bill regulating the 
fees of the officers of the courts in the District of 
Cclumbia; which was twice read, and referred to 
the Commitive of the Whole. f Pe 

The bill for the relief of the beirs of Robert 
Fulton was taken up on its second reading; but, 
objection being made, it was laid aside. ; 

The following bills were read a third timeand 
passed: : . 

A bill for the relief-of John Patten, jr, owner 
of the fishing schooner Credit, and the master and 
crew of said vessel. 

A bill for the relief of Abner Lowell and others, 
owners of the fishing schooner William. 

A bill for the relief of William Ellery, owner 
of the fishing schooners Sevo and Ida, and others. 

Abill for the relief of John H. Russell and 
others, owner, master, and crew, of the fishing 
schconer Luey Ann. 

A bill for the relief of Mary Bradstreet and 
Amos Tappan. 

A bill for the relief of Knott Martin the 3d, and 
Arnold Martin, owners of the fishing schooner Only 
Son, and others. 

A bill for the relief of Barnabas Baker and 
others, of the fishing schooner called the Union, of 
Dennis, Massachusetts. 

A bill for the relief of Joshua Knowles, jr. and 
owners, and the crew of the fishing schoner Garnet. 

An act to set aside certain reservations of lands 
on account of live oak in the southeastern district 
of Louisiana. 

The amendment of the Senate to the bill entitled 
“Anact foribe payment of seven companies of 
Georgia militia, for services rendered in the years 
1840 and 1841,” was read and concurred in. 

The amendment of the Senate to the bill entitled 
“An act forthe relief of John P. Skinner, and 
the legal representatives of Isaac Green,” was read 
and concurred in, 

The following Senate bills were read a first and 
second time, and referred. 

An act forthe relief.of the Planters’ Bank of 
Mississippi, and the Agricultural Bank of Missis- 
sippi. 


An act:for. the relief of Wm: De Peyster and 
Henry. N. Crugere o : 


An act to Tegulate -enlistments in the army, . 


navy, and marine corps. -> 
Anact to ameud the charter of the town of Al- 
exandria, : : T 
- Ab act for the- relief of Richard Henry Wilde. 
The-bill for the relief of the. Petersburg Railroad 


Company, was taken up; and, on the question of -. 


its passage; , E SEATI 

Mr. RANDOLPH. called for the yeas and nays; 
which. being: taken, -resulted-as:follows—yeas 55, 
nays 92. The bill was, therefore, rejected: 

Mr. GIDDINGS then moved that the House go. 
into committee, for the purpose of taking up the 
private calendar; which motion was agreed to, and 
Mr. McKenanw took the chair. , s 

Ä joint resolution for the relief of Benj. Ogie 
Tayloe’ was taken up and read. i , 

Mr. WM. SMITH said he must object to the 


resolution, until he heard some reason for its 


adoption. The resolution was, therefore, passed 
over. 


Also, a bill for ‘the relief of the wardens of ‘St. 
Pauls Church, Philadelphia, was. passed over, un- 
der: Gbjection by the same gentleman. ‘ 
Pale following bills were laid aside’ to be report- 
ed: > ; 

A bill for the relief of Charles Waldron. 

A bill for the relief of John Randolph Clay. 
A bill for the relief of Jacob White. 

_A bill for the relief of George B. Johnson. 

‘A bill for the relief of Jacob Gray. 

A bill for the relief of the sureties of Samuel 
Swartwout. 

A bill for the relief of Mary Barry. 

‘A Dill for the relief of Alexander Mitchell. 

[This bill was objected toby Mr. MERIWETH- 
ER; but, atthe earnest appeal of Mr. STEEN- 
ROD, the objection was withdrawn.] 

A bill for the relief of Ann W. Angus. 

A bill for the relief of Elizabeth Gresham. 

A bill for the relief of Elizabeth Powers. 

. A bill for the relief of George A. Winslow, 
i A bill for the relief of Mary Pike. 

A bill for the relief of Jeremiah Kimball. 

A bill for the relief of J. R. Vienne. 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Robert A. Kelly. 

A bill for the relief of W. S. Eveleth. 

A bill granting the right of pre-emption to cer- 
tain settlers in Wisconsin. 

A bill for the relief of 
Young. 

A joint resoiution for the benefit of F. M. 
Lewis. 

A joint resolution for the bencfit of Mary Neal. 

A bill for the relief of Jacob Miller. 

A bill for the relief of David Munn. 

A bill for the relief of Samuel Edgecomb. 

A bill for the relief of Nancy Wilson. 

A bill for the relief of the Nantucket Steamboat 
Company. 

A bill for the relief of D. and J. Wilkinson. 

A bill for the relief of Andrew Fisher. 

A bill for the relief of Gamaliel E. Smith. 

A bill for the relief of William Street. 

A bill for the relief of Samuel Hoffman. 

A bill for the relief of Samuel! Dicy. 

A bill for the relief of Jane McGuire. 

A bill for the relief of Sampson Brown. 

A bill for the relief of William Patterson. 

A bill for the relief of Maria Fowler. 

A bill for the relief of Mary Rhinalt. 

A bili for the relief of Richard Sneed. 

A bill for the relief of Thomas Weaver and Ja- 
cob Heyberger, sureties of the Norristown and 
Valley Railroad Company. 

A bill for the relief of S. and M. Riche. 

A bill for the relief of John Hodgkin. 

A bill for the relief of Thomas H. Brown. 

A bili for the relief of Samuel R. Jennings. 

A bill for the relief of John Skirving. 

A-bill for the relief of Rebecca Guest. 

The following bills were passed over, objections 
severally being made: 

A bill for the relief of Daniel Homans. 

A biil for the relief of Stalker and Hill. 


P. Smith and James 
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The adverse report upon the petition of General 
Hernandez was-passed over without action. —. 
On motion of Mr.. GIDDINGS, the committee 


‘then..rose, and reported. the several bills. above 


mentioned as laid aside to the House. 

‘The said bills were, with some exceptions noted. 
below, ordered to their engrossment, and then read 
a third time, and passed conjointly by one vote of 


. the House. © - 


‘The following bills, though reported, were laid 


“over, under objections made in. the House: 


A bill for the relief of Alexander Mitchell. 

A bill for the relief of Jobn Skirving. 

A bill for the relief of Thomas Weaver and Ja- 
cob Heyberger. : i 

A bill (from the-Senate) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to makea compromise with 
any of the sureties of Samuel Swartwout on his of- 
ficial bond as collectór of thè port of New York. 


Mr. C. JOHNSON. moved to recommit the bill 
for the relief of the Norristown Railroad Company; 
which ‘was not agreed to; but, as objection was 
made to the bill, it went over. 

On the motion of Mr. McKENNAN, the bill 
for the. relief of the inbabitants of West Florida, 
which was the special order for to-day, and on 
whieh Mr. Levy, having the floor, intended to ad- 
dress the House, was made the special order for 
Friday next. 

OFFICERS IN THE BALTIMORE CUSTOM- 
HOUSE. 


Mr. J. P. KENNEDY submitted the following 
resolution, and. it was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to 
inform this House whether any addition has been made to the 
number of officers attached to the Baltimore custom-house, or 
toany department thereof, since the Ist of September, 1841; 
and if any addition has been made, that the Secretary of the 
Treasury be further directed to report to this House the names 
of such additional officers as have been appointed since the date 


above mentioned, the nature of their duties respectively, theirs 


day, and the date of their appointment: That the Secretar, 
of the Treasury also inform this House what necessity existed, 
inthe affairs of the custom-house of Baltimore, for any such 
addition to the officers thereof; and whether the said addition 
was recommended by the collector, or by any other officer of 
the customs of Baltimore; and if recommended by any other, 
by whom. 


COMMANDERS IN THE NAVY. 


Mr. ADAMS submitted the following joint reso- 
lution: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States in Congress assembted, Thatthe first pro- 
viso to the first section of the act entitled “An act making ap- 
propriations for the naval service forthe year 1842,” approved 
August 4th, 1842, be, and the same is hereby, sv modified, as to 
allow of theaddition, by promotion, of four commanders in 
the navy above the number limited and prescribed by the pro- 
viso aforesaid; and if the addition shall be made to the 
number of commanders as contemplated by this resolution, 
po further addition shall then be made to the number of com- 
manders in the navy until the whole number shall be again re- 
duced to that authorized and limited by tio Jaw hereby modi- 
fied. 


Mr. MERIWETHER objected. 


Mr. ADAMS said, as objection was made, it was 
necessary that he should state that its object was to 
enable the President and the Senate to promote 
the commander of the late exploring expedition. 
There were now four officers who bad precedence 
of Lieutenant Wilkes, whom it was necessary to 
promote before that cfficer could be honored for 
his services in an expedition which was productive 
of so much good to the country. 


After a few words from Mr. MALLORY, Mr. 
MERIWETHER, and Mr. ADAMS, the resolu- 
tion was read twice, and committed to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole. “ 


DEFALCATIONS. 


Mr. BURNELL submitted the following reso- 
lution, and it was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 
hereby is, directed to report to this House annually all cases 
wherein any officer of the Government has failed to settle his 
accounts for the current year, the causeof the same, and what 
proceedings have been directed in each of such cases; also, all 
defaleations which may have taken place during the current 
year, and the proceedings in relation thereto. 

Mr. J. C. CLARK, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, reported a bill to authorize the 
examination and survey of the harbor of Mem- 
phis, Tennessee; which was read twice, and com- 
mitted. ; 

The House then adjourned. 
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IN SENATE. 
` Monpay, January 30, 1843. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen» 
ate a communication from the. State Department, 
transmitting documents received: bythe Caledonia, 


: from’ United States consuls abroad, showing, in 
| compliance. with a resolution of the Senate: of. 
August last, the cost of articles imported into- the 


United: Statés, during the months of July, August, 
and September last, al the ports from whence ‘im- 
ported, &c.; which, on motion of Mr. HUNTING- 
TON, was ordered ‘to lie on the table for the prese 
ent. ; 
Also; laid before the Senate a communication 
from the War Department, transmitting, in com- 
pliance with a resolution of the Senate of the 
26th inst., a copy of the report of an officer of the 


_ topographical engineers, on the subject of an iron 


pile light for Bartlett’s reef; in Long Island Sound; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; and be 
printed. if oe ate 
Memorials were presented ‘by Mr. EVANS; 
from Thotnaston, Newcastle, and Nobleborough, 
Maine; by Mr. CRAFTS, from Montpelier, Ver~ 
mont; by Mr. SIMMONS, from Newport, Rhode 
Island; from shipowners, merchants, and others, 
engaged in commerce and navigation, representing. 
that the mercantile. navigation of the United States 
has suffered materially from the effects of the ex- 
isting treaties, and the arrangements between the 
United States and Great Britain, the Hanseatic 
Republics, France, Holland, Denmark, Russia, and 
Sweden, respectively; and that those treaties and 
arrangements termed reciprocal. have not proved 
reciprocal to the navigation of the United States; 
and asking that Congress would, so far as the 
treaties permitted, make regulations which would 
prove more reciprocal; which were referred to the 
Committee on Coumerce. . 


Mr. EVANS presented two memorials from 
citizens of Maine engaged in the lumber trade, 
asking that a specific duty may be levied, greater 
than the duty of the present tariff, on certain kinds 
of lumber imported from New Brunswick and Nova 
Scotia: referred tu the Committee on Manufac- 
tures. : 

Mr. MILLER presented a memorial from citi- 
zens of the State of Pennsylvania, in which they 
state that they are very mach in want of a proper 
currency, and ask Congress to issue $200,000,000 
of serip, based on the proceeds of the sales of the 
public lands, to be divided among the States and 
Territories, as a proper and ready means of relief: 
referred to the Committee on Finance. “on 

Mr. DAYTON presented a petition from Sarah 
Williamson, a widow of a deceased revolutionary 
soldier, complaining of the construction by the de- 
partment of the pension act of July 7, 1838, by 
whick she has been excluded from its benefit; and 
asking Congress to pass an act reversing that con- 
struction, to enable her to obtain a pension: referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, presented a memorial from members of 
the barand citizens of New Jersey, complaining 
of the inconvenience resulting to them in conse- 
quence of the sessions of the United States courts 
being held in Burlington and New Brunswick, and 
praying the passage of a law authorizing them to 
be holden at Trenton for the future: referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented six memorials 
from the city and ccunty of Philadelphia, asking 
Congress to restore to Mr. Kendall his personal 
liberty, of which he has been deprived in conse- 
quence of the verdict rendered aga‘nst him by the 
district court of the United States for the District 
of Columbia, in favor of Stockton & Stokes, for 
conscientiously discharging his officiel duty to the 
United States, under his oath of office as Postmaster 
General. 

Mr. B. remarked that he would only say that he 
believed, with the memorialists, that Congress 
should not permit Mr. Kendall thus to be deprived 
of his personal liberty for conscientiously dischar- 
ging his duty to bis Government by protecting its 
interests. He hoped, therefore, that the Judiciary 
Committee, to which“he proposed to refer it, would 
forthwith report a bill granting the relief. petitioned 
for. [Mr. B. was here told that memorials heretos 
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fore presented on this subject bad been referred to 
the Committee on Claims.]. He believed, : not- 
withstanding: such reference, that the proper refer- 
ence would be to the Judiciary Committee. It was 
properly a judicial question, and-the remedy should 
come from that committee. ~. ; 
` The memorials were then referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. an è i 
Mr, BAGBY presented a petition from Farley 
D. Thompson, asking to be relieved from liabili- 
ties incurred as surety for Chilton White, late post- 
master: at Lagrange, Alabama: referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


Mr. BERRIEN presented a memorial from the |, 
Central Railroad and Banking Company, asking | 


remission of duties on such railroad ironas may be 
imported for the use of that company before the Ist 


of March, provided. it be laid down. within the | 


_ present year: referred to the Committee on Finance. 
O Mr. CRITTENDEN presented a memorial from 


certain persons of the United States residing in the | 
State of Pennsylvania, ascribing all the distress | 


and embarrassments of the country to the want of 
a proper and sufficient currency; and, as a remedy 
for these evils, they recom mend thaton the landsnow 
unsold §200,000,000 of stock be issued to the States 
and Territories by the United States, and that the 

` proceeds of the sales of these lands be pledged to the 
redemption of the same: referred to the Committee 
on Finance. ; 

Mr. McDUFFIE presented resolutions adopted 
by the Legislature of South Carolina, against the 
tariff passed at the last session of Congress; which 
were referred to ihe Committee on Finance, and 
ordered to be printed. 


Mr. McROBERTS presented a preamble and 
resolutions of the General Assembly of the State of 
Illinois, (which were ordered to be printed,) ex- 
pressing the opinion— 


. 1. That the present tariff of duties should be | 


modified, and that duties should be imposed with 
a. view tọ revenue, and protesting against the 
principle of distribution. 

“2. That the repeal of the independent treasury 
was precipitate, unwise, and injurious. 

„3. That a bank of the United States is uncon- 
stitutional, inexpedient, and ought not to be re-es- 
tablished. 


Mr. SIMMONS presented certain resolutions of | 


the General Assembly of Rhode Isiand, on the sub- 
ject of the reduction of postage on letters; which 
were ordered to lie on the table and be printed, a 
bill having been reported for that object. 

Mr. LINN presented a memorial, 
369 citizens of Louisville, Kentucky, 


signed by | 
asking for | 


the extension of a portion of the laws of the Uni- | 


ted States over the Oregon Territory, for grants of 
land, and for the erection of military posts there: 
ordered to lie on the table, a bill for the purpose be- 
ing. now before the Senate. f 
X” Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memoria! from 
Samuel Raub, in which he represents that he has 
discovered an effectual mode of preventing the ex- 
plosion of steam-boilers; and with a view to make 
the apparatus (for which he has a patent) free to 
every citizen of the United States, and cause a 
knowledge of it to be disseminated to every part 


of the Union, whether for boats, Stationary engines, | 


cr otherwise, he prays Congress to purchase the 
patent: referred to the Committee on Cummerce. 

Mr. MILLER, from the Commiitee on Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of Daniel G. Skinner; 
which was read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Also, reported back, from the same committee, 
with an-amendment, House bill entitled “An aet 
further to continue in force the act for the payment 
of horses and other property lost in the military 
service of the United S:ates.” 

Also, reported back, from the same committee, 
without amendment, House bills for the relief of 
Richard. Rush, and for the relief of James S. Cal- 
houn. | 

Also, made a report (which was ordered to be 
printed) adverse to the passage of the bill for the 
relief of James Taylor, and for other purposes. 

Mr. WALKER, f.om the Committee on Public 
Lends, reported a bill for the relief of John Hutch- 
ins; which was read, aud ordered to a second read- 


ing. 


Also, from. the same committee, to which were 
referred the rescluticns directing an inquiry into 
the expediency of authorizing the State of Missis- 
sippi to appropriate $25,000 of the two per cent. 
fund belonging to. her to the completion of the 


-Yailroad from Jackson to Brandon,’ reported a bill 


in relation to said fund; which was read, and or- 
dered to a second reading. “4 

Mr. HUNTINGTON, from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported back, without amendment, 
and with a recommendation that it do pass, the bill 
for the relief of Charles Gordon, owner of the 
schooner Two Sons, and the legal representatives 
of. the crew of said vessel. - 

Mr. LINN presented a petition from Elias 
Knight and 103 others, of Calais, Maine, asking 
aid for removing to, and setiling in, the Territory of 
Oregon; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

On motion cf Mr. KING, the bill for the relief 
of Franeis Pellicer was taken up, and recommitted 
to the Committee on the Publie Lands. 

Mr. CONRAD, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported a bill for the relief of John R. 
Williams; which was read, and ordered to a sec- 
ond reading. 

Mr. BATES presented a petition from L. Pome- 
roy, and 174 other citizens of Pittsfield, Massachu- 
setts, praying for the repeal of the bankrupt law: 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

On motion by Mr. SMITH of Connecticut, 
leave was granted to withdraw from the files the 
memorial and documents of C. Fox. ~ 

The following bills were read the third time and 
passed, viz: 

The bill for the relief of William Russell and 
others. 

House bill for the relief of the owners and crew 
of the schooner Twin. 

Engrossed bill entitled “An act for the relief of 
the West Feliciana Railroad and Banking Com- 
pany, and the Grand Gulf Railroad Company, 
came up on its third reading; but was postponed on 
the suggestion of Mr. BUCHANAN, who had made 
application at the Treasury Department for infor- 
mation as to the effect of the bill on the revenues. 

The bill to prevent the employment of private 
expresses upon mail routes, and for the prevention 
of frauds upon the revenues of the Post Office De- 
partment, was then taken up as in committee of 
the whole. 


Mr. HENDERSON (who, when ihis bill was 
under consideration on Friday last, contended that 
some of its provisions were unconstitutional) ad- 
mitted to-day, after further examination of the 
subject, that its provisions might be constitutional, 
yethe thought it was stretching the power of the 
Constitution unnecessarily. He would not say, 
then, that the bill violated the Constitution in any 
particular provision; but he would say that it was 
not doing a proper thing in an easy and proper 
manner. He approved of the bill so far as its 
object went to secure to the Post Office Department 
its legitimate revenue, by suppressing these private 
expresses on the mail routes, and preventing the 
transportation of mailable matter out of the reg- 
ular mail; bnt he thought it was interfering too 
much with individual rights to attempt to accom- 
plisa that object by imposing a penalty on the 
owner or owners of every stage-coach, railroad 
car, steamboat, or other vehiele or vessel, which 
shall, with the knowledge of any owner or owners, 
in whole or in part, or with the knowledge or con- 
nivance of the driver, conductor, captain, or other 
person ‘having charge of any such Stage coach, 
railroad car, steamboat, or other vessel or vebicle, 
convey or transport any person or persons acting 
ox employed as a private express for the conveyance 
of letters, packets, or packages of letters, or other 
mailable matter. If they had a right to impose a 
penalty on the owners of steamboats, Stages, and 
railroads, for transporting any individual as a pas- 
senger, (which it is the duty of some cf them by 
the laws of the Siates to do,) on the mere suspicion 
that the individual was employed as a private ex- 
press; they had the right to go farther, and impose 
a penalty on landiords on such roads who might 
entertain or harbor said individual. . 

He was opposed to all force Jaws which ran too 
much into the regulations of civil society. He 


| 


would always raise his voice against extending 
unnecessarily this interdict on society. The man- 
her proposed was not the one most necessary and 
proper. He was in favor of the object of the bill, 
but was opposed to Congress laying out its.arms 
to exercise the power of dictating to the owners of 
the railroads and steamboats whom they shall or 
shall not transport as passengers. He argued that 
the bill went far enough in the second section—as 
far as he was disposed to goby enacting ; 

“That it shall not be lawful for any stage-coach, roadroad car’ 
steamboat, packet-boat, or other vehicle or vessel, nor any of 
the owners, managers, servants, or crews of either, which reg- 
ularly performs trips at stated periods on a post route, or be- 
tween two or more cities, towns, or other places, from one to 
the other of which the United States mail is regularly conveyed 
under the authority of the Post Office Department, to transport 
or convey, otherwise than in the mail, any letter or letters, 
packet or package. of letters, or other mailable matter whatso- 
ever, except such as may have relation to some part of the cargo 
ofsuch steamboat, packet-boat, or other vessel, or to some ar- 
ticle at the same time conveyed by the same stage-coach, rail- 
roadcar, or other vehicle, And for every such offence the 
owne? or owners of the stage-coach, railroad car, steamboat, 
packet-boat, or other vehicle or vessel, shall forfeit and pay the 
sum of one hundred dollars—one half tothe use of the informer, 
and the other half to the use of the Post, Office Department—to 
be recovered by action of debt, or by indictment or information, 
in any court of competent jurisdiction in the United States; and 
the driver, captain, conductor, or person having charge of any 
such stage-coach, railroad car, steamboat, packet-boat, or otber 
vehicle or vessel, at the time of the commission of any such of. 
fence, and who shall not at that time be the owner thereof, in 
whole or in part, shall, in like manner, forfeit and pay, in every 
such case of offence, the sum of fifty dollars, to the like uses, 
and to be recovered in like manner, as is above provided in the 
case of the owner or owners, 

Mr. MERRICK was glad to find that the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi, upon. further examination of 
the bill, was willing to admit that there could be 
no constitutional objection to its provisions. He 
hoped that that Senator agreed with him also as to 
the importance of some legislation, to prevent the 
growing evil which the bill was intended to remedy. 
Mr. M. then went on to show that, unless the sec- 
ond section was agreed to, the object of the passage 
of the bill would be defeated; that frauds would 
be still perpetrated, and the department deprived 
ef a great portion of its revenues. Individual 
rights were as well guarded as they could be in the 
second section of the bill, and at the same time to 
reach and suppress the evil complained of. That 
section had no application to any individual, ex- 
cept the person who might notoriously be employed 
as an agent for c.nveying mailable matter by private 
express; for it provides that— 

“Nothing in this act contained shall be construed to prohibit 
the conveyance or transmission of letters, packets, or pack. 
ages, or other matter, to any part of the United States, by prie 
vate hands, no compensation being tendered nor received there- 
for in any way; or by a special messenger employed only for 
the single particular occasion.” 3 

Mr. M. then spoke at much length, pointing out 
the many frauds on the department through those 
piivate expresses, which had been placed on all 
the most profitable mail routes, and actually came 
so much in competition with the Government, by 
carrying mailable matter at one-third less than the 
Government, as io deprive the department of the 
greatest portion of its revenues; and thereby dis- 
abled it from reducing the rates of postage, which 
was so much desired by the people, and from ex- 
tending greater facilities to the more remote and 
sparsely populated sections of the Union. He, in 
concfusion, said, that unless these private ex presses 
were suppressed, and the Government had a mo- 
nopoly of mailable matter, the Post Office De- 
partment would soon become a barden on the pub- 
lie treasury. 

The morning hour having expired, 

On motion of Mr. LINN, the bill was passed 
over informally; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of the special order, being 


THE OREGON BILL. 


Mr. ARCHER, in a speech of considerable 
length, contended against the passage of the bill in 
its present shape. He replied to the arguments of 
Messrs. Linn, BENTON, and Woopszory, and con- 
cluded by recommending the recommittal of the 
bill to the Committee on Foreign Relations, or com- 
mittee of ihe whole, for the purpose of having it 
amended, by striking out that part which relates to 
the granting of lands to settlers, 

Mr. YOUNG remarked that it was not his in- 
tention to detain the Senate long with the few ob- 
servations he had to make, as the very elaborate 


discussion which the subject had received did not 
. leave much that was new to be said. He thought, 
_ however, it would not be difficult to prove that this 
bill would not, and, indeed, could not, be viewed 
by Great Britain as an infraction of the existing 
treaty between that Government and this. He 
should not attempt to travel over the same ground 
so ably explored by the Senator from Missouri, 
[Mr. Linn,] in bis statements of the foundation 
of our title. He should dwell chiefly on the fact, 
admitted by Senators on both sides, that our claim 
is prior and paramount to that of Great Britain. 
It would be necessary, however, to have a clear 
definition of what that claim is. He understood 


it to be based, in the first instance, on the discov-. 


ery of the Columbia river by Captain Gray, in the 
year 1792. We have evidence of the admission 
of this fact, not only in the writings of British 
navigators, but in the recognition, by the British 
Government itself, of the name given by Cap- 
tain Gray to the river. This discovery - was 
followed up by that of the sources of the 
Columbia river by Lewis and Clarke, sent out 
by Mr, Jefferson forthe purpose in 1805. Captains 
Lewis and Clarke explored the country, traced the 
river from its sources to its mouth, and took formal 
possession of the territory for the United States. 

Our next claim grows out of the occupation of the 
country. The first settlement made init was by 
Jobn Jacob Astor, in 1811. In the war which fol- 
lowed, between this country and Great Britain, he 
was dispossessed; but in the restoration of Fort 
George (Astoria) to our Government in 1818, 
Great Britain reeognised our right to that settle- 
ment, and, consequently, to whatever title arose 
out of it. In fact, up to that restoration, aud long 
after, we never heard of any claim to the territory 
on the part of Great Britain. Here, then, we had 
an additional claim—that which grows out of the 
law of nations; for although, in the first instance, 
the Jaw of nations recognises as the first claim pri- 
ority of discovery, it further requires that the dis- 
covery shall be followed up by occupation; and 
we had fulfilled thecondition. We had made the 
discovery by Captain Gray, and Captains Lewis 
and Clarke; and had followed itup by occupation, 
which was only interrupted by the force of war, 
but subsequently the possession was restored to us 
as our right; and from the date of that restoration, 
in 1818, we have never parted with the occupa 
tion. The negotiations then, and every negotia- 
tion since, show that we maintained throughout 
this whole period our title, rights, and occupation 
of the territory. 


We never have abandoned one iota of our 
claims to its sovereignty, On the contrary, we 
have evinced an unwavering determination to 
maintain our rights. It struck him that Senators 

. were mistaken who urged that Great Britain had 
exclusive occupation of the territory; or that, from 
the use she makes of the stipulations of the treaty, 
she can acquire any title. It struck him, also, that 
it was a mistake to think she will ever look to the 
territory for agricultural purposes. And herein 
lay a great difference between her views and ours. 
They are, in fact, different, and yet not conflicting. 
We want the territory for agricultural pursuits 
mainly. She looks to it for the main pursuit of 
her Hudson Bay Company, which is the trade in 
furs. 

Now, it is in conformity with the law of nations 
that Indians—wandering tribes like the Arabs, or 
persons merely traversing a country for purposes 
of hunting, fishing, trading, &c.—have been regard- 
ed as no impediments to those who take possession 
of the soil for making a permanent occupation, 
and converting it to agricultural purposes. It was 
according to this recognised Jaw of nations that 
Europeans setiled on this continent, though it 
was at the time inhabited by the aborigines. 

It wason this principle that the pilgrim fathers 
took possession of the soil of New England, and 
turned it to agricultural purposes, without breaking 
the law of nations by dispossessing the Indians 
who would not cultivate it. So in the Oregon 
Territory: the Hudson Bay Company, not having 
for its primary object agricultural pursuits, never 
had encouraged more culture of the soil than ne- 
cessary for the temporary support of its employees. 


-primary object. 
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But; with our citizens, egriculture must be the 
And we have already a- number 
of our citizens there engaged in this pursuit. 
There is no jealousy towards them on the part of 
the Hudson Bay Company, so long as they make 
agriculture their primary pursuit. What can be 
more convincing, than this, that it is not for agri- 
cultural purposes the British look to the country? 


~The. apprehension, then, is entirely groundless, that 


they would view the occupation of the soil by our 
citizens as an infraction. of.the treaty. Great 
Britain never will want it herself for. agricultural 
purposes. No British company of capitalists 
will ever, ran ihe risk of investing their money in 
such a speculation. 


If, as some gentlemen suppose, such a company 
has been formed, it must soon fall to the ground; 
for it never will come to anything in practice. 
None but individuals living on the soil, and culti- 
valing it for themselves, can fully realize its bene- 
fits. Our citizens are peculiarly suited for that pur- 
pose. Those who have gone there wish to re- 
main, and others wish to follow them. ,They ask 
but the same protection of laws from -us, which 
Great Britain affords to her subjects. They wish 
also to be assured of a grant of the lands they may 
reclaim from the wilderness. .All this the Senator 
from Missouri proposes to de by this bill. He pro- 
poses to give them hereafter the grant they ask; to 
extend over them the Territorial laws of lowa; and 
to establish a sufficient number of forts to give 
them protection from savage Indians. Now, may 
not all this be done without any infraction of the 
treaty? Mr. Y, here referred to a conversation be- 
tween Mr. Gallatin and the British ministers, in 
the negotiation about the treaty, in which the Brit- 
ish ministers themselves suggested that the laws 
of one of our organized Territories might be 
extended over the country, though we might 
not organize a new Government in it. They 
also suggested a plan by which forts might be 
erected, and the soil might be cultivated. How, 
then, can it give Great Britain cffence, that we 
carry out, by this bill, her own suggestions? Our 
citizens already there give no offence, by cecupying 
any portion of the soil they please in agriculture. 
On the contrary, the most friendly feelings are 
evinced by the employees of the Hudson Bay Com- 
pany towards them. It is only when they engage 
in the fur trade, that they are looked upon with 
jealousy. We all know that both Great Britain 
and her Hudson Bay Company are governed by 
what they consider their best interests. Their 
friendly disposition to our citizens engaged in agri- 
culture shows that they do not look to:that as their 
object. Why, then, should we suppose they would 
object to any number of our citizens taking up 
land for agricultural purposes? 

Mr. Y. here read the remarks of Mr. Greenhow 
on the subject. He also referred to the opinions 
expressed by the Senator from Kentucky, (Mr. 
MorEHEAD,] the other day, with a view of show- 
ing that the Senator was mistaken in supposing 
the Hudson Bay Company had any object cf making 
a permanent location of lands for agricultural 
purposes or settlements. The whole matter was 
explained by Mr. Lea. He says the greater por» 
tion of the settlers on lands are missionaries, who 
proceeded to the territory for the benevolent ob- 
ject of benefiling the Indians, by teaching them the 
truths of Christianity, and the usages of civilized 
life. In the pursuit of this object, it was found 
essential that they should occupy and farm some 
land—both for subsistence, and witha view of in- 
structing the Indians in the advantages of cultiva- 
tion, over the precaricus means of suppor‘ing life 
before known to them. At the forts of the Hudson 
Bay Company, no more land is cultivated than is 
absolutely necessary to supply the wants of those 
engaged in the primary occupation of the fur-trade. 
There is nothing like an effort or disposition to 
make permanent settlements. [It isa mere tempo- 
rary occupation, There is nothing even of a per- 
manent character in the forts of the Hudson Bay 
Company. They are mere stockade-forts, perish- 
able in their nature, and only calculated for de- 
fence against Indians. He mentioned all this to 
show there will be no difficulty in the way of our 
citizens settling in the country. The Hudson Bay 
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Company can have no- objection, and will make 
none, to agricultural-settlements. Now, this being 
the case, what is there, really, in the present 
bill, to give offence? Not the appropriation of por- 
tions of -the soil for agricultural purposes; for no 
objection is made to that now, nor. will there be 
after this bill passes. Not the establishment of 
forts; fot that was suggested by the British them- - 
selves, and the example has been set by them. Not 
the proteclion of our citizens by the extension of 
our Territorial laws over the territory; for they. also 
suggested that, and set the example. Suppose they | 
should object to any one of these things: can we 
not say to them, “You have done it; and if the treaty 
authorizes you, it authorizes us?” And as.to the. 
occupation cf the fort at the mouth of the Colum- 
bia-river: was İt not Mr. Astor who first built it? and 
was it not restored to us in 1818, because the right 
of possession was in us? Have we not kept it 
ever since; and may we net now either repair it, 
rebuild it, orenlarge it, at our pleasure, without 
cause of offence? What else does this. bill propose. 
to do? To establish two Indian agencies. What 
objection can there be to that? It is well known 
to the British that our practice is to appoint Indian 
agents to protect and control the Indians in our 
territories. They know we have territory in Ore- 
gon, and Indiansonit. They know that the duty 
of our Indian agents by no means interferes with their 
fur-trade, And with respeet to the jurisdiction to be 
extended over the country, do we not propose to 
avoid any interference with British jurisdiction, 
by the provision that any subjects of England ac- 
cused of offence under our laws shall be trans- 
ferred for trial to British authority? No difficulty 
or objection can therefore arise out of that portion 
of the bill: The next provision is, that $100,000 
shall be appropriated to carry out the measure. 
It was to be lamented that the treasury was in its 
present condition, Butit did not seem to him to 
come well from the Senators of the old States to 
object to this small item of $100,000, and, in 
short, to every appropriation required for the new 
States and Territories. They should contrast the 
appropriations for the old States with those for the 
new; and before they object to the latter, judge 
fairly whether it was just or generous in them to 
become objectors. Yet-how seldom were they 
disposed to mete out to the new Siates even the 
measure of justice. It was with the utmost diffi- 
culty the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Crirren- 
DEN] last: session obtained an appropriation of 
$100,000 to remove some of the impediments to 
navigation in the Western waters, The usual annual 
appropriation for that object, so necessary, had been 
withheld for two or three years. In the just effort, too, | 
to obtain an appropriation for the Western armory, 
did not the preponderance of the interests of the old 
States prevail tocut it down to the paltry sum of 
$5,000? Why should the condition of the treasury 
be constantly held up as an excuse for not doing 
justice to the West, while the most extravagant and 
useless appropriations are lavished elsewhere? Look 
at the appropriations recommended to Congress 
this session. May not ten-times the amount re- 
quired by this bill be retrenched from them? What 
occasion is there for such an increased and extrava- 
gant naval establishment? Does not every one 
see that smaller vessels of war would do more ser- 
vice for the country than those large and costly 
frigates, too unwieldy to act with celerity or 
effect? 

When all this would te duly considered, he was 
in hopes the Senators of the old States would drop 
their cbjections to this appropriation of $100,000. 

He trusted he had establi-hed a sufficient num- 
ber of points to showthat gentlemen were mistaken 
in supposing this bill could create any difficulty 
with Great Britain. He had shown that our claim 
to the territory is the best claim; that we have a 
right paramount to any that Great Britain possibly 
can have; that we have priority of possession, whieh 
we have never parted with; that we can give no 
offence to Great Britain in doing what she suggest- 
ed to us we might do, and what she herself has 
done; that the occupation of the soil by our citizens 
isa legitimate occupation for agricultural purposes, 
to which she, merely in pursuit of commercial ob- 
jects, cannot object; that we make no direct grant, 
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“whieh, by the uniform and undeviating practice of 
our Goveroment, is never carried out till we have ex- 
tingbished all other claims of title, as evinced by 
our uniform extinction of Indian titles; and that we 
are Obly raising objections, which, if not raised 
here, never would be thought of by Great Britain. 
It would be very wellunderstood by Great Brilain 
thal, as.a negotiation is pending for the adjustment 
of boundary, (andfhe ‘believed that was the only 
question at issue in the negotiation about Oregon,) 

Abis Government would not carry out the provision 
‘ull ybat question was. settled. The prospective na- 


ture‘of-the provision would be so construed; The ` 


- - British. Government could not help so construing 
-ity Knowing that, according to undeviating prac. 
‘thee, we-could not for some years (four or five at 
sJeast) take the preliminary step of extinguishing 
the Indian title; without accomplishing which, we 
never make grants of lands. This is such a plain 
“view of the case, that it seemed strange gentlemen 
-should overlook it. Keeping it in view, they cer- 
.tainly could not find any provision in the bill justiy 
meriting the objection that it could give offence to 
¿Great Britain. For his part, he viewed it in alto~ 
‘gether a different light: He regarded itas he was 
“gure the British themselves would regard it—as a 
great peace measure, instead of one calculated to 
‘produce strife.. With these convictions, he should 
himself vote for the bill, 

Mr, LINN did not rise to consume more thaa a 
‘very few moments of the time of the Senate. In- 
-deed, he felt it unnecessary to do so. after the very 
lucid statement of the Senator from Hlinois, placing 
the matter on the plain grounds on which it should 
be viewed. He (Mr. L.) sbould, therefore, not 
‘say another word on the subject of title, for that 
was conceded; nor. was it necessary to recapitulate 
what had already heen so repeatedly urged: He 
was sorry the preposition was made to recommit 
‘the bill, because he knew, at this Jate period of the 
session, it would be fatal; as a delay must arise 
which would, in all probability, bring up the sub- 
ject again at too late a day to pass it through the 
other House, amidst the multiplicity of business at 
the close of the session. 


_ This bill had been drawn up wiih great care, 
and with the special object of not leaving it ob- 
noxious to the objection that it could be considered 
an infraction of the treaty with Great Britain. 
Indeed, so scrupulously had it been drawn up, 
“that, instead of extending our Territorial Jaws over 
the country, merely as Great Britain suggested we 
might do, without being liabi to objection on her 
part, that provision of the bill had been made to 
guard against any possible infringement on the 
rights. of the subjects of Great Britain, coming 
under the operation of these laws; and it is pro- 
. vided that British subjects, accused of-cffences jn 
‘our territory, should be handed over to British au- 
thorities for trial. The British minister told our 
minister how far we should not’go; that is, that 
we should not organize a new government and 
laws for the territory; and the bill keeps clear of 
that, by taking their own suggestion of the means 
of accomplishing our object. With many of the 
positions of the Senator from Virginia ke could 
agree, but he should draw. opposite conelusions 
from them, For instance, they could stand upon 
the same ground as to what it was right to do; but, 
while the Senator conceived it inexpedient to do it, 
he would feel that, because it was right, it was ex- 
pedient, and ought not, and could not, give offence. 
„When it „was done, suppose Great Britain remon- 
‘strated; what wonld be the natural course, but to 
say to her, Well, we did itbecause you did; you 
set.the example; if we are wrong, you must have 
been first wrong; so Jet us both talk the maiter 
over, like sensible people, and set it right. This 
would be the result, and not war. England could 
not help sceing that, if we committed a breach of 
the treaty, ii wasa consequence of herself having 
been first guilty of the same breach of the treaty, 
And as to her resentment being more likely to be 
provoked ona point of honor than on the mere 
question of territory, he should ask, Were we to be 
treated as if we had no points of honor at stake? 
no appreciation of such feelings? Are we only to 


think of dollars and cents, and have no regard for | 


‘and: only undertake to do it hereafter—a provision 


“our national honor in this matter? The Senate of 
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the United States. would be coming toa low pass 
indeed, if the expenditure’ called for by this bill 
were to outweigh the national honor at stake in 
the decision of the question. ‘Englandis to jeopard 
her dearest interests sooner than permit her honor 
to be touched; bút we are to do nothing to: main- 
tain ours. He never could, and never would, 
come to such conclusions. ‘He knew the gallantry 
and the chivalry of the Senator from Virginia; and 
it was not, therefore, in disparagement of anything 
be had said that he made these remarks. He 
seemed to attribute to his (Mr. L.’s) colleague and 
himself a very pugnacious disposition towards 
Great Britain. 

Mr. ARCHER disclaimed anything personally 
applicable to the Senaters. . It was to the general 


tone of the friends of the bill he had alluded. The- 


Senator from Missouri was the last man in this 
body for whom he could entertain unkind opin- 
ions. 

Mr, LUNN continued: What the Senator had 
stated amounted to this,—that it wes his apprehen- 
sion the British Government might make the re- 


marks uttered here against its grasping policy, a. 


pretext for hostile feelings; and that, taken in con- 
nexion with General Jesup’s etter on the subject 
of military posts in the territory, they could not 
help feeling resentment. Now, can the Senator, 
orany one else, suppose that Great Britain has any 
right to make objections to an officer of this Goy- 
ernment freely expressing his opinions to the Exe- 
cutive, when officially called upon so to do; or that 
any Senator of the United States should be re- 
strained from a free discussion of topies involving 
the interests and honor of our country, even if, in 
Going so, he is obliged to denounce the policy of a 
foreign power? Surely, any foreign power that 
would object to this frecdom of discussion, must 
be only seeking for a bare pretext of quarrel. But 
he had no apprehension that this discussion would 
have any such effect. If it could have this effect, 
he would be glad to know how a quarrel was to be 
aveided. ‘Nothing this Government could do to 
carry out its claims, or to assert its title to the ter- 
ritory, would be free from the same objections. 
There was no officialact that could be devised—no 
possible step that could be taken, which would not 
be deemed conflicting with British interests. If 
we are to consult nothing but the preservation of 
-harmony, we must remain perfectly quiescent, and 
Jet British interests grow up and overspread the 
territory without interruption or remonstrance. 
Let the Hudson Bay Company go on settling the 
whole country, and turning its entire resources to 
its own advantage; let her have undisputed posses- 
sion of the Northwest territory, from the Russian 
settlements to Mexico, and she will rejoice. That 
is the only way in which we can please and gratify 
that company, and conciliate the British Govern- 
ment. Any one step we take, no matier how 
trivial, to secure or promote our own interests 
there, must lessen their satisfaction. 

The Senator from Virginia must certainly bave 
strangely misconceived his (Mr. L ’s) remarks, the 
other day, in relation to our loss of. the fur trade. 
What he (Mr, L.) had stated was, that our fur 
trade, once amounting to $500,000 per annum, had 
dwindled down to $2,000. Not that the far trade 
had been extinguished, or the far animals exter- 
minated, so as to make this difference; Lut that, 10 
the amount of half a millicn of dollars annually, 
our fur trade in the Northwest territory had been 
usurped by the Hudson Bay Company. Through 
the supineness of our Government, the Hudson Bay 
Cempany had been allowed to supplant us in our 
own soil. The trade is not destroyed; it bas passed 
from our hands into those of the Hudson Bay 
Company. The company has undoubtedly, in 
some cases, trapped out the country —that is, re- 
duced the supply of beaver, But it takes eare to 
resuscitate such districts. - 

He had placed this bill on three grounds 
of immediate national and domestic interest 
to this Government: 
tection to our citizens on the western fron- 
tier of the new States and Territories against 
the Indians congregated there for the relief of the 
old States; secondly, it will protect what remains 


First, it will give pro- 


of our fur trade, and have some tendency to restore 
what we have lost; and, thirdly, it will, by the pro- 
tection and encouragement it affords to our citizens 
going to the territory, or there already, induce that 


‘occupation which is essential to the maintenance 


of our title and our rights. In relation to the 
system of military forts, he was fortified in his es. 
timate of their importance, by- the reports of the 
executive departments, and the recommendation of 
ihe subject to Congress, made by three or four 
Presidents of the United States. How the prinei- 
ples of this bill can, on any rational ground, ipro- 
duce war with Great Britain, he was at a loss ‘to 
conceive, unless she is determined to snatch at any 
pretext as an occasion for war, She has herself 
gone beyond the point at which she can recur to 
the treaty for a pretext. ‘She has said we may go 
so far without infraction of the treaty; end we 
only propose to do what she has suggested. The 
bil proposes nothing inconsistent with the admis- 
sions of her ministers as to what we might do, and 
had a right to do. If bis friend from Virginia 
meant to press his motion for recommittal, he 
hoped it would be with instructions. 

Mr. ARCHER said he would have no objec- 
tion. The select committee being discharged, he 
was at some loss to know what committee to make 
the recommittal to. Perhaps the committee of the 
whole would be the best. But the recommitial 
might be dispensed with, if the Senate would agree 
to strike out the provision relating to the grant of 
lands, He would first try that’ motion, reserving 
the right, should objection be made, of putting the 
motion for recommittal afterwards. 

The question was then put for unanimous as- 
sent to strike out; but objection was made. 

Mr. ARCHER then said that it had been sug- 
gested to him that it would be best. to recommit 
the bill, generally, without instructions. He woild 
therefore move to recommit it to the committee of 
the whole. 

Mr. CALHOUN intimated his desire to speak 
on the subject while it was yet before the Senate. 
He would therefore ask the indulgence of having 
the bill passed over informally till to-morrow. ` 
jane bill was accordingly passed over inform- 
ally. ae 
On motion of Mr. HUNTINGTON, the Senate 
then went into executive session, and soon after ad- 
journed. f ` i 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mowpay, January 30, 1843. 

Mr. CHARLES BROWN presented seven peti- 
tions of citizens of the city. and county of Phila- 
delphia, praying Congress to relieve Amos Ken- 
dall from the pecuniary and personal liabilities 
under which he now suffers, for the faithful per- 
formance of his duty as late Postmaster General. 

Mr. BREWSTER presented,. under the rule, 
the petition of E. W, Clarke and 64 others, inhab- 
itants of Oswego, New York, praying that the pun- 
ishment of flogging may be prohibited in the Uni- 
ted States naval service: referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 


TWO HUNDRED MILLIONS OF NATION- 
AL STOCK, 

Mr. JOSEPH R. INGERSOLL, from the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, to which had been re- 
ferred several memorials, asking for the creation 
of two hundred millions of national stock to be 
distributed among the States and Territories, and 
the District of Columbia, by general consent made 
a report thereon, concluding with a resolution that 
it was not expedient to grant the prayer of the 
memorialists, and that the committee be discharged 
from the further consideration of the subject. 

Mr. I. said that there was also a report from 
the minority of the committee on the same sub- 
ject; and his motion was, that both these reports be 
printed, together with 10,000 extra copies of them. 
In order that the House might have an opportunity 
of understanding the subject of these reports, bea 
fore taking the question on printing the extra 
copies, he would propose that that question be laid 
over informally, for the present, by general con- 
sent. 

Mr. EVERETT observed that, as this subject 
had been heretofore referred to a select committee, 


raised for that purpose on the resolution of the gen- 
tleman from Maryland, [Mr. Wm. Cost Jonnson,] 


he would move to refer these reports to the same . 


“committee, 

” Mr. JOSEPH R. INGERSOLL would merely 
say, that though the references of this subject to 
“the Committee of Ways and Means and the select 
committee were of the same character, yet they 
were not. identical. These reports were based on 
‘memorials, which were referred to the Committee 
of Ways and Means prior to the reference of the 
same subject to the Select Committee. 

Mr. PICKENS hoped that, before the question 
was put on the gentleman’s motion, the minority 
would be allowed to make their report: ` [Great 
confusion in the hall, anda dozen members on the 
floor.] : . 

_Mr. CUSHING inquired whatthe question was. 
Was it on printing the extra copies? ` 

‘Mr. PICKENS said, No. The proposition was 
to pass that question over informally. 

The SPEAKER said that the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Vermont was to refer the reperts to 
the Select Committee; but the first question would 
be on printing the ordinary number of copies. 

Mr. BRIGGS called for the previous question. 

_ Mr. CUSHING and several others rose to ask a 
question. {Repeated calls to order.] If his col- 
league (Mr. C. said,) persisted in holding on to the 
previous question before he knew what it was, he 
‘would insist on the reading of the reports. 

_ ‘The question on seconding the previous question 
“was pul and carried, and the main question was 
also ordered. 
` The SPEAKER was about putting the main 
question, when 

Mr. CUSHING insisted on his right to have the 
Yeports read. He had no idea of halfa dozen 

entlemen calling the previous question on him, be- 

ore he knew what the question was. 

Mr. TOLAND called for the orders of the day. 

The SPEAKER said that the reports were re- 
ceived by general consent, and must override the 
orders of the day. 

Mr. READ appealed from the decision of the 
Chair; but, upon explanation, withdrew the ap- 
peal. 

Mr. SAUNDERS moved to lay the whole sub- 
ject on the table. 

The SPEAKER said that, if the gentleman from 
Massachusetts insisted on the reading of the reports, 
- they must be read before taking any question. 

` Mr. CUSHING said that, if the House would 

allow him to ask a question, he would agree to 

dispense with the reading. [Cries of “Order, order.”] 

The Clerk then read the report of the majority; 
when 

Mr. READ called for the orders of the day. 

The SPEAKER said that the motion to print 
was pending, and must have the preference. 

Mr. EVERETT moved to lay the question of 
printing on the table; which motion was put, and 
negatived. 

The question on printing the ordinary number 
of copies was then put, and carried. 

‘Mr. EVERETT again moved to refer the re- 
ports to the Select Committee raised on the resolu- 
tion of. Mr. Wm. Cosr Jounson. 

The SPEAKER reminded the gentieman from 
Vermont that his motion had been cut off by the 
previous question. 

Mr. EVERETT said that that was on the ques- 
tion of printing only; that being decided, his mo- 
tion was now renewed, and in order. 

Mr. TOLAND said that he had called for the 
orders of the day previous to the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Vermont. 

After some conversation between the SPEAK- 
ER and Messrs. TOLAND and EVERETT, 

The SPEAKER said that the gentieman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. ToLanp] was right, and that 
the mofion of the gentleman from New York must 
lie over for the present. 

[The majority report being too long to be copied 
for this evening’s paper, the reporter contents him- 
self for the present with giving the report of the 
minority, as follows:] 


The minority of the Committee of Ways and Means, assent- 
ing to most of the reasons and to the conclusions presented in 
the report ofthe majority against the prayer of the memorial- 


li 


ists, asking the Federal Government to issue’ $200,000,000 of ` 
public stock in aid of the: debts of the States, would also urge, . 
In addition, (without pretending to go into anything Jike a full - 


development of their reasons,) that they deem the exercise of 
such a power on the part of the General Government wnazthor- 
ized by. the Constitution. > 


The minority have always.been induced to believe that the - 


Federa? Constitution was a compact to which the States acce- 


ded, and became parties; and that the powers of the Govern- | 


ment accrued from that compact, and were definedin it. Be- 


fore Congress is authorized to act upon any subject-matter, it ` 


must first be such a subject, over which power is specifically 
granted in that instrument, or clearly to be inferre 
Jutely necessary to carry out some granted power. They can 
see no positive grant of power to Congress to authorize them to 
do what the memorialists desire: 


To assume such a debt, and to create such a stock, binding 


upon posterity, is a very high exercise of sovereign power, and 


is, in itself, independent and substantive, and cannot be inferred ` 


as incidental to a grant over inferior subjects. y 

There is a clause in the Constitution which declares that 
“Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, im- 
posts, and excises, oe provide for the common defence and 
general welfare of the United States.” (Sec. 5.) This power 
was not givento pay the debts of the several States of this 
Union, but to pay the debts of the “United States.” These 
words define the confederacy of States asa whole, and as con- 
tradistinguished from the separate and independent States. To 
assume that this power was given to authorize the Govern- 
ment to pay the debts of the separate States, contracted solely for 
their benefit and for their local purposes, is to allow the different 
States to contract debts, and, through the Federal Government, 
to bine others to pay them; which would make this. Govern: 
ment sihservient to local interests and to State authority, and 
absorb “the general welfare of the United States.” If this 
should be the established principle of the Government, it 
would be directly stimulating each State intoa wild career of 
reckless speculation, which would inevitably end in their sep- 
arate existence, or in a consolidated despotism, where even their 
boundaries would be forgotten amid the universal despair that 
would follow the overthrow of constitutional liberty. 

The terms “general welfare,” in the Constitution, were de- 
signed as a mere declaration of extreme caution; and the true 
intent and meaning of those who used them was, that they 
should bea limitation tothe apparently absolute and uncon- 
trolled power given in the same clause~“‘to lay and collect tax- 
es,” “to pay the debts,” &c. It was intended that this power 
should not be used wantonly or unjustly; hut that Congress 
should strictly consult the “general welfare of the United States,” 
and carry outthe same only by confining its full exercise to ob- 
jects specially enumerated in that inetrument, and which are 
thereby declared to be national. These powers were not in- 
tended to be applied to Jucal interests, or to State debts; but to 
those great national objects which were specifically declared by 


grants of power to be within the jurisdiction of the General - 


Government, 

It is not denied that this Government is one of limited pow- 
ers, and that the Constitution is intended to define those pow- 
ers. By merely assuming that it is national, you cannot effect 
objects not enumerated, or not essentially necessary to those that 
are. The convention has precisely defined those objects or 
powers that are national, and Congress cannot legally undertake 
to declare what shall also be national for other purposes not 
defined in the Constitution. 


To do so, is to do nothing more nor less than to claim that ’ 


Congress shall set up its own discretion as to the objects of 
“general welfare,” instead of confining its action to the specific 
enumerated powers of the Constitution itself If the “general 
welfare’? be the only limitation on the discretion of Congress, 
why then any enumeration of powers at al? All power was 
ut once given, and the judgment of Congress was thereby de- 
clared to be the Constiniion of the confederacy. What right 
have we to set aside the judgment of the convention? ‘They 
chose by enumerating the powers, to show what were intended 
to be national objects; and the very enumeration excludes the 
idea of legislation upon subjects not enumerated 

The minority consider the proposition to pledge the faith of 
this Government for the redemption of $200,000,000 of public 
stock to relieve the States, or pay their debts, as involving the 
whole taxing power of this Government. 

It is a proposition to tax posterity, not for the existence and 
independence of the confederacy, but for purposes unknown to 
the Constitution, and at war with those principles of liberty 
which secure to a free people the practical right to tax them- 
selves alone, and to be protected from the lawless profligacy 
of those who may have assumed to bind them in all future 
time. 

In all civilized countries, the line which limits the power of 
Government as to taxation, is the line that defines enlightened 
liberty, There are some of the States that owe nothing, and 
many but little; and to compel them to become jointly lable, 
by the action of this Federal Government, for the debts of the 
other Siates, would be an act of such gross injustice to them, 
that it would create feelings hostile to the permanency of the 
Union. Thestrength of our Union consists ia the Government 
acting with wise forbearance upon subjects of doubtful im- 
port—in doing etact justice to all the parties—in imposing 
equal burdens—and mildly shedding around equal blessings 
upon all. By sucha course, it will generate feelings of de- 
voted attachment in aloyal and free people, who will be ever 
ready to defend it from aggressions abroad, or from treason at 
home. 

The strength of the Government does not consist in arbi- 
trary or great power, but in the attachment of an intelligent 


people to those great principles which make them free and 4 


equal. If the Government assumes a doubiful power, the ex. 
ercise of which creates palpable injustice to whole communi- 
ties, its operation will alienate the feelings of thase who suffer, 
and loosen the bonds that keep the confederacy together. 

The creation of such a Government debt would only end in 
taxing the productive industry of the country for the benefit of 
stockholders and speculators. Those who dealin Government 
funds, and live by the fluctuations of paper, might amass for- 
tunes; but the great laboring class would be beyond the reach 
of its benefits, whilst they would be made finally to feel its bur. 
dens, in the future taxation of the Government 10 meet the vast 
obligations thus incurred. Itis wid and visionary to suppose 
that the creation of such stock would add anything to thena- 
tional wealth. It would only tend to make the industrious and 
solvent liable for the debts of the abandoned and profligate. 
The first immediate effect would be to swell expansion, and 


as abso: - 


gia 


stimulate a bloated paper currency, which would be felt in 
foreign exchanges setting against us, and a consequent demand 
for gold and silver to adjuat balances, It would place our Jocal 
currency above the level ofthe currency ofthe world, and create 
adrain for our specie to equalize it, -This, of course, would 
inevitably erdin explosion, like the Mississippi bubble or the 
French assignats. Without intending to go into a full argu 


- ment, but merely to suggest the general grounds of opposition, 


the minority look upon the whole scheme as unconstitutional, 
wild, and visionary, and full of fraud and the grossest injus 
tice.” ` + Š x 

The undersigned, therefore, propose that the resolution “of 
the committee be amended, by adding thereto the following 
words: Re get 

Resolved, further, That, to adopt the. recommendations: of 
the said memorials, would be unconstitutional, and dangerous 
to the harmony of the Union. tote 

F, W. PICKENS, 


JOHN. W. JONES, 
©. G. ATHERTON. 


Mr. WISE moved that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of. the Whole on the state of ‘the 
Union. oe 

Mr. ADAMS hoped that resolutions would be 
received. 

The SPEAKER said that a. majority. of the 
House could determine whether it would go into 
Committee of the Whole, or receive resolutions. ` 

Mr. WISE called for the yeas and nays on the 
motion, which were ordered; and, the question 
was taken, resuliing in yeas 107, nays 83, as 
follows: i z 


YEAS—Messrs, Allen, Arrington, Atherton, Barnard, Barton, 
Beeson, Bowne, Boyd, Brewster, Briggs, Brockway, Aaron V. 
Brown, Charles Brown, Burke, Burnell; William Butler, Green 
W. Caldwell, Patrick C. Caldwell, Cary, Chapman, Clifford,’ 
Clinton, Coles, Colquitt, Cowen, Cushing, Daniel, Dawson, 
Dean, Deberry, Doan, Eastman, John C. Edwards, Ferris, 
John G. Floyd, Charies A. Floyd, Fornance, Gamble, Gates, 
Gerry, Giddings, Gilmer, William OU. Goode, Granger, Gustine, 
Harris, Hastings, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Charles J. In- 
gersoll, William W. Irwin, Jack, William Cost Johnson, Cave 
Johnson, John W, Jones, Isaac D. Jones, Keim, King, Little- 
field, Lowell, Abraham McClellan, McKay, McKeon, Mallory, 
Marchand, John Thomson Mason, Mathews, Mattocks, Max- 
well, Miller, Mitchell, Moore, Newhard, Oliver, Parmenter, 
Partridge, Payne, Pearce, Pickens, Pope, Reding, Rencher, 
Reynolds, Riggs, Rogers, Roosevelt, Sanford, Saunders, Sewell, 
Steenrod, Sumter, Sweney, Taliaferro, Jacob Thompson; Tile 
linghast, ‘roti, Turney, Van Buren, Watterson, Weller, West: 
brook, Christopher I. Walliams, Joseph L. Williams, Win- 
throp, Wise, and Wood—107, 

NAYS—Messrs, Adams, Landaff W. Andrews, Sherlock J. 
Andrews, Arnold, Aycrigg, Babcock, Baker, Birdseye, Blair, 
Boardman, Borden, Botts, Bronson, Milton Brown, Jeremiah 
Brown, Calhoun, John Campbell, Caruthers, Casey, Childs, 
Chittenden, Staley N. Clarke, Cranston, Garrett Davis, Rich- 
ard D. Davis, John Edwards, Everett, Fessenden, Fillmore, A. 
Lawrence Foster, Thos, F, Foster, Gentry, Gordon, Graham, 
Green, Halsted, Henry, Howard, Hudson, Hunt, Joseph R. 
Ingersoll, James Irvin, James, John P. Kennedy, Lane, Linn, 
McKennan, Mathiot, Maynard, Meriwether, Morgan, Osborne, 
Owsley, Pendleton, Powell, Ramsey, Rayner, Read, Ridgway, 
Rodney, William Russell, James M. Russell, Saltonstall, 
Slade, Truman Smith, Snyder, Stanly, Stratton, Alex. H. R. 
Stuart, John T. Stuart, Summers, John B, Thompson, Rich. 
ard W. Thompson, Toland, Triplett, Trumbull, Underwood, 
Wallace, Edward D. White, Joseph L. White, Yorke, Augustus 
Young, and John Young—83, : 


So the House resolved itself into Committee of 


the Whole on thestate of the Union-—Mr. HOPKINS 
of Virginia in the chair. 


EXCHEQUER. 


Mr. WISE moved that the committee lay aside 
the army bill, which was first in order in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and take up the bill No. 206, 
amendatory of the several acts establishing the 
Treasury Department. 

Mr. FILLMORE had certainly no objections to 
the consideration of that bill, but he thought the 
army bill should be first disposed of, i 

Mr. WISE begged iezve to remind the gentle- 
man that the army.bill was postponed for a week, 
to make way fcr a negative resolution. 

Mr. ARNOLD moved that the committee take 
up his bill io rednee the pay of members of Con- 
gress and of the officers of the Government. He 
thought his bill much more important than either 
of the others. 

Mr FILLMORE called for tellers, which were 
ordered, (Messrs. Moors and Srrarron;) who, on 
counting, reported ayes 71, noes 82. 

So the ecmmitee refused to take up the ex- 
chequer bill, : 


ARMY BILL. 


The committee resumed the consideration of 
the bill making appropriations for the army; the 
question being on the amendment proposed by 
Mr. Reynoups, to strike out the appropriation of 
$20,000 for surveys west of the Mississippi, andin- 
sert $20,000 for a survey of a military road from 
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Cece 


the Council Bluffs to the mouth of the Columbia 


river. ws i 
Mr. REYNOLDS (imperfectly heard) com- 
menced by calling the attention of the committee 
to certain documenis, particularly the report of 
Colonel Totten, to show the necessity of a survey 
of this road before the Government. can get the 
occupation and settlement of the Oregon Territory. 
There was. a considerable opposition to the grant- 
ing of land in that. territory to~the citizens of the 
United States, because there was a convention 
with Great. Britain; but, the same objections did not 
apply. to the measure he proposed. ; 
He. thought it was hightime that the Govern- 
ment:.should. take possession of this territory, if 
_ they. ever intended to doit. If they did not now, 
: it would be extremely difficult to do it some years 
“hence. The British Government, by their North- 
“west Company, had. taken possession of the coun- 
try, and formed trading and agricultural settle- 
ments. Mr. R. here went into an argument to 
show the right of the United States to the country; 
and deprecated the idea of our refraining from an 
assertion of our rights, because it might give um- 
brsge to the British Government. He admitted 
“that. there was no inducement now to our citizens 
to make settlements in the country, unless the 
. Government would encourage and protect them. 


© Mr. FILLMORE said it was very evident that 


if the debate should go on in this way, there would ` 


be no end to it. He understood from the Clerk 

that there was.a special order, which would take 

up two or three days; and he would, therefore, 

suggest that the committee rise, in order that a 

resolution to take this bill out of ccmmittee might 

be offered. Mr. F. accordingly moved that the 
- committee rise. 

On taking the question, the result was—ayes 74, 
nces 15; no quorum voting. 

Mr. CUSHING called for tellers, and Messrs. 
Dean and Marnior were appointed; and they re- 
-ported 83 in the affirmative, and 39 im the nega- 
live. ‘The committee therefore rose and reported 
progress. 

Mr. FILLMORE then reported a resolution 
fixing 3 o’clock for the termination of debate on 
-the army bil) in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. ADAMS requested the gentleman from New 
York to yield the floor to him, that he might sub- 
mit two resolutions which he had prepared to pre- 
sent to the Flouse to-day, which, by the rule, was 
resolution day. That order of business, however, 
having been passed over, he asked the gentleman 
to give him the opportunity to present them. 

‘Mr. FILLMORE then yiclded, with the expres- 
sion of his desire that the resolutions would not 
Jead-to debate, i 

Mr. ADAMS then presented a resolution calling 
upon- the President of the United States to inform 
‘the House by what authority Captain ‘Thomas 
Ap Catesby Jones had taken possession of Monte- 
rey in California, &c. 

The resolution was objected to, and therefore it 
was not received, 

Mr. ADAMS then submitted another resolution, 
which called upon the President of the. United 
States fora copy of the instructions given by the 
President to Captain Thomas Ap Catesby Jones, 
at the time of his appointment to bis present com- 
mand, and of all communications which may bave 
been received from the said Captain Y. Ap Catesby 
Jones, in relation to the capture of Monterey; and 
also calling upon the President to inform this 

_#iouse if there had been any despatch transmitted 
“recalling Captain Jones from his command. 

This resolution was also objected to, and there- 
fore was not received. 

Mr. FILLMORE renewed bis motion to fix 
he time for the termination of debate on the army 
bill, in Committee of the Whole; and, on the sug- 
gestion of Mr. CAVE JOHNSON, fixed haif-pasi 3 
o'clock: On thishe moved the previous question, 
which was seconded; and the main question was 
ordered to, be put. The resolation was then 
adopted. . 

“Mr. FILLMORE moved that the House again 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, which was agreed to; and Mr. 
Hopxins resumed ihe chair. 


“qnestion. 


The pending question, when the committee rose, 
was the motion of the gentleman from Illinois, 
[Mr. Reynoips,} and its consideration was now 
resumed. iat: f 

Mr. CUSHING said that the mode ‘proposed to 
be adopted by the gentleman from Hlinois was not 
the proper one in which to deal with that great 
It was wëll undérstoed that there was 
a bill “on tke subject of the Oregon Territory now 
before thë Senate; and the specific question involv- 
ed in the amendment of the gentleman from Il- 
linois would come before the House when the 
time arrived for it to pass on the bill which the 
Senate might send to them. It was, therefore, now 
premature to enter upon it, and he protested 
against its being now madea test question. He 
would suggest to the gentleman from Illinois that 
he was prejudicing the question which he wished to 
promote, by the course he was adopting; and he 
would suggest to him the propriety of withdrawing 
his amendment. 

Mr. PENDLETON also opposed the amend- 
ment, mainly on the ground that he could not ap- 
prove of that specifie disposition of the appropria- 
tion, preferring to leave it in the discretion of the 
proper department, as the bill now proposed. 

Mr. CROSS also briefly suggested that the gen- 
tleman’s object would be gained by the survey 
which was necessary to mark the boundary line 
between the United States and Texas, which must 
be done pursuant to treaty stipulation; and, there- 
fore, be suggested a modification of his amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was then negatived without a 
division. 

Mr. FILLMORE, in pursuance of instructions 
from the Committee of Ways and Means, offered 
an amendment, as was understood, to make a fur- 
ther appropriation for extending and rendering 
more complete the meteorological survey. 

After a few words from Mr. CAVE JOHNSON, 
Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, and Mr. FILLMORE, 
the amendment was agreed to. 

When the committee arrived at the clause ap- 
propriating money for the support of West Point 
Academy— 


Mr. ROOSEVELT submitted an amend- 
ment to cut off the pay of the cadets. The 
country (he said) furnished the cadets with 
a good education, and paid them for accepting it; 
and yet, in times when the country required their 
services, they sent in their resignations. He di- 
rected the attention of the committee to the resigna- 
tions, when the service of these officers, who were 
prepared by the country, was required for the 
Florida war; and said he had nodoubt an abundance 
would be found to avail themselves of the educa- 
tion which West Point afforded, without paying 
them for learning. He urged his amendment, too, 


. on the ground that the state of the revenue of the 


country, as shown by a document lately placed on 
their desks, was such as to call for all practicable 
retrenchments. From the document to which he 
alluded, be derived the information that but 
$10,000,000 could be expected from imports for 
the current year; and if to this were added the 
amount that could be expected from the public 
lands, they would bave but $11,000,006 to meet 
the expenditures of the Government—of $20,000,- 
000, at the lowest estimate of the Secretary of the 
Treasury; though how they were to be reduced to 
thatamount, he (Mr. Rooseve.r) could not imagine. 
He suspected they would amaunt to $27,000,000, 
which must be met with $11,000,000, for they 
could calculate upon no more. Under such eir- 
cumstances, it was time to look areund them, and 
see what reduction could be made in their expendi- 
tures, that they might protect the credit of the coun- 
try. True, the money paid to the cadets was small 
in amount; but the expendiiures of this Govern- 
ment were made up of an aggregate of small items; 
and by this retrenchment, perkaps $20,000 or $30,- 
000 might be saved; of the precise amount, how- 
ever, he had not informed himself. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD inquired if there were not 
more cadets who had graduated, than could find 
employment in the service of the country. He 
also wished to know whether they were not kept as 
supernumeraries; and how many they were in nam- 


ber, and also how much the Government paid 
to them.. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT understood there were more 
graduating than the service of the country requir- 
ed; but he could not answer all the inquiries of the 
gentleman from Kentucky. . 

Mr. PROFFIT opposed the amendment, con- 
tending that it would cut off the sons of poor peo- 
ple from West Point, (many of whom, even now, 
could hot raise the necessary outfit for their boys 
without the aid of friends,) and leave its doors 
open only to the rich. 

Mr. GRANGER said the reason why West 
Point had fallen into disfavor, was because rich 
men availed themselves of it to educate their sons, 
and then withdraw them from the public service. 
He was of opinion that, unless great care be taken, 
that institution would be destroyed But respect- 
ing the resignations of some years past, to which 
allusion had been made, he said that was a time 
when the States were entering on public works, 
and the persons alluded to resigned, not from cow- 
ardice, but to enter the public service in other 
branches. 

He next commented on the proposal of the gen- 
tleman from New York, (Mr. Roosrve.t,] to with- 
hold the pay of the cadets. If he remembered 
right, their pay was $16 a month, with rations. 
The gentleman from Indiana (Mr. Prorrir] had, 
well described their condition. He (Mr. G.) had, 
in the course ‘of bis congressional life, appointed 
two cadets, and in neither instance had he sought 
political influence, or endeavored to confer person- 
al obligation, In one instance, the parents of the 
youth had to make heavy sacrifices to provide an 
outfit for him, when he started to West Point; in 
the other, the young man was the son of a widow, 
and his friends had to make advances in order to 
enable him to enter. In both cases, he sought out 
those most worthy of the place, and who would be 
least likely to leave the army when their services 
were wanted. Of all the propositions submitted 
in relation to the institution, that of his colleague 
was the worst, and struck the heaviest blow at the 
poor, 

It was the nature of an institution like the West 
Point Academy to run to ruin, unless carefully 
watched. Every new officer stationed there had some 
new scheme to propose, and each board of visiters 
brought forward something more grand than their 
predecessors. It was these things which were much 
calculated to influence the public mind against the 
institution. 

Mr. MALLORY obtained the floor; but 

Mr. ROOSEVELT rose to make an explanation. 
While up, [Mr. Matrory not yielding, because of 
the shortness of the time left,] he was understood 
to say that he had not offered his amendment as 
the peculiar friend of the poor; but as one alike 
representing the interests of both rich and poor. 


Mr. MALLORY said he desired to makea sin- 
gleremark. He believed West Point to be a good 
institution, and would do nothing to injure it. 
Yet, he was of the opinion that it was upon. too 
large a scale. It should be reduced to correspond 
with the strength of the army. Unless its friends 
stepped forward and curtailed its expenses, it would 
be broken down by its own weight. The board of 
visiters, he thought, was a humbug, and ought to 
be abolished. Indeed, they were men of not suf- 
ficient science to enable them to examine the ca- 
dets and the institution. As other gentlemen were 
desirous of speaking during the remaining fifieen 
minutes, he would conclude by offering a proviso. 

The proviso was read. [See a subsequent part 
of this day’s proceedings ] 

_ The CHAIR decided it to be out of order at this 
ume. 

Mr, CHARLES BROWN said he was opposed 
to the motion of the gentleman from New York, 
[Mr. Roosevetr.] It would banish from the in- 
fiutation all poor boys, and leave it open only to 
the wealthy—of whom there had been already too 
large a proportion there. Not that he wished only 
the sons of the poor to be educated there; bat that 
they ought to have at least an equal chance-——which 
they would not bave, if the amendment taking 
from them all their pay was adopted. He would 
not say the pay of the cadets might not, and ought 
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not, te be reduced; but sufficient for their support 
ought tobe given them. Ifthe whole of their pay was 
abolished, some of the most promising boys would 
have to leave the institution. The cadet he had 
selected from his district would be compelled to 
abandon it His parents had too many children to 
support, to allow them to keep any one of them 
in such an institution. He had selected the boy 
alluded to from the public school of his district, 
because of his superior fitness for the station. At 
the time of his being selected, the boy maintained 
himself by delivering milk, each morning, at 75 
cents aweek. He hoped, therefore, if the institution 
was to remain, that its doors would not be closed 
to the poor of the country. If either class ought 
exclusively to be educated at the public expense, it 
should be the poor. They would be most likely, 
from necessity, to devote themselves to the service 
of their country in after life. The sons of the 
‘wealthy too often relied upon their wealth for sup- 
port, and yielded no return to the country for the 
education they had received from it. But he was 
for keeping the institution open alike to all classes 
while it existed. i 


He was, however, opposed to the continuance of 
the institution altogether, It was in opposition to 
the whole nature and character of our Government. 
The General Government was not created to edu- 
cate men to fill its different departments. It was 
not intended that it should train up men as inherit- 
ors of its power and places—of the offices of its 
army, navy, its legislative halls, or its executive 
departments; for, if the principle was to be carried 
out, it ought to educale men to be members of 
Congress and executive officers. This was net the 
genius of free government. He thought, when the 
people or the people’s Government wanted officers 
or agents of any kind, they ought to have the whole 
body of citizens to select from, and take the best 
qualified. If this institution was abolished, many 
others would spring up among the people in its 
place. Ifthe appointments in the army and navy 
were open to the best qualified to fill them, they 
would find, instead of a few hundred boys, thou- 
sands of full-sized, well-educated, ready-made 
men, every way prepared to do good service. If 
the competition were allowed, a military education 
would become a part of the exercises of ordinary 
schools and seminaries. Boys would be trained 
there for the army, for the Jaw, or medicine, or civil 
engineering. There would beno lack, he said, of 
military educated men, when mililary educated 
men are in demand; the supply, like all other pur- 
suits of life, would be fully equal tothe demand. 
At present, the door of the army was closed to all 
who did not go through the West Point Academy. 


Another objection to it was, that the country had 
to pay for educating many who never rendered any 
„Service in return. At the beginning of the Florida 
war, and when their services were required, they 
abandoned the flag of tbeir country by scores. Out 
of the hundreds and thousands educated at that in- 
stitution, how many—khe might say how few—had 
ever rendered any important service to the country. 
‘What had been the facts recently stated on the 
floor of that House, when ihe subject of the 
coast survey was under consideration ? Why, that 
there were not in the whole army and navy of the 
United States men competent to carry on that 
survey; and that the country must look to the pri- 
vate walks of life for the necessary talent and 
education to carry it on. 

He did not wish to be understood as speaking 
slightingly of the officers of the army who had 
been educated at West Point, nor of the compe- 
tency of mostof them to perform all the duties 
required of them. On the contrary, he considered 
them generally as of a high order of military and 
scientific men; but, as officers, they had not gen- 
erally shown themselves superior to the officers of 
the army who had been selected from the citizens 
at large. Our recent wars, and particularly the 


Florida war, had not developed any great military 
genius or acquirements. The officers of the revo- 
lutionary army, and of that of the late war, would 
not lose by comparison. with those of the West 
Point academy, or of any other school. General 
Jackson, and the unefucated officers under him, 
had shown as much skill and bravery, and -bad 
had more success in their Indian wars, and before 
New, Orleans, than would be found in all the wars 
and battles of all the West Point officers. It 
would be strange, indeed, if that institulion had 
not sent out some good officers -out of the thous- 
ands there educated; but, comparatively, they hed 
been few. Even now, those educated there did not 
rańk in the army higher than Colonel Kearney, 
and his dragoon officers, who had all been taken 
from private life. 

It was needless, he said, to attempt to disguise 
the fact, that, throughout the whole country, there 
was a deep-rooted and widespread opposition in the 
public mind to the institution. Many States had 
instructed their Representatives and Senators to 
abolish it; and, but a day or two ago, Connecticut 
sent in her opposition. He did not wish to im- 
pute improper motives to any: member of the 
House; but it was but too apparent that, if all the 
personal connexions of members with the cadets, 
and all other political and personal considerations 
thereby created, could be excluded, the institution 
would not remain another day. 


If it must remain, he trusted .all—even its strong- 
est friends—would perceive the necessity of curtail- 
ing its numbers, as was proposed by the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Virginia, {Mr. MaL- 
Lory.] The army was being reduced, and there 
were already more cadets attached to it than were 
necessary to fill all its offices. If, therefore, it was 
considered necessary to educate boys to make cfi- 
cers for the army, it was not neccessary, certainly, 
to educate them to be mere hangers-on to that 
army, atthe expense of the public treasury—to be 
the “mere cankers of a long peace.” These were 
not times for useless expenditure. The revenue 
of the country was far short of its expenditures. 
Retrenchment must be made somewhere, or the 
national debt would increase. It had increased, 
he said, and was increasing ata fearful rate; taxes 
had inereased, and would have to be increased still 
further to pay it; and ought they to go on edu- 
cating boys for the army and navy, and paying 
hosts of officers in both, to walk the streets of the 
Cities in idleness? He was opposed to it all. 


Mr. HOLMES said he imagined there would? 
be but one sentimentin relation to the proposition 
of the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. MALLORY. ] 
It would root out the atuses of that glorious insti- 
tution, West Point, and diminish the increasing 
feeling against it; whilst it would not impair its 
usefulness. He opposed the amendment of the 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. RoossvELT,] and 
thought itcould not have been seriously offered. It 
might be—as gentlemen had said—that some ofii- 
cers resigned their places after having been edu- 
cated at the expense of the Government; but he 
could testify that a number of those who velun- 
teered to go and fight against the savages were edu- 
cated at West Point; and, though retired to civil 
life, came when their country called them, and 
rushed to the battle-field.. He replied to the doc- 
trine of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. 
Brown]—that Government should not educate any 
one to fill its offices. The contrary from what the 
gentleman wished was in practice every day. He 
referred the gentleman to the whole organization 
of the army and navy. The education of those 
who had te command must be begun somewhere. 
In the navy, it was begun with the midshipman; 
and in the army, with the cadet. If gentlemen, 
with their Oregon ideas, would precipitate us into 
a campaign in that territory, he wished to have 
men of science to conduct it; for it really seemed 
to him that they desired to conquer Oregon per fas 
aut nefas. 


Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL advocated the West 
Point academy. He contended that it was not 
true that the cadets were educated for the 
army. They were already in the army, and init 
educated asmuch as.any soldier. It wouldbe as 
reasonable to cut off the pay of the soldiers com- 
posing the army as of the cadets. He replied to 
the objection that officers educated at-West Point 
had resigned, and pictured to the House the con- 
duct of the gallant Dade and his compatriots who 
fellin Florida, and who received their education 
at West Point.. He argued that the academy 
had had an important influence upon the military 
discipline of the country, as extended and improved 
by those who had there received their education 
and retired to civil life. i 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Roosgvert, and lost without a division. 

Mr. MALLORY offered an amendment, pro- 
viding that no more cadets shall be appointed to 
the military academy after the Ist of July next, 
till otherwise ordered by Congress; and directing 
the Secretary of War to report a plan to Congress, 
at the next session, for the gradual reduction of 
the expenses of thy military academy. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved to amend. the 
amendment, so as to reduce the number of cadets 
to one hundred; but this motion was rejected— 
ayes 27, noes 99. 

Mr. A. C. DODGE offered the following amend- 
ment to the amendment: ‘ 

Provided, That in all cases of appointments of cadets to the 
West Point Academy, the individual selected shall bean actual 
resident of the congressional district of the State or Territory 
from which the appointment purports to be made. 

This amendment was adopted. 

The question was then taken on the first clause 
of the amendment, as proposed by Mr. MALLORY, 
and jost—ayes 44, noes 83. 

The question was taken on the second branch of 
the amendment, directing the Secretary of. War 
to report to Congress, at the next session, a plan 
for the gradual reduction of the expenses of the 
Military Academy at West Point; and lost—ayes 
46, noes not counted. 

Mr. AYCRIGG offered an amendment direct- 
ing the Secretary of War to report a plan whereby 
a person paying his own expensesmay be educated. 
at West Point: rejected. f 

Mr. TRIPLETT offered an amendment pro- 
viding that hereafter there shall not be a board of — 
visiters at the West Point Academy. Carried—~ 
ayes 89, noes not counted. 

Mr. EVERETT offered an amendment providing 
that the number of cadets shall be limited to the 
number of Representatives in Congress; and that 
each congressional district shall be entitled to 
Fave one cadet, and no more, at the academy: car- 
ried. 

The amendment, as amended, was then agreed 
to. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON offered an amendment 
providing that no money appropriated by this bill 
shall be applied to the payment of any larger sum 
of money to the officers of the General Staff, the 
Quartermaster General’s department, the Subsist- 
ence and Purchasing departments, the Engineer 
and Topographical bureaux, and Military Acad- 
emy, &c., dc., han is now paid to the officers of 
the same grade in the infantry, and that all laws 
inconsistent with this proviso be repealed: rejected. 

Mr. ARNOLD moved that the committee rises 
rejected. 

Mr. BARTON offered an amendment, providing 
for the restoration of the civil, and the abolishment 
of the military superintendencies of the national 
armories: rejected. _ 

Mr. SPRIGG moved to strike ont the whole 
clause making appropriations for ordnance and 
ordnance stores: rejected. 

Oa motion by Mr. FILLMORE, the committee 
rose and reported the bill to the House. 

The question then.coming up on concurring in 
the amendments made in Committee of the Whole, 


226 $ 
. Mr, ANDREWS of Kentucky moved the pre- 
vious question; which was seconded by the House, 
and the main question ordered. i ER 

Mr. CALDWELL moved that the House ad- 
journ; which question was decided by- yeas and 
nays in the affirmative--yeas 91, nays 67. 

So the House adjourned,- 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, January 31, 1843. 


+ Mr. EVANS presented a memorial from citizens 
of Maine engaged in the lumber trade, asking 
Congress to levy ‘an increase in specific duty on 
lumber imported into the United States from the 
British colonies; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Manufactures. ; 

Mr. MILLER presented a memorial, signed by 
Benjamin J. Wood and others, citizens of New 
York and New Jersey, remonstrating against the 
repeal of the bankrupt law: referred to the Judi- 
ciary Committee. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented two memorials—one 

signed by 177, and the other by 213 citizens of 
Lockport, in Niagara county, New York, remon- 
strating against the repeal of the bankrupt Jaw; 
which were referred to the Judiciary Committee. 
_ Also presented a memorial from inhabitants of 
Windsor, in Broome county, New York, praying 
Congress to repeal the bankrupt law; which was 
referred tothe Judiciary Committee. 


Mr. STURGEON presented a memorial, signed 
by citizens of Alleghany county, Pennsylvania, 
recommending the issue, by the General Govern- 
‘ment, of $200,000,000 of stock io the States and 
Territories, based on the proceeds of the sales of the 
public lands: referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

Also, presented a memorial, numerously signed 
by citizens of the city and county of Philadelphia, 
Pa., urging upon Congress the propriety of some 
„action to restore Mr. Kendall to his personal liberty, 
of which he has been deprived in consequence of 
his faithful discharge of his duties as Postmaster 
General of the United States: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 


Mr. WILLIAMS presented a memorial from 
merchants and ship-owners of Portland, Maine, 
praying Congress to make such alterations in our 
commereial regulations with foreign powers, con- 
sistent with treaty stipulations, as will produce 
greater reciprocity in trade: referred to the Com- 
miitee on Commerce. 


Mr. YOUNG presented a petition from John 
Dowling, attorney in fact, and administrator of 
Patrick Grey, deceased, of Jo Daviess county, Ii- 
nois, praying indemnity for a horse lost in the late 
Black Hawk war: referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, presented a memorial from the city council 
of Galena, Hlinois, praying that that city may be 
made a port of entry: referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Also, presented a memorial from a number of 
citizens of Peoria county, Illinois, praying for the 
establishment of a post route from Peoria to Fulton 
city, in Whiteside county, in that State: referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, presented the petitions of Aaron Payne 
and Wm. C. Murphy, praying for arrears of pen- 
sion: referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, presented the last report of the president 
and board of canal commissioners of the Illinois 
and Michigan canal; and the report of the Com- 
mittee on Fimance in the Illinois Legislature, on the 
subject of the canal; which were referred to the 
Committee on Roads and Canals, having charge 
of that subject. 

Mr. WOODBURY presented a petition from 
Alvin ©. Gowell, representing that he invented a 
great improvementin rockets, and other fire-works, 
which had been adopted by the War Department; 
and ptaying compensation for the same: referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BATES, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which had been referred House bill for the relief 
of Tirzah Hunt, reported the same back, witha 
recommendation that it be indefinitely postponed. 
The question was then put on the motion for in- 
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Gefinite postponement, and carried in the affirma- 
tive. 

Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on the Dis- 

| trict of Columbia, reported back, with an amend- 

; ment, the bill for repairing and repaving Pennsyl- 


| vania avenue. 


Mr. M. also, from the same committee, reported 
a bill extending the charters of the several banks 
in the District of Columbia; which was read, and 
ordered to a second reading. _. 

Mr. PHELPS, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported back, without amendment, and 
With a recommendation that it do pass, House bill 
entitled “An act for the relief of the Stcckbridge 
tribe of Indians.” 

Mr. P. also reported, from the Committee on 
Pensions, a bill granting a pension to David Welch; 
which was read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. KERR presented additional documents in 
support of the claim of Elizabeth Dawkins; which 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WILLIAMS presented joint resolutions 
adopted by the Legislature of Maine, instructing 
the Senators and requesting the Representatives 
from that State to vote for a bill unconditionally 
refunding to General Jackson the fine so unjustly 
imposed on him by Judge Hall of Louisiana; 
which were read, and ordered to be printed. 

Numerous bills from the House, of a private 
character, which passed that body on Saturday 
last, were taken up, read twice, and appropriately 
referred. 

Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, to which had been referred 
the resolution of inquiry into the expediency of 
having the Assistants Postmaster General appointed 
by the President, with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, reported a bill to amend the act enti- 
tled “An act relative to the appointment of the As- 
sistants Postmaster General of the United States; 
which was read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. DAYTON, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to which had been referred the memorial of 
the members of the bar and other citizens of New 
Jersey, on the subject of holding the United States 
district courts at Trenton, instead of Burlington and 
New Brunswick, reported a bill to alter the place 
of holding the district court of the United States 
for the district of New Jersey; which was read, and 
ordered to a second reading. 


Mr. TALLMADGE presented a memorial from 
shipowners of the city of New York, praying that 
a floating dock, on the plan of Mr. Gilbert, may 
be constructed at Brooklyn: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

On motion of Mr. CRITTENDEN, the joint 
resolution to establish in the States of Kentucky 
and Missouri agencies for water-rotted hemp, was 
taken up as in committee of the whole. . 

œ% Mr. YOUNG remarked that it had been sug- 
gested to him, by one of the Representatives from 
Tennessee, that an agency should also be estab- 
lished in that State, as a considerable quantity of 
hemp was raised there. He therefore moved to 
insert one agent for Tennessee. He would also 
make a similar motion in regard to the State of 
Illinois, for hemp was raised in that State. In 
reference to the hemp of Illinois, he would only 
say that he had presented a specimen to the Navy 
Department, and the Secretary remarked that it 
was the best specimen ever presented there. He 
was satisfied that in the State of Illinois, if an 
agency was established there, hemp would meet 
with very extensive cultivation. He did not desire 
to throw any obstacle in the way of the resolu- 
tion; but, believing that there would be very small 
additional expense incurred, if an agent were ap- 
pointed to each of the States of Tennessee and }- 
linois, and not knowing of any objection to such 
an amendment, he hoped it would be acquiesced 
in, 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said,that the resolution, as 
it now stood, only made provision for the two 
States (Kentucky and Missouri) which were large- 
ly engaged in the cultivation of this article, and in 
the preparation of water-rotted hemp. He thought 
it was time enough to create agencies in the other 
two States proposed, when they shall have made 


the same progress in the preparation of the article. 


Tne agencies would involve some expense. He 
submitted, therefore, to the Senator from Ilinois, 
whether, under the circumstances, those States 
having yet cultivated so limited a quantity of the 
article, and having made no progress in the water- 
rotling process, it was. necessary that agencies 
should be established there immediately. When 
the necessity arises for the creation of agencies in 
those States, no Senator would be more ready to 
vote for them than he would. He hoped the Sen- 
ator from Illinois would not jeopard the resolution 
by moving, at this late stage of the session, an 
amendment which would make it necessary to re- 
turn the resolution for action in the other House. 

Mr. SMITH of Indiana spoke also of the prog- 
ress making in the State of Indiana in the cultiva- 
tion of hemp, 400 acres of which had been planted 
by one individual alone, and he was extensively 
water-rotting it; and however desirable it might be 
to have an agency in that State also, as the matter 
ihen stood he would not embarrass the resolution, 
at this stage of the session, with an amendment. 
He was willing that agencies should be first estab- 
lished in those States which had made greater 
progress in the culture and preparation of the 
article. 


Mr. YOUNG remarked, that it was far from his 
intention to embarrass the passage of the resolu» 
tion. He did not know, at the time when he made 
the motion, that the proposed agencies involved any 
considerable expense. As the Senator from Ken- 
tucky supposed the amendment might hazard the 
passage of the resolution, he would withdraw it. 

Mr. BENTON remarked that the two agencies 
proposed in the resolution were general in their 
character. The inspections and purchases by those 
agents would not, therefore, be confined to the 
hemp of the particular State in which they may 
reside; but they can purchase the hemp of Tennes. 
see and Illinois. These agencies would be estabe 
lished at such points on the rivers as would give 
the greatest facility to the hemp-growers of all the 
States, f 

Mr. KING did not understand what necessity 
there was for such a resolation as that now before 
the Senate. He was not aware that any en- 
couragement from the General Government for this 
particular branch of farming was more called for 
than would be proper for the growth of bread- 
stuffs for the navy. It was the beginning of a 
system of sending agencies from the General Gov- 
ernment into the States, which would lead to such 
results that the very gentlemen now advocating 
this proposition would have to come forward the 
first, themselves, for its repeal. A system of favor- 
itism would grow up, (for these agents could not 
help becoming the tools of influential men in local 
districts,) which would result in the purchase 
for the Government of the worst materials at 
the highest price, until what they would select 
would not be worth having. There could be no 
better way devised fer- supplying the navy with 
hemp for cordage and cloth, than that which now 
exists; whereby the Secretary of the Navy adver- 
tises for proposals and samples, and decides upon 
the best articles he wants, at the most favorable 
prices. Let the farmers who choose to grow hemp. 
for the navy compete with the foreign article, and 
make it better and sell it cheaper, and it will insure 
a market for so much as our navy may require. 
Ail this should be done without this special inter- 
ference on the part of the General Government. 

Mr. ALLEN inquired of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, [Mr. CRITTENDEN,] whether the Secretary 
of the Navy had not the power already, under ex- 
isting laws, to appoint agents to examine and pur- 
chase hemp. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN supposed he had. The 
Senator from Alabama seemed to apprehend that 
the agents that might be appointed in those two 
States, under this resolution, would soon become 
subjected to individual infiuence; and the conse- 
quence would be the purchase of worthless hemp 
for the useof the havy. He asked that Senator 
whether those agents would be more liable to indi- 
vidual influence, or more likely to purchase a bad 
article, than those officers employed at Boston or 
New York by the Government, to make purchases 
of the foreign article. 


Mr. KING, They make their purchases by con- 
tract, on sampies. j 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. Well, then, the agent 
that makes the contract for the purchase, has to 
examine the hemp; and-is just as liable, through 
‘individual influence, to purchase a bad article, as 
the agencies, if established in Kentucky or Mis- 
souri. To say that we cannot have a sufficient 
‘agency; is to say that we are & race of dishonest 
men.° The Senator’s argument was as much an 
argument. against all human agency,as it was 
against the agency proposed in the resolution. It 
was really surprising that the Senator from Ala- 
‘bama apprehended no collusions and improper in- 
fluences in the agents for purchasing the foreign 
article in the Eastern ports. Mr. C. then 
spoke at some length on the disadvantages to 
the hemp-growers of the West, in consequence 
of having to transport their hemp at a great 
expense, after it is prepared, to the Boston 
market, to undergo the inspection of the agent 
there; which hemp is frequently condemned by 
such agents, owing to the imperfect knowledge, 
on the part of the growers of the article, of the 
water-rotting process. The hemp thus condemned 
is left without a market; and is then sold, ata 
great sacrifice, for purposes of sacking. Now, if 
these agencies were established in Kentucky and 
Missouri, those engaged in the culture and prepara- 
tion of the article would be saved at least the ex- 
pense of transportation; for if the hemp was con- 
demned at home, they would then manufacture it 
into something else. He had no doubt, if proper 
encouragement was given our own people who 
have turned their aitention to the matter, sufficient 
hemp—betier than ‘the foreign article—could be 
raised in the State of Kentucky alone, to supply 
the wants of the navy. 

Mr. BAYARD spoke at some length on the pro- 
priety of passing the resolution. He remarked that 
the Senator from Alabama would perceive that, 
unless some authority was given by the passage of 
such a resolution to establish agencies, no appro- 
priation could be made for the object. The res- 
olution was merely intended as a basis to authorize 
the insertion in the general appropriation bill of 
an item to defray the expenses; which could not be 
done under the rule, which excludes from that bill 
all appropriations except for objects authorized by 
law. If the resoluticn was passed, still it remains 
for Congress, after they shall have seen an estimate 
of the amount necessary to pay those agents and 
make the purchases,to say whether they would 
make the appropriation. Unless the appropria- 
tion was made, the resolution would remain as a 
dead letter on the statute. 

Mr. LINN expressed a wish that the question 
would be taken without further debate; if that 
was not done, he would move to pass the resolution 
over till to-morrow. 

Mr. McDUFFIE remarked, that the resolution 
involved a matter of some importance, and desired 
that it might be postponed till to-morrow, to en- 
able him to makea few remarks. Then, 

On motion by Mr. MOREHEAD, the resolution 
was passed over informally. 


THE OREGON TERRITORY. 

The unfinished debate on the question of pass- 
ing the bill for the occupation and settlement of 
the Territory of Oregon, came up as the special 
order. 

Mr. CALHOUN, being entitled to ihe floor, ad« 
dressed the Senate for upwards of an hour in ope 
position to the passage of the dill. The time and 
circumstances he considered most unpropitious for 
urging this measure. It could lead to nothing but 
the loss of ihe territory, And he kad a much 
higher estimate of its value and importance than 
his distinguished and eloquent colleague [Mrs Me- 
Durriz.] The exercise of our sovereignty over 
itnew, must inevitably lead toresistance on the 
part of Great Britain. That resistance could 
only resuit in our citber retracting or main- 
taining our position, Should we have to re- 
trace our steps, if would be to a position infi- 
nitely worse than that we now cceupy. Should we 
persist, war must be the consequence. And what 
could we expect from a struggle of that kind ina 
yegion so distant, when everything would operate 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


aa 
favorably for-our opponents, and to our own. dis- 
advantage? It must end in giving to Great Britain 
the entire possession of the territory; and how then 
could we regain a footing in it but by negotiation? 
Was it not better to have thé negotiation now in 
amity, than after a contest, amid unkind feelings? 


Mr. C. pointed out, at considerable length, the 
consequences of a strife with England on this sub- 
ject. He adverted to the unprepared condition of 
this country for it. He considered our present 
position the most safe, honorable, and advantage- 
ous we could, under existing circumstances, occp- 
py: It was so considered by every administration 
since the convention of 1818. Time would do 


“more for us than any legislation we could devise. 


The rapid advance of our population in number 
and progress westward, had been such within the 
past thirty years, as to justify the calculation that 
the period cannot. be far distant when even the 
Rocky Mountains cannot stop its onward march. 
We gain strength by time. The British, on the 
contrary, will be weakened by those circumstances 
which will operate most favorably to us. 

Mr. PHELPS could not concur in the views 
taken by those Senators who had spoken in oppo- 
sition to the principal provision of this bill—that 
which proposes a prospective grant of lands to set- 
tlers. He argued that the right of occupation by 
our citizens was conceded in the admission that 
we might extend our Territorial laws over the ter- 
ritory. We could not have citizens to extend those 
laws to, unless they had habitations to dwell in, 
and lands to cultivate. The prerequisite of occu- 
pation was therefore implied. He took each pro- 
vision of the bill successively, and maintained that 
there could be nothing inconsistent with the treaty 
in its purpose and objects. He read extracts from 
the correspondence of Mr. Gallatin, to show that 
the British ministers during their negotiation with 
him, admitted that we might do everything we now 
proposed to do by this bill. He dwelt at consider- 
able length on the terms of the treaty, and the prop- 
er definition of its provisions; and concluded by 
expressing a hope that the bill in its present shape 
would be supported by a majority of the Senate. 


Mr. RIVES intimated a desire to address the 
Senate on the subject. He believed he had some 
peculiar views, to which he would wish the atten- 
tion of Senators might be directed; but the attend- 
ance was so thin, at that late hour, that he should 
ask the indulgence of the Senate to allow the bill 
to be passed over informally till to-morrow. 


Mr. LINN wouid not object, as the Senator from 
Virginia desired a postponement, although he could 
wish that some further progress were made in the 
matter this evening. He had risen to make a sin- 
gle remark, which seemed to be called for, in con- 
sequence of what had fallen from the Senator from 
South Carolina, [Mr. Catnoun.] He alluded to 
the circumstance of Mr. Monroe’s communication 
relative to the building of a fortification at the 
mouth of the Columbia river, for the protection of 
our commerce. While up, he would say a word 
in reference to the imputation of the introduction 
of this bill by him being arash measure. Now, he 
contended there could be no objection to this bill 
on the score of rashness; for he had urged the sub- 
ject in 1838, and repeatedly since. He had yielded 
to the experience and judgment of others, in re- 
fraining to press it to a final vote, while the diffi- 
culties with England were under negotiation. He 
now believed it would have been better if he had 
not yielded to that course. Had he pressed the 
matter forward, he believed the interests of this 
country, in relation to the Oregon Territory, would 
have been secured by this time, or at least would 
stand upon a better footing than they now do. 

Mr. CALHOUN replied, briefly, that although 
he was Secretary of War in Mr. Monrce’s admin- 
istration, and knew it was a wise and prudent ad- 
ministration, he did not feel responsible for any of 
the measures of his Cabinet in which he had not 
taken part. Asto the enforcement of this bill at 
any period since it was first proposed, the true 
question was, whether its provisions could be ear- 
ried out if Great Britain resisted them. 

Mr. LINN said that, as the Senator from Vir- 


ginia wished the subject to be passed over informal- 


ly till to-morrow, he should make no objection. to 
that motion. east 3 ; : 

The bill was then passed over informally; and, 
On motion of Mr. EVANS, 


The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Torspay, January 31, 1843. ` 


Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL presented two petitions 
of citizens of the city and county of Philadelphia, 
in the State of Pennsylvania, setting forth that 
“Amos Kendall, laté Postmaster General of the 
United States, is now confined within the limits 
of the county of Washington, in the District -of 
Columbia, in consequence of having withheld, 
while Postmaster General, the payment of a sum 
of money, said to have been due by the Post Office 
Department to certain mail contractors, but which 
he believed they were not justly entitled to; and 
praying Congress to pass such a law as will restore 
to the said Amos Kendall his personal liberty, and 
remunerate him for the loss of time and expenses 
incurred in defending the suits against him by the 
aforesaid mail contractors.” 

Mr. MOORE presented the petition of Reuben 
Drake, and 33 other inhabitants interested, praying 
for the establishment of -a post route from Natehi- 
toches to Monroe, Louisiana. 

Mr. LOWELL presented the petition of Silva- 

nus G. Pressey, and 75 other merchants and ship- 
masters of Deer Isle, Maine, for an appropriation 
to improve the navigatiorf of Penobscot Bay; which 
was referred to the Committee on Oommerce. 
W Mr. BOYD presented ‘the memorial of D. A, 
Green, and 88 other citizens of Smithland,. Ken- 
tucky, asking an appropriaticn to remove obstruc- 
tions to the navigation of the Mississippi, Ohio, Mis- 
souri, and Arkansas rivers; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 


STATE OF THE FINANCES. 


Mr. CLIFFORD asked leave to offer the fol- 
lowing resolution: ` 


Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be in- 
structed to inquire, and report to this House, what will be the 
probable receipts into the treasury, during the residue of the 
current year, from all sources; and also what will be the 
amount of charges upon the treasury during the same period; 
and whether there will not bea deficiency. to meet the current 
expenses, and, if so, its probable amount, and what measures 
ought to be adopted to supply the necessary means, 


Mr. STANLY objected to the reception of the 
resolution. Í 

Mr. CLIFFORD thereupon moved a suspension 

f the rules, in order to get it before the House. 

Mr. W. COST JOHNSON hoped the gentleman 
from North Carolina would withdraw his objec. 
tion. 

Mr. WISE asked for the yeas and nays on the 
motion to suspend the rules. They were ordered, 
and resulted—yeas 88, nays 76, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs, Adams, Arnold, Arrington, Bidlack, Black, 
Bowne, Boyd, Aaron V. Brown, Burke, Burnell, William O, 
Butler, Green W, Caldwell, Calhoun, Cary, Casey, Clifford, 
Clinton, Cross, Cushing, Richard D. Davis, Dawson, Dean, 
Doan, Eastman, John C. Edwards, Egbert, John G. Floyd, 
Charles A, Floyd, Fornance, Gerry, Gwin, Harris, Hays, 
Holmes, Hopkins, Houck, Houston, Hubard, Hunter, Charles 
J. Ingersoll, William W. Irwin, Jack, William Cost, Johnson, 
John W. Jones, Keim, Andrew Kennedy, Littlefield, Lowell, 
Abraham McClellan, McKay, McKeon, Mallory, Marchand, 
Alfred Marshall, Mathews, Medill, Mitchell, Morris, Newhard, 
Oliver, Parmenter, Partridge, Payne, Pickens, Benjamin Ran- 
dall, Read, Reding, Reynolds, Riggs, Roosevelt, Sanford, 
Saunders, Sewell, Shields, William Smith, Snyder, Steenrod, 
Sweney, Jacob Thompson, Turney, Van Buren, Watterson. 
Weller, on Joseph L. Williams, Winthrop, Wise, an 
Y OOU—65. 

NAYS—Messrs. Landaf W. Andrews, Sherlock J. An- 
drews, Aycrigg, Babcock, Baker, Barton, Blair, Boardman, 
Botts, Briggs, Brockway, Milton Brown, Jeremiah Brown, 
Thomas J, Campbell, Caruthers, Chittenden, Staley N. Clarke, 
James Cooper, Cowen, Cranston, Garrett Davis, John Edwards, 
Fillmore, Gates, Gentry, Giddings, Graham, Granger, Green, 
Halsted, Henry, Hudson, Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, James 
Irvin, James, John P. Kennedy, Lane, McKennan, Samson 
Mason, Maihiot, Mattocks, Maxwell, Maynard, Meriwether, 
Moore, Owsley, Pearce, Pendleton, Pope, Ramsey, Rayner, 
Rencher, Ridgway, Rodney, William Russell, James M. Rus- 
sell, Saltonstall, Truman Smith, Stanly, Stokely, Stratton, 
Alexander H. H. Stuart, John T. Stuart, Summers, Taliaferro, 
Tillinghast, Toland, Trumbull, Warren, Edward D. White, 
Joseph L. White, Thomas W, Williams, Christopher H. 
Williams, Yorke, Augustus Young, and John Young—76. 


So (two-thirds not voting in the affirmative) the 
rules were not. suspended. 
Mr. J. YOUNG reported a bill for the relief of 
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John McGinnis; which was read- twice, and refer- 
red to'the Committee of the Whole Honse. 


REPORT ON GEN, JACKSON'S FINE, 


Mr. PEARCE asked leave to make a report, 
from the Committee on the Judiciary, on the sub- 
ject of refunding the fine imposed on Major Gen- 
eral Andrew Jackson. He said he was instructed 
to move the printing of five thousand extra copies. 

Mr. RAYNER said that, inasmuch as this was 

one of the leading measures. of the session, he 
should ask for the reading of the report of the 
committee. 2 
Objection having been made, at the suggestion 
of the Speaker the presentation of the report was 
deferred until the Judiciary Committee should be 
ealled in its turn. 


“SCHOOL LANDS IN THE WEST. 


Mr. CASEY, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, reported Senate bill No. 33, entitled “An 
act to authorize the Legislatures of Illinois, Arkan- 
sas, Louisiana, and. Tennessee to sel] the lands 
heretofore appropriated for the use of schools in 
said States.” 

Mr..C. asked that the bill might be now passed, 
as it was important to three or four States, and had 
Several times passed the Senate. 

Objection having been made, Mr. C. moved the 
previous question on ordering the bill to a third 
reading. 

Mr. HOWARD objected to the bill, and moved 
that it be laid on the table. ‘ 

Mr. STUART of Illinois wished to speak, but 
was prevented by the state of the question before 
the House. 

The question was then taken, and the House re- 
fused to lay on the table—ayes 48, noes 126. 

: Bo the motion to lay on the table was rejected. 

The question recurring on the demand for the 
previous question, it was seconded by the House, 
and the main question was ordered. 

non main question being on the third reading of 
the bill, 

Mr. HOWARD of Michigan addressed the 
House at some length in opposition to it. 

Mr. STEWART of Illinois replied. 

Mr. A. V. BROWN moved the previous question, 
and it was seconded. The main question was 
then ordered to be put. On the passage of the bill 
the yeas and nays were called for, but not ordered. 
Tellers were then called for, and ordered; and 
Messrs, Snyper and Granare were appointed, and 
they reported 70 in the affirmative, and 61 in the 
negative; so the bill was passed. 

Mr. HOWARD, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported, with some amendments, Serate 
bill to provide for ascertaining and disposing of 
the lead mineral lands in the States of Tilinois and 
Arkansas, and Territories of Wisconsin and Iowa, 
and for other purposes. It was committed to the 
Committee of the Whole, and the amendments 
were ordered to be printed. 


Mr. BRONSON, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported a bill to authorize the investiga- 
lion of alleged frauds under the pre-emption laws, 
and for other purposes; which was read twice, and 
committed. 

Mr. PEARCE, from tbe Judiciary Committee, 
moved that the report which was this morning 
laid on the Clerk’s desk, respecting the refunding 
ef General Jackson's fine, together with the minor- 
ity report of the committee made at the last session, 
be printed, and that there be printed 5,000 extra 
copies. 

Objection was made, and the usual number only 
was ordered. 

Mr. BARNARD, from the Judiciary Committee, 
reported Senate bill to authorize the settlement of 
the accounts of Joseph Nourse, with an adverse re- 
port thereon. The bill, together with the report, 
was committed to the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. MOORE, from the Committee on Revolu. 
tionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
Elizabeth Burress; which was read twice, and com. 
mitted. 

Mr. CROSS, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of the 
heirs and legal representatives of John Peters, de- 
ceased; which was read twice, and committed. 


at. 
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THE ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SAMSON MASON asked the House to 
take up and dispose of the army appropriation 
bill, on which the previous question was yesterday 
ordered. He made this request for the chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means, who was 
indisposed this morning; and he hoped the House 
would allow the bill to be disposed of, for there 
were only about twenty-one days remaining of the 
session, after deducting those days assigned to 
special orders. It was, therefore, very desirable 
that the House should now consent to act. 

The bill was taken up by general consent. 


The amendment of the committee making an. 


appropriation for extending and rendering more 
complete the meteorological survey, was not con- 
curred in. 

The amendment requiring individuals to be 
hereafter appointed as cadets, to be actual residents 
of the congressional district of the State or Terri- 
tory from which the appointment purports to be 
made, was concurred in. 


Mr. McKENNAN called for the yeas and nays 
on the question of coneurrence with the amend- 
ment, which provides that hereafter there shall 
not be a board of visiters at the West Point 
Academy, unless otherwise ordered by Congress; 
and being ordered, they resulted—yeas 109, nays 
51. : 

So the amendment of the committee was agreed 
to. 
The next amendment of the committee provided 
that the number of cadets should be limited to the 
number of members and delegates in Congress. 

The amendment was concurred in; also the 
amendment striking out the appropriation for the 
board of visiters. 

The amendments having been passed over, the 
bill was ordered to its engrossment; and, having 
been read a third time, 

Mr. BRONSON moved the previous question; 
which was seconded, and the main question order- 
ed to be now put. 

The bill was then passed. 

The Committee on Enrolled Bills here made a re- 
port; and, after the several bills had been signed by 
the Speaker, : 

Mr. BARNARD inquired whether there was not 
a motion to rescind the special order appointed for 
to-day. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT said he had made such a 
motion; but he did not purpose calling it up, unless 
more important business should come before the 
House. 

The SPEAKER said it would be in order to 
call up the motion to-morrow, or at any time du- 
ring the continuance of the special order. 


TERRITORIAL BUSINESS. 


Mr. A.C. DODGE called up the special order 
of the day—the consideration of business apper- 
taining to the several Territories. 


Mr. D. said that, before he made a motion that 
the House go into Committee of the Whole, he de< 
sired to obtain a decision upon a motion made 
at the last session of Congress. He referred 
to the motion then made to reconsider the vote 
by which the House rejected the bill to pay the 
militia of Iowa for services rendered in 1839, 
when called out curing the unpleasant controversy 
with Missouri, The bill was rejected by fa 
few voies, and he believed its merits were not 
properly understecd. If members would give him 
their attention, he would endeavor to establish the 
justice of the claim. He inquired whether it was 
in order to debate the motion to reconsider at this 
time. 

The SPEAKER answered that it was. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT asked if it was strictly in 
order to revive a motion made at the last session of 
Congress. 

The SPEAKER said that it remained on the 
calendar as part of the unfinished business before 
the Honse. 

Mr. DODGE resumed. He read from the jour- 
nal of the House at the first session of the twen- 
ty-sixth Congress, to show that a resolution was 
adopted, directing the Secretary of War to appoint 
an officer to muster the militia of Iowa preparatory 


to their payment. In accordanee with this resolu- 
tion, an officer was appointed, who mustered the 
militia, and made a report to the Secretary of 
War. That report was transmitted by Sec- 
retary Poinsettto ihe Hon. R. M. T. HUNTER, 
Speaker of the House, and by him laid before it. 
In that letter, the Secretary suggested certain cor- 
rections of the mugter-roll, which were made by 
the proper officer, and also recommended that the 
troops should be paid. 

[Here Mr. D. read from the letter of Mr. Poin- 
sett referred to.] The objection raised last session 
to the payment of the troops, was, that the ser- 
vice in which they were engaged was uncalled for 
and unnecessary. Now, he (Mr. D.) stood upon 
that floor as the representative of those people who 
were called out by officers sent to Iowa by the 
United States Government; and he felt it to bea 
high and responsible duty which he owed them, to 
see that justice was done. He then proceeded to 
show that the men were called out by officers of the 
United States—the. Governor and marshal of the 
Territory—and read passages from their several 
communications. The Governor of lowa received 
notice that the authorities of Missouri were col- 
lecting taxes from the citizens of that Territory; 
and he immediately issued his proclamation, warn- 
ing them not to execute their process. In the Gov- 
ernor’s proclamation, the act of Corgress on the 
subject was referred to, as making it obligatory up- 
on him to do what he did. [Here Mr. D. read 
from the law.] The Governor was the officer of 
the United States, sent to afford protection to the 
inhabitants of the Territory over which he pre- 
sided. So also was the marshal, who made the 
call upon the Governor, and who was fully sus- 
tained by the district attorney of the United States, 
his legal adviser. He then read the letter of the 
United States marshal, and commented upon it. 


Mr. D. then read certain letters from the United 
States marshal, and the opinion of Charles 
Western, esq., the United States attorney, together 
with a letter from Stephen Whitcher, esq., to show 
the necessity that existed for calling the Iowa milie 
tia into service. Mr. D. also read the act of the 
Legislature of Missouri extending the northern 
boundary of that State, which he said precipitated 
and brought on all these difficulties. After read- 
ing these documents, Mr. D. said that the point 
he wished to make, was, that the Territorial Gov- 
ernment of Iowa had exercised jurisdiction over 
the territory in dispute, ever since it was acquired 
from the Indians in 1833; and that the Legislature 
of Missouri invaded it with an armed force, for 
the purpose of wresting it from the United States 
and the Territory of Iowa, and levying taxes 
on it; that it comprised within it a population of 
six thousand persons, whose seniments. were 
so averse to the attempted usurpations of Mis- 
souri, that they resisted it to the utmost of 
their power; being backed in such resistance 
by those whom ihey were bound to respect 
—viz. the governor: appointed over them by 
the Government of the United States; and the 
marshal, and the district attorney of the Territory, 
also United States officers. He would add, that it 
was a most unwelcome service to the people of 
Iowa; for, apart from their disinclination to oppose 
their own countrymen in arms, they were called 
cut at a most inclement season of the year, when 
the ground was covered with snow. Could Con- 
gress, then, refuse to compensate fcr services ren- 
dered under such circumstances? They were not 
men capable of solving nice constitutional ques- 
tions, but were the men whose enterprise had 
Opened to settlement and cultivation a rich and 
fertile Territory, and who were in time to extend 
our borders by the settlement of Oregon. Such 
men were not nice casuisis, and were, therefore, 
sufficiently justified in obeying the orders of their 
lawful superiors. He could tell the House, that 
such was the aversion to thiš service, that many of 
the officers—men of character and respectability— 
for refusing to obey the order calling them into ser- 
vice, were tried by a court-martial, under the mi- 
litia laws of the Territory, and cashiered. There 
was another fact to which he wished to call the at- 
tention of the House. Every one of the generals, 
according to the construction of the War Depart- 


ment, had been stricken out of the accovas; and 
though there were eight of them in the fi-ld, not an 
officer above the rank of colońel would be paid. He 
himself was ready and willing to acquiesce in this 
decision, though it affected him, as one of the gen- 
erals stricken out; for his anxiety to get the men 
paid the poor pittance they claimed for their bard 
service, and to.get the farmers paid for the corn, 
beef, and pérk they furnished for the susie- 
nance of the men and their horses, super- 
seded any feeling for himself, and those of the 
same rank with him. To add to the hardships 
of the case of these claimants, he would 
add, that at the time these supplies were furnished, 
the homes of a number of the settlers were pro- 
claimed for sale by the President, and that they 
sold their produce for the purpose of raising money 
to pay for them; believing, as they were assured 
by those they had confidence in, that their accounts 
would be settled and allowed at the War Depart- 
ment. Now, in consequence of their not getting 
paid, as they had a right to expect, many of them 
were forced to borrow money, at a heavy interest, 
to pay for the homes they had settled and brought 
into cultivation. As he before stated, the service 
was a most unwelcome and most unpleasant one; 
and he desired to make an appeal to the gentleman 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Unprrwoop,] who made a 
remark last. year that he believed had caused 
the defeat of this bill, The gentleman, on call- 
ing for the yeas and nays, said that he wished 
to see who would vote fora bill to pay these 
people for fighting their own countrymen. Now, 
he would remark to the gentleman, that the peo- 
ple he spoke of in this way were by no means 
deserving of his censure. They engaged very re- 
luctantly in this service, at the command of those 
placed by this Government in authority over them; 
and one of these men had faithfully served his 
country in the last war with Great Britain, and 
was present and saw the gentleman from Kentucky 
wounded and taken prisoner at Dudiey’s defeat. 
They were not nice judges of constitutional law; 
but the hardy and enterprising settlers, who had 
settled and brought into cultivation a rich and 
growing territory, and who would extend the bound- 
aries of the United States, by settling and defend: 
ing its territory, even to the Pacific ocean. He 
hoped the motion for reconsideration would pre- 
vail. 

The question was then taken on the motion for 
reconsideration, and resulted in ayes 52, noes 43. 

No quorum voting, tellers were ordered and 
appointed, (Messrs. Brices and C. Broyn;] and 
the question being again taken, they reported ayes 
74, noes 36. 

There still being no quorum, Mr. CAVE JOHN- 
SON moved to lay the motion for reconsideration 
on the table, and called for the yeas and nays, as 
the best means of getting a full vote. 

Mr. MEDILL moved a call of the House: re- 
jected—ayes 44, noes not counted. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON again called for the 
yeas and nays on the question of reconsideration, 
and they were ordered; and resulted—yeas 90, 
nays 45. 

The question then recurred on tke passage of 
the bill. 

Mr. MORGAN and Mr. CAVE JOHNSON 
called for the yeas and nays, and they were arder- 
ed; and resulted—yeas 8&9, nays 48. 

Bo the bill was passed. 

The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, February 1, 1843. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Patent Office, cov- 
ering the annual report of the Commissioner of 
Patents; which, on motion by Mr. HUNTING- 
TON, was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial signed 
by twenty-three citizens of Pennsylvania, asking 
Congress to create a stock of $200,000,000, based 
on the public domain, to be distributed among the 
States and Territories in the proportion of their 
representative ratio; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MILLER presented the proceedings of a 


ii meeung of the citizens of the District of Columbia, 


| residing on the eastern side ofa branch of the Po- 
tomac, asking Congress to purchase one or more 
of the bridges across the Eastern branch, and to 
make them free: referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. STURGEON presented a memorial from 
citizens of Westmoreland county, Pennsylvania, 
praying for the amendment or repeal of the bank- 
rupt law; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, presented a memorial from Alleghany 
county, Pennsylvania, in favor of the adoption of 
the plan for a board of exchequer, as recommended 
by the Executive: referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. BAGBY, on leave, introduced a bill for the 
relief of Jamison and Williamson; which was 
read twice, and referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 


PORT OF ENTRY AT GALENA. 


Mr. McROBERTS introduced a bill to establish 
a portof entry at Galena, in the State of Illinois. 
He said he should move its reference to the Come 
miltee on Commerce; and, in doing so, would 
send with it a memorial from the city council of 
Galena, asking that a port of entry may be estab- 
lished there. He said, if the committee would 
read the memurial, he thought they would find 
abundant reasons for acceding to the request of the 
memoriailists. 


He would say to the Senate that Galena, accord- 
ing to the statement of the city council, contained 
a population of 3,000, and that some estimate 
could be formed of its commerce from the details 
which the memorial furnished. In 1842, the num- 
ber of up-river steamboat arrivals at the place was 
195, and the number of keel-boats towed by steam- 


at the port was 240,000, besides a considerable 
amount of lead in small bars. lt also appears 
that the exportation of lead has increased from 
11,000,000 Ibs. in 1835, to 30,000,000 ibs. in 1841; 
this last amount, at three cents per pound, would 
be nearly a million of dollars. It is also shown 
that the importations to the city of Galena, in 1841, 
of merchandise, amounted to about one million 
three hundred thousand dollars. 

The memorial presents some interesting: statis- 
tics connected with the lead trade in the whole of 
the country upon the Upper Mississippi. 

Mr. McR. said there were abundantjreasons 
shown in the memorial why Galena should be 
made a port of entry, and he hoped the committee 
would recommend it accordingly. 

The bill was read twice, and was, with the me- 
morial, referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

On motion by Mr. EVANS, the Committee on 
Finance was discharged from the further consider- 
ation of the petitions of H. F. Piermont and Jchn 
Golder. 

Mr. MERRICK, on leave, introduced a joint 
resolution, to provide for the adjustment with for- 
eign countries, by treaty, of the rates of duties on 
imports and exports, on principles of just recipro- 
city; which bill having been read, 

Mr. M. remarked that he would not then ask for 
its second reading, with a view to its reference. 
The subject of the bill was a very comprehensive 
one. He merely wished it to be pzinted; and if, 
afteran examination of its provisions, Senators 
should think any reference of it to a committee 
necessary, he would move to refer it to a select 
committee. 

The bill was then ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MERRICK, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, reported back, with an 
amendment, House bill entitled “An act for the re- 
lief of Peters, Moore, and Company.” 

Several adverse reports of standing committees, 
on private claims, were taken up and concurred 
in by the Senate. 

The Senate then resumed the consideration, as 
in committee of the whole, of the bill to prevent 
the employment of private expresses upon mail 
routes, and for the prevention of frauds upon the 
revenues of the Post Office Department. 

Mr. HENDERSON said he would be perfectly 


ers was 160. The number of pigs of lead shipped 


satisfied with the bill,if it was amended in two 
particulars—that was, by inserting in its second 
and fifth sections the words ‘and actually in pos- 
session of such mailable matter;” so as. to make 
the penalty attach to the owners of siége-coaches, 
railroad cars, and steamboats, who may carry as 
passenger any person employed as.a private: ex- 
press, only in cases. where such agents maybe- aca 
tually in possession of mailable matter for trans- 
portation. l 7 ; 

Mr. MERRICK said he had no sort of objection: 
to the amendment, because it was exactly in aca 
cordance with the idea of the committee in agree» 
ing to the provisions of the bill—its object being,to 
prevent frauds on the revenues of the department, 
without placing unnecessary restrictions oa the 
rights of the owners of railroads, steamboats, and 
stages. i i 

These amendments were agreed to. `` : 

Mr. PORTER remarked that the provisions of 
this bill proposed to establish restrictions much: 
broader than by the Post Office law of 1825. By 
reference to that law, it would be-seen-that the ih- 
terdict only extended to letters; and left:it optional 
to those who might wish te transmit newspapers 
and pamphlets, either to send them by the regalar 
mails, or by other conveyance. But this bill places 
the interdict on all mailable matter—newspapers, 
pamphlets, and even the public documents, which 
he believed were mailable matter. According to 
the provisions of this bill, it would be penal for 
any person to transport any of the publie docu- 
ments, except through the regular mail. He ob- 
jected to that portion of the bill. which made it 
penal to transmit newspapers and pamphlets out 
of the mail, because it was a great convenience to 
the public to receive newspapers out of the mail, 
and in advance of it—which was the case’now, to 
a very great extent; and yet it was no disad- 
vantage, or a very small one, to the Post Office 
Depariment to be deprived of the carriage of them. 
Newspapers were sometimes actually conveyed 
from iix to twelve hours sooner, by way of the 
Sourd and Housatonic railroad, to Albany, than 
by the regular mail route between New York city 
and Albany. Now, anything which facilitated the 
transportation Letween those cities was of great 
interest to bis constituents. He could not, there~ 
fore, consent to that provision of the bill which 
makes it penal to convey newspapers and docu- 
ments out of the mail. He proposed to send home 
some documents of a public nature, which, if he 
should happen to place on board of a steamboat 
for that purpose, would subject himself to the 
penalties of the bill, for transporting mailable mat- 
ter out of the mail. He would, therefore, to obviate 
his objection to the bill, move tostrike from the 
second section the words “‘or other mailable matter 
whatsoever.” 


Mr. MERRICK said his honorable friend from 
Michigan was entirely mistaken as to the mean- 
ing of the words “mailable matter.” He ventured 
to say that there was not a lawyer within the wal's 
of the Senate, or elsewhere, if he were called upon 
to construe those words, who would not do so with 
reference to the existing laws, which defined what 
was mailable matter. Newspapers and pamphlets 
were not made mailable matter by this bill, but by 
previeus law. The term “mailable matter” was 
use’, because it was comprehensive, and in- 
cluded all matter other than letters, which by 
existing law was mailable. If these words were 
stricken out, the effect of the bill would be destroyed. 
Mr. M. further argued that, inasmuch as it was 
made the duty of the Government to carry newspa= 
pers and pamphlets in the mail, it should be se- 
cured in a monopoly of such carriage, as the ex- 
pense has to be incurred by making provision for 
their transportation. It was necessary to have such 
a monopoly, to enable the department to transport 
the mail, unless it was desirable that that depart- 
ment should fall a burden on the common treas- 


ury. 
Messrs. WOODBRIDGE, PORTER, CHOATE; ` 
HUNTINGTON, and WOODBURY, pointed out 
objections to the bill, which they expressed a wish 
that the chairman of the Post Office Committee 
[Mr. Merrick] would consent to remove; by modi- 
fications of its provisions, 
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tions, and the bill was passed over informally till 
to-morrow, the morning hour having expired. 


THE OREGON TERRITORY. 


-The unfinished debate on the question of pass- 
ing the bill for the occupation and settlement of the 
Territory of Oregon came up as the special order. 

Mr. RIVES, being entitled to the floor, addressed 
the Senate for about an hour and a half in support 
of the general objects of the bill, but in opposition to 
the retention of the provision for a grant of lands. 

He recognised and adopted to the fullest extent 

the reasons so ably and eloquently enforced by the 
Senator from Missouri, [Mr. Linn,] in relation to 
the national importance of the territory. He also 
concurred with him in the opinion that our inter- 
ests and our rights must suffer irretrievably by any 
further delay on the part of our Government to take 
the necessary steps for the occupation of the terri- 
tory by our citizens. With the exception of the 
mere formality of taking possession of Fort George, 
(Astoria,) after the war, in 1818, our Government 
never had done anything to obtain the occupation 
we claim as our right,.or even the joint occupation 
in pursuance of the treaty. For nearly thirty 
years—since the breaking up of Mr. Astor’s estab- 
lishment in 1813—-we had been out of possession, 
and the British Hudson Bay Company had been 
allowed the exclusive occupation for all practical 
purposes. However limited the views and objects 
of that company were for the first ten or” fifteen 
years of this interval, it was in vain now to escape 
the conviction that these views and objects have 
been enlarged and extended so as. to embrace agri- 
cultural pursuits, and the permanent settlement of 
selected portions of the territory. Pending the dif- 
ficulties which had so long existed between Great 
Britain.and the United States, in relation to the 
Northeastern boundary and other irritating subjects, 
the postponement of this question of the occupation 
and settlement of the Oregon Territory was, per- 
haps, the best thing that could be done, under the 
circumstances. Now that these leading difficulties 
have been so happily adjusted by the late treaty, it 
seemed to be the proper time for taking some steps 
on the part of our Government to preserve our 
rights, 


Mr. R. reviewed the whole history of our title, 
and showed that it took its origin in the original 
charters granting to our ancestors the territory from 
sea to sea—from the Atlantic to ihe Pacific. He 
recapitulated the history of the Columbia river, 
and all the arguments of title founded on discov- 
ery; and from all these, he proved that we stood on 
quite a different foundation from that on which 
Great Britain would stand. We claimed the sove- 
reignty as ours by right of discovery. But if we 
neglecied the condition of the laws of nations, 
which requires that we should follow up the dis- 
covery by occupation, Great Britain might contend 
that our neglect was a waiver of our right. The 
terms of the existing treaty had, however, saved 
our claim on the ground of discovery; but we could 
no longer, with safety, refrain from some eflicient 
act of joint occupation, consistent with our obliga- 
tions and good faith under the treaty. He consid- 
ered the provisions of this biil, with the exception 
of that proposed to be stricken out, were in surict 
conformity with the spirit and meaning of the con- 
vention, and such as would be perfectly unexcep- 
tionable. He therefore would vote for the recom: 
mittal of the bill; and if the provision for grants 
of land should be strieken out, he would give 
hearty support to the bill. 

Mr. SEVIER hoped the Senator from Virgin‘a 
(Mr. Arcutr] would modify his motion, whic 
he understood now was to recommit the bill to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, so as to make 
itto the committee of the whole. 

Mr. ARCHER explained that, in consequence 
of the select committee which reported the bii 
having been discharged, he did not know what 
other committee than one of the standing commit- 
tees the bill could be referred to. There was no 
committee of the whole. 

Several Senators explained that in the Senate 
there was not, strictly speaking, a committee of 
the whole, 


Mr. MERRICK replied to these several objec- 
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Mr. SEVIER said, if so, he would prefer hav: 
ing the question taken on the ‘passage of the bill in 


its presentform. On the motion to recommit the 
bill to the Committee on Foreign Relations, he 
called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Considerable difficulty seemed to arise as to the 
recommittal of the bill; most of the Senators who 
bad taken part in the discussion merely requiring 
that the land provision should be stricken out, so 
as to have a unanimous vote in favor of the bill. 
But the call for the yeas and nays not being with- 
drawn, the motion to recommit to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations had precedence. ; 

Mr. ARCHER having asked for a suggestion to 
get out of the difficulty; and, 

Mr. BUCHANAN having thrown out one, to the 
effect that the recommital might be to a select 
committee, admitting of the appointment of the 
same gentlemen who were on the committee that 
reported the bill, the motion to recommit to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations was withdrawn. 

Mr. ARCHER then moved to recommit the bill 
to a select committee. 

Mr. BENTON, on the question of reeommittal 
being put, obtained the floor; but the hour being 
late, the subject was passed over informally. 

On motion of Mr. BUCHANAN, 

The Senate went into executive session; 
after some time spent therein, 

Adjourned, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Wennespay, February 1, 1843. 


Mr. CHARLES J. INGERSOLL presented a 
petition of citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., for the 
passage of such a law as willrestore Amos Kendall 
to his personal liberty, of which he has been de- 
prived in consequence of a. judgment obtained 
against him for certain of his official acts while 
Postmaster General of the United States. 

Mr. RIDGWAY presented a memorial, signed 
by 35 citizens of Columbus, Ohio, petitioning Con- 
gress to repeal the law by which the summer term 
of the circuit and district courts of the United 
States were removed from Columbus to Cincinnati: 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a memorial, signed by the members of the 
bar and other citizens of Marion, Marion county, 
Ohio, (in all 67,) of the same character, and the 
same reference made. ` 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD presented resolutions of 
the Legislature of the State of Maine, instructing 
the Senators and requesting the Representatives of 
that State to use their influence to precure the pass- 
age of a bill unconditionally refunding to General 
Jackson the fine, with interest and cost, imposed 
on bim by Judge Hall. 

{These resolutions passed the Senate of Maine 
by a unanimous vote, and by a vote of two to one 
in the House of Representatives. ] 

The Hon. Mr. Crawrorp, successor to the 
late Mr. Hasersuam of Georgia, was this morning 
sworn, and took his seat. 

Mr. GARRETT DAVIS submitied the follow- 
ing resolution; and ii was adc pied: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury report to this 
House the number, classes, and compensation of every descrip- 
tion of the officers, and al} other persens connected with the 
collection of therevewues, in the employment of the United 
States, at the following ports, viz: Portland, Bosten, Salem, 
Newburyport, New London, Philadelphia, Baltimore, Norfolk, 
Charleston, Mobile, and New Orleans, on the Ist day of Janu- 
ary, 1S43, and on the Ist day of January, 1829. respectively; 
and that he also report the gross amount ef revenue collected 
ateach cf those poris for the two years preceding those dates, 

Mr. BOARDMAN offered the following resola- 
tien; and it was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster General be directed to report 
to this House how he has expended the appropriation made 
at the last session of Congress for the purchase of the grounds 
adjacentto the General Post Office building; what use has been 
made ofthe property purchased; and whether, in hisopinion, it 
is necessary and expedient for the Government to purchase the 


and, 


wxemainder of the grounds on the square. 


THE ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON rose to a privileged 
question; and, having obtained the floor, moved a 
reconsideration of the vote taken yesterday, by 
which the army appropriation bill was passed. 
His object was to move a resolution, if the House 
should agree to reconsider the vote, to recommit 


the billto the Committee of Ways and Means, with 
instructions to strike, from it every item which 
could be dispensed with, without detriment to the 
public service. For the three several days that the. 
House went into Committee of the Whole on this 
bill, the entire time of the House was taken up, 
with a discussion of some two ct three minor 
points; while every gentleman knew, he presumed, 
that this bill contained a large amount of appro- 
priations—something like $5,000,000. During that 
debate, the question was asked, (but never an- 
swered by the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means,) what amount of revenue was 
expected for the coming year? “If he could now 
get the ear of the chairman of that committee, he 
would again ask what amount was expected to be 
received during the coming year. 

Mr. FILLMORE said he was too hoarse to ad- 
dress the House; but, if the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi would come to his desk, he would show 
him what the Secretary of the Treasury expected, 
from a document which that officer had furnished 
to the House. The honorable gentleman made some 
other observations, which did not reach the reporte 
ers desk. 

Mr. THOMPSON continued. From the esti- 
mates laid before them, it was evident the Secreta- 
ry had greatly errcd in his estimate. He had antici- 
pated $16,000,000 from customs, when it was 
evident the sum could not exceed $12,000,000, and 
by many rot more than 410,000,000 was expected. 
The Secretary of the Treasury had also estimated 
that $2,700,000 would accrue from the sales 
of the publie lands; but in his (Mr. Taompson’s) 
estimation, that was also a mistake; for he did not 
believe that more than a million anda half of dol- 
lars could be realized from the public jands. From 
the papers of this morning, it appeared that the 
officers of the Government had succeeded in bor- 
rowing $5,000,000; but in the fiscal year 1844, if 
they gave no powerto the Secretary or the Pres- 
ident to borrow more, they would have a deficit 
amounting to $7,000,000 or $8,000,000. Now he 
was one of those who, in his private relations, 
adopted this system—- 

Mr. JAMES COOPER rose, and asked if it was 
in order to discuss the subject al this time. 

The SPEAKER was understood to reply that 
the gentleman from Mississippi was in order. 

Mr. THOMPSON resumed. If they had no 
means of raising money, what should be the policy 
of this Government?’ They had attempted to bor- 
row; and in that attempt they had failed. [Cries 
of “No, ™ho, no!”}] Abroad, they were disgraced 
and dishonored, They had succeeded, it was une, 
in now borrowing a sum of money; but who did 
not feel that they were disgraced by the manner in 
which it bad been done? It surely was not a mat- 
ter of felicitation; and he hoped there would be no 
further attempts to borrow; and he was willing so 
to make the appropriations as to avoid that neces- 
sity. And he wished to put this question as a test 
vote, wheter gentlemen would so make the appro- 
priations ss to avoid tae additional necessity of bor- 
rowing money, 

Rr. DODGE of Towa asked the gentleman 
from Mis:issippi to let the question of recon-idera- 
tion go over to another day, that this day and to» 
morrow might be devoted to Territorial business, 
which was the special order for those days. Yese 
terday, much cf the time was consamed in the dis- 
cession of a question in relation to land in Lilinois 
acd the and he ty that ibe remain- 
ing time i for Territorial business would be 
given to it. 


Mr. THOMPSON said he was quite willing. to 


assent to such an arrangement. 
a 


OM hoped the metion of 


House shovid take finel action on this bill as soon 
as possibie, that it might go to the Senate. 

Mr. THOMPSON ssid he had but a very few 
remarks mere io make. It was not bis intention 
to make a speech; he merely wished to call the ate 
tention of the House to the fact, that if they pro- 
ceeded thus to make appropriations, they should 
look to the necessary conseqnences of such a 
course. Last year, they passed a bill called the 


tariff bill—which was expected, he believed, by the 
committee who reported it, to yield a revenue of 
$26,000,000; but the prospect new was, that it 
would not yield more than $10,000,000. And as 
he saw no proposition made to reduce the duties 
fixed by that bill, he asked whether they would 
go forward and make appropriations, while there 
was no money to meet them. The consequence of 
increasing our tariff of duties had been, in a great 
degree, to destroy our commerce; and if appropri- 
ations. were limited even to $20,000,000, he was of 
opinien that it would be more than the revenue 
would meet. They would necessarily, then, be 
driven to borrow money; and he asked, should 
they not rather strike out every item of expendi- 
ture which could be dispensed with, rather than 
borrow money under existing circumstances? They 
had attempted to borrow money to meet the ordi- 
nary expenses of the Government for three or four 
years, and he held that they should now stop that 
policy. 

Before he concluded, he would make a remark 
respecting the Secretary of War. That gentleman 
had reduced the appropriations this year $1,800,000, 
for which he deserves the thanks of Congress. This 
was owing, in a great degree, to services dispensed 
with in the Florida war; and he (Mr. T.) was satis- 
fied that still greater savings might be effected if 
the Committee of Ways and Means would state to 
him the impossibility of meeting such appropria- 
tions. But it would be impossible for him, or any 
other member of the House, without a consulta- 
tion with the Secretary of War, to point ont what 
items can be most appropriately dispensed with, 
and what items of appropriation can be properly 
and judiciously diminished. 

Mr. GRANGER said he wasin hopes that this bill, 
which was yesterday passed apparently so unani- 
mously, would have been permitted to goto the Sen- 
ate undisturbed, and without the lecture to this en- 
tire body from the gentleman from Mississippi. 
But that gentleman had not only read a lesson to 
this entire body, including his own political friends; 
but he had read a lesson to himself, for he had al- 
lowed this bill to pass yesterday, without calling 
for the yeas and nays, thathe might record his 
vote against it; and yet he now rose and took the 
course which the House had witnessed. He (Mr, 
G ) could not suppose that the gentleman was seek- 
ing to create political capital; he was certainly 
far above that. But did he not seek to create the 
impression that this whole body had been trifling 
with the public interests? 

He went on to observe that, in voting for that 
bill, he (Mr. Q.) had not been actuated by selfish or 
local prejudices; for the army was more necessary 
to the frontier country in the neighborhood of the 
gentleman from Mississippi, than for that district 
from which he (Mr. G.) came. And, on the sub- 
ject of the tariff bill, he said he was a high protec- 
tive tariff man, up to the hub; and at the last ses- 
sion he recorded his votein favor of atax on tea and 
coffee, which would have yielded’ $4,000,000. Did 
the gentleman from Mississippi do as much? 

Mr. THOMPSON said he had not voted for it. 

Mr. GRANGER. Nao; the gentleman was op- 
posed to a high protective tariff. They of the 
North, who went for protection, stood up in their 
places and supported a tax which would manifestly 
have produced to the treasury $4,000,000; and yet 
the gentleman from Mississippi rose in his place 
and talked as he had done about a high protective 
tariff, Such remarks would come better from 
some other quarter. 

Mr. THOMPSON said he understood the friends 
of the tariff to say, at the time of its passage, tha!, 
independently of the tax on tea and coffes, it would 
raise something like $20,000,000. 

Mr. GRANGER was understocd to say that he 
thought the tariff, on its present basis, if undis- 
turbed, would raise that amount; and though he 
was willing to give the additional amount that 
could be raised by the tax on tea and coffee, he 
believed the expenditures could be cut down to 
$22,000,000; and then there would be sufficient to 
cover their expenditures. 

The gentleman, it appeared, was exceedingly 
alarmed about the credit of the United S-ates Gov- 
ermment. But he would tell that gentleman that, 
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whatever their necessities might be, this Govern-- 
ment had never yet denied its debts. The Gov- 

ernment had raised—if he were to judge from the 

papers of this morning—or father the officers of the 

Government had negotiated, their 6 per cent. loan 

at par. That was not doing very much with this 

tariff, even without the duty on tea and coffee; 

and with the honor and honest faith of this na- 

tion -pledged for its repayment. But if it should 

not be repaid, why, there was the simplest process 

in the world: for they had nothing to do, if it were 

inconvenient to pay, but to “repudiate.” The 

gentleman from Mississippi would see the immense 

advantage of repudiation; for, at the best, nobedy 

but the purse-proud aris‘ocrat, or some foreigner | 
who had here invested his millions, would be the 

loser; while it would be, though certainly a novel, 

yet, doubtless, an equitable mode of distributing 

the money of the world among all the people of 

the world. [Laughter.] 

The majority of this House had little reason to 
stand by the Administration; but they had good 
reason to stand by the honor and integrity and the- 
plighted faith of this nation; and he trusted in God 
that the Representatives of the people—confident 
in the resources, and the ability, and the character 
of the seventeen millions of this American nation— 
would go forward, and make such appropriations 
as should sustain every arm of the national de- 
fence; and if it should be necessary during a tem- 
porary depression, to pledge the credit of the 
country to sustain even this Administration, like 
American patriots he trusted they would do it, and 
not be rebuked for discharging their high duty. 

Mr. JAMES COOPER then obtained the floor, 
and moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table, 

The question was taken, and the motion agreed 
to. 


JUDGE BETTS AND CAPT. MACKENZIE. 


Mu. SNYDER asked leave to offer the follow- 
ing resolution: 
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REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. - 

Mr. PENDLETON, from the Committee on - 
Military Affairs, reported. a resolution rescinding 
the call made upon the Secretary of the Navy for 
a copy of Lieutenant Wilkes’s report and survey 
of Oregon. 

The resolution was objected to in various. parts 
of the House. .. - oe 

Mr. PENDLETON stated that the committee 
were informed that it would take a month to copy 
Lieutenant Wilkes’s report, and therefore they 
could not get it in time to answer the objects for 
which they desired it. . 

The resolution was then adopted. 

Mr. STOKELY, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of certain 
companies of Michigan militia: read twice, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr: WOOD, from the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, reported a bill to authorize the purchase of 
the land adjoining the navy yard at Brooklyn, New 
York: read twice, and referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 


Mr. CUSHING, from the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, reported the following resolution: 

The Committee on Foreign Affairs, to whom 
was referred the memorial of Ebenezer Wheel- 
wright, and others, praying indemnity from the 
United States for French spoliations prior to 1800, 
report.the following resolution for the consideration 
of the House: 

Resolved, That all debate in the Committee of the Whole 
House‘on the state of the Union, on House bill No. 57, entitled 
“A bill to provide for the satisfaction of claims due to certain 
American citizens, for spoliations committed on their commerce 
prior to 31st July, 1801,? shall cease on Tuesday next; at 2 
o'clock, and the committee shall proceed to vote on the amend- 
ments then pending, or that may be offered to said bill, and then 
report the bill to the House, with such amendments as may 
have been agreed to by the committee, 

Mr. CUSHING said it was evident that no bill 
of any importance could be decided, without the 
adoption of some such resolution as this. It was 
due to the suffering memorialists that the House 
should come to a decision upon this bill. He 
desired to have the previous question on this reso- 
lution: 

Mr. J. P. KENNEDY opposed the resolution, 
on the ground that Tuesday next was appointed for 
the consideration of another subject. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON inquired whether it was 
in order forthe Committee on Foreign Afairs to 
report a resolution fixing a day for the termination 
of the debate on a bill which had never been taken 
up in Commitee of the Whole? 

Mr. CUSHING said three speeches had beén 
made on the bill. 

Mr. PICKENS said it had never been taken up. 
The Committee of the Whole had several times 
expressly refused. 

The SPEAKER, after referring to the rule of 
the House, decided the resolution to be in order. 

Mr. HOPKINS moved that the whole subject 
be Jaid on the table. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON rose to address the 
House, but was called to order. Several gentle< 
men attempted to speak. . 

The point of order was discussed by Messrs. 
CUSHING, J. P. KENNEDY, PICKENS, GIL- 
MER, CAVE JOHNSON, and the SPEAKER; 
turning chiefly on a question of fact, viz. whether 
the bill for the relief of claimants under French 
spoliations prior to 1800, bad ever been taken up 
in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved to lay the whole 
subject on the table, and asked for the yeas and. 
nayson the motion; which were ordered. 

The House refused to lay on the table—yeas 
93, nays 103, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs, L. W. Andrews, Arnold, Arrington, Atherton, 
Beeson, Black, Brewster, Charles Brown, Burke, William 
Butler, William O. Butler, Green W. Caldwell, John Camp. 
bell, Caruthers, Cary, Casey, Chapman, Clifford, Clinton, Coles, 
Daniel, Garrett Davis, R. D. Davis, Dean, Deberry, Doan, Doig, 
Eastman, Egbert, John G. Floyd, Fornance, Gamble, Gentry, 
Gerry, Gilmer, William O. Goode, Gordon, Graham, Harris, 
Hastings, Hays, Hopkins, Houck, Houston, Hubard, Hunter, 
Charles J. Ingersoll, Jack, Cave Johnson, John W. Jones, 
Andrew Kennedy, Littlefield, Lowell, Abraham. McClellan, 
Robert McClellan, McKay, McKeon, Marchand, Alfred Mar- 
shall, Medill, Meriwether, Miller, Mitchell, Moore, Newhard, 
Owsley, Partridge, Payne, Pickens, Pope, Profit, Rayner, 


Es 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary inquire 
whether Samuel R. Betts, district judge of the United States for 
the southern district of New York, refused to entertain a com- 
plaint of murder alleged to have been committed on the high 
seas, upon the ground that he had other business of a civil na- 
ture to occupy his time; and to report to the House the proper 
proceedings to be taken on the occasion, 

+. . 

Mr. BARNARD and others objected. 

Mr. SNYDER then moved a suspension of the 
rules, in order to receive the resolution. 

The motion was voted down, without a division. 


On motion of Mr. JAMES COOPER, 500 extra 
copies of the report of the Secretary of War, on 
the subject of the Chickasaw fund, were ordered 
to be printed. 


Mr. WINTHROP asked leave to present, and 
have referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, sundry memorials, signed 
by 2,107 citizens of Boston, complaining of the 
present state of trade and the derangement of the 
currency, and asking that the exchequer, with some 
modifications, may be adopted. 


SPECIAL ORDER FOR TERRITORIAL BU- 
SINESS, 


Mr. ROOSEVELT called up his motion to re- 
consider the vote by which three days were set 
apart for the consideration of business relating to 
the several Territories. He said that but thirty 
days of the session remained, whilst there was a 
vast amount of business before the House. He 
thought that three days was rather more tan the 
proportion which should be assigned to the affairs 
of 100,000 out of 17,000,000 of yeople. He referred 
to the discussion which took place yesterday, when 
the whole day was consumed on the reconsideration 
of a bill rejected at the last session. by a solemn 
vote of the House; and also mentioned the fact 
that Friday was set apart for the consideration of 
a billin which the citizens of Florida were inter- 
ested, and which would elicit much debate. He 
concluded by moving that the special order be re- 
scinded. 

Mr. POPE, after raising a question of order on 
the motion, contending that it was too late, moved 
that it be laid on the table. 

This motion was agreed to. 


f 
t 
f 
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Reding, Ráncher, Reynolds, Rigga, Rogers, William Russell, 

Saunders, Shields, William Smith, Snyder, Steenrod, Summers, 

Jacob Thompson, Triplett, Turney, Underwood, Van Buren, 

“‘Waliace, Weller, Westbrook, and Christopher H. Williams, 
93, 


NAYS+Messrs,. Adams, Sherlock J. Andrews, Aycrigg, 
Babcock, Baker, Barnard, Barton, Birdseye, Blair, Board- 
man, Borden, Briggs, Brockway, Bronson, Jeremiah Brown, 
Burnell, Calhoun, Thos. J. Campbell, Childs, Chittenden, 
John C. Clark, Staley N. Clarke, James Cooper, .Cowen, 
Cranston, Cushing, Dawson, John Edwards, Ferris, Fessen- 
Gen, Fillmore, A. Lawrence Foster, Thomas. F., Foster, Gates, 
Giddings, Granger, Green, Gustine, Henry, Holmes, Howard, 
Hadson, Huat, Joseph R., Ingersoll, James Irvis, William W. 
Irwin, James, William Cost Johnson, Isaac D. Jones, Keim, 
John P. Kennedy, King, McKennan, Mallory, Thomas F. 
Marshall, Samson Mason, John Thomson Mason, Mathiot, 
“Mathews, Mattocks, Maxwell, Mayoard, Morgan, Morris, Mor- 
row, Oliver, Parmenter, Pearce, Pendleton, Powell, Ramsey, 


BRandall, Ridgway, Roosevelt, J. M. Russell, Saltonstall, San- i 


ford, Sewell, Slade, Truman Smith, Stanly, Stokely, Stratton, 


A. H. H, Stuart, J.T. Stuart, Taliaferro, John B. Thompson, . 


Richard W. Thompson, Tillinghast, Toland, Tomlinson, Trum- 
bull,-Ward, Warren, Edward DÐ. White, Joseph L. White, 
Joseph L. Williams, Winthrep, Wise, Wood, Yorke, and 
John Young —103. 

So the motion to lay the subject on the table was 
rejected. 

The question was then taken on the demand 
for the previous question, and carried—ayes 82, 
noes 74, 

Mr. TURNEY then called for the yeas and nays 
on ordering the main question; which were ordered, 
and resulted in yeas 90, nays 95. l 

So the House refused to order the main ques- 
tion, and 

The SPEAKER said that it would have to lie 
over till to-morrow. 


CAPTURE OF MONTEREY. ° 
Mr. ADAMS offered the following resolutions: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
Quested to inform this House by what authority, and under 
whose instructions, Captain Thomas Ap Catesby Jones, com- 
mander of the squadron of the United States in the Pacific 
ocean, did, on or about the 19th of October last, invade in war- 
like nay the territories of the Mexican Republic, take posses- 
aion of the town of Monterey, and declare himself commander 
of the naval and military expedition for the occupation of the 
Californias, N 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be request- 
ed to communicate to this House copies of all the instructions 

iven by him, or under his authority, to the said Captain Jones, 

rom’the time of his appointment to the command of the said 

squadron; also, copies of all communications received from 
hin relating to hie expedition for the occupation of the Califor- 
niae; and, also, to inform this House whether orders have been 
deapatched to the said Captain Jones, recalling him from his 
command, 


Mr. GRANGER moved the previous question. 

Mr. WISE hoped the gentleman from New York 
would withdraw his motion, to enable him to make 
a statement, He had a statement in his hand from 
Commodore Jones himself, 


Mr. GRANGER suggested to the gentleman 
from Virginia that he might send that statement to 
the chair, and have it read by the Clerk. 


Mr. WISE said he would not let it go out of his 
bands, unless the gentleman from New York would 
withdraw the motion for the previous question. 

Mr. GRANGER did not accede to the propo- 
sition. 

The previous question was then seconded—93 
voting in the affirmative, and 70 in the negative. 

Mr. WISE now called for the orders of the day 
-~the morning hour having expired. 


“TERRITORIAL BUSINESS. 


The Territorial business being the special order 
for this day, 

Mr. LEVY moved that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole thereon; which was 
agreed to, and Mr. J. R, Inazrsout was called to 
the chair. 

On the motion of Mr. DODGE of Wisconsin, 
the committee tcok up a bill to authorize the elec- 
tion and appointment of officers of the Territory of 
Wisconsin; which, on his motion, was amended, 
and laid aside to be reported to the House. 

Mr. DODGE of Wisconsin then moved that the 
committee take up the bill for the protection of 
commerce on the western shore of Lake Michigan. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON suggested some imma- 
terial amendment; which was agreed to. 

Mr. MERIWETHER asked what the amount 
was, which this bill proposed to appropriate. 

The Clerk was understood to reply that it was 
$83,000. 

Mr. J. P. KENNEDY advocated the bill, which 


was intended to appropriate money for the con- 
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struction of harbors, which the commerce of the 
lakes so much required. ; 

Mr. MERIWETHER. contended that this ap- 
propriation should have formed part of the general 
appropriation bill. He was opposed to this division 
of the appropriations. 

Mr. BLACK also opposed the bill. He said he 
did rot do so on the ground of the extravagance of 
its appropriation. He would not stop to inquire 
into the amount appropriated in the bill. He 
looked to a higher question involved in this- bill. 
He looked to the question as to the right of the 
Federal Government to carry on internal improve- 
ments. He had always opposed such improve- 
ments by the General Government, wherever the 
improvement might lie—wheiher in his own Slate 
or elsewhere. He regarded opposition to internal 
improvements by the Federal Government as one 
of the most substantial tenets of the Republican 
faith. ` 

Mr. POPE rose, and advecated the bill. He 
did not regard this as a constitutional question, but 
merely as one of expediency. He replied to vari- 
ous objections urged against the bill, 

Mr. ROOSEVELT rose to make a single inqui- 
ry. How much would it cost to complete the sev- 
eral harbors, since what was proposed to be appro- 
priated in this bill was only a beginning? [A voice: 
“Less than the New York custom-house.”] 

Mr. H. DODGE stated that an estimate had 
been made by the Topographical bureau of the 
whole cost of the several harbors, and the amount 
was $171,000. He then preceeded to address the 
commitiee in favor of the bill. Unwilling as he 
was to obirade himself upon the House, (knowing 
the delicate relation ia which delegates from the 
Territories stood, and also knowing the importance 
of the time of the House,) he should say but little 
on the subject. It was, indeed, true that but little 
time was given to the business of the Territories 
on yesterday; when the army bil] was passed, it 
wanted a quarter of 2 o’clock; and when the House 
adjourned, it was a quarter past 3. Thus, only 
one hour anda half was given to the Territories 
on that day; and yet to-day the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Roosevetr] again manifested a 
disposition to lay the heavy hand of power upon 
us! 

He proceeded to reply to various objections 
urged against the appropriations. The estimates 
for the harbors were made five years ago; and 
since that time, the memorials of the Legislature 
of Wisconsin bad been continually presented to 
Congress. Numerous memorials had also come 
here from Ohio, New York, Indiana, and Iinois— 
all asking the same object. It was a matter of 
vital importance; and though some gentlemen here 
might think lightly of everything that concerned 
the Territories, he trusted it would: be viewed in 
the proper light, and that justice would be done. 

It had been asked why this bill was without a 
report. He would answer, that early in the ses- 
sion he consulted with the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, [Mr. J. P. Kennepy,} and 
that gentleman thought it was best to report a bill 
identical with the bill of last session. The esti- 
mats for the completion of these barbors were 
made in 1837, and their aggregate was $228 000; 
since that time, the price of lumber, of provisions, 
and of labor bad fallen. Plank, which then cost 
$50, could now be bought for $15. So with other 
things which would be used. The actual expense, 
then, of the whole three harbors, he thought could 
not exceed $171,009. 

As to the constitutional objection to the appro- 
priations, he would say that objections of this king, 
however applicable to ap;ropriations for internal 


improvements in the States, could rot apply to the | 


Territories, The Territories were the propery 
of the National Government; and all they ask- 
ed was that justice might be done. Already had 
the Territory of Wisconsin paid into the ireasury 
near $3,000 000 from sales of publie lands within it. 
The mere pittance of 24 per cent. upon the reve- 
nue there collected, would complete the harbors 
asked for. They were important to the Territory 
and to its increasing exports. The Secretary of 
War had called attention to their importance in a 


| 


national point of view. (Here Mr. D. read from the 


report of the Secretary of War.) In case of a war 
with England, what, he asked, would be our condi- 
tion? Where could our troops be landed in that 
section of the country}—settled by a hardy, enter- 
prising and intelligent population, which would 


be soon sufficient for it to become a State. Its im- 
provement was important tu the Atlantic States. 
He referred to the risk of life at present incurred 
by all who navigate the lakes—life which was 
above all price. ‘The gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. Mrriwetaer] he thought, would not have 
been so ardent in his opposition to the bill, had he 
been in some of the storms last November upon 
the lakes, where the people of Wisconsin were 
liable to be wrecked on their own shores. He 
described the storms which often arose on the 
lakes, and the dangers which the people had to en- 
counter. They had risked everything in biking 
their settlements. Should they, then, be only regarded 
as step-children, thrown aside, and their interests 
not attended to? ` 

He availed himself of the occasion to do justice 
to several gentlemen new on that floor, who had 
enlisted in behalf of Wisconsin, when their ser- 
vices were so effective in defending her territory 
from devaslation—Messrs. Reynwoips, Casey, and 
Sruarr of Illinois. It was due to those gentlemen 
to say that they bad continued to be friendly to his 
people. 

Afier referring to the fact that the Committee of 
Ways and Means had reported a bill appropria- 
ting $60,000 for the barbor of Chicago, and 
$642,000 for harbors generally, he begged that his 
Territory might not be thrown off, whilst other parts 
of the Union were so well provided for. ~- All that 
his constituents wanted was aid to enable them to 
develop the resources of their section of the coun- 
try. 

Mr. WM. COST JOHNSON observed that the ` 
bill would meet bis approbation, provided one 
amendment should be made. The clause for a 
harbor at Milwaukie provided that the harbor 
should be construcied at the mouth of the river, 
Now, as he understcod that there was a much 
better location, where nature had almost formed a 
harbor, he moved to amend the bill, by providing 
that the location of the harbor should be selected 
under the direction of the Secretary of War; thus 
leaving the question open. 

Mr. H. DODGE acquiesced in the suggestion. 

The amendment was then agreed to. 

Mr. J. P. KENNEDY said, as the fiscal year 
had been changed, he wished to have the billso 
amended, to distribute the appropriations accord- 
ingly—direeting a portion to be expended during 
the half-calendar year ending June 30, 1843, and 
the remainder during the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1844. He wished to have the several sums 
divided accordingly. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill (no further propositions to amend hay- 
ing beeni submitted) was then laid aside to be re- 
ported. 

Mr. LEVY moved to take up the bill making 
appropriations for certain roads and the improve- 
ment of certain rivers in the Territory of -Florida; 
which wss agreed to. 

Mir, W. W.IRWIN offered an amendment to 
sirike out the Escambia river, and insert the 
Choetahatchie, so as to make the appropriation for 
the improvement of the latter river instead of the 
former: carried. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNEON moved to strike out the 
appropriation of $12,000 for the road commencing 
on ihe Apalacheola, and suggested the inexpe- 
diency of making such large appropriations for 
objects that could be dispensed with in the present 
state cf our finances, 

Mr. LEVY explained, and defended the appro- 
priation; and the yote being taken, 

The amendment of Mr. Jounson was rejected, 
and the bill was laid aside tobe yeported to the 
House. 

Ca motion by Mr. LEVY, the committee took 
up the bill waking appropriations for the comple- 
tion of the public buildings in the Territory of 
Florida; and, after some explanations by Mr. L.p it 
was also laid aside to be reported. 

On motion by Mr. LEVY, the bill making an 
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appropriation of $5,000 fora law library for the 
Territory of Plorida, was taken up. 

Mr, ROOSEVELT briefly opposed the bill; and 

After some remarks from Messrs. BLACK, 
PROFFIT, and LEVY, the question was- taken 
on reporting the bill to the House; and it was 
lost. ; 

On. motion by Mr. LEVY, the bill making an 
appropriation for the erection of a marine hospital 
at Key West, was taken up. z . 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved to strike out the 
enaċting clause of the bill. . f 

Mr. LEVY made some remarks, explaining and 
advocating the bill, and in opposition to the mo- 
tion. ` 

Tellers were demanded on the motion of the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cave Jounson] 
to strike out the enacting clause; and Messrs, R. W. 
‘Tompson and Houston were appointed; and they 
reported 45 in the affirmative, and 68 in the nega- 
live—being less than a quorum. = 

A motion was made that the committee rise; 
which was negatived—-ayes 58, noes 64. As this 
division proved that a quorum was in attendance, 
the committee returned to the consideration of the 
motion of Mr. C. Jounson to strike out the en' 
acting clause. 

Mr. JOHNSON withdrew his motion, and the 
bill was laid aside to be reported to the House. 

Mr. DODGE of Iowa moved to take up bill No. 
382, entitled ‘A bill for the construction of certain 
roads and a canal route in the Territory of ITowa;” 
which motion was agreed to. f 

Mr. D. then moved the following amendment, to 
be inserted in lieu of the bill asit now stande: 

That the sum of fifty thousand dollars be, and the same is 
hereby appropriated, out ofany money in the treasury nat oth- 
erwise appropriated, to continue the removal of the obstruc- 
tions to the navigation of the Mississippi river, at the Des 
Moines and Rock River rapids, in said river, to be expended 
under the direction of the Secretary of War during that por- 
tion of the year 1843 when most good can be effected by the 
same, 

This object Mr. D. advocated, and supported his 
advocacy by reading extracts from certain memo- 
rials from the Territories, and from a message of 
Governor Chambers to the Territorial Legislature 
at its last session. 

The debate was continued by Mr. CAVE JOHN- 
SON, Mr. DODGE of Iowa, and Mr. SPRIGG. 

Mr. POPE advocated the appropriation as con- 
templated for a useful object. The trade was very 
important; and it would be needless to endeavor to 
arrest these expenditures. They would be made; 
for the removal of the obstructions in the Western 
rivers had been commenced, and the continuance 
of it was only like repairing a road. He regretted 
the low state of the treasury; yet the fault he at- 
tributed to others—to the striking out of tea and 
coffee, as dutiable articles, from the tariff bill, by the 
Senate. 

Various gentlemen expressed a desire to speak; 


but 

Mr. C. JOHNSON moved that the committee 
rise; which motion was carried. 

The committee then rose, and reported the sev- 
eral bills noticed as laid aside to be reported. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, reported a bill to amend the act of 1838, 
granting pre-emption rights to certain settlers: read 
twice, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. f . 

Mr. POPE, from the Committee on Territories, 
reported “A bill concerning the Legislative As- 
sembly of Wisconsin:” read twice, and referred to 
the Commitiee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

The SPEAKER, at the suggestion cf Mr. FILL- 
mong, laid before the House a confidential com- 
munication in relation to certain frauds alleged to 
have been committed upon the Cherokee tribe of 
Indians. The message (without being opened or 
read) was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
communication from the War Department, - in 
answer toa resolution calling for information in 
relation to the repair of the Potomac bridge: re- 
ferred to the Committee for the District of Colum- 
bia. 

Also, a communication from the Treasury De. 
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partment, transmitting, in compliance with the 30th 
section of the act of 1836, a detailed statement of 
the condition of the Chickasaw fund: referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Also, a communication from. the Navy Depart- 
ment, in answer to a resolution calling for infor- 
mation in relation to the pay of seamen and others: 
laid on the table, and ordered§to be printed. 


_ Also, the annual report of the Commissioner of 
Patents: laid on the table, and ordered. to be 
printed. `- 

Mr. BRIGGS submitted a motion to print 5,000 
extra copies; which was objected to, and lies 
over. 

Mr. GRAHAM offered the following resoluticn, 
which was adopted: 


Resolved, That the Committee of Claims be instructed to 
inquire into the expediency of paying John Phagan for ser- 
vices he rendered the United States, under the direction of the 
Secretary of War, in Florida, among the Seminole Indians. 


On motion of Mr. WELLER, the House then 
adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuourspay, February 2, 1843. 


The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Treasury Depart- 
ment, transmitting, in compliance with the third 
section of the act of 30th April, 1836, an exhibit 
of the condition of the several trust funds arising 
out of the treaties with the Choctaw Indians; which, 
on motion of Mr. SMITH of Indiana, was refer- 
red to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. SMITH of Indiana presented joint resolu- . 
tions of the Legislature of Indiana—one relating to 
the construction of a harbor at Michigan city; and 
another asking an appropriation for.the improve- 
ment of the navigation of the Wabash river; which 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 


Mr. BATES presented two pétitions from Ips- 
wich, Massachusetts—one signed by Daniel Weed 
and 26 others, praying for the abolition of slavery 
in the Distriet of Columbia; and the other, signed 
by W. W. Graves and 25 others, for the abolition 
of slavery generally. 

Objection was made to their reception; and, 

On motion of Mr. BERRIEN, the question of 
reception was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WALKER presented memorials from the 
city council and citizens of Natchez, Mississippi, 
praying the establishment of a naval armory and 
dock-yard at that place; whieh was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CHOATE presented petitions from Isaac 
Hall and Thomas Curtis, merchants of Boston, 
praying the payment of a sum of money retained 
by the United States consul in the Isle of France— 
being part of the proceeds of a vessel owned by 
them, which was condemned and sold as unsea- 
woriby: referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CONRAD presented a petition from F. 
Denon and others, purchasers of public lards in 
Louisiana, praying that patents. may be issued to 
them for other lands in lieu of those entered, which 


proved to be within the limits of previous grants; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Mr. STURGEON presented a memorial from 
citizens of Pennsylvania, praying that $200 000,000 
of stock, founded ca the public domain, mey be 
issued by the Government to the States and Terri- 
tories, in a representative ratio; which was referred 
to the Commitiee on Finance. 

Mr. S, also presented a memorial, signed by 750 
ladies of Philadelphia, (and, to judge from their 
signatures, very delicate and fair ladies,) praying 
that Congress may exercise their constitutional 
right, and abolish slavery in the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr. BERRIEN objected to its reception; and, 
cn motion, the question of reception was laid on 
the table. 


On motion of Mr. WRIGHT, leave was granted 


Senate the petition of Elisha Bentley for a pen- 
sion. H 
On motion by Mr. LINN, the documents on the | 


to withdraw from the files of the Secretary of aa 


t 


files of the Senate relating to the proposition to 
purchase the patent of Captain Shreeve for his 
snag boat, were ordered to be taken therefrom, and 
referred to the Committee on Patents having charge 
of the bill for that purpose. : 

Mr: GRAHAM, from the Committee on Claims, 
reported back, without amendment, and with a rec- 
omimendation that they do pass, the bill from, the 
House for the relief of Andrew Fisher, and the bill 
for the relief of William W. Street. 

Mr. MERRICK presented a memorial from the 
board of trade of the city of Baltimore, on the 
subject of the depressed state of the shipping in- 
terest, which the memorialists attribute to the want 
of reciprocity in our treaty stipulations with for- 
eign powers, and ask legislation on the subject: 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and or- 
dered to be printed. . jeda ; 

On motion by Mr. HUNTINGTON, the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands was`discharged from’ the 
further consideration of the petition of William 
Wynn, and it was referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims. ; l 

On motion by Mr. CONRAD, the petition and 
documents of Charles Dehault Delassus were or- 
dered to be taken from the files of the Senate, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 


Mr. PORTER, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, reported a bill making further appro- 
priations for the continuation of the Cumberland 
road in the States. of Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois; 
which was read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. P. also, from the Committee on Patents, res 
ported a bill for the relief of Robert B. Lewis; 
which was read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. HENDERSON, from the Committee.on 
Private Land Claims, reported the following bills; 
which were read, and oftlered to a second reading, 
viz: : 
A bill for the relief of the heirs:of Wm. Fisher; 
and 

A bill granting a tract of land to Villeneuve Le- 
blane, in consideration of the benefit derived to 
the public Jands from his services in damming the 
mouth of False river. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, from the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs, to which had been referred the report 
of the Secretary of the Navy on the subject of the 
payment of naval pensions since the 16th. of. Au- 
gust, 1841, reported a bill respecting the payment 
of invalid pensions to officers of the naval and 
marine service of the United States; which was 
read, and ordered to a second reading. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the War Department, 
transmitting the annual statement of the appropri- 
ations in that department for the service of the 
year 1842—-showing the balance of appropriations 
on the Ist of January, 1842, the repayments and 
transfers in 1842, the amount appl'cable to the 
service of 1842, &c., &¢.; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

The bill from the House making appropriations 
for the support of the army and military academy 
for 1843 and 1844, was read twice, and referred to 
tne Committee on Finance. 

The Senate then proceeded to consider, as in com- 
mittee of the whole, the unfinished business of the 
morning hour of yesterday, being the bill to pre- 
vent the employment of private expresses upon 
mail routes, and for the prevention of frauds upon 
the revenues of the Post Office Depariment——the 
question pending being the amendment proposed 
by Mr Porrer, to strike cut of the second and fifth 
sections the words “or other mailable matter what- 
ever;” the effect of which proposition weuld be, if 
adopted, to permit all matter, except letters, to be 
conveyed by private expresses. ; 

Mr. MERRICK expressed the hope that the Sen- 
ate would not consent to adopt the amendment, be« 
caute, if it was adopted, the good anticipated from 
the measure would be defeated, It was important 
that it should be retained, in order that the depart- 
ment may collect and receive all the revenues to 
which it was entitled, in consequence of the expense 
which it is compelied to incur in making prepara: 
tions to earry such matieras is by Jaw chargeable 
with postage. The Senator from Michigan (Mr. 
Porter] seemed to think on yesterday, that it was 
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unimportant to the department to have a monopoly 
of carrying newspapers and pamphieis in the mails, 
He (Mr. M.) admitted that it would be unimpor- 
tant if the department was not compelled to incur 
the expense for carrying them. ; 

He had, since yesterday, made an inquiry of the 
Post Office Department as to the amonnt of reve- 
nue derivable from these sources. He had been 
informed that a communication had been just re- 
ceived from New York by the Postmaster Genera! 
upon this very subject. The communication was 
from an authentic source, and gave statistics as to 
the effect upon the revenues of the department, by 
permitting the privileges exercised by those private 
expresses, of conveying, by railroads and steam- 
boats, matter which properly belonged to the mails. 
The Senate might be enabled io see the loss on 
newspaper postage alone, from the fact, as stated 
in that communication, that 28,000 newspaper 
sheets were sent to New York daily, outside of the 
mail; the postage on which, if transmitted throuah 
the mail, would cost about $320 per day, or $99,850 
per year. That was the amount of which the de- 
partment was deprived, at that point, of newspa- 
per postage only, by the facility which was permit- 
ted these private expresses on the regular mail 
routes. If they allowed these persons thus to ap- 
propriate that enormous sum of money, which 
rightly belonged to the department, to their private 
uses, and, at the same time, compel the depart- 
ment to incur the expense of carrying the mail, it 
would soon be found that the Government would 
have to sustain that department cut of the common 
treasury, and tax the people therefor, 

Mr. M. said that the same evils exist to the 
same extent in other cities of the United States, as 
in the city of New York, in proportion to the ex- 
tent of their commerce ahd population. If, there- 
fore, it was desirable to preserve to the people the 
comforts, convenience, and advantages which were 
offered by the mails of the United States, without, 
at this unpropitious time, letting that department 
fall a burden on the common treasury, those evils 
should be speedily modified or removed. ‘The 
Postmaster General had informed him that he 
made a contract with ‘a certain railroad company 
for transporting the mails between the cities of 
Baltimore and Philadelphia, fer which he pays 
the annual sum of $20,000; and in a week alter 
the contract was entercd into, that company put 
on their line another car for the transportation of 
the express, carrying matter which properly be- 
longed to the United States mail, which they had 
contracted to carry: thus reeciving double pay for 
carrying the same matter—that is, $20,000 fer the 
department, and probably some $20,000 or 
$30,000 for the extra car; and enabling those private 
individuals to come into competition with the Gov- 
ernment, and by fraud to pocket the postage which 
belonged the department. This flagrant outrage 
on the rigbts of the department was practised 
within two hours ride of that Capitol. 

He had no doubt that the loss to the department 


of postage on newspapers alone, by those private 
expresses—which were now established, or being 
established between ail the commercial eitjes in 
the Union, and most profiteble routes-—would 
amount to $300,000 ennnatly. The deps 
would have to come toa desd halt, anless Cor 
gress iuterpcse, and legislate cffeciually and 
efficiently to gaard the revenues of the depar 
ment. 

He then replied to the complaints of the Sersior 
from Connectient, [Mr. Convinaron,] that. by the 
provisions of this bill, packsges y and bits 
of exchange belonging to the merchants 
liable to postage; remarking t} 
Department was established prist pally for 
benefit of the commercial community, and if they 
conspired to break tbrough these arrangements, 
(as had been intimated.) and, ecnsequently, 
to break down the department, why, then, It 
would have to fall. if they were not willing 
to pay for the mail facilities granted to them, 
the deperiment could not be carried on at 
all. He maintained that it was expedient and 
necessary that the commercial interest should con- 
tribute in fair proportion to support the department, 
by paying for their packages of money and bills 


of exchange, if they were transmitted by mail. 
They, however, had the privilege of sending pack- 
ages of meney by private individuals, or by spe- 
cial. express, if they thought proper to doso at 
their own expense; but could not send them by those 
regular express lines. With a view to accommo- 
date the bill as far as possible to the suggestions 


of Senators, and to define, in specifie terms, what 


was mailable matier, he moved the following 
amendment, to come in as an additional section to 
the bill, viz: 

And beitt further enacted, Thatall “mailable matter,’ and 
matter properly transmissible by mail, shall be deemed and 
taken to mean ai} letters and newspapers, and all magazines 
or pamphlets periodically published, and ail written and printed 
matter whereof each copy or edition shall not exceed one pound 
in weight; but bound books of any size shall not be held to be 
included within the meaning of this term; and any packet or 
packets, of whatever size, being made up of any such mailable 
matter, shall subject all persons concerned in transporting the 
same toall the penalties of this law, equally as if it or they 
had not been made up into packets or packages. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON) thorght that Senators 
would all agree in one thing—that it was necessary 
and proper to put an end, in some form, to these 
private expresses. Unless this was done, the rev- 
enues from postage would not sustain the Post 
Office Department; and the Government would be 
obliged to sustain it at the expense of the common 
treasury. In-the suggestions he made on yesterday, 
concerning the transmission of packages of mosey 
by the mercantile class, he did not wish to be un- 
derstood as desiring that that class should be spe- 
cially protected in this bill. He then went on to ar- 
gue that the merchants should not be compelled to 
risk their money, bills of exchange, and other val- 
uable evidences of debt, through the mail; but 
ought to be permitted to transmit them in a more 
secure and cheap manner, if these facilities were 
afforded by those private expresses. If the com- 


mercial community were compelled to place such ' 


packages in the mail, they wonld be taxed wuch 
heavier than they were now taxed. He then went 
on to argue that the provisions of the bill to.sup- 
press the transmission of papers ont of tke mail 
could not be enforced; that some means would be 
invented to evade them; and thatit would be useless 
to attempt to enforce them, 

Mr. MERRICK replied, expressing ihe opinion 
that if tbe bill was passed, it would save to the de- 
partment, in the course of a year, at least $1,090,- 
000; aud afford means to extend greater facilities to 
distant and sparsely populated portions of the 
Union, and also to reduce the rates of pestage on 
letters. He concluded by moving that the amend- 
ment be printed; which was agreed to. 

‘Phe bill was then passed by informally; the time 
for preceeding to the orders of the day having ar- 
rived. 

THE OREGON TERRITORY. 


The special order brought up the unfinished de- 
bate on the question of prssing the bill for the 
occupation and settlement of the Oregen Territory» 
the motion pending being that of recommiiting the 
bill to a select-commitice. A 

Mr. BENTON, who was entitled (o the floor 
from yesterday evening, eddressed the Senate for 
upwards of two hours in support of the Dill in its 


sene point on which every Senator 
who had yet spoken coneurred—that the title to the 
Ferritory wrsin ibe United Sates. Phe land be- 
ing our property, have an anguestionable right 
to make vbsiever use of it we desire, It is enough 
for us to know we are right, for us to do whateye 

we think itis om: test to do 3 
property, Nobody has aur 
this. Hany other power ial 
propose todo wich curo 
be no reason why we shouldnetds it, ‘Phe same 
used on this o¢ession tu Ue up car 
s from doing anything lest it might provoke 
oHisicn with another power, had been pushed 
far when Generai Jackson determined to 
insist upon our rights from France. Yet, because 
Gea. Jackson was right, he persisted; and the result 
was contrary to the predictions of the timid——-we ob- 
tained our right, and there was no collision, Were 
we new to pursue the same course, we would 
maintain our right too, and there would be no eol- 
lision, But even if there should be war in con- 


we 


rty, that skonld 
i 


‘wine anemais annar aa aranana ana 


sequence of our doing what we have an un- 
questionable right to do with our own property: 
that should not stop us. We know we are right, 
and we leave the consequences of maintaining our 
right in the hands of. Him who sides with justice. 

‘It had been said that we should leave our cause 
to time—that time was our best negotiator. What 
had we ever gained by time? What had weever 
gained by negotiation? In every instance that either 
had been tried between us and Great Britain, she 
had come off the gainer, and we the loser. It bad 
been so with regard to the Oregon Territory: it had 
been so wiih regard to the Northeastern boundary. 
At first, all that England asked in relation to the 
Northeastern boundary, was a variation of the line, 
so as to give her a right of way at all seasons be- 
tween Quebec and Habfax. When we would not 
agree io that, she offered to purchase as much ter- 
ritory as she wanted. That offer being rejected, her 
pretensions began to take root, and she had culti- 
vated them so assiduously ever since, that at last she 
placed herself ina positfon to acquire more than 
ten times as much as she at first asked. And in the 
treaty of 1842, our Secretary-negotiator gave her 
everything she desired. So with the Northwestern 
boundary line between the Lake of the Woods and 
Lake Superior: she began by asking a revision of 
the line. Our negotiators were so astonished at 
even this boldness, that they had to ask the British 
minister to repeat the request, thinking there must 
be some mistake. But there was none, though the 
demand was made in the gentle language of a re- 
quest that there might be a revision of the line, It 
was refused; but on that very request grew up her 
pretensions, till, in the Webster treaty of 1849, our 
Secretary-negotiator gave her everything she de- 
manded; brought her back fifty miles from the 
post to which she had retreated on her own terri- 
tory in 1802, to get off our territory, and to avoid 
paying us duty.on her goods passing through our 
country. After having voluntarily abandoned their 
position on our territory at Grand Portage, and 
sone fifty miles to the north, they are brought back, 
and allowed the joint occupancy of the Portage 
route in our territory, free of all duties, and for- 
ever. And we are told this treaty brings within 
the United States four millions of fine mineral 
lands—as if we made that gain byit. To be sure, 
those four millions of acres were within our terri- 
tory, because they were always within it—they 
never had been beyond it. They were ours before 
the treaty, as well as after it, England knew that, 
and had fled from the emporium of the northwest— ° 
the Coustantinople of that region—to a position 50 
miles north, where she was sure of not being on our 
soil. What she had been denied by every treaty, 
by every negotiation, and by every ministry of 
the United States, from the Revolution to the 
time of the present Administration, she bad been 
granted by our Secretary-negotiator in 1842. What 
power, what avthority had he to do what ell other 
American negotiators had uniformly declared they 
kad neither powernor authority for doing? 

He wanted to see the power and the au'hority for 
ering the boundaries of the United States, to 
entire advantage of a foreign power, and to 
disadvenisge and irreparable less of the Uni- 
ted States. He wanted to see the power and au 
thority for giving these advantages to a foreign 
power—-and particularly to the British Govern- 
rent, whose chief cbject in such acquisitions was 
to prepare herself ior war. These demands of 
hers were the progeny of the last war. She then 
found out what an invaluable acquisition to her 
would be a safe road from Quebee to Halifax, 
She found cuthow valuable to her, in a war 
fare against us, were the services of her allies, the 
Indisn Blosdhounds on our Northwestern frontier, 
Trat war had cost as one hundred and twenty mil- 
liens of dollars, It took but sixty millions of this 
to maintain ourselves egainst the whole power of 
Britsin, by sea and land, except on the Northwest- 
ern frontier; and there alone it cost us another sixty 
millions, Her Hudson Bay Company, with its 
1,200 men and its Indian bloodhounds, was another 
Great Britain, whieh it cost us as much to resist as 
the naval and military forces of the empire of 
Great Britain itself. And by our late treaty, she 
bad been secured in all these positions. Ske had 
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been made strong to assail, and we weak to repel. 
She had gained everything; we lost everything. 

Such has always been the result of time, delay, 
and negotiation with Great Britain. Such would 
be the consequence of time and negotiation in the 
settlement of the question of the Oregon Territory. 
Some Senator had calculated the distance by sea 
between us and the mouth of the Columbia river 
at eighteen thousand miles. Twenty years ago he 
had calculated it at twenty thousand from Boston 
to the Columbia, and he then made use of the cal- 
culation as an argument of the strongest kind to 
show the importance.of the harbor at the mouth of 
that river for our commercial and military marine 
in the Pacific—cut off, as they were, by a sea of 
twenty thousand miles in extent, from shelter or re- 
treat on their own soil—and that harbor theirs, 
but unprepared for their use. The distance was 
the strongest argument in favor of its being made 
a naval depot and fortification. Gentlemen also 
talked of the distance by land being 3,000 miles, 
and the expense of carrying out this bil) $100,000. 
But they voted for the late treaty, by which 
Great Britain compels us to keep 80 guns 
afloat on the coast of Africa, at a cost of six 
hundred thousand dollars a year; and for wha? 
To recapture negroes. And when we have them, 
what are we to do with them? Not to bring them 
to the United States, surely. We have no islands, 
like the Wes: India islands, for taking apprentices 
at 40 years of age to work for our interests. But 
we are to colonize Liberia, where we have nota 
foot of territory. We are not to do anything with 
our own territory of Oregon; but we are to colonize 
Liberia at an expense of five millions in five years! 
He would next year call for information as to the 
number of negroes our African fleet shall have re- 
captured; and he’was pretty sure that by dividing 
the number into $600,000, it would be found that 
the colonization of Liberia by African negroes 
would cost us more per head than the -640 acres 
apiece to each of our citizens choosing to settle in 
the Territory of Oregon. 


Mr. CHOATE said there was cne point on 
which the Senator {rom Missouri had touched, 
which he wished to make a few observations upon 
in reply. He meant that relating to the Northwest 
boundary line from the Lake of the Weods to 
Lake Superior. It would be necessary, however, 
to refer to documents not then at hand. He would 
therefore ask the indulgence of the Senate to pass 
the bill over informally. : 

The bill was accordingly passed over informally. 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a joint resolution authorizing the 
investment of the naval hospital fund; which was 
read, and ordered to a second reading. 

On motion of Mr. BAYARD, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed lo 
inquire into the expediency of abolishing the system of revenue 
cutters, and of employing a part of the navy of the United 
States in that service. 


Mr. CALHOUN presented a petition from John 
Sarchet, of Philadelphia, praying Congress to mod- 
ify the tariff so as to bring it down to a revenve 
standard. "The petition (said Mr. C.) contained 
much valuable information as to the effect of the 
present tarif; and he moved that it be referred to 
the Committee on Manufactures, and be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the 
Senate a communication from tbe Ordnance Bu- 
reau, showing the management and condition of 
that department; which was ordered to lie on the 
table, 

On motion, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuourspay, February 2, 1843. 


Mr. BRIGGS, on leave, laid on the table an 
amendment to the bill reported sowe days since by 
the Committee cn the Post Office and Post Reads, 
reducing the postage on letters carried by mail: or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. DODGE of Iowa moved that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, for the purpose of taking up 
the business relating to the Territories. He stated 
that so much of the time which was under the 
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special order to be devoted to Territorial business 
had been occupied in attending to that of the na- 
tion, that he trusted the House would, as an act of 
sheer justice, adopt his motion, and proceed at 
once, without the consumption of the morning 
hour, to the execution of the special order. l 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL wished, before taking 
the question on the motion of the gentleman from 
Iowa, that the House would take up and assign a 
special day for the consideration of the bill sus- 
pending for a limited time the operation of the 
districting law of the last session. That bill had 
been referred to the Committee of the Whole, in 
the vortex of which he feared it would be lost, 
considering the short time that yet remained of the 
session, unless some special day was assigned for 
its consideration. He would suggest that it be 
made the special order for Thursday next. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON hoped the House would 
make no more specialorders. They were already 
considerably embarrassed by the number they had 
made. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL said that he was sur- 
prised at the objections of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, considering the opposition he made to the 
bill, the rigor of which it was proposed to relax. 

The SPEAKER informed the gentleman from 
South Carolina that Thursday was already assign- 
ed for some ether business. 

Mr. J. CAMPBELL said he would then pro- 
pose Monday , next. 

Mr. TURNEY said he would remind the House 
that the Committee of Elections had reported 
against this bill, and that the question would arise 
on that report. 

The SPEAKER said that the motion of the gen- 
tfeman from lowa to go into Committee of the 
Whole was yet undisposed of. 

Mr. ADAMS said that the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa to go into Committee of the 
Whole was not in order, and could not take pre- 
cadence over the other business of the House, 
True, a motion to go into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union would be in order; but 
the Territorial business was not in that committee, 
but in the ordinary Committee of the Whole. 

The resolution, therefore, that he moved yester- 
day, in relation to the capture of Monterey by 
Commodore Jones, was first in order; and on that 
the previous question had been seconded. 

Mr. POPE observed that two of the three days 
allotted to Territorial business had passed over, and 
only three or four hours had been devoted to that 
business. He hoped that, in consideration of that 
fact, the House would go into Committee of 
the Whole on that business for the remainder of 
the day; and he had no doubt, if they did so, but 
that they would finish it. 

The SPEAKER said that the question dii not 
admit of debate, and directed the Clerk to read ihe 
resolution; which was done, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to inform this House by what authority, and under 
whose instructions, Captain Thomas Ap Catesby Jones, com- 
mander of the squadron of the United States inthe Pacific 
ocean, did, on or about the 19ih of October last, invade in war- 
like array the territory of the Mexican Republic, take posses- 
sion of tho town of Monterey, and declare himself commander 
ofthe naval and military expedition for the occupation of the 
Califor:ias. 

Resolved, That the President ofthe United States be request- 
ed to communicate to this House copies of all the instructions 
given by him, or under his authority, to the said Captain Jones, 
from the time of tis appointment to the command of the said 
squadron; also, copies of all communications received from 
him relating to his expedition for the occupation ofthe Califor- 
nias; and also to inform this House whether orders have been 
despatched to the said Captain Jones, recalling him from his 
command. 

The question was put on crdering the main 
question, and carried. 

Mr. ADAMS called for the yeas and nays on the 
main question; which were ordered. 

Mr. CUSHING asked to be excused from voting 
on the resolation, His reason was this: He should 
be glad to vote for the resolution, and saw no rea- 
son why itshould not pass the House. He knew 
nothing in regard to it that the Administration 
should concealsand he was, therefore, unwilling to 
yote against it. But he could not vote for it, be- 
eause it excluded the usual condition in resolutions 
of this nature—that the communication of the in- 
formation called for should not, in the judgment of 
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the President, be incompatible with the public in- 


- terest. 


Mr. WISE also asked to be excused from voting. 
His reason was this: He had information in bis 
possession from Commodore Jones himself, and 
therefore knew the fact that there was no nzcessity 
for adopting the resolution. Commodore Jones 
informed him that, without any orders from the 
Government at all, but from a report which he had 
no reason to doubt, as well as from information 
received from a United Staies consul in South 
America, that there was actual war between the 
United States and Mexico, together with the sus- 
picious movements of the British fleet, inducing 
him to believe that they were about to take pos- 
session of the Californias, he captured Monterey. As 
soon as information reacked him that war did not 
exist, he restored Monterey to the Mexican authori- 
ties; and he also informed Mr. W. that his rela- 
tions with them were better than they ever were 
before. i 

Mr. BRIGGS called Mr. Wise to order. 

Mr. WISE said, that it was to him the strangest 
thing in the world, that, with positive information 
from Commodore Jones himself, ready to be given 
to them, gentlemen were determined to vote blind- 
fold in this matter. The Administration had noth- 
ing to do with the affair. 

Mr. GRANGER rose and addressed the chair; 
but gave way to 

Mr. WISE, who withdrew his request to be ex- 
cused. . P 

Mr. GRANGER again rose and said: A single 
remark why I wish to be excused. If the Admin- 
istration is, as I doubt not, so entirely blameless in 
this matter, the gentleman from Virginia, I sup- 
pose, and the other friengs of the Administration, 
would desire to be placed right. [Cries of ‘‘order, 
order.?} 

Mr. BRIGGS rose to a question of order, on the 
ground that the gentleman from New York was 
debating the merits of the question. 

Mr. GRANGER. I am not debating the ques- 
tion, sir. : 

Mr. WISE said; as he was interrupted, he hoped 
other gentlemen would be required to conform to 
the same rule; or that ke should have the right to 
reply. 

Mr. GRANGER. I will take my seat—I think 
I have said enough. F 

Mr. WISE. Yes, you have. 

The yeas and nays were then taken, and resulted 
thus—yeas 118, nays 69;.so the resolution was 
adopted: ; , 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Landaff W. Andrews, Sher- 
lock J; Andrews, Arnold, Arrington, Atherton, Aycrigg, Baker, 
Barnard, Birdseye, Black, Blair, Boardman, Borden, Boyd, 
Brewster, Briggs, Brockway, Bronson, Aaron V., Brown, Milton 
Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Burnell, William Butler, Thomas J. 
Campbell, Caruthers, Casey, Chittenden, John C. Clark, Sta- 
ley N. Clarke, James Cooper, Cowen, Cranston, Crawford, 
Daniel, Garrett Davis, Dean, Deberry, John Edwards, Fes- 
senden, Fillmore, A. Lawrence Foster, Gerry, Giddings, Pat- 
rick G. Goode, Granger, Green, Halsted, Henry, Houck, 
Hudson, Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, James Irvin, James, Isaac 
D. Jones, Keim, John P. Kennedy, Linn, McKay, McKennan, 
McKeon, Samson Mason, Mathiot, Mathews, Mattocks, Max- 
well, Maynard, Meriwether, Mitchell, Moore, Morgan, Morris, 
Morrow, Osborne, Owsley, Partridge, Pendleton, Pope, Ram- 
sey, Benjamin Randall, Rayner, Read, Reynolds, Ridgway, 
William Russell, James M. Russell, Saltonstall, Sanford, 
Slade, Truman Smith, Sprigg, Stanly, Stokely, Strattcn, Alex: 
ander H. H. Stuart, John T. Stuart, Summers, Sweney, Rich- 
ard W. Thompson, Tillinghast, Toland, Tomlinson, Triplett, 
‘frambuil, Turney, Warren, Weller, Joseph L. White, Thom- 
as W. Williams, Joseph L. Williams, Winthrop, Yorke, Au- 
gustus Young, and John Young—118, 

NAYS—Messrs. Barton, Beeson, Bidlack, Bowne, Charles 
Rrown, Burke, William ©. Butler, Green W. Caldwell, 
Patrick ©. Caldwell, John Campbell, Chapman, Clifford, 
Clinton, Cross, Richard D. Davis, Dawson. Doig, Eastman, 
John C. Edwards, Egbert, John G, Floyd, Charles A. Floyd, 
Fomance, Gentry, Gilmer, Wm. O. Goode, Gordon, Gustine, 
Harris, Hastings, Hays, Hopkins, Houston, Hunter, Charles 
J. Ingersoll, Wiliam W., Irwin, Jack, Cave Johnson, Lit- 
tlefield, Lowell, Abraham McClellan, Robert McClellan, Mal- 
lory, Marchand, Alfred Marshall, Medill, Newhard, Oliver, 
Parmenter, Payne, Pickens, Powell, Reding, Rencher, Riggs, 
Rogers, Roosevelt, Saunders, Sewell, Shields, Snyder, Steen- 
rod, Jacob Thompson, Ward, Watterson, Westbrook, Christo. 
pher H. Williams, Wise, and Weod—-69, 


FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS, 


Toe next question in order was the resolution of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Cusuina,] 
who, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, yes- 
terday made the following report: 

Tbe Committee on Foreign Affairs, to whom 
was referred the memorial of Ebenezer Wheel. 


. 
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Wright, and ‘others, praying indemnity from the 
United States for French spoliations prior to 1800, 
report the following resolution for the censideration 
of. the House: ae f 
Resolved, That all debate in the Committee of the Whole 


. House on the state of the Union, on, House bill No. 57, entitled 


HA bill to provide for the satisfaction of claims due to certain 
American citizens, for spoliations committed on their com- 
merce prior to 31st July, 1801,” shall cease on Tuesday next, at 
2 o'clock, and the committee shall proceed to vote on the amend- 
ments then pending, or that may be offered to said bill, and then 
Teport the bill to the House, with such amendments as may 
have been agreed to by the committee, j 

On this resolution, the House yesterday second- 
ed the motion for the previous quesiion, but nega- 
tived the question “Shall the main question be now 
pul?” on which the question now recurred. 

._Mr. BOYD moved to lay the resolution on the 
table. 

Mr. CUSHING called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered, and resulted thus—yeas 94, 
nays 104. So the motion to lie on the table was 
negatived. 

The question again recurred, “Shall the main 
question be now put?” 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON asked for the yeas and 
nays, which were taken, and resulted—yeas 94, 
nays 100. 

So the House determined that the main question 
should not be now put. 

The SPEAKER then announced that the morn- 
ing hour had expired. 


TERRITORIAL BUSINESS. 


The special order was resumed. ` 

The bills reported from the Committee of the 
‘Whole were taken up, with a view to their en- 
grossment; but, at the suggestion of Mr. POPE, 
they were laid azide for the present. 

The House then resolvag itself intoa Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. J. R. 
Inaersoun in the chair.) 

The bill making an appropriation for certain 
roads, and the survey of certain canal routes, in 
the Territory of Iowa, was first taken up—the 
question being on the amendment of Mr. A. C. 
Dopor, to apply $50,000 of the appropriation to 
the removal of the obstructions in the Mississippi 
river at the rapids of the Des Moines. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON spoke briefly in opposi- 
tion to the amendment. 

Mr. REYNOLDS replied, arguing in favor of 
the great benefit to be- derived from the proposed 
improvements, and contending that the opening of 
this great national highway was nota mere local 
measure, but alike interesting!o all the Slates of 
the Union, 


Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi did not rise to 


` make a speech, but to urge upon the committee to 


pass on this bill without further discussion. Atthe 
last session of Congress, the days set apart for Ter- 
ritorial business were principally consumed in the 
examination of general questions, without coming 
to any decisive result; and he feared that this day 
would be taken up in the same manner if they al- 
jowed a discussion to go on, on the ecnstitutional 
powers of the Government, He hoped that the 
commiltee would, without further debate, settle this 
question—a question which he considered to be one 
of mere expedience only—viz., whether they should 
appropriate this $50,000 to roads and improve. 
ments in the Territory of Iowa, or to the opening 
and improvement of the Mississippi river, the great 
highway of the Union. 

Mr, BARNARD opposed the amendment, on the 
ground that the improvement of the Mississippi was 
not Territorial business, and that legislation in re- 
gard to it in this way gave ita prefercnee over oth: 
er rivers of the United Sates equally deserving of 
the favor of the Government. He was willing to 
give the $50,060, or $160,000, if necessary, for the 
improvement of the Mirsissippi river; but at the 
same time he wanted to start fair—he wanted the 
Hudson river to have on equal share. There was 
a bill on the table making an appropriation for the 
improvement of several. rivers of the United 
States, including the Mississippi as well as the 
Hudson, and he wished genilemen to wait till that 
bill came up. 

Here was an appropriation of $50,000 for clear- 
ing out the obstructions of the Des Moines and Rock 
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River rapids, and gentlemen talked of its impor- 
tance; but he would ask them to tell him the amount 
of merchandise which passed over the Des Moines 
rapids? Was it $5,000,000 per annum? Was it 
$10,000,0002 He would go for those improve- 
menis at the proper time; but he should ack gen- 
tlemen, at the same time, to give bim a little for 
the North River; and $60,000,000 of merchandise 
every year passed the spot where they proposed to 
make improvements in that river, besides one mil- 
lion of passengers. Now, he made these remarks 
to show gentlemen that there were other impor- 
tant poinis whieh required their attention as well 
as the rivers in question, He did not like this way 
of getting at the improvement of ihe Western 
rivers, while others, quite as important, were left 
unnoticed. Let them wait until they gota report 
from a proper committee, and then he would go as 
far as any gentleman of this House—at least as 
far as they ought to go, considering the state of the 
national treasury. Ele would, if it were neces- 
sary, go the whole length of the river, extending 
3,000 miles, when the state of the treasury would 
permit; but, at present, he would recommend that 
they should wait. He was against this amend- 
ment; but he would go for the original bill. 

Mr. BLACK, in the course of some observations, 
expressed his disappointment on hearing the 
Speech of the gentleman from Hlinois, [Mr. Rey- 
NoLDs;] for that gentleman had promised to make 
some remarkson the ecnstitutionality of this bill, 
but he had done nothing more than cite precedents 
to justify it, He then caled that gentleman’s at- 
tention to the Maysville road bill, which was ve- 
toed by the political chief of the gentleman from 
Illinois—General Jackson—as a preeedeni of a 
contrary tendency. 

Mr. WARD said he thought the proposition of 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Barwarp] 
was a correct one; and he hoped the Delegate from 
lowa would withdraw his amendment; and when 
it came intothe House in another form, he (Mr, 
Ward) would give it his support. 

Mr. DODGE of lowa said he saw the time of 
the House would be lost on this proposition, and 
the other Territorial business would not, consequent- 
ly, have proper consideration, and therefore be 
withdrew his amendment. 

The question then recurred on the bill in its ori- 
ginal form. 


Mr. ROOSEVELT said the motion of the Dele- 
gate, which was just withdrawn, to strike oulevery 
section of the original bill, and substitute for it a 
different proposition, was an admission by the Del- 
egale that this appropriation was uncalled for, or 
at least could be dispensed with. He did not in- 
tend to be unkind to the Territories, but he wished 
to be kind to the credit of the country. They had 
been going on too fast; and now they found that if 
they were to have any money, they must borrow it. 
He hoped some regard would be paid to the state 
of the treasury; and he would beg gentlemen to re- 
member tha! even borrowed money was to be re- 
paid. He hoped this body, at least, whatever oih- 
ers might do, would hold to the doctrine that every 
engagement into which the Govemment might en- 
ler was to be honestly and punctually discharged, 

But what was the prespeet for the treasury? 
Why, so faras appeared by a document before 
them, the revenue for 1843 wonld not exceed 
$12,000,000. He disapproved, then, of the com- 
mencement of new works, which might end in ex- 
penditures they knew not how great, and last they 
knew nothow long. The custom-houses of both 
New York and Boston afforded examples for their 
admonition, and showed the neeessity of strictly 
guarding at the outset against improper apprepria- 
tions. 

By a ststement published in the Madisonian 
of this morning, it appeared that there were out- 
standing treasury notes amounting to $11,731,- 
327 69; and if to this were added the amount of 
loans, they had an existing debt exceeding §25,- 
€00,000. This was a faet which spcke so loudly 
for itself, that he would abstain from further obser- 
vation. 

_ Mr. WELLER, in the course of some observa. 
tons, was understood to say that if this bill had 
Proposed to make appropriations for Northern 


custom-houses or rivers, or Southern harbors, they 
would have heard nothing there of the embarrassed 
state of the treasury, or of constitutional objections. 
He rejoiced, however, that in the next Congress 
the West would be more equitably represented, 
and then she would do justice to herself. He de- 
fended the Delegate from Jowa from the unwar- 
fanted interpretation which the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Rooszvexr] bad given to. his mo- 
tion; adding that the Delegate had expressly 
adopted such a course as promised the greatest 
amount of good. 

Mr, McCKENNAN briefly advocated the appro- 
priation proposed to be made by this bill; and then 
moved that it be laid aside, to be reported to the 
House. 

‘Mr. UNDERWOOD rose to renew the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Iowa, [Mr. A. 
C.. Dopez.] He advocated the propriety of the 
appropriation, and condented that it would open 
the avenues to the Territory, and thereby give it 
an influx of population. ` 

The question was taken on the amendment just 
cffered by the gentleman from Kentucky, (appro. 
priatirg $50,000 to the removal of obstructions 
in the Mississippi river at Des Moines rapids,) 
and the Chair reported 51 in the affirmative. 

Tellers were ordered, (to see if a quorum was 
present,) and they reported ayes 77, noes 39. 

So there was no quorum voting, 

Mr. MERIWETHER demanded that the fact 
be reported to the House, 

The CHAIRMAN said he was informed that 
there was a quorumin the hall, and ordered the tellers 
to take the vote again. 

The tellers reported 97 in the affirmative, being 
evidently a majority. . 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was then laid aside to be reported. 

On motion of Mr. H. DODGE, the committee 
took up “abill concerning the Legislative Assembly 
of Wiseonsin.” 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON wished to hear some 
reason for the appropriation coxtained in this bill. 

Mr. POPE explained that it was necessary, in 
order to enable the Legislative Assembly to meet. 
There was now no appropriation, and the Governor 
refused to co-operate with them until an appro- 
een should be made, and their meeting legal- 
ized. 

Mr. ADAMS called for the reading of the bill. 
He thought it had not been reported with due con- 
sideration. He wished the committee to consider 
well before they decided whether the Governor or 
the Legislature of Wisconsin was right. 


Mr. POPE explained the bill. The Legislative 
Assembly supposed they hadassembled “according 
to law;” and, therefore, those words were inserted 
inthe bill Athis suggestion, they were stricken 
out, so as to leave it an open question whether the 
Assembly met, according to law, in December. 

Mr. WARREN wished to know why it was ne- 
cessary for the Legislature to sit 50 days. 

Mr. POPE explained. According to law, the 
Territorial Legislatures were allowed to sit 75 days. 
But, in consequence of the expenses which had to 
be incurred, in the shape of mileage, &c., at the 
meeting of the Legislative Assembly in December, 
the committee thought proper to limit the session 
to be held to 50 days. f 

Mr. T. W. WILLIAMS referred to the Jaw 
passed at a former session of Congress, and asked 
if it did not prohibit sessions of Ferritorial Assem- 
blies from being held without aa express appropri- 
ation being first made. 

Mr. BRIGGS called for the reading of the law. 

Mr. DEAN explained the organic law of the 
TerritorWof Wisconsin on this subject. ‘That re- 
quired that there should be a meeting of the 
Legislative Assembly on the first Monday in De- 
cember of every year. When the Governor re- 
fused to meet them, on the ground that there wag 
nO appropriation, they adjourned. Now, the ob- 
ject of this bill was to pay them for their meeting 
on this oceasion, according to the law of the Ter- 
ritory. Important business required their early 
meeting; and he hoped the bill would be passed. 

Mr. BRIGGS wished to hear the facts. At the 
last session of Congress, a law was passed, which 


provided that no session of a Territorial Assembly 
should be held, unless an appropriation had pre- 
viously been made. [Several members: “An ap- 
propriation was made.”j Now, he wished to 
know whether the appropriation was made for the 
meeting in December last. 

. Mr. H. DODGE. said an appropriation was 
made in the civil and diplomatic appropriation bill 
of 1842. . 

The.Clerk read a clause from that bill, which 
appropriated $20,000 for the pay and mileage of 
the Legislative Assembly of Wisconsin. 

Mr. BRIGGS wished to be informed whether 
the appropriation was for services past or pro- 
spective. 

Mr. H. DODGE explained. That apprepria- 
tion was for the Legislative Assembly of 1842, but 
was misapplied by the Secretary of the Territory, 
and applied to the payment of arrearages and old 
debts of the Territory. That officer contended 
that he had ample reasons to justify him in so do- 
ing. If, then, the Secretary misapplied the funds 
for the payment of the Legislative Assembly, it was 
not their fault. 

Mr. D. pressed upon the committee the neces- 
sity of passing this bill. There was now no legis- 
lature, and none could be assembled until the bill 
was passed. Everything was now in the bands of 
the Governor. All appointments were made by 
him, without check or control from any body ef 
counsellors. 

Mr. BRIGGS eaid that he was not precisely re- 
lieved from his difficulties. If he understood the 
gentleman, he said that the money was appro- 
priated for one purpose, but that the Governor ap- 
plied it to another. 


Mr. FILLMORE, without intending to enter 
into the present controversy, begged leave to make 
an explanation. “At the last session of Congress, 
an appropriation was made for this Territory, for 
the year 1842. In recommending the appropria- 
tions, however, the Committee of Ways and Means 
found claims for very large arrearages, which they 
refused to allow; and they only recommended the 
amount of appropriation that had been made the 
year before. When the bill came up in the House, 
a motion was made to insert an appropriation for 
arrearages, which was rejected. The bill then 

` went to the Senate; and finally, for the purpose of 
avoiding these arrearages in future, a section was 
inserted, providing that, hereafter, no sessions of the 
Territorial Legislatures shall be held without an 
appropriation from Congress to pay them. 

This was the state of the case, so far as the 
Committee of Ways and Means was concerned. 
He did not see how it applied to the present ques- 
lion. 

Mr. ADAMS moved to strike oul the provision 
for mileage and per diem for the members ef the 
Legislature of Iowa, who met on the first Monday 
of December last, and whom the Governor refused 
to communicate with, on the ground that there 
was no appropriation to pay them. 

Mr. MORGAN read a communication from 
Governor Doty and the Secretary of State, to show 
that the session of the Legislature was illegal, and 
that there was no money to pay them. Mr. M. 
went on to argue that this fact was known to the 
members of the Legislature. 

Mr. POPE said that no appropriation was asked 
in this bill—the appropriation having been already 
made at the last session; and all that was now ask- 
ed, was to direct the proper application of it. In 
May last, Congress made the appropriation for the 
year 1842, having no reference to past debis; and, 
contrary to law, the money was appliedto pay 
them. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD then said that the whole 
Ynatter turned upon the single point, whether the 
members of the Legislature had any knowledge 
that the amount of the appropriation was expend- 
ed, and that there was no money to pay them. 

Mr. POPE said that there was no evidence to 
show that the Legislature had any such knowledge. 
They met on the first Monday of December, pur- 
suant to adjournment; and the Governor had made 
no proclamation directing them not to meet. There 
was no difficulty in the case. The only question 
was, whether these men, forthe short time they 
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met, without any knowledge that the Governor dis- 
approved of their meeting till they assembled to- 
gether, should be paid. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Apams’s 
amendment, resulting in ayes 54, noes not counted; 
put there not being a quorum present, there was no 
decision. i 

Mr. CUSHING wished to.ask one question, on 
the answer to which would depend his vote: Did 
the organic law of the Territory authorize this 
meeting of the Legislature? 

Mr. POPE said that it did. . 

After some remarks from Mr. MeKAY, the 
reading òf thë law providing for the sessions of the 
Legislature was called for by several; and that, 
togéther with the provision in the appropriation 
bill of the last session, referred to by Mr. FILLMORE, 
was read. 


Mr. WISE then said that it appeared that the 
law authorized the Legislature of the Territory 
to fix upon the time of its meetings; and that they 
did fix upon the first Monday in December of every 
year. Now, these were two leading facts; and he 
wished to know whether gentlemen contended that 
the laws above stated were repealed by the proviso 
in the appropriation bil! noticed by the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. Firumore.]. He contended 
that they were not repealed, and that the Legislature 
met in pursuance of law. He contended also 
that there was an appropriation to pay them; for 
the appropriation was made for the year 1842, 
and they met in December of that year. Now, if 
the Governor had applied the money to any other 
purpose, or withheld it from them, it was no fault 
of theirs. Mr. W. said that he would not only 
vote for paying them, but he would pass a severe 
censure on any Governor, State or Territorial, who 
would dare to make a rump parliament of a Legis- 
lature meeting under an organic law. 

Some explanations were made, and some con- 
versation ensued, between Messrs. BRIGGS, 
FILLMORE, WISE, and CUSHING, respecling 
the appropriation for the Territorial Legislature. 


Mr. BRIGGS understood that there was an ap- 
propriation for the pay of the members of the 
Legislature during the month of December, which 
embraced the greater part of their session. 


Mr. WISE took the same view; but said that 
the Governor of the Territory had applied that mo- 
ney to pay arrearages of the Legislature; and he 
complained that this was a trick on the legislation 
of Congress. 


Mr. MORGAN entered into some explanations. 

Mr. MEDILL handed to the Clerk a report 
from a committee of the Territorial Legislature, 
which entered info the great question involved in 
the difference between that body and the Governor, 
and the legality of the meeting of the Legisiature. 
He called upon the Clerk tc read this report for the 
information of the committee. 

The Clerk read it accordingly. 

Mr. ARNOLD moved ihat the committee rise; 
which was negatived. 

Mr. EVERETT and Mr. WISE continued the 
debate. 

Mr. HOWARD defended Governor Daty, and 
read froma pamphlet to show that he had been 
guided in his action en the subject in dispute, by 
an act of the Legislature of the Territory, passed 
the 15th February, 1842, from which he read an 
extract, 

He then went on to vindicate Governor Doty, 
and to charge that the faulis found with him to-day 
were intended to be made the ground of an applica- 
tion for his removal. He vindicated Governor D., 
and expressed it as his opinion that that officer 
was quite as competent to decide questions of law 
as the Legislative Assembly. 

Mr. ARNOLD moved that the committee rise, 
and report the several bills laid aside to be re- 
ported. 

The voie was taken, and resulted ayes 53, 
noes 58—no quorum. 

Tellers were ordered, who reported ayes 58, 
noes §9—no quorum. 

The committee then rose, and reported the fect 
to the House. 

Mr. ARNOLD moved that the House adjourn. 
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The question was taken by yeas and nays, and 
reculted—yeas 58, nays 72. i g 

The House having again resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole, . 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON said that, in any view of 
the case, the Legislature ought to be paid. Sup- 
pose the appropriation of $20,000 was designed to 
apply to the preceding session, and that the money 
was properly applied by Governor Doty. Theo, 
the Legislature meeting at their annual session, 
without having any information that the appro- 
priation was exhausted, @nd that there was no 
money to pay them, ‘certainly ought to be paid. 
On the other hand, if the appropriation was for that 
session, and the money was misapplied by Gov- 
ernor Doty, they having’no knowledge of the fact, 
still they ought to be paid. In either view of the 
case, the money was justly due them, and. they 
ought to have it. 

The question was again put on Mr. ApaMs’s _ 
amendment, resulting in ayes 35, noes 70. 

No quorum voting, tellers were called for, and 
ordered; and the vote being again taken, resulted 
in ayes 34, noes 71. g 

The committee then being still without a quo- 
rum, rose, and reported the fact to the House. 

Mr. ARNOLD moved that the House ad- 


ourn. i 

! Mr. WELLER called for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered, and resulted in yeas 53, 
nays 58. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD then rose, and said that 
there was no use in moving acallof the House. 
He never knew any good to result from it, and he 
would, therefore, suggest that the best thing they 
could do would be to adjourn. 

The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, February 3, 1843. 

Mr. ALLEN presenied a memorial of citizens 
of Clark county, Ohio, residing on the line of the 
Cumberland road from Springfield to the Indiana 
line, remonstrating against the proposed change in 
the location of the road, and asking for an appro- 
priation for its continuation: referred to the Gom- 
mittee on Roads and Canals. 


Also, presented a memorial from citizens of 
Philadelphia, relating to the judgment by which 
Mr. Kendall is now deprived of his personal lib- 
erty, and urging upon Congress the propriety of 
relieving him, by satisfying the judgment: referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. EVANS presented a memorial from citi 
zens of Eastport, Maine, connected with the ship- 
ping interest, complaining of the depressed state of 
that interest, and attributing it to the want of reci- 
precity im the commercial regulations between the 
United States and the nations with which she trades; 
and praying such alterations in those regulations, 
consistent with treaty stipulations, as will produce 
greater reciprocity: referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 


Mr. TALLMADGE presented a petition from 
John H. Sherburne, asking compensation for ser- 
vices under appointment from the War Depart- 
ment, rendered in connexion with. the removal of 
the Indians from Fiorida: referred to the Commits 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented memorials from 
Ithaca, Rochester, Jefferson county, Cayuga coun- 
ty, New York, one from the city of New York, 
and one from Erie county, Pennsylvania, remon- 
Strating against the repeal of the bankrupt law: 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a memorial from the 
chiefs and principal men of the Stockbridge and 
Munsee tribes of Indians, in the Territory of Wis- 
consin, on the subject of the bill before Congress 
containing provisions for those Indians to become 
citizens of the United States: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, 

On motion by Mr. BENTON, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be instructed 
to inquire if any (and, if any, what) legislative measures are nee 
cessary to secure the Shawnee tribe of Indians the payment of 


interest on moneys invested by the United States for the said 
tribe, under the 4th article of the treaty of 1801. 
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~ Mr. B. presented documents relating to the sub- 
ject; which were referred to the same committee. 

Mr. BAYARD presented a memorial from citi- 
zens of Philadelphia, praying for the creation of a 
Government stock of 200,000,000, based on the 
publie domain, to be divided among the States and 
‘Ferritories, in a representative proportion: referred 
to the Committee on Finance. l 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from 
citizens of northern Pennsylvania, concerning the 
operations of the bankrupt law. The memorialists 
State that they are aware that some good may 
Brow out of that law; Düt the preponderance. of the 
evil i$ so great, that, in nineteen out of twenty 
cases, it is absolute oppression and tyranny: and 
they ask for its repéal. The memorial was ordered 
to lie on the table, the Committee on the Judiciary 
being about to report on the subject. 

Mr. BENTON submitted the following resolu- 
tion, which lies on the table one day, under the 
rule, viz: 

Resolved, Thatthe President be requested (so far as it may 
be compatible with the public interest) to communicate to the 
Senate copies of any remonstrance or protest addressed by 
General Cass, Envoy Extraordinary and Minister Plenipoten- 
tiary of the United Statesat the court of France, to that Gov- 
ernment, against the ratification, by France, of the quintuple 
treaty, and of all correspondence between the Govern- 
ment of the United States and France, and of all communica- 
tions from the said General Cass to his own Government, and 
from this Government to him, relating thereto, and relating to 
the late treaty with Great Britain, 


On motion of Mr. BAYARD, leave was granted 
. to withdraw from the files of the Senate, for the 
purpose of transmitting to the Judiciary Com- 
mittee in the other House the petition and docu- 
ments relating to the claim of Jenkins and 
Langtry. 

Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Finance, 
reported a bill for the remission of duties on rail- 
road iron; which was read, and ordered to a second 
reading. 

Mr. BATES, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which had been referred House bills for the re- 
lief of John Farnham, and for the relief of the le- 
gal representatives and heirs of William Lomax, 
reported them back, without amendment, and with 
reports (which were ordered to be printed) recom- 
mending their indefinite postponement. 

Also, reported back from the same committee, 
without amendment, and with a recommendation 
that it do pass, the House bill for the relief of 
Jonathan Britton, 

BANKRUPT LAW. 


Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, (to which had been referred Senate bill to 
repeal the bankrupt law, and a similar bill from 
the House of Representatives, and memorials and 
resolutions on the subject of the repeal,) made a 
report, recommending the indefinite postponement 
of the Senate biil, and reported back the Touse bill 
with an entire substitute for it. He asked for the 
printing of the report and substitute for the bill; 
which was agreed to. i 

Mr. TALLMADGE moved that 1,500 copies 
additional to the usual quantity of the report and 
bill be printed. 

Mr. KING inquired whether it was a detailed 
report. 

Mr. BERRIEN remarked that the report and 
bill were of great length, The committee had 
gone into an examination of all the questions con- 
nected with the su: ject which had been presented 
for the consideration of the Senate, through the re- 
port of the Secretary of State, of the decisions of 
the judges of the district courts under that law. 

Mr. KING could not perceive why they should 
print an extra quantity of this repor. The object 
of the report, he presumed, was for the benefit of 
those who had to legislate upon ihe subject. If it 
was in'ended that the report should be printed for 
circulation, with a view to base the response of the 
country upon it, before the action of the Senate on 
the bill, he would only say that it must fail of its 
object; for the action of the Senate will, no doubt, 
have taken place before such response could be re- 
ceived. If the report was not a very voluminous 
one, it would find its way into the newspapers, and 
be circulated much sooner than it could be by the 
other mode. He did not presume that, at this 
short session, any return of public opinion could 


be had before the action of the Senate: the expense 
of printing would, therefore, be uselessly incurred. 
He hoped it would not be printed. 

Mr. TALLMADGE remarked that the expense 
of printing the additional quantity proposed would 
be very trifling. After it was printed, he had no 
doubt there would be calls for it from every part of 
the country. As to whether there would be time, 
before the action cf the Senate on the bill, to have 
a response from the people on the report and bill 
of the committee, he would only say that there was 
a possibility, at least; and he might express the hope 
that, after the report shall have been examined, 
Senators on the other side, even, would be con- 
vinced that the law should remain on the statute- 
book. a 
Mr. WOODBURY said that, if the report was 
not long, he would like to hear it read. 

Mr. BERRIEN replied that the report 
was a voluminous one; and there was a 
long bill accompanying it, which ihe commit- 
tee propose as a substitute for the bill which 
passed the House. Mr. B. then stated, in 
substance, that the substitute proposed to repeal so 
much of the voluntary clause of the previous law 
as allowed any person, on his own application, to 
take the benefit of the law; that it proposed to 
make the declaration of insolvency conform to the 
provisions of the act of 6 William IV; that it 
leaves it to the option of the creditor to suspend 
action after a declaration of insolvency, or to pros 
ceed to close up the affairs of the debtor, under 
such declaration of insolvency; that the remain- 
ing part of the law was so amended as to confine 
its provisions to what are technically called tra- 
ders; that it proposed to make the consent of a 
majority in amount of the creditors necessary to 
the granting of a certificate to a bankrupt. He 
said there were other important alterations which 
he could not cite from memory. 

The question was put on the motion to print the 
additional quantity, and decided in the affirmative 
—-ayes 16, noes 14. 


Mr. STURGEON, from the Committee on 
Patents, reported back, without amendment, and 
with a recommendation that it do pass, House 
bill for the relief of William Gale. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, from the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs, reported adversely to the passage of 
the biil from the House, for the relief of Anne W. 
Angus: the report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Patents, 
under instruction from that committee, moved to 
print the annual report of the Commission of Pat- 
ents; and also to print a quantity in addition to 
the usual number: the motions were referred to 
the Committee on Printing. 


Mr. MILLER gave notice that be would on 
Monday ask the Senate to take up and consider 
the bill for repairing and repaving Pennsylvania 
avenue. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a Communication from the War Department, 
transmitting a report showing the number of clerks 
and oiher persons employed in that department du- 
ring the year 1842, and their salaries: ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. BAGBY, on leave, introduced a bill sup- 
plementary to the act entitled “An act granting 
pre-emption rights to settlers on the public lands,” 
approved June, 1838; which was read twice, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


THE OREGON TERRITORY. 


‘The unfinished debate on the bill for the occu- 
pation and settlement of the Oregon Territory, 
came up as the special order—ihe quesiion pending 
being to recommit the bill to a select committee., 

Mr. CHOATE, being entitled to the floor from 
yesterday evening, addressed the Senate for about 
an hour, in reply to Mr. Bewron’s remarks of yes- 
terday. 

He confined himself chiefly to that portion of 
the speech of the Senator from Missouri which re- 
lated to the treaty lately settled between this coun- 
try and Great Britain, and particularly touching 
the Northwest boundary at this side of the Rocky 
Mountains, between the Lake of the Woods and 
Lake Superior. The force of Mr. C.’s argument 


was to show that the true boundary line intended 
by the treaty of 1783 was that adopted by the trea- 
ty of 1842, First, he held that, at the time, no 
other route was known than that by the Grand Porte 
age and southern chair of water and portage come 
munication; and that the northern water commu- 
nication never had been travelled, or, if it had, that 
the Senator from Missouri could not produce proof 
that, from the creation of the worid tothe year 1783, 
ahuman being had ever passed from Lake Superior 
to the Lake of the Woods by the northern route. 
In support of his view that the Portage route was 
the boundary line intended by the treaty of 1783, 
he adverted to various documentary and historical 
evidences, and referred to the English maps of the 
day, and the writings of persons belonging to the 
Northwest fur companies. He insisted that, where 
he was able to produce such a quantity of con- 
current testimony in support of his position, and 
the Senator from Missouri had not hitherto pro- 
duced a particle of evidence in proof of his, the 
conclusion was inevitable that the southern route 
was that intended by the treaty of 1783; and there- 
fore the treaty of 1842, instead of altering the 
boundary line, had merely carried out, in fact, the 
spirit and intention of the old treaty. 

Mr. BENTON assured the Senator that his proofs 
of the northern line being the proper one, were abua- 
dant and overwhelming. Hehad a point now, which 
he meant to stick to, until the attention of the Amer- 
ican people was fixed upon it; and that was, that their 
interests had been sacrificed to British interests, 
and the boundary line of the United States had 
been removed for’the exclusive benefit of the 
British, and to the irreparable injury of our own 
country. He took the treaty of 1783, and read its 
provisions in relation to the boundary line between 
the Lake of the Woods and Lake Superior, and 
showed that they explicitly and expressly men- 
tioned that from Pigeon river the water communi- 
cation was to be followed for tracing the line. 
Now, the northera water communication from 
Pigeon river is continuous, with the exception of a 
portage of €27 paces; whereas the southern route 
is not, Strictly speaking, a water communication, 
but a route partly water and partly portage—the 
portage amounting, altogether, to 27 miles. It 
was easy to see that the term “water communica- 
tion” could only apply to the northern route; and 
that nothing but a strained construction, to give 
the British all the benefit of the mere technical- 
ity that there was no continuous water commu- 
nication, could have been adopted to fix upon 
the portage route as the boundary line meant 
by the treaty of 1783. - He then compared 
the most accurate American map lately pub- 
lished, in which all the land and water marks 
are accurately laid down, with the wording of the 
treaty of 1783; and proved that there was such a 
circumstantial corroboration that the northern line 
was the irue boundary line meant, that it was im- 
possible to avoid that conclusion, unless a predeter- 
mination existed to interpret everything just as the 
British wished. The British themselves, until 1814, 
never thought of any other line; or why would 
they then ask in such gentle language for a revis- 
ion of the boundary line? Why did they, in 
1802, remove from the Grand Portage to a posi- 
tion 50 miles north, but to get off our territory, 
and escape paying duties tous for goods brought 
within what they then knew was our territory? 
Mr. B. read various historical facts concerning 
Mr, Jay’s treaty of 1794, which treaty was not to 
go into effect til! 1796, to show that it was in con- 
sequence of Mr. Jay’s refusal to give the British 
fur company any joint right of communication 
south of the northern water communication, that 
they had to remove, in 1802, fifty miles north, 
where they remained forty years, till brought back 
by our Secretary-negotiator in 1842, and allowed 
the exclusive occupation of the portage roule— 
for it was idle to call it a joint occupation, 
as our citizens could not attempt anything joint. 
ly about it, without subjecting themselves to 
be waylaid and shot down by the company’s al- 
Nes, their Indian bloodhounds. This company, 
which could now command twelve hundred of its 
own men, congregated on the northern bank of Ar- 
row river, within a stone’s throw of our territory, 
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had been thus advantageously placed for British 
interests, in every way adverse to our interests—in 
a position better than they occupied last war, when 
it cost us sixty millions of dollars to defend our- 
selves against their aggressions, and those of their 
bloodhound allies, the Indians. Our Seeretary-ne- 
gotiator, studious of promoting British interests 
and prostrating those of his own country, had al- 
lowed this Hudson Bay Company a joint use of our 
portage route, entirely within our own territory, 
and the only commercial route in the whole region; 
and had exempted their goods from the duties 
which our owa citizens would have to pay on 
them. He had precluded our citizens. from com- 
peting with them on equal terms, and called this a 
joint use, where everything should be exclusively 
advantageous to the British. Yet this was the ef- 
fect of a treaty which the Senator from Massachu- 
setts called upon us to thank God Almighty and 
Daniel Webster for having blessed us with. He 
also tells us of the insignificance of this mere use 
of the portage, wich he considers of mere mutual 
convenience. But how is it that the British are so 
covetous of everything worthless that belongs to us? 
If such things are so valueless, why are they at 
such pains to attain them? It is because they are 
of inestimable valae in their far-reaching policy. 
Mr. B. referred to the negotiations with our 
commissioners, and General Porter’s refusal to ac- 
cede to the British propositions, on the ground that 
he had no authority to depart from the terms of 
the treaty of 1783. He quoted the correspond- 
ence and negotiations of every period since 
1783, in which any effort was made by Great 
Britain to get a revision of the boundary line; 
and concluded by showing that the present Sec- 
retary of State had done what all previous Ameri- 
ean statesmen, negotiators, and administrations 
had, with true American hearts, and feelings alive 
to American inferests, utterly refused todo. It 
was now, for the first time, that an American ne- 
gotiator, with British interests at heart—-an Ameri- 
can negotiator whose feelings throughout the late 
war were with the British; and who, after the mas- 
sacre at the river Raisin, asked us if that was the 
entertainment to which we were invited;—it was 
now, for the first time, that we had an American 
negotiator capabie of sacrificing the interests of his 
country for British interests—of altering our bound- 
ary line to the entire aggrandizement of England, 
and the disadvantage of the United States; and to 
give a British trading company an exemption from 
duties in our own territory, to which our citizens, 
in competition with them, are subjected. But it 
was all of a piece with the favor he showed the 
British throughout the late war, and corresponds 
with the part he took against his own country, 
Mr. B. rejoiced that he had at last roused the 
attention of the Senate to the importance of this 
question about the Northwest boundary line. He 
should now stick to it until the whole country was 
roused up to a proper understanding of the matter. 
The people of the United States should see how 


their Secretary-negotiator had sacrificed their in- 


teresis and rights of their country to the same Brite 
ish power whose advocate he was in war. They 
shall see that there is a striking conformity be- 
tween his negotiations now, and his speeches du- 
ring that war. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE said as he had been re- 
quested to siate to the Senate the opinion he enter- 
tained as to the generai correctness of the account 
given by Mr. McGillivray respecting the North- 
western boundary, he could only say that, as far 
as Mr. McGillivray himself was concerned, he 
was a man whose character, reputation, and stand- 
ing, rendered his statements, in his (Mr. W.’s) 
opinion, worthy of the fullest credence, Mr, W. 
proceeded to state that Mr. McGillivray, who had 
been a highly respected member cf the Colonial 
Government of Canada, had brought upon kim- 
self the censure of the British ministry by the 
course he took in regard to that boundary, beeause 
jt was considered more favorabie to this country 
than to Great Britain. No one could be better 
able than that gentleman was to give an accurate ac- 
count of the situation of the country, for no man 
was belter acquainted with its true situation. 


Mr. CHOATE said he presumed that we now 7} 


had the whole proof. which the honorable Senator 
from Missouri was able to adduce in support of his 
position. And in what did it consist? There was 
nothing but this map which the honorable Senator 
had exhibited to them. [Mr.Benron. There are 
forty others.] But those we had not seen. He 
had asked the honorable Senator to go back as far 
as the year 1783, and give any evidence sufficient 
to constitute a reasonable ground of belief that bis 
position was correct; and he referred him to a map 
made: in the year 1839, by a patriotic. countryman 
of his own, who knew nothing about the matter 
which was now the subject in dispute. The Sena- 
tor declared that there were forty other maps which 
would show the same thing. He (Mr. Cxoatz) 
believed he might safely aver that every one of 
the forty was equally at fault in respect to this 
matter. 
“It was well known to every one that it was 
Miteheli’s map which had been the main guide 
in the formation of treaties. He prayed the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Missouri and of the 
Senate to Mitcheli’s map, which he now exhib- 
ited to them. Our own patriotic diplomatists had 
said of Mitchell’s map, that, though in some re- 
spects erroneous, it was upon the whole the best, 
and we ought to stick to it. This map furnished 
additional evidence in favor of the southern route. 
Mr. C. then proceeded to argue that the 
southern route bad always been the recognised 
boundary, and that no change had been made in 
it under the late treaty; that it remained pre- 
cisely as settled by Mr. Jay’s treaty; and he again 
called upon the Senator from Missouri to produce 
evidence to sustain the position he had taken. 


Mr. BENTON said the Senator had rejected the 
testimony of his own countrymen, and had taken 
that of the British. The gentleman seemed willing 
to rely upon this British map in this case, although 
he would not permit it to be any authority in the 
ease of the Northeastern boundary. If the gen- 
tleman was so fond of citing British authorities, he 
should have the opportunity of examining the 
aflidavits of eight of ihe Northwest Company. 

He was now done with the matter for the pres- 
ent; but he would yet demonstrate to the Amer- 
ican people, that the line had been altered, and in- 
gloriously altered. 

Mr. ARCHER said the whele of the Senate must 


be sensible that this debate had gone far encugh. | 


He hopéd it would now Le terminaiec. He rose 
for the purpose of. wiibdrawing the motion, which 
was before the Senate, for the recommitment ofthe 
bill to a select committee; for he had been advised, 
and had become convinecd, that such a motion was 
irregular and unparliamentary. He could not 
persist in the motion, although he still desired to 
attain the object he had in view in makixg it— 
namely, to ascertain the sense of the Senate as to 
the prepriety of retaining that clause which had 
given rise to so much debate. If that object could 
not be accomplished in anyother way, he now 
gave notice that he would renew the moticn to 
refer the bill to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations. 

Mr. WALKER expressed himself in favor of 
the bill in its present form, and bad been its advo- 
cate for five years, The Senator from Virginia 
misconceived him, if he un-erstood him as desiring 
to make a motion to strike out the provision by a 
unanimous vote. He had merely suggested to the 
gentlemen favorable to the general objects of ihe 
bill, but opposed to the provision for granting 
lands, that they might, by unanimous consent, be 
allowed to be placed in such a position as to en- 
able them to tale a direct vote on that point. 

Mr. LINN remarked that the Senator from Vir- 
ginia would see that the motion to strike out conid 
not come from the friends of the bill. The Senator 
himself might make it. H 

Here a conversational discnssion arose as to the 
best mode of attaining the object of taking a direct 
vote on the land provision, and other portions of 
the bill considered objectionable; and it was at Jast 
decided that the vote ordering the bill to be en. 
grossed, and the vete cn concurring in the amend- 
ments of the committee of the whole, shonid be 
reconsidered; which was done, 
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The bill then came up as in committee of the 
whole again; when A , 

Mr. BENTON rose and stated that, to his utter 
astonishment, on locking te the map which the 
Senator from Massachusetts had, when up a few 
moments ago, presented to the Senate as evidence 
of the boundary line of 1783, he had found it was 
Mitchell’s old map of 1755. When the Senator 
argued from it, he (Mr. B.) and, he supposed, all 
the Senate, took it forjgranted it was Mitchell’s 
improved map of some date subsequent to the 
treaty of 1783, To his utier astonishment, he 
found that a map printed eight-and-twenty years. 
before the treaty of peace—-a map printed in 1755 
—was brought forward to show the boundary line 
settled by a treaty of 1783! ; 

Mr. GHOATS said he had called for Mitchell's 
map, and that it had been brought to bim.. His 
object in using it was to show the only water- 
course known at the time. ; 

Mr. BENTON remarked that Hunter’s island . 
was not laid down in that map at all. 

Here the subject of the map dropped, and the 
discussion on the motion pending when the inter- 
ruption occnrred was resumed. f 

Mr. ARCHER now made the motion to strike 
ont the clause of the bil! about which there had 
been so much discussion, granting land to settlers 
in the Oregon. ` 

Mr. LINN demanded the yeas and nays on that 
motion; which were ordered. ; 

Mr. HENDERSON expressed the opinion that 

the bill would be useless and valueless without the 
clause holding oat inducements for persons to set- 
tle that territory—the clause giving or promising 
a bonus inland, He would vote against striking 
itout. And if it was stricken out, he would not 
vote for any appropriation, conceiving that it 
would then be useless. The object of the bill was 
to settle the country; and no settlement could be 
obtained without the inducement. He hoped the 
amendment would not prevail. 
. Mr. BAGBY said he would vote to strike out the 
clause; but, in thus voting he did not wish it to be 
considered as an indication of a change of opinion 
in regard to the late treaty. The two subjects had 
been connected in debating this question, which was 
the reason why he thought it proper that he should 
make this declaration. His opinions as to the late 
treaty had undergone no change. 

Mr. CALHOUN was understood to take excep= 
tion to the manner in which the vote was about to 
betaken. He understood that a general consent 
had been given to a rec. nsideration of the vote on ~ 
the engrossrnent, and on the amendment of the 
committee of the whole to the bill, with a view to 
afford those who had objections to the provisions of 
the bill, besides the land clause, an opportunity to 
bave those chjeclionable parts removed. But, as 
the question was then presented, that opportunity 
could not be sfforced. + If the land clause should 
be stricken out, it would not remove his objections 
to the bill. He had farther objections to it. “It was 
his desire to make the provisions of the bill con- 
form, in all respects, to existing treaty stipula- 
tions, ft was important that itshould, With a 
view of preserving his inclination to produce such 
conformity, it was necessary that the bill should be 
committed to the Committee on Foréign. Relations. 
Gentlemen could strike out the land provision, or 
not, as it might please them; but he would stand 
aloof, if his inclination to make the bill conform 
in all its parts to the treaty stipulations could not 
be preserved. It was well known that it was the 
desire of a majority of those who had spoken 
against the bill to have it committed to the Com- 
mitice on Foreign Relations; therefore the vote 
about to be taken could not remove that desire. 

Some conversation here took place between 
Mesers. SEVIER, WALKER,CALHOUN, KING, 
and BUCHANAN, as to the object for which the 
general consent of the Senate had been given to 
admit a motion for the reconsideration of the vote 
on the engrossment of the bill. The discussion 
was ended, however, by 

Mr. CONRAD, who renewed the motion (which 
had been previously made, but withdrawn) to com- 
mit the bill to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 
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`: Mr. LINN demanded the yeas and nays on that 
motion; which were ordered. 

Mr. TAPPAN moved to amend the motion to 
commit, so as to make it a motion to commit, with 
instructions to strike out the clause giving a bounty 
in land. 

Mr. CALHOUN moved to amend that amend- 
ment with the words “and such other parts as the 
committee may think expedient.” ; 

. Mr.. ARCHER suggested to the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. Tarran] to withdraw the amendment to 
commit with instructions. It would be better to let 
it go to the committee without limitation. 

Mr. TAPPAN acquiesced in the suggestion, 
and withdrew his proposition. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
commit and decided in the negative—yeas 22, nays 
24, as follows: , 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Bagby, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, 
Berrien, Calhoun, Choate, Conrad, Crafis, Dayton, Evans, 
Graham, Huntington, McDuffie, Miller, Porter, Rives, Sim- 
mons, Sprague, ‘Valimadge, and Woodbridge--22, 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Benton, Buchanan, Clayton, Fulton, 
Henderson, King, Linn, McRoberts, Mangum, Merrick, Phelps, 
Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, Smith of Indiana, Sturgeon, 
Tappan, Walker, White, Wilcox, Williams, Woodbury, 
Wright, and Young~24, 

The question now recurring on the motion to 
strike out the clause giving a bounty, in land, of 
640 acres to each individual settler-— 

Mr. CALHOUN remarked that the motion to 
commit the bill to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, with a view to make its provisions conform 
to treaty stipulations, having failed, he would, 
consequently, vote for striking out the Jand clause. 

The question was then put on striking out the 
land clause; and decided in the negative—yeas 22, 
nays 24, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Bagby, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, 
Berrien, Calhoun, Choate, Conrad, Crafts, Dayton, Evans, 
Graham, Huntington, McDuffie, Miller, Porter, Rives, Sim- 
mons, Sprague, Tallmadge, and Woodbridge, —22. 

NAYS—Messrs, Allen, Benton, Buchanan, Clayton, Fulton, 
Henderson, King, Linn, McRoberts, Mangum, Merrick, Phe! ps, 
Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, Smith of Indiana, Sturgeon, 
Tappan, Walker; White, Wilcox, Williams, ‘Woodbury; 
Wright, and Young—24., 

The amendments of the committee of the whole 
were concurred in; and the question now being, 
Shall the bill be engrossed for a third reading? 

Mr. HUNTINGTON demanded the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered. 

Mr. McDUFFIE was understood to express a 
desire to say something on the bill before the final 
vote was decided, and desired a postponement of 
the question for that purpose. 

The question was then taken on ordering the bill 
to be engrossed for a third reading, and decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 24, nays 22, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bonton, Buchanan, Clayton, Fulton, 
Henderson, King, Linn, McRoberts, Mangum, Merrick, Pheips, 
Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, Smith of Indiana, Sturgeon, Tap- 
pan, Walkor, White, Wilcox, Williams, Woodbury, Wright, 
and Young-~24, 

NAYS—Mossrs. Archer, Bagby, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Ber- 
rien, Calhoun, Choate, Conrad, Crafts, Dayton, Evans, Graham, 
Huntington, McDuffie, Miller, Porter, Rives, Simmons, Sprague, 
Tallmadge, and Woodbridge—22, 


Mr. MERRICK expressed the hope that the 
question would be taken on the final passage of the 
bill, It had been a long time under discussion, 
and had impeded the progress of oiber important 
bills. He had no doubt every Senator’s mind was 
made up as to the passage of the bill. Nothing 
could be gained by the party opposed to the bill, by 
the delay of the question on its passage, because 
there were but four members absent, two of wham 
were known to be in favor of the bill. 

Mr. SEVIER made some remarks not distinctly 
heard. 

Mr. MERRICK said if the biil was postponed 
till Monday, he was confident the diseussion would 
be renewed. He hoped the question would be put. 

Mr. MeDUFFIE here waived his desire to 
speak on the bill before the vote on its passage. 

The bill was then read the third time, and passed 
on a count—ayes 24, noes not counted. 

Mr. TALLMADGE gave notice that he would, 
on Monday, move to postpone al! previous special 
orders of that day, with the view of taking up the 
exchequer bill. 

On motion, it was agreed, that, when the Senaie 
adjourn, it adjourn till Monday next. 

On motion by Mr. SEVIER, 

The Senate adjourned till Monday. 
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Mr. CASEY presented the petition of Wiliam 
McCabe, of Clark county, Illinois, praying to be 
paid for a horse lost in the service of the United 
States: referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. LANE presented the resolutions of the State 
of Indiana on the subject of the reduction of post- 
age, the extension of the pension laws, the con- 
struction of a harbor at Michigan City, and the 
improvement of the Wabash river. 

Mr. MARSHALL of Maine presented the pe- 
tition of S. M. H. Grant and fifly others, citizens 
of Prospect, Me., praying for an increase of duties 
on lumber and wood. 


RETRENCHMENT, 


Mr. CAVE JOHNSON offered the following 
resolution: . 


Resolved, Thata select committee be appointed to inquire 
andreporttothe House whether the several resolutions of the 
House adopted at the last session for the retrenchment of the 
expenditures of the House have been carried into effect there; 
aud in what manner the same has been done; and that they 
also report whether any and what further steps should be 
taken in relation thereto, for the enfercement of the orders of 
the House, or the curtailment of its expenditures. 


Mr. CUSHING asked if the subject was not al- 
ready in charge of one of the standing commit- 
tees. 

The SPEAKER said no. 

The resolution was then adopted. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON then expressed a desire 
that he should not be put on the committee, and 
that it shouid be composed of the same gentlemen 
who constituted the retrenchment committee of last 
session. 

The SPEAKER inquired what number the com- 
mittee should consist of. . 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON said that five would be 
the most appropriate number. 

Mr, DEAN, from the Committee on Territo- 
ries, reported abill to establish a town at the Cedar 
Key in Florida: read twice, and referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. GENTRY gave notice of his intention to 
introduce a bill to amend the act entitled “An act 
for the relief of George Mayfield.” 

On motion of Mr. DANIEL, the Committee on 
Roads and Canals were discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the petition of the citizens of 
Dade county, Alabama. 

The committees were then called on for reports. 

Mr. FILLMORE, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported a bill making appropriations 
for the payment of navy pensions ‘due on the Ist 
July, 1843, and on the Ist January, 1844: read 
twice, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 


On motion of Mr. FILLMORE, the Committee 
of Ways and Means was discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the report of the Secretary of 
War, in relation to the Potomac bridge; and the 
same was referred to the Committee for the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Sam. Wel- 
Jer. [General laughter.] Read twice, and referred 
10 the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. COWEN, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Robert E. Jennings, James Roddy, and 
Robert B. Carter: read twice, and referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. OSBORNE and Mr. WARREN, from the 
same committee, made several adverse reports; 
which were ordered to lie. 

On motion of Mr. WINTHROP, the Committee 
of the Whole were discharged from the considera- 
tion of bills 575 and 576; and the same were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. FILLMORE moved that the Committee of 
the Whole be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the general, civil, and diplomatic ap- 
propriation bill, and that the said bill be recom- 
mitted to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
with a view to the introduction, by that committee, 
of a new bill: the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL of Maine, from the Committee 
on Commerce, reported a bill for the relief of the 


owners of the schooner Joseph of Wareham; and 


- also a bill for the relief of the owners and crew 


of the schooner Perdido: read twice, and referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. MORROW, from the Committee on Pablie 
Lands, reported a bill providing for the sale of 
certain lands in Ohio and Michigan ceded by the 
Wyandot tribe of Indians, and for other purposes: 
read twice, and laid on the Speaker's table. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, reported a bill explanatory of an act 
entitled “An act to amend an act granting pre- 
emption rights to certain settlers,” approved June, 
1838. Mr. C. expressed the hope that no objection 
would be interposed to the passage of this bill, but 
that it would be allowed to lie on the Speaker's 
table for the early action of the House. 

Mr. BOARDMAN moved that the bill be refer- 
red to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. j 

This motion was voted down by a large majori- 
ty, and the bill ordered to lie on the Speakers 
table. 

On motion of Mr. HOWARD, the Committee 
of the Whole were discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill No. 334, and the same was 
ordered to lie un the Speaker’s table, 


MAYOR OF ALEXANDRIA. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee for 
the District of Columbia, reported the Senate bill 
“to amend the charter of the town of Alexandria,” 
providing for the election of the Mayor of Alex- 
andria by the people. He hoped the bill would be 
passed without delay, and for that purpose moved 
the previous question. 


Mr. CAVE JOHNSON said this was an im- 
portant bill, and therefore should be referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. : 

The SPEAKER inquired whether the gentle. 
man from Kentucky insisted on his motion for the 
previous question. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD said he did. f 

The SPEAKER then said the bill could not be 
debated. 


Mr. CAVE JOHNSON called for the reading of 
the bill, and it was read accordingly. He then 
inquired what were the present qualifications re- 
quired of voters in the town of Alexandria. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD said that all housekeepers 
might vote at present for members of the Common 
Council. 


Mr. CAVE JOHNSON. Then the bill still 
confines the right of suffrage to freeholders only. 

Mr. WELLER moved that the bill be laid on 
the table, 


Mr. CAVE JOHNSON asked for the yeas and 
nays on the motion. They were taken, and re- 
sulted—-yeas 51, nays 197. 

So the House refused to lay the bill on the 
table. 

The question then recurred on the second to the 
demand for the previous question; which was car- 
ried, and the main question ordered. 

The main question, being on the third reading of 
the bill, was also carried; and the bill was read the 
third time and passed. 

Reports from committees being the next business 
in order—~ 

Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL, from the Committee 
on the Judiciary, reported a bill to abolish public 
executions in capital cases; which was twice read, 
and referred. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN, from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, made an adverse report on the case 
of Margaret C. Murray; which was laid on the 
table. 

Mr. W. O. BUTLER, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, reported back, with an amend- 
ment, the bill from the Senate for the relief of 
William De Peyster and H. M, Cook. 

Mr. A. H. I, STUART, from the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of 
Seth Sweetzer; which was twice read, and referred. 

Mr. RODNEY, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of 
Hannah Jenkins, widew of James Jenkins; which 
was twice read, and referred. 
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Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the same. committee, 
reported a bill allowing a pension to John Taylor, 
and a bill allowinga pension to Nancy Williams; 
which were severally twice read, and referred. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO submitted the following res- 
olution, which was considered and adopted: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be instructed 
to inquire into the propriety and justice of allowing pensions 
to the widows of those officers of the navy who perished in the 
Daia States ship Hornet, while on a cruise in the Gulf of 

exico. 


Mr. CALVARY MORRIS, from the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, reported back, without 
amendment, the bill from the Senate for the relie 
of Wareham Kingsley. ` 

Mr. FORNANCE, fron the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, reported a biil for the re- 
lief of Patrick Masterson; which was twice read, and 
referred. ; 

Messrs. READ and GORDON, from the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, made adverse re- 
ports on certain cases that had been referred to 
that committee. 

Oo motion by Mr. McCKENNAN, the Commit- 
tee on Roads and Canals was discharged from the 
further consideration of the petition cf certain cit- 


‘jzens of Richmond, Virginia, praying for an ap- 


propriation for the improvement of the navigation 
of the James river. 
MASSACHUSETTS MILITIA. 

Mr. MASON of Ohio, from the Committee of 
Ways and Means, reported a bill to refund the 
balance due to the Siate of Massachusetts for dis- 
bursements during the laie war with Great Britain: 
read twice, and referred. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Maryland, from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, reported a bill making ap- 
propriations for the improvement of certain har- 


bors; which was twice read and referred. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Select Commit- 
tee on Steamboat Navigation, reported an amend- 
atory bill on the subject of safety-valves, &e.; which 
was twice read, referred to the Comnnittee of the 
Whole House, and ordered to be printed, 

Mr. GIDDINGS moved that the House resolve 
itself into Commiitee of the Whole for the purpose 
of acting on private bills, and suggested that bills 
about which there is no dispute should be first 
acted on. 

Mr. CUSHING asked if the morning hour was 
passed; and, being answered in the negative, call- 
ed for the consideration of his resoiution on the sub- 
ject of French spoliations prior to 1800. 

The resolution was then taken up and read as 
follows: . 


' Resolved, That all debate in the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, on House biil No. 57, entitled 
“A bill to provide for the satisiaciion of claims due to certain 
American citizens, for spoliations committed on their commerce 
prior to 3lst July, 1801,” shalt cease on Tuesday next, at2 
o’clock, and the committee shall proceed to vote on the amend- 
ments then pending, or that may be offered to said bill, and then 
report the bill to the Honse, with such amendments as may 
have been agreed to by the committee. 


Mr. ATHERTON moved to lay the resolution 
on the table. 

Mr. CUSHING called for the yeas and nays, 
whieh were ordered; and, on taking the question, 
resulted in yeas 97, nays 93. 

So the resolution was laid on the table. 

Mr, FILLMORE appealed to the sentlemaa from 
Florida, [Mr. Levy,] who had the floor this morn- 
ing on the special order, (being a bill for the relief 
of inhabitants of West Florida,) to allow the pen- 
sion bill to be taken up. The pensions were to be 
paid on the 4th of Mareh; and the money where- 
with the payments had to be made must be 
despatched to different parts of the country, which 
would oceupy some time. He, therefore, hoped it 
would now be taken up; and, as it would consume 
but a short time, the Delegate from Florida could 
afterwards address the House on the special or- 
der. 

Mr. LEVY yielded to what he understood to be 
the wish of the House; bet, at the same time, he 


asked the House to take up the unfinished Territo- ` 


rial business to-day, and dispose of it. 

Mr. FILLMORE moved, then, that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. ` Í 

Mr. GIDDINGS appealed to the gentleman 
from New York, and to the House, to allow the 
calendar of private bills to be taken up, and to dis» 
pose of the undisputed claims, This would occupy 
but about thirty minutes; whereas he feared the 
pension bill would consume the day. He moved 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of. the 
Whole for the purpose of disposing of the undis- 
puted claims. 

Mr. LEVY suggested that undisputed Territorial 
business should be included. 

The motion was agreed to, with Mr. Levy's 
amendment; and Mr. Boarpmaw took the chair. 

The titles of the bills on the calendar were then 
read in their order; but the great majority were ob- 
jected to, and, consequently, were laid aside. Sev- 
eral were laid aside to be reporied to the House. 

The bill for the relief of Sam. Weller was ia- 
ken up, and the report read, 

After a few remarks from Messrs. CAVE 
JOHNSON, TOMLINSON, COWEN, and PAR- 
MENTER, the bill was laid aside, under objec- 
tion. (The objection was subsequently with- 
drawn.) 

The bill for the relief of William De Buys was 
taken up, and the report read. After the adoption 
of an amendment, it was laid aside to be re- 
ported. 

The bill for the relief of certain companies cf 
Michigan militia was laid aside to be reported. 

The bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Robert E. Jennings, James Roddy, and R. B. 
Carter, was objected to by Mr. MERIWETH- 
ER—together with several other bills reported for 
the first time this morning, 


The bill for the relief of Seth Sweetser, and the , 


bill for the relief of Hannah Jenkins, were laid 
aside to be reported. 

The bill for the relief of John ‘Taylor was ob- 
jected to by Mr. MERIWETHER. 


The bill in addition to the act providing for the 


payment of Florida militia called into the 
service in 1839 and 1840, was taken up, and an 
amendment offered by Mr. STANLY, authorizinz 
the accounts to be settled under a specified super- 
intendence; which was adopted. The bill was then 
laid aside to be reported. 

The bill to authorize the purchase of a law li- 
brary for the judges of the Territory of Florida, 
was objected to. s 

The bill to estabiish an additional land office in 
the Territory of lowa was informally passed over, 
at the suggestion of Mr. A. C. DODGE. 

The bill granting the right of pre-emption to 
certain settlers in the Territory of Wisconsin, was 
laid aside to be reported. 

Also, the bill granting to the Territory of Wis- 
consin a certain tract of land, for the benefit of the 
town of Fair Play, in said Territory. 

The bill making appropriations for certain roads 
and rivers in Wisconsin, was objected to by Mr. 
SPRIGG. 

After considering several bills in Committee of 
the Whole, the committee rose, and reported them 
to the House. 

Mr. BRIGGS moved to discharge the Commit- 
tee of the Whole from the further consideration 
of the bill for the relief of John Carey, a colored 
servant of General Washington. Mr, B. said that 
this old man was 112 years old, and there was no 
doubt that he bad served General Washington, both 
at Braddock’s defeat, and during the revolutionary 
war. 

Mr. FILLMORE objected, on the greund that 
this bill could be considered at the same tine with 
the rest; but withdrew his objection. 

Mr. MERIWETHER objected; and 
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4 pene: 

Mr. BRIGGS moved a suspension of: the ruless 
which was agreed to. : 

Mr. MERIWETHER called for the reading of 
the report. As the House was about pensioning 
the poorof the: District of Columbia, he should 
like to hear the reasons for it. 

The report was accordingly read; and then the 
bill was read the third time and passed. — ; 

Mr. A. ©. DODGE moved to discharge the 
Committee of the Whole from the further consider- 
ation of the bill making appropriations for certain 
roads, and for the survey of a canal route in the 
Teritory of lowa—(this bill was passed over yester~ 
day, in consequence of the want of aquoram;] this 
motion was carried. | - l ; 

PENSION BILL. 

On motion of Mr. FILLMORE, the House re- 
solved itself into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Saunpers, of North Caro- 
lina, in the chair,) and took up the bill making ap- 
propriations for revolutionary and other pensioners 
of the United States, for the half calendar year be- 
ginning on the Ist January, and ending on the 30th 
of June, 1843; and for the fiscal year beginning on 
the Ist July, 1843, and. ending on the 30th June, 
1844, eel 

No amendment having been offered to this bill, 
the committee rose, and reported it to the House. 

It was then read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MERIWETHER moved to discharge the 
Committee of the Whole from the further consider- 
ation of the bill forthe relief of James C. Wat- 
son of Georgia. This bill (be said) had been sus- 
pended for three years by the objections of a single 
member; [Mr. Grppinas;] and he hoped the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, [Mr. Brieas,] who had 
just succeeded in getting a bill through for a color- 
ed pauper of the Distriet, would give him his as- 
sistance. 

Mr. GIDDINGS objected, that the bill contained 
an appropriation, and had not been considered in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. MERIWETHER said that the bill just 
passed made anappropriation, and yet ithad not 
been considered in Committee of the Whole. It 
was strange that the gentleman from Ohio should 
have so much sympathy for a negro, and refuse 
to do justice to a white man. 

The SPEAKER said that, objection being made, 
the motion could not be received without a suspen~ 
sion of the rules. 

Mr. MERIWETHER accordingly moved a 
suspension of the rules. 

Mr. GIDDINGS called for the reading of the ree 
port and bill; and they were read. 

Mr. G. then call@@ for the yeas and nays on the 
motion; but they were not ordered; and, 

On taking the question, the motion was rejeated. 

Mr. COWEN moved that the House proceed 
with the private bills on the calendar, several of 
which were on their engrossment. 

The SPEAKER said that the private calendar 
would now be taken up. , 

The following bills were read a third time and 
passed: 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of William D. Smith. 

A bill for the relief of Alexander Dixon. 

A bill for the relief of Jobn Skirving. 

A bill granting a quantity of landto the Terri- 
tory of Wisconsin. 

A bill for the relief of Hannah Jenkins, widow 
of James Jenkins, deceased. 

A bill for the relief of Seth Sweetzer. 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of John Peters, deceased. 

A bill to confirm Eiiza Burriss, her heirs and as- 
signs, in her title to a tract of land, : 

A bill for the relief of John McGinniss, a sole 
dier in the late war. 

A bill for the relief of Benjamin O. Tayloe. 

A bill for the relief of Wm. De Buys. 

A bill to allewa pension to Nancy Williams, 


242 ; 


"A bill granting a certain tract. of land to the: 
Territory of Wisconsin, for the benefit: of the town 
of Fairplay. - Saari 

A bill for the relief of Patrick Masterson. 

A’ bill for the relief of certain companies of the 
Michigan militia. 

A bill for the relief of Wm. Selden, Treasurer 
of the United States. mig? 

Mr. G. DAVIS submitted a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which. the bill for the relief of 
Benjamin Ogle Tayloe was adopted. The motion 
was entered. 

On motion of Mr. ARNOLD, 

The House adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Satorpay, February 4, 1843. 

Mr. McCLELLAN of New York presented the 
petition of Aaron Blinn and others, of Columbia 
county, New York, praying a renewal of the pen. 
sion act, for the benefit of the widows of revolu- 
tionary officers and soldiers. 

Mr. NEWHARD presented the memorial of 
‘194 citizens of Schuyikill county, State of Penn 
sylvauia, praying Congress to pass a law author- 
izing the issue of $200,000,000, to be based upon 
the public. lands, and distributed among the States 
and Territories, 
` Mr. GWIN presented a memorial from citizens 
of Adams county, Mississippi, in favor of the se- 
lection of Natchez as the site for a naval armory 
and dry-dock. He observed that, as there was 
now a billin the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, having reference to this subject, 
he moved a similar reference of the memorial, 
and that it be printed. As he believed that Natchez 
was the best site that had been suggested to the 
consideration of the House for the location of the 
armory! and dry-dock, he wished, when the bill 
came up to be acted on, that the claims of that 
piace, as set forth in the memorial, might be fully 

efore the House, 

Mr. KEIM presented the petition of Wm. 8. 
Kennedy and 31 others, praying Congress to 
liquidate the debt of Amos Kendall, incurred in the 
discharge of his official duties: referred. 

Mr. WM. O0. GOODE presented the memorial 
of a number of citizens of Virginia, praying an in- 
crease of salary for the judge of the eastern dis- 
trict in that State. 

Also, the petition of the surviving children of 
Winifred Tomlinson, for a pension. 

Also, the petition of Abram Heen, for a pension. 

Also, the petition of Frances Crafton, for a pen- 
sion. 

Mr. MOORE presented the following petitions, 


viz: 

Of Paul Le Clerc and 109 others, inhabitants of 
the parishes of Terrebonne, St. Mary, and As- 
sumption, praying for a post route from Houma to 
Duateh Settlement, Louisiana. 

Of George S. Walmsley and 14 others, and 
Henry O. McEvery and 33 others, praying for a 
post rou'e direct from Natchitoches to Monroe, 
Louisiana. 

Mr. HENRY submitted a resolution to discharge 
the Committee of the Whole from bill No. 295, be- 
ing an act to extend the provisions of an aet sup- 
plementary to an act for the relief of certain offi- 
cers and soldiers of the Revolution, known as the 
“Indian fighters,” and that it be made the special 
order for Wednesday next. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

On the motion of Mr. ADAMS, the use of the 
hall was granted to Benjamin B. Bowen, for the 
delivery of a lecture, on Monday evening next, on 
the education of the blind. ; 

On the motion of Mr. CAVE JOHNSON, the 
House amended a bill entitled “An act in addition 
to an act for the payment of Florida militia called 
into service in the years 1839 and 1840,” approved 
August 23, 1842; and, as amended, it was read a 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. PEARCE called up ihe question on print- 
ing the majority and minority reports from. the 
Judiciary Committee, on the refunding of the fine 
ımposed cn General Jackson, by Judge Hall, at 
New Orleans; and on that he moved the previous 
question. 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. PENDLETON called for the reading of 
the reports. bale 

A conversation ensued, which resuited. in the 
subject being passed over, to avoid the consump- 
tion of the time of the House with it to-day; the 
previous question being left pending. 

Mr. HALSTED moved that the Commitiee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill 
No. 651, entitled “A bill regulating the taking of 
testimony in cases of centested elections, and for 
other purposes.” [Cries of “No, no, no.”] 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. FILLMORE asked the House to take up 
the appropriation bills. There were only twenty- 
four working days of the session left, and yet the 
appropriation bills were kept back; and he hoped 
the House would agree to take them up, that they 
might be disposed of, and sent to the Senate. 

Mr. LEVY was understood to appeal to the 
gentleman from New York to allow the bill for the 
relief of inhabitants of West Florida to be taken 
up. It had been the special order for several days, 
but, for the promotion of other important business, 
he had allowed it to be passed over; but he hoped 
the House would now allow it to be disposed of. 

Mr. FILLMORE replied that a greater number 
of days had already been given to the Territorial 
business than it was usual to give even at the Jong 
sessions; and as all the appropriation bills had 
been kept back, he could not allow them to remain 


longer on the table, by waiving his motion to go 


into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. GARRETT DAVIS gave notice that he 
should move that the committee take up the bill to 
reduce the number of officers in the New York 
custom-house. ` 

The question was then taken, and the motion to 
go into committee carried in the affirmative. (Mr. 
Auten of Maine took the chair.) 

Mr. FILLMORE moved that the committee take 
up the navy appropriation bill. 

Mr. ADAMS opposed the motion. 

Mr. GARRETT DAVIS asked for the yeas and 
nays (laughter)—he meant to say tellers—on the 
motion. 

They were not ordered, and the motion was car- 
ried without a division. 


NAVY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House bill No. 659, entitled “A bill making 
appropriations for the naval service for the half 
calendar year, beginning on the 1st of January and 
ending on the 30ih of June, 1843, and for the fiscal 
year ending on the 30th June, 1844,” was then 
read through. 

Mr. MERIWETHER moved to lay the bill on 
the table, with a view to take up the bill to reduce 
the number of officers in the New York custom- 
house, or some other bill. The present bill in- 
volved several millions of dollars, and gentlemen 
were not yet prepared with the necessary informa- 
tion to enable them to vote and act understandingly 
upon it. As the bill now before the committee 
would be soon acted upon, when members were 
prepared for it, (and it would not be delayed be- 
yond Wednesday next,) he moved that it be laid 
on the table. 

Mr. FILLMORE said the motion was not in or- 
der. There was no such thing as laying a bill on 
the table in committee. 

Mr. MERIWETHER. ThenI move to post- 
pone the biil. 

Mr. FILLMORE opposed the motion. 

Mr. G. DAVIS asked for tellers, who were or- 
dered, and reporicd—ayes 49, noes 58; no quorum. 

The vote was again taken and resulted—ayes 
48, noes 85; so the ELouse refused to postpone the 
navy bill. 

Mr. MERIWETHER then rose and offered the 
following amendment: 

Add to the first sectien this proviso: 

Provided, That, until otherwise directed by Jaw, no part of 
the present, or any future appropriations for the pay of com- 
missioned, warrant, and petty officers, including the engi- 
neer corps, shall be paid to the same, except upon a reduction 
of the present pay atand after the rate of twenty per cent. per 
annum. 

Mr. M. said he had but a few remarks to make 
upon thiS amendment, It might be asked why he 


proposed to redace the pay of navy officers, fang let 


that of all other officers of the Government stand 
as at present.. He would answer, that the pay of 
the navy officers was increased in 1835, and that 
of none others, Their pay was then increased 
with the view of meeting the increased price of 
previsions and of labor in every department of 
life. Now, he believed thal nine-tenths of the 
evils under which our navy was suffering, resulted 
from the high salaries paid to its officers. It was 
composed of the most disorderly corps he knew of 
in any existing Government. Indeed, itseemed ne- 
cessary to keep a court-martial -sitting nearly the 
entire year for their trial for offences. 


Here Mr. FILLMORE rose to a question of 
order.. He contended that the amendment was not 
in order at this time. This bill proposed to pay 
money due, according to a pre-existing law. If it 
were merely a bill making contingent appropria- 
lions, it would be perfectly competent to limit and 
prescribe the amount, and manner of making the 
appropriation. The amendment in reality changed 
existing laws, and he submitted whether it was in 
order. s 

Mr. MERIWETHER said he had anticipated 
this objection. Whenever any one talked of redu- 
cing the expenditures of the Government, they 
were met with a question of order. So it was last 
session, when the House limited the number of 
officers. Certainly, if the House could limit the 
number of officers, it might also limit their pay. 

The CHAIR decided the amendment to be in 
order. 

Mr. FILLMORE appealed from the decision of 
the Chair, and made some remarks on the ques- 
tion of order. 

The appeal was debated by Messrs. FILL- 
MORE, CAVE JOHNSON, TILLINGHAST, 
WISE, HOLMES, REYNOLDS, and CHARLES 
BROWN. 

The committee sustained the decision of the 
Chair—70 in the affirmative, and 63 in the nega- 
tive. 

Mr. MERIWETHER then advocated his 
amendment, and said there was no department of 
this Government in which a compensation like 
that which he proposed to reduce was given for a 
similar grade of talent in the service of the Uni- 
ted States. He traced the increased pay now given 
to the year 1835; and said that, by a document in 
his possession, he could show that it was then in- 
creased, in some instances, 75 or 100 per cent. over 
what it was before that year: whereas he now pro- 
posed a reduction of only 20 per cent. He read a 
tabular statement, showing the difference of the 
pay of officers of various grades at the two peri- 
ods mentioned. Healso pointed out an increase of 
the number of guns afloat, and the cost of pay for 
each; and contended that the cost of the navy was 
more now than it was during the war with Great 
Britain. He advocated a reduction of this branch 
of the public service at some length. 

Mr. WISE replied. He admitted that the pay 
proper of officers in the naval service was now ap- 
parently greater than it was at the period of which 
the gentleman from Georgia had spoken; but there 
were then rations, and otber things—which by the 
sailors were termed, in their expressive phraseolo- 
gy, “wee things aboot the deck””—-which materially 
diminished that difference, and left the pay but lit- 
tle less than is now given. 

Mr. W. went into an explanation of the manner 
in which the pay of the navy was increased in 
1835, developing the principles on which the Con- 
gress of that year-~the best in which he had ever 
served—and the controlling reasons which induced 
such an increase of pay. He said that Congress 
then determined to put the corps of officers on the 
best footing, and to get the best men in the country, 
by making the pay adequate to their services; that 
Congress acted on a principle which, he thought, 
cught never to be lost sight of; thatit was easy to 
build ships—easy to fit out a whole fleet in a very 
short time; but it required years. to make a good 
officer. Mr. W. thought if the gentleman wished 
retrenchment, he had better move to strike ont the 
appropriation for increasing the materials on hand 
for building ships. In that, the gentleman would 
not strike a blow at the service. He also sug- 
gested to the gentleman, instead of moving a hori- 


‘gonial redueticn of salaries, to move a more equal 
-distribution of pay—giving the little midshipmen 
less, and the passed midshipmen aod warrant offi- 
cers more. . A horizontal redection of 20 per cent. 
-would make the pay lower than it was in 1835, 
when all: admitted. that the pay was too. low; 
and when, after a full investigation, it was in- 
creased. foie 

He then went into an argument against the re- 
duction of the navy—answering the objections 


urged against its present strength, on the ground of ` 


_ the prospect of permanent peace; and alleging the 
extent of our commerce on every sea, as a reason 
for the keeping up of our naval force. He ex- 
plained the case of Commodore Jones, and the 

capture of Monterey; and argued that, in case of 
any resistance by the British fleet, Commodore 

Jones would have been overpowered, and the 
American flag struck. He adverted to the state of 
our trade in various paris of the world as being in 
a declining state, whilst the English trade was in- 
creasing; and all owing to the superior fleet of the 
British. ‘ 

Mr. McKEON offered an amendment to the 
amendment, providing that no part of this appropri? 
ation shall be applied to the pay of officers, or to 
the equipping of .vessels, to be employed on the 
coast of Africa, under the late treaty with England. 

The CHAIR decided the amendment to be out 
of order. 

Mr. PROFFIT then got the floor, and addressed 
the Heuse for a few moments; when 

Mr. McKEOWN interrupted him; and, not under- 
standing that his amendment had been decided to 
be out of order, wished to take an appeal. 

The CHAIR said that it was too late to appeal; 
and, after some conversation between Messrs. Me- 
KEON, PROFFIT, and the CHAIR, 

Mr. PROFIT proceeded with his remarks in 
opposition to the amendment, and gave a statement 
of the high pay and emoluments ef the superior of- 
ficers of the British navy as an argument why the 
pay of the officers of our navy should not be re- 
duced. 

He gave way to a motion to rise, after speaking 
some minutes; and the committee rose and re- 
ported progress accordingly. 

Mr. GILMER and Mr. I. D. JONES made 
motions of reconsideration of votes passing two 
several bills yesterday; which were entered. 

Several Executive communications were pre- 
sented to the House, and referred. They were 
the following: 

From the War Department, in answer to a res- 
olution submitted by Mr. J. P. Kewnepy, call- 
ing for the number of officers in the Baltimore 
ecustom-house, &c.; another, authorizing a report 
from the officer in charge of the Ordnance Bureau, 
showing the expenses of the national armories for 
the’ year 1842; another, with estimates of the 
appropriations for the War Department for the 
year 1843, and the balance of appropriations; 
anotker, showing the names of clerks in that de- 
partment; another, exhibiting the contingencies of 
that department. There was also one from the 
Post Office Department, with estimates for the 
mail service for the year 1843. 

The following Senate bills were read twice and 
referred: 

A bill for the relief of William Russell. 

A bill for the relief of the owners and crew of 
the schooner Twig. 

Mr. STANLY, pursuant to notice, intreduced 
a bill to amend “An act entitled an act making ap- 
propriations for the erection of a marine hospital 
1n North Carolina,” which was read twice, and re- 
ferred. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Connecticut, from the 
Committee on Commerce, reported a bill for the 
relief of John Sands; whieh was read twice, and 
committed to the Committee of the Whole. 

On the motion of Mr. HOPKINS, the bill for 
the relief of B. O. Tayloe was modified, amended, 
and passed. The House then adjourned. 

IN SENATE. 
Mownpay, February 6, 1843. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 

ate a communication from the War Department, 
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of the act-of August, 1842, a statement and re- 
port of the expenditures of-that department for the 
vealendar year of 1842; which, on motion of Mr. 
EVANS, was ordered to lie on the table and be 
printed. z f Aa gt 

Also, laid-before the Senate a communication 
from the War Department, transmitting, in com- 
pliance with a resolution of. the Senate of the 24th 
ultimo, copies of the contract made with John 
Grant for dredging the channel of the Choctaw 
pass, and other information concerning the subject; 
which, on motion of Mr. WALKER, was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary having charge 
of the claim of this individual. : 

‘Mr, CLAYTON and Mr. BUCHANAN pre- 
sented two memorials from citizens of Peansylva- 
nia, asking Congress to create $200,000,000 of 
stock, to be based on the proceeds from the public 
domain, to be distributed among the several States 
and Territories in a representative ratio: referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. EVANS presented a petition from M. Jones, 
the widow of the late Samuel Jones, a revolution- 
ary soldier, praying that the pension received by 
her under the pension law of July 7, 1838, may be 
revived to her: referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. SMITH of Indiana presented joint resolu- 
tions adopted by the Legislature of Indiana, urgi«g 
upon the Senators and Representatives from that 
State to use their influence to procure the passage 
of a law granting to that State all the unsold lands 
in the Vincennes land district, for the purpose of 
completing the Wabash and Erie Canal: referred 
to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from 
a number of citizens of Franklin county, Penn- 
sylvania, asking Congress without delay to repeal 
the bankrupt law: ordered to lie on the table. 

Memorials were presented by Messrs. BU- 
CHANAN and STURGEON from citizens of the 
city and county of Philadelphia, asking that Mr. 
Kendall may be relieved from the restraint on his 
personal liberty, in consequence of a verdict of 
damages for $11,000, rendered aganst him, in fa- 
vor of Stockton & Stokes, by the District court 
of the District of Columbia, for conduct in dis- 
charge of his official duty: referred to the Com- 
miitee on Claims. 


Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from 
the Board of Trade of the city of Pittsburg, ask- 
ing Congress to make an appropriation for the 
improvement of the Western rivers: referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. B. also presented two memorials (which, 
by some strange accident, he said, had been mis- 
laid for a day or two) from the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Philadelphia: one asking fora recon- 
struction of the pier at or near Port Penn and 
Reedy island in Delaware river; and one in favor 
of continuing the coast survey; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. LINN presented a petition from certain in- 
habitants of the counties of Perry, Cape Girar- 
dean, and Madison, praying for the establishment 
of a mail route from Chester, in Illinois, to Farm- 
ington, in Missouri: referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. L. also presented a petition from Richard Phil- 
ips, of New Madrid county, Missouri, praying for 
the passage of an act authorizing the survey of two 
tracis of Jard in the said county, and that the 
patent for said land may be issued in his name: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

On motion by Mr. BAYARD, the papers of 
Thomas Ragsdale were ordered to be taken from 
the files of the Senate, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. _ 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a petition from Ai- 
kin Smith, R. Kimball, and 195 others, citizens of 
Lewis county, New York, praying that in ail fu- 
ture treaties between the United S:ates and foreign 
powers, an article may be inserted, whenever inter- 
national differences: shall arise between such na- 
tions, that they shall be left to arbitrators: refer- 
red to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON presented. a* memorial 
from citizens of Norwich, Connecticut, praying for 


transmitting, in compliance with the 20th section 


243 


a reduetion of postage on letters, and the abolishment 
of the franking privilege: ordered to He on the 
table. ` 

‘Mr. TAPPAN presentéda memorial, signed by 
citizens of Jefferson county, Obio, Brooke county, 
Virgivia, and Washington county, Pennsylvania, 
praying for the establishment of a mail route from 
Washington, Pennsylvania, to Sieubenville, Ohio: 
referred to the Commitee on the Post.Office.and. 
Post Roads. en 

Mr. DAYTON presented a petition from John 
Howell, Robert McNeely, and Wm. Potts, of New 
Jersey, praying to be relieved from the payment o£ 
a cerlainjudgment, assureties of Joseph J, Wilson, 
late pestmaster at Trenton: referred to the Com- 
miltee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. STURGEON presented a memorial from 
citizens of Alleghany county, Pennsylvania, in fa~ 
vor of the plan for aboard of exchequer recom- 
mended by the Executive: ordered to ke on the 
table. ; 
~e Algo,presented a memorial from Jonah W. Kirk, 
the inventor of a useful improvement, (being a 
guard to protect steamboats navigating the Western 
waters from snags,sawyers, &c.,) praying that Gon- 
gress may. purchase his right of patent, so as lo 
make the invention free for puble use; or, that 
they make an appropriation to test its usefulness: 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. YOUNG presented a petition from Jacob 
Wagoner, of Union county, Illinois, praying permis- 
sion to make a change in the entry of a tract of 
land which was made through mistake: referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. WALKER presented a memorial from citi- 
zens of Harrison county, Mississippi, praying for 
a donation of a section of land for the purposes of 
a manual-labor school: referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. W. also presented additional testimony in 
support of the claim of G. A. Worth; which was 
referred to the Judiciary Committee. 


Mr. CHOATE rose, and said he presumed this 
was as proper a moment as any other to say a word. 
(though he did so with great reluctance) concern- 
ing a matter of personal insult towards himself. 
His attention had been called by a friend, on Satur- 
day last, to an editorial paragraph which repre- 
sented him as having, in the debate upon the Ore- 
gon bill, introduced into the Senate and exhibited 
Mitchell’s map, representing it as having „traced 
upon it the treaty line of 1842, and that, the map 
being found defective in this paricular, the Sen- 
ate immediately marked its di-appr bation off the 
intention to deceive. He confessed he was some- 
what sensitive as to this matter; and he took, there- 
fore, the earliest opportunity, in the most public, 
as well as the most dignified manner, to contradiet 
the statement. It was not a mere caricature, to 
which they were all exposed daily, but a deliberate 
insult. The facts were these: The Senator. from 
Missouri had endeavored to strengthen bisargu- 
ments by reference to certain maps; and he (Mr. 
C.) had briefly commented upon those maps, and 
had also referred to Mitchells map, which he had 
stated was known to everybody; and that it had 
been under the eye of the commissioners who ne- 
goliated the question of the. Northwest boundary; 
and that, although it was acknowledged to have 
some errors, yet thatit was considered by our ear- 
ly diplomatists as the best guide, and was adhered 
to in almost all cases. He had, therefore, proceed- 
ed to open, and to comment upon that old map, 
pointing out what there was in it which he thought 
strengthened his argument, and his general sug- 
gestion upon the examination of the waler com- 
munication as laid down therein was, that that 
route for which be had been contending was:the only 
continuous line of water communication; that the 
line as delineated upon the map bore so strong 
a resemblance to that specified in the treaty of 1783; 
and that it afforded to his mind some countenance 
to the position for which he had contended. He 
had not said that the actual boundary was laid 
down in the map. There was, in fact, no Norb- 
west boundary line delineated upon it; and he 
would have supposed that the folly, the insanity of 
pointing out to the Senate a line which did not ex~ 
ist upon the map, would have uggested itself to 
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> eyen anuniriendly editor. Had there been a plain 
boundary line drawn upon the map, it would not 
have-made out the point he was. contending for; 
_for-it:was the water communication which formed 
the subject of his remarks. And there was no 
doubt. whatever on his. mind, that -the. water 
communication delineated on the map was the 
same as that described in the treaty. 


There was a stili more’ erroneous and. insulting 
statement made in latter part of the paregraph— 
namely, that he (Mr. C.) had withheld or suppress- 
ed the fact that the map appeared to be dated prior 
- to 1783; and that when the true date was revealed, 
it was received not only as a-perfect answer to his 
argument, but with an expression of disapproba- 
tion at his audacity.. That he, by anything he 
had said. or argued, endeavored to insinuate 
. that the map was of a date subsequent to 1783, 
was totally and entirely destitute of a shadow of a 
shade of foundation. He bad characterized the 
map as Mitchell’s old map; the date was not in his 
maind at the time; but he had produced it as the 
original map which was before the eye of the com- 
missioners in 1783.. The truth was, the date was 
hot at all necessary to his argument. And when it 
was announced that the map was made before 
1783, if any one (as represented in the paragraph 
he had referred to) came near bursting with deris- 
ion, he could only say that it was a total misap- 
prehension of the issue that was made. If there 
were any Senators about him whose recollection 
coincided with his own, he would be extremely 
glad to hear them so declare. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE said, although he conceiv- 
ed the necessity could hardly be supposed to exist 
for his saying anything in corroboration of the 
statement just made by tke Senator from Massa- 
chu-etts, yet, as an appeal had been made, he would 
state that he certainly did distinctly recollect that 
the argument of the honorable Senator was found- 
ed on the presumption—and the strong presump- 
tion—tbat the view which the honorable Senator 
had taken was the correct one, from the circum- 
stance of the course of the water communication 
westward from Lake Superior, as laid down in 
that map, corresponding with the water communi- 

cation contended for by the honorable Senator as 
forming the bonndary. As far as the article in the 
Globe was concerned, be had not seen it, and knew 
nothing about it; but, most assuredly, the remarks 
made by the honorable Senator as to the purport of 
his argument were substantially correct. 


Mr. WALKER said the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts certainly did call his attention to the mat~ 
ter, and pointed out to him the map, as being the 
old map of Mitchell; and his object seemed to be 
to prove that the southern line of water communi- 
cation corresponded with the line for which he had 
been contending. He thought it due to the Sen- 
ator to say that he did call his attention particular- 
ly to the map; but while he said this, he begged it 
to be understood as having nothing to do with his 
Opinion as to the success or failure of the honorable 
Senator ia establishing his views. 


Mr. SIMMONS said his attention had also been 
called to the map; and he had noticed that the 
curvature jn the line of water communication cor- 
responded with that which the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts argued was the true boundary. And he 
noticed, also, that there seemed to be no line of 
water communication north of Hunter’s island. 
He recollected the reference made by the honorable 
Senator from Missouri to the date of the map; for 
he was struck with the singularity of the objection, 
and said to those about him at the time, that the map 
must, of course, have been published before the 
date of the treaty, or else how could the commis- 
sioners have had it before them? 

Here the subject dropped. 

Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Finance, 
reported back, without amendment, the bill making 
appropriation for the support of the army and mi! 
itary academy for the haif calendar year ending 
on the 30th June, 1843, and for the fiseal year be- 
ginning on. the Ist July, 1843, and ending on the 
30th Juhe, 1844, 

Mr. SEVIER presented a letter from John Rod- 
gers and others, Cherokee Indians, on the subject 


of their claim against the United Siates; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. 8. also presented certain resolutions, adopt: 
ed by the Legislature of Arkansas, in favor of 
appropriations to building of forts and construct- 
ing military roads in that State: referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. CONRAD presented a petition from George 
G. Payne, praying allowance for the revolution- 
ary services of his grandfather, by granting the 
haif-pay as lieutenant colonel from the end of the 
war to the time of his death in 1825, to which he 
was entitled: referred to the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims. 

‘Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported back, without amendment, the bill 
of the House to change the place of holding the 
cireuit court for the district of Maine, fromthe town 
of Wiscasset to Portland and Bangor. 

On motion by Mr. BERRIEN, the Senate then 
preceeded to consider the bill asin committee of 
the whole; and there being no proposition to amend 
the same, it was reported to the Senate, read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. CONRAD, from the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, reported a bill for the relief of Joseph 
Roby, of New York; which was read, and or- 
dered to a second reading. ? 

Mr, “WILLIAMS presented joint resolutions 
adopted by the Legislature of the State of Maine, 
instructing the Senators, and requesting the Rep- 
resentatives from that State, to use their continued 
exertions to procure the immediate and uncondi- 
tional repeal of the bankrupt law; which were read, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ARCHER rose and said ihat on Friday last, 
when the Oregon bill was upon its passage, he had 
voted in the affirmative, for the purpose of entitling 
himself to move a reconsideration. He now made 
that motion. 

Mr. LINN inquired whether the bill was in the 
possession of the Senate; and, if so, by what rule 
of the body it was in its possession, 

Mr. ARCHER replied that the bill was still in 
the possession of the Senate; and in order to ex- 
onerate the officer of the Senate from any blame 
which might‘be imputed to him, he felt it his duty 
to state that he had mentioned to him the fact that 
he intended to move a reconsideration. 

The CHAIR stated that this having been an- 
nounced, and two days being allowed by the rule 
within which the motion for reconsideration might 
be made, he conceived that no blame could prop- 
erly be attached to any one on account of its de- 
tention. 


Mr. LINN said he did not think that this got 
over the difficulty. If such a course were permis- 
sible, it would put the fate of questions of the 
greatest importance in the power cf one or two in- 
dividuals. It could never have beer intended by 
the rule thata gentleman who intended to move 
the reconsideration of a vote should have nothing 
more to do than to go to the Secretary of the Sen- 
ate, and tellhim that such was his intention. It 
was Just as easy for the gentleman from Virginia 
to have given notice to the Senate of his intention. 
He did not intend to impute anything improper to 
his excellent friend from Virginia; but he must be 
permitted to say tbat he certainly thought that gen- 
Ueman was one of the very last who would have 
resorted to a parliamentary manœuvre. It must 
be obvious to every one that this was not the cor- 
rect course to be pursued in the Senate of the 
United States. It was generally supposed that 
tke bill had gone to the other House; and he 
would ven'ure the assertion, that many Sen- 
ators never knew cf the honorable gentle- 
man’s intention until this moment. The ar- 
vantage, then, which the mover would have, was 
obvious; he could have his friends about him, 
while his opponents would have no opportunity 
of resisting the motion. The Senate would of 
course proceed, if they saw fit; but he must be 
permitted to say it was an anomalous proceeding, 
and which, if followed, would lead to much mis- 
chief. 

Mr. ARCHER replied. He thought the matier 
could be set right with very few words. The hon- 
cradle gentleman 


from Missouri might be 


assaied that he did not consider him as designe 
ing to throw any unwarrantable imputation upon 
him, or upon any other Senator, in reference to 
tbis matter; it was not according to the honorable 
gentleman’s habit to do anything of this kind; and 
he thought he should be able to convince him that 
he was mistaken as to what he considered the 
impropriety of the course which hehad taken in 
regard to this matter. 


He was informed that the invariable usage had 
been, in such cases, precisely such as he had. pur- 
sued. Besides, it was declared, by a rule of the 
Senate, that two days of actual sitting should be 
allowed, within which the motion might be made. 
It could not, then, be in accordance with what was 
right, whether it had been the practice or not, that 
the bill should pass from the Senate until he had 
had an opportunity of availing bimself of the rule. 
If an irregular usage had grown up, it ought not to 
be urged as a sufficient reason for setting aside the 
rule altogether. 

But again, to show the honorable Senator that he 
was mistaken: when was it that the bill passed? 
Late on the evening of Friday. When was the 
next juridical day of the session? Saturday was 
not. There was, then, no day when it could be 
within the competency of the Secretary to send 
away the bill. The vote was taken after the usual 
hour for adjournment. When the uimost degree of 
impatience was manifested throughout the Senate 
for an adjournment, it might not have been in his 
power to precure the consideration of his motion; 
because it might, at any time, be superseded by a 
motion for adjournment. The Secretary must stand 
acquitted; for he had done only what he had been 
accustomed to do in like cases; and, as for himself, 
he must appeal to his honorable friend to say if he 
had not communicated to him his intention to 
movea reconsideration. Did that look like a clan- 
destine proceedine? 

Mr. CALHOUN made some remarks which 
were but indistinctly heard by the reporter; after 
which, 

Mr. LINN said he supposed there was nothing 
left for him but to retreat as gracefully as he could. 
He had spoken more particularly with reference 
to the uncertainty of the usage, andof the necessity 
for having some definite and general rule upon the 
subject. This question of reconsideration was 
then (it being suggesied by Mr. SEVIER that two 
or three Senators were absent) postponed until to- 
morrow at one o’clcck. 

On motion of Mr. TALLMADGE, the previous 
orders were postponed, and the Senate proceeded 
to consider, as in committee of the whole, the bill 
to amend the several acts establishing the Treasury 
Department, being 
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The bill amendatory of the several acts in rela- 
tion to the regulation of the treasury of the United 
States, was accordingly taken up, as in committee 
of the whole. 


Mr. TALLMADGE addressed the Senate on 
the subject for about an hour, in explanation of the 
provisions and probable effects of the bill, should 
it become a law. 

He regretted that he had not been able, before 
this time, to bring forward his measure. The de- 
lay had not originated with him. It was at the so- 
licitation of other gentlemen he had been induced 
to accede to its postponement. It had been made 
the special order for a day passed over some weeks 
ago; but an important measure (the Oregon bill) 
was under discussion when that day came, and the 
present bill was necessarily postponed from time 
to time, with an expectation that the other would 
be disposed of, so that the attention of the Senate 
would be more concentrated on this measure. He 
had made this explanation to exonerate himself 
from any imputation of neglecting to call it up, 
and to show that he had acted in perfect good faith 
with regard to his avowed intention of bringing it 
forward at the earliest possible day. 

The general design of this bill was to do some- 
thing for the relief of the country in relation to. the 
currency and exchanges. It is, in some sense, the 
same bill as that reported by the select committee 
last session of Congress, of which he had the honor 


of being chairman. The report made by that 
committee was full and elaborate, containing the 
views of the members with whom he concurred; 
and it was so ample and satisfactory, in his mind, 
as to require litle additional argument on his part 
in its support. He would not, at present, go into 
details, which gentlemen had doubtless seen in tnat 
report. He would content himself with stating 
very briefly afew leading points, on which the 
whole question must necessarily depend. Now, 
as the proposition is to do something for the cur- 
rency and exchanges of the country, the first 
question. which arises is, Does the country 
stand in need of the interpositicn of the Gen- 
eral Government? He believed it would be con- 
ceded that the condition of the country was such 
as to require relief. He would not undertake 
to describe that condition—for his imagination 
could not furnish him expressions adequate to the 
description., He could not depict the wreck of pri- 


vate fortune and public credit which had taken — 


place within the last few years throughout the 
length and breadth of the land. Here is a coun- 
try, with all the element of prosperity--teeming 
with fertility—-and yet with a people starving in 
the midst of abundance; distress, poverty, and 
ruin staring them in the face; while the abun- 
dance of our harvests is breaking down our grana- 
ries for want of a remunerating market. For all 
this, there must be some adequate cause. He, and 
those with whom he generally concurred in’ politi- 
eal views, felt satisfied that, although tbere might 
be many causes, yet the main one was to be found 
in the derangement of the currency and the ex- 
changes of the country. There might be a diver- 
sity of opinion as to the origin of that derange- 
ment of currency and exchanges; but there could 
be none as to thé existence of the fact. 


He believed most seriously that the besetting sin 
of the country was, that questions, which in them- 
s lves were purely national questions of general in- 
terest for the whole community, were made the 
arena of political strife and the waichwords for 
political battle. As long as such questions as bank 
or no bank are made the watchwords of pariy, de- 
rangement of the currency end exchanges will con- 
tinue, and the consequent derangement of the whole 
business affairs of the community. It was high 
time to drop these party distinctions, and think of 
the distress of the country, with a view of afford- 
ing such relief as could be derived from our legis- 
lation, The first consideration in the Congress of 
the United States should be, how it. can best fulfil 
its duty tu the country. He should not hesitate to 
say that it is its duty to unite on some such meas- 
ure of relief as that now proposed by this bill. The 
time, however, was gone by for asking what ought 
to be done; and the question now is, What can be 
done? The people are crying out for relief; they 
are looking to this Government for thal relief. And 
are gentlemen to fold their arms, and say they can 
do nothing? Here is a measure which will do 
something. It may not accomplish all that cculd 
be desired; butit will accomplish much. It will 
afford considerable relief. 

It proposes nothing that is not perfectly consist- 
ent with the constitutional powers of the Govern- 
ment—powers necessarily conferred on it for the 
collecting, safekeeping, and disbursement of the 
public revenue. If, in effecting these objects, fa- 
cilities. for exchanges and currency can be given, 
it is the duty of the General Government to give 
them. The provisions ofthis bill aim at nothing 
more. 

Different modes of effecting the objects of col- 
lecting, safekeeping, and disbursing the revenue, 
in connexion with the regulation of the currency 
and exchanges, had been tried since the foundation 
of this Goverament. One was through the me- 
dium of a United States bank; another, through that 
of the pet-bank system; and a third, through that of 
the sub-treasury or independent treasury. 

Mr. T. entered into a long historical detail of 
the operation of each of these sysiems, which he 
summed up in the conclusion—that a revival of 
any one of them, at the present time, was hopeless, 
if not impracticable. 

Facts should be taken as they exist. It was not 
what one party or another wished to accomplish, 
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) but euid not accomplish, should be considered; 
but what could be effected. Gentlemen who look- 
ed toa national bank, even if all their anti¢ipa- 
tions could be realized in 1844, would not be able 


to do anything for ihe relief of the country for | 


seven years to come. It would take them the next 
long session after 1844 to get through a bill. It 
would take another year to negotiate the stock; 
another to.get the bank into operation; and at least 
another before the country would begin to feel any 
effects from its operation. What sort of relief 
would this hold out to the presen! distress under 
which the country was bleeding at every pore? 
Now is the acceptable time to do something. It 


was demanded now, and it was ihe business and 
the duty of Congress to meet the demand, 

When this plan of an exchequer came up last 
session, considerable discussion teok place on the 
question of reference. In that discussion be (Mr. 
Tatumapgx) did not take part, wishing to reserve 
himself for an unbiassed consideration in commit- 
tee, should he be one of its members. The meas- 
ure had, however, been so fully and so ably de- 
bated, that the views of Senators were disclosed 
at large, and the objections on every side were 
thoroughly understood. 

When, therefore, the subject was referred to a 
special committee, of which he had the honor to 
be chairman, it became the duty of the committee 
to weigh all those objections, and to give to them 
all the importance they deserved. The bill now 
before the Senate had been framed and amended 
with these objections specially in view; and it was 
confidently hoped by the committee that they had 
accomplished the task of preparing a measure 
which steered clear of them all. 

The first class of objections related to the Exec- 
utive power which might influence the institution. 
That, the committee proposed to obviate by the 
manner of appointing the commissioners—re- 
quiring the sanction of the Senate, and rendering 
them incapable of being remoyed, unless on spe- 
cial grounds, and with the assent of the Senate. 
The principle was further carried out in relation to 
the subordinate officers. 


The second class of objections related to the 
purchase of, and dealing in, bilis of exchange. 
That provision the committee had stricken from 
the bill, fully satisfied that it was a dangerous one, 
likely to lead to abuses of the worst kind. They 
substituted for it the power of selling bills of ex- 
change for specie deposites; and the power of col- 
lecting bills of exchange lodged for that purpose, 
and payable in specie. 

Mr. T. pointed out the advantages which would 
be afforded throughout the Union by this mode of 
extending facilities for the transmission of funds 
from one point to another. 

The third class of objections related to the using 
of the powers of the Government for controlling 
the currency and monetary circulation of the coun- 
try, by a currency of its own. 

Now he held to the doctrine, that the Government 
ought not to anticipate its revenues by promises to 
pay; for its affairs should be so regulated that its 
income should not only be sufficient for its wants, 
but sufficient to keep in the treasury a surplus of 
from three to five millions of dollars, to meet 
unforeseen demands. And if at any time it is 
driven to the necessity of anticipating its means, it 
could be done by the temporary expedient of treas- 
ury notes—not to be used as circulation, but in the 
manner which experience had sanctioned. It 
should not go beyond itsanticipated revenue, which 
would come in for the redemption of these treas- 
ury notes. If itdid make use of its credit to obtain 
a circulation beyond its anticipated means, the 
country could experience no relief from the excess, 
because it would only act asa means of driving 
out of circulation an egaal quantity of the 
medium in operation at the time, or not ci:culate 
at all. The committee had therefore discarded 
from the bill anything like a proposition to zuthor- 
ize a credit circulation. They proposed that the 
bills to be issued should be only for specie deposited, 
dollar for dollar. ‘This was to be the foundation of 
the issues. It might be supposed this would not 
afford any relief, or, if it did, avery limited one. 
But he would reply that it must afo "very great 


relief, and of that peculiar and practical kind 


‘which was felt to be necessary by every one who 


had the least occasion to pass from one part of the 
Union to the other. 

Mr. T. here entered into particulars, to show the 
practical operation. Persous would be able to travel 
all over the Union with the funds of the institution, 
transact business anywhere with them, make-remit- 


‘tances to or from any point, and enjoy all the facil- 


ities which used to be afforded by United States 
Bank notes. | ; 

It was not desirable that it should bea bank to 
afford facilities for credit, as persons of good stand- 
ing and credit could obtain the relief of advances 
on their notes from the local banks, and with the 
proceeds they could obtain from this ins itution 
bills of exchange to make their remittances. 

It was his conviction that the circulation it would 
thus afford would be equal to the average circula- 
tion of the Bank of the United States, which was 
about ten millions. Fir a long time, it had been 


but six millions; and, in most cases, it bad as much- 


specie in its vaults as it had bank-notes in cireu- 
lation.. In such cases, its operatious must have 
been the same, so far as regarded circulation, as 
the operations proposed by this bill. ee 

The effect on the ordinary circulating mediums 
of the States was fully examined ia the details of 
the committee’s report, to which he referred. 

On the whole, he hoped, when Senators would 
come fully to investigate the subject, and to view 
it with a single eye to the reliei cf the country, 
they would feel satisfied that, while the measure 
could not be objected toon constititional grourds, 
it would not only (so far as the Government was 
concerned) effect all the cbjects proposed, of eol- 
lecting, safekeeping, and disbursing the public 
revenues; but it would enable it. toperform a duty 
whieh it owed to the country—of affording that re- 
lief which alone could be given by the establish- 
ment of a sound currency and a uniformity of ex- 
changes. Whatever might be the course of oth r 
Senators, he, at least, should console himself, un- 
der any disposition that might be made of the bill, 
with the proud consciousness tra’, in bringing it 
forward, and advocating it as he.bad done, he had 
not only. performed his cuy to his constitnents, 
but to the country at large ` 

On motion by Mr, MILLER, the further con- 
sideration of the bill was postponed till to-morrow. 

hen, 

On motion by Mr. MILLER, the bill for re- 
paving and repairing Pennsylvania avenue. was 


taken up as in committee of the whole; and the sey- ; 


eral amendments of the Commiitee on the District 
of Columbia havirg been adopted, it was reported 


to the Senate, and ordered to be engrossad fora i: 


third reading. 


PRIVATE MAIL EXPRESSES. 

Tbe Senate then proceeded to consider, asin come 
mittee of the whole, the unfinished business of the 
morning hour of Phursday last—beisg the bill to 
prevent the employmon: of private expresses upon 
mail routes, and for the prevention of frauds upon 
the revenues of the Post Office Department ;- the 
question pending being the amendment proposed 
by Mr. Porter, to strike outof the second and fifih 
sections the words “or other mailable matter what- 
everj” the effect of which proposition would be, it 
adopted, to permit aj] matter, except letters, to be 
conveyed by private expresses. 

Mr. MERRICK supposed that the amendmen 
which he introduced on Thursday last, as an ad 
ditional section to the bill, defining the meaning to 
be attached to the words “mailable matter,” by 
prescribing what matter was to be charged with 
postage, would remove the objections.of the Sena- 
tor from Michigan, [Mr. Porter] This amend. 
ment was submitted with the view of removing the 
objecticns of. that Senator; he presumed, theres 


fore, he would waive hisam*s4ment to strike ont 


the words proposed. 

Mr. PORTER replied, substantially, that the ob ` 
jection which he had to the use of the words “mail 
able matier,” on account of the indefinite meaning 
which m‘ght be attached to them, might be re- 
moved by the amendment defining what was mail 
able matter. But he had a further objection, which 
was not rmoved by the amendment. That ob- 
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jection. was, that the amendment compelled.per- 
sons to deposite in the past office packages of mo- 
ney and manuscripts. He wished to confine this bill, 
as to -whatconstituted mailable ratter, to the limita- 
tions of the act-of 1825. According tothe eon- 
struction ‘of the chairman of the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads himself, packages of 
bank notes‘and manuscripts would come within 
the denomination of letter postage by the provisions 
of this bill. Mr. P. said, under this view of the 
case, he could not withdraw his amendment, or 
vote for the amendment proposed by the chairman 
of the Post Office Committee, (Mr. MERRICK. ] 


‘He then went into a calculation to show how 
enormous would be the postage on packages of 
manuscripts or bank notes weighing from two to 
three pounds, subject to letter postage, if transmit- 
ted.400 miles or upwards. He characterized this ef- 
effort on the part of the Post Office Department to 
compel newspapers and pamphlets to be transmitted 
through the mail, as a new-born zeal brought into 
action since the passage of the law fixing and limit- 
ing- the rates to be paid the railroad companies for 
transporting the mail. By that law, the pay of 
these companies, for such services, was limited to 
$300 per mile; the right being reserved to the de- 
partment to send one ton, or four or more per day, 
if necessary. Before the passage of such law, the 
effort was to avoid carrying in the mail so much 
of this kind of printed matter. But now, the effort 
was to force it all through the mail, without regard 
to the additional weight imposed upon those com- 
panies, and the limitation on their pay. He then 
went into some calculation, showing that, notwith- 
standing those companies performed, in miles, only 
the forty-eighth part of the whole mail service, and 
received one-seventh of the cost for the whole 
service, as stated by the chairman of the Post 
Office Committee, [Mr. Mrraicx,] yet he thought 
if the weight of the matter transported was taken 
into. consideration, the charge would be found 
to be not so enormous as supposed. 

He then made a calculation in support of that 
position, showing that, on the road between Balti- 


more and Philadelphia, a distance of about one. 


hundred miles, and where the pay for the mail 
service was about $30,000, the quantity of mail- 
able matter transported was equal to four tons per 
day, (two t.ns each way,) or 1,460 tons per an- 
num—tbe pay for which was little more than $1 
per ewt. This he conceived to be but a reasonable 
charge per owt. for such a distance. It seemed to 
be the intention of the Postmaster Gereral to con- 
vey the idea that those companies received an 
enormous price for the service they perform, Such 
was not the case. The annual cost for carrying 
the mail, he had understood, on the very. route 
cited above, previous to the erection of the rail- 
road, exceeded the present cost, and at one time 
amounted to $40,000. He then went on to argue 
that, even if the Government did pay these compa- 
nies a high price for the service they performed, 
yet something was due to the States and to the in- 
dividuals who had constructed those roads for the 
convenience of the public, on account of the great- 
ness of the undertaking, and the vast and unprofit- 
able outlay of money. He was unwilling to make 
those road: contribute to the payment of the taxes 
properly payable by other portions of the country, 
to sustain the Post Office Department. He con- 
eluded with some further remarks in support cf bis 
amendment. 

Mr. MILLER, as one of the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, which had reported the 
bill, felt that it was due to the chairman to state 
that he bad concurred with him not only in its ne- 
cessily, on the special grounds stated in its previ- 
sions, but as a preliminary and necessary step for 
the other important bills contemplated by the com- 
mitiee—one of which was a reduction of postage. 
He entered at large into the subject of the losses 
ard disadvantages which the Post Office labored un- 

` der in consequence of the competition from private 
expresses, and showed the necessity for putting 
them down; which he contended could not be ef. 
fected unless by carrying out the provisions of - the 
bill, as intended to be modified by the chairman’s 
amendment. 

Mr. CONRAD, as a member of ihe committee, 
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fice Department. 


also expressed his conviction that this measure was 
indispensable for the preservation of the Post Of- 
It made little difference whether 
the question really-at issue came up on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. 
Porrer,].or the Senator from Maryland, [Mr. MER- 
RICK;] it was still a question whether the com- 
petition of these private expresses operating 
so injuriously. to the interests of the depart- 
ment, should be suffered to monopolize the most 
profitable part of the business, or should. be sup- 
pressed? He argued at considerable length to 
show that already these private expresses had made 
great inroads on the only valuable routes of the 
regular mail, and that they would continue to en- 
croach till they would also destroy the letter-carry- 
ing business, unless this bill were passed. 


Mr. WALKER supported the bill by reference 
to the expenses of the West, where, in consequente 
of the facilities afforded by steamboat communica- 
tion from Pittsburg to New Orleans, the Post Office 
Department must suffer an annual loss of postage 
on letters and mail-matter of not less than from 
one to two hundred thousand dollars. It was a 
common practice for large commission houses to 
have tin boxes on board these boats, for carrying 
letters and parcels from one city to another—their 
correspondents having one key, and themselves 
another. 

A commission house of this kind in Vicksburg 
or Natchez could invite all their customers to put 
their letters in their tin boxes; and for twenty-five 
cents paid to the steamboat for its carriage, mail 
matter amounting to hundreds of dollars might be 
transmitted. Five or six commission houses, and 
five or six rich planters connected with them—hav- 
ing the control of their steamboats, in consequence 
of being able to freight them—could get atl their 
letters postage free from New Orleans to Natchez, 
and then to any city on the line of navigation; 
while the producing classes in the interior of the 
country had to pay double postage, because the 
department cannot reduce the rates so long as these 
frauds ure practised. 

The debate was continued by Messrs. CHOATE 
and SIMMONS until half-past 3 o’clock; when, 

On motion of Mr. CHOATE, the Senate ad- 
journed. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, February 6, 1843. 

Mr. KEIM presented the petition of John S. 
Jennings, asking compensation for revolutionary 
services. 

Mr. MOORE presented evidence in support of 
the claim of John D. S. Arden: referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

Also, the petition of Timothy Denore: referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


BANKRUPT ACT. 
Mr. CLIFFORD, on leave, presented the follow- 


ing resolutions of the Legislature of the State of 


Maine: 
STATE OF MAINE, 
RESOLVES RELATING TO THE BANKRUPT ACT. 

Resolved, That the Senators in Congress from this State be, 
and they hereby are, instructed, and the Representatives re- 
quested, to use their constant and continued exertions for the 
immediate aud unconditional repeat of the bankrupt act, pass- 
ed at the extra session of the 27th Congress. 

Resolved, That a copy of the foregoing resolution, signed by 
the Governor, be forwarded by the Secretary of State to each 
of said Senators and Representatives, 

In the House of Representatives, January 34, 1843: 

DAVID DUNN, Speaker. 

In Senate, February let, 1343: 

EDWARD KAVANAGH, President, 

February 1, 1843—Appreved: 

JOHN FAIRFIELD. 


PHILIP C. JOHNSON, 
Secretary of State. 

Laid on the table, and ordered to be printed, 
VIRGINIA RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. HOPKINS, on leave, presented certain 
resolutions lately adopted by the Legislature of the 
State of Virginia, asserting it, as the opinion of 
the Legislature, that a representative is bound to 
obey the willof his constituents, or to resign bis 
seat—declaring that Wm. S. Arcuer, one of the 
Senators from that State in the Congress of tbe 
United States, by his votes in favor of a bank of 


A trae copy: 
Attest: 


the United States, and for the repeal of that provis- 
ion of the law for the distribution of the proceeds 
of the sales of the public lands, which provided that 
distribution should cease whenever the duties upon 
imports are increased beyond twenty per cent., has 
violated that great principle, and disregarded the 
known wishes of his constituents. Also, instruc- 
ting the Senators, and requesting the Representa- 
tives from the State to vote for the repeal of the 
tariff acts of the last session; to vote against any 
tariff act not solely for revenue; to endeavor to 
procure a repeal of the distribution act; to vote 
against, and use all proper means to prevent the’ 
incorporation of a bank of the United States, or 
any other institution with banking powers; and to 
use all proper means to procure a repeal of the 
bankrupt law: laid on the table, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT said that a report had been 
printed, and laid on their tables, purporting to be 
the report of the Committee on the Judiciary, in 
favor of the claim of Joseph Nourse. This was a 
mistake; the committee having reported against the 
claim, and this being the report of a single mem- 
ber, which was rejected by the majority. He pre- 
sumed that it was printed as the report of the 
committee by mistake, under the order directing 
the printing of the papers relating to the case. The 
only way to correct the error, in his opinion, would 
be to direct the Clerk, in making up the documents 
of the House, to leave it out. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL said that, as the re- 
port was drawn up by him, it was proper for him 
to say that he knew nothing about the way it came 
to be printed. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved to recommit 
the report; but after some conversation, in which 
Messrs. ROOSEVELT, BOWNE, and McKEN- 
NAN took part, ; 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON withdrew his motion; 
and the first motion of Mr. RooseveLr, to direct 
the Clerk to leave out the paper in making up the 
public documents, was put and carried. 

Mr. FILLMORE moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. ; a 

Mr. UNDERWOOD called for the regular order 
of business, which 

The SPEAKER said was reports of committees. 


WABASH AND ERIE CANAL. . 

Mr. WHITE of Indiana, on leave, presented 
the joint resolutions of the Legislature of Indiana 
on the subject of the Wabash and Erie Canal; 
which were laid on the table, and ordered to be 
printed. ; 

Mr. COWEN, from the Committee of Claims, 
to which had been referred the petition of a num- 
ber of citizens of Philadelphia on the subject, re- 
ported a bill to indemnify Amos Kendall for dam- 
ages recovered against him by Stcckton & Stokes, 
for his decision against them while in the perform- 
ance of bis duty as Postmaster General, accompa- 
nied by a report on the case. 

The Committee of Claims, in their report to the 
House of Representatives, made by Mr. Cowen, 
in the case of Amos Kendali among other things, 
hold the following language: 

“From ail the evidence in the case, the committee are satis- 
fied that Mr. Kendall was governed bya desire to guard the 
Post Office Department, over which he presided, against loss, 
by allowances which he believed unjust and illegal. That 
purpose was adhered to with unusual pertinacity, but not from 
any design to do injustice tothe contractors, Jt is believed to 
be important that honest guardians of the treasury should 
notbe permitted to suffer for their fidelity. Itis not often 
that public officers err, as Mr. Kendall did, in favor of the 
United States; and if those who, in their zeal to save the treas. 
ury from unjust claims upon it, are subjected to suits for dam- 
ages, and imprisonment, for whatever error they may commit, 
without indemnity or relief, we may well question whether, 
in all cases of doubt to which the Government is a party, the 
decisions ‘will not be in favor of the claimant, especially when 
it is considered that errors against the Government are very 
rarely made the subject of serious complaint.” 


The bill having been read twice, Mr. COWEN 
moved tc make it the special order of the day for 
Friday next. 

The SPEAKER said that Friday was already 
set epart for other business. 

Mr. COWEN was aware that the way was 
entirely blocked up, and that the publie basiness 
was very pressing; but there was no chance of get- 
ting this bill considered, unless a special day was 


assigned for it. He apprebecded that the Huse, 
upon an examination of this case, would find that 
it was one of the strongest that had ever been pre- 
sented for. its interposition. It was a case that 
only wanted a hearing to insure its favorable con- 
sideration, and that hearing could only be obtained 
by. assigning a special day for its consideration. 
Mr; C. concluded by moving that’ the bill be made 
the special order of the day for Friday next. — 

The SPEAKER said that Friday was set apart 
for other business. 

Mr. COWEN then moved Saturday; but 

The SPEAKER said that Saturday was also 
taken up. 

Mr. COWEN then moved to take up the bill 
now. 

Mr. GARRETT DAVIS argued that the case 
should be referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Mr. COWEN was satisfied that, if the gentle- 


man from Kentucky would turn his attention to” 


the case, he would readily agree that no examina- 
tion was necessary. There was no difficulty in 
the way. It wasa case in which a public officer 
had suffered loss by endeavoring to protect the 
public interests; and, in his opinion, the House 
should protect such officers from loss or damage. 
On the first trial of this case, the court. being satis- 
fied that the jury had given vindictive damages, 
set the verdict aside, and granted a new trial; and, 
upon the second trial, the jury unanimously cer- 
lified that they were satisfied that Mr. Kendall 
acted from the purest motives, and in what he 
believed to be the strict line of his duty. 

Mr. J. C. CLARK cailed Mr. ©. to order. 

Mr. COWEN went on, and endeavored to ex- 
plain the case. It was simply this: Mr. Kendall 
declined to comply with an award of the Solicitor 
of the Treasury, under the direction of Congress; 
and, upon a mandamus from the district court, be 
did comply with it He understood. that Mr. K. 
acted under the advice of the President and his 
cabinet. ; 


Mr. J. C. CLARK again called Mr. C. to order, 
- and he. took his seat. 


Mr. G. DAVIS said that they had passed laws 
to prohibit extra allowances to guard the public 
treasury against abuses, and the Executive and 
the public officers had laughed at them. Here 
was a similar case. A law had been passed, which 
it was Mr. Kendall’s duty to carry into execution; 
yet he had set it at defiance, and now came and 
asked to be relieved from the consequences. Now, 
he thought that it was a proper subject of inquiry 
for the Judiciary Committee to consider how far 
a public officer should act on his own opinions in 
opposition to a law of Congress; and he hoped the 
bill would be referred to that committee. 


Mr. JOHN ©. CLARK stated that there were 
two propositions before the House: one was to 
take the bill up and consider it now; and the other 
was to refer it to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
He (Mr. C.) was against both of them, and 
thought that the subject should be considered in 
Committee of the Whole House. He did not pre- 
tend to say whether this was a just claim or not, 

“but it.was due to the members of the House that 
they should have an opportunity to take this report 
home with them, and consider it, before being com- 

. pelled to-vote on it. He did not admire that sort 
of railroad legislation, which would take a bill up 
and pass it on the very day it was introduced; and 
he thought it would not be slighting the commitiee 
who had made a report ?h this case, to take it up 
and examine it in Committee.of the Whole. 

Mr. COWEN said that, being opposed, as he 
always had been, to the consumption of the time 
of the House, he would not press his motion, but 
would acquiesce in the reference to the Commiltee 
of the Whole. 

‘The question was then put, and the bill and re- 
port were referred to the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HUBARD, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of George Harrison, 
paymaster in the Kentucky militia daring the last 
war; which was twice read, and referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 

Also, he presented severa! adverse reports. 
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EXPLORING EXPEDITION. 
Mr. KENNEDY of Maryland asked leave to 
offer a joint resolution for rewarding the officers 
who were engaged in the exploring expedition: 
objected to, and not received. 
PORT PENN. 


Mr. RODNEY submitted a resolution, (which 
was agreed to,) directing. the Committee of Ways 
and Means to inquire into the expediency of ma- 
king a suitable appropriation for the repairs of the 
public pier near Port- Penn, in the Delaware 
river, together with the lands and tenements there- 
unto belonging, the. jurisdiction thereof having 
been ceded to the United States by an act of the 
General Assembly of the State of Delaware, passed 
January 29, 1791, with the express understanding 
of the General Government, declared by acts of 
Congress approved August 7, 1789, and July 22, 
1790, to pay all necessary expenses to support the 
bofndaries, and repair the said piers, on condition 
of such cession being made. 

Mr. WM. O. BUTLER, from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, made an adverse report on the claim 
of Caleb Atwater. 


POTOMAC BRIDGE. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee for 
the District of Columbia, reported a bill to provide 
for the completion of the Potomac bridge; which 
was read twice, and committed. 

In connexion with this subject, the committee 
had directed him to report the following resolu- 
tion, which was agreed to: 

Resolved, Thatthe Secretary of War be directed to commu- 
nieateto this House a full statement of the manner in which 
the several sums of money appropriated for the repair of the 
Potomac bridge have been expended—in which the sums paid 
for materials, and to whom paid, the sums paid for work and 
labor, and to whom, and the nature of the work and labor they 
severally performed, shall be separately stated. And that he 
aleo inform this House whether the officers, superintendents, 
and hands employed upen said bridge, in its repair, have 
been paid by the day, month, or year, and at what rate; and 
whether any officer, superintendent, or hand, so employed, has, 
during his employment, received compensation for any other 
public service, and how much, 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, made an adverse report on the case of 
Thomas W. Drewry. 


COMMISSIONER OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


Mr. BOWNE, from the Committee on Pubiic 
Buildings and Grounds—who were instructed, by 
a resolution of this House of the 30th day of De- 
cember last, to inquire into the expediency of abol- 
ishing the office of Commissioner of Public Build- 
ings in this city, or of reducing his compensation— 
made a written report, in which the committee set 
forth the inexpediency of abolishing the office. 
They, however, thought the salary should be re- 
duced; but they deemed it invidious to reduce the 
salary of this officer, without embracing in_ the 
same bill the salaries of other officers of the Gov- 
ernment similarly situated, which, with the same 
propriety and justice, required reduction. 

He was understood to move that the report be 
printed, (which was agreed to,) and that it be re- 
ferred to the Select Commiitee on Retrenchment. 

Mr. BOARDMAN said he had a bill on that 
subject, which he wished to present; and for the in- 
troduction of which, as objection was made, he 
moved a suspension of the rules. 

The bill was read, for the information of the 
House. It was “An act to fix the compensation 
of the Commissioner of Public Buildings,” and 
proposed to fix the salary at $2,000, instead of 
$3,000, as heretofore. 

Mr. CLIFFORD hoped the bill would be re- 
ceived, and passed. 

The House agreed to suspend the rules for its 
reception; and the bill was read a first and second 


time. 

Mr. FILLMORE said it would be better to put 
the bill on its third reading. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved its engressment, 
with that view. 

The yeas and nays were called for. 

Mr. BOWNE said the Commitiee on the Public 
Buildings, pursuant to the instructions of the 
House, had given this subject a pretty thoroegh 
investigation; and, while they agreed that the sal- 
ary of the Commissioner should be reduced, the 
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committee were of opinion that it would be invid- 
ious to reduce in an isolated case, when: the officer 
was receiving no greater excess of salary than nine- 
tenths of the officers of the Goverowent. The 
subject of salaries generally had been referred toa 
select committee, from whom it was expeged that 
a general bill, reducing all salaries; as far as pro- 
priety would admit, would be received; and to that 
committee they wished this particular case to go, 
with the report of the committee. But now a mi- 
nofity of the Ccmmittee on Public Buildings—-nay, 
a single member of that committee, on his own 
motion, sought a suspension of the rales for thé 
introduction of a billin this isolated case, without 
wailing for the printing of the report just made, 
and now it was put upon ils engressment, and a 
disposition was shown to pass it right off. Where 
was his colleague from New York, (Mr. J.C. 
Cxarx,] who, a few minutes ago, protested against 
hasty legislation when a bill was before the House, 
supported by the unanimous vote of the Committee 
of Claims, for the relief of Amos Kendall%—a bil 
which the chairman of that committee declared 
had more merits than any other bill .which had 
been reported to this House. He was silent now; 
and when a bill relating to the salary of an officer, 
who was in the situation of nearly all other officers 
of this Government, was brought in, it was pushed 
through with hot haste, and was to be passed witb- 
out any. consideration whatever. He (Mr. B.) 
was not opposed to retrenchment, but in favor of 
it; but he was opposed to the oppression of an mMm- 
dividual when he saw that he was singled out by 
the malice of one man—he did not mean any one 
member of this House, or of a committee of this 
House—but a single man who was out of either, 
but resident in this city—-while others-in a similar 
situation were left untouched. f 


Mr. HOPKINS said this bill proposed to reduce 
the salary of the Commissioner of Public Build- 
ings, and they had the statement of the gentleman 
from New York {Mr. Bowne] that the committee 
unanimously favored the reduction; and yet objec- 
tion to the passage of this bill came from that gen- 
tleman alone, after be had presented a report from 
a committee recommending such reduction—which 
committee should have reported a bill to carry out 
their own recommendation. The House, however, 
had permitted one of its members to report a bill, 
and ke did not deem its passage, under all the cir- 
cumstances, to be legislatingin hot haste. What 
did the bill. propose? To reduce the salary of a 
subordinate officer of the Government to $2,000—a 
sum exceeding the salary of many of the Governors 
of the States of this Union, and of many of the 
judges of the States, whose station required talents 
and energies far greater and superior to those 
required by the duties of the office in question. At 
this Jate period of the session, he thought he should 
best consult the wishes of the House by demanding 
the previous question. He however withdrew that 
motion, at the request of 

Mr. BOARDMAN, who, in the course of some 
observations, said it was of some consequence that 
this salary should be fixed before the general ap- 
propriation bill was passed, as thereby provision 
must be made for its payment. 

Mr. WARD, as a member of the Committee on 
the Public Buildings and Grounds, said“ they were 
in favor of a reduction of this salary, but they 
thought it would be invidious to reduce it alone, 
especially while the postmaster of the House, 
whose services were only for three months one 
year, and about six months the next, was receiving 
$1,500 per annum; and Wilson, who occupied the 
place of an officer in the rotundo, received $1,500 
for walking about there. It appeared to bim that 
those salaries should be reduced also. Now, what 
were the duties of the Commissioner of Public 
Buildings? : 

_ The fee-simple of the land on whieh all the pub- 
lic buildings stand, and of all the reservations and 
unsold lots in the eity of Washington, is in the 
Commissioner of Public Buildings, as successor 
of the three first commissioners appointed by Gen- 
eral Washington. The original conveyances, and 
the plats of the divisions of the lands between the 
proprietors and the commissioners, and all. the’ let~ 
ters, minute-books, accounts, and papers of every 
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description in relation to the city, are filed away in 
thevoflice of the Commissioner. . The books of the 
squares, reservations, &c., with the divisions of the 
squares into lots, wilh the number of square feetin 
each lot, are also kept in this office. . These records 
are the property of the General Government, and 
have been placed in a fire-proof office, under the 
charge ofan officer appointed by the Government, 
and responsible to it for the faithful discharge of 
his duties. “His principal duties are as follows: 

. To report to the House of Representatives, at 
the commencement of the session, copies of all the 
contracts for the past year, the names of the appli- 
eants for said contracts, and the amount of their 
respective bids. i 

‘To make to Congress, annually, at the com- 
mencement òf the year, a report of the manner in 
which all appropriations for the public buildings 
and grounds have been applied. 

‘Fo submit all the estimates for public. buildings 
and grounds to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, to be examined and approved by 
them, before they are reported to the House. 

To ‘form all the contracts, and disburse all the 
moneys. for materials furnished, or labor per- 
formed. : 

To have a general superintendence of all per- 
sons under him in the employment of the Govern- 
ment, and to pay them monthly the amount of their 
‘wages. 

` To attend at his office to the ealls of all persons 
on matters of business; to make examinations for 
them; and to furnish reports, papers, and evi- 
deuce from the records of his office, when called 
for. 

To ascertain the number and value of public 
lots; to make sales of the same, when necessary; to 
execute deeds of conveyance to the purchasers; and 
to account for the proceeds, 

To select and value donation lots. 

Fo attend to suits depending between the United 
ade and individuals in relation to the public 

ots. : 

To cause regular entries to be made of all the 
moneys paid away on account of the Government, 
and to keep each appropriation separate and dis- 
tinct, and to procure vouchers (at his own risk) that 
will pass the treasury. 

To see that the necessary alterations and repairs 
are made at the Capitol and the President’s House; 
and that the grounds at each place are kept in 
proper order. 


To take charge of the public reservations and 
lots belonging to Government; and to protect from 
injury the buildings, trees, shrubs, encivsures, cul- 
verts, pipes, hydrants, cisterns, lamps and bridges; 
and to prevent the removal of any stone, gravel, 
sand, or other property of. the United States, on 
any part of the public grounds or lots belonging 
to the United States, in the city of Washington, 

To take an inventory of the plate and furniture 
at the President’s Mouse, when ihe Presidents 
term of service expires. 

To take charge of the house and furnitare in the 
absence of the President and his family, and to 
remove the plate to some place of safely. © 

To keep in order the iron pipes that conduct the 
water from Smiih’s spring, by the Capito’, to the 
General Post Office, and tothe Treasury and Sare 
Departments; and from Fountain square to the 
President’s House, and to the War aud Navy De- 
partments-—a distance of more than three miles. 
These, with the fire plugs, are frequently cut of 
order, and require much attention. 

To take charge of the Potomac bridge; to cause 
it to be properly lighted; to guard against wanton 
injuries and obstructions; and to preserve a due 
police on, or near it, so as to insure the safety of 
the passengers and of the public property; to ap- 
point three efficient draw-keepers, and to see that 
they discharge their duties faithfully. 

To cause the rules and regulations prescribed by 
the joint orders of the presiding officers of the two 
Houses of Congress, for the care, preservation, 
and orderly keeping and police of the Capitol and 
its appurtenarces, to be enforced by the five watch- 
men or police officers appointed by him, and who 
are responsible to him for the faithful discharge of 
their duties. 
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To prohibit refreshments io be sold in any part 
of the building or its appendages, except in such 
reoms as are appropriated to that purpose by Con- 
gress; and that the bills of rates of the restaurateurs 
(after having been approved by him) be kept past- 
ed up in each room, 

To cause the Capitol square and the Pennsyl- 
vania avenue to be preperly lighted up on dark 
rainy nights, and when.the moon affords no light. 

To pay the captain and the auxiliary wateh 
their compensation monthly, and to. settle the ac- 
count at the proper department. 

The head of each bureau has under him many 
experienced and well-informed clerks, who can 
transact, and have transacted, the business of the 
office, for weeks ata time, in the absence of the 
chief, without any public inconvenience. Not so 
with the Commissioner of Public Buildings. The 


nature of his duties is such as to require his almost ` 


daily attention to, and inspection of, the various 
subjects committed to his charge. oa 

The Commissioner has disbursed and accounted 
for more than one million eight hundred thousand 
dollars within the last six years; and will have 
heavy disbursements to make every year. More 
fire-proof buildings are needed, and must be built, 
to protect from the ravages of the fire the very 
many valuable papers and documents which are 
now deposited in unsafe buildings, and in rented 
houses. As the improvements increase, the duties 
of the Commissioner are necessarily increased. 

Now, whiie the committee were disposed to have 
the salary of the Commissioner reduced, they 
thought, in justice to that officer, who had faithfally 
discharged his duties, he should not be selected for 
retrenchment, while others were left untouched. 
He (Mr. Warp) was in favor of retrenchment; 
and he boped and trusted it would go on. He 
hoped the House would proceed, as he was sure 
there was a disposition to retrench—to carry it out 
in the bill making appropriations for the navy, 
which was partially discussed; and not only in the 
navy and the army, but in the civil offices likewise; 
and that the House would not thus invidiously se- 
lect an officer who had faithfully discharged his 
duties. 

Mr. BRONSON moved to amend the bill, by 
striking out $2,000, and inserting $1,500; and on 
this he moved the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, the main 
question was ordered, and the amendment of the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr, Bronson] was agreed 
te; thereby reducing the salary from $3,000 to 
$1,500. 

Mr. ARNOLD was desirous to amend the bill, 
by appending thereto his bill to reduce the com- 
pensation of members of Congress; but he was in- 
formed that such a motion was not in order. The 
bill was then ordered to be engrossed, 

Mr. WISE requested the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. ARNOLD] fo move to recommit the bill, 
for the purpose of making it embrace all the other 
reductions which had been proposed—-and especially 
that of the gentleman from Tennessee, to reduce 
the pay of members of Congress, As he had the 
floor, ne (Mr. W.) wonid make that motion in the 
name of the genileman from Tennessee, 

Mr. FILLMORE moved the previcus question, 

Mr. BOWWNE called for the yeas snd nays, 

Mr. ARNOLD hoped the previons question 
would not be entertained; as, thereby, his motion 
would be cut off. 

Mr. WISE. Will the previous question cut of 
my motion to recommit? 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. WiSE. Well, we want the yeas and nays 
on if. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. The pre- 
vious question was then seconded—the vote in the 
affirmative (taken by Messrs. Wetter and Lins) 
being 110. The noes were not taken. 

Mr. MeKENNAN then moved thatthe bill be 
laid on the table. 

This motion was rejected—yeas 31, nays 161, as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs, Adams, Barton, Bowne, William O. But- 
ler, John Campbell, Staley N. Clarke, Cross, Cushing, Daw- 
son, Doig, Everett, Gilmer, Granger, Henry, Holmes, How- 


ard, William W, Irwin, Lowell, (McKennan, Powell, Alexan- 
der H. H. Stuart, Sumter, Taliaferro, Richard W, Thompson, 


Underwood, Ward, Watterson, Weller, Edward D. White, 
and Wise—31. : 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Sherlock J. Andrews, Arnold, Ather- 
ton, Aycrigg, Babcock, Baker, Barnard, Beeson, Birdseye, 
Black, Blair, Boardman. Boyd, Brewster, Briggs, Brockway, 
Bronson, A- V. Brown, M. Brown, C. Brown, Jeremiah Brown, 
Burke, Burnell, William Butler, Green W. Caldwell, Pat- 
rick C. Caldwell, Calhoun, William B. Campbell, Thomas 
J. Campbell, Caruthers, Cary, Casey, Chapman, Childs, 
Chittenden, John ©. Clark, Clifford, Clinton, Colquitt, James 
Cooper, Mark A. Cooper, Cowen, Cranston, Crawford, 
Daniel, Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, Dean, Deberry, 
Doan, Eastman, John Edwards, Egbert, Fessenden, Fillmore, 
John G. Floyd, Charles A. Floyd, Fornance, A. Lawrence 
Foster, Thomas F. Foster, Gamble, Gates,.Gentry, Gerry, Gid. 
dings, William O. Goode, Gordon, Graham, Gwin, Halsted, 
Hays, Hopkins, Houck, Houston, Hubard, Hudson, Hunt, 
Charles J, Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jack, Cave Johnson, 
Keim, John P. Kennedy, Andrew Kennedy, Lane, Linn, Lit- 
tlefield, Abraham McClellan, Robert McClellan, McKay, 
McKeon, Mallory, Alfred Marshall, Samson Mason, Mathiot, 
Mathews, Mattocks, Maxwell, Maynard, Medill, Meriwether, 
Mitchel}, Moore, Morgan, Morris, Morrow, Newhard, Oliver, 
Osborne, Owsley, Parmenter, Partridge, Payne, Pearce, Pens 
dleton, Pope, Ramsey, Benjamin Randall, Rayner, Reed, Red- 
ing, Rencher, Reynolds, Ridgway, Riggs, Rodney, Rogers, 
Roosevelt, Wiliam Russell, James M. Russell, Saltonstall, 
Sanford, Saunders, Sewell, Shepperd, Shields, Truman 
Smith, William Smith, Snyder, Stanly, Steenrod, Stokely, 
Stratton, John T. Stuart, Summers, Sweney, Jacob Thomp- 
son, Tillinghast, Toland, Tomlinson, Triplett, Turney, War- 
ren, Washington, Westbrook, Joseph L: White, Christopher 
H. Williams, Joseph L. Williams, Winthrop, Wood, Yorke, 
Augustus Young, and John Young—161, 


The main question was ordered to be now put; 
and the bill passed. 

Mr. FILLMORE inquired whether the morning 
hour had not expired? 

The SPEAKER said it had. 

Mr. FILLMORE moved that the House resolve 
itself into a Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. ARNOLD moved that the House go into 
committee, with a view to take up his retrenchment 
bill, No. 548—[laughter]—the most important bill 
now before Congress. 

The SPEAKER decided that the motion of the 
genileman from New York [Mr. FiLLmore] had 
precedence. 

Mr. M. A. COOPER, by general consent, intro- 
duced a bill “amendatory of the act establishing a 
branch mint ai Dahlonega, Georgia, and defining 
the duties of assayer and coiner.” The bill was 
read twice, and ordered to lie on the Speaker’s ta- 
ble for the action of the House, 

Mr. ARNOLD rose to a question of order. He 
wished to know whether he was to understand the 
Speaker as having decided that bis motion to go 
into Committee of tne Whole on a particular bill 
(No. 548) was out of order? 


The SPEAKER said that the motion of the gen- 
ileman from New York had precedence. He sug- 
gested that the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
ARnoLp] might attain his object by moving to take 
up his bill in committee, which a majority would 
be competent to do. 

Mr, ARNOLD said he never could get the floor 
in committee, The presiding cflicer always hape 
pened to be against him. 

Mr. GILMER gave notice that he should take 
the earliest epporiunily, when the House resolved 
itself into Committee cf the Whole, to move to 
take up the bill reported Jast session from the Se- 
leet Committee on the Currency. 

The question was then taken on going into com- 
mittee, end decided inthe 2ffirmative—ayes 104, 
noes not counted, (Mir. ALLEN of Maine took the 
chair.) 

Mr. ARNOLD moved that the committee post. 
pone the further consideration of the navy bill, with 
a view to take up bis bill, (No. 548 ) 

Tellers were ordered, [Messrs, Reap and UNDER- 
woon,] and reported ayes 55, noes 79. 

So the committee refused to postpone the navy 
appropriation bill. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATIONS. 


The committee then resumed the consideration 
of the bill making appropriations for the support 
of the navy; the question being on the amendment 
of Mr. Mrniwerapr, reducing the pay of the 
officers twenty per cent. 

Mr. Prorrit (whe was entitled to the floor) 
not being in the hall, 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON observed that the ques- 
tion before the committee was a very limited one, 
and should not, he thought, bring on any general 
debate as to the merits of the navy or itssize, It was 


simply a question of dollars and cents to the officers, 
‘and, as such only, should. be- considered. When 
the present Secretary of the Navy came into office, 
he made a large addition to the efficers, much greater 
than had been made in any preceding administra- 
tion; and the number, therefore, being so greatly in- 
creased, offered anotber reason why the pay should 
be cut down. If (said Mr. J) you must have so 
many officers, you must have them at a lower pay. 
The chairman of the Naval Committee, [Mr. 
Wisz,) in his remarks on this subject the other 
day, had made a mistake, which he wished to cor- 
rect, The gentleman said that there was but lit- 
t'e increase of the pay of the officers by the act of 
1835; and he went-on to say, that, if the amend- 
ment prevailed, it would cut them down to less 
than what they received prior to that act. Now, 
by the act of 1835, the inerease of pay, according 
to his understanding of it, amounted to but little 
short of one hundred per cent. The report of the 
Secretary of the Navy of the Ist March, 1842, 
showed that, prior to the act of 1835, captains re- 
ceived $100 per month, and eight rations per day; 
and that .would amount to the sum of $1,950, 
which ‘common captains were entitled to. He 
was aware that, besides this, they had extra al- 
lowances for fuel and quarters, &c.; but he appre- 
hended that these emoluments did not amount to 
more than five or six hundred dollars per year— 
making, in all, a pay of $2,500 per year. But, 
under the act of 1835, the senior captain was enti- 
tled to $4,500; captains commanding squadrons to 
$4,000; and captains on leave, $3,500. Now, this 
showed for the senior captain a pay of nearly one 
hundred per cent. over the pay prior to 1835. In 
addition to this $4,500,he receives one ration per day. 
The gentleman, in his history of the act of 1835, gave 
the mode in which an investigation was made by a 
committee of the House into the pay of the offi- 
cers, and their expenses of living; and said that 
the naval officers were admitted to the conferences 
of the committee. Now, he apprehended that if 
the gentleman would call the officers of the other 
departments of the Government before a commit- 
tee, to inquire what pay they should receive, he 
would find none of them disposed to be very eco- 
nomical. He would observe, however, that, at 
the time the act of 1835 was passed, the Govern- 
ment had so much money that it did not know what 
+o do with it; and hence the liberal scale by which 
the pay of ‘the navy was graduated. 

Mr. WISE asked if he was to understand the 
gentleman that the pay of the captains was advanced 
nearly one hundred per cent. by the act of 1835. 
The gentleman admitted that they received $2 500 
prior to 1835, so that a reduction of twenty per 
cent. would bring them down to where they were 
when that act was passed. Mr, W. thén referred 
to the English and French services. The pay of 
British flag officers, [admirals,] was 12,775 dollars 
per annum; that of French rear admirals, 42,112 
francs, or 8,200 dollars per annum. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON apprehended that the 
gentleman would not contend that we ought to give 
our post captains as much as admirals in the Brit- 
ish navy. Jt was not the question, with us, what 
the ‘British or French Governments paid their 
officers; but the question was, what we should give 
our naval officers, in proporiion fo the salaries of 
other officers of the Government, the services render- 
ed by them, andthe rate of living in this country. 

In 1835, when the act was passed, the price of 
every article of living was almost donble what it 
now is, and the country had its treasury full to 
overflowing. Now, the treasury was empty, and 
the prices of living were very much reduced. 
‘When they came to lock at the pay of the senior 
captains, ($4,500,) they would find that there were 
very few officers of the Government who received 
such high salaries; and yet theze were sixty-eight or 
sixty-nine of them, when there was no earthly 
reason why there should be so many. 
` Tf the amendment of the gentleman from Geor- 
gia-prevailed, naval captains would then get $3,600 
per annum, and commanders $2,100, Lieutenants 
now received $1,800 per year—more than a mem- | 
ber of Congress; and he would ask if there was 
anything in ihe service of these officers that entitled | 

_them to greater pay than members cf that House? | 
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Compare the labors of one with the other, together 


with the compensation they received, and it would — 


be agreed by all that members of that House would 
do well to exchange with officers of the navy. He 
admitted the importance of the navy; yet he could 


“not agree that there was any necessity for increas- 


ing the number.of officers to the extent that had 
been done by the present Secretary. He trusted 
that the next Congress, when they come here, 
would take up the navy and army bo:h, and bring 
them down to a size commensurate with the pres- 
ent situation of the country. The. expenditures of 
the Government never could be brought within 
reasonable limits until both these branches of the 
public service were greatly reduced: 

Mr. FESSENDEN opposed the amendment at 
considerable length, and objected to the mcde in 
which the reduction was proposed to be made—in 
an appropriation bill, instead of a special bill for 
the purpose, after a mature examination of the 
wholesubject by a committee of the House. He 
was not satisfied with the arguments brought for- 
ward by the gentlemen from Georgia and Ten- 
nessee, that the expenses of living were so much 
reduced below what they were in 1835, that the 
pay of the officers should be reduced accordingly. 
He had seen no evidence of this, and did not be- 
lieve that the navy officers were subjected to less 
expense for living now, than they then were. He did 
not believe that the reduction of the pay of the 
navy was the proper way to correct the abuses in 
it; and he thought that many of these abuses were 
more to be charged to the administration at the 
head of the Government than to the navy. It was 
the restoration of officers to their rank and pay, who 
had been broken by the proper tribunals, that 
tended more to destroy the discipline and efficiency 
of the navy than anything else. He commented 
on the restoration of Captain Levy, after being 
court-martialed four times; and of the evil influ- 
ence which such examples exercised in the navy. 
He quoted the opinion of a distinguished officer, 
that Democracy would be subversive of all order 
on board a man.of-war; and reprobated inflamma- 
tory adresses on shore respecting the navy, which 
were productive of a disorganizing spirit in the 
service. He ‘hen proceeded with some remarks 
on the subject generally. 

Mr. GORDON said it seemed to be conceded 
on all hands that in the year 1835 the pay 
of officers inthe navy was very much increased; 
and the chairman of the Committee on Naval Af- 
foics[Mr. Wise] had undertaken to account for 
that increase on the ground that the pay of the of- 
ficers before that time was insufficient. Now, his 
recollection was (though he was not a member of 
this House at that time, and his information was 
consequently derived from what was published in 
the newspapers of the day) that the ground of com- 
plaint was not so much that the officers of the 
navy were under paid, as that they were not so weii 
paid as the officers of ihe army and the officers 
employed in other branches of the public service. 
This general recollection of his was sirengihened 
by adecument which he held in his hang. He 
theg quoted from that document (which was con- 
tained in Gales and Seaton’s Debates) the follow- 
ing statement: 

“There are now but four captains of the navy 
commandirg squadrons—called commodores by 
couriesy—who each receive, while employed as 


such, $100 per month - - $1,200 06 
Sixteen rations per diem, at 25 cents 1,440 00 
Allowance for cabin furniture - 300 00 

$2,940 00 
Major general’s pay per year - - 8,807 64 
Balance in favorof major general ~ $5867 64 


Brigadier general’s pay and emoluments, 
including fuel at $150 > - $6,048 32 
Captain of the navy, commanding a ship 


ofthe line - - - - 2,169 00 


Balance in favor of brigadier general - $3,888 32 


All the brigadiers in the army receive the pay of 
major generals; and nearly, if not quite, all the 
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_ colonels reeeive brigadier’s pay; while the sea pay 


of a captain in the navy, with all his allowances, 


is per year ; r e « $2,160 
Shore pay . x m . . 1,930 
Master commandani’s sea pay, with extra 
furniture, is A ; . ngs 
Shore pay . ; 7 $ «4,170 
- Lieutenants : è : . 960" 


This, then, was the ground, or one of the grounds, 
of the increase of pay in 1835. The complaint 
was, that they were not aś well paid as the officers 
of the army; but those gentlemen who advocated 
that increase of pay, did not inquire whether the 
officers of the army were, or were not, paid too 
much. There could be no doubt but that the pros- 
perity of the times, the inflation of the currency, 
and the high price of every commodity, had an ef- 
fect, at that time, upon the regulation of the pay 
of the officers of the navy. But now there wasa 
change in the condition and circumstances of the 
country; and the property and produce of the coun- 
try were now extremely low, and the means of liv- 
ing were far cheaper than in the year 1835.. ‘The 
country was returning from an inflated paper toa 
specie—a real and a constitutional currency. They 
were coming baek to the commercial currency of 
the world, from one of expanded paper promises; 
and he saw no good reason why the salaries of the 
officers, which were fixed in times of inflation, 
should not change with a change of circumstances. 

The chairman of the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs bad likewise said that the pay of th. officers 
of the American navy was two-thirds less than the 
pay of the officers in the British navy; and he 
went further, and said it was necessary to hold up 
their pay at the present high rates, that when on 
foreign stations they might encertain foreign princes, 
But he (Mr. G.) ventured to assert that the salary 
of no captain, be it what it might, if he gave en- 
tertainment to foreign princes on board his ship, 
paid for that entertainment. It was somehow 
made up out of the stores of the ship, or somehow 
or other—he knew not how it was managed—was 
paid for by the Government of the country. 

Mr. WISE called for proof of that, by the pro- 
duction of a single case. He said he denied that it 
Was 50, ; ` 

Mr. GORDON challenged the gentleman from 
Virginia to produce proof that the salary of any 
American officer ever paid for such entertainments 
to foreign princes. 

Mr. WISE said he could inform the gentleman 
from New York that, by the laws of the United 
States, a captain could not charge the expenses to 
this Government of the entertainments which (in 
the Mediterranean, for instatice) a captain must 
necessarily give to a French or an English admi- 
ral who had previously entertained such American 
officer on board his ship. And there was not a 
naval officer in our service, who wears two epau- 
lettes, who wonld not disdain the imputation that 
they steal the means to furnish their hospitality. 

Mr. KING made some observations which were 
not heard at the reporter’s desk, 

Mr. GORDON said all he intended was to ex- 
press his deep conviciion that there entertainments 
were not paid for. out of the salaries of the offi- 
cers, : 

Mr. C. BROWN said it was on record, from the 
head of one of the bureaus, that officers in thé navy 
had taken the ship-stores, The charge was made 
ibat the officers had used the wine shipped for hosa 
pital purposes. 

Mr. WISE denied that such was the fact. He 
knew what the charge was, and it was entirely dif- 
ferent. 

Mr. GORDON continued. Let that be as it 
might, he had his cpinion on the subject, and he 
ventured to say that the country had its opinion; 
and gen'icmen might make there what statements 
they pleased. But did the efficiency of our navy de- 
pend on the ability to give entertainment to foreign 
puntest Was the navy crganized for that pur- 
pore? 

The chairman of the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs had said it took twenty years to educate a 
lieutenant for the navy; that they might build a 
ship in three teonths, but that they could not make 
an officer in less than twenty years. But if ittook 
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‘so long, he (Mr. G.) was satisfied that they. had 
duller apprehensions than he supposed them to 
have. He rather should conclude that the state- 


ment was an exaggeration, and a far-fetched argu- - 


ment, to sustain the pay of those officers at its pres- 
ent rate, 

He knew it might be said—and probably ithad 

_been said—that they ought not to draw a compari- 
. son between the pay of officers of the navy 
and: the pay of officers of the civil depart- 
ments of ouc Government, because the officers of 
the navy had our fighting to do, and had to encoun- 
ter the perils Of the sea, But they were now about 
. to regulate the pay of those officers in a time of 
profound peace; they were not now required to en- 
counter the perils of battle—unless, indeed, the ta- 
“king of Monterey, and the whipping of our sea- 
‘men, and the exercise of tyranny over the appren- 
tices, were worthy to be so characterized. The 
gentleman from Maine had alluded to the case of 
Capt. Levy; and, from that case, he travelled into 
an argument against the extension of the principles 
of Democracy to the navy; and thence deduced an 
argument in favor of high salaries, because high 
salaries were necessary to sustain that branch of 
aristocracy. 

Mr. FESSENDEN explained. 


Mr, GORDON reiterated the language quoted by 


thegentleman from Maine, from a post-eaptain— 
that the principles of Democracy might do very 
well on land, but they would not answer on board 
a man-of-war; and coupled this with the earnestness 
with which the gentleman from Maine contended 
for high salaries, that that branch of our aristoc- 
racy might ape the manners and practices of the 
officers of the British navy. That perfect equality 
could be established on board a man-of-war, he 
did not pretend to assert; but an approach might 
be made to it, by a regulation of the pay of our 
officers. 

He wished there was more practical talent in the 
navy, less aristocracy, and less disposition on the 
part of the officers to Jord it over their inferiors. 
He wished to see more humanity exercised, and 
more practical knowledge and experience mani- 
fested. He solemnly believed that the navy was 
now on the read to ruin;and what was accomplish- 
ingi? He answered, the military vanity of the 
officers, which, as it were, sublimated their com- 
mon sense, and put high-flown notions into their 
heads. Indeed, be almost began to believe that the 
navy, as at present organized, should be abolished, 
and a better and more practical organization 
brought about. He did not like to see so many 
midshipmen selected fron: one State; nor did he like 
to see those who were bred up in commercial circles 
overlooked, for the purpose of selecting young men 
of aristocratical pretensions, 

{Here a message from the President, by the 
hands of R. Tyler, esq, announced that he had 
signed and approved certain bills. ] 

As he was saying, he had begun to think that it 
would be better to abolish the navy, and organize 
it on a more practical basic. He was no cnemy to 
the navy. He was, on the contrary, proud of itas 
the right arm of our national defence. He was 
proud of what it bad acccmp!ished-—ot what it had 
done; rot of what it was now doing. He ecnld 
not feel any gratification at what had recently oc- 
curred on the Pacific ocean; nor was be proud of 
what was done in the case of Captain Levy, who 
was tried by a court-martial, and cackiered, bnt 
whose sentence was parily remitted by the Presi- 
dent. He was not proud of the fact chat many of 
our chips lay rotting at foreign ports. He wished 
to see the efficiency of tbe navy restored; and he 
thought it could best be done by eating down the 
high salaries. The pay of the cfficcrs was now se 
high as to produce a combination of influence, 
which overpowered the Executive, Crowds of ap- 
plican‘s were always ready to go into the service; 
and the consequence was, that the nember of ofi 
cers was continually increased beyond the wants 
of the country. ‘There were two classes of men in 
this country: the first were willing to serve their 
country for a reasonable compensation, and. do 
their daty, for the honor of the places they might 
have been called to fill; the other class fought for 
pay, for plunder and the spoils—ever scrambling 


for places. where the pay was high, and always 
beleaguering the appointing power. 

He would again call the attention of the com- 
mittee to the case of Captain Levy, who was so 
unjustly treated for no crime whatever. What 
was the offence for which a court-martial deter- 
mined that Captain Levy should be dismissed from 
the navy? A boy on board his ship disobeyed an 
order, and mocked his officer, Captain Levy—in- 
stead of applying to his bare back the cat-o’-nine- 
tails until the fesh was cut open, and the blood 
streamed down—determined to shame the boy, by 
applying a little tar and a few feathers; thus in- 
flictirg a less cruel, but much more effectual pun- 
ishment, The case was passed over by the late 
Secretary of tbe Navy; and not until.the present 
Secretary came into ofice was the matter dug up, 
and Captain Levy brought to trial before a court- 
martial. He was subjected to an immense ex- 
pense, and sentenced to be dismissed from the ser- 
vice. The President! interfered, and commuted the 
sentence to one year’s suspension. All this was 
because Caplain Levy resorted to the less cruel 
and more humane punishment of tar and feathers, 
instead of stripping the boy, and laceraiing his per- 
son in the presence of the whole ship’s company ! 
Such was a specimen of the manner in which jus- 
tice was administered in the navy! 

But what was the difference between the pay of 
officers of thenavy now, and that prior to 1835? 
He averred that, in most cases, the pay had been 
nearly doubled. In 1835, there were four post- 
captains commanding squadrons, who received 
$2,940 each. The same officers now received 
$4,500 each. Soin relation to other salaries, he 
thought a similar elevation would be foundto have 
taken place. But there was some excuse for the 
increase of pay at that time. The treasury was 
full, the national debt paid off, the country flooded 
with bank: paper, everything inflated, money cheap, 
whilst the necessaries of life sold at a high price. 
These several circumstances combined, made some 
excuse for the increase of pay in 1835. There- 
duction of salaries 20 per cent. would not bring 
the pay of the navy to where it was before that 
year. Even if the amendment of the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. MERIWETHER] should succeed, 
the pay of the cfficers would remain higher than it 
was before the year 1835. 

Whilst he was in favor of reduction generally, 
he would remark that there were some whose sal- 
cries ought not to be reduced. Did he have it in 
his power, he would so modify the amendment of 
the gentleman from Georgia as to make the redue- 
tion therein directed appiy only to officers receiving 
more than $1,000 per annem. As the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Prorrir] bad remarked, there 
were many cfficers in the navy who actually re- 
ceived far less compensation than the Jacqueys cf 
this Government, and of the House of Represent- 
alives. He (Mr. G ) wished to restore equality in 
the pay of those who were in the naval service. 
The sailor was not, ke thought, so well paid, in 
proportion, as the officer who commanded him; nor 
were the petty cfficers so well remunerated as those 
of a higher grade. He was in favor of rephblie- 
anism in cur navy, and opposed to the infliction of 
unnecessary punishment, He wished to sce the 
American navy rendered eflicient—neot effeminated, 
by officers brought up in the lap of luxury. He 
did not desire to see or hear of so many frolics 
given on board cur verses of war to foreign 
princes and grandees, where our < flicers would 

“Cateh the manners living as they rise,” 
and impert them into this country. Teo many 
foreign habits had already been imported—too 
much affectation already Introduced into ovr so- 
ciety from abroad; and none had had a greater 
agency in this importation of foreign cnstoms than 
our navy officers. Gentlemen on this floor were 
continually holding up the navies cf England and 
France es models for cur imitation—yes, holding 
up the old monarchies of Europe as fit cxamples 
to be followed, in respect to their marine, by a 
republican Government! Phere was, he thought, 
no need of cur going to Europe, or anywhere else, 
to learn experience necessary for the management 
of our ships, 
try for that; and captains enough in the merchant 


There is talent enough in this coun- 


and whaling service, who, in the emergency of 
war, would be fully capable to take the command 
of ovr national vessels. At present, there was no 
danger of war. The people of this country had 
the best guaranty of peace with England. They 
held a mortgage to secure that object, and, aslong as 
the Canadas remained colonies of Great Britain, 
England would not dare to bring about hostilities, 
There was no danger of a hostile controversy in re- 
lation to our Northwestern territory. So long as 
we stood up for our rights, we should be able to 
maintain them, without any ebstacle from the Eng- 
lish Government. 

He concluded by expressing the hope that the 
amendment would be so modified as to exempt 
from reduction the pay for thcse services which 
had been rendered by officers since the commence- 
ment of the half calendar year, and also that the 
salaries of officers under $1,000 would not be re- 
duced. But, even if these modifications could not 
be made, he should vote for the amendment. 

Mr. TILLINGHAST opposed the amendment. 
He was at a loss to know whether it proposed a 
deduction from the pay of officers, or an income 
tax upon their salaries. He contended that it 
would be manifestly unjust to make such a hori- 
zontal reduction. This horizontal reduction would, 
it was true, take from the superfluities of one class; 
butit also took from the necessities of another. A 
commodore wiih $4,500 might afford to lose 20 per 
cent of his pay; but how hard would it go with the 
midshipman serving on shore to lose $60 out of 
$300? He argued that though the salary of the 
commodore might seem high, the highest qualifica- 
tions and the longest service were required in order 
to obtain that post. Even the cashier of a respec- 
table bank, serving on land, and with none of the 
delicate and responsible duties of the comraedore at 
sea, wiih no lives to preserve, received $5,000. 
Why, then, should objection be made to the salary 
ot $4,500 for a commodore? Mr. T. then went 
into a comparison of the pay and emoluments 
received by the oificers of the navy prior to the 
act of 1835, with what they now receive, in order 
to show that the increase was not so great as the 
gentleman from Tennessee contended. 


Mr. COOPER of Georgia, after a few prelimi- 
nary observations, said that he would have prefer- 
red taking up the exchequer bill called for by the 
gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Wisz,] before acte 
ing on this, in order to see what the House was 
disposed to do toward: providing the means of car- 
trying on the Government, Not that he would 
have voted for that bill; but he wished a discussion 
to arise, which would bring clearly before the 
House the present condition and prospeets of the 
country, before settling the rate of expenditure for 
an important and costly branch of the public ser- 
vice. No man who loved his country, and who 
looked beyond the present moment—whether 
he belonged to the party of the Administration, 
or to that party which ‘expected to have the 
management of public affairs—but must feel 
that the Government is weighed down by in- 
creasing debt and embarrassment, and that a 
heavy responsibility reste on tbose who have to 
carry if on, What was the present condition of 
public affairs? Why, one party was proposing the 
use cf the Government’s credit in the form of pa- 
per money, alleging—and alleging truly—that the 
Government cou!d net be carried on with its pres- 
ent means; that its resc urces were inadequate; and, 
with the present means of collecting revenue, no 
prospect of a change for the better. It would be 
found that they were, in sbort, driven to one or the 
other of three alternatives: to abolish the army and 
navy, and thus reduce the public expenditures; Te- 
sort to diregl taxes; or use the credit of the Gov- 
ernment. 

He would now ask of the Democracy if they were 
prepared, when they came into power, to maintain 
tbis Government in its present splendid and extrav- 
agant scale? Were they prepared to maintain the 
Davy as it was, and, as the gentleman from Rhode 
Island said, to increase it? Were they prepared to 
maintain the army and the civil list on the present 
scale? If they were, he would tell them thal this 
Government could not stand, unless they resorted to 
direct laxation, or to the use of its credit by the 


issue of paper money. The alternative must be 
taxation in some form, reduction, or the use of 
credit. The imposts were not, and would not be, 
sufficient to carry on the Government on its present 
magnificent scale. Taxation upon tea and coffee 
would not do. How, then, was revenue to be 
raised? There was an average balance against tbe 
treasury every year of seven millions; and in five 
years the debt would be forty millions, What 
next? Why, if the gentleman from Maryland 
{Mr. Wituum Cost Joxnson] adhered to his 
project of issuing two hundred millions of Gov- 
ernment serip, the Democrats would be forced 
into the support of ‘it, unless they reduced their 
expenditures. Some gentlemen seemed to sup- 
pose. that the Government could not be carried on 
unless on a magnificent scale; that they must keep 
pace with Great Britain in her naval establish- 
ment, and be ready to fire with her gun for gun. 
In addition to that, they were for keeping up their 
expenditures for internal improvements, for clear- 
ing out the Mississippi and Ohio, removing 
snags and sawyers, &c.; in effect, carrying ona 
splendid and magnificent Government with splen- 
did salaries. But gentlemen should reflect that 
all these things could not be done without money; 
and the question was, where was the money to 
come from? Mr. C. adyerted to the condition 
of the country at the close of the last war with 
Great Britain, and reminded them of the argu- 
ments used for the establishment of a United 
States Bank, by which many Democrats were 
brought into the support of that measure, Were 
not gentlemen preparing the foundation for the 
same arguments, and lending themselves to the es- 
tablishment of a similar institution, by persisting 
in keeping up the Government on its present mag- 
nificent scale? New, if he were to say that he 
was for abolishing the army and the navy, as the 
only means of maintaining the republic, he would 
be called a radical; yet it was his firm belief that 
both could be very well dispensed with, or reduced 
to a very small scale. We needed very few ships, 
and very few soldiers; and an expense of twelve, 
fourtéen, or, at most, fifteen millions of dollars, 
was amply sufficient to carry on the Government. 

Mr. C., after commenting on the many items of 
extravagant expenditure which were in favor in 
the House, lamented that there were Democrats 
enough on. the floor to join with the Whigs to- 
morrow in voting for clearing out the Mississippi, 
or Ashtabula, or some other creek, and construct- 
ing harbors, &c. If this course of extravagance 
should be persisted in, gentlemen would be driven 
to the adoption of the exchequer, or some kindred 
scheme. For his part, he would say that he never 
would give up the position that this Government 
had not the power to use anythirg as money but 
gold and silver. 

Mr. ARNOLD was glad that the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. M. A. Cocrer] had given 
in his adbesion to him, (Mr. Arnoup,) and that he 
would vote for bill No. 548. He was not only 
willing to cutdown midshipmen of the navy, and 
the pay of this House— 

Mr..COOPER interposed to say that he had sug- 
gested no plan for cutting down salaries, but he 
said he would abolish cffices. He would abolish 
the army and the navy. 

Mr. ARNOLD. The genileman, then, was for 
abolishing the army and the navy, before he would 
allow $2 tobe taken frombis own daily pay. That 
was a specimen of retrenching Democracy. T, 
however, they abolished the army and the navy, 
the people would abolish that House. Let them 
then abolish that House, and abolish the Govern- 

- ment; and, as a gentleman near him remarked, let 
every man be hisown Government. Thegentle- 
man from Georgia was for liberal pay, and no tax, 
[Laughter.] 

He then went on to notice his own exertions to 
procure a retrenchment in their expenditures; and 
he confessed that the Whig party had failed him 
most grievously, and he feared they would con- 
tinue todisappoint him most grievously. A gen- 
tleman tear him observed that the Democrats 
would stick by him, and he hoped they wenld. A 
good many Democrats, he would do them the jus- 
tice tò say, had stood by him, and he hoped they 
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would continue to do so; for retrenchment was es- 
sentially necessary. What was the state of the 
treasury, and what was the condition of the rev- 
enues? He was told the revenue would not reach 
$12,000,000. The highest anticipation was but 
415,000,000, whilst the disbursements would be at 
least double that amount, unless they -entered at 
once on this retrenchment. Sach was the pros- 
pect before them; snd yet gentlemen were picking 
up a solitary case, and cutting down the salary of 
a single officer (the Commissioner of Public Build- 
ings) one half. This was done, too, by gentlemen 
who would not consent to put their hands into their 
own pockets, and take from their salaries even one- 
fourth; but they took one-half from one single offi- 
cer, With swelling acclamation. Such a proceeding 
was disgraceful to that House. He bad had a bill 
in that House, and he had been imploring them. to 
act upon it since an early day of the last session—a 
bill which would save to this nation something like 
$4,000,000; but that bill they. would not touch. 
Why? Because it reached themselves. Did they 
think the country would give them credit for iso- 
lated, pitiful retrenchment; while they not only re- 
fused to act upon the bill which came home to 
themselves, but cast reproach on, and attempted to 
disgrace, every man who sought to cut down the 
expenses of this House? No; the country would 
look upon and treat them with scorn and con- 
tempt. i 


After continuing for some time his strictures on 
the House and on individual members, who adyo- 
cated all reforms but such as affected themselves, 
he went on to say that if their pay was mot too 
much now, eight years ago it was too little. And 
if it was not too much, the pay of other officers of 
the Government was not too much. In reply toa 
remark from Mr. M. A. Coorrer, he said $3 a 
day would be a good price for many members on 
that floor. He then gave notice that tc-morrow 
morning he should contend with the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means, who invaria- 
bly got the floor; and if he got it, he hoped the 
friends of retrenchment would be there, and give 
him the yeas and nays, and not fritter away their 
energies on little isolated cases. ‘Fhe House 
owed itto themselves not to skulk the question; 
but if they were against his bill, let them vote it 
down; and if for it, pass it, and let their constitu- 
ents have the benefit of it. He found that in the 
country, (as he had been informed by gentlemen 
who had learned the faet during their visit to their 
constituents since the Jast session,) men, women, 
and children. were for “ Arnold’s bill 548,” 
{laughter;] and this House must either take it, or 
lose favor with the people. 


Mr. HOLMES next obtained the floor; but gave 


way to 

Mr. STEENROD, who moved that the commit- 
tee rise. 

'The motion was agreed to; and the committee 
rose and reported progress. 


Mr. FILLMORE reminded the Speaker that 
there were several executive communications on 
th@table, which he hoped would be presented and 
disposed of. 

The SPEAKER, accordingly, presented a com- 
munication from the Treasury Department, in an- 
swer toa rezolution of the House, (which was adopt- 
ed on the motion of Mr. MeCuiretian of New 
York,) calling for a retarnof certain fees of district 
attorneys, marshals, &e. It was referred to the 
Commitee on the Expenditures of the Treasury 
Department, and ordered to be printed. 

He also presented a communication from the 
Navy Department, accompanied by 275 copies of 
the Navy Register. ; 

JESSE HOYT. 


The SPEAKER stated that be had received a 
memorial from Jesse Hoyt, late collector of the 
port of New York, (understood to bea reply to the 
report of the accounting officer of the Treasury, 
charging him with being a defaulter,) which he 
begged leave tolay before the Honse. 

Mr. ROBERT McCLELLAN called for tHe 
reading of the memorial. 

The SPEAKER observed that it was very long. 

Mr. FILLMORE said, that if the reading was 
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called for, he must object to the reception of the 
memorial. on 

Mr. McKEON moved that the memorial be 
printed. 

Mr, R. McCLELLAN claimed the right to hear 
the memorial read, before the motion to print was 
put to the House. i 

Mr. FILLMORE renewed his objection to the 
reception, and the memorial was not received. 

Mr. W. W. IRWIN, in accordance with no- 

tice previously given, introduced a bill to amend 
the act making appropriations for the construction. 
of marine hospitals on the Western waters: read 
twice, and referred to the Committee on Gom- 
merce. 
y Mr. UNDERWOOD gave notice of his intention 
46 call up, at. the earliest day, the bill in relation 
to steamboat navigation on the Western waters. 
He urged the necessity of action on the subject, 
and stated that prosecutions had been commenced 
against the owners of eighty-two steamboats, for 
damages received. : 

Mr. MALLORY wished to offera resolution 
calling for information from the Navy Depart- 
ment; but objection was made, and if was not re 
ceived. à 

On motion of Mr. WELLER, f 

The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 


Turspay, February 7, 1843. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication frora the War Department, 
transmitting, in compliance with the act of March, 
1803, abstracts of the returns of the militia of the 
several States and Territories, with their arms and 
accoutrements: ordered to lie on the table, and be 

rinted. , 

Also, laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Navy Department, transmitting seventy- 
five copies of the printed Navy Register. 

Also, laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Navy Department, transmitting a letter 
of the Second Comptroller, covering a statement 
of the appropriations for the naval service of 1842; 
which, on motion by Mr. EVANS, was laid on the 
table, and ordered to be printed. i 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented memorials from.” 
Hamburg and Wales, in Erie county, and one 
from Franklinville, in Cattaraugus county, N. Y., 
urging upon Congress the adoption of the plan for 
a board of exchequer recommended by the Execu- 
tive: ordered to lie on the table. f 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented a memorial from 
210 citizens of Michigan, praying for an appro- 
priation to complete the works begun in the harbor 
of St. Joseph; 

Also, presented a communication from an intel- 
ligent citizen of Buffalo, showing the defective 
state of the harbors on the lakes, and the annual 
loss of life, vessels, and other property, in conse- 
quence; which were referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ihe latter to be printed. 

Mr. SIMMONS, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, to which was referred the proposition to print 
the annual report of the Commicsioner of Patents, 
reported in favor of printing so rauch as related to 
the subject of agriculiure, and contained agticul- 
tural information. 

The question was put on the report of the com- 
mittee, and concurred in. | ? 

Mr. KERR moved to print, for the use of the 
Senate, 1,000 copies in addition to the quantity 
ordered, of that part of the report of the Commis- 
sioner designated to be printed by the Committee 
on Printing. 

Mr. STURGEON made an inquiry as to wheth- 
er it was not usual to print some copies of the ree 
port for tbe use of the department from wh'ch it 
emanated. 

Mr. KERR said that heretofore it had been 
usual to print 3,000 copies extra, for the use of the 
Senate; but this year, after consultation upon the 
subject, and with a view to avoid any objection 
to the printing on the ground of expense, he thought 
it advisable to reduce the number proposed to be 
printed to 1,000 copies. He remarked that the doc- 
ument was one of great importance, especially to 
ihe agricultural portions of the country. 


Mr. SIMMONS remarked that the report was a 
voluminous ‘one, and suggested whether 500 cop- 
jes would not sufice, Although the information 
it contained was valuable, he thought that number 
was sufficient, especially as the newspapers would, 
in all probability, republish extracts from it of the 
most valuable portions of the information. 

Mr. KERR said. that he had consulted with one 
or two persons in relation to the proper number to 
have printed. He was of the opinion, himself, that 
500 copies were too small a number to be printed 
of such a document so interesting. to the agricul- 
tural community. It was seldom, indeed, that 
they ordered anything of interest to that class, and 
coming home to their breasts, to be printed. ‘It 
was nota very voluminous document, and the ex- 
penser printing would therefore be small. 

Mr. SIMMONS said he merely threw out the 
Suggestion. He did not make a motion to print 
the smaller number. 

Mr. CALHOUN was understood to say that he 
had heretofore raised his voice against this inven- 
tion of the Commissioner. It must have eceurred 
to Senators that this officer had regu’arly taken in 
charge the agricultural interests of the country, until 
the department under his control, totally discon- 
nected with that subject, had almost becomea home 
department, If this practice was permitted; by 
giving sanction to it there, evils (which they did 
not then see) would soon grow out of it. There 
was no authority that this officer had, beyond 
his duties as Commissioner of the Patent Office; 
yet they saw that, from year to year, he had as- 
sumed the charge of superintending the subject of 
agriculture. If it was not arrested, it would lead 
to disastrous consequences, which would open their 
eyes. Although he approved of the objects as 
much as any man—of disseminating agricultural 
information, and of doing everything that could be 
done properly to preserve that interest, he would 
rather be deprived of a large portion of his income 
from his agricultural pursuits, than to see this Gov- 
ernment becoming the pcculiar patron of agricul: 
ture, or any other interest, 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
print, and decided in the affirmative. 

Mr. STURGEON presented a memorial from 
Ww. B. Maury, and others, of Pittsburg, Penn., 
in favor of the adoption of the plan for a board of 
exchequer; which was laid on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Senate 
the laws of the Territory of Florida; which were re- 
ferred to the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. MERRICK, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, reported baek to the 
Senate, without amendment, House bill entitled 
“An act to authorize the chief clerk in the oftice of 
Seeretary of} State to frank public and official cee: 
uments sent from$that office.” 

On motion by Mr. M., the above bill was taken 
up asin commitiee of the whole; and, being ex. 
plained by him, and there being no preposition to 
amend it, it was reported to the Senaie, read the 
third Ume, and passed. 

Mr. MERRICK, from the Commitiee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, reported back, withoat 
amendment, the House bili for the relief of S, and 
M. Riche. 

Mr. WALKER, from the Committee on Publie 
Landa, reported back, withoui amendment, the bill 
lo protect the tities to Jand south of the Arkansas 
river, held under the New Madrid lozaticn, and 
the pre-emption actof 1814, 

Mr. W. remarked that this bill, by some acei- 
dent, was mislaid in the hands of the committee. 
It was supposed to have’ been reported long since, 
It was the same bill which pas-ed the Senate at the 
last session; and the committee had yep: rted it 
back without any alteration whatever, He hoped it 
would be taken up and considered at once, 

Mr. SEVIER also expressed a wish that the 
bill would be then disposed of; it had passed 
the Senate two or three times before; but was not 
finally acted upon. 


The bill was then taken up as in committee of 


the whole, and considered; and there being no motion 
to amend, it was reported to the Senaie, and, being 
engrossed according to order, was read the third 
time and passed, 
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Mr. WALKER reported back from the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands, withont amendment, the bill 
to confirm the survey and location of claims for 
land in the State of Mississippi, east of Pearl 
river,: and south of the 3ict-degrea of north latie 
tude. : 

Mr. GRAHAM, from the Committee on Claims, 
made a report (which was ordered to be printed) 
adverse to the passage of the bill from the House 
for the relief èf D. and J. Wilkinson. ; 

Mr. BAGBY, on leave, introduced.a bill for the 
relief of Charles E. Sherman; whith was read 
twice, and referred to the Commitiee on Naval Af- 
fairs. , 

Mr. McDUFFIE submitted the following resolu- 
tions; which lie on the table one day, under the rule, 
viz: 

Resolved, Thatitis thesolemnand urgent duty of the pres- 
ent Congress to adopt, without delay, efficient measures to re- 
vive the crippled and decaying commerce, replenish the impoy- 
erished exchequer, and arrest the alarming accumulation of the 
public debt of the United States. ; 

Resolved, That a modification of the existing tariff on for- 
eign imports, such as will render it strictly and in good faith a 
mere revenue measure, is indispensable to the accomplishment 
of those objects; and that the recent measures of the British 
Parliament, pardally adopung the principles of free trade, the 
public indications of a disposition on the part of the present 
ministry to extend those principles still further, and the proba- 
bility of the speedy organization of an extensive system of 
smuggling on the long lice of our frontier, furnish pressing mo- 
tives.to Congress for acting on the subject during its present 
session. ve 

Resolved, That a rigid system of retrenchment, economy, 
and accountability, such as will bring the annual expenditures 
within the annual income of the Government, is not less indis. 
pensable; and that, while this is rendered necessary by the de- 
plorable state of the public finances, it is rendered just, and not 
injurious to the public service, by the great reduction of the 
currency, and consequent appreciation of the value of money. 


The resolution submitted by Mr. Benron on 
Monday last, calling upon the President for copies 
of any remonstrance, or protest, addressed by Gen- 
eral Cass, as minister, to the French Government, 
against the ratification by France of the quintuple 
treaty, &c., came up in order; but was, on the sug- 
gestion of Mr, ARCHER, chairman ‘cf the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, passed by informally 
until to-morrow, to afford farther cpportunity for 
its examination. 

The engrossed bill entitled “An act for repairing 

j and repaving a portion of Pennsylvania avenue,” 

£ was read the third time, and passed, 

i Mr. SMITH of Indiana, from the Committee 
on the Pablic Lends, to which bad been referred 
House bill for the relief of Thomas EL. Brown, re- 
ported the same back, withont amendment, and 
with a recommendation that it be indefinitely post- 
poned. 

Senate bill entitled “An aet for the relief of 
Wm. Du Buys, postmaster at New Orleans,” whieh 
had keen returned from the House of Representatives 
with an amendment, was taken up for considera- 
tion, and, on motion by Mr. MERRICK, referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 


Mr. WALKER, on leave, introduced a bill for | 


the preservation of the ecliection of the natural 
curiosities furnished by the exploring squad- 
ron, and frem other sources; which was read 
twice, and, with docnments from the Nationai In. 
stitauon, was referred to the Commitice on*the 
Library. 

On motions by Messrs. DAYTON and HUNT- 
INGTON, the previous orders of ihe day were 
postponed, and the following bills were taken up 
as in committee of the whole, considered, and, 
there being no motion to amend them, were report. 
ed to the Senate, and finally pesced, viz: 

Tbe bill to’ alter the place of holding the gis- 
trict court of the Unied States for the district of 
New Jersey, by fixing it at Trenton for the future; 
and 

Eke bill for alteriog the time of holding the eir- 
euit court of the United States for the district of 
Connecticut, 

Mr. ARCHER presented a petition from George 
Mayo, for certain compensation; which was refer» 
red to the Committee on Claims, 

THE OREGON TERRITORY. 

Toe Senate proceeded to consider the motion 
submitted by Mr. ARCHER, on yesterday, to reeon~ 
sider the vote by which the bill fur the occupation 
and settlement of the Oregon was passed. 


Mr. LINN demanded the yeas and nays on that 
motion; which were ordered: and, the question be~ 
ing put, the Senate refused to reconsider, by—yeas 
24, nays 24, as follows: ` 

YEAS--Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, 
Calhoun, Choate, Conrad, Crafts, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, 
Graham, Huntington, Kerr, McDuffie, Mangum, Miller, Porter, 
Rives, Simmons, Sprague, Tallmadge, and Woodbridge 24, 

NAY=—Messts. Allen, Bagby, Benton, Buchanan, Clayton, 
Fulton, Henderson, King, Linn, McRoberts, Merrick, Morehead, 
Phelps, Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, Smith of Indiana, Stur- 


geon, Tappan, Walker, Wilcox, Williams, Woodbury, Wright, 
and Young—24, : 


PRIVATE EXPRESSES. 


The unfinished debate was then resumed from 
yesterday, on the bill to prevent the employment 
of private expresses upon mail routes, and for the 
prevention of frauds upon the revenues of the Post 
Office Department; the question pending being the 
amendment proposed by Mr. Porrer, to strike out 
of the second and fifth sections the words “‘or other 
mailable matter whatever;” the effect of which 
proposition would be, if adopted, to permit all 
matter, except letters, to be conveyed by private 
expresses. i 

Mr. PORTER, after a few explanatory remarks, 
wiihdrew his amendment. 

Mr. MERRICK was very glad the Senator had 
consented to witbdraw his amendment. He went 
into a lengthened explanation of the reasons for 
using the terms “mailable matter,” and “matter 
transferable by mail.” They had a dcfinite mean- 
ing in post office parlance, and no other words could 
be invented more cencise aud specific for the pur- 
pose for which they were used. They might not 
convey the same meaning with equal precision to 
Senators and the public at large; and to guard 
against misconception, he had prepared an addi- 
tional proviso to the bill, declaratory of the ob- 
jects included within the terms. : 

Mr. PORTER next moved an amendment, 
to strike out expressions in the provision which he 
considered superflaous and capable of being inter- 
preted to mean anything and every thing—-he meant 
the words “written or printed matter.” 

Mr. MERRICK said this brought up the whole 
question, whether private expresses were to be put 
down or not. If they were allowed to carry “writs 
ten and printed matter,” they would be kept up, 
and would soon become more formidable than 
ever, They could not be put down, unless they 
were prohibited from these sources of profit—prop- 
perly mailable matter. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON was very sorry the Sena- 
tor from Michigan had withdrawn. his former 
amendment. He argued at considerable length its 
propriety, and begged the Senator would accept an 
addition to his present amendment, so as to include 
hewspapers, He was averse to all taxes and 
restraints on the diffusion of knowledge and ins 
formation to the people. 


Mr. MERRICK assured the Senator that it was 
for that very reason newspapers should be sent by 
post. As long as the department had to be at the 
expense of sending newspapers into every ramifi< 
cation of the Union, no matter at what cost, it 
ought to be insured the advantages of the profitable 
routes, as well as compel'ed tobe atali the expense 
of the unprofitable routes. 

Mr. PORTER accepted the amendment, and in- 
ciuded “newspapers” in his proposition to strike 
out. 

Mr. CONRAD called for a division of the ques: 
uon. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON called the attention of the 
Senate toa suggestion just made to him—that the 
prohibitions of this bill would reach to the post- 
riders commonly engaged in different paris of New 
England, and perhaps oiher parts of the Union, 
for supplying persons in the country with news. 
papers and other matiersfrom towns and cities, 
tco inconvenient or expensive to be sent for spe- 
cially. Orders were given to these post-riders to 
bring from cities or towns, which they visited in 
their rounds, such newspapers and matters as it 
was convenient for them to bring. 

Mr. MERRICK said it certainly would include 
all such cases; and if it did not, the whole object of 
the bill wouid be defeated. 

Mr. WOODBURY did not see why any person 


should be compelled to send newspapers by the 
mail. It would do very well for those who pre- 
ferred sending them in that way; but the compul- 
sion would operate injuriously. As to the ccm- 
pulsion to send money by mail, he pointed out how 
injuriously that would operate in New England, 
where the transfer of bank notes for redemption 
from ome bank to another was of- daily occur- 
rence, and to enormous amounts.. The manner of 
sending money from.one place to another ought to 
be left to the option of the owners, and free from 
any restraints. : 

Mr. MERRICK thought, as long as money was 
inclosed in letters, it would be impossible to re- 
strain the latter from being sent by private ex- 
presses, if money was to be specially exempted. 
It was a matter, however, in the hands of the 
Senate; and if any Senator chose to propose an 
Amendment to exempt money, he might do so. 

x He cculd not, however, give it his sanction. 

A division of the question having been called 
for, the first vote was taken on the proposition to 
strike out “newspapers; on which the yeas and 
nays were called for, and ordered. It was decided 
in the negative-yeas 11, nays 27, as follows: 

YEAS—Mesars. Bates, Crafis, Huntington, Phelps, Porter, 
Smith of Connecticut, Smith of Indiana, Tallmadge, Wilcox, 
Woodbridge, and Woodbury—11. 

NAYS—Mesasrs. Allen, Bagby, Barrow, Bayard, Benton, 
Calhoun, Clayton, Conrad, Dayton, Fulton, Graham, Hender- 
Fe tien Mn E EA 
Wright, and Young—27. r Durs om Tappan, alken, 

‘The next question was on striking out the words 
‘Call written and printed matter.” This also was 
decided in the negative—yeas 13,/nays 24, as fol- 
lows: : 

YEAS— Messrs, Bates, Dayton, Evans, Graham, Huntington, 
Morehead, Phelps, Porter, Smith of Connecticut, Smith of 
Indiana, Wilcox, Woodbridge, and Woodbury-—13. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Barrow, Bayard, Benton, 
Buchanan, Calhoun, Olayton, Crafts, Fulton, Henderson, Kerr, 
King, Linn, McDuffie, McRoberts, Mangum, Merrick, Sevier, 
Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, Wright, and Young--24, 

Mr. MERRICK moved a verbal amendment to 
strike out the word “edition;” which was agreed 
to. 

Mr. WOODBURY then moved to exempt 
“money and bank notes in packages or bundles.” 

Mr. DAYTON suggested the propriety of in- 
cluding promissory notes and evidences of debt. 

Mr. Woopsury’s amendment was adopted. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE again called the attention 
of the Senate to the provisions of the bill bearing 
en owners of railroads, steamboats, or other con- 
veyances; and moved an amendment, exernpting 
from the penalties individual owners or corpora- 
tions. 

Mr. MERRICK opposed the amendment. 

Mr. CONRAD thought it was not important, as 
the object was to preven! penalties being levied on 
sovereign States owning railroads. The Gene- 
ral Government could not sue out a penalty against 
a Sovereign Siate; therefore, there was no danger, 
from-the provision in the bill, that anything of the 
kind would ever occur. 

Mr. MERRICK said the drawers and employees 
only, in such cases, would be sued. - 

Mr. McROBERTS spoke in favor of the bill, 
and pointed out great losses sustained by the de- 

partment from. the competition of private ex- 
presses. . 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE remonstrated against the 
injastice of making a State subject to penalties on 
account of improper persons travelling cn their 
property. A Siate could not exercise the same 
vigilance as individuals to prevent infractions of 
the law. 

The amendment was rejected without a count. 

The bill was reported back to the Senate, and 
the amendments made in commiltee of the whole 
were adopted. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time. 

House bill entitled “An act for the relief of the 
representatives of Alexander Macomb, Robert Jen- 
nings,.and the heirs and legal representatives of 
James Roddy, deceased, sureties of Samuel Champ- 
lin, late a.paymaster in the army of the United 
States,” was taken up as in committee of the 
whole, considered, reported to the Senate, and or- 


dered to be read a third time. | 
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The bill from the House entitled “An act for 
the relief of Dexter Hungerford, of Watertown, 
Jefferson county, New York,” was taken up as in 
committee of the whole, on an adverse report of 
the Committee on Claims.. f 


Mr. GRAHAM moved that the bill be indefi- 


nitely postponed; but, 
On the motion of Mr. TALLMADGE, the bill 

was laid on the table for the present. 
On motion by Mr. PHELPS, 
The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Torspay, February 8, 1843. 

The journal of yesterday being read, i 

Mr. GILMER tose to a correction of the jour- 
nal. It was stated there thata bill had been refer- 
red to the Select Committee on Retrenchment, of 
which ‘he (Mr. G.) waschairman. Now, he wished 
to say that no such committee now existed. The 
Retrenchment Committee, of which he was the 
chairman, closed its labors and expired with the 
last session of Congress, The journal was cor- 
rected accordingly. 

Mr. HUNT wished to know whether the journal 
was correct in saying that the bill for the relief of 


Amos Kendall was referred to the Committee of į 


the Whole on the state of the Union. He supposed 
it had been referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

The SPEAKER said the bill was referred to the 
Commiitee ot the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. LOWELL presented the petition of Wm. 
Billings and 132 other citizens of the district of 
Passamaquoddy, Maine, praying Congress to pro- 
vide by law that all vessels taking fish and oil from 
that district shall clear the same from the custom- 
house; and that the shippers shall furnish to the 
collector certificates from American fishermen of 
all American caught and cured fish and American 
oil; and thai the shipper or owner of British fish 
and oil shall furaish a certificate that the same 
have been lawfully imporied, 

Mr. HOUSTON presented the petition of Wm. 
Shoaler and Zebulon Parr, of Lauderdale county, 
Alabama, praying Congress to pass a law donating 
to them certain sections of land therein deseribed, 
for the purposes and upon the conditions therein 
specified. 

Mr. GORDON presented a memcrial from 162 
legal voters of the county of Delaware, New York, 
asking fer the passage of a law reducing the pay 
of members of Congress. 

Mr. ARNOLD rose and inquired if it would be 
in order to move to go into committee. 

The SPEAKER said it would. 

Mr. ARNOLD said he would then move that 
the House resolve itself into a Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, with a view to 
take up his bill, No. 548. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FILLMORE asked the gentleman to with- 
draw his motion for a moment; to which request 
Mr. Arncxp acceded. ‘ 


TERMINATION OF THE DEBATE ON THE 
NAVY BILL. 


Mr. FILLMORE said he had been requested by 
many members to move a resolution fixing a period 
for the termination of the debate on the navy ap- 
propriation bill, now in Committee of the Whole. 
He therefore moved that all debate shall cease on 
to-morrow, at 2 o'clock, and the commitiee skall 
then proceed to vote upon all amendments pend- 
ing, or that. may be offered. He moved the previ- 
ous question on the motion? 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON opposed the motion, 
and expressed the hope that the committee would 
not be deprived of an opportunity to debate the 
bill as it should be. He would also remark, that 
the chairman [Mr. Fittmore] might have intro- 
duced the bill mach earlier in the session than he 
did, and thereby have prevented the necessity for 
such hasty action. 

The previous question was sustained, and the 
main question crdered to be put. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved to lay the sub- 
ject on the table, and asked for the yeas and nays 
on the motion. 

They were taken, and resulted—yeas 68, hays 
96, as follows: 


068 


See TES 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Artington, Atherton, Beeson, Roy 
Brewster, Aaron V. Brown, Milton Brown, Charles Brown 
Burke, Green W; Caldwell, Patrick C. Caldwell, Cary, Clifford 
Clinton, Richard D. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Eastman, Egbert, 
John G. Floyd, Charles A. Floyd, Fornance, A. Lawrence Fos. 
ter, William O. Goode, Gordon, Gwin, Harris, Hays, Holmes, 
Hopkins, Houck, Houston, Hunter, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jack, * 
Cave Johnson, Keim, Andrew Kennedy, King, Littlefield, Rob- 
ert McClellan, McKay, McKeon, Alfred Marshall, John Thom- 
son Mason, Medill, Meriwether, Newhard, Partridge, Payne, 
Pickens, Rayner, Reding, Reynolds, Riggs, Saunders, Shields, 
William Smith, Snyder, Steenrod, Sweney, Jacob Thompson, 


- Turney, Watterson, Weller, Westbrook, and Wood—68. 


NAYVS—Messrs. Allen, Landaff W. Andrews, Sherlock J; 
Andrews, Arnold, Babcock, Baker, Barnard, Barton, Birdseye, 
Blair, Boardman, Bowne, Briges, Brockway, Bronson, deres 
miah Brown, William Butler, Thomas J. Campbell, Caruthers, 
Casey, Chittenden, John ©. Clark, James ‘Cooper, Cowen, 
Cranston, Crawford, Cushing, Garrett Davis, Deberry, Doan, 
John Edwards, John C. Edwards, Everett, Fessenden, Fill- 
more, Gamble, Gates, Gerry, Giddings, Gilmet, Graham, 
Granger, Halsted, Henry, Howard, Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, 
Isaac D. Jones, John P. Kennedy, Lane, Linn, McKennan, 
Mathiot, Mattocks, Maxwell, Maynard, Mitchell, Moore, 
Morgan, Morris, Osborne, Owsley, Pearce, Pendleton, Powell, 
Ramsey, Benjamin Randall, Ridgway, William Russell, James - 
M. Russell, Saltonstall, Sanford, Shepperd, Slade, Truman 
Smith, Stanly, Stokely, Stratton, Alexander H. H: Swart, 
John T. Stuart, Summers, Taliaferro, Joha B. Thompson, 
Richard W. Thompson, Tillinghast, Toland, Tomlinson, Trip» 
lett, Trotti, Trumbull, Underwood, Thomas W. William 
Christopher H. Williams, Joseph L. Williams, Wise, an 
Yorke—96, 


So the resolution was not laid on the table. 

The question recurring on the adoption of the 
resolution, it was carried without a division. . 

Mr. ARNOLD moved that the bil) introduced by 
him (No. 548) to reduce the pay and mileage of 
members of Congress, and the salaries of the effi- 
cers of the Government, be made the special order 
of the day for Tuesday next. 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia inquired when the bill 
to remit the fine of General Jackson was likely. to 
come up. 

The SPEAKER said ibat it was in order every 
morning after the reception of resolutions, The 
question was now on the motion of the gentleman 
from Tennessee, (Mr. ARNoupD,] which woald re- 
quire a vote of two thirds. i 

Mr. ARNOLD called for the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered; and, on taking the question, 
resulted in—yeas 131, nays 53, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, S. J.. Andrews, Arnold; . 
Arrington, Atherton, Baker, Beeson, Blair, Boardman, Bowne, 
Boyd, Brewster, Briggs, Brockway, Bronson, Aaron V, Brown, 
Malton Brown, Charies Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Burke, Wil- 
ham Butler, William O. Butler, Green W. Caldwell, Thomas 
J. Campbell, Caruthers, Cary, Casey, Chapman, Chittenden, 
John ©. Clark, Clifford, James Cooper, Cowen, Daniel, Garrett 
Davis, R. D. Davis, Dean, Deberry, Doan, Doig, Eastman, John 
C. Edwards, Egbert, Fornance, A. Lawrence Foster, Gamble, 
Gatos, Gentry, Gerry, Giddings, Gilmer, Gordon, Graham, 
Granger, Gwin, Halsted, Harris, Hays, Henry, Houck, Hous- 
ton, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, James: Irvin, 
Jack, Cave Johnson, John W. Jones, Keim, John P, Kennedy, 
Andrew Kennedy, King, Linn, Lowell, McKay, Alfred Mar- 
shall, Mathiot, Mattocks, Maynard, Medill, Meriwether, Mit- 
chel, Moore, Morgan, Morris, Morrow, Newhard, Osborne, 
Owsley, Parmenter, Partridge, Pendleton, Pope, Powell, Ram- 
sey, Benjamin Randali, Reding, Reynolds, Ridgway, Rogers, 
Roosevelt, William Russell, James M. Russel, Saltonstall, 
Saunders, Sewell, Shepperd, Shields, Slade, Truman Smith, 
Snyder, Stanly, Steenrod, Stokely, Stratton, John T. Stuart, 
Jacob Thompson, Tomlinson, Trotti, Trumbull, Underwood, 
Weller, Westbrock, Thomas W. Williams, Christopher H, 
Williams, Joseph L. Williams, Wise, Augustus Young, and 
John Young—I3l. 

NAYS—Messrs. L. W. Andrews, Aycrigg, Babcock, Barnard, 
Barton, Birdseye, Patrick ©. Caldwell, Clinton, Cranston, 
Cushing, Dawson, John Edwards, Everett, Ferris, Fessenden, 
John G. Floyd, Charles A. Floyd, William O. Goode, Holmes, 
Toward, Hudson, Hunter, Hunt, Isaac D. Jones, Lane, Lite 
tlefield, Robert McClellan; McKennan, McKeon, John. Thom- 
son Mason, Maxwell, Payne, Pearce, Pickens, Riggs, Sanford, 
William Smith, Alexander H. H. Stuart, Summers, Sumter, 
Sweney, Tatiaferro, John B. Thompson, Richard W. Thomp- 
son, Tillinghast, Turney, Ward, Washington, Edward D, White, 
Joseph L. White, Winthrop, Wood, aad Yorke—53. 


So Mr. Arnoip’s motion was carried. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Maryland asked leave to 
offer the joint resolution, offered by him yesterday, 
for rewarding the officers engaged in the exploring 
expedition; and, the resolution having been read 
for informaticn, 

Mr, CAVE JOHNSON objected to its recep- 
tion. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Maryland moved a suspen- 
sion of the rules, : í 

Mr. WISE suggested to the gentleman to allow 
the resolution to be referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, who already had the subject before 
them. This would remove, he supposed, any ob- 
jections to its reception. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON said that he objected to 
the reception of the resolution at any rate; and, 

The question being then put on Mr. KENNE- 
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` “Wa the affirmative—ayes 116, noes not counted. - 
“Mr. KENNEDY ‘then moved to refer the reso- 
lation to. the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BARNARD moved to-refer it to the Com- 
mittee ofthe Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. ‘WISE remarked that there wasa memorial 
from the officers of the exploring expedition on the 
same. subject already before the Committee on 
Naval. Affairs; and it was, therefore, proper that 
this resolution should go there algo. z 
~The question was then put on the reference to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and carried with- 
oùt a division. 


- Mr. JONES of Maryland called up the motion 


made by him some days ago, to reconsider the vote 
rejecting the resolution submitted by Mr. Cusu- 
ING, to take the bill providing indemnity for French 
spoliations prior to 1800 out of the Committee of 
the Whole. 
Mr. CUSHING called for the yeas and nays on 
the motion; which were ordered, 
Mr. WELLER moved to lay the motion on the 
` table; and, 
Mr. CUSHING having called for the yeas and 
nays, they were ordered, and resulted in—yeas 105, 
nays 102, as follows: © ` 


YEAS—Messrs. Landaff W. Andrews, Arnold Arrington, 
Atherton, Beeson, Bidlack, Black, Bowne, Boyd, Brewster, 
Aaron V. Brown, Milton Brown, Charles Brown, Burke, Wil 
liam Butler, William O. Butler, Green W. Caldwell, Patrick 
C, Caldwell, John Campbell, Win. B. Campbell, Thomas J. 
Campbell, Caruthers, Cary, Casey, Chapman, Clifford, Clin- 
ton, Daniel, Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, Pawson, Dean, 
Deberry, Doan, Doig, Eastman, John C, Edwards, Egbert, 
John G. Floyd, Gamble, Gentry, Wm. O. Goode, Gordon, 
Graham, Gwin, Harris, Hastings, Hays, Hopkins, Houck, 
Houston, Wubard, Hunter, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jack, Cave 
Johnson, John W., Jones, Andrew Kennedy, King, Lane, Lit- 
tlefield, Lowell, Abraham McClellan, Robert McClellan, 
McKay, McKeon, Alfred Marshall, John Thomson Mason, 
Mathews, Medill, Meriwether, Miller, Mitchell, Moore, Ows- 
ley, Partridge, Payne, Pickens, Pope, Rayner, Reding, Ren- 
cher, Reynolds, Riggs, Rogers, Saunders, Shepperd, Shields, 
Wiliam Smith, Snyder, Steenrod, John P. Stuart, Summers, 
Sweney, Richard W. Thompson, Jacob ‘Thompson, Trotti, 
Turney, Underwood, Van Buren, Wallace, Ward, Watterson, 
Weller, Westhrook, and Christopher H. Williams--105, 

NAYS--Messrs. Adams, Allen, Sherlock J. Andrews, Ay- 
crigg, Babcock, Baker, Barnard, Barton, Birdseye, Blair, 
Boardman, Briggs, Brockway, Bronson, Jeremiah Rrown, 
Burnoll, Calhoun, Childs, Chittenden, John C. Clark, Cowen, 
Cranston, Crawford, Cushing, John fidwards, Everett, Ferris, 
Fessenden, Fillmore, Thomas I, Foster, Gates, Gerry, Gid- 
dings, P. G. Goode, Granger, Halsted, Henry, Holmes, How- 
ard, Hudson, Wunt, J. R. Ingersoll, James Irvin, William 
Cost Johnson, Isaac D. Jones, John P, Kennedy, Linn, 
McKennan, Mallory, Mathior, Mattocks, Maxwell, Maynard, 
Morgan, Morris, Morrow, Newhard, Oliver, Osborne, Par- 
menter, Pearce, Pendleton, Powell, Ramsey, Benjamin Ran- 
dall, Alexander Randall, Read, Ridgway, Rodney, Willian 
Russell, James M. Russell, Saltonstall, Sanford, Sewell, Slade, 
Truman Smith, Stanly, Stokely, Stratton, Alexander H. F. 
Stuart, Sumter, Taliaterro, John RB. Thompson, Tillinghast, 
Toland, Tomlinson, Triplett, Trumbull. Washington, Edward 
D. White, Joseph L. White, Thomas W, Williama, Joseph 
L. Wiliams, Winthrop, Wise, Wood, Yorke, Augustus 
Young, and John Young--102, 

So the motion was laid on the table. 
PRESENTATION OF WASHINGTON’S SWORD AND 
FRANKLIN'S STAFF, 

Mr. G. W. SUMMERS now rose, and addressed 
the Speaker, who recognised the honorable genile- 
man as In possession of the floor; and all eyes 
were at once turned to him, and the whole House 
was at once hushed into silence. The galleries 
were densely filled with an anxious and attentive 
auditory, which had collected in anticipation of the 
interesting proceedings which were about to be 
witnessed. Many Senators oocupied seats amongst 
the members in the House, and some of the repre- 
sentatives of foreign powers, accredited to this Gov- 
ernment in diplomatic relations, were ranged below 
the bar; and all listened with profound stillness, 

from Virginia 


while the honorable gentleman 
spoke as foilows: 

Mr, Speaxen: I rise for the purpose of discharging an office, 
not connected with the ordinary business of a legislative as- 
sembly. Yet, in asking permission to interrupt, for a moment, 
the regular order of partiamentary proceedings, I cannot doubt 
that the proposition which I have to submit will prove as 
gtatifying as it may be unusual. 

Mr. Samuel T. Washington, a citizen of Kanawha county, ia 
the Commonwealth of Virginia, and one of my constituents, 
has honored me with the commission of presenting, in hisname, 
and on his behalf, to the Congress of the United States, and, 
through that body, to the people of the United States, two most 
interesting and valuable relics, connected with ihe past history 
of our country, and with men whose achievements, both in the 
field and in the cabinet, best illustrate and adorn our annals. 


jys motion to “suspénd the rules, it was decided 


One is the sword worn by George Washington, first as a 
colonel in the colonial service of Virginia, in Forbes’s campaign 
against the French and Indians; and afterwards, during the 
whole period of the war of Independence, as commander-in- 
chief of the American army. 

It is a plain cutleau, or hanger, with a green hilt and silver 
guard. On the upper ward of the scabbard is engraven “J. 
Bailey, Fishkill.” It is accompanied by a buckskin belt, which 
is secured by a silver buckle and clasp; whereonmare engraven 
the letters “G. W.” andthe figures “1757. These are all of 
the plainest workmanship, but substantial, and in keeping with 
the man and with thé times to which they belonged. 

The history ofthis sword is perfectly authentic, and leaves no 
shadow of doubt as to its identity. 

The last will and testament of General Washington, bearing 
date on the 9th day of February, 1799, contains, among a great 
variety of bequests, the following clause: “To each of my neph- 
ews, William Augustine Washington, George Lewis, George 
Steploe Washington, Bushrod Washingtoa, and Samuel Wash- 
ington, Igive one of the swords or cutleaux of which I may die 
possessed; and they are to choose in the order they are named. 
Thess swords are accompanied with an injunction, not to un- 
sheath them for the purpose of shedding blood, except it be for 
self-defence, or in defence of their country and its rights; and, 
in the latter case, to keep them unsheathed, and prefer falling 
with them in their hands, to the relinquishment thereof.” 

In the distribution of the swords, hereby devised, among the 
five nephews therein enumerated, the one now presented fell 
tothe share of Samuel Washington, the devisee last named 
in the clause of the will which I have just read. 

This gentleman, who died a few years since, in the county 
of Kanawha, and who was the father of Samuel T. Washing- 
ton, the donor, I knew well. Ihave often seen this sword in 
his possession, and received from himself the following account 
of the manner in whichit became his property, in the division 
made among the devisees. 

He said that he knew it to have been the sidearms of General 
Washington during the revolutionary wav—not that used on 
occasions of parade and review, but the constant service sword 
of the great chief; that fhe had himself seen General Wash- 
ington wear this identical sword, (he presumed for the last 


time,) when, in 1794, he reviewed the Virginia and Maryland | 


forces, then concentrated at Cumberland, under command of 
General Lee, and destined to co-operate with the Pennsylvania 
and New Jersey troops, then assembled at Bedford, in suppress- 
ing what has been called “the whiskey insurrection.” 


Genefal Washington was at that time President of the United 
States, and, as such, was commander-in-chief of the army. It 
is known that it was his intention to lead the army in person 
on that occasion, had he found it necessary; and he went to 
Bedford and Cumberland prepared for thatevent. The condi- 
tion of things did not require it, and he returned to his civil 
duties at Philadelphia. 

Mr. Samuel Washington held the commission of a captain 
at that time himself, and served in that campaign, many of the 
incidents of which he has related to me. 

He was anxious to obtain this particular sword, and preferred 
it to all the others, among which was the ornamented and 
costly present from the great Frederick. 

At the time of the division among the nephews, without inti- 
mating what his preference was, he jocosely remarked, “that, 
inasmuch as he was the only one ofthem who had participated 
in military service, they ought to permit him to take choice.” 
This sugsestign was met in the same spirit in which it waa 
made; and the choice being awarded him, he chose this, the 
plainest and intrinsically the least valuable of any, simply be- 
cause it was “the battle sword.” P 

Tam also in possession of the most satisfactory evidence, fur- 
nished by Col. George Washington, of Georgetown, the nearest 
male relative of General Washington now living, as to the iden- 
tity ofthis sword, His information was derived from his father, 
William Augustine Washington, the devisee first named in the 
clause of the will which I have read, from his uncle, the late 
Judge Bushrod Washington, of the Supreme Court, and Major 
Lawrence Lewis, the acting executor of General Washington’s 
will: all of whom concurred in the statement, that the true 
service sword was that selected by Capt. Samuel Washington. 
It remained in this gentleman’s possession until his death, 
esteemed by him the most precious memento of his illustrious 
kinsman. It then became the property of his son, who, ani- 
inated by that patriotism which so characterized the “father 
of his country,” has consented that such a relic ought notto 
be appropriated by an individual citizen, and has instructed 
me, his representative, to offer it to the nation, to be preserved 
in ils public depositories, as the common property of a; since 
its office has been to achieve and defend the common liberty 
of all. 

He has, in like manner, requested me to present this cane to 
the Congress of the United States, deeming it not unworthy the 
public acceptance. 


This was once the property of the philosopher and -patriots 
Benjamin Franklin. 

By a codicil to his last will and testament, we find it thus 
disposed of : 

“ My fine crab-tree walking stick, with a gold-head, curious. 
dy wrought in the form of the cap of liberty, I give to my 
friend, and the friend of mankind, General Washington. If it 
were a scepire, he has merited’it, and would become it.” 

General Washington, in his will, devises this cane as fol- 
lows: 

“Item. To my brother Charles Washington, I give and 
bequeath the gold-headed cane left me by Dr. Franklin, in his 
will.” 

Captain Samuel Washington was the only son of Charles 
Washington, the devisee, from whom he derived, by inherit- 
ance, this interesting memorial; and having transmitted it to 
his son, Samuel T. Washington, the latter thus seeks to be- 
stow it worthily, by associating it with the batile-sword, in a 

` gift to hìs countrymen. 

I cordially concur with Mr. Washington in the opinion that 
they each merit public preservation; and I obey, with pleasure, 
his wishes in here presenting them, in his name, to the nation. 

Let the sword of the hero and the staff of the philosopher go 
together. Let them have place among the proudest trophies 
and most honored memorials of our national achievements. 

Upon that staff once leaned the sage of whom it has been 
said “He snatched the lightning from heaven, ‘and the sceptre 
from tyrants.” 

A mighty arm once wielded this sword ina righteous cause, 
even unto the dismemberment of empire. In the hand of 
Washington, this was “the sword of the Lord and of Gideon.” 
It was never drawiff except in defence of the public liberty. 
It was never sheathed until a glorious and triumphant suc- 
cess returned it to the scabbard, without a stain of cruelty or 
dishonor upon its blade, It was never surrendered, except to 
that country which bestowed it. 

[Loud and long-continued plaudits followed the 
delivery of this address.} 

The Serceant-at-Arms advanced to the seat of 
the honorable gentleman, and received into his 
custody the interesting relics. 

Mr. ADAMS then rose to submit a resolution in 
relation thereto. He said: 


Mr. Speaker: In presenting this resolution to the House, it 
may, perhaps, be expected that I should accompany it with 
some remarks suitable to the occasion; and yet, sir, I never 
rose to address this Hoùse under a deeper conviction of the 
want of words to express the emotions that I feel. It is pre: 
cisely becanse occasions like this aré adapted to produce uni- 
versal sympathy, that little can be said by any one, but what, 
in the language of the heart—in tones not loud, but deep—every 
One present has literally said to himself. My respected friend 
from Virginia, by whom this offering of patriotic sentiment 
hasbeen presented to the Representative Assembly of the na- 
tion, has, itseems to me, already said all that can be said suitable 
to this occasion. In parting from him, as after a few short 
days we must all do, it will on my part be sorrow, that in all 
probability I shall see his face and hear his voice no more, 
But his words of this day have been planted in my memory, 
and will there remain till the last pulsation of my heart. The 
sword of Washington! The staff of Franklin! Oh, sir, 
what associations are linked in adamant with those names, 
Washington ! the warrior of human freedom—Washington ! 
whose sword my friend has said was never drawn but in the 
cause of his country, and never sheathed when needed in his 
country’s cause !—Franklin ! the philosopher of the thunderbolt, 
the printing press, and the ploughshare. ` 

What namesare these in the scanty catalogue ofthe benefactors 
of mankind—-Washington and Franklin! What other two men, 
whose lives belong to the 18h century of Christendom, have 
lefta deeper impression of themselves,upon the age in which 
they lived, and upon all aftertimes? Washington, the war- 
rior and the legislator! In war contending, by the wager of 
battle, for the independence of his country, and for the freedom 
of the human race—ever manifesting, amidst the horrors ef 
wat, by precept and example, his reverence for the laws of 
peace, and for the tenderest sympathies of hamanity. In peace, 
soothing the ferocious spirit of discord among his own country- 
men into harmony, and giving to that very sword now pre- 
sented to his country a charm more potent than that attrib- 
uted in ancient times to the lyre of Orpheus. Franklin, the 
mechanic of his own fortune, teaching, in early youth, under the 
shackles of indigence, the way to wealth; and, in the shade of 
obscurity, the path to greatness: in the maturity of manhood, 
disarming the thunder of its terrors, the lightning of its fatal 
blast; and wresting from the tyrant’s hand the still more afflic. 
tive sceptre of oppression: while descending into the vale of 

“years, traversing the Atlantic ocean; braving, in the dead of 
winter, the battle and the breeze; bearing in his hand the char- 
tex of Independence, which he had contributed to form; and 


tendering, drom the self-created nation, to the mightiest mon- 
archs ‘of Europe, the olive-branch: of peace, the mercurial 
wand of ‘commerce, andthe amulet of protection and safety to 
the man of -peace on the pathless ocean from the inexorable 
cruelty and merciless rapacity of war; and, finally, in the last 
stage of life, with fourscore winters on his head, under the tor- 
ture of an incurable disease, returning to his native land, clos- 
ing his days as the Chief Magistrate of his adopted@ommon- 
wealth, after contributing, by his counsels, under the.Presiden- 
cy of Washington, and recording his name, under the sanction 
of devout prayer, invoked by him to God, to that Constitution, 
under the authority of which we are here assembled as the 
Representatives of the North American people, to receive, in 
their name, and for them, these venerable relics of the wise, the 
valiant, and the good founders of our great confederated Repub- 
lic these sacred symbols of our golden age. 

May they be deposited among the archives of our Govern- 
ment; and may every American who shall hereafter behold 
them, ejaculate a mingled offering of praise to that Supreme 
Ruler of the universe, by whose tender mercies our Union has 
been hitherto preserved through all the vicissitudes and revo- 
Jutions ofthis turbulent world, and of prayer for the continu- 
ance of these blessings, by the dispensations of his providence 
to our beloved country from age to age, till time shall be no 
more. (Great applause. ) 

Mr. Speaker, I submit the following joint resolution: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States in Congress assembled, That the thanks of 
this Congress be presented to Semuel T. Washington of Kan- 
awha county, Virginia, for the present of the sword used by his 
illustrious relative, George Washington, in the military career 
of his early youth, in the seven years’ war, and throughout the 
war of our national independence; and ofghe staff bequeathed 
by the patriot, statesman, and sage, Benjamio Franklin, to the 
same leader of the armies of freedém in the revolutionary war, 
George Washington. 

That these precious relics are hereby accepted inthe name 
of the nation; that they be deposited for safekeeping in the De- 
partment of State ofthe United States; and thata copy of this 
resolution, signed by the President of the Senate and Speaker 
of the House of Representatives, be transmitted to the said 
Samuel T. Washington. 


The resolution was adopted unanimously, and 
with loud acclamation. 

Mr. McKENNAN said, as it was evident, after 
the interesting scene just wilnessed, thal the Houce 
was notina fitstate for the transaction of busi- 
ness, he would now move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. HOPKINS requested the gentleman to with- 
draw the motion fora moment, in order that it 
might be stated on the face of the resolutions that 
they were unanimously adopted. 

The suggestion was acceded to, and the resolu- 
tions amended accordingly, ' 

Mr. TALIAFERRO moved that the addresses 
of Messrs. Summers and Apams, this morning, be 
spread upon the journal; and also that a copy be 
transmitted to Mr. Washington, of Kanawha, Vir- 
ginia. 

The motion was adopted, nem. con. 

‘The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
‘Wepnespar, February 8, 1843. 


Mr. EVANS presented the following resolutions, 
which he stated he intended to submit as an 
amendment to the resolutions introduced on yes- 
terday by the Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. 
McDvrris,] when they shall come up for consider- 
ation, viz: 

Resolved, That,among the causes which have'contributed 
moat efficiently to the depréssion of the foreign and domestic 
commerce of the country, and to the consequent impoverish- 
mont of the national treasury, and which have thus rendered a 
resort.to loans inevitable, is the want ofa currency of uniform 
value in all parts of the United States, commanding the confi- 
dence of the people; and no measure designed to revive com- 
merce, replenish the treasury, and avert the further accumula- 
tion of public debt, will be complete or adequate to the accom- 
plishment of these objects, which fail to supply their wants. 

Resolved, That. another ofthe prominent causes of the pres- 
ent prostrated condition of the businessof the country, and of 
the public finances, and which bas largely impaired American 
character and credit, which has exposed republican institu- 
tions to reproach and obloquy, is the failure of so many States 
of the Union to provide for the regular payment of the interest 
on their public debts; and especially the favor and counten- 


ance which have been given, to some extent, in some portions: 


of the country, tothe alarming and destructive doctrine, that 

these dobta are not binding upon the people of the States 

which. have created them, but may be annulled and repudiated 
. at their discretion. : , 

Resoloed, That, while this Congress does not intend to adopt 
any-measures for the payment by the United States of the debis 
of she individual States, it nevertheless deems it proper, m 
yiew of the disastrous Consequences to the national character 
and credit, and to the institutions of republican government, of 
the failure of the States to fulfil their obligations, and of the 
principle which has. been asserted—that these obligations are 
not binding ‘on:them,-to declare, that the debts of the States, 
cyeated by the legislative authority thereof, respectively, are ob- 


ligatory and binding upon sáld Siates, and cannot be by theman- 
nulled or repudiated; and that it is the solemn and urgent duty 
of the people of said States to resort to the most eficient means 
in their power for the preservation of their faith, and the fulfil- 
ment of their obligations. : 

Resolved, That it is the duty of Congress, by every consti- 
tutional and proper means in its power—-by the adoption of 
measures to restore and preserve a currency of uniform value 
throughout the United States; by the collection and disburse- 
ment of the public revenue, and the regulation and admin- 
istration of the public finances, in such way as shall be least 
burdensome to the people, and most conducive to the revival 
of trade and commerce; asshall secure the wages of labor from 
fluctuation; as shall give security and steadiness to the industry. 
of the country,—to render every practicable aid and encourage- 
ment to the people of-the several States-in their efforts to meet 
their engagements, and to discharge the obligations into which 
they have entered. : 


The resolutions were ordered to be printed. 


Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from 
a large number of merchants and officers of insu- 
rance companies of the city of Philadelphia, stating 
that the growing interests of our commerce in the 
Pacific ocean, not only in ‘the west and northwest 
quarter of America, but in the Sandwich Islands 
and China, call loudly on the Government to estab- 
lish a regular line of packets to Chagres, and an 
overland mail to Panama, for the conveyance of 
correspondence and treasure to and from the Pa- 
cific. They ask Congress to take the subject into 
consideration. My. B. observed, on presenting the 
memorial, that it was strange the attention of Con- 
gress had never been called to the subject of the 
petition before. All communication to the Pacific 
has to pass round Cape Horn; when it was known 
that there was a near rowe, which would save ten 
or twelve thousand miles. He would be glad, in- 
deed, if anything could be done to effect the end 
desired by the memorialists; and so far as any ex- 
pression cf his opinion would vo to induce the 
attention of the Committee on Commerce to the 
subject, he trusted the committee would give the 
subject their early attention, The memorial was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


WASHINGTON’S SWORD AND FRANK. 
LIN'S STAFF. 

A message was received from tee House of 
Representatives, by Marruew St. CLAIR CLARKE, 
their clerk, informing the Senate thai that body had 
passed a resolution, and had directed him to 
ask the concurrence of the Senate therein; and had 
also directed him to state that the sword and cane, 
which were the subject of tha resolution, were 
also forwarded, through their Sergeant at-arms, to 
be presented to the Senate. 

Mr. ARCHER rose and said he presumed that 
this would be the proper occasion for making the 
motion which he desired to make—that the Senate 
proceed to immediate action upon the subject of the 
resolution which had just been communicated to 
them frum the House of Representatives. 

The resolution was then read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representalives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
That the thanks of this Congress be presented to Samuel T. 
Washington, of Kanawha county, Virginia, for the present of 
the sword used by his illustrious relative, George Washington, 
in the military career of his early youth, in the seven years’ 
war, and throughout the war of our national independence; and 
of the staff bequeathed by the patriot, statesman, and sage, 
Benjamin Franklin, to the same leader of the armies of frec- 
dom in the revolutionary war, George Washington. 

That these precious relics are-hereby accepted in the name 
of the nation; that they be deposited for safekeeping in the De- 
partment of State of the United States; and that a copy of this 
resolution, signed by the President of the Senate and Speaker 


of the House of Representatives, be transmitted to the said 
Samuel T. Washington, 


Mr. A. then proceeded to address the Senate. 


Mr. ‘Presipent: The grounds of the proceedings 
of the other House, in reference to these invalua- 
ble relies, not being necessarily supposed to be 
known to this bedy, it may not, perhaps, be ecnsid- 
ered improper or inappropriate, (coming, as they do, 
from a citizen of that Siate which I have the honor 
in part to represent,) that I should make some brief 
remarks before committing the resolution to the dis- 
posal of this honorable body. 

Sir, itis knownto all who have rezd the histery 
of General Washington’s life, that he left to four 
nephews cach a swerd, one of which hed had the 
signal honor of being worn by him during the 
whole pericd of his military services, from the 
time he entered the army in the service of his 
country, then in a colonial condition, down to the 
memorable period when, having achieved his coun- 
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try’s independence, and coupled bis name with im- 
mortality, he’ resigned the high commission which 
he bore, and. retired to the enjoyment of domestic 
trangqaillity. 

Sir, it was a mark of good taste on the part of 
one of the nephews of General ‘Washington to 
selec!, as a memorial of that iNustrious man most 
worthy of being presented to the Congress of the 
United States, this simple sword. It is a relic of 
no ordinary value in the estimation of that gentle- 
man, as I am sure it will be in the estimation of 
the Senate and the country—having been the battle 
sword of that hero, during the whole period of his 
immortal career. x 

Sir, { ought, perhaps, to say that there is no 
question of its identity, plain and. simple as it iss 
and if I desired evidence to sbow that it was really 
the sword which General Washington had worn 
throughont bis glorious career of military service, 
I would find sufficient to convince myself, at least, 
in its very plainness and simplicity. 

But I will not go into an argument to: prove its 
identity, ner-will I trace its history: that has been 
already done in the other House, by an honorable 
member of that body, a colleague of mine; who has 
added, by the manner in which he executed that duty, 
another wreath to his own honor, and shown how 
well he deserved to be made the instrument of 
conveying to Congress this invaluable gift. 

Sir, there may be those who think it is un- 
fitting the dignity of Senatorial bodies to pay 
attention to the preservation of such simple relics 
as this; but I confess, if there be any such, I am 
not of the number. ý 


Sir, those who have bren the precursors of our 
ceurse in the great career of liberty, have not been 
of the opinion that such mementoes were valueless. 
We have no record cf any country, in which free-" 
dom has triumphed, where illustrious men, after 
they’ have passed from their mortal career, had 
not statues erected io their memory, and relics and 
memoriais, such as those now lying upon your ta« 
ble, commemorative of their achievements, care- 
fully preserved, They are caleulated, in an emi- 
nent degree, to produce the feelings and the prac~ 
tice of virtue in successive generations. By asso- 
ciating the memorials of great achievements with 
the names of those who performed them, and pre- 
senting them continually to the eyes of men, they 
serve to inspire the same feelings which have pro 
duced such achievements. l a 

Sir, judging from my own feelings, no statue 
nor mausoleum can produce so great an effect as 
the smallest relie which is intimately associated 
with the person of the benefactor of his country. 
These are, indeed, small and inconsiderable relics; 
but who are the persons, and what are the names, 
with which they stand associated? 

Wasuineton !—when this name is mentioned, 
who shall be presumptuous enough to conceive 
that eulogy can add anything to the feelings which 
the mere sound of it produces? Wasnineron !—of 
whom one of the most eminent men living in. the 
present day, and himself the subject of a mon- 
archy, has said, and said truly, that among unin- 
spired men, that was the greatest name of all 
And itis, Mr. President; for I must be permitted 
to say, if it were possible that a man as heroic and 
as virtuous as Washington should be permitted by 
a beneficent Providence to be placed in authority 
new, he could not by possibility be as great a man 
as Washington was. And why? Because cir- 
cumstances must, in every case, form one of the 
elements of greatness. Beeanse no living man 
can again be placed in circumstances where he 
can signalize himself as our glorious Washington 
has done. 

Sir, we may have many founders of liberty in 
every couniry and in every clime; but never can 
there be another founder of the liberties of a whole 
race; and though we should prove recreant to his 
memory, and treacherously refuse to. preserve the 
mementoes of bis fame, this is the character which 
Washington will receive in all aftertimes, from 
all races of mea. Yes, sir, it is receiving General 
Washington in alight altogether too cenfined to 
claim his benefactions.as our exclusive benefac« 
tions, aud- his fame as our fame. l 

Sir, the thousands of generations which are to 
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spring up in aftertime upon the face of the earth, 
under the shadow of that- glorious germe of ‘liberty 
which has been planted upon this continent, when 
it shall have extended its luxuriant branches and 
brought forth its fruit in full maturity, will all of 
them claim Washington, as we now are entitled 
to-‘claim him—as their benefactor, and the author 
of their liberties, as he has-been of ours! 

“And Franxtin !~names associated in this coun- 
try’s history as the greatest benefactors of the hu- 
man race—— FRANKLIN, scarcely less illustrious for 
his important discoveries in science. Names now 
associated by the seemingly fortuitous gift of a 
mere cane!—inconsiderable, indeed, in itself, but 
of immense value, as having belonged to him. 

Sir, the discoveries of Franklin, as a philoso- 
pher, (for I mean now only to pay a passing tribute 
to him in that view,) will hereafter be considered 
as most extraordinary benefactions to the cause of 
science—greater than those of any man that has 
lived in any age of the world. 

Such are the names which are here associated 
by these trifling gilts! And what is it that the 
Senate is now called upon to do by this resolution? 
To pay a passing tribute of homage or admiration? 
No; that is not the word to be employed in speak- 
ing of either of these men: it is not homage—it is 
not admiration; there is but a single word in our 
language that will express il—the tribute of our 
veneration. 

Sir, it was the simplicity of the style of our 
venerated Franklin, which distinguished him as 
much as his eminent virtues, and his profound 
knowledge, and his glorious contributions to the 
cause of liberty as well as science He said of 
General Washington—the friend of ‘liberty and 
the friend of mankind—that he deserved a sceptre, 
Sir, that great man not only merited, but he gained 
a sceptre. It was thought, at the period of his de- 
mise, not too great praise to say that he was en- 
throned in the hearts of bis countrymen. And 
thus itis that he is destined to be seeptred in the 
estimation and the admiration of all succeeding 
ages. 

oer. President, I shall detain the Senate no 
longer. The inconsiderable meed of praise which 

I feel proud to bestow upon those illustrions names 
shali no longer be an interruption or impediment 
to the expression which | know the Senate is ready 
to make—of that tribu.e of veneration so justly 
due to the benefactors of mankind. 

The resolution having been unanimously adopted, 

On motion of Mr. ARCHER, the Senate ad- 
journed. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Wenpnespay, February 8, 1843. 

Mr. DODGE, of Wiscensin, presented the peti- 
tion of the inhabitants of the town of Milwau- 
kie, Territory of Wisconsin, asking-Congress to 
establish a mail route commencing at Milwaukie, 
passing through Wauwatooso, Menomonee, Lis- 
bon, and Warren, intersecting a route at Summit, 
which runs through Piperville and Watertown, to 
Fox Lake; which last named route was established 
at ihe last session of Congress. l 

Also, a petition of the inhabitaats of the towns 
of Wauwatoosa, Lisbon, and Warren, asking Con- 
gress to establish a mail roule commencing at Mil- 
waukee, running through the north part of the 
town of Wauwatooss, also through the towns of 
Lisbon, Menomonce, and Warren, to intersect the 
mail route already established through the town of 
Summit, to Piperville, Watertown, and Fox Lake, 
in the Territory of Wisconsin, 

Also, a petition of Roxanna Evans, late Roxan- 
na Lewis, asking Congress to make an appropria- 
tion to remunerate her for the loss of property de- 
stroyed by the British on the 13th December, 1813, 
at Lewistown, in the State of New York. 

Also, a petition of the citizens of the town of 
Lisbon, Milwaukie county, Territory of Wiseon- 
sin, asking Congress to establish a mail route from 
the town of Milwaukie, through the north part of 
the town of Wauwatoosa, through the towns of 
Menomonee, Lisbon, and Warren, to intersect the 
mail route at Summit, through Pipersville and 
Watertown, to Fox Lake; this latter route having 
been established at the last session of Congress, 


Also, a petition of the inhabitants of the town 
of Wauwatoosa, asking Congress to establish a 
mail route from the town of Milwaukie, in the 
Territory of Wisconsin, passing through the said 
town of Wauwatoosa, on the road established by the 
Legislative Assembly of the Territory, to intersect 
the established route at Summit, as established by 
Congress. i 

Mr. A. MARSHALL presented the petition of 
A. Dodge, and 22 other citizens of Prospect, Maine, 
asking tor an increase of the duty son lumber and 
wood. 

Mr. SHIELDS presented a petition from the 
citizens of Barrytown, and the vicinity thereof, in 
Washirgion county, Alabama, praying for the es- 
tablishment of a post route therein mentioned. 


THE NATIONAL RELICS. 


Mr. TALIAFERRO submitted the following 
resolution, prefaced with a few observations, which 
were inaudible at the reporter’s desk: 

Resolved, That 20,000 copies of the full journal of the pro- 
ceedings of the House on the presentation of the sword of 
Washington, be printed for distribution by the members of this 

ouse, 

_ Mr. BRIGGS begged permission to amend the 
journal before that resolution was agreed to. He 
begged to meve an amendment of the journal, by 
the addition of the following letter of Mr. Samuel 
T. Washington to Mr. Summers, accompanying 
the sword and cane, which were yesterday present- 
ed to Congress: 
Coat’s MOUTH, KANAWHA COUNTY, (Va.). 
Í N 2 January 9, 1843. 

My pear sir: With this, you will receive the war-sword of 
my grand-uncle, General George Washington, and the gold- 
headed cane bequeathed tohim by Doctor Benjamin Franklin. 

These interesting relics I wish to be presented, through you, 
my dear sir, to the Congress of the United States, on behalf of 
the nation, 

Congress can dispose of them in such manner as shall seem 
most appropriate, and best calculated to keep in memory the 
character and services of those two illustrious founders of our 
Republic. Fam, with esteem, yours, 

SAMUEL T. WASHINGTON. 

To Hon. Gsorez W., Summers, 

House of Representatives. 

The motion to amend was agreed to; and the 
resolution of the gentleman from Virginia was 
then adopted. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. REYNOLDS then moved that the House 
proceed with its regular business during the morn- 
ing hour—namely, the calling on committees for 
reports. 

Mr. FILLMORE moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, for the purpose of taking up the 
navy appropriation bill. 

Mr. PICKENS said the order of business had 
been too long departed from,and he now called 
for its observance—that committees might report 
during the morning hour. 

Mr. FILLMORE said there was very little time 
left for the discussion of the navy appropriation 
bill in Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union; and therefore he felt bound to press his mo- 
tion. 

Mr. J. P. KENNEDY inquired what became of 
the special order yesterday; the House, in a fit of 
enthusiasm, having adjourned without taking it 


up. 

Mr. PICKENS said, by general consent it was 
laid aside. 

Mr. KENNEDY asked the House then to give 
him to-morrow for the subject of reciprocity. 

Afier a conversation, in which Messrs. FILL- 
MORE, J. P. KENNEDY, PICKENS, and CLIF- 
FORD, took part, Saturday was assigned for that 
business. 

GENERAL JACKSON'S FINE. 

Mr. PEARCE called up the question of present- 
ing the reports of the Judiciary Committee on the 
subject of refunding the fine of General Jackson, 
on which the previous question was moved on a 
former cecasion, 

After a desultory conversation, the motion to 
print was agreed to. 

FRENCH SPOLIATIONS. 

Mr. R. W. THOMPSON rose to move a recon- 
sideration of the vote of yesterday, by which was 
laid on the table the motion of Mr. I. D. JoNES, 


| 


to reconsider the vote by which the resolution of 
Mr. Cusnine, from the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, to fix a day to take a bill entitled “A bill 
to provide for the satisfaction of claims due to 
certain American citizens, for spoliations commit- 
ted on their commerce prior to the 31st July, 
1801,” @at of Committee of the Whole, was laid 
on the table. : 

Mr. BARNARD denied the power of the gentle- 
man to make such a motion. 

Mr. PICKENS said, if it could be done, they 
might go on reconsidering throughout the session. 

Mr. HOPKINS also observed that it could not 
be done, otherwise their business would be inter- 
minable. 

Mr. R. W. THOMPSON explained; and after 
a few words from Mr. FILLMORE and Mr. 
ATHERTON, 

The SPEAKER decided that the motion could 
not be entertained. 

Mr. R. W. THOMPSON appealed from the 
decision of the Chair. , 

Mr. MERIWETHER moved to lay the appeal 
on the table. 

After a few words from Mr. ADAMS, the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Georgia was agreed to, 
and the appeal was laid on the table. 


NAVY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House then resolved itself’ into Committee 
of the Whole on@he state of the Union, (Mr. ALLEN 
in the chair,) and proceeded with the consideration 
of the navy appropriation bill. 


The pending question was upon an amendment 
of the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Mere 
WETHER] by which the pay of all officers in the 
navy was to be reduced 20 per cent. 


Mr. HOLMES (who held the floor) addressed 
the committee at large. He commenced by re- 
marking that he should not enter into the merits of 
the amendment under consideration. He was 
well aware that the spirit of retrenchment was 
abroad in the country. It only remained for the 
House to determine how that spirit had been ex- 
cited, and how it was to be satisfied and put to rest. 
The conviction was now crowding upon us, that 
a crisis was at hand; and it did not behoove Whigs 
only, or Democrats only, but it behooved every 
man to believe himself to be the depository of the 
interests of this Government. Before the Ameri- 
can people he arraigned the present Congress, and 
he now declared thai the Whigs had faltered in the 
discharge of their duty, whilst the Democrats re- 
mained inert. All seemed to be alike indifferent to 
the crisis which was at hand. He had long fore- 
seen, that when the country came to its. present 
dilemma—when the taxing power applied to com- 
merce failed to furnish an adequate revenue, and 
difficulties came in every shape-—all would shrink 
from the responsibility when the spectre appeared 
in terrible array before them. Now, when the ex- 
penses of the Government were estimated at 
$20,000,000, and its receipts at but $10,000,000, 
gentlemen, instead of calmly viewing the state of 
things, and steking a remedy, covered their eyes, 
and avoided even the sight of the calamities around 
them. He was convinced that the time had ar- 
tived when the Representatives here assembled, 
individually and collectively, were bound to take 
heed of the public wants, aud when they could no 
longer go home, and say to their reproaching con- 
stituents, “thou canst not say [did it.” He felt it 
his duty to move that all appropriation bills be laid 
on the table; and that this, as well as others, be not 
passed, until the House could know what were to be 
the sources of revenue. He would, therefore, 
send to the Chair the following preamble and res- 
olution, which he intended to offer in the House at 
the proper time. 

The resolution was read for information as fol- 
lows: 

Whereas the fact is now disclosed, that the revenue of the 
Government will iall one-half from the amount estimated by 
the Secretary of the Treasury for the year 1843, and that the 
high duties imposed upon foreign imports by the tariff of 1842 
have prevented the importation of merchandise to the amount 
estimated at the time of the passage of the tariff bill: And 
whereas all the appropriation bills presented to the House by 
the “Committee of -Ways and Means” have been based upon 
the estimates of revenue furnished by the Secretary of the 


Treasury in his annual report at the commencement. of the 
session; And whereas it is highly inexpedient to proceed with 
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the. consideration of the appropriations before we have correct 
information upon the amount of a probable income: There- 
fore, 


"Resolved, That this appropriation hill be laid aside inform- 
ally; and that a committee be appointed ta inquire and report 
upon the probable revenue; to report a bill, arranging the du- 
ties upon imports so as to raise the largest amount of revenue; 
and further to report upon the best mode of rétrenching ex- 
penses, so as to make the revenue meet the expenses. 

The CHAIR said the resolution was not in or- 
der, : 
“Several members: “It is not offercd.” 

_ Mr. HOLMES said he now gave noti¢e of his 
intention to offer the resolution, «nd also of his in- 
tention to move that a committee be appointed, 
whose duty it should be to examine into the causes 
of a failure in the revenues of the Government; to 
report to the House the proper means to be resorted 
‘to, to supply the de ficiency; and to report whether 
it was not proper to cut down——not the navy, not 
the army, not the civil list—but ail andevery salary 
and emolument now enjoyed by any person in the 
employ of the Government, in a horizontal scale. 


The question was now presented, whether we 
should have a Government such.as Mr. Jefferson 
wanted, and which he (Mr. H.) did not want; or a 
Government such as the experience of the last war 
taught us was the most proper—a Governmenit 
with adequate means of defence. It must, he 
thought, be evident that we could not carry on our 
Government with a revenue of $10,000,000; unless 
we abandoned our navy—not wiib such 4 revenue, 
unless we were content io bave a passive com- 
merce. It was needless to think of keeping ships 
in every quarter of the globe, without a navy to 
enforce their rights and the decrees of this Govern- 
ment. New, whilst he wished to sustain our com- 
merce, we had before us the discovery that out 
means. were decreasing, whilst our expenditures 
were increasing. The resources on which alone 
we had to rely, were those derived, in the first 
place, from a tax on commerce, and, in the second, 
from direct taxation. What was the present 
position of our commerce? In 1816, our trade 
was in the most flourishing condition, and all 
countries were tributaries to the United States, 
Then was introduced a system of indirect taxation, 
for the benefit of internal industry. The encour- 
agement given to internal industry had the effeci 
of diminishing imports, and of breaking down 
commerce. As commerce decreased, so did the 
duties derived by Government from imports. The 
failure of the one produced a failure of the ather. 
What was the answer of these friends of home in- 
dustry, when the prediction was made, that, by 

. fostering it, we should diminish commerce, and 
lessen the duties derivable from. imports? They 
said, when import duties fail, tax those establish- 
ments and pursuits which your policy has reared. 
The time bad now arrived when this prediction was 
verified, and when, by pushing the tax upon com- 
merce to an extreme, for the benefit of these domes- 
tic establishments, the revenue had failed. There 
must either be a resort to commerce, by reducing 
the tariff; or to excises and other direct taxes, as 
held out by the advocates of home industry, when 
commerce ‘was first taxed for their benefit. But 
did any one believe that if a tax of 20 per cent. 
were imposed upon all the iron, coal, cloth, 
spirits, and other articles manufactured in the 
United States, it would be paid? Most assuredly 
not. Were such a measure to be carried, he be- 
lieved that it would excite an insurrection, in com- 
parison with which the famous “whiskey insurrec- 
tion” would be but as a small breeze to the howl- 
ing storm. Could gentlemen seriously think of 
taxing the wheat of Indiana or Ilincis, the cotton 
of Mississippi, the means of exhausted Maryland? 
These States could not now support their State 
Governments. They could, with difficulty, strug- 
gle against the weight of indebtedness upon them. 

All other measures weuld be of no avail, except 
a modification of the tariff and a revival of free 
‘trade. However painful it might be to the manu- 


. construction of vessels suited to the business. 


facturers, they must-be told that the questien was 
not whether theirinterests should suffer, but whether 
this great Republic should survive or perish. The 
tariff must be brought down to the sole objects of 
revenue—the revenue point. There was one point, 
which, whenever arrived at, produced smuggling; 
and also a point which was too low, because a 
higher one would produce more revenue. Genile- 
men might depend upon it, should the present 
tariff be allowed to remain in force two more years, 
there would be little or no revenue atall. He 
had lately seen a letter from Mr. Everett, our 
minister at London, in which it was stated that 
he. had ascertained, beyond a doubt, that the 
most extensive preparations were making to carry 


on a system of smuggling along the whole of our | 


frontier. He had also been told by a friend who 
was acquainted with the lake trade, that great prep- 
arations were making for smuggling. [A voice: 
‘“Whatare they?”] A large amount of capital had 
been invested in erecting warehouses, and in the 
An 
efficient police was also engaged to further the de- 
signs of smugglers, and thereby enable them to 
bring in goods at a cost of from 10 to 12 per cent. 
to the American merchant. 


He cailed attention to what the Whigs of the 
present Congress had done. Did they dream, when 
they created the present high tariff, that in less 
than six months the revenue would lapse into one- 
half of what they estimated? Was it not their 
duty to propose some mode of relief? They said 
their hands were tied, and that they had not the 
executive power. The Democrats contended 
that they were not responsible, being then ina 
minority. The Executive could not act, because 
Congress was not with him. Congress would not, 
because it was divided into parties. Parties would 
not, because they were engaged in President-ma- 
king. Thus, whilst the question with us was, wheth- 
er a Northern or a Southern man should be Presi- 
dent, the Government was gradually going to 
decay. 


Ele should not vote for any diminution of sala- 
ries, unless be could carry ont a total reform. He 
wished members would come to the rescue. The 
people, be feit assured, wculd take matters in their 
own hands, uuless Congress should soon act as be- 
came it. Congress should cut down the salaries of 
ils own members, as well as the salaries of cfficers 
of the Government. Such a measure—general in 
its character—would, he thought, have a salutary 
effect, Let not gentlemen talk of cutting down the 
navy only. Let them not say that its officers were 
idle and dissipated. Pass this reduction cf their 
pay alone, and it would be a direet censure cast 
upon them. He referred to the situation of the 
country during the last war, when dismay was 
spread over the Jand, and when the hearts of some 
of the stoutest patriots quailed at the thought that 
our country had too hastily entered into a contest 
with England. Nothing but the achievements of 
the navy dispersed the gloom, and enabled us to end 
the war in one blaze cf glory. He related several 
anecdotes of our navy, and also of the British ser- 
vice, in order to illustrate his position, that it was 
not necessary to the efficiency of the navy that its 
cflicers should always be fighting, or, like Nan- 
tucket whalers, always on the ocean. 


He was, in time of peace, for keeping the navy 
in a state of efficiency to be prepared for war; and 
deprecated Mir. Jefferson’s Chinese policy, which 
prevented the growth of that arm of national de- 
fence. Did gentlemen expect—with our mer- 
chants competing with Great Britain in every 
clime, in the sale of those manufactures so essen- 
tial to her existence, and contesting with her the 
carrying trade, which enabled her mercantile ma- 
rine to keep up her military marine~tkat we 
should escape from the sahne attack that was made 
on China, if our navy should be dismantled? Gen- 
tlemer from the West, who were so much opposed 
to appropriations for an efficient navy, thought 


themselves perfectly ensconced behind the moun- 


‘tains, and as secure from the British Paixhan guns 


as a tortoise within her shell is from the birds and 
beasts of prey; but they might find themselves 
mistaken. He declared it as his belief that, with- 
out the protection of an efficient navy, there was 
nota point in the country watered by our rivers _ 


| that would not be assailed by British cannon from 
‘their steamships, in ihe event of a war with that 


power. The Atlantic and the Gulf were admitted 
to be assailable by ally but gentlemen thought that 
the mighty rivers of the interior were safe. There 
was not one of them that was so. Did any gen- 
tleman suppose that the British steamships could 
not runup the Mississippi, and lay the towns on 
its banks under contribution? Whoever doubted 
it, doubted the application of means to ends, Nay, 
wore; there were the Northern lakes, which could 
be covered by British fleets before any preparation 
could be made io meet them. Gentlemen were 
aware that ships from Liverpool, of one thousand 
tons, cou!d now enter Lake Ontario, through the 
Welland Canal. Suppose a war should be declared, 


_With England. Their steamships could. go up the 


canal, take possession of every lake, take posses- 
sion of the peninsula of Michigan—-go up the 
Mississippi, and take possession of the towns on 
its banks; and where were we, withouta navy, to 
meet them? What dependence was there on the 
much-vaunted Western rifle? Why, we might as 
well attempt to take possession of the rock of Gib- 
raltar with the arrows of the Indian, as to assail 
one of these mighty engines with rifles, 


Now, his proposition to each and every member 
of the House was this: to put their hands on their 
hearts, and resolve to extricate the country at 
once from the difficulties in which it is involved; 
that a committee be appointed to inquire into the 
best mode of accomplishing. that object, and adapt- 
ing the remedy to the situation of the country and. 
its resources, without ary regard to sectional in- 
terests or to President-making. Mr. H. referred 
lo the embarrassed state of the treasury, the de- 
ficiency of revenue under the late high tariff, and 
ihe growing increase of the public debt; and showed 
that, without some adequate measure of relief, the 
country would soon be driven to the alternatives 
spoken of by the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. 
Coorzr,]—of direct taxation, or the abolishment 
of the navy and army. Extensive preparations 
were making for smuggling goods into the coun 
try, which would reduce our revenues from im- 
ports to a still lower state. Under these circam- 
stances, he appealed to gentlemen to lay aside party 
feelings and sectional interestz, and adapt their 
legislation to the welfare of the whole country, 
It was not now a question whether one interest 
should be fostered at the expense of another, nor 
whether the people could live under a smuggling 
trade; but. whether the Government should be 
carried on. : i 


Mr. WHITE of Indiana observed that, from 
the commencement, of this session down to the ` 
present hour, it had become extremely fashionable 
among that portion of the members who were 
pleased to term themselves the Democracy, to 
avail themselves of every occasion to denounce 
the Whig party—denounce their principles, and 
impeach their motives of action. The speech of 
the gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. HoLmes,] 
just delivered, was a continuation of these attacks; 
and he could wish that the province of defending 
his party had fallen into abler and better hands. 
He had, some days since, determined to take the 
first opportunity to make that defence; and, weak 
as it might be, ne would now make it. It would 
be well if gentlemen of the Democracy, before 
they denounced the principles of the Whigs, would 
declare what their principles were. The Whigs, 
they said, were the high tariff party, the distribu- 
tion party, and the bank of the United States par- 
ty; bat what were their principles? There seemed 
to be a difference of opinion among gentlemen of 
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the Democratic party as to what Whig principles 
were. One gentleman declared: that the Whigs 
had no principles, and had none in 1840; another 
gentleman said thatin 1840 they had principles, 
but ibat they were most detestable and profligate; 
and another gentleman said that they had one set 
of. principles for the North, and another for the 
South.. Now, with this diversity of opinion as to 
what Whig principles were, he should like to 
know whether those of the Democratic party were 
hetter defined. If the gentleman from South Car- 
oliña was to'be believed, free trade was one of the 
cardinal principles of Democracy. He asked 
the gentlemen from the North if they were 
prepared to adopt free trade as one of their 


principles. The gentleman from New York 
Opposite to him [Mr. McKeon] said that free 
‘trade was the true policy of the country; 


and another gentleman from the same State [Mr. 
R. D: Davis] was for free trade, direct taxes, no 
Jaws for the collection of debts, and the universal 
rights of man. Well, he would call Mr, Jobn 
C. Calhoun to the stand—one of the leaders of the 
Democracy in the other branch of the Legislature, 
the candidate of a large portion of his party for the 
Presidency, and, he might be permitted to add, 
one of the most consistent of the Demecratic lead- 
ers. : 

[Here Mr. W. read a quotation from a speech 
of Mr. Calhoun of the lasi session, ending with 
the assertion that the whole Democratic party was 
rallied under the banners of free trade, in favor of 
free trade.] f 

Here he had the testimony of the gentleman 
from South Carolina, [Mr. Houmes,] and of two 
gentlemen from New York, (Messrs. McKeon and 
Davis,] that free trade was one of the cardinal 
principles of Democracy, and, above all, that of 
the great leader of a large portion of them—one 
whom. he was bound to declare that he believed to 
be as honest a man as ever breathed the political 
atmosphere, and, whatever might be said of his 
changes of opinion on political subjects, there was 
no spot or blemish either on his public or private 
character. He alluded to John C, Calhoun, who 
Made the declaration. 

Now, he asked Northern gentlemen on that floor, 
who could deceive their Southern colleagues no 
longer, if they were in favor of those principles 
of free trade as the cardinal principles of Democ. 
racy? . He appealed to the Representative of the 
district in which Mr. Van Buren, the great leader 
of Northern Democracy, resided. 

Mr. R. McCLELLAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
respond. If by free trade Iam to understand di- 
rect taxation, Iam opposed te free trade. But if, 
by free trade, I am to understood low duties and 
low taxation, then I am in favor of free trade, 
{Cries of “Thavs right.”] 

Mr. WHITE said he asked the gentleman if he 
was in favor of free trade; and that gentleman re- 
plied, by asking him what free trade meant. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Well, sir, will tell the 
gentleman what I mean, so plainly that he shall not 
misundersiand me. 


Mr. WHITE refused to yield the floor to the 
gentleman from New York for that purpose. He 
then went on to observe that the Democratic mem- 
bers were afraid of committing themselves before 
their constituents; and asked if the Southern Dem- 
ocrats were in favor of free trade, and ihe North- 
ern Democrats were not, whether there were not in 
the Democratic ranks, divisions similar to those with 
which the Whig party had been taunted. He 
further alluded to the triumph claimed by Northern 
Democratic presses, which attributed the passage 


of the tariff bill to the vote of Mr. Silas Wright cf | 


the United States Senate; and to the course par- 
sued by Southern Democratic presses, by which 
odium was piled upon the Whig party for the pas- 
sage of that same bill; but when the Demcerats 
from those two divisions of the country met on 
ibis floor, they were as gentle as cooing doves. He 
should then assume that free trade was a cardinal 
principle of the Democratic creed; while, on the 
other side, protection of American industry was 
the opposing party principle; and so far the posi- 
tion of the two parties was understood. But he 
would ask the free-trade advocates, if their doc- 


| trines should prevail, how they would supply the 


deficiency wbich would be thereby created? Not 
from customs. Not. from import duties. Not by 
taxing the commerce of foreign nations. They 
were told there were two courses—the one taxing 
commerce, and the other direct taxation. If the 
principles of free trade should prevail, direct taxa- 


tion would be inevitable; and he would show to | 


the. House what the burdens imposed on each 
State would be under such a_system, from a table 
which he had prepared on the basis of the last 
census, $ 

‘The bonorable gentleman read his tabular state- 
ment, and went into a series of commentaries on 
the oppressive nature of such taxation, particularly 
on his own State, which was made to pay the in- 
terest of existing obligations. He commented 
further on the doctrines of pariicular gentlemen on 
that floor, and on the inequalities which were ob- 
servabie in the benefits of their legislation between 
the Western and the Atlantic States, and conclu- 
ded with remarks on the motives by which he was 
himself actuated. . 

Mr. FILLMORE said he merely rose to see if 
it would be in order to say something about the 
bill before the committee. He knew that many 
genilemen wished to propose amendments; and he 
had hoped that the debate would have been carried 
on upon these amendments. The bill must be 
passed: and, as nothing had been said about it, he 
would call attention to the estimates from the de- 
partment, and the appropriations recommended by 
the Commitiee of Ways and Means; and, also, he 
would call attention to a statement from the Navy 
Department, showing where reductions might be 
made, without materially interfering with the ser- 
vice. According to the estimate sent from the de- 
partment, the sum of $4,020,062 46 was asked for as 
requisite for the naval service and the marine corps 
during the first half of the calendar year 1843. 
Now the committee recommended an appropriation 
of $3,663,978 21 for the same object; thus effect- 
ing a reduction of $356,084 25. For the fiscal 
year from June, 1843, io June, 1844, the depart- 
ment estimated the amount required for the service 
at $7,318 021 71. The committee reduced the 
amount to $6,248,079 25. Reduction on the year, 
$1,069,942 46. Total reduction by the committee 
from the estimates of the Navy Department curing 
the half calendar year and the fiscal year, 
$1,426,026 71. 

[Several members: “Give us the heads of reduc- 

tion.””} 
- Mr. F. said he could not now state the various 
heads of reduction; one item, however, he would 
stale, and that was $500,000 in the item for the in- 
crease, repair, and armament of the navy daring 
the half calendar year. The committee also made 
reductions by cutting off the appropriations for 
new works at navy-yards. 

Mr, MALLORY rose and inquired what rule 
was adopted by the committee in sealing these 
appropriations. He observed, from reading the 
bill, that a large amount was proposed for the 
navy yard at Portsmouth, N. H., and also for Bos- 
ten; whilst there was very little for the Southern 
stations—Pensacola and Gosport, He wished to 
know the reason of this distinction, 

Mr. FILLMORE said that the committee acted 
on the principle of striking out all appropriations 
for the establishments of new works at navy-yards. 

Mr. MALLORY said the reason would not ap- 
ply in the case of the reduction of the appropria- 
tion for Gosport, Va. 

Mr. FILLMORE. Why? 

Mr. MALLORY said because the appropriations 
proposed for the Gosport navy-yard did not con- 
template new works, but were for old ones. 

Mr. FILLMORE remarked that this case, and 
the remark of the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
Maxiory,] showed how little attention was paid to 
the concerns of the navy. By reference to the es- 
timates of last session, it would be seen that an ap- 
propriation of $36,000 was asked to build a new 
Store-house at the Gosport navy-yard. The com- 
mittee struck out the item, on the ground that it 
contemplated a new work. The House acquiesced 
in their decision, and struck the item from the dill. 
Notwithstanding this decision, the Navy Depart- 


ment took $15,000, (which had been appropriated 
towards other objecis,) and applied it to the com- 
mencement of this new work, for which additional 


- appropriations were now wanted. 


Mr. MALLORY said that the explanation of the 
gentleman did not reach the objection he had 
raised: it went around and about the objection, 
without reaching it. Mr. M. was understood to 
say that the appropriation asked for contemplated 
the completion of a quay dock, instead of. the put- 
ting up of new works. 

Mr. FILLMORE inquired whether the gentle- 
man had looked into the estimates of last year 
sent from the department? 

Mr. MALLORY said he had not. 

Mr. FILLMORE said that these estimates ase 
sumed such a Protean shape, that it was often im- 
possible to trace them, and find out for what ob- 
ject the appropriations were wished; but, whenever 
the committee did ascertain it, their object was al- 
ways to cut off those which were for the commence- 
ment of new works, 

As the present state of the treasury had been 
brought to the notice of the House, he felt it his 
duty to say something in reJation to it. He would 
call attention to the estimates sent from the Navy 
Department, in order that the House might see on 
what data the Committee of Ways and Means 
had acted. The department had put down the sums 
required for the several squadrons in the Mediter- 
ranean, the Pacific, the Brazilian station, the East 
Indies, the coast of Africa, and the home squadron; 
and in another table, it had specified, after carry- 
ing out the amount required for all, the sum ře- 
quired for each vessel of a distinet class. Thus, 
the House might, if it saw fit, diminish the force 
of the navy as it pleased, by specifying any par- 
ticular vessel which should not be put in commise 
sion. He merely stated this fact, in order that the 
House might pursue its own pleasure. He was not, 
however, instructed by the Committee of Ways 
and Means to make any motion having for its ob- 
ject a reduction. 

Mr. MERIWETHER rose to ask a question: 

Mr. FILLMORE yielded; and expressed a wil- 
lingness to answer. j 

Mr. MERIWETHER wished to know whether 
the bill did not propuse an increase of $600,000 
above the amount last year expended in paying 
the navy? 

Mr. FILLMORE. Very likely. 

Mr. MERIWETHER said he made it $598,000. 
There was, also, according to his estimate, a sur- 
plus fund now on hand, amounting to $490,000, ap- 
plicable to this object. 


Mr. FILLMORE observed that the estimates of 
last year were cut down, He was also understood 
to sdy that the amount proposed to be appropriated 
by the item could not be reduced, without taking 
from the officers of the navy what they were enti- 
tled to by law. i 

He would say that a most strange proposition 
had been this morning submitted by the gentleman 
from South Carolina, [Mr. Hormes,] to lay all the 
appropriation bills on the table. It was, indeed, a 
grave charge which that gentleman brought against 
the Whig party, when he said that they were, last 
session, disposed to withhold the appropriations for 
carrying on the Government. It was with sur- 
prise that he to-day heard, for the first time, at 
this late hour of the session, when only enough 
time was left to act upon the appropriation and 
upon other necessary bills, a proposition to lay all 
appropriation bills on the table, and not appropri- 
ate a dollar until the ways and means should have 
been provided. It did seem io him extraordinary 
that this objection should come from that side of 
the House to which the gentleman belonged, at this 
late day. 

He would now say a word or two upon the means 
of carrying on the Government. The only com- 
munication which the Committee of Ways and 
Means had received from the Treasury Depart- 
ment, and the only basis of information on which 
they had to act, was the financial report of the 
Secretary, laid before the House in December last. 
Without enumerating the details of that report, 
and the estimates of the Secretary, he would merely 
state that the result arrived at by that officer was, 
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that, on the Ist July, 1844, there would be a 
balance in the treasury, over and above the de- 
mands upon it, of $1,635,871 OL. 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia rose, and inquired 
whether the gentleman from New York, as chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means, had 
come to the same conclusion. 

Mr. FILLMORE said he could arrive at no other 
from the same data. 

Mr. WISE said the answer given to his col- 
league [Mr. Smita] did not satisfy him. Did the 
gentleman from New York mean to say that, from 
the data furnished by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
he could come to no other conclusion? He would 
ask the gentleman whether he had not looked to 
other daia than that furnished bim by the Treasury 
Department? Was not the gentleman’s own opin- 
ion different? Had not the gentleman endeavored 
to form an opinion upon other data? 

Mr. FILLMORE said he would take pleasure 
in answering any questions that might tend to en- 
lighten the members on this subject. 

, Mr: WISE saig he put his questions in ail good 
aith, 


Mr. FILLMORE remarked that the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means, with the many labors im- 
posed upon them, were necessarily ecmpelled to 
rely upon the information which they might re- 
ceive from the Treasury Department in relation to 
the receipts and expenditures of this Government. 
The committee supposed that, inasmuch as the Sec- 
retary communicated his estimate of the receipts 
and expenditures on the 1$th of December, if any 
circumstance had since occurred to induce him to 
believe thathe had made a mistake in his esti- 
mates, he would have corrected them before this, 
As nocommunication had been received from him, 
either by the committee or by the House, from that 
day to this, it was. to be presumed that his esti- 
mates were correct, Sofarfrom the committee 
having received any isformation that the report of 
the Secretary was not to be relied on—after wait- 
ing for a long time, and after hearing it announced 
from day to day, in that hall, tbat the estimates of 
the department could not be relied on, he, by di- 
rection of the committee, addressed a letter to the 
Secretary on the 31st of January, asking for in- 
formation. He would read that letter to the 
House; but, before he didso, be would remark that 
no answer had been received from the Secretary. 

He then read a copy of the letter he had ad- 
dressed to the Secretary, from which the reporter 
gathered that he requested the Secretary to state— 
Ast, the amount of treasury notes issued, and when 
due; 2d, the amount of treasury notes issued, on 
which the interest is payable semi-annually; 3d, 
the amount of the loan taken, distinguishing. be- 
tween that taken last session, and that taken re- 
cently; 4th, the amount of the loan and treasury 
notes authorized, but not issued; 5th, the estimated 
revenue for the calendar year 1843; and 6th, the 
estimated expenditure daring the same period, 
under each general nead. These inquiries were 
sent by him to the Secretary on the 31st of Janu- 
ary. He had since received no response, 

Mr, WISE. With all due deference—— . 

Mr. FILLMORE. In addition to this, he would 
state that, on the same day, he addressed a letter 
to the Secretary, esking for his opinions upon the 
proposed modification of the tariff, and stating that 
the committee were wailing to see what he had to 
recommend, 

Mr. WISE remarked that it-was the practice for 
the House to take the data furnished by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, and also the da'a furnished 
by the Committee of Ways and Means, in passing 
its appropriation bills, Both were responsible, and 
both bound to inquire into the financial affairs of 
the Government. The gentleman from New York 
said that it was the duty of the Seeretary of the 
Treasury to furnish data on whieh to act in making 
appropriations. He asked, was it not the duty of 
the. committee also to make inquiries? He wished 
to know whether—as doubts had been expressed in 
relation‘to the correctness of the Secretary’s esti- 
mates—-the Committee of Ways and Means had, 
for themselves, made inquiry into the matter, and 
what opinion they had formed? He had a right to 
know their views. | 
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Mr. FILLMORE said he knew not what would 
be the amount of imports the present year. He 
could not undertake to make an estimate. Bat, he- 
would say, that he was not before aware that it was 
the-duty of the Committee of Ways and Means to 
correspond with the collectors of our ports, in Or- 
der to ascertain what would be the amount of du- 
ties on imports. The only source on which they 
had to rely was the department, which they held 
responsible for furnishing correct information. 

Mi. WISE said he was not yet satisfied. He 
wished to know the gentleman’s opinion upon the 
data before him. 

Mr. FILLMORE said he had already given 
that. 

Mr. WISE had not heard it. : 

Mr. FILLMORE said that if the data of the 
Secretary were correct, his result was true—if oth- 
erwise, not. After a few remarks expressing his 
regret that the deficiency in the revenue occurred 
when there was so little time left to remedy it, he 
concluded by expressing the hope that the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. MERI- 
WETHER] would be withdrawn, and offered, if the 
gentleman thought proper to persist in it, when a 
more appropriate bill came up. He referred to the 
retrenchment bill of the gentleman from Tennes- 
see, [Mr. Annotp,] which had been made the spe- 
cial order for Tuesday next. 

Mr. STANLY read an amendment—which, he 
said, he intended to offer at the proper time—re- 
ducing the number of ships employed on foreign 
stations, effecting a reduction of about $100,000. 
Mr. S. then briefly opposed the amendment of the 
gentleman from Georgia, and defended and eulo- 
gized the officers of the navy. . 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia said that this amend- 
ment would have no effect; for the officers would 
receive their pay, whether they went to sea or 
not. 


Mr. CHARLES BROWN observed that, at this 
late period of the day, he would not say all that he 
should have said yesterday and the day befcre, had 
he then obtained the floor. He now wished to say 
something in relation to this navy bill, and 
also to say a few words to the gentleman from 
Indiana, [Mr. Wuirz.] Some gentlemen contended 
that this bill was not the appropriate one in which 
to begin retrenchment; that it ought to be done in 
a general bill, embracing all the departments of the 
Government. Now, he thought they had better 
make the reduction here; and if it should be super- 
seded in another Dill, there certainly would not be 
a double reduction. He thought that the reduction 
of the pay of some of the officers was too great; 
while there were others that ought to be reduced; 
for in the bill regulating the pay of the navy, pass- 
ed in 1835, that House raised the salaries of some 
of the officers up higher than was recommended by 
the Secretary of the Navy. The gentleman from 
Virginia had referred to the neglect of appropria- 
tions for some of the navy-yards; but he could 
show that there was great partiality and injustice 
in some of them. ‘he appropriation for Ports- 
riouth, New Hampshire, for instance, $40,000 
was for permanent improvements, in order to en- 
large that yard, and place it on the same footing 
with others. The appropriation for. the yard at 
Boston was for the same purpose; while the com- 
mittee had stricken out of the appropriation for the 
Philadelphia navy-yard, what the department had 
recommended as indispensable—giving only $4,000 
to that yard, instead of the $28,000 which was rec- 
ommended. This, too, was done, while they gave 
$40,000 to the little yard at Portsmouth, and $40,- 
000 to the yard at New York; though it was not 
yet decided whether the improvements were neges- 
sary or not. When ihe proper time came, he should 
offer an amendment increasing the appropriation 
for the Philadelphia navy-yard, though he should 
not be allowed to advocate and explain it. 

He would now say afew words to the gentle- 
man from Indiana, (Mr. Wurrz,] who voted for 
taking this bill out of the committee at two o’clock,. 
and yet consumed one hour to-day without.saying 
one word in relation toit. That was a sample of 
the whole Whig party. They talked a great deal 
of retrenchment and reform, while their whole ac- 
tion tended to extravagance. They voted for eve- 
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ry appropriation, while they declared to the people 
that their object was economy; and they might tell 
them, too, how they prevented these Locofocos from 
consuming the time of the House. [fit was not 
for the hour rule which they bad adopted, and the 
resolution for taking bills out of the Committee of the 
Whole, debates might go on, and something like re- 
trenchment and reform might grow out of them; 
but these gentlemen thought they had economized 
enough when they saved time by suppressing debate. 
After all, what good had resulted from it} There 
never was a session in which there was so much 
useless debate, and so much unnecessaty consump- 
tion of the time of the House—and all by the differ 
ent members of the Whig party wrangling with 
each other. Weeks after weeks bad passed in 
debate, without hearing a Demeerat’s voice, while 
the Whigs were denouncing each otker and de- 
nouneing everybody. . 5 

Mr. KING here made some observation, which 
was not heard by the reporter. 

Mr. C. BROWN. Did you not vote for the 
gag rule? 

Mr. KING. No,I did not. 

Mr. C. BROWN. Did you not vote for the 
rule allowing a resolution to be offered to take a 
pill out of committee at a few hours’ warning? 

Mr. KING admitted that he did. __ 

Mf. C. BROWN then said that, if the gentleman 
would put a loaded gun in the hands of a madman, 
he must not complain of the consequences. Well, the 
Whig party had accomplished all their objects; and 
what hat they or the country gained by it? They car- 
ried their land distribution measure, and the money 
was sent to the States; but had the people been bene- 
fitted by it? They had passed their bankrupt bill; 
had the people approvedof ik? They bad passed 
their high tariff; had the people approved it, or had 
it replenished the treasury? [Here some gentle- 
man asked Mr. B. if he did not vote for it.] The 
gentleman asked if he voted for it. Yes, he did; and 
would to God be could have voted for their bank 
bill, in order that the people might see how. de- 
lusive were the promises of relief and prosperity . 
it held out to them. 


He had voted for the tariff bill as an honest poli 
tician, though he did not believe that it would do 
any good. He wanted it to go before the people, 
and show them, by its practical results, that all the 
promises of prosperity held out in its behalf were 
uiterly false. The Whigs had been holding meet- 
ings in his district, promising good times, constant 
employment to laborers and mechanics, and good 
wages, if they could only get a tariff bill passed. 
Well, the bill was passed; and what was the con- 
sequence? Why, instead of constant employ- > 
ment and good wages, wages were reduced, 
and numbers were discharged. Such was the 
result of Whig promises. They had their dis- 
tribution act, their bankrupt law, and their 
high tariff; for all of which great promises 
were made: and now that the country had repudi- 
ated them, they were abandoning these measures 
themselves, Much had been said about the cur- 
rency;and he would ask if there was not enough 
for the greatest advocate of a paper’ currency in 
the exchequer bill before the House? Would the 
Whig party go befote the people, and say that they 
wanted more currency than this bill would give 
them? Or would they go before the people, and 
say that the paper of a national bank would bea 
beiter currency than the paper of the exchequer 
founded on the revenues of the Government and 
the public lands? The Whig party had everything 
they wanted; and, with all their objects accomplish- 
ed, what had been the verdict of the people? Where, 
in this vast republie, had they been able to keep their 
ground? 

[Some one answered Mr. B: “In Georgia.” ] 

, He had heard it said, when, at the last elec- 
tion for membersto the next Congress in Georgia, 
the entire Whig delegation was defeated, that their 
defeat was caused by General Apathy. Now that 
they had been able to get one crumb of comfort by 
the election of one member forthe tail of the session, 
they hailed itas a great triumph and a glorious vic- 
tory. But might not that result have been caused by 
General Apathy also? He wouldask any gentle- 
man from Georgia to rise in his place, and say that 
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the result of that election was caused by a single 
measure of this session. Was this gentleman [Mr. 
CrawrorD] elected to make a national bank? Was 
he elected to perpetuate the high tariff? He had 
not seen the gentieman’s votes yel; but he would 
vote differently from the Whigs of his section of 
the country if he voted for any of these meas- 
ures... Now for retrenchment; for nothing was 
more potent at the Jast elections than that subject. 
There was not a district in this Union in which the 
Whig candidates did not go before the people upon 
the extravagant expenditures of the last Adminis- 
tration, : Everywhere they imputed to that Admin- 
istration extravagant waste of the public money, 
and high salaries. Now, let them put their hands 
on a single retrenchment they had effected. Why, 
so notorious was their opposition to retrenchment, 
that the member from Tennessee, one of their par- 
ty, (Mr. Arnoxp,] admitted that he principally re- 
lied on the Democrats to carry his bill through, 
(No. 548.) 

Yesterday, it was true, they punished one solitary 
man by cutting cff half his salary; and last session, 
the only man they reduced was the man who ear- 
ries wood and brings water. They did not reduce 
the pay of the pages, as was alleged. If they knew 
of any extravagance in the Government, it was 
their duty, as honest men, to put an end to it when 
they got into power. But they had not done so. 
Let them but show a general movement at re- 
trenchment and reform, and he would answer for 
Democrats enough to enable them to carry it through. 
‘Where would they begin ‘retrenchment, he asked 
them, if this bill was not the place for it? The 
bill of the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Ar- 
NoLD’s No 548,] they said was not the place for it; 
and now, within three weeks of the close of the ses- 
sion, it was too late to introduce another bill. The 
gentleman from Indiana said that they went for 
reform; but he should like to know what their re- 
form was. 


Mr. PROFFIT. To get such men as you out of 
Congress. 

Mr. C. BROWN in continuation. Yes, it was; 
but gentlemen, in striving to get us out, got them- 
selves out of Congress; they dug a pit for us, which 
they fell into themselves, 
` There were but few Whig members in the House 
who would not be repudiated by their constituents. 
They had been, and were being, reformed out 
themselves; and this was, ia his opinion, the best 
reform that could be made. Their days were 
numbered; and, in a short month, all that would be 
left of them and their reign, would be a blotted 
page on the records of these halls, and a debt of 
some thirty or forty millions of dollars, that they 
had, by their wasteful extravagance, imposed upon 
the people they had deceived and betrayed. 

Tt had been said that it was necessary to give 
high pay in the navy, in order to get gcod officers; 
but all this was idle talk. We bad as good, if not 
better officers, with one half the pay as we bave 
now. It was the officers who received only half 
the pay of those of the present day, who gave the 
navy its high character; and it was on the deeds of 
those officers that those of the present day now re- 
lied to sustain them. He would say nothing in re- 
gard to the stale of the treasury, further than that 
in these times of public distress, those in the ser- 
vice of the public should bear a portion of that 
distress. This doctrine wascarried out in his State, 
by taxing all the public officers; and in Alabama, 
as he-had lately seen, in curtailing the salaries of 
ali the officers of the State 20 per cent, One of 
the post-captains of the navy told him that he saved 
more of his pay when he was a lieutenant, re- 
ceiving only $700 per year, than he now did, [Some 
gentleman was heard to say that the officer myst 
then have been a bachelor.} No, he was nota 
bachelor. He would not do such discredit to the 
ladies of the country, as to consider them a bill of 
expense. The Scriptures told them woman was 
made ahelpmate for man; and such he had ai- 
ways considered a good wife. At least sucha 
help he should consider a wife, if be ever was so 
fortupate as to get one, and not a subject of ex- 
pense, that would require the bounty of his country 
to enable him to support. They slandered the la- 

dies of the Union, who thus brought them into its 
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halis of legislation as burdens upon its officers or 
its treasury. They deserved and held a higher po- 
sition, and would scorn to be thus made an argu- 
ment to extract money from the public coffers; 
and, most of all, when those coffers were empty. 

The hour fixed to. terminate debate having ar- 
rived,.the commitiee proceeded to act upon the 
amendments. 

Tellers were demanded on the amendment offer- 
ed by Mr. MERIWETHER, which was in the follow- 
ing words: ° 

Add to the first section this provisa: 

Provided, That, until otherwise directed by law, no part of 
the present, or any future appropriations for the pay of com- 
missioned, warrant, and petty officers, including the engi- 
neer corps, shall be paid to the same, except upon a reduction 


of the present pay at and after the rate of twenty per cent. per 
annum. 


Mr. C. Brown and Mr. T. J. CAMPBELL were 
the tellers appointed; and they reported 74 in the 
affirmative, and 82 in the negative, 

Mr. McKEON then submitted his amendment to 
the first item, which, on Saturday last, he offered 
as an amendment to the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Georgia, providing that no part of this 
appropriation shall be applied to the pay of offi- 
cers, or to the equipping of vessels, to be employed 
on the coast of Africa, under the late treaty with 
England. i 

After a discussion on the appropriateness of this 
amendment as an amendment to the first item, in 
which Mr. GRANGER, Mr. WISE, Mr. SMITH 
of Virginia, and the CHAIRMAN took part, it 
was decided to be in order. 

Tellers were then called for, and ordered. 

Mr. ADAMS inquired whether the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. McKxon] meant to make an 
appropriation which would be necessary to carry 
out a treaty, for the support of a squadron on the 
African coast, by an addition to this bill. [Cries 
of “Order”—“No debate.” } 

Mr. McKEON inquired if it would be in order 
to reply to the question of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts. 

The CHAIRMAN replied in the negative. 

_ Mr. Barron and Mr. Houston were then ap- 
pointed tellers; and they reported 23in the afirma- 
tive. The negative was not counted, and the 
amendment was deemed lost. 

Mr. STANLY moved to amend by striking out 
$2,993,161 as the appropriation for the pay of the 
officers and men, and inserting $2,715,805. 

Tellers were called for, and Messrs. BOARDMAN 
and WELLER were appointed; and they reported 
73 in the affirmative, and 23 in the negative. The 
amendment was, therefore, agreed to. 

Mr. AYCRIGG moved to amend a subsequent 
item, by striking out ‘‘enginesr corps,” and insert- 
“engineer men;” which was agreed to. 

Mr. STANLY submitted an amendment to the 
item making appropriation for the provisions of 
the navy, transportation, cooperaze, &c., which 
was understood to be a reduction of the appropri- 
ation for Provisions; but its precise purport was 
notheard. The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MALLORY offered an amendmentto an 
item of the bill, for the purpose of providing that 
the duties of the head of the Bureau of Clothing 
and Provisions should be discharged by a cap- 
tain in the navy. 

Mr. KING moved to amend the amendment, by 
striking out the word “captain,” and inserting “pur- 
ser.” à 

Tellers were called for, and Messrs. Gorpon 
and J. C. Epwarps were appointed; and they re- 
ported 79 in the affirmative, and 81 in the nega- 
tive. The amendment to ihe amendment was not, 
therefore, agreed to, The amendment was then 
adopted as submitied by Mr. MALLORY. 

Mr. MERIWETHER moved to strike out the 
appropriation for clothing, &¢, $380,000. Re- 
jeckd. 

The clause making an appropriation for medi- 
cine, medical attendance, care of the sick, &c., 
having been read, 

Mr, FILLMORE offered a verbal amendment, 
uniting the appropriation for the several objects 
intoone item—57,250 for the half calendar year, 
and $46 840 for the fiscal year. 

Mr. FESSENDEN rose and offered an amend- 
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menito this amendment, to be inserted by way of 
proviso. It provided that no person shall hold the 
place of chief of the Bureau of Medicine and Sur- 
gery, unless he shall have been at least five years 
in the sea service. 4 

The question was taken upon this proviso, and 
it was adopted without a division. Before the fact, 
however, was announced to the committee by the 
Chair, 

Mr. ADAMS rose to a question of order. He 
contended that the amendment abridged the power 
of appointment lodged in the President by the Con- 
stitution, by requiring the President to select only 
from a certain class of men in the service. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL said the amendment 
involved a change of the organic laws, and would 
essentially alter the qualifications required of offi- 
cers. 

Mr. ADAMS said it would have the effect of 
dismissing the present chief of the Bureau of Med- 
icine and Surgery. 

{Several members: 
want.”] f 

The CHAIR then decided that the amendment 
was not in order. 

Mr. FESSENDEN took an appeal. 

Mr. WISE wished to know if the Chair had not, 
a short time since, entertained a proposition to the 
effect that none but a post-captain should occupy 
the place of chief of. the Bureau of Clothing? 
Why, then, object to receiving this proposition? 

The CHAIRMAN said he should have no ob- 
jection to having his decision reversed. 

Mr. BOTTS and several gentlemen rose to de- 
bate the question of order; but were ruled out of 
order. 

The decision of the Chair was then reversed, and 
the amendment of Mr. Fressenpen carried without 
a division. Mr. Fintmorx’s amendment, as amend- 
ed, was agreed to. l 

Mr. ADAMS offered an amendment appropri- 
ating $5,000 to the relief of recaptured Africans on 
the coast of Africa: agreed to. 

Mr. LEVY moved to reduce the appropriation 
for the equipment, &c. of the navy, by taking 
therefrom $50,000: rejected without a count. 


Mr. FILLMORE moved to increase the appro- 
priation for the navy-yard at Brooklyn, for the half 
calendar year, from $14,000 to $16,000; and for 
the fiscal year, from $22 900 to $25,400; so as to 
provide for the guard-house: agreed to—ayes 73, 
noes 52 5 

Mr. CHARLES BROWN ‘moved to increase 
the appropriation for the navy-yard at Philadelphia, 
for the half calendar year, from $1,950 to $8,000; 
and for the fiscal year, from $2,000 to $20,000: re- 
jected without a division. 

Mr. FILLMORE moved to increase the appro- 
priation for the navy-yard at Gosport, Va.so as to 
provide for the guard-house. Instead of $4,000, 
as proposed for the half calendar year, he moved to 
insert $5,200. 

Mr. MALLORY moved to amend this amend- 
ment, by striking out $5,200 and inserting $24,000. 
(A voice: “That’s modest.”) The proposition was 
rejected. 

Mr. Firtmore’s amendment was then adopt- 
ed; as also a similar one offered by him fer in- 
creasing the appropriation for the fiscal year from 
$8,500 to $9,310. 

Mr. FILLMORE next moved to increase the 
appropriation for the Pensacola navy-yard, so as 
to provide for the guard-house there, by inserting 
$3,000 in lieu of $2,000 for the half calendar 
year. 

Mr. LEVY moved to amend the amendment, by 
striking out $3,000, and inserting $28,000: re- 
jected, 

Mr. Fittmore’s amendment was then adopt- 
ed, together with a similar one, increasing the ap- 
propriation for the fiscal year from $3,000, to 
$4.047, after a fruitless effort on the part of Mr. 
Levy to increase the last named item to $63,000. 

Mr. LEVY moved to insert $50,000 for a float- 
ing dock at Pensacola: rejected without a count, 

Mr. FILLMORE moved to insert an item of 
$1,000 for printing and publishing the code of rules 
and regulations for the government of the navy, 
prepared by the Secretary, under the order of 
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Congress, so soon as the-same shall have been 
ratified by both Flouses: agreed io. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved an amendment 
to strike out the word “increase” in the thirty- 
seventh line, so that the appropriation should not 
be made for the increase of the navy: rejected. . 

Mr. BURNELL offered an amendment provi- 
ding that naval apprentices, upon being recommend- 
ed by their teachers and commanders as fit for 
the. appointment, may be appointed midshipmen: 
rejected. 

On motion by Mr. FILLMORE, the committee 
then rose and reported the bill, as amended, to the 
House. 

Mr. KING rose, and was about addressing 
the House; bnt afer some conversation be- 
tween him and Messrs. WISE and MERI- 
WETHER, he agreed to forego his speech for this 
occasion, and to move the previons question. 

The previons question being seconded, and the 
main question ordered, 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON expressed a wish to 
have the amendments printed; and, for that pur- 
pose, moved an adjournment: rejected. 

The question was then taken on concurring in 
the amendments made in Committee of the Whole, 
and earried. Š 

Mr. MERIWETHER moved to recommit the 
bill to the Committee of the Whole, with instruc- 
tions to report it with an amendment reducing the 
salaries of all the officers of the navy twenty per 
cent, 

Mr. WISE moved the previous question. 

Mr. BURNELL saidit was not in order for a 
gentleman to rise and move the previous question 
after a gentleman had submitteda resolution, and 
before it bad been received by the Chair. 

Mr. WISE explained. 

- Mr. MERIWETHER said it was his intention 
to have debated the question of recommitment. 
He was cccupying the floor, when the gentleman 
from Virginia stepped in between him and the Chair, 
before his proposition had even been read; and he 
denied the competency of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia to pursue.such a course. 

Mr. WISE, Mr. MERIWETHER, and the 
SPEAKER explained. 

The previous question was then seconded—88 
voting in the affirmative, and 63 in the negative. 

The main question was then ordered to be put, 
and the bill was paszed. To prevent debate here. 
after, Mr. FILLMORE moved a reconsideration, 
on which he demM@ded the previous question. 
The previous question was sustained, and the mo- 
tion to reconsider was negatived. 

The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuorspay, February 9, 1843. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Treasury Depart- 
ment, transmitting copies of communications from 
the collectors of customs, in relation to the policy 
of establishing the warehouse system; which, 


On motion by HUNTINGTON, was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 


. Mr.. McDUFFIE presented additional doc- 
uments from Milledge Galpbin, relative to the 
claims of the heirs of George Galphin; which was 
referred.to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Finance, 
reported back, without amendment, the bill ma- 
king appropriations for the payment of pensions 
for the half calendar year, commencing on the 
Ist January, 1843, and ending on the 30th June, 
1843; and for the fiscal year, commencing on the 
Ist Jaly, 1843, and ending on the 30th June, 1844. 

Mr. E. also, reported back, from the same com- 
mittee, withan amendment, (which was ordered to 
be printed,) the joint resolution authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to settle, on certain terms, 
the -liabilities of the suretiesof Gordon D. Boyd, 
late receiver of public moneys at Columbus, Mis- 
sissippi.. 

« Mr. BARROW, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill to provide for the improve- 
ment of the navigation of the Mississippi river 
and tributary streams; which was read, and order- 
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ed to a second reading, and the report accompany- 
ing the same to be printed. 

Mr SMITH of Indiana, from the Committee 
on Publie Lands, reported back, with several 
amendments, House biil entitled “An act for the 
relief of Garret Vleit.” 

Mr. S, also, from the same commiltee, re- 
ported back, with an amendment, Senate bill for 
the relief of Richard De Witt and Ira J. Price. 

Mr. S., also, from the same committee, reported 
a bill for the relief of Jacob Wagoner; which 
was read, and ordered to a second reading. 

On motion of Mr. SMITH of Indiana, the 
Committee on Public Lands was discharged from 
the further consideration of the petition of David 
Irvin, and others, praying to be confirmed in their 
purchases of certain lands; and the petitioners had 
leave to withdraw their petition. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE said a letter had been re- 
ceived from the collector of New York, in relation 
to a box of books furnished by the French Cham- 
ber of Peers to the Senate of the United States; he 
therefore moved the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the communication of E. Curtis, esq., col- 
lector at New York, concerning a case of books and public doc- 
uments forwarded to the Senate of the United States by the 
House of Peers of the kingdom of France, be referred to the 
Joint Committee on the Library; and that the said committee 


be authorized to deposite the said bocks and public documents, 
when they shall receive them, in the Library of Congress. 


Mr. HUNTINGTON, from the Commitiee on 
Commerce, made reports (which were ordered to 
be printed) adverse to the passage of the following 
bills from the House, and with a recommendation 
that they be rejected, viz: 

An act for the relief of the owners, master, and 
crew of the schooner Codhook, of Blue Hil, 
Maine. 

An act for the relief of Levi Eldridge and 
others, 

` An act for the relief of the owners and crew of 
the Three Brothers. 

An act forthe relief of John Patten, jr., owner 
of the fishing schooner Credit, and the master and 
crew of said vessel. 

An act for the relief of William Ellery, owner 
of the fishing schooners Savo and Ida, both of 
Gloucester, Massachusetts, and others. 

An act for the relief of John H. Russell and 
others, as owners, master, and crew of the fishing- 
schooner Lucy Ann. 

An act for the relief of Mary Broadstreet, Amos 
Tappan, and others. 

An act for the relief of Barnabas Baier, jr., and 
others, owners of the fishing-schooner Union, of 
Dennis, Massachusetts. 

An act for the relief of Joshua Knowles, jr., and 
others, owners of the fishing-schooner Garnet. 


Mr. HUNTINGTON, from the Committee on 
Commerce, made an adverse report (which was 
ordered to be printed) on the petition of Isaac Hull 
and Thomas Curtis, praying for the payment of a 
sum of money withheld from them under the act 
providing for the discharge of seamen. 

Mr. H., from the same committee, reported 
back, without amendment, and recommended its 
passage, House bill for the relief of Knott Mar- 
tin 3d, and Arnold Martin, owners of the fishing 
schooner Only Son. 

Mr. H. also reported back, from the same com- 
mittee, with an amendment, (which was ordered to be 
printed,) the Senate bill authorizing the appoint- 
ment of an assistant collector at Bangor, in the 
collection district of Belfast, Maine. 

Mr. H., from the same committee, to which had 
been referred the resolution of inquiry into the ex- 
pediency of allowing the export of foreign merchan- 
dise by land, as well as by sea,in original pack- 
ages, with the benefitef drawback, reported that the 
committee had instructed him to recommend that 
they be discharged frorn the further consideration of 
the subject, on the ground thet a majority of the 
committee were of opinion that there ought to be 
no legislation of that character; that there was 
none called for before the adjournment of the pres- 
ent Congress. The report was ordered to be print- 
ed, and to lie on the table for the present. 

Mr. H., from the same committee, to which had 
been referred the resolution of the 27th December 
last, directing that committee to inquire into the 


state of our tonnage, freights, and commerce, and 
several memorials relating thereto, and to report 
whether they were prosperous under our existing 
regulations with foreign powers, and whether the 
regulations by other Governments are equal and 
in conformity to the spirit of our meaties with 
such powers, and what measures were necessary 
and proper to produce greater reciprocity, reported 
a resolution, recommending that the committee be 
discharged from the subject; and that the same be 
referred to the Secretary of State, who is direeted 
thereby to make the inquiries touching the matier, 
and to report to the Senate at the next session of 
Congress. 

The report was ordered tò lie on the table, and 
be printed. 

Mr. GRAHAM, from the Committee on'Claims, | 
reported back, without amendment, and with a 
recommendation that they be indefinitely post- 
poned-— 

House bill for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Frances Pellicer; and 

House bill entitled “An act for the relief of 
Teackle Savage, administrator of Bolilha Laws. 

Also, from the same committee, reported back, 
without amendment, and with a recommendation 
that it do pass, House bill for the relief of the le- 
gal representatives of Lieutenant William S. Bve- 
leth. 

Also, from ihe Committee on Finance, reported 
back, with an amendment, and with a recommerd- 
ation that it do pass, the bill for the relief of Wm. 
Selden, Treasurer of the United States. 

Mr. HENDERSON, from the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, reported back, without 
amendment, and with a recommendation that they 
do pass, House bills of the following titles, viz: 

An act to set aside certain reservations of lands 
on account of live oak, in the southeastern district 
of Louisiana; and 

An act for the relief of the heirs of Philander 
Smith and James Young. 

The joint resolution from the House, directing 
certain papers relating to titles to land in Louisi- 
ana to be returned to the General Land Office. 

On motion of Mr. HENDERSON, the Commit- 
tee on Private Land Claims was discharged from 
the further consideration. of the petition of Wm. 
Wynn, praying to be confirmed in his title to cer- 
tain lands. : 

On motion by Mr. WILLIAMS, the Committee 
on Naval Affairs was discharged from the further 
consideration of the petition of McKean Buchanan, 
a purser in the navy, praying to be indemnified 
for losses sustained by him, in consequence of a 
violation of the usages of the navy by his com- 
manding officer. 

On motion by Mr. WILLIAMS, the Commit. 
tee on Naval Affairs was discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the petition of Thomas L. 
Ragsdale; and leave was granted to the petitioner 
to withdraw his petition. 


Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported back, without amendmerft, the 
House bill for the relief of George C. Johnson. 

Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of John 
Moore; which was read, and ordered to a second 
reading. 

On motion by Mr. BAGBY, the papers of 
Jamison and Williamson were ordered to be taken 
from the files of the Senate, and referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. KING presented joint resolutions adopted 
by the Legislature of Alabama, seiting forth that, 
owing to the peculiar condition of the banks, the 
individuals entitled to pre-emption rights on the 
public lands find it utterly impossible to procure 
specie to make a purchase of those lands without 
great sacrifice, &c., and recommending the pase 
sage of a law by Congress to permit the registers 
and receivers of that State to receive from the 
actual settler on the public lands, in payment of 
their homes and cultivation, entered by them nn- 
der any of the pre-emption laws, the notes of the 
Bank of the State of Alabama and its branches 
io an amount equal to the two per cent. fund res 
linquisued to that State by Congress, remaining 
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yet unpaid: referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. : 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented a memorial from 
citizens of Pennsylvania, complaining of the em- 
‘barrassments of the country, which they ascribe to 
the want of a sufficient circulating medium; and 
recommending, to cure these evils, the issue by the 
General Government, to be distributed to the 
States and Territories in a representative ratio, 
$200, 000,000 of stock, based on the public domain: 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented joint resolutions 
adopted by the Legislature of Michigan, relative 
to a survey of a military road by the General 
Government, leading from Saginaw to Mackinac; 
which were referred to the Committee on Roads 
and Canals. 

Mr. FULTON presented joint resolutions adopt- 
ed by the Legislature of Arkansas, recommending 
Memphis, Tennessee, as the most snitable point 
on the Western waters at which to establish a dock 
yard, and naval depot, and national armory, and 
urging the passage of a law for that purpose: refer- 
red to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. KING said he had received resolutions 
adopted by the grand jury of the city of Mobile, 
with a presentment, in which it was stated that 
the room in connexion with the custom-house at 
that place, in which the circuit court of the United 
Ststes was holden, was dilapidated, and so entirely 
unfit for that purpose that the judges were un- 
willing to risk themselves, or juries, on any future 
occasion. In consequence of the court-house of 
the county being occupied in the holding of county 
courts, it was utterly impossible to get such por- 
tion of that building as would do for the purposes 
of the district court. 

Mr. K., therefore, submitted the following reso- 
lution, viz: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Jadiciary be instruct- 
ed to inquire into the expediency of making an appropriation 
for the construction of a building in the city of Mobile, for the 
accommodation of the district court, or for the repair of the 
room connected with the custom-house, heretofore used for that 
purpose, 

Mr, BAGBY remarked, that, from his own per- 
soual knowledge, the statement of the condition of 
that room was true. 

The resolution was then adopted. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented a memorial from 
Hardin county, Kentucky; and Mr. MILLER pre- 
sented a memorial from Warren county, New 
Jersey, praying for the repeal of the bankrupt law; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. LINN submitted the following resolution; 
which was adopted: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to send 
tothe Senate a copy of General Jackson’s letter to the War 
Department, dated Nashville, September 5, 1815; with a copy 
also of the paper transmitted by certain officers, justifying the 
declaration of martial law, and his other acts having for their ob- 
ject thesafety and defence of New Orttans. i 


Mr. TAPPAN, on leave, introduced a bill to 
repeal the act entitled “An act passed 10th March, 
1818, to change the time of holding the circnit and 
district courts of the State of Ohio,” approved June 
Ist, 1842; which was read, and ordered to a second 
reading, 

On motion by Mr. GRAHAM, the bill for the 
relicf of William Selden, Treasurer of the United 
States, was laken up as in committee of the whole. 

Mr. G. explained that the bill, for which the 
Committee on Claims had reported an entire sub 
stilute, was simply a bill to enable the Treasurer 
of the United States to pay over to the owners of 
the slaves lost on board the Comet and Eacomium 
the indemnity paid by the British Government for 
said slaves, which was on deposite in the treasury. 

The amendment of the commitiee was agreed to; 
and there being no proposition further to amend 
ihe bill, it was reporied to the Senate, and ordered, 
as amended, to be engrossed fora third reading. 

The following resolution, heretofore introduced 
by Mr. Benton, was taken up for consideration: 


Resolved, Thatthe President be requested (so far ag it may 
be compatible with the public interest) to communicate to the 
Renate copies of any remonstrance or protest addressed by 
General Cass, Envoy Extraordinary and Minister Plenipoten- 
tiary of the United States at the court of France, to that Gov- 
ernment, against the ratification, by France, of the quintuple 
treaty, and of all correspondence between the Govern. 
ments of the United States and France, and of all communica. 
pions from the said General Cass to his own Government, and 
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from this Government to him, relating thereto, and relating to 
the late treaty with Great Britain. ` 


Mr. ARCHER sard that, since the resolution 
was laid on the table the other day, at his instance, 
he had conferred with the department in relation to 
it; and he understood that it was the Secretary’s 
opinion that the object of the resolution was em- 
braced in an antecedent call made some days ago, 
at the instance of the same honorable Senator. If 
that was the casc—though he would not object to 
the resolution—he thought it was superfluous. The 
papers could come in at a proper time, under the 
former resolution. 

‘Mr. BENTON thought himself that the papers 
called for were included in the other resolution; 
but, as that was a general call, and a very exten- 
sive one, the answer might be delayed some time. 
He was disposed to make a separate call, so as to 
get these papers at an earlier day than they could 
be bad under the former resolution. 

After a few further remarks by Mr. ARCHER, 
the resolution was adopted. 


RETRENCHMENT, ECONOMY, AND GOV- 
ERNMENT RESOURCES. 


The resolutions introduced on Tuesday last by 
Mr. McDourriz, on the propriety of adopting 
measures to revive commerce, replenish the impov- 
erished exchequer, and to.arrest the accumulation 
of public debt, by reducing the tariff of the last session 
to a revenue standard, and by practising a rigid 
system of retrenchment, economy, and accounta- 
bility, came up for consideration. ; 

Mr. McDUFFIE said that those resolutions in- 
volved questions of paramount importance; having 
more or Jess in effect the state of the Union involv- 
ed, he asked that they might be postponed till Mon- 
day next, at which time he would respectfully ask 
the Senate to take them up. 

The motion was egreed to. 


WATER-ROTTED HEMP. 


At Mr. CRITFENDEN’S request, the joint 
resolution from the House, providing for the es- 
tablishment of two agencies for the inspection and 
purchase of water-rotted hemp in the States of 
Kentucky and Missouri, for the use of the navy 
of the United States, was resumed as in committee 
of the whole; and, there being no proposition to 
amend, it was reported to the Senate. 

Mr. TAPPAN called for the yeas and nays on 
the pending question, which was that of ordering 
the resolution to be read a third time: and they were 
ordered, ' 


Mr. McDUFFIE, before the question was taken, 
begged leave to ask the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs if he understood him correct- 
ly, as having stated that water-rotted hemp of this 
country was to cost more than imported bemp? 


Mr. BAYARD answered that, when the subject 
was under consideration before, he had referred to 
memorials from hemp growers, and found by them 
that their estimate of a remunerating price was 
$280 per ton, or $14 per cwt. But this, evidently, 
was a mere matter of opinion, and there could be 
no doubt that the estimate was too high. The im- 
ported hemp was generally purchased at Boston, at 
rates varying from $175 to $180 or $200 per ton. By 
acommuvication from the city of New York, hebad 
learned that the price of imported hemp there was 
$225 for the best quality of Russian hemp. He 
did not at all understand the resolution as bav- 
ing any tendency to authorize the purchase of the 
home article at higher prices than those for which 
the foreign article of equal value could be obtair- 
ed. This was not its object. It was merely to 
establish agencies in ihe States mentioned, for the 
purpose of inspecting and encouraging the prop- 
er preparation of hemp suitable to the purposes 
of the vavy;the effect of which would be to ena- 
ble the home grower to furnish a proper article 
equal to the foreign article, and, in all probability 
cheaper. 

Mr. MeDUFFIE was opposed to the principle of 
making the General Government the nurse of par- 
ticular interests. He understood the proposition 
now to be, that an agent was to be sent to Ken- 
tueky, and another to Massouri, for the purpese cf 
instructing farmers in the better managemeni of 
their business. Besides the expense of providing 
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these instructors, the hemp was to cost something 
like 30 per cent..more than foreign hemp. 

Mr. MOREHEAD (at considerable length) en- 
deavored to show that the objections urged against 
the measure were unfounded. He maintained that 
the effect of having agents in Kentucky and Mis- 
souri, competent to give instructions for the best 
mode of preparing the article for the navy, would 
be, in the first place, toenlarge the market, and pro- 
duce competition against the foreign article; next, 
to insure a home supply, independent of foreign 
countries; and, finally, to induce better and cheaper 
terms for the Government. At present, the foreign 
article has a monopoly in the market, because our 
hemp, which is fully as good, is not as well pre- 
‘pared. But as soon as our farmers arrive at some 
exact and efficient process, they will be able to far- 
nish suitable hemp to the navy, probably much 
cheaper than the price now paid for foreign hemp. 
He pointed out the discouregement to our farmers 
in the West, of having to send their hemp for in; 
spection to Boston, under the probability of its be- 
ing rejected for some imperfection in the prepara- 
tion merely, which, if properly instructed, they could 
avoid. 

Mr. KING did not see how it was expected 
that agents from Kentucky and Missouri (in all 
probability, like the agent in*Boston, mere judges 
of the article in a prepared state, suitable for naval 
purposes) could be more competent to teach farm- 
ers their business, than the farmers themselves 
were of finding out the necessary knowledge to 
enable them to water-rot the hemp, so as to pro- 
duce an article entitled to hold competition with the 
foreign article. He understood it was not expect- 
ed that the Government was to be at the expense 
of forwarding the hemp, when selected, to the naval 
stations where it was to be used. So far, then, the 
market in Kentucky or Missouri, it was supposed, 
would be the same as in Boston. But this would not 
be the case; for the agent there would be subject to . 
influences and circumstances which would neces- 
sarily lead to his purchase of the supply required 
forthe navy, whether the article was as good as 
the foreign article, or not; and whether at a higher 
price, or not. The result would be, that the navy, 
in the end, would have to pay extravagant prices 
for the worst kind of material. i 

Mr. CRITTENDEN did not intend to occupy 
ten minutes in the few remarks he had to make. 
It was extraordinary that his friend from Alabama 
did not see that his argument against the influence 
to be exercised over agents was as applicable to an 
agency at Boston, as to onet Kentucky or Mis- 
souri. If an agent could be induced to make se- 
lection of inferior hemp at extravagant prices in 
Kentucky, why could he not be induced to do the 
same thing in Boston? Where was the difference 
between the atmosphere of influences in the two 
But was not the agency in the market in 
Kentucky as capable of being controlled effectually 
by the Secretary of ihe Navy as,ihat of Boston had 
been? 

Mr. C. stated in detail the inconveniences under 
which the growers cf hemp at present labored in 
Missouri and Kentucky, and the advantages which 
they and the Government would derive from resi- 
dent agents. 

Mr. WCODBURY said that, if it could be point- 
ed out that the Government was to be the benefi- 
cisry of this measure, he would be as favorable to 
itas any of its supporters, provided it was upon 
general principles, and could, as such, be carried 
out for the benefit of the Government, in every- 
thing else required for the use of the navy. But 
if it was tobe merely limited and specifie in its 
application, and a particular interest (and that, not 
the interest of the Government) was to be the bene« 
ficiary, he could not give his assent to the proposi- 
tion. If the principle is good, and the Govern- 
ment is to ke the great gainer, why not apply it to 
timber fer the use of ihe navy—to. iron, to bread, 
flour, beef, pork, and naval supplies of every kind? 
Why not send agents to inspeet the putting up of 
beef and pork, the manufacture of fluur, the cute 
ting down of imber, and the smelting of iron, to 
be used inthe navy? There was no complaint of 
the present mode of obtaining these things by pro- 
possi: and contract. Experience bad proved this 


to be the very best mode of obtaining supplies: | 
And as to having the agents to go to the markets, 
instead of the commodities coming to the places 
where they are wanted, it was an idea founded ca 
want of consideration. Things for the naval ser- 
vice must necessarily have their market on the 
seaboard, where they are alone marketable. If 
timber is sent to Norfolk for the navy, and re- 
jected, it finds a market for the commercial ma- 
rine; and so with iron, hemp, and other articles, 

Mr. BAGBY observed that he was opposed to 
the principle of this resolution, in any shape or 
form; but if gentlemen would pass it, they could 
not object to carrying out their own avowed object, 
of obtaining as good terms for the Government as 
could be had by the purchase cf foreign bemp. 
He should, therefore, move an amendment as a 
proviso, to the effect that the hemp purchased by 
these agents shall not exceed the price at which 
foreign hemp, of equal quality, can be bought. 
Although he expected this amendment would be 
adopted, and he should vote for it, yet, with or 
without the proviso, he should vote against the 
resolution. The real question at issue was not as 
to this particular case, but as to the effect of such 
asystem of legislation. Once it is embarked in, 
when is it to stop? What, too, is its object? It 
must be one of two things: it must be either for 
the benefit of the-Government, or for that of the 
farmers of Kentucky and Missouri. If it is for 
the benefit of the Government, it can be no objec! 
to them, in reference to the particular branch of the 
business itis to act upon. If for their benefit, and 
not that of the Government, why should it be at- 
tempted at all, as an act of general legislation? 
The Senator from Pennsylvania might, with as 
much propriety, call for an agency to. be estab- 
lished at the iron mines, to instruct smelters how to 
prepare iron for the navy, or to bring the market 
home to their doors. 


Mr. BUCHANAN said he thought his honora- 
ble friend from Alabama saw terrible consequences 
arising from the adoption of this resolution, which 
existed only in his own exuberant fancy. The fa- 
ble of the woodman and the forest might be push- 
ed a good deal too far; it might be used against the 
felling of a single tree, for the purpose of makit g a 
fire, or for the ordinary purposes of domestic econ- 
omy. He thoughtit was so inthis case, He cer- 
tainly would not disturb what (according to the 
Senator from New Hampshire) were the well-set- 
tled principles and practice of procuring materials 
forthe navy. Far fggm it, If there were peculiar 
cases, however, requiring peculiar exceptions, he 
would not omit acting upon these cases, because in- 
genuity might raise an argument out of it, that it 
would be an entering-wedge for the purpose of 
prostrating the system. What was the present case? 
It might be stated in a few words. He himself 
had, a great many years ago, had his attention 
turned to the subject of water-rotting hemp. It was 
introduced among the farmers of the county where 
he resided; and it was the specimen first produced 
in that county which impressed the Navy Board 
with the belief that American water-rotted hemp 
was equal to the foreign article; but such was be- 
lieved to be the unhealthiness of the process of wa- 
ter-rotting, that the farmers were induced to aban- 
don it. Of late, an impulse has been given to it by 
a gentleman in the West, who deserves great credit 
for the efforts he bas made. 

What did the bill propose? Anything novel? 
Anything out of the way? Not at all. It pro- 
posed simply the appointment of such agents in 
Missouri and Kentucky, as you have at Boston, 
and at other places, for the purchase of water-ro!- 
ted hemp for the Government. There was no ques- 
tion of tariff in this; no question about the en- 
couregement of domestic productions, He would 
vote with much pleasure for the proviso of the gen- 
eman from Alabama. Re agreed that we shouid 
not pay more for the article than the foreiga ar- 
ticle would cost. But, in the infancy of the pro- 
daction of the article; our farmers were liable to 
be imposed upon. Why not, then, send an agent 
near the place where the aiticle was produced, if 
it will encovrage its growth in this country? Was 
there any Senator who did not desire that we should 
have a supply of necessary articles for the navy, 
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if it ccald be purchased upon as cheap terms as 
the foreign article? Unless this could be done, it 
ought not to be purchased from the farmers of Mis- 
suuri, Kentucky, or any other State. It was a very” 
different thing from the purchase of beef, pork, 
iron, and the various productions ef this country, 
the manufacture of which was well understood. It 
was an article of a peculiar character, prepared in 
a peculiar. manner; and until the planters of the 
West got in the habit of producing it, it would be 
highly proper to afford them every facility; but he 
would not extend to them any peculiar advantages. 
If they produce the article at all, they should pro- 
duce it at as cheap a rate as the foreign article 


could be obtained. He would vote most cheer- ` 


fully in favor of the resolution. 

Mr. BAYARD had but one word to say.. It was 
merely in reference to this subject not being a mat- 
ter of recent origin. So far back as 1811, it bad 
been made a subject of national interest, It was 
revived in 1824; and Mr. Southard—then Secretary 
of the Navy—made a report, recommending it 
strongly to the consideration of Congress. Mr. B. 
read extracts from the reports on these occasions. 
He also read a great portion of the report of the 
present Secretary of the Navy, (Mr. Upshur,) 
showing how important he considered the present 
measure. Mr. B. maintained that the law, as it 
now stands, gives the Secretary of the Navy the 
option of making his purchases either in the open 
market or by contract. 

Mr. WOODBURY said that was necessary, be- 
cause, although the general principle was to be 
that of receiving proposals and making contracts, 
cases might occur in which a contractor, failing to 
fulfill bis engagement, the Secretary of the Navy 
would be under the necessity of resorting to the 
open market for immediate supplies; or cases might 
arise of proposals not being received, or being too 
high, and it would be proper to resort to the open 
market. 

Mr. BAYARD said he only meant to’contend 
that there was nothing in the law opposed to the 
principle invelved in this resolution, of sending 
agents into an cpen market to make necessary pur- 
chases for the navy. 

Mr. BAGBY made a few remarks, not distinatly 
heard in the gallery, in reply to the Senator from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. Buewanan.)} 

Mr. McDUFFIE did not take exception to the 
resolution on the ground that any agent properly 
selected by the Government would pay more for 
Kentucky hemp- of inferior quality than the price 
of the best foreign hemp; but his argument was, 
that the Kentucky hemp-growers had made out 
their own case, and, by their own showing, had 
proved that they could not afford to compete with 
toreign hemp f equal quality, without a premium 
of 50 per cen! from the Government. This shows 
that they are uut yet prepared for the competition; 


and that the present measure, even if the insupera- ` 


ble objections to it did not exist, was, to say the 
least of it, premature. 


Mr. BENTON considered the disposition recent- 
ly manifested to build up an enormous naval es- 
tablishment had rendered this measure indispens- 
able. A navy, costing seven millions of dollars 
annually, out of a Government income of thirteen 
or fourteen millions—a navy establishment for the 
protection of commerce, which yields only twice as 
much as the expenditure for that protection—never 
could be sustained, unless jt was rendered popular; 
and to become popular, it must be an American 
navy—-built of American materials, supplied with 
American stores, and manned with American sea- 
men—white American seamen, and not blacks. 


. This was the reason he had voted against the enlist- 


ment of blacks in cur navy. 

The amendment was then adopted. 

The question ihen came up on ordering the 
amendment to be engrossed, and the resolution to 
be read a third time. 

Some conversational discussion cecurred on the 
subject of the expense which the resolution would 
involve; Mr. SEVIER inquiring whether the agen- 
cies were to be establishments, or merely two in- 
dividual agents; and Mr. KING inquiring what 
tbe total expense per annum would be. Mr. BAY- 
ARD acknowledging that the committee had no es- 


$63 


timates, and stating that no appointment of agents 
could be made till an appropriation shou'd be 
passed on estimates furnished; and Mr. CRIT- . 
TENDEN stating that estimates from the depart- 
ment had already been furnished to the other 
House, showing that the whole cost would not ex- 
ceed $6,000. The question was allowed to be 
taken without farther debate, and the amendment 
was ordered to be engrossed, and the resolution 
read a third time—yeas 27, nays 17, a: follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard. Ben- 
ton, Buchanan, Clayton, Crafts, Crittenden, Dayton, Evaas, 
Huntington, Linn, McRoberts, Mangum, Milter, Morepead, 
Phelps, Porter, Simmons, Smith of Indiana, Sprague, Tali- 
madge, White, Woodbridge. and Young—27. 

NAYS—Messts. Allen, Bagby, Calhoun, Fulton, Henderson, 
King, McDuffie, Rives, Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, Stur- 
geon, Tappan, Walker, Wilcox, Williams, Woodbury, and 
Wright--17. : 

At a subsequent stage of the day’s proceedings, 
the resolution came up with the amendment en- 
grossed, and was read a third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. EVANS, the previous orders 
of the day were postponed, and the Senate took up, 
asin committee of the whole, the bili making ap- 
propriation for the payment of pensions for the 
half calendar year commencing on the Ist of Jan- 
vary, 1843, and ending 30th June, 1843; and for 
the fiscal year commencing on the Ist July, 1843, 
and ending on the 30th June, 1844; and there bea 
ing no proposition to amend the bill, it was reported, 
to the Senate, ; 

Mr. KING inquired what was the amount in- 
volved in the bill. 

Mr. EVANS replied, about $840,000 for the 
eighteen months— not much more than half the 
amount for the year as was appropriated last year. 

The bill was then, according to order, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The bill making appropriations for the naval 
service for the years 1843 and 1844, was read 
twice, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The followizg bills were then read the third 
time and passed, viz: 

House bill entitled “An act for the relief of the 
representatives of Alexander Macomb, Robert Jen- 
nings, and the heirs and legal representatatives of 
James Roddy, deceased, sureties of Samuel Champ- 
lin, late a paymaster in the army of the United 
States.” 

The bill to prevent the employment of private 

expresses upon mail routes, and for the prevention 
of frauds on the revenue of the Post Office Depart- 
ment. s ‘ 
The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Treasury Depart- 
ment, transmitting a report, in compliance with 2 
resolution of the Senate of the 27th August last, of 
the facts in relation to the erection of a light-house 
at the Southwest Pass of the Mississippi, which 

On motion by M@EVANS, was referred to the 
Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. EVANS gave notice that he would, on tos 
morrow, ask the Senate to take up and consider 
the navy appropriation biil. . 

Mr. BAYARD said there were one or two bills 
reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
which he asked the Senate to take up for considere 
tion. One was a bill which passed the Senate at 
the last session, for augmenting the marine: corps; 
and the other for the reorganization of the Navy 
Department. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said, did the Senator from 
Delaware think it was possible that they could 
wi'hin the remaining three weeks of the session, 
pass biils for reorganizicg the navy and marine 
corps? Fie hoped they would not be taken up. 

Mr. BAYARD did not know what the Senator 
meant by the reorganization of the navy. The biil 
wes merely to amend the bill passed at the last sesa 


- sion to reorganize the Navy Department, by esiaba 


lishing the bureau system. The bill concerning the 
augmentation of the marine corps was passed in 
the very form in which the bill was reported at 
this session, afier a long discussion, He hoped 
they weuld be taken up. 

The question was put on taking them up, and 
decided in the negative—ayes 15, noes 16, 

On motion by Mr. BAYARD, the bills were 
made the order of the day for Saturday next. 

The bill from the Heuse for the relief of Orrin, 
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Prentiss, of Stonington, Ct., owner of the schooner 
Lilly, and the crew of said vessel, was taken up, 
asin committee of the whole, on an adverse report 
of the Committee on Commerce, and rejected. 

House bill 568, for the relief of John Gerald 
Ford, was taken up, as in committee of the whole, 
on an adverse report of the Committee on Finance; 
and, without being considered, was, on the motion 
of Mr. BUCHANAN, iaid on the table for the 
present. 

House bill entitled “An act for the relief of 
Isaac Champlin” was taken up, as in committee of 
the whole, on an adverse report of the Committee on 
Commerce, and indefinitely postponed. 

House bill entitled “An act for the relief of 
Casper W. Weaver” was taken up as in com- 
mittee of the whole; and, after a few remarks by 
Messrs. KING, GRAHAM, BAYARD, and 
CLAYTON, in favor of its passage, and Mr. 
WRIGHT against its passage, it was reported to 
the Senate, and ordered to a third reading. 

On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, February 9, 1843. 


Mr. HENRY DODGE, on leave, submitted the 
following resolution; which was considered and 
adopted: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to report to 
the House: lst, the number of superintendents, agents, clerks, 
surveyors, and other assistants now in the employment ef the 
Government, at the agency of the lead-mines on the Upper 
Mississippi; the salary and compensation paid to each, and the 
Tundout of which the same is paid, together with the amount 
ofall the contingent expenses arising from said employment. 
Rd. Thathe report the amount ofrents which has been collect- 
ed on leases granted since the establishment of the present 
agency at Galena, in 1841; and whether these rents have been 
collected in cash or lead. 


Mr. PLUMER presented a communication, 
signed by 13 major and brigadier generals of the 
State of Pennsylvania, asking that the franking 
privilege be extended to major and brigadier 
generals in their correspondence with the Secre- 
tary of the Commonwealth and officers of divis- 
ions and brigades when writing on military sub- 
jects: referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Mr. J. HASTINGS presented a memorial, 
signed by 58 farmers of Columbiana county, Ohio, 
asking Congress for an equalization of the tariff, 
and in just reference to their staples of wool and 
hides; 

Also, a petition of the same tenor, signed by 49 
farmers of the same county; both of which were 
appropriately referred. 

à Mr. REYNOLDS called for the orders of the 
ay. 

The SPEAKER said that he would proceed in 
order, in calling upon the comm#tees of the House 
for reports, 

OCCUPATION OF OREGON, 

Mr. REYNOLDS, from the select commiitee 
appointed on the subject, reported a bill to adopt 
measures for the occupation and settlement of 
the Territory of Oregon, and for extending certain 
portions of the laws of the United States over the 
Same, and for other purposes: read twice, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

DISBURSING OFFICERS. 


Mr, FILLMORE, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported a bill to bring into the treas- 
ury moneys received by certain pub! ic officers be- 
fore they can be disbursed, and for other pur- 


poses, 
COAST SURVEY. 

Mr. FILLMORE wished to inquire of the chair- 
man of the Select Committee on the Coast Survey 
whether the House might expect a report from 
them this session? 

Mr. MALLORY replied that the committee stil] 
had the subject under consideration. They met 
from day to day, and probably would make a re- 
port next week, 

Mr. FILLMORE observed that that would be 
too late for the purposes of the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

Mr. WISE begged his colleague to inform the 


chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
that he need not delay any appropriation he con- 
templated on accouat of the report. 

Mr. MALLORY said that he wished to add that 
the report of the select committee had been de- 
layed, and its purposes somewhat changed, from 
the insults they had been constantly receiving from 
the superintendent of the coast survey. They had 
received some very insulting letters from Mr. 
Hassler. ; 

Mr. WISE observed that he did not know wheth- 
er a report might be expected at all, There was 
great diversity of opinion among the members as 
to what their report should be; and he thought it 
too late in the session for them, with their conflict- 
ing opinions, to come to any agreement. 

Mr. AYCRIGG (one of the members of the Se- 
lect Committee) asked leave to make a report, con- 
tainiug his views on one branch of a subject that 
had been referred to them. 

Mr. WARREN asked if it was the report of the 
majority of the committee. 

Mr. AYCRIGG said that it was a report con- 
taining his own particular views; but that he was 
authorized to present it by the committee. 

Mr. WARREN objected to its reception. 

Mr. MALLORY said that this report presented 
the gentleman’s views on a particular subject that 
had been reported on by the committee, and he 
could see no impropriety in receiving it. It was 
impossible to say what report the committee would 
agree on. 

Mr. WISE begged leave to add, that the com. 
miitee had not began to investigate this subject yet; 
and it wasteo late in the session to expect a re- 

ort. 

Mr. BARNARD objected to the reception of the ` 
report, as it did not come from the majority. 

Mir. WISE said that it was a very extraordinary 
case that one member out of five of a commiitee 
should make a report presenting his own peculiar 
views, and that four others of them should author- 
ize him-to presentit to the House, though they did 
not concur init, If this report was on the subject 
of weights and measures, he would inform the 
House that the committee had taken no action on 
it, except to delegate to the gentleman from New 
Jersey the office of collecting facts, which they were 


toact on. The committee had taken no vote on 
the subject. 
Mr. HOPKINS observed that there was, ac- 


cording to his understanding, nothing unustal— 
nothing but what was consistent with the universal 
practice of the House—in receiving this report as 
the senlimentsof an individual member of the com- 
mittee. The majority of the commitiee had re- 
ported on one branch of the subject committed to 
them; and the gentleman from New Jersey, in ac- 
cordance with the universal custom of the House, 


` Asked leave to present a minorily report contain- 


ing his views. The gentleman had a right to do 
this, and sucha privilege was never denied to a 
minority of a committee. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Maryland observed that a 
custom had grown up in the House, and was of 
late years, allowing minorities of committees to 
make reports. According to parliamentary Jaw, 
and the former usage of the House, minority re- 
ports were not known at all. Nothing could come 
from: the committee, in the form of a report, but 
what was agreed on by a majority of its members. 
He alinded to another practice which had grown 
up-~and this was the courtesy of eommiitecs, which 
allowed single members to draw up reports and 
present them to the House, in the name of tbe ma- 
jority, though every member of the majority had 
net concurred in them. A case of this kind had 
just struck his notice. It was the report of the 
Committee of Ways and Méans on the subject of 
issuing two hundred millions of Governmentstceks 
to be distributed among the States. his report 
professed to come from the majority, and he should 
like to know if every member of the majority con- 
curred in ii. 

Mr. JOSEPH R. INGERSOLL said that the 
report was drawn vp under instructions from a ma- 
jority of the committee, and concurred in by them 
when it was read tothem. He called on the chair- 
man to say whether it had his sanction, 


~~ 


Mamaeroa rere me arrana aaaea 


SAC. pen a ooa oE hea, || chairman of ihe Commitee of Ways and Means || Mr. FILLMORE had no hesitation in sayin FILLMORE had no hesitation in saying 
that, in reference to the report, it had his unquali- 
fied ‘approbation. 

Mr. JOS. R. INGERSOLL next called on the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mi Mason] to say whether 
he did not concur in the report; but it was ascer- 
tained that the gentleman was not in his seat. 
Mr. I. begged leave to ask the chairman, if the 
person who drew up the report did not act under 
instructions from the majority of the committee; 
and whether that report did not receive the appro- 
bation of every member of the committee, when 
it was read to them? 

Mr. EVERETT made some remark, which was 
inaudible at the reporter’s desk, 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL replied that the gentle- 
man from Vermont did not understand it, 

Mr. FILLMORE rose; but 

Mr. W. C. JOHNSON said he should proceed. 
The gentleman {Mr. J. R, InesrsorL] had brought 
two gentlemen to confession. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLE rose and wished .to 
say a word. 

Mr. EVERETT objected to this course of pro- 
ceeding. 

Mr. W. C. JOHNSON said he introduced this 
subject to illustrate the main principle with which 
he had started—the introduction af reports by the 
courtesy of committees, which had grown into an 
abuse in this House. The proof of that fact was 
contained in ihe document alluded to. He found 
a winority report, signed by several members of 
acommittee; he also found a report, in which an 
individual was speaking for a majority; but he 
was told by several members of that committee 
that they had not signed that majority report, nor 
had they assented to, or dissented from, its prin- 
ciples. 

Mr. FILLMORE said, if that debate was in 
order, be should ask who those members were that 
had made such a statement. 

The SPEAKER was understood to say that the 
debate was in order. 

Mr. FILLMORE submitted that the statement 
made by the gentleman from Maryland was an im- 
putation on the members of the committee; and, if 
this debate was to be pursued, it was right that 
the House should know who those members were. 
He (Mr. Fittmore) was a member cf the com- 
mittee, and was present at its deliberations; and 
he only knew of one gentleman who expressed any 
doubi, and that was the gentleman from Indiana, 
{Mr. Wattacz.] But that g&Mileman afierwards 
assented to the report, 


Mr. W. C. JOHNSON said, if the gentleman 
from New York would interrogate the member 
from Kentucky [Mr. MARSHALL] and the member 
from Ohio, [Mr. Samson Mason, ] they would speak 
for themselves. 

Mr. FILLMORE would say of the member 
from Kentucky, that he was not present at the 
necting of the committee; and the gent'eman from 
Ohio was not now in kis sea! in the House. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL world inquire if the 
gentleman from Obio had not been interrogated, 

ani if he had not fully sanctioned the views and 
dcetrines of the report which had been made. 

Mr. FILLMORB’S reply was not heard. 

Mr. ADAMS was understood to state the prac- 
tice of committees to be, that they allowed reports 
to he made by individnal members, by courtesy; 
and that such reports were not bindi ing on mem- 
bers of the commutiee, y who were at liberty in the 
House either to odpose or to support them. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL assured the gentleman 
from Massachusetts that this report was a special 
exception from that practice. ‘Phat report was 
prepared by an individual member of the commit- 
tee, bet it was afterwards carefully read in the 
presence cf every member of that committee, with 


s remained in the hands of members of the 
commiliee, other than the member who prepared it, 
for several days; and it was returned with (as he 
supposed) the unanimous assent and approbation of 
the committee, with the exception of the gentleman 
from Kentucky, (Mr. Manswait,] who was not 
present during any of the discussions on thatsub- | 
ject, and whose indisposition has kept him much 


from his seat in the House; andthe gentleman 
from South Carolina, [Mr. Pickens,] who express- 
ed some doubts. But the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Mason] had expressed his most unqualified 
approbation of the repor@as it was drawn and 
presented. 

Mr. PICKENS reminded the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania that the resolution accompanying 
the report was originally drawn in a different 
shape from that in which it was presented. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL was glad. the gentle- 
man from South Carolina had reminded him of 
that fact. He originally drew the resolution; and 
at the time the gentleman from South Carolina 
dissented in committee, it stood simply as a reso- 
lution to discharge the committee from the further 
consideration of the subject; but, as several mem- 
bers desired it, he modified the resolution, and it 
was put in the form in which it was presented to 
the House. The gentleman from Maryland he 
(Mr. J. R. IncersoL.) must, therefore, eonsider as 
having made an attack on the Committee of 
‘Ways and Means, and on its members individu- 
ally, to whom, he begged to assure, him, the re- 
port was carefully read. 

Mr. W. C. JOHNSON was glad to hear that 
explanation from the members of that committe. 
His purpose was not to arraign that committee; 
but to show the importance of attaching the signa- 
tures of members of committees to the reports made 
to that House, and the necessity of caution in ex- 
tending the courtesy to an individual to make a report 
foran entire committee. He had nothing to say 
in relation to the adoption of the report; he would 
simply say, that this case proved that it was neces- 
sary to correcta public error. That public error 
was, that the reports made to this House were the 
reports of committees, and not of-individual mem- 
bers of committees. To this he wished to call the 
attention of this House and of this country, and to 
enter his protest against that practice by which 
public opinion was so essentially influenced, and, 
as had been shown, by single individuals to whom 
the powers of commitiees were conceded by cour- 
tesy. In this way, false public opinion was created 
on subjects brought before Congress for its action. 
He protested against such a practice, and insisted 
that reports should come to that House with the sanc- 
tion of a majority of a committee. 

After a few words from Mr. EVERETT, Mr, 
AYCRIGG, and Mr. WISE, 

Mr. AYCRIGG called the attention of the House 
to the fact, that the r@port which had elicited this 
debate was made by him as an individual member 
of a committee, and it did not purport to be the 
report of the committee. 

Mr. REYNOLDS moved the previous question; 
which, after some observations from Messrs. EV- 
ERETT, BARNARD, and the SPEAKER, was 
seconded; the main question was ordered to be put, 
and the moiion was agreed to. 

Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Captain William Smallwood 
Tiller; and it was read twice, and committed. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee of 
Claims, made an adverse report, and then offered 
a resolation to authorize the Committee of Claims 
to employ a clerk. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON said this question had 
been voted upon, and voted down repeatedly by the 
yeas and nays; he would therefore move to lay the 
resolution on the table. f 

The resolution was laid où the tabie—68 votes 
in the affirmative, and 63 in the negative. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. CRAWFORD (the recenily elected Repre- 
sentative from Georgia, to supply.the vacancy ot- 
casioned by the death of Mr. Hapersnam) rose, 
and was understood io make an inquiry from the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Cz. Brown. ] 
on a subject of a personal nature. The honorable 
gentleman spoke very inandibly, but he was un- 
derstood to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
if, by-his remarks of yeeterday, he had intended 
to cast an imputation on him, (Mr. C.,) or toin- 
ginuate ihat means were resorted to, in bis election, 
which were not proper, legal, or honest. The re- 
masks of the gentleman from Pennsylvania were 


Georgia to rise in his place, and say that the result 


- the constituents of that gentleman, the vacancy 
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to the effect that he had heard, when, at the last 
election for members to the next Congress in Geor- 
gia, the entire Whig delegation was defeated, that 
their defeat was caused by General Apathy; but 
now tbat they had been able to get one crumb of 

omtort, by the election of one member for the 
fail of the session, they hailed it as a great tri- 
umph, and a glorious victory. But might not that 
result, the gentleman from Pennsylvania inquired, 
have been caused by General Apathy also? He{Mr. 
B] further said, he would ask any gentleraan from 


of that election was caused by a single measure of 
this session, Was that gentleman (Mr. Crawrorp] 
elected to make a national bank? Was he elected 
to perpetuate the bigh tarif? He [Mr. Brown] 
had not seen that gentleman’s votes yet, but he 
would vote differently from the Whigs of his sec- 
tion of the country, if he voted for these measures. 

He again was understood to call upon the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania to say whether he had 
intended to cast any personal reflection by these 
remarks. 

Mr. C. BROWN said he would answer the 
question of the gentleman. He did not, by expres- 
sion or by implication, impute that, by any contri- 
vance either of the gentleman from Georgia, or of 


caused by the death of Mr. Habersham had been 
supplied. He only incidentally remarked, as the 
gentleman’s election kad been mentioned, that it 
was called a glorious victory and a great triumph, 
when it was nothing else than the election of a 
member to filla vacancy for the tail end of the ses- 
sion. He knew nothing that could justify him in 
imputing anything wrong-to the gentleman from 
Georgia; on the contrary, he had always ander- 
stood that he was a high-minded, honorable man; 
and those who voted for him did so, doubtless, with 
the purest principles. If the gentleman wished 
him to explain further, he would do so. [Cries of 
“that’s enough.”] 

Mr. CRAWFORD had not heard the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania very distinctly, but he under- 
stood that the gentleman had said that he was 
elected as the tail end of a member. 

Mr. C. BROWN said his words were, that the 
gentleman was elected for the tail end cf a ses- 
sion. 

He further added, that he was surprised that 
the gentleman should suppose that there was any- 
thing disrespectful meant by the remarks to which 
his attention had been called; and he thought the 
gentleman from Georgia was the only gentleman 
in this House who would so interpret them. He, 
however, begged to assure the gefitleman that no 
imputation was meant on his part. 

Mr. CRAWFORD was understood to say, that 
as the gentleman from Pennsylvania had disclaim- 
ed any disrespectful imputation, he had nothing 
more to say. 

Mr. C. BROWN would, however, be pleased if 
the gentleman from Georgia would respond to the 
questions which he yesterday submitted, as it was 
important that the House should know whether he 
was elected in consequence of any measures of this 
session, or to sustain those Whig principles which 
the gentleman from Indiana (Mr. Waite] had laid 
down-—[laughter]—namely, a national bank, a 
tariff, and distribution. 

Mr. CRAWFORD did not respond, and here 
the conversation terminated. 

~ At this stage of the day’s proceedings, a message 
was received from the Senate, by ASBURY Dickins, 
esq., their Secretary, accompanied by the sword of 
Washington and the staff of Franklin, mm charge 
of their Sergeant-at-arms, stating that the Sengte had 
unanimously adopted the joint resolation pre- 
senting the thanks of Congress to Samuel T. Wash- 
ington for the said. memorials. 

Mr. J. P. KENNEDY, from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported a bill to continue in force 
an act therein named, relating to the port of Balti- 
more. Mr. K. expressed ihe hope that it would 
be now acted on. “te 

After some conversation between Messrs. 
SMITH of Virginia, KENNEDY, and CAVE 
JOHNSON, the bill, having been read twice, and 


ordered to be engrossed, was put upon its third 
reading, and passed. 

Mr. THOMAS W. WILLIAMS, from the 
Committee on Commerce, reported a bill to re- 
duce the salary of the surveyor of the port of 
Camden, N. J. The dill was read three several 
times, and passed. 

Mr. S. J. ANDREWS, from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported a bill to repeal the act enti- 
tled ‘An act to extend the collection district of 
Wiscasset.” 

Mr. FESSENDEN hoped that this bill would 
now be taken up and passed. No objection bav- 
ing been made, the bill was read a third time and 
passed. 

Mr. HOWARD said he was instructed by the 
Commitiee on Public Lands to move that bill 
numbered 334 be taken .up and acted on, Ob- 
jection was made, and the bill was not taken up. 

The SPEAKER announced that the morning 
hour had expired. 

Mr. W. C. JOHNSON rose to offer a resolution 
connected with the iateresting ceremony which 
took place the day before yesterday, (presentation 
of the sword, &c.) He was about to submit his 
resolution, when 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia rose, and suggested 
that, by general consent, the call on the committees 
for reports should be continued. 

The SPEAKER said he would pursue that 
course, if no objection was made. 

Mr. MORROW, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported a bill to authorize certain persons 
to change the location of lands they are entitled to 
by treaty stipulations: read twice, and ordered to 
remain on the Speaker’s table for action. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, reported a joint res- 
olution for the relief of certain contractors for 


carrying the United States mail: read twice, and. 


reported to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. JOSEPH L. WILLIAMS, from the Com- 
mittee on the Fost Office and Post Roads, reported 
a bill for the relief of Walker, Caruthers, & Co.: 
yead twice, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. BARNARD, from the Committee on’ the 
Judiciary, reported Senate biil entitled “An act for 
the relief of Richard Henry Wilde.” 

Mr. B. hoped the bill would be now taken up 
and passed. 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia objected. He hoped 
the bill would be allowed to take its course. 

Mr. BARNARD thereupon moved that the bill 
be printed, and that it lie on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. MOORE, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of James 
Pepper and cthers: read twice, and referred to the 
Committee of ths Whole House. 

Mr. WATTERSON, from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, reported a joint resolution for the 
relief of eertain claimants under the Cherokee 
treaty of 1835-6: read twice, and referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HARRIS asked leave to report a bill to re- 
peal and modify the duties on salt. 

Mr. BRIGGS objected. 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia, from the Committee 
on Revolutionary Pensions, reported a bill for the 
relief of John Peek, and a bill for the relief of 
Esher Sawyer: read twice, and referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. GORDON, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported a bill to amend and explain the 
act of 31 May, 1830, entitled “An act to amend the 
acientitied ‘An ast for therctief of certain surviving 
oMecrs and soldiers of the Revolution: ” read twice, 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

„Mr. G. also made an adverse report. 

Adverse reports were reade from different come 
mittees, by Messrs. MORRIS, BAKER, and 
STATTON. 

ANNUAL REPORT FROM 
OFFICER. 

Mr. R. McCLELLAN called np the motion, 
hitherto submitted by him, to print 5,000 extra co- 
pies of the annual report of the Commissioner of 
Patents, 


THE PATENT 


Mr. SMITH of Virginia opposed the motion, 


deg 
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‘The document was too voluminous, and the matter 
which it contained. was extra-official and out of 
the sphere of this Government. The printing of 
the document would involve a heavy expense, and 
for an object entirely unofficial. 

Mr. BRIGGS advocated the printing; and 
moved that the number of copies bè increased to 
10,000. i 

Mr. McCLELLAN accepted the amendment. 
He contended that the report of the Commissioner 
of Patents was no more than what he was required 
by law to make, He sent to the Clerk a synopsis 
of the contents of the report; which was read. 

Mr. PENDLETON moved the previous ques- 
tion; which was seconded by the House, and the 
main question ordered. 

„Mr. SMITH of Virginia called for the yeas and 
nays; but they were not ordered. 

The question was taken on the amendment to 
Print 10,000 instead of 5,000 extra copies, and car- 
ried. 

The question then being on the motion, as amend- 
ed, to print 10,000 extra copies— 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia called for the yeas 
and nays; but the House did not sustain the call, 
but decided the question in the affirmative without 
a division. 

The following bilis from the Senate were sever- 
ally read and referred to appropriate committees: 

The bill to alter the place of holding the district 
court of the United States for the distriet of New 
Jersey. 


The bill making appropriations for the repaving : 


and repairing of certain portions of Pennsylvania 
avenue. 

The bill to perfect the titles to lands south of the 
Arkansas river, held under New Madrid locations. 


OREGON TERRITORY. 


The bill authorizing the adoption of measures 
for the occupation and settlement of the Oregon 
Territory, and fur extending certain portions of 
the laws of the United Siates over ihe same, and 
for other purposes, was taken up. 

On the question of referring this bil, Mr. PEN- 
DLETON moved the reference to the Committee 
on Military Affairs; , 

Mr. REYNOLDS moved the reference to the 
Commitiee of the Whole on the state of the Union; 


and 

Mr. EVERETT moved to refer it to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, 

The two first motions were rejected, and the last 
adopted, referring the bill to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

The bill from the Senate, to change the time of 
holding the cireuit court of the United States for 
the District of Connecticut, was also read twice, 
and referred. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The morning hour having expired, the Chair 
announced that this day was set apart for the con- 
sideration of business in relation to the District of 
Columbia; and, 

On motion by Mr. UNDERWOOD, the House 
resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, (Mr. 
‘Wagon of New York in the chair.) 

Mr. SOMMERS called up the bill to require 
one of the judges of ihe circuit conrt of the District 
of Columbia hereafter to reside in Alexandria; and 
the bill being amended, at the suggestion of Mr. 
HOPKINS, so as to make the residence in Alexan. 
dria county, instead of within ihe limits ef the town, 
was laid aside to be reported. 

Oa motion by Mr. UNDER WOOD, the commit- 
tee next look up the bill to incorporate the orphan 
asylum and free school of Alezandria, in the Di- 
tries of Columbia. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT moved to amend it, by stri- 
king out the word “forever,” and inserting “twenty. 
years,” for the duration of the charters and after 
some remarks from Messrs. SMITH, POWELL, 
ROOSEVELT, and UNDERWOOD, the motion 
was rejected. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD then moved that the eom- 
mittee take up the bill for the relief of the Howard 
Institution; which was agreed to. He then ex. 
plained that it was proposed by this bill to seil cer- 
tain lots of land in this city for the purpose of rais- 
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ing $5,000, with which to enable that institution to 
build a house for its ure, as it must vacate the 
small building which it now cecupied. 

Mr REYNOLDS opposed the bill, and urged 
that Congress had'no more right to give money to 
the city of Waskington, than it had to give it to 
any other city of the Union. ; 


Mr. W. C. JOHNSON replied, and gave his 


support to the bill. 


Mr. SMITH of Virginia moved that the bill 
be laid aside, with a recommendation that it be re- 
jected. He replied to the argument of the gentle- 
man from Maryland [Mr. W. Cost Jounson] that it 
was the duty of Congress to surrender all the lots 
acquired from tue State of Maryland to the District 
of Columbia. 


Mr. W.C. JOHNSON explained. He had only 
spoken in favor of surrendering $5,000 worth of 
lots, 


Mr. SMITH appealed to the committee to say 
whether the scope of the gentleman’s argument was 
not such as he had stated. He then entered into 
an argument against the bill, on the ground that it 
proposed that Congress should take the paupers of 
the District upon their hands, and support them. 
It was the duty of every community to maintain its 
own paupers. Why should the people of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. be excepted from the general 
rule? Why should Congress undertake to support 
the paupers of a community, who were daily in the 
receipt of favors from the Government? As well 
might Congress undertake to support the paupers 
of the States. 


Mr. R. W. THOMPSON advocated the bill, 
and replicd to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Smirn.] : 


{A message, in writing, was received from the 
President of the United States, by the bands of 
Robert Tyler, esq, his private secretary.} 


Mr. GRANGER replied to the gentleman from 
Virginia, (Mír. SmıTn,] and more particularly to the 
doctrine that each community should support is 
own poor. He also replied to the gentleman from 
Illinois, [Mr. Reynoups,] who had opposed the 
giving so much money to the Wistrict, whilst so 
little was appropriated for improvementin the West- 
ern States. 

The debate was further continued by Messrs. 
REYNOLDS, SMITH of Virginia, POPE, and 
GORDON; after which, 


The question was taken on striking out all 
afier the cnacting clause, and it was negatived— 
34 voting in the affirmative, and 87 in the negative, 
The bill was then laid aside, to be reported to the 
Fouse. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD next called vp a biil to 
provide for an insane asylum for the District of 
Columbia. . 

Mr. UNDERWOOD explained the objects of 
the bill, . 

Mr, CAVE JOHNSON opposed the bill, and 
maintained that it would incur a vast expense an- 
nualiy upon the treasury. He was opposed to ap- 
propriations of this kind at a time when there was 
no money in the treasury to pay the ordinary de- 
mands upon it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD replied; and Mr, JOHN- 
SON rejoined, ; 

Mr. BRIGGS advocated the bill, and maintained 
that its passage was ealied for by every principle 
of humanity. . 

Mir. ROOSEVELT opposed the bill, and con- 
tended that the revenues of the e@@untry were such 
as no’ to justify an expenditure of this kind. He 
stated that he had information, on whieh he could 
rely, that the revenues were now not more than 
$9,000,000 per annum. He felt it to he an impe- 
iious duty to oppose every appropriation not abso- 
lutely ealied fer by the necessities cf the country. 

Afier some further remarks from Messrs. PROF. 
FIT, CAVE JOHNSON, MALLORY, and FILL- 
MORE, 

On motion of Mr. SMITH, the committee rose; 
and, after the reception and reference of several 
Executive communications, 

The House adjourned. 


o 


IN SENATE. : 
Fripay, February 10, 1843. 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented a memorial from 
W. R. Bartlett, of the city of New York, accompa- 
nied by a printed pamph t—being a treatise on the 
causes of diseases in hor: Band cattle, and fruit, and 
the . remedy. Fhe- memorialist prays Congress 
to pass a joint resolution to make an appropriation 
for its publication and distribution to the farmers 
of the country: referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from 
eighty persons, who subscribe themselves as citi- 
zens of ‘he United States, residents of Pennsylva- 
nia, asking. Congress to authorize the issue of 
$200,000,000 of Government stock, based en the 
public lands, to be distributed to the Statesin a 
representative ratio, for the purpose of afford- 
ing a sufficient and necessary currency: referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented a memorial 
from inhabitants of Grand Valley, in the State of 
Michigan, asking for an apprepriation for the con- 
struction of a harbor in the mouth of Grand river, on 
Lake Michigan: referred to the Commiitee on 
Commerce. : 

Mr. W. also presented a memorial from one 
hundred and forty-seven citizens uf the county 
of Oakland, in the State of Michigan, praying 
for the discontinuance of a portion of the military 
road leading from Detroit, in that county, as a use- 
less expense to the people: referred to the Commit- 
tee on Roads and Canals. 

Also, presented a petition from Lewis Lambert, 
praying allowance for interest on certain moneys 
paid for land, the certificates of purchase for which 
were for a very great length of time vacated, 
and the purchase money was, after this great de- 
lay, directed to be returned to him: referred to the 
Judiciary Committee, 

Mr. SMITH of Indiana presented a joint reso- 
lution, adcpied by the Legislature of Indiana, in- 
structing the Senators and requesting the Repre- 
sentatives from that State to use their influence to 
prozure an appropriation to improve the naviga- 
tion of the Mississippi, Obio, Wabash, and other 
important rivers, which are national highways, 
and tributaries to those rivers. 

Also, presented a joint resolution from the same 
source, instructing the Senators and requesting the 
Representatives from that State, to urge upon Con- 
gress the establishment of a home market for water 
rotted hemp; which were orgered to lie on the 
table and be printed. 

Also, presented a memorial, numerously signed, 
from citizens of Indiana, on the subject of granting 
pre-emption rights to land now reserved from the 
right of pre-emption: referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 


Mr. DAYTON presented a memorial from pro- 
prietors, managers, agents, captains, and pilots, of 
the several lines of steamboats plying to and from 
the city of New York, setting forth that so much 
of the steamboat law which compels the boats to 
be provided with tiller chains insteed of ropes, is 
destructive of the security of life and property, on 
account of the difficulty of managing the boats with 
facility with them; and that they have been come 
pelied to violate that provision of the law, by rea- 
son of which they are subjected to numerous prose 
cations, which are now pending. They pray Con- 
gress to pass a special Jaw, granting them relief 
against these prosecutions; and, for the purpose of 
relieving them from future prosecutions, to modify 
that provisien of the law referred to. 

Mr. DAYTON made some remarks calling the 
attention of the Committee on Commerce to the 
subject, and expressing a wish that they would do 
what was right in the premises, 

Mr. HUNTINGTON said similar memorials 
had been referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
The subject had not been taken up by the 
committee yet, for the reason that the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, in the House, had re- 
ported a bill to consummate the object; which, no 
doubt, would be passed, and, in the order of busi- 
ness, reach ihe Committee of the Senate. The 
committee would then act upen the subject prompt- 
lye It was his individual opinion that the law 


should be so altered as not to compel those boats 
on the Sound, to the hazard of life and property, to 
use those chains. 

The memorial was then referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Mr. DAYTON present a memorial from citi- 
zens of Trenton, in which they express a favorable 
opinion of the plan commonly called the exchequer 
plan, and recommend the passage of a law incor- 
porating in it the principles of that plan: laid on 
the table. - 

Mr. WOODBURY presented a petition from 
Phineas Bennet and Nahum Andrews, represent- 
ing that they had invented a new apparatus and 
machinery for raising wrecks, wiih which they 
have saved a great deal of property, and praying 
Congress to pass a law for their relief, by exempt- 
ing all goods which they save from wrecks from 
the payment of duty: referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

OREGON TERRITORY. 

Mr. LINN presented joint resolutions adopted 
by the Legislature of Missouri; declaring that the 
right to the Oregon Territory is alone in the United 
States; and that that right is just, andcafinot be aban- 
doned without a disgraceful sacrifice of the nation- 
al honor; and that it is the duty of the Govern- 
ment to protect our citizens to the fullest extent, 
who emigrate there, in the rights of property and 
all the privileges which pertain to citizens of the 
United States. They instruct the Senators, and 
request the Representatives from that State, to use 
their exertions for the adoption of such measures 
as will tend to a speedy and uncontrolled posses- 
sion of that territory: on motion by Mr. BENTON, 
ordered to be printed. A 

Mr. McROBERTS presented joint resolutions 
adopted by the Legislature of Illinois, on the sub- 

ject of the Oregon Territory, declaring that the 
title of the United States to it is indisputable, and 
averring that the safety of ber title was greatly en- 
dangered by the concessions made in the late treaty 
to settle the Maine boundary, and that it will be 
more endangered by a longer delay on the part of 
the United States to assert her title and take pos- 
session of the Territory. They instruct the Sen- 
ators, and request the Representatives to vote 
for the bill introduced by Senator Linn, to occupy 
the Territory: read, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SEVIER, from the Committee on Pensions, 
reported back, without amendment, and with a 


recommendation that it do pass, House bill for the } 


relief of Jacob White. 


On motion by Mr. GRAHAM, the Committee 
on Claims was discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the petition of Israel Ketchum, for 
indemnity for losses sustained as sub-contractor 
under Farrow & Harris. 

Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported a bill to incorporate the 
Georgetown College, in the District of Columbia; 
which was read, and ordered to a second reading. 

On motion by Mr. CLAYTON, the Judiciary 
Committee was discharged from the further con- 
sideration of House bill for the relief of Weaver 
and Hayberger; and it was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. i 

On motion by Mr. HUNTINGTON, the Com- 
mittee on Commerce was discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the memorial of the citizens 
of tbe county of Galena, Ilinois, praying tnat the 

` city of Galena might be made a port of entry. 

Mr. H. also reported back, from the same eom- 
mittee, without amendment, and with a recom- 
mendation that it be indefinitely postponed, the bill 
to establish a port of entry at the city of Galena, 
in the State of Ilinois., 

The question was put on this recommendation, 
and the bill was rejected. ; 

Mr. BAGBY, from the Committee on Pensions, 
reported back, without amendment, and with a 
recommendation that it do pass, the bill for the re- 
lief.of James Gray. 

Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs; reported a bill for the relief of F. A. Kerr; 
which was read, and ordercd to a second reading. 

Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of the legal 
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representatives of William Walker; which was - 


réad, and ordered to a second reading. , 

Mr. BATES, from the Committee on Pensions, 
reported back, without amendment, and with a 
recommendation that they be indefinitely post- 
poned, House bills entitled 

An act for the relief of Sampson Brown. 

An act for the relief of Eliza Whiteman, and 

An act for the relief of William Patterson. 

Mr. BATES, from the same committee, to which 
had been referred the bill for the relief of Elizabeth 
Hillman, reported adversely to the passage of the 
same, on the ground that shefwas entitled to re- 
lief under the existing laws; and, on his motion, 
leave was granted to her to withdraw her petition 
and papers, with a view to present them at the 
proper department. ; 

On motion by Mr. WALKER, the previous 
orders of the day were postponed, and the Senate 
took up, as in committee of the whole, the bill in 
relation to the two per cent. fund of the State of 
Mississippi. _ ` 

Mr. WALKER explained that the bill merely 
authorized that State to apply $25,000 of the two 
per cent. fund, which had been relinquished to her 
for another purpose, to the completion of the rail- 
road from Brandon to the Alabama line. 2 

There being no amendment proposed, the bill 
was reported to the Senate; and, being engrossed 
according to order, was read the third time, and 
passed. 


Mr. BARROW, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a joint resolution, appropriating 
#1,000 to experiment with the plan of Josiah W. 
Kirk, for guarding steamboats on the Western wa- 
ters against snags, &c.; which was read twice, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. YOUNG, on leave, introduced a bill for the 
relief of John W. Skidmore; which was read twice, 
and referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 


On motion by Mr. KING, the previous orders were 
postponed, and the.bill for the relief of the heirs 
of William Fisher was taken up asin committee 
of the whole; and there being no proposition to 
amend, it was reported to the Senate, and, being 
engrossed according to order, was read the third 
time and passed. 

The bill for the relief of the owners of the fund 
received from the British Government as indemnity 
for slaves lost on board of the Comet and Enco- 
mium, being engrossed, was read the third time 
and passed. i 

Engrossed bill for the relief of Casper W. Wea- 
ver, was read the third time and passed, 


THE ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House bill (No. 645) making appropriations 
for the support of the army and of the Military 
Academy, and for armories, arsenals, arms, and 
munitions of war, and surveys, for the half cslen- 
dar year ending the 30th of June, 1843, and for 
the fiscal year beginning lst July, 1843, and end- 
ing the 30th of Jane, 1844, was taken up as in 
committee of the whole; and the following amend- 
ments, reported from the Committee on Finance, 
were read, and placed under consideration: Page 3, 
after line 52, insert, “For arrearages for the com- 
pleting quarters and barracks at Fort Severn, Mary- 
land, $9,023 50;” page 6, line 115, after ‘‘year,” 
ingert, “Including a survey of the direct commu- 
nication from Albemarle Sound to the Atlantic 
ocean;” page 6, after line 125, insert, “For con- 
tinuing the meteorological observations at the mili- 
tary posts of the United States, under the direction of 
the Surgeon General, for the said fiscal year,$2,060;” 
page 6, after line 125, insert, “For the continu- 
ation of improvements on the Missouri, Missis- 
sippi, Ohio, and Arkansas rivers, for said half 
year, $50,000; and for said fiscal year, $160,000.” 

Mr. GRAHAM moved a verbal amendment to 
one of the amendments; which was adopted. 

The first two amendments were then adopted, 

The question being put on the third——that ap- 
propriating $2,000 for continuing meteorological 
observations — 

Mr. BENTON asked the chairman of the Fi- 
nance Committee if this proposition came from the 
Surgeon General? 


Mamenn i eames, a emanninrreint ater trate nef 
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Mr. EVANS replied that it came from the Sec- 
retary of War. 

Mr. BENTON asked if the Surgeon General 
had not made a report adverse fo the proposition; 
and whether the committee had had that report bee. 
fore it, and had given it consideration? 

Mr. EVANS replied that the Surgeon General’s 
teport was not among the documents before the 
committee; and, therefore, was not taken into con- 
sideration, further than it was known to the com- 
mittee. But the Secretary of War thought the con- 
tinuation of the observations important and neces 
sary; and in this opinion the committee concure 


red. 

Mr. BENTON said that, as it appeared the Sur- 
geon General’s report had not been before the com- 
mittee, and as it was desirable that time should be 
allowed for examining.and considering it, he hoped 
this item would be passed over for the present. 

Mr. EVANS remarked, that there was no ne- 
cessity for the delay. With a general knowledge 
of the contents of that report, the committee had 
concurred in opinion withthe Secretary of War, 
that the continuation of the observations was im- 
portant and necessary. 

Mr. LUNN said that, some years ago, he had 
looked into this subject. He believed he was a 
member of a select committee appointed, for the 
purpose. During his investigation, be found that 
the War Department, in 1817 or 1818, had institu- 
ted the system of requiring medical men at the dif- 
ferent military posts of the United States to make 
meteorological observations for the information of 
the Government and the country. In consequence 
of this system, a vast amount of information 
reached the department from year to year; but it 
lay waste and useless for want of generalization 
and arrangement. Atlength, a gentleman of the 
army undertook the arrangement on his own re~s 
sponsibility, and published the result in a book, 
which has ever since been esteemed: of the most 
valuable character. Had such observations been 
collected, and in a suitable form, accessible to per- 
sons intrusted with the selection of sites for milita- 
ry posts and fortifications, such a waste of life as 
that which occurred at Fort Gibson (when, in two 
years, a whole regiment was swept off by disease 
growing out of location) would not have occurred. 

He considered it a matter of greatinterest to con~ 
tinue these observations, and declared his convie- 
tion that they could not be intrusted to one more 
capable of performing the duty with satisfaction te 
the pablic than Mr. Espy. 

Mr. L. pronounced a warm evlogium on Mr. 
Espy’s scientific fitness for the office, and decried 
the attempts which had been made, from time to 
time, to throw ridicule on his phylosophy of storms. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN rejoiced to hear the liberal 
and enlightened sentiments expressed by the Sena- 
tor from Missouri. He (Mr. C.) believed he was 
himself, in some measure, obnoxious to the impu~ 
tation of having spoken lightly of Mr. Espy’s the. 
ory; but he felt pleasure in now making atonement, 
by avowing his repentance. He gave the proposi- 
tion ef continuing Mr. Espy in office his hearty 
concurrence. 

Mr. WALKER declared that he had known 
Mr. Espy for thirty years—ever since he wasa 
teacher, and he (Mr. W.)a pupil under bis instruc- 
tions. He had, since that gentleman had turned 
his attention tò meteorological subjects, made him- 
self requainted with his theory, and felt perfectly 
satisfied it was founded in truth. He considered 
the work he was now engaged in for the Govern- 
ment, one of the most eminently useful works of 
science to which public encouragement could be 
given. 

Mr. BENTON had not said anything against 
Professor Espy, nor was it his intention to do so. 
yi that was beside ibe question at issue. The 
true stateof the case was this: In an appropria- 
tion bill of last session, a sum of 3,000 was 
appropriated for the continuation and avrangement 
of meteorclogiesl observations in the department 
of the Surgeon General. On the strength of this 
appropriation, the Secretary of War appointed 
Mr. Espy, and instruetions were issued to the whole 
army to furnish him with observations, and that 
he should be considered as attached to the departs 
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ment of the Surgeon General, while he was to 
have. the Surgeon General and the army under his 
control. It was making a new bureau, at the head 
of which Mr. Espy was to be placed. And thus, 
‘bya side movement, or indirect beginning, that 
which could not be attempted openly, was effected. 
The foundation was laid for this new bureau; and 
now the structure was about to be raised. It was 
not to stop at this $2,000. After the thing is made 
fast, there will be a regular establishment. He 
would read the report of the Surgeon General. 

[Here Mr. B, read the report, stating that Mr. 
Espy had done no service for his department, 
either as clerk or otherwise, since his appointment; 
and that there was no occasion in the department 
for his services. ] 

Mr. B. contended that the Surgeon General 
was fully competent to bave the necessary obser- 
vations made and collected, and that the service 
would be effectually done if this appropriation 
was never made. It was not necessary to create a 
new bureau for the purpose of holding a scientific 
correspondence with all the world. If already, 
within less than a year, it had grown up (as gentle- 
men averred) to 1,500-correspondents, it would very 
shortly require several clerks to do nothing else 
but frank letters, There was no knowing where 
the expense was lo end. 


Mr. EVANS objected to any postponement of 
the billon the supposition that the report of the 
Surgeon General was necessary. The Committee 
on Finance was aware of it; the Senator from Mis- 
souri had it before him. All that could be known 
from delay was already known. 


Mr. BENTON contended that it was improper 
to make thisamendment, every way it could be con- 
sidered. The House of Representatives had left 
out the appropriation, having a full knowledge 
not only of the Surgeon General’s report, but of 
the recommendation of the Secretary of War, 
whose letter to the Committee of Ways and 
Means is dated co far back as 13th January. 

Mr. BUCHANAN observed that, in what he 
had to say upon this subject, he certainly did not 
mean to make any insinuation against the Surgeon 
General. He had the pleasure of an acquaintance 
with that gentleman; and he believed a more wor- 
thy and respectable man did not exist. Mr. Expy, 
like all others who had made discoveries of any 
importance, had been assailed by ridicule; and 
probably the zeal which enabled men to make im- 
portant discoveries, always carried them beyond 
the bounds of prudence. ‘This had been Mr. Espy’s 
fate in the beginning; but his mind was now ma- 
tured. And he (Mr. B.) believed with the Senator 
from Mississippi, that in his particular branch 
of science, he was exceeded by no man living: 
such was the opinion entertained of him by the 
most enlightened foreigners. 


The great objection seemed to be, that, by the 
adoption of this amendment, a new bureau would 
be created. But would this be the case? What 
facts had they before them to warrant such an in- 
ference? Directly the reverse seemed to be the 
case. Mr. Expy was to be attached to the office 
of the Surgeon General. He was toact under his 
authority and direction; and to receive, as com- 
pensation, $2,000 per annum. Would that be the 
establishment of a new bureau, any more than 
the appointment of an additional clerk in any de- 
partment of ihe Government? He could not see 
by what possibilily anew burean was to grow out 
of it. 

But what was the object of the proposition? He 
desired to bring it distinctly before the Senate. In 
August, 1832, aa appropriation was made (of 
which he had no knowledge at the time) for pro- 


curing meteorological observations, under the di 
rection of the Surgeon General, who appointed | 


Mr. Espy to the performance of that duty; and, af- 
ter he bad been most advaatageously engaged upon 
it for a greal length of time, it was now proposed 
to eut him down by legislation. Did it not seem 
very invidious to aim at that gentemen, and bim 
alone? Had he done anything to merit such treat- 
meni? If it were deemed proper to make these 
observations al all, at the different military posts, 
there ought to be some gentleman of scientific ac- 
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"quirements to generalize them; for the mere naked 
observations would be of little avail. 

. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Linn] had 
just put into his hands a book, which showed the 
estimation in which Mr. Espy was held by the 
most scientific-body in the world—he meant the 
French Institution of Natural Science. 

Mr. Bucnawan, having read a passage from 
the work referred to, remarked, that the case could 
be summed upin few words. Congress had already, 
by a law, made an appropriation for the purpose of 
employing such an agent ss Mr. Espy; and he 
had been employed, not as the head of a bureau, 
but as a subordinate in the cffice of the Surgeon 
General, where he had rendered eminent service 
to the cause of science; and the question was now, 
whether they would, by refusing to adopt this propo- 
sition, drive that gentleman from the pursuit in 
which he had been engage so much to the advan- 
tage of the military and the naval service, and to 
the enlightenment of all mankind. For his own 
part, he could not conscientious:y do that, by legis- 
lation, which would operate as a sort of personal 
attack upen this gentleman, whom he believed to 
be better qualified than any other man for this im- 
portant service. i 

The'debate was continued by Messrs. WALKER, 
CALHOUN, BENTON, TAPPAN, and EVANS; 
and then the question wes taken on the amend- 
ment, and decided in the affirmative-—yeas 28, nays 
13. 

The other amendments were also adopted, 

Mr. MILLER, chairman of the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, calied the attention of 
the Senate to the proviso regulating the appoint. 
ment of cadets for West Point Academy, in which 
it was, in future, to be by apportionment to con- 
gressional districts, giving each member of the 
House a right of nomination, It was limited to 
the number of Representatives and Delegates. 
He moved an amendment, allowing one nomina- 
tion for the District of Columbia. 

This was agreed to. 


Mr. KING pointed outa difficulty that might 
arise from the reduction to the number of mem- 
bers by the new apportionment, [266] Hereto- 
fore, although the Secretary of War had the pow- 
er of making the nominations, a practice had 
grown up of allowing each member of Congress 
in turn to make a recommendation from his dis- 
trict. But there were some appointments made by 
the Scerctary himself, without reference to locality; 
which enabled him to appoint the sons of military 
officers-—a privilege so proper and necessary, that 
it ought not to be withdrawn. 

After some discussion on this point, it was sug- 
gested that an addition of ten eadets for that pur- 
pose might be made; and the bill was so amended, 
as that the number of cadets will be one for each 
congressional district, and ten on general appoint- 
ment by the Seerctary of War. 

Mr. CONRAD moved an amendment to appro- 
priate $10,000 for removing obstructions from the 
mouth cf the Red river. He pointed out the ne- 
cessity cf immediate action on this subject; as, if 
something were not speedily done, the channel of 
that river would be changed into the Achafalaya, 
and the course of the river thrown into the Gulf of 
Mexico. 

Mr. EVANS hoped this amendment would not 
be allowed on this bill. There was a bill before 
the Senate on the subject of improving the naviga- 
tion of the Mississippi river and its tributaries, to 
which if could more properly be attached. 

The amendment was negatived. 

The bill was then reported back to the Senate; 
and the amendments being concurred in, it was 
ordered to be read a third time; and subsequently 
it was read a third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. WHITE, the Senate then 
went into excculive session; and afer some time 
spent therein, adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Feipay, February 10, 1843. 

Mr. BEESON presented ihe proceedings of a mest- 
ing of citizens of Fayette county, Pennsylvania, 
held at the court-honse in Uniontown, on the 4th 
February inst; and also, the memorial of Andrew 


Stewart, George Mason, Daniel Black, esq’rs, and 
two hundred and thirty-seven others, in which they 
respectfully request the Congress of the United 
States to authorize the issue of two millions of 
3 per cent, stock to beglivided among the States, 
for the payment of which the public lands and 
their proceeds to be specifically pledged: referred 
to the special committee on that subject, ` 

Mr. J.C. EDWARDS presented a’ memorial of 
the Legislature of Missouri, in reference to the 
Territory of Oregon: referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. READ of Pennsylvania presented a remon- 
strance, signed by sundry citizens of Bradford 
county, Pennsylvania, against the repeal of the 
bankrupt law: laid on the table. E 

Mr. MEDILL presented the petition of Wm. 


` Wheatley, clerk of the penitentiary in the district 


of Columbia, praying the allowance of compensa- 
tion for certain services rendered to the institution. 

Mr. JOSEPH H. WILLIAMS moved a recon- 
sideration of the vote by which the joint resolution 
of yesterday, in relation to the Cherokee treaty, 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole; and, 
without taking the question, the motion was enter- 
ed, and passed over by general consent. - 

Mr. LINN moved a reconsideration of the vote 
by which the proposition of the Committee of 
Claims to employ a clerk was negatived; and de- 
sired the motion to be entered. 

Mr.. CAVE JOHNSON insisted upon taking 
the question of reconsideration now. 

Mr, LUNN withdrew his motion. 


GEN. JACKSON'S FINE, 

The SPEAKER announced the next business 
in order ‘to be the resolution for refunding the fine 
imposed on General Jackson, at New Orlears, by 
Judge Hall, in 1815. 

Mr. DAWSON, who was entitled to the floor, 
commenced addressing the House on this subject; 
but bad spoken but a few words, when f 

Mr. EVERETT rose and objected, that the sub- 
ject on which the gentleman was addressing the 
House was nət in order. 

The SPEAKER said that reports of committees 
were in order; but believing that all the commit- 
tees had reported, he had allowed the gentleman 
from Louisiana [Mr. Dawson] to commence his 
remarks on the next business in order. 

Mr. FILLMORE insisted that the strict order 
of business be observed. 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia asked if it was not 
too late to interrupt the gentleman from Louisiana, 
after he had commenced his remarks, and been 
recognised by the Chair. 

The SPEAKER said the gentleman from Louis- 
jana had been permitted to proceed by courtesy, 
on the supposition that there were no reports of 
committees to make. As the regular order of bu- 
siness was insisted on, the Chair must observe it. 

Mr. EVERETT rose to a privileged question, 
and moved a reconsideration of the vote referring 
the bill for the occupation and settlement of Ore- 
gon, reported by the Seleet Commiitee to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. As the billon the 
same subject, which came from the Senate, was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, he 
thought this bill should be referred to the same 
committee. Jt was, therefore, that he now moved 
that the vote on the reference to the Committee of 
the Whole be reconsidered. Mr, E. concluded by 
moving the previous question, under the operation 
of which the motion for reconsideration was car- 
tied—aves 88, noes 50. 

On reotion by Mr. EVERETT, and under the 
operation of the previous question, the bill was 


referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


Mr. FILLMORE then called for reports of 

committees. 

ic, WELLER moved to suspend the business 
of the morning hour, in order to allow Mr. Daw- 
som to proceed with his remarks on the resolution 
to refund General Jackson’s fine; but, on putting 
the question, the motion was rejected. 

On motion by Mr. FILLMORE from the Com. 
mittee of Ways and Means, the report of the Sea. 
retary of the Treasury in relation to the twelve 
million loan, together with the accompanying dog- 
uments, was ordered to be printed, 
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TREASURY NOTES. 


Mr. FILLMORE, from the same ccmmittee, 
reported a bill authorizing the re-issue of treasury 
notes, and for other purposes; which was twice 
read, and+teferred to the Committee of the Whole 
on (he state of the Union. 


‘ASSUMPTION OF STATE DEBTS. 


Mr. JOSEPH R. INGERSOLL, by direction of 
the Committee of Ways and Means, called up the 
motion to print 10,000 extra copies of the majority 
and minority reports of that committee, on the sub- 
ject of an issue of two hundred millions of Govern- 
ment stocks to be given to the States. 

Mr. ADAMS hoped that the printing of. these 
reports would not be ordered. Hedid not think 
that it was properly made, for the reason that a 
short time before, a number of memorials, together 
with a resolution of the gentleman from Maryland, 
[Mr. Wm. Cost Jounson,] on the same subject, 
was referred to a Select Committee; the Committee 
of Ways and Means, therefore, in reporting as 
they did, without waiting for the action of the Se- 
lect Committee, acted with unnecessary haste and 
precipitation, and they seemed to him to have run 
a race of popularity for the purpose of throwing 
odium on that proposition. He meant to impeach 
the motives of no member of the House—far less 
of the Committee of Ways and Means; but, in a 
parliamentary point of view, it was neither respect- 
ful to the House, nor to the gentleman from 
Maryland, for the committee to make their report 
with so much precipitation. 


Mr. PICKENS would respecifully ask the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts if the memorials on 
this subject (or, at least,a number of them) had not 
been presented by him, and referred on his motion 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 


Mr. ADAMS was unable to answer the question 
of the gentleman; aud he would tell him, or rather 
tell the House, the reason why. He had, it was 
true, received a number of these memorials, and 
for that reason he had felt himself called on to take 
part in this discussion, which otherwise he would 
not have done. The gentleman from South Caro- 
lina was perfectly aware of a rule of the Houte, 
which denied him the privilege of offering petitions 
ashe received them; that, instead of the ancient 
rule, by which particular days were assigned for 
the reception of petitions, they now had the gag- 
rule—the 21st rale—that odious and detestable rule 
by which the people of the United States were de- 
prived of the right of having their petitions present- 
ed in open day, and compelled to have them re- 
ferred secretly, and subject to a decision at the 
Clerk’s table whether they shall be received or 
not. That was the reason why he did not know 
whether the memorials presented by him had been 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means or 
not. He was compelled here, by the rules, not to 
offer to the House memorials that had been. sent 
to him, but to present them at the Clerk’s table, and 
to leave it to the discretion of the Speaker to de- 
cide whether they shall be received.or not, and to 
say to what committee they shall be referred. He 
mentioned this, to show that the gentleman from 
South Carolina need not make so much of the fact, 
that memorials presented by bim on this subject 
had been referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. 

He believed that an unusual motive had oper- 
ated with the Committee of Ways and Means in 
making their report in such a hurry, and that, in 
making these reports, the majority and minority 
(for there were two of them) had run a race of pop- 
ularity to cry down and make odious before the 
people of the United States the project of the gen- 
tleman from Maryland, to which—tet gentlemen of 
both sides, Whig or Locofoco, do what they will— 
they must, in time, come. Let them now say what 
they please, “to that complexion they must come 
at last.” What wasit but, in substance, a proposi- 
tion that the General Government of this country 
shall come to the aid of the States of the Union, 
who, for laudable purposes, and for objects of gen- 
eral utility to the country, have involved themselves 
in debt from which they cannot relieve themselves, 
and. therefore come to the Governament of this na- 
tion, to assist them in discharging those duties 


which belonged to honor and morality, viz: to pay 
their debts? i 

It was far from bim to impute any improper 
motives to the Committee of Ways and Means; 
but he said, when he heard these reports read—of 
the majority and minority—that they had not con- 
sidered, by any means, the extent and importance 


| of the proposition of the gentlemen from Mary- 


land. Though the Speaker had done him the honor 
to place him on the select commitiee raised on that 
sudject,.be did not mean to be understood as 
committing himself to support it. He did not 
mean to make himself responsible for it. But he 
did, in behalf of the honor of the nation, demand 
of its Representatives that the proposition shall be 
fully, fairly, and impartially considered; and not 
set aside in this way by a side blow from the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. He had said that, 
however lightly either party in this House, Whig 
or Locofoco, Northern or Southern, might treat 
this proposition, they would have tocome toa very 
serious consideration of its objecis and ils purposes 
before they could decide against it. It was a mar- 
vellous thing to him—a surprising thing—that the 
Whigs of that Hause, and the Whig party, should 
feel such extreme anxiety not to have the imputa- 
tion fixed on them that they favored the project of 
the gentleman from Maryland. They might think, 
because the Locofocos were now in such a 
flow of victory, that they might be subject to the 
charge of treason, and to be tried under the second 
section, if they were suspected of favoring this 
project for relieving the States who were involved 
in debt.. It seemed to him, so fearful was the 
committee of having such an imputation fixed on 
them, that they ran a race in making their report. 
The Whigs who made it, seemed to think that their 
salvation depended upon their protesting that they 
never, never would consent to give any aid to the 
States involved in the burden of debt. Some cf 
the States, itseemed, bad refused to acknowledge 
their debts at all; and they had had declarations 
from one of them—the Siate of Mississippi—tbat 
the people of ihat Slate would socner endure war 
than pay their deb's. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON wished to correct 
the geatleman. The State of Mississippi never 
had refused, and never would refuse, to pay her 
debts. 

Mr. ADAMS said he would refer the gentleman 
to the letter of Governor BicNutt, in which that 
declaration was made. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON said he wished dis- 
tinctly to declare that the Siate of Mississippi had 
never refused to pay her debts; but that she had 
refused to acknowledge as a debt, a claim made on 
her by anawhorized persons. 

Mr. ADAMS said, there was the letter from Gov. 
McNut!: the gentleman might send for it, 

Mr. THOMPSON said ihat the gentleman might 
send for it himself. And he would adi, that the 
letter of the Governor, which the gentleman spoke 
of, was a private, and not an official letter. The 
State of Mississippi only acted by her Legislature, 
with the approval of the Governor, and not by the 
Governor alone. 

Mr. PICKENS rose to a question of order. 
This was a question of printing; and if this exten- 
sive field of debate was to be opened, there was 
no knowing where it would end. 

The SPEAKER stated to the gentleman from 
South Carolina that the question of printing opened 
the whole merits of the case. 

Mr. ADAMS continued. He would shave the 
letter of Governor McNutt here, and he hoped the 
gentleman from Mississippi would read it for his 
own characters sake, fer Governor McNutt said 
that the two Representatives from Mississippi con- 
curred with him in saying that they would rather 
go to war than pay the debt. He wished to know 
if the gentleman concurred with the Governor. 

Mr. JACOB. THOMPSON said he would in- 
form the gentleman that he did concur with the 
Governor, in preferring to go to war to paying 
a elaim that his State] had never acknowledged to 
be a debt, Neither he nor his State had ever ye- 
fused to pay a debt that.was due by the Stale. Let 
the gentleman produce the letter itself. 

Mir. ADAMS said, there was the letter he re- 


ferred to; and init the Governor expressly said 
that his State would rather go to war than pay a 
debt. He did not intend to enter iato the question 
whether the State of Mississippi had been de- 
frauded by its own agents or officers. He did not 
intend to enter into that question at all. He now 
desired the Clerk to read the letter of Governor 
McNutt, as the gentleman was so exceedingly 
anxicus te have it produced. 

The letter of Governor McNuti was then read. 
It was a private letter, written toa gentleman in 
Richmond, and pubiished in one of the Richmond 
papers. ; 

Mr. ADAMS resumed, and said, on that the 
House could determine. He did not intend to ens 
ter into the metaphysical question whether the State 
of Mississippi was or was not bound to pay its 
bonds. By his letter, Governor McNutt presup- 
posed that war would come from abroad, in con- 
sequence of the refusal of the State of Mississippi 
to pay them; and he preferred to go to war, rather 
than pay those bonds. Now he (Mr. A.) would 
inquire of this House ifthe foresight of the Gov- 
ernor of Mississippi should prove true—if the 
Governments of those subjects, who have suffered 
in their property by their trust and confidence in 
the punctuality of the State of Mississippi, should 
come here and demand that this Government 
should settle those demands—what would Mr. 
President Tyler and his Secretary answer? He 
(Mr. A.) thought they would have applications of 
that sort, and he would presume that the President 
would kot answer them; but not answering a de- 
mand between sovereign Siates, was not getting 
rid of that demand. This Government would 
have—and this House would have, they might 
take his word for it—aspplications that would te- 
quire answericg at some time or other, to that ef- 
fect. Now he would suppose the case that the 
Government of Holland, or the Government of 
Great Britain—whose snbjects were suffering under 
the scruples of the Government of the State of 
Mississippi, whether that Stale was or was not 
bound to pay those debts,—he would sup. 
pose that those subjects called upon their Gov- 
ernments, gaying that the people of those 
Bates had received their money-—that they 
had promised repayment, and that they had re~ 
fused to pay, and then those subjects called upon 
their Government to interfere; those Governments 
would say, This is one ef the States of your Union, 
and you are bound to pay their debis. Suppose, 
then, the President and the Secretary of State did not 
choose to answer; and suppose one or both of those 
Governments should declare war against the State” 
or Mississippi, and should send their steamers up 
to Natchez, if they could get there: would the ree 
fusal of the Siate of Mississippi to pay her bonds 
prevent this Government being called upon to as- 
sist her? They are invaded—martiallaw is de- 
clared—and he thoaght they would hear some- 
thing about the obligation of ths Union to stand 
by its wiembers in case of war and invasion and 
the declaration of martial law. Governor Mce- 
Natt foresaw this state of things, but he did not 
care to avoid it. Now, if they would not pay 
their debts, the Paixhan guns of those foreign Gov- 
ernments might go there, perhaps; and on the 
question whether the State of Mississippi 
was strictly bound to meet her obligations, there 
would be another modeof reasoning applied. And, 
in that case, what would this Government do? 
Would they abandon one of the States of this 
Union to the hands of the enemy? Or would they 
feel compelled to pay the bonds, for which such 
State had been willing to go to war? Twenty-one 
millions of dollars had just been exacted from 
China, in addition to a sum before exacted, as the 

ment of a debt of not a dissimilar character. 

pose, then, the State of Mississippi required 
not only to pay the amount of her bonds, but twen- 
ty-one millions of dollars to defray the expenses of 
those Paixhan gens, which should reduce her to 
the necessity of subscribing to anything—what 
would this Government do? Was it prepared to 
Stand by, and say “It is nothing to ust This is 
a question between the State of Mississippi and 
foreign Governments; and it is nothing to us. We 
cannot interfere; we must be neutral between these 


270 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


foreign powers and the people of the State of Mis- 
sissippi.” Would that be their answer? And he 
would again say, the question would come up in 
that form; and this Government must do something 
not only torelieve the State of Mississippi, but 
other States also, which had come to the same de- 
termination. He did not say that one of those 
States, as he understood, intended to make a formal 
and explicit declaration of war; but they adopted 
measures of the same kind, which would lead to 
the same extreme, - £ 

The event which he had now supposed—and 
supposed because it was suggested by the Chief 
Magistrate of the State of Mississippi, who had 
come to that conclusion—he would now say, was 
not. only possible, but highly probable, if the Com- 
mittee of. Ways and Means—majority and minor- 
ity—continued the policy which they had indicated. 
He (Mr; A.) might be asleep with his fathers be- 
fore it came, but come it would; and he called 
upon this House——he called upon every State of 
this Union to look at it in the face, and to consider 
well the decision to which they should come, and 
in what manner this country could avoid war if 
the States were not relieved from their debts—debis 
in the most part contracted for laudable purposes 
--debts, thé contracting of which, and the uses of 
the money expended in their accumulation, were 
of national importance and usefulness. They 
were of importance in a pecuniary point of view. 
Speaking of them generally, these debis had been 
contracied—ihough there might be some excep- 
tions-——for internal improvements of the country 
which this Government bad imposed upon the 
State Legislatures, by refusing to undertake them 
itself, as he believed their constitutional dety re- 
quired should be done. Therefore, on every prin- 
ciple—on the principle of morality, on the princi- 

- ple of sound policy, on the principle of expediency 
—this Government, and this Congress, were bound 
to consider seriously in what manner this Congress 
could come to the aid of those States, without in- 
curring the dangers and the horrors of war, for 
the purpose of sustaining the States of this Union 
in the principle, both unjust and immoral, of refu- 
sal to pay their debts. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD inquired if the morning 
hour had not expired. 

The SPEAKER said it had not. He then claim- 
ed the privilege of responding to some remarks 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts, by which 
an imputation was cast upon him for the manner 
in which he had exercised the powers which the 
House bad vested in him. 

* Mr. ADAMS explained, and disclaimed any in. 
tention to make any imputation on the Speaker, 
but on the necessity which required such a rule. 

Mr. GWIN was about to address the House, but 
as the morning hour was nearly expired, 

Mr. J. THOMPSON hoped that, by general con- 
sent, his colleague would te allowed to proceed. If, 
however, objection were made, he should move 
a suspension of the rules. 

The SPEAKER intimated that the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. Gwin] would be entitled to 
the floor daring the morning hour to-morrow. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD said as the gentleman had 
only four or five minutes remaining of the morning 
hour, he hoped that gentleman would defer his re- 
marks until to-morrow; for he (Mr. U.) should in- 
Sist on the special order being takea up. 


Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL said, so far from this 
being an attack on the State of Mississippi, he 
considered the main attack cf the gentleman from 
Massachusetts—an attack cruelly made—to be on 
him; and against the committee of which he was 
avery humble member; an attack which, if the 
Speaker would permit him to say so, was an im- 
putation of motive, which it was the duty of 
Speaker to have stopped. What right had {it 
gentleman from Massachusetis to impute a motive 
to him, or to any member of that committee. 


The SPEAKER interposed, and, after a few 


words, the floor was yelded to 

Mr. GWIN observed that an evident error had 
occurred in printing the letter, just read, from 
Governor McNutt, in which he is made to say that 
‘tat the risk of my life ard political aspirations, I 
prevented the sale of 10$ of bonds authorized to 
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be given by Gwin to the Union Bank.” No person 
of that name had any agency in the delivery al- 
luded to, and it was no doubt a misprint. 

Sir, (said Mr. G.) the gentleman from Massa~- 
chusetis seems to have a great dread of the appear- 
ance of steamships of Great Britain in the waters 
of the Mississippi.. Had the gentleman always 
been as tenacious to prevent their appearance in 
these Waters as he seems to beat present? If he 
was not mistaken, a question of adjourned veracity 
existed between the gentleman from Massaehusetts 
and another distinguished citizen of this country, 
(Mr. Clay,) on the charge that the former, at the 
treaty of Ghent, was willing to surrender the free 
navigation of the Mississippi to the British nation. 
He would like to hear the gentleman clear up.that 
charge before he appeared as the especial cham- 
pion for protecting the waters of the Mississippi 
from being navigated by British war steamers, 


-especially when this protection was to be brought 


about by the assumption of the debts of the States, 
to avoid a war with Great Britain. 


He (Mr. G ) felt degraded to hear a Representa- 
tive of the American people on this floor hold up 
the history of the war in China as a warning to 
this nation to avoid a war with Great Britain, lest 
we should, in like manner, be compelled to buy 
peace, as did that nation, by the payment of twenty- 
one millions of dollars. These States, which had 
successfully waged two wars with that powerful 
nation, and brought both to an honorable termina- 
tion, when in the infancy of their power, are now, 
in full manhood, to be threatened with the danger 
of buying a dishonorable peace, if from any cause 
there should be a collision between the two na- 
tions. It was a source of humiliation to him to 
hear such remarks from any quarter, and espe- 
cially from a Representative on this floor. 


He (Mr. G.) was not disposed to enter into the 
question of the validity of the bonds issued fur the 
Mississippi Union Bank, and the liability of the 
Siate to pay those bonds; but the question appeared 
to be so completely misunderstood and misrepre- 
senied, both here and elsewhere, that he would 
avail himself of this occasion to state the position 
which the majority of the people of the State oc- 
eupy on that question. The question was simply, 
Shall the State assume a debt contracted in viola- 
tion of its constitution and laws? for he contended 
that these bonds were issued in violation of the 
constitution, and sold by the agents of the bank 
in volation of the law, (unconstitutional as it was,) 
upon the basis of which they were issued. 

The SPEAKER announced to the gentleman 
from Mississippi that the morning hour had ex- 
pired. 

Mr. GWIN said he should Jike to have a little 
more time. [Cries of “Go on.”} 

Mr. J. THOMPSON moved that the rules of 
the House be suspended for one kour. [Cries of 
“No, no.”} He hoped, then, that-bis colleague 
would be allowed to go on by general consent. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD said he was afraid it would 
lead to a general discussion, cr he would willingly 
consent, 

Mr. WISE. That is what we desire. 

Mr, UNDERWOOD. I know you do, but it 
would obstruct the Distriet business. 

Mr. THOMPSON then again moved that the 
rules be suspended for one hour. s 

Mr. BARNARD objected, on tbe ground that the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Unperwoop)] 
having caìled for the orders of the day, it was noi 
competent to the gentleman from Mississippi to 
make another motion, until a pending one was diss 
posed of. 

Mr. THOMPSON proposed to modify his 
motion, if it would obviate objection, so as to sus- 

end the rules for half an hour. 

Mr. WISE. Iwill not vote for that. 

Mr. W. ©. JOHNSON inquired if the gentle- 
man from Mississippi would not have the floor 
to-morrow morning? - 

The SPEAKER replied in the afirmative, and 
the subject went over. : 


BUSINESS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUM- 


Mr. UNDERWOOD then offered a resolution to 


‘and should be abolished. 


take the businees of the District of Columbia out 
of committee at half-past 2 o'clock. 

‘The SPEAKER said that it could only be re- 
ceived by general consent. 

On motion by Mr. UNDERWOOD, the House 
resolved itself into Committee of the Whole (Mr. | 
Warp of New York in the chair) and resumed 
the consideration of the bill providing for the lu- 
natic asylum in the District of Columbia. This 
bill was discussed by Messrs. MALLORY, UN- 
DERWOOD, RANDALL, WISE, STEENROD, 
ALLEN, JOHN G. FLOYD, CAVE JOHNSON, 
BRIGGS, HOPKINS, WISE, W. SMITH, and 
others; and it was then laid aside to be reported to 
the House. i 

The committee next took up a bill providing for 
the speedy administration of justice in the District 
of Columbia, and for other purposes. 

After debate, the bill was laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House. 

The committee then took up the bill to abolish 
imprisonment for debt in the District of Columbia, 
except in cases of fraud, and for other purposes; 
and after some discussion, it was laid aside to be 
reported to the House. 

The committee next took up a bill to provide for 
the completion of the Potomac bridge; which was 
laid aside to be reported to the House. 

The committee next took up a bill respecting 
suits at law in the District of Columbia, and to 
diminish the costs thereof, and for other purposes. 


Mr. GIDDINGS offered an amendment, pro- 
viding that, when any persons shall be arrested as 
fugitive slaves, costs shall not be taxed against 
them; but that the person arresting them shall pay 
the costs, if he fails to prove that he is a slave. 

After some remarks against the bill from Mr. 
WISE, and a reply by Mr. RANDALL, 


Mr. WISE moved to postpone its further con- 
sideration, and take up some other bill. He was 
not prepared now to debate the amendment of the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Grppines;] but if it 
was considered, the debate would last to the end of 
the session. ` 


Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved that the commit- 
tee rise; which motion was carried, and the com- 
mittee rose, : 

A message was received from the Senate, re- 
turning the army appropriation bill, with sundry 
amendments; and, i 

On motion of Mr. FILLMORE; it was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

The House then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpay, February 11, 1843. 


Mr. CAVE JOHNSON presented the proceed- 
ings of a military convention held at Albany, in 
the State of New York, on the 25:h of January, 
1843, in which various resolutions had been ađopt- 
ed for re-organizing and classifying the militia of 
that State, and recommending a re-organization 
and classification of the militia of the United States; 
the abolition of the Military Academy at West 
Point; and an amendment of the act of Congress 
of 1808, providing for the distribution of arms 
among the militia. 

He said he was gratified to see such a movement 
coming from the great State of New York, and 
particularly from that portion of ber eitizens in- 
trusted with the command of her militia, who 
were the constitutional defenders of the country, 
and in whose hands the liberties of the country 
would ever be safe. That he had expressed sim- 
ilar views ten yvars ago upon this flaor, as to the 
abolition of the Military Academy—that it was“aris= 
locratic and anti-republican”’ in all its tendencies, 
He therefore moved a 
reference of so much of the proceedings as related 
to the abolition of the academy to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, with the following instruc- 
tions: 

1. To inquire into the expediency of abolishing 
the academy. 

2. To inquire into the expediency of apply- 
ing the money now expended on it “to the diffu- 
sion of military. instruction in the different States.” 
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3. To inquire into the best mode of accomplish- 
ing the object. oe 

He was sure that those recommendations, com- 
ing from such a high source, would entitle them to 
the serious and favorable consideration of the 
committee. 

He also moved a reference, to the same com- 
mittee, of so.much of the proceedings as related 
to arming the militia, with the following instruc- 
tions: - 

To inquire into the propriety of amending the 
actof 1808, so as to make the distribution of arms 
among the States in proportion to their representa- 
tion in Congress. So much of said proceedings as 
relates to the organization and classification of the 
militia, he moved a refercnce to the Committee on 
the Militia. 

_ Mr. BRIGGS of Massachusetts objected to the 
instructions to the committee, and the resolutions 
were referred without them. 

Mr. POPE presented resolutions of the Gover- 
nor and Legislature of Kentucky (as was under- 
stocd) on the subject of the improvement of the 
Western waters; which were laid on the table, and 
ordered to be printed. : 

Mr. C. H. WILLIAMS presented a resolution 
directing the Committee on Public Lands to in- 
quire into the expediency of granting to the La 
Grange and Memphis Railroad Company three 
or four townships of pubiic land, to enable them 
to ‘complete their road. The resolution was 
agreed to. 

Mr. HOWARD presented a preamble and reso- 
lutions of the Legislature of Michigan, on the sub- 
ject of the repayment of the fine imposed on Gene- 
ral Jackson in 1815; and while moving that they 
be printed, he took cecasion to say that he entirely 
dissented from the principles of the preamble and 
resolutions. The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McKENNAN presented a memorial of 133 
citizens of Monongahela city, Pennsylvania, pray- 
ing Congress to take into consideration the plan of 
Mr. Wm. Cosr Jonnson- for the relief of the 
States. He stated that it was signed by gentle- 
men of all parties. ‘The memorial was referred 
to the Select Committee on that subject. 

Mr. BRONSON moved that the House take up 
bill No. 740, entitled “A bill to authorize an in- 
vestigation of late frauds under the pre-emption 
laws, and for other purposes. i 

After a few words from Mr. B., 

The bill was taken up, and amended, on 'he mo- 
tion of Mr. OWSLEY, by the introduction of a 
clauze to abolish the office of secretary to sign 
land patents, (now held by Mr. Robert Tyler,) and 
requiring the Register of the Land Office to per- 
form those duties. 

Mr. TRIPLETT moved that the bill for the re- 
lief of Henry M. Shreve, and to authorize the 
purchase of his patent for a snag-boat, with the re- 
port of the committee thereon, be recommitted. 


Mr. CROSS said he did not object to the motion 
submitted by the gentleman from Kentucky, but 
hoped it would prevail. The select committee had 
carefully investigated the subject of Mr. Shreve’s 
petition, and accompanying evidence. Upon that 
investigation, they entertained no doubt as to the 
invention of the snag-boat by the petitioner. He 
had not only been so regarded for the last ten or 
twelve years, in the Western country, but, four 
years since, had actually obtained a patent-right 
for the invention. Recently, it had been alleged 
that another person communicated to the War De- 
partment, as far back as July, 1824, a plan similar 
in every respect to that upon which the snag-boat 
had been constructed. If so, the patent to Mr. 
Shreve, it would appear, had been improperly 
awarded. The beatbad been used with efficiency 
for many years, under the superintendence of the 
petitioner; and its utility, as well as indispensa- 
ble necessity, in removing obstructions to the na vis 
gation of the Western rivers, was conceded by all 
having any knowledge of the subject. The bili 
reported by the select committee, he was sure, un- 
the circumstances, could not be carried; and, as 
speedy and final action was material to the cause 
of justice and the public interest, he hoped there 
would be no objection to the motion. It was 
through the gentleman from Kentucky (My. Trir- 
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LETT] that bis attention had been called 10 the sub- 
ject, a few days since. Until then, he had no 
knowledge, nor had the select commiitee, that any 
person other than the petitioner claimed to be the 
inventor of the snag-boat. Sheer justice required 
that the matter should be carefully investigated. 

The bill was then recommitted. _ 

Mr. BURKE withdrew from the files the papers 
in the case of Francis Cobb, which he presented 
at the last session. F 

Mr. CASEY presented resolutions of the Stete 
of Illinois, in favor of the bill of Mr. Lina, of the 
United States Senate, for the occupation of the 
Oregon Territory. 

Mr. J. C. EDWARDS presented a communica- 
tion from. Mr. R. D. Dawson, in relation to the 
northern boundary of Missouri; which was or- 
dered to be ; rinted. j 

By general consent, the bill in relation to the ex- 
emplification of records of land patents, and other 
evidences of title, and amendatory of the act en- 
titled “An act to reorganize the General Land Of- 
fice? was taken up, ordered to be engrossed, and 
read a third time, and passed. 

Mr. GENTRY, in pursuance of notice previous- 
ly given, introduced a bill to amend the act entitled 
“An act for the relief of George Mayfield,” passed 
July 27, 1842. It was read three several times, 
and passed. 

On motion of Mr. ADAMS, the Senate bill for 
the occupation of Oregon Territory was ordered to 
be printed. ; 


NEW YORK CUSTOM-HOUSE. 


Mr. G. DAVIS moved to discharge the Commit- 
tee of the Whole from the furtker consideration of 
the bill iatroduced by him, to reduce the number 
and compensation of the officers employed in the 
New York custom house. 

Mr. CUSHING. Ts the motion in order? 

The SPEAKER <aid it was not. 

Mr. G. DAVIS then moved a suspension of the 
rules, in order to enable him to submit the motion. 

The House agreed to suspend the rules—syes 
115, noes 28. . 

Mr. CUSHING rose to a question of order. 
He contended that it would be contrary to the 
rules to discharge the Committee of the Whole 
from the consideration Gf a bill which had never 
been discussed in committee. 

The SPEAKER decided that; as the bill con- 
tained no eppropriation, its consideration by the 
Committee of the Whole was not necessary. 

Mr. Q. DAVIS then submitted his motion to 
discharge the Committee of the Whole from the 
further consideration of the bill: which was agreed 
to. 
The bill was read. 

Mr. Q. DAVIS called for the previous question 
on the engrossment of the bill; and there was a 
second, 

The engrossment was ordered; and the bill, hav- 
irg been read a third time, was passed without a 
division. 

A reconsideration was moved, and rejected by 
the House. 


THE STATE DEBTS. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
J. R. Incersoun,] to print 10,000 extra copies of 
the majority and minority reports upon the assump- 
tion of the State debts. 


Mr. GWIN—being entitled to the floor from 
the morning hour of Friday—-continued bis re- 
marks in reply to Mr. Apams. He said that, at 
the expiration of the morning hour of yesterday, he 
was siating the grounds assumed by a majovity of 
the people of Mississippi, in refusing to acknowl- 
edge the bonds issued in the name of the State for 
the Mississippi Union Bank, as the debt of the 
State. In order toa proper understanding of the 
question, it was necessary to give a short history of 
it, as it had arisen in the State of Mississippi. As 
this had been done wita preat conciseness and 
clearness by his colleague, [Mr. Taomrson,] in a 
letter extensively cireulated in 1841, he would 
ask tbe Clerk fo read that part of it ke had 
marked. 

The Clerk then read from the letter of Mr. 
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Tuempsox the clause in the constitution. of the 
State of Mississippi ‘prohibiting the pledging the 
faith of ihe State, except under certain restricuons. 
Also, a history of the Mississippi Union Bank; the 
passage of the first charter; the passage of the 
unconstitutional supplement, by aathority of which 
the bonds were issued; and the sale of the.bonds, as 
follows: 


The constitution provides that “No law shalt ever be passed 
to raise a lodn of money upon the credit of the State, or to 
pledge the faith of the State for the payment or redemption of 
any loan or debt, unless such law be proposed in the Senate or 
House of Representatives, and be agreed to by a majority of the 
members ofeach House, and entered on their journals, with the 
yeas and nays taken thereon, | and be referred to the next suc- 
ceeding Legislature, and published for three months previous to 
the next regular election, in three newspapers of this State; and 
unless a majority of each branch of the Legislature so elected 
after such publication shall agree to and pass such law; and, in 
such case, the yeas and nays shall be taken and entered on the 
journals of each House.” ee 3 

This wise provision of our constitution Is peculiar to our 
State; and, amidst the genera] pecuniary embarrassments 
which now press so heavily upon the energies of several of our 
sister States, arising from imprudent and hasty legislation,: and 
from an madvised pawning of that brightest jewel of the State—- 


‘her faith—for the purpose of raising money to be used by the 


FEW to the prejudice of the many, every Mississippian should 
feel grateful to the framers of our constitution for their pru- 
dence and forecast in thus guarding our honor and our proper’ 
ty, by restraining from tampering with our faith or credit as a 
State, a Legislature whose course of conduct has evidently pro- 
ceeded from impulse, rather than wise and deliberate councils. 
But it would’ be a mockery of constitutional governments to say 
to their agents, “thus far shalt thou go, and no farther,” and 
yet QUIETLY SANCTION EVERY INFRACTION OF RESERVED 
RIGHTS. 

At the January session of 1837, the Legislature ofour State 
passed an act entitled “An act to incorporate the subscribers to 
the Mississippi Union Bank,” in which you must mark the fact 
that no provision is made that the State of Mississippi shall be 
a subscriber for stock. But, on’ the contrary, section 4of the 
law says “that the.owners of real estate situated in the State of 
Mississippi, and who are citizens thereof, shall be the only per- 
sons entitled to subscribe.” 
ofthe bank shall be 815,000,000; that the books of subscription 
shall be kept open for six months, under the inspection of ten 
managers, to be chosen by the Legislature; that so soon as five 
thousand shares shall have been subscribed, the Governor of 
the State shall appoint thirteen direciors, to serve for twelve 
months, who shail take charge of the bank and the books of 
subscription; that after the books are closed, the bank may go 
into immediate operation, whenever it shall appear that at least 
$500,000 shall have been subscribed and paid in; that those de- 
clared stockholders by the directors shal] pay into the bank the 
sum of ten dollars upon each and every share subscribed; that 
the stockholders shall give their bonds to the bank for the 
amount of stock allowed to each, and shall also execute mort- 
gages upon real estate, with the privilege of including one- 
fourth of the amount on slaves, to secure the payment of their 
stock bonds—(thus, not only the property mortgaged, but the 
whole estate of the stockholder would have been bound for the 
redemption of the stock;)and that both the principal and inter- 
eat of the bank bonds were to be paid by the bank as they sev- 
erally feli due. ‘hen ij is further provided, that the State shall 
pledge its faith for the redemption of the capital stock; or; in 
other words, shall become the security of the subscribers for 
stock, apon being allowed ten: per cent. of the profits of the 
bank,the appointment of five of the thirteen directors, and'a 
standing accommodation loan of $200,000; and the 30th section 
requires the Governor to execute to the said bank, from time to 
time, bonds in amount proportioned to the sums subscribed and 
secured to the satisfaction of the directors until the whole 
amount of bonds shall be furnished. In this charter you wili 
at once perceive no risk, uo hazard of taxation whatever. 

This act was published—not the length of time required by 
the constitution, it is true; but still, it was published; and it is 
unworthy of tus great question to dwell on quibbles. At a suc- 
ceeding Legislature, which met in January, 1838, the same law 
came up for re-enactment. While it was still pending, and bee 
fore another vote was taken upon it, a joint committee of the 
Senate and Mouse of Representatives—a committee of the 
greatest weight and highest responsibility that can at any time 
be raised—was appointed, and instructed to “examine whether 
the said bill can be amended; and if so, whether it be practica- 
ble to change it into a State bank exclusively.” From the 
unanimous report of that committee, permit me to draw your 
attention to the following extracts: s ` 

“But as to that portion of the said charter which relates to 
the subscribers or stockholders to the said institution being the 
primary condition on which the faith of the State is to be 
pledged, and as such constitutes a vital part of it, we have no 
power to change the same, unless it should be again submitted 
to the people for their sanction, which would have the tendency 
to postpone, for at least two years, its consummation, This 
course your committee believe would be directly at war with 
the wishes of our constituents,” &e, 

This report was reccived, and unanimously adopted by the 
Legislature. At that time, while the charter is still pending, 
and open, of course, to all amendments admissible under the 
constitution, it is the unanimous opinion that the vital parts of 
the bill cannot be changed without a re submission of the char- 
ter to the people; consequently, the original charter becomes a 
taw, on the 5th day of February, 1838, without change or alter- 
atidh. Without calling in question the constitutionality of this 
charter, Í might stop, and triumphantly ask, Has a single bond 
of the State been issued and sold under this charter? If so, 
who were the directors appointed by the Governor to manage 
the bank? Who were the subscribers for stock? Had the 
books of subscription been kept open six months? How many 
stockholders had paid ten doilars upon each and every share 
subscribed? How many bonds for stock bad been given and 
secured by satisfactory mortgage? Not one of these things had 
been done at the time the bonds in question were issued and 
sold; and the purchaser must have known it, f 

But here foilows the explanation: Ten days after the pass 
age of the foregoing charter, the same Legislature that deter- 
mined by unanimous vote that the charter could not he amend: 


a he haindibitecta ri 


‘This law provides that the capital ; 
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-it can be considered in no. other light than a legislative fraud, 
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ëd while pending before them, passed. “An act supplementary 
fo an act to incorporate the subscribers to the Mississippi 
Union Bank;” wherein, under the magic title of ‘supplement,” 
they endeavored to do indirectly what the conscience of every 
member checked him in doing directly. They mace changes 
in the charter, by way ofsupplement, which, but a few days 
before, they had. declared, under. vath, would vitiate the whole 
instrument. This procedure was in violation of all parliamen- 
tary rule, known in thisor any other enlightened country; and 


because it violated not only the constitution, according to their 
own showing, but also one oftheir express rules of order, 
which prohibited the repeal of any law the same session at 
which it was passed. On the 15th of February, 1838, this act 
took the form andshape of Jaw. The very first section changed 
altogether the attitude of the State tothe bank. In the original 
act, the State, being amply indemnified, agrees to stand asthe | 
security of the stockholders; in this supplemental act she be- 
comes primarily liable for $5,000,000. In the origina! act, no 
individual buta citizen of the State can subscribe and take 
stock; in this act, the State becomes a subscriber for stock, 
and, by express repeal, gives up her ten per cent. of the 
profits, her five directors, and her accommodation loan of | 
$200,000, and becomes a partner in the banking adventure. All 
this js done under the talismanic word “supplement,” without 
submitting it in any way to the people! Now, it must be ap- 
parent to the commonest understanding, that it was not ia the 
power of the Legislature to make the Siate a subscriber for 
stock in that bank—to render her liable for the sum of $5,000,-. 
000, or any other amount—to change her attitude in any respect 
towards the stockholdersin the bank-—to enlarge or diminish 
her interest in the bank, as it stood at the passage of the origi- 
nal charter, without submitting it to the action of the people. 
Thia right had been expressly reserved to the people in their | 
fundamental law; and, untilthey had been cunsulted in the 
manner prescribed, all action by their supposed agents was 
null and void; and the whole world were bound to take- notice 
ofit. These propositions are so self-evident, no man of candor 
and discrimination will dispute them, The only question re- 
maining is, Does the presentsupposed liability arise under and 
by virtue of the supplement? i 

It is apparent that it does so arise--lst, from the very terms 
of the mortgages for stock which were drawn up by the officers 
of the bank, and which have been recorded in almost every 
„county of the State; in which it is set forth that the intent of 
the mortgage is to secnre the payment of only $10,500,000; leav- i 
ing $5,000,000 (the sum already sold) to be paid by the State, by ; 
virtue of the supplemental act. 2d. k is apparent from these i 
facta, that, at the time of the issuance of the five mi'lions of 
bonds now held abroad, there were no subscribers for stock; 
that the books of subscription had not been kept open. six 
months, as required by the original charter; that no bonds for | 
stock, and no mortgages to secure them, had been taken; that no 
directors had been appointed by the Executive to examine and | 

ass upon the validity of the mortgages; and that not a dollar | 
fad been paid in on a single share of stock: therefore, they | 
must have been issued in pursuance of the supplemental act; | 
or else there is more baseness in this whole transaction than | 
ever characterized any other act of public functionaries. 3d. 
l is apparent, from the very terms of the power of attorney | 
from the managers of the bank to the commissioners who went i 
abroad to sell these bonds, This power of attorney, afer reci- į 
ting that the act to incorporate the subscribers to the Mississip- j 
pi Union Bank had been passed by one Legislature, and, in | 
eonfarmity to the constitution, had been published, and re- ; 
ferred to the next succeeding Legislature, which had passed | 
aud confirmed the said original act; and that the same was ap- 
proved by the Governor, on the 5th day of February, 1838, — 
continues: And whereas the said Legislature last above men- | 
tioned passed an act entitled An act sf pplemental fo anact to | 
incorporate the subscribers of the Mississippi Union Bauk, | 
which was approved by the Governor, February 5th, 1838; and | 
whereas the Governor of the State of Mississippi has, pursuant | 
to the provisions of the said supplemental act, subscribed, in 
behalf of the said State, fifty thousand shares of the capital 
stock of said bank, and has executed twenty-five hundred bonds 
of the said State of Mississippi, for the sum of two thousand | 
dollars each,” &e. If truth can produce conviction, surely 
this question is now placed’ beyond cavil, 4th. Keis self-evi- 
dent, thatthe. purchaser of the bonds had not only constructive, | 
but actual notice, that the faith of the State could not be pledged | 
under the constitution by an act of the Legislature, without a | 
confirmation by the people; that the supplemental act had not | 
been confirmed by the people; and that the bonds he purchased 
were issued “pursuant to the provisions of the said supple- | 
mentary act!!”’—because this power of attorney to the com- | 
missioners is made part and parcel of his contract with them, ; 
and it contains a full statement of these facts. 


Mr. Gwin contended that the extract read by | 
the Clerk from his colleague's letter was the basis | 
upon which the canvass in Mississippi, in the | 
election of 1841, was founded. ‘Fhe question was | 
not, “Sball the bends be paid?” but, “Shall we 
assume them as the bonds of the State, and not | 
provide for their payment by taxes? or shall we 
assert the unconstitutionality under which they 
were issued, and refuse to lay the tax, because it | 
was not the debt of the State?” He stated the | 
fact, that not a dollar of the money for which the | 
bonds were sold had been received by the State; | 
that the bonds were sold by agents of the bank, ap- | 
pointed by authority of the unconstitutional sup: | 
plement—the money received by the bank, and 
used by it. Nota dollar ever went into the State | 
treasury, or was under the control of a State offi- | 
cer; and the archives of the State show no evidence | 
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of the existence of any such obligation as due from 
the State. He further observed, that the State 
authorities had offered no obstruction to the bond- 
holders, if they wished to seize the assets of the 
bank. Infact, they had publiely expressed a de- 
sire that this course should be adopted, 


Mr. G. said he differed with the statement of 


Governor McNutt as it regarded the worthiessness 
of these assets. He thought, if they were properly 
managed (as he had no doubt they would be, 
by the present board of assignees) that there 
would be a large surplus, after paying the 
circulation, to be applied to the liquidation 
of those bonds. 
were also the mortgages of the stockbolders for ten 
millions and a half of real estate—some of it the 
best in the State, and equal in productiveness to 
any on the face of the globe-—which the first legal 
men in the State believed would be beld liable at 
law for the payment of these bonds. He was no 
lawyer himself, and would not trust his own 
-opinion; but the one he now stated, had the sanc- 
tion of some of the ablest members of the bar in 
this country. No obstruction had been thrown in 
the way of the bondholders, who wished to pro- 
ceed to foreclose these mortgages, and seize the 
assets proper of the bank, which, in the aggregate, 
exceeded fifteen millions of dollars; and which, 
if the property mortgaged was held Hable, would 
more than pay the whole of the bonds, principal 
and interest. Thus those bonds, so much talked 
of, were really more likely to be paid than the 
bonds of those States which had paraded their res- 
olutions against repudiation before the country. 
Mr. G. said that he had alluded yesterday to the 
course the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Apams] was reported to have pursued, during the 


. negotiations at Ghent, on the subject of the navi- 


gation of the Mississippi river by British vessels. 
He did not believe that gentleman was now sincere 
in the apprehensions he had expressed. Blue 
lights had been held out to our enemies during the 
last war, to designate the most exposed points of 
our territory, 


The gentleman from Massachusetts may be 
pointed out as the finger-board, directing Great 
Britain to what he deems our weakest point of de- 
tence. We has declared that, in the event of war, 
or insurrection in the slave States, our slaves 
would all become free. The great object of his 
life seems vow to be, to bring about this result; for 
the accomplishment of which, the whole South will 
be drenched in blood. What more effectual as- 
sistance can he obtain in accomplishing his object 
than the power of Great Britain concentrated, on his 
suggestion, at the South, and sending her war 
steamers into the midst of the slave States of the 
Union? In this emergency, if the States call on 
the General Government for assistance—if the 
enemy shall excite insurrection among our slaves, 
according io the doctrines of the gentleman—they 
are all to become free; and his great object will 
thus be accomplished. Whether or not it was the 
intention of the gentleman from Massachusetts to 
bring about this result, his course en this subject 
is more likely to produce that effect than any other 
that could be suggested. ‘he alternative of war, 
if the State debts are not assumed, comes from a 
Representative on this floor, who once held the 
exalted station of President of the United Staies; 
and will, at once, be taken up ard acted on by 
Great Britain. It has been contended that the cit- 
izens of other countries cannot understand the 
“metaphysical distinctions,” as the gentleman 
calls them, between the Federal and State Con- 
stitutions. They will no longer need authority on 
this side of the water on this subject, after the 
remarks delivered by that gentleman yesterday. 

The gentleman entertains mueh horror at the 
doctrine of State repudiation of debts which they 
had never contracted; yet he was the advocate of, 
and voted for, the bankrupt law, which established 
the most wholesale system of repudiation of honest 
and undisputed debts ever known in this cr any 
other country. According to the gentleman’s theory, 
it is disgraceful for a State, in defence of her con- 
stitution, to refuse to assume a debt contracted in 
her name; yet itis proper and highly meritorious 
for citizens of that State--many or all-—-to repudi- 
ate their honest debts, contracted in accordance 
wiih the constitution and laws; in contracting 
which, they acknowledge they have received full 
value. He(Mr. G.) would give an instance in 


point, to show the practical operation of the gen- | 


tleman’s theory of honorable repudiation of ac- 


In addition to these assets, there - 


knowledged private debts, and dishonorable repu- 
diaiion of unacknowledged State debts. 

A number of commercial houses in Liverpool, 
and other parts of Europe, during the glorious 
era of paper money from 1835 to 1840, created 
agencies in Mississippi and Louisiana, for the pur- 
pose of advancing upon ihe crops of the planters, to 
insure shipments to their houses. The competi- 
tion in this line of business, as in most others, was 
carried to such an extent, that the agents of the 
houses, to secure the custom of the planters, ad- 
vanced mich more than the real value of the cot- 
ton. The result was, that. these planters became 
indebted to the merchants in Europe—in many in- 
stanees, to large amounts, Baring and Brothers, 
for instance, became the holders of the unpaid 
balances received in moxey by the planters, over 
and above the price for which their cotton sold. 
Baring and Brothers send over these claims for 
collection; the planters, having become insolvent, 
go into bankruptcy, surrendering assets to the 
amount of ene cent, and thus pay their debts to 
their creditors. This is all honorable and praise- 
worthy, according to the theory of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. But these same Barings 
hold some of the bonds issued for the Union Bank 
of Mississippi, which the people of the State, or a 
large majority of them, say were issued in viola- 
tion of the constitution and laws, for which they 
have never received a red cent; and, yet, because’ 
they do not step forward and assume this unau- 
thorized debt, for which they have got nothing, 
the gentleman says the country is disgraced and 
dishonored. 


Mr. G. said he could adduce even a stronger 
case than the foregoing, which was one of actual 
occurrence. This celebrated Union. Bank itself 
became a great cotton-broker.. It advanced mil- 
lions of dollars for cotton, at the rate of $60 per 
bale of 400 pounds, (equal to 15 cents a pound,) 
and shipped this cotton to the Barings, who ad- 
vanced the bank upon it in money about $30 or $35 
per bale. The cotton was sold for less than this 
advance, by considerably upwards of one hundred 
thousand dollars, as he (Mr. G.) bad been informe 
ed, and believed. The bank broke, and has gone 
into bankruptcy, and assigned its assets; yet there 
is no complaint against all this, and, according to 
the gentieman’s notion of bankruptcy, it is all hon- 
est and honorable. But the same house of the 
Barings receives in hypothecation, from the Bank of 
the United States, upon which they loan said bank 
money, certain bonds, purporting to be bonds of 
the State of Mississippi, unacknowledged by the 
State, and fər which she received nothing, no more 
than she did of the cotton-advances to the Union 
Bank; yet, because a majority of her citizens dee 
clare these facts, and refuse to impoverish theme 
selves by taxation to pay those bonds, they are pro- 
nounced by the gentleman froma Massachusetts as 
dishonest, and that they have disgraced their coun» 
try. 

A large amount of exchequer bonds was forged 
not lorg since in Great Britain, and passed into 
ihe hands of innocent holders before the forgery 
was detected. ‘That Government has repudiated 
them,—yet we hear no ery of disgrace or dishonor 
against that nation for thus acting. The State of 
Mississinpifcontends that, as these bonds were issued 
in violation of her constitution and laws, they are 
no more operative than if they had been forged; 
yet she is branded with dishonor and disgrace for 
not assuming the payment of them, because they 
are inthe hands of innocent holders. Great Brit- 
ain has repudiated a part of her national debt, 
(which she does not contend was not paid to her,) 
by taxing the inccme of those who hold her stocks. 
One individual, whose annual income from inter- 
est on Government stuck was $100,000, now, since 
the passege of that law, gets but $80,000 clear 
from the same debi; yet no censure is cast by our 
moralists here upon that nation, for thus repudi. 
ating an acknowledged debt; while Mississippi is 
to be branded with infamy because she refuses to 
tax her people to pay an unacknowledged debt, and 
for which she has received nothing. Wagon-loads 
of continental money issued during the revolution- 
ary war, and by the issuance of which the States were 
enabled to achieve their independence—countless 
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Obligations of the several States, issued in various 
shapes at the same time, and for value received, 
have been, repudiated; yet no brand of national 
dishonor seems to have attached to us from this 
cause,—yet Mississippi, in refusing to acknowledge 
an unauthorized debt, for which she received noth- 
ing, has disgraced the nation ! : 

` Mr. G. said he could cite cases throughout the 
whele civilized world, of national debts for which 
value had been received, being repudiated, without 


such nations being branded with dishonor; yet this- 


nation is prenounced dishonored, because the State 
of Mississippi refuses to acknowledge a debt never 
legally or constitutionally contracted by her, and 
from which her people received no tenefit. Sir, 
said Mr. G., this pretended horror of Mississippi 
repudiation is as hypocritical as it is insufting. 
The whole band of stockbrokers, fundmongers, and 
paper-money robbers, in this country and Europe, 
and their agents here, are bellowing about Missis- 
sippi repudiation, to draw public attention from 
their own infamous systems of swindling. Sir, 
said Mr. G., we have been taunted by these men, 
who live upon the labor of others, through the 
machinery of the banking, credit, and paper-money 
systems, until even the Robespierre of the Harri- 
son Administration—who was as fond of cutting off 
heads officially, as that monster was in reality—has 
attempted to cast ridicule upon his (Mr. G.’s) col- 
league for wishing to cut down the public expend- 
itures to the receipts into the treasury. 

The gentleman from New York reminded his 
(Mr. G.’s) colleague [Mr. Tuompson] that it was 
not at-all necessary to retrench; for, if we got in 
debt, the new doctrine of repudiation would very 
soon relieve us. The gentleman from New York 

Mr. Granaer] intended to be severe upon bis (Mr. 
G.'s) colleague; but, like the blind rattlesnake in 
August, he sank his fangs into his own politically 
corrupt body. The only practical repudiation 
known in this country during this century, of ac- 
knowledged, honest, and bona fide debts, had no 
more zealous advocate than that gentleman. None 
of us have forgotten the theatrical valedictory pre- 
nounced by him when this House was about passing 
an act to repeal the great repudiating bankrupt law, 
yet he has the audacity to get up, in the face of 
this House, and sneer at repudiation! It wowd be 
as apropos to hear a prostitute lecture about virtue 
and morality. He said that this course of attack 
upon his State would not be submitted to; and, if 
gentlemen travelled out of the usual course of de- 
bate to male such attacks, they must expect to be 
answered in a spirit becoming the Representatives 
of a people who feared not the scoffs of the cor- 
rupt,.or the frowns of power, in asserting what 
they believed to be their grea! constitutional rights, 
`. The gentleman from Massachusetts had taken 
the ground that the State debts must be assumed, or 
there would be war with Great Britain; and he 
pointed us to the fate of China, as a warning to us 
to beware of a contest with that powerful nation. 
He (Mr. G.) did not court war with Great Britain, 
or any other nation; but the fear of sach war 
should never operate upon him so far as to induce 
him to violate the Constitution of his country, in 
assuming debts which that instrument gave no 
authority to assume or pay. When the quesiion of 
war or assumption was presented to him, he was 
for war, as were his constituents. The mean, truck- 
ling spirit to the power of Great Britain, that is 
manifesting itself in this country, would meet with 
no response from the section of the Union from 
whieh he came. Interested more deeply than any 
State in the Union, as Mississippi is, in the expert 
trade of the country, yet her citizens would be the 
first: to resist encroachment apon the fundamental 
law Of the land, whether that resistance led to war 
or net. -The spirit of crouching cervility was not 
the proper one to exhibit to that nation. He, (Mr. 
G ,) in thé language of the gentleman from Vir- 
gina, (Mr. Wisz,] would prefer slapping John 


Bull in the face, than. to quail before his power, if 
he wished to have permanent peace with him. 
It was a somewhat singular coincidence, that the 
gentleman from Massachusetts justified the attack of 
Great Britain upon China, put her in the right, and 
and China in the wrong; and intimates that if we 
do not assume the State debts, and a war should 
be the consequence, we would be in the wrong, 
and England right—the cause of war in the two 
cases being similar. The gentleman appears to 
be always on the side of the British in bis argu- 
ments, if he is notsoin feeling. The gentleman 
made a great many suppositions of what would 
happen en account of the refusal of Mississippi to 
assume the payment of these bends. I will meet 
that portion of his argument, by supposing that 
subjects of Great Britain should complain to their 
Government that they had been defrauded out of 


' large sums due them by citizens of the United 


States, in consequence of the passage of an ez post 
factolaw by this Government, which authorized their 
debtors in this country to repudiate the debts con- 
tracted in good faith, and for value received, before 
the passage of this law. The Government of Great 
Britain, through its minister here, applies to our 
Government for indemnity to its citizens for losses 
thus sustained; Our President and Secretary of 
State pay no attention to the application. Great 
Britain then resorts to that potent argument——the 
Paixban gun—and sends a fleet of war steamers to 
Boston, to demand the payment of the English debts 
repudiated in that city under the bankrupt law. 
What is then to be done? Why, according to the ar- 
guments of the gentleman from Massachusetts—— 
avoid war by all means; apply to the Gen- 
eral Government to assume these debts, and 
get clear of the danger of the Paixhan guns. 
He (Mr. G.) had less dread of these Paix- 
han guns than appeared to operate on the gen- 
teman from Massachusetts, and could by no 
such argument give up his opposition to the as- 
sumption of State debts. He would not now 
go into that question, but was prepared, at 
the proper time, if necessary, to lay his views be- 
fore the country. He had addressed the House at 
this time solely to defend the State he had the 
honor in part to represent, against the charges 
made against her for the ground she hed taken in re- 
lation to these bonds. 


Mr. JOHNSON of Maryland obtained the floor, 
and yielded it for an explanation to— 


Mr. GRANGER, who observed that he had net 
sought the floor for the purpose of replying to the 
very refined and polished remarks of the genileman 
from Mississippi, [Mr. Gwuin,] so far as related to 
himself personally; but he had listened to ‘the re- 
marks of the gentleman, and to the paper just read 
at the table, and he had a word to say about Mis- 
sissippi morality as that gentleman taught it. Why, 
what was the case, as the gentleman made it? It 
was, that the State of Mississippi incorporated a 
bank with fifteen millions of dollars capital; and 
then wenton to enact, by a Legislature composed 
of a majority of the political friends of that gentle- 
man, and who row held the same moral doctrines 
Geclared by this same Governor McNutt, that the 
Governor should subseribe, in the name of the State, 
for one-third of the stock. The stock was sab- 
seribed for, and the bonds to pay for it were signed, 
and put in the market, and sold at par value. The 
money was received for them, and constituted part 
of the capital of the bank. He would call cn the 
gentleman to say whether there was another stock- 
holder to this bank. 


Mr: GWIN said that there was; and that bonds 


-to the amount of tea millions were given for the 


balance of the stock, and recorded in every county 
in the State. 

Mr. GRANGER said that these bonds had been 
repudiated. 

Mr. GWEN denied that they had been, and said, 
that they were well secured, and could be collected. 

Mr. GRANGER contended that every dollar of 


the capital of this bank consisted of the money de- 
rived from the sale of these State bonds, which 
was ail paid into the bank; and when it becamhe in- 
convenient to pay them, the gentleman found out 
that it was unconstitutional. He came not here to 
speak with disrespect of any man who had been 
elevated to the chief magistracy of a State; but he 
must say that, after these bonds were signed—after 
the funds were received for them—it was only néces- 
sary to tura to that letter of Governor McNutt to 
come to the conclusion that it was only when pay- 
day came, that he started kack in holy horror from 
the debt. He would go further. If he mistook 
not, there was a large amount of bonds out, con- 
stituting the capital of the Planters’: Bank of 


. Mississippi. ‘These bonds, the nature of which 


must be known to the gentleman from Mississippi 
and his colleague, had not yet heen repudiated. He 
asked the gentleman to state, in his place, his 
opinion whether these bonds should or should not 
be paid. ' eS 
Mr. GWIN, in reply to the question of the gen- 
teman, would say that all of the candidates of the 
Democratic party in Mississippi, during the contest 
in 1841, had declared themselves against repudiat- 
ing these bonds. After the exhaustion of the as- 
sets of the Planters’ and Railroad Banks, that were 
properly applicable to the payment of these bonds, 
they declared their willingness to meet their oppos 
nents in providing means to pay any kalance of these 
bonds that should remain danaldy bat the party. op- 
posed to the Democrats in the Stale had, in the 
last election, refused to pledge themselves tolay a 
tax to pay these bonds. The Legislature of the 
State, at several sessions, had attempted to put the 
Planters’ and Railroad Banks in liquidation, to ap- 
ply the assets to the payment of these bonds; but 
had been met with obstacles, on account of the sup- 
posed chartered rights of the banks; which had 
caused the failure of the application of these assets 
to this purpose. The Senate of Mississippi, at the 
time, composed of a majorty of Democrats, had 
declared, unanimously, that these bonds were the 
bonds of the State—the present Governor of the 
State being a member of the Senate at the time. 


Mr. GRANGER inquired if he was to under- 
stand the gentleman from Mississippi to- be in 
favor of repudiating the bonds of the Planters’ 
Bank of Mississippi? =; - : l 

Mr. GWIN denied that be was, or ever had 
been, in favor of repudiating those bonds. 

Mr. GRANGER said he did not mistake the 
signs of the times; it might not be unimportant to 
know and remember what the opinions of the 
gentleman were on that subject. 

Mr. WISE, (in a firm tone, to the friends around. 
him.) What does he mean, by its being important 
to know that? i . 

Mr. GRANGER hoped the House and the 
country would remember that declaration of opin- 
ion. : The gentieman had said that he was in favor 
of paying the bonds of the Planters’ Bankof Mis- 
sissippi; and he (Mr. G.) hoped they should see 
no repudiation of those bonds. He hoped, too, 
that gentieman’s honorable colleague {Mr. THompe- 
son] would be of the same way of thinking. 

Now about the Union Bank bonds. He there de~ 
elared, in his place, what the gentleman from 
Mississippi himself would not, and could not, con- 
tradict. “The law granting the power, and directing 
the subscription for the stock of the Union Bank of 
Mississippi, was passed by a Legislature, a majori- 
ty of whom were all your hard-money and hard- 
currency men—your men who read to the rest of 
the nation such elegant lessons on bank profligacy 
and bank corruption. Now, was there a prettier 
specimen of it than in the Union Bank, which went 
inio operation on the money raised by the sale. of 
those bonds? He had no sympathy with the specu- 
lators, who stood in the markets to run down the 
credit of the States, that they might buy. their 
bonds below par; but, in this case, every dollar:of 
the $5,000,000 raised by the sale of these bonds 
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went into that bank, and it was the only money 
raised for the operations of the Union Bank—a 
bank whose stock was subscribed for by a hard- 
money Governor, under a law passed by a hard- 
money Legislature. : 

Mr. GWIN said, as the gentleman appeared to. 

_ understand the political complexion of that Legis- 
lature very well, he would ask him if the Whig 
. Senator at the other end of the Capitol, from that 
State, was not elected by that Legislature? 

Mr. GRANGER said he knew it was so; for, 
after the passage of that law by a Legislature 
which had a hard-money majority, there was such 

. a storm raised that many of the members resigned, 
and a Whig majority was left. 

He then went on to allude to some epithets 
which he said had been used towards him by the 

gentleman from Mississippi, and said he should 
notice arguments, and jot epithets. He then asked 
the gentleman from Mississippi if he was pre- 
pared to rise in this hall, and say that the Union 
Bank of that Siate ever issued a dollar wpon any 4 
funds but those she raised by the sale of these five ` 
millions of bonds? Aud whether be was in favor of 
laying a tax to raise a single dollar for the repay- 
ment of them? He (Mr. G.) had nothing more to say 
on this subject, than. to declare that he stood there 
ready to verify every assertion he had made. 
~ ` But one word on the subject of State debts, and 
the remarks which the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Apams] made yesterday. He [Mr. 
Granoer] did not agree with that gentleman in 
many of the positions which he assumed; and on one 
he agreed most fully with the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. Gwin.] And when foreign stockhold- 
ers came here, and said they knew not abroad 
that there wais.any difference between the stock of 
the different States of this Union, and that they bad 
been deceived in advancing their money, believing 
that the faith of the General Government was 
„pledged for its repayment, he would, with the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi, turn to them and say, 
Why was it, then, that you bought Illinois bonds at 
40 cents, and other State bonds for 30 cents—some 
even for 15 cents—New York 6's for80 and 90 
` cents, and Massachusetts at par? Forhe did not 

come there to glorify his own State, but to state 
the facts as they stood. Yes, when a foreign bond- 
holder came to buy State bonds, and said he con- 
sidered that they were all guarantied by the faith 
of the United States Government, he [Mr. GRANGER] 
would tell him that his own actions proved that he 
knew to the contrary. 

Another word on this subject. It was a pity— 
a grievous pity—whatever some gentlemen might 
think of it, as connected with this whole subject, 
that the land bill of 1832, or 1833, or whatever the 
year was, did not become a law. 

If that land bill had become a law of the land, 
and the distribution had taken place amongst the 
States, they might not have been driven to re- 

pudiation. And if the surplus funds of 1835 and 
1836 had been divided out among the States in 
the proportion in which they were entitled to it, 
they would never have scen what they had seen, 
And he there told the gentlemen who heard him, 
that there was not a State of the Union—unless it 
was not already determined to repudiate—that 
would not call upon them in some form or other 
—~either that of the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. 
W. C. Jounson,] or some other—to make the 
common property cfthe nation be for the com- 
mon benefit of the States, 


He regretted to hear the gentleman from Massa- 
chuseits [Mr. Apams] say that British steamers 
coald go -to Mississippi and conquer that State. 
He differed from him entirely cn that subject, al- 
though he had never seen in that gentleman any- 
thing that looked like favoring the British. He 
had watched that gentleman’s course towards Great 
Britain closely, through his whole life; and though 
he thonght the gentleman from Massachusetts 

‘would do justice to all nations, he had often seen 
that the revolutionary blood which was in his veins, 
and the veins of his sire, rose up; and on any ques. 
tion of doubt between us and Great Britain, that 
gentleman was made what had been called a pretty 
“good hater.” The gentleman from Massachu- 
setts was the last man against whom a charge 


| from New York; but he omitted to state that near- 
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should be brought of favoring the British, though 
he (Mr. Granczr) did not agree with him that the 
steamers of Great Britain could go up the Missis- 
sippi. The valley of the Mississippi alone was 
competent to protect her.. He was, however, alit- 
tle surprised the other day, and more surprised 
now, that some indignation had not been expressed 
in relation to some remarks of another gentleman 
on this floor. The gentleman. from. Mississippi 
charged almost treason to his country on the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, for intimating that 
British steamers. could eonquer the single State of 
Mississippi; and yet an eloquent gentleman from 
South Carolina, on the navy appropriation bill the 
other day, told them that British steamers could go 
up the Mississippi, and lay waste, not only one, but 
every State bordering on that river; and they then 
heard no charge from the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi, nor had they now heard any charge agalnst 
the gentleman from South Carolina—no, nota word. 
After a few other observations, he resumed his 
seat. 


The SPEAKER then announced that ihe morne 
ing hour had expired. 


Mr. ADAMS obtained permissicn to correet an 
error into which the gentleman from New York 
had fallen. He denied that he had said British 
steamers sould go up the Mississippi, and conquer 
that State; but he had supposed a case, and in- 
quired what this Government would do under such 
circumstances. 


Mr. GWIN said the gentleman from New York 
had accused him (Mr. G.) with applying epithets 
to him. He (Mr. G.) had applied but one epithet 
to the gentleman. It was, that he was the Robes- 
pierre of the Harrison administration, and was as 
fond of cutting off heads officially, as that monster 
had been in reality. He wished to call the atten- 
tion of the House to the fact, that the gentleman 
from New York had, at the last session of Con- 
gress, declared in his place—and with a self-satis- 
fied air that cannot be forgotten—that he had de- 
eapitated 1,700%postmasters. 


Mr. GRANGER said he did not object to that 
atali. It was fair and legitimate. 


Mr. GWIN asked to what, then, did the gentle- 
man allude? It was the only epithet he had used 
in confexion with the gentleman’s rame; and, as 
the gentleman had remarked, he thought it per- 
fectly legitimate. The observations addressed to 
the House a few days ago, by that gentleman, in 
reply to his (Mr. G.’s) colleague, who had con- 
tended for bringing down the expenditures of the 
Government to the national receipts, were intended 
to reflect upon the State of Mississippi for the posi- 
tion she bad taken in relation to the Union Bank 
bonds. He (Mr. G.) thought that the gentleman’s 
doctrine of private repudiation, by ex post facto 
laws, was more odious than what was charged 
upon Mississippi, if the charge were true; and he 
used the expression that, like the rattlesnake, he 
had sunk his fangs into his own politically-corrupt 
body, instead of wounding his colleague. Did the 
gentleman from New York object to this expres- 
sion, in this connexion} 

Mr. G. said that he would not trespass on the 
courtesy of the gentleman from Maryland, who 
had yielded him the floor, so long as to go into an 
argument to disprove all the positions taken by the 
gentieman from New York in regard to the Union 
Bank bonds—not one of which was tenable—which 
held the State Jiable for these bonds. He was pre- 
pared to show te the satisfaction of every impartial 
man, here or elsewhere, that there was neither le- 
gal nor constitutional liability on the State to pay 
these bonds; and he was wiling to abide the de- 
cision of the country as to whether a moral obli- 
gation rested, where there was none constitutional- 
ly or legally. He would remark, that the Legis- 
lature that chartered this bank had been character- 
ized as a hard-money Legislature by the gentleman 


ly every Whig in # voted for the bank and supple- 
ment—that the Whig party in the Legislature of 
that State went almost en masse for all the bank 
charters that had beea passed; and that party 


-had the management of all the banks after they 


went into operation, and had led them to bankrupt- 


` ner. 


cy ; as the same’party had the United States, in its 
short rule since the 4th of March, 1841. 

The subject then went over, Mr. W. C. Jounsow 
having the floor for the morning hour on Monday. 


WEST FLORIDA. 


Mr. LEVY called for the special order of the 
day, being a bill for the relief of inhabitants of 
West Florida; which was taken up, and Mr. 
LEVY entered into some explanatory statements 
respecting the position which the question had as- 
sumed. 

Mr, ADAMS also explained. 

Mr. LEVY then addressed the House at length 
in reply to tbe remarks of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, (Mr. Apams,] and in favor of the jus- 
tice of the claim. 

Mr. ADAMS addressed the House in reply to 
Mr. Levy, and concladed with moving to lay the 
bill on the table. 

Mr. LEVY said he was very desirous to say a 
few words in reply to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, and for that purpose entreated him to 
withdraw his motion. 

Mr. ADAMS did not do so, but called for the 
yeas and nays; which were ordered, and the mo- 
tion to lay on the table was negatived—yeas 72, 
nays 77. 

So the House refused to lay the bill on the 
table. 

The question recurring upon the motion to ree 
commit the bill, 

Mr. S. J. ANDREWS moved the previous 
question; which was seconded, and the main 
question ordered to be now put. The effect of this 
motion was to bring the House to a direct vote up- 
on the passage of the bill. 

On taking the question, the result was the re- 
jection of the bill by a vote of ayes 36, to noes 113. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Maryland obtained the 
floor; but, 


Mr. LEVY said he rose to a privileged question. 
He moved a reconsideration of the vote by which 
the bill had been rejected. a 


The SPEAKER ruled the motion out of order, 
as coming from a Delegate, who had no vote, and 
therefore could not have voted with the majority, 
which circumstance alone entitled a gentleman to, 
move a reconsideration. 

Mr. WELLER said that, in order to enable the 
Delegate to get in his remarks, he would himself 
move a reconsideration of the vote just taken. 

Mr. LEVY then took the floor, and, after some 
interruption, caused by questions of order and 
motions to adjourn, addressed the House in con- 
tinuation of the remarks made by him to-day, and 
the conclusion of which was prevented by the ex- 
piration of bis hour. 

Mr. LEVY concluded by moving the previous 
question. l 

Mr. FILLMORE moved to lay the motion on 
the table, and it was carried. 

Mr. J, L. WILLIAMS offered the following 
resolution, which was considered and adopted: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs inquire and 
report to this House what amount of expenditure has been im. 
properly charged to the appropriation of July, 1836, and what 
amount of expenditure has been improperly charged to the ap- 
propriation of 1838—which appropriations were for carryiag 
into effect the Cherokee treaty of 1835-6; and that said com. 
mittee have power to send for persons and papers. 


Several resolutions of inquiry were then pre- 
sented and adopted, and 
The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, February 13, 1843. 
> Mr. BARROW presented a memorial numerous- 
ly signed by practical engineers, and 2,000 citizens 
of Cincinnati, Ohio, complaining of the operations of 
the steamboat law of 1838, and pointing out its de- 
fecis as regards the mode of inspecting and testing 
steamboat boilers. Mr. B. said the memorial was 
drawn up with great ability, and pointed out the 
defects of that law in a clear and satisfactory man- 
He said the subject was then before the other 
House; and the motion he would submit in relation 
to the memorial there would have been different 
if he did not know that the subject was before the 
other branch of Congress. He then moved that 
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the ‘memorial be. referred. to the Committee on 
Commerce, and be printed. Agreed to. 

»JMr. GRAHAM presented joint resolutions adopt- 
ed by the Legislature of North Carolina, declara- 
tory of the right of that body to instruet the Sena- 
tors-from that State in the Congress of the United 
States; denying the right of Congress to tax or io give 
protection to any particular. interest; declaring that 
the tariff law passed at the last session of Congress 
Was unjust, unequal, oppressively burdensome on 
all. other. branches, of indusiry, for the purpose 
of giving protection to tke. manufacturing 
interest, and, as such, was unconstitutional, 
and dangerous to public liberty; and recommending 
that it be modified and brought. down to 
a revenue standard; and resolutions disapproving 
of the bankrupt law; in favor of refunding to 
General Jackson the fine imposed on him at New 
Orleans in 1815; and affirming that the veto power, 
in the hands of the Executive, was a conservative 
and necessary power, and should not be destroyed; 
and instructing the Senators, and requesting the 
Representatives from that State, to urge the adop- 
tion of the principles of those resolutions.” The 
resolutions were read, and ordered to be printed. ` 

Mr. G. also presented a petition from Samuel 
Mabron, late a captain in the United Siates army, 
praying for a pension: referred to the Commiitee on 
Pensions, 

Mr. EVANS presented a memorial from cer 
tain citizens of Maine, asking that the fishing and 
lumber interests may be proiected by the laying 
of a higher rate of duties than was imposed by the 
existing tariff: referred to the Commitiee on Man- 
ufactures. 

Mr. STURGEON presented joint resolutions 
adopted by the Legislature of Pennsylvania, in- 
structing the Senators, and requesting the Repre- 
sentatives from that State, to use their influence to 
procure the passage of a law to refund to General 
_ Jackson the fine imposed on him by Jadge Hall 
of New Orleans, in 1815. Mr. S. expressed much 
gratification at the action of the Legislature of his 
State upon this subject. The resolutions were read, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CHOATE presented a memorial from the 
Boston Marine Scciety, praying the adoption of 
measures for preventing further injury to the har- 
bor of Boston from the washings of the islands in 
the mouth of that barbor: referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

. Mr, C. also presented a memorial from A. B. 

Quinby, on the subject of his invention for the pre- 
vention of explosion of steam-boilers, and praying 
that the experiments authorized to test the inven- 
tions for that object may be made at Washington, 
instead of New York: referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 


Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from 
a number of merchants of Philadelphia engaged in 
the importation of goods from Germany, praying 
that, whilst Congress is fixing the currency value of 
the. British pound sterling, they will at the 
same time establish by law the current value of 
German coin on the same principles: referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. B, also presented a memorial from West- 
ern Pennsylvania, representing (and there was no 
doubt of the fact) that Pennsylvania was much 
embarrassed by her exertions in the cause of in- 
ternal improvements; and, for the purpose of re- 
lieving her, reecmmending an issue of stock by 
the United States, based on the credit of the public 
lands, and secured by the faith of tse United States, 

Also, a memorial from Pennsylvania generally, 
and one from citizens residing in Chester county in 
that Stafe, recommending the issue of ¢200,000,- 
000 of stock by the United States, for the relief of 
the States; which were referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Also, presented à memorial from citizens of the 
city and county cf Philadelphia, asking that Mr. 
Kendall may be restored to his personal liberty, 
and that be may be also remunerated for the loss 
of time and expenses incurred in defending him- 
selfagainst the suit which terminaied in a verdiet 
for : damages, in his individual capacity, for a 
faithful discharge of his official duttesas Postmas- 
ter General; referred to the Committee on Claims, 


Mr. ALLEN presented a memorial from a num- 
ber of citizens residing on the line of the Camber- 
land road, ia Ohio, remonstrativg against the pro- 
posed change in the route of that road: referred to 
the Committee on Roads and Canals. ° 

- Also, presented a petition from Eliza Rose, widow 
of Jacob Rese, a soldier of the Revolution, fora 
pension: referred to the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Pensions. : 

Mr. CALHOUN presented a petition from Wil- 
liam Williams, captain in the revolutionary army 
of the United States, for commutation: referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

Mr. TAPPAN presented a memorial from Mont- 
pelier, Jefferson county, Ohio, praying for the re- 
peal of the bankrupt Jaw; which was laid on the 
table. 

Mr. YOUNG presented a petition from 283 citi- 
zens of Lake county, Illinois, and Racine county, 
Wisconsin Territory, praying tke establishment of 
a mail route from Libertyville, in Lake county, Il- 
linois, by way of F. F. Munson’s and D. C. Bur- 
gess’s, to Burlington, in Racine county, Wisconsin 
Territory; which, together with the accompanying 
diagram, and the letter of W., F. Shepard, E. J. 
Simmons, and F. ¥. Munson, was referred to the 
Committee on the. Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a petition numerously 
signed by inhabitants of the town of Salem, in 
‘Wayne county, New York, asking Congress to in- 
terfere in the case of Mr. Kendall, anà to restore 
him to personal liberty: referred to the Committee 
on Claims. ` 

Mr. KERR presented a memorial from citizens 
of Prince George’s county, Maryland, praying Con- 
gress to purchase and make free one of the bridges 
across the eastern branch of the Potomac: referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. KERR presented some additional evidence 
in support of the claim of Charles Dawkins. 

Mr. MOREHEAD presented a memorial from 
sachems and counsellors of the Stockbridge tribe 
of Indians, residing in Wisconsin, praying for in- 
demnity for alarge sum of money which was ex- 
pended in endeavoring to protect their rights be- 
fore the Government of the United States: referred 
to the Judiciary Committee, and ordered to be 
printed. . 

Mr. McROBERTS presented a petition from 
William Maxwell of Illinois, asking Congress to 
pass a law directing a tract of land adjoining his 
farm, belonging to the Uniied States, to be sold— 
no survey of it having been yet made: referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

On motion by Mr. HUNTINGTON, leave was 
granted to withdraw from the files of the Senate 
the petition and papers of Charles Larabee for a 
pension. f 

The PRESIDENT pro fem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the War Department, 
transmitting, in compliance with a resolution of the 
Senate of the 9th instant, copies of General Jack- 
son’s letter to that department, dated Nashville in 
1815, and copies of papers transmitted by General 
Jackson, signed by certain general officers, justi- 
fying the declaration of martial law at New Or- 
leans: laid on the table. 

Mr. BENTON submitted the following resolu- 
tion, Which lies one day on the table, under the 
rule: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States ve re- 
quested to communicate to the Senate a copy of the commission, 
ov letter of instruction, which may have been given to 


Daniel Webster, erq., Secretary of State, to treat with Lord 
Ashburton, late special minister from Great Britain to the 


- United States, 


Mr. GRAHAM, from the Committee on Claims, 
reported back, without amendment, and with a 
recommendation that they do pass, House bills 
of the following titles: 

An act for the relief of George A. Winslow; 

An act for the reliefof Charles Waldron; and 

An act for the relief of John R. Chandler, — 

Mr. DAYTON, from the Committee on Public 
Buildings, reported back, without amendment, and 
with arecommendation that it do pass, the bill 
for the relief of John Skirving. 

Mr. KERR, from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, reported, without amendment, the 
bill from the House entitled “An act to provide, in 


certain cases, for the sale of the real estate of ine 
fants within the District of Columbia.” ; 

Mr. WILLIAMS, from the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs, reported adversely to the passage of 
House bill 672. 

Mr. WOODBURY, from. the Committee on 
Claims, reported back, without amendment, and 
adversely to its passage, House bill entitled “Anact 
for the relief of W. Barry, widow and administra- 
trix of Thomas Barry.” The report was ordered 
to be printed. C 

. Mr. ARCHER, from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, reported back, without amendment; the 
bill from the House for the relief of John Randolph 
Clay, late secretary of legation of the United 
States to the court of Vienna. oh 

On motion by Mr. MERRICK, the previous 
orders of the day were postponed, and the Senate 
took up, asin committee of the whole, the joint 
resolution {directing the transfer of the stock held 
by the United States in the Chesapeake and Ohio 
Canal, to the cities of Alexandria, Georgetown, and 
Washington, on certain conditions. ; 

Mr. MERRICK moved several verbal amend- 
ments, which were agreed to. 

The resolution was then reported to the Senate; 
and, the amendments having been concurred in; 

Mr. KING remarked that he had not had time 
to examine the amendments which had been made 
to the resolution. He desired, therefore, an oppor- 
tunity to do so, 


Mr. MERRICK said that opportunity would be 
afforded after the resolution was ordered to be en- 
grossed, if the Senator should find anything objec- 
tionable in it. f 

The resolution was then reported to the Senate, 
and ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 


Mr. DAYTON introduced a bill authorizing the 
settlement of the accounts of William N. 
(name not heard;) which was read twice, and ree 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 


BANKRUPT LAW. 


Mr. YOUNG rose and gave nofice that he 
would, on to-morrow, ask the Senate to postpone 
all the previous orders of the day, for the purpose 
of taking up the bankrupt law. He did this, 
agreeably to the resolutions of the Legislature of 
his Sate in favor of the repeal of that law. . Sen- 
ators would all agree that the session was rapidly 
passing away; and if action was not had speedily 
a the subject, the law could not be repealed at 
all. . 


Mr. BERRIEN thought the Senate could hardly 
proceed to the consideration of a bill of such nags 
nitude upon so short a notice. It was his pur- 
pose to ask the Senate to fix upon some day suffi- 
ciently distant to enable gentlemen to come pre- 
pared to entertain the subject calmly, considerately, 
and understandingly. 


Mr. YOUNG observed that great solicitude was 
felt by many of the States, and by the community 
at Jarge, that the subject should be acted upon this 
session. He hoped the Senator from. Georgia 
would now call upon the Senate to fix a day, or 
name it himself. : 


Mr. BERRIEN said that, in the course of the 
present day, or to-morrow, he would. call upon: the 
Senate to fix a day. 


Mr. YOUNG said he was content with the Sen» 
ator’s declaration to that effect. 


Mr. BUCHANAN remarked that he had in- 
tended this morning to speak privately to the 
chairman of the Judiciary Committee, [Mr, Ber 
RIEN,}] with a view of pointing out to him the 
impatience felt throughout the country on the sub- 
ject. There was not a day that he did not receive 
letters of pressing inquiry—all anxious to have the 
matter settled before it is too late to expect the 
action of Congress this session. Could not the 
Senator now name the day—Thureday, Friday, or 
Saturday—or even Monday? Leta day be fix- 
ed, and let the billbe disposed of. For his part, he did 
not see why it might not be to-morrow, for he was 
certain every one had made up his mind already. 

Mr. BERRIEN would prefer the matter to be 
left as agreed upon between himself and the Sens 
ator from Illinois. - 


: 
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RENCHMENT, ECONOMY, AND: GOV- 
ERNMENT RESOURCES, 

he resclations introduced on Tuesday: last by 
Mr. McDorriz, on the propriety of adopting meas- 
ures to revive commerce, replenish the impov- 
erished exchequer, and to arrest thë accumulation 
of: public. debt, by reducing.the tariff of the last ses- 
sion: to a revenue standard, and by practising a ri- 
gid:system:of retrenchment, economy, and account- 
ability, came up for consideration. 

Mr. McDUFFI8 addressed the Senate for 
about two houts, tracing the condition of the coun- 
try. to. its trae foundation, and pointing out the ne- 
cessity of retracing those steps by which the Gov- 
ernment had been led astray, through unwise and 
improvident legislation, Mr. McD.’s speech (of 
which-a full report is in preparation) was distin- 
guished for its eloquence and comprehensive range 
of polity. He took a bold and uncompromising 
stand upon the three main prepositions of his rezolu- 
tions: that the present distress of the country was 
due to the system which had overflowed the treasu- 
ry at the expense of commerce, and had superin- 
duced a state of things which necessarily Jed to an 
inflated cufrency, enormous expansions of the car- 
rency, extended credits, wild speculations, disas- 

. trous disappointment, and, in time, consequent 
bank contractions, revulsions, prostration, and ruin. 
Either in perfect ignorance of, or wilfully blind to, 
the true sources of the evils which exist, a tariff bill 
had been passed last session, the sure effects of 
which have been the decaying and crippled state of 
commerce, which rendered it utterly incapable of 
longer sustaining the Government. 

ith an impoverished and exhausted treasury, 
and a national debt rapidly accumulating, the Gov- 
érnment had adopted the suicidal policy of putting 
shackles on that commerce which had been its sole 
support for the fifty years of ils existence, had car- 
ried ihe country triumphantly through two exhaust- 
ing wars, had subsequently paid off an enormous 
national debt, and then been forced to swell the 
public coffers to repletion. It was absurd to hope 
fof any relief for the present condition of the coun- 
try from attempts to regulate the currency and ex. 
changes. These were things which would best reg- 
ulate themselves, by being left to work out their 
own cure. Gentlemen, to relieve the country, 
must retrace their steps, and remove from com- 
merce the shackles they had so unwisely and im- 
providently imposed upon it; they must revise 
their tarif law, and bring down duties to a reye- 
nue standard; they must abandon their narrow- 
sighted policy of protecting special interests, at the 
expense of other interests of incaleulably more im- 
portance; and they must economize and retrench 
the expenditures of the Government. . 

On each of these points Mr. McD. expatiated 
with great eloquence and ability; sustaining his 
views by arguments no less cogent and statesman- 
like than original. ` 

On the suggestion by Mr. EVANS, the resolu- 
tions were passed over informally till to-morrow. 

‘On motion by Mr. MILLER, the previous orders 
cffthe day were postponed, and the Senate took up, 
as in committee of the whole, the bill entitled “An 
act authorizing the President of the United Siates 
to issue to the heirs of John Campbeil a patent for 
the remainder of a private Jand claim at Prairie da 
Chien, in the Territory of Wiscdnsin.” 

There being no amendment proposed, the bili 
was reported to the Senate, and ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading. 

Mr. KERR, from the Judiciary Com mittee, re- 
ported back, without amendment, and with a rec- 
ommendation that it do pass, the bill entitled “An aet 
for the relief of Gorham A. Worth, one of the 
sureties of Samuel Edmunds, deceased ” 

_On motion by Mr. HUNTINGTON, the pre- 
vious orders of the day were postponed, ard ike 
Senaie took up for consideration as ih commitice 
wf the whole, Hoose bili entiled “An act to aus 
thorize tae eniolment or register of the brig Nueva 
Grenada.” There being no amendment propcsed, 
the bill was reported to the Senate, and, according io 
order, read the third time, and pasted. 

On motion by Mr. MERRICK, Franklin Whit- 
ney bad leave to withdraw his petition and papers 
from the files of the Senate, 


‘ On motion by Mr. ARCHER, leave was granted 
to withdraw from the files of the Senate the peti- 
tion and papers of William Evans. - 

On motion by Mr. GRAHAM, the previous or- 
ders were postponed, and the Senate took up, as in 
committee of the whole, the bill from the House 
for the relief of W. W. Street; which was consid- 
ered, reported to the Senate, read the -third time, 
and passed. ; 

The joint resolution for the distribution of cer- 
tain copies of the Censms returns, and Compendium 
of the Sixth Census, was taken up asin committee 
of the whole; and, after a few remarks by Messrs. 
HENDERSON and KING in opposition to its 
passage, and by Mr. TAPPAN in its favor, it was 
reported to the Senate, aud ordered. to be engrossed 
for a third reading. 

On motion by Mr. BARROW, the previcus or- 
ders were postponed, and the Senate took up, as in 
committee of the whole, the Senate bill to grant a 
traci of land to Villeneuve LeBlane, in considera- 
tion of the benefit derived to the public lands from 
bis services to damming up the mouth of False 
river. ; : 

Mr. BARROW and Mr. HENDERSON de- 
fended the bill, on the ground of services rendered 
to the United States. They stated that the exer- 
tions of this individual had reclaimed to the United 
States nearly 500,000 acres of land; and that, not- 
withstanding his exertions were to benefit his own 
property, by damming this river, and thathe had no 
legal claims against the United States, yet they 
thought it but just that he should be remunerated 
with 1,000 acres of the land reclaimed, for his 
trouble and great expense in making the dam 
which had reclaimed it. 

Messrs. CALHOUN and KING opposed the 
passage of the bill, on the ground that there was no 
legal claim; that the individual had performed the 
work for his.own private benefit, without the au- 
thority of the United States—without regard to the 
benefit or injury to its property; and the principle 
involved was a new and dangerous one. 

The bi!l was reported to the Senate, and rejected, 
on yeas and nays—yeas 11, nays 19. ; 

On motion by Mr. CRITTENDEN, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, February 13, 1843. 


Mr. FORNANCE presented the petition of G-o, 
Richards, William .Vangezer, and 19 others, citi- 
zens of Pottstown, Montgomery county, Pennsyl- 
vania, asking for the distribution of $200,000,000 
national stock. f 

Also, the petition of J. C. Slemmer, J. R. Weeks, 
and 35 others, citizens of Pottstown, Montgomery 
county, Pennsylvania, praying Congress to restore 
to Amos Kendall his personal liberty, and remu- 
nerate him for the loss sustained by several suits 
recently brought against him. 

Mr. CHARLES A. FLOYD presented a peti- 
tion that Greenport, in the county of Suffolk, New 
York, be made a port of entry. 

Mr. DODGE of Wisconsin presented the petition 
of James B. Estis, of lowa county, Territory of 
Wisconsin, asking Congress for remuneration for 
property destroyed and services rendered the United 
States during the war with the Sac Indians, in the 
year 1832. 


Mr. BURKE presented the petitions of Susanna 
Vinton, Polly Chase, Elizabeth Hail, Submit 
Roberis, Isabel Bugbee, Mary Wood, Marcy 
Bemis, and Lydia Sanders, praying to be placed on 
the roll of revolutionary pensioners: referred to the 
Commitiee on Revoluticnary Pensions. 

Mr. HASTINGS presented the memorial of 103 
farmers of Columbiana county, Obio, asking Con- 
gress to equalize the tariff, and in just reference to 
their staples of wool and hides. 

Also, the memorial of 63 farmers of Carroll 
county, Ohio, on the same subject. 

Aiso, the memorial of 35 farmers of Columbiana 
county, Ohio, on the same subject. 

Mr. CHARLES J. INGERSOLL presented the 
resolutions of the Legislature of the State of Penn- 
sylvania, in favor of refunding to General Jackson 


if the fine imposed on him by Judge Hall in 1815; | 


ni cod 
which were laid on the table, and ordered to be 
printed. oy ss) ‘ 

Mr. MOORE rose and said he was about to 
move a resolution, which he hoped would meet with 
the concurrence of his brother Whigs of the House, 
It was, that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole, for the purpose of proceeding 
with the resolution on the subject of General Jack- 
son’s fine. 

Mr. READ rose to a question of order. By the 
23d rule, this was one of the days assigned for the 
reception cf resolutions from the several Sates, 
without debate; and he called upon the Speaker to 
enforce thatrule. He had business of importance 
belonging to his Siate, which he had for a long time 
been waiting in vain to present. 

Mr. CUSHING asked if this was not the day as- 
signed for the consideration of the bill on the sub- 
ject of commercial treaties, introduced by the gen- 
teman from Maryland, {Mr. Kennzpy ] 

The SPEAKER informed the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania that he was right in the construction 
he had given to the rule; but the bill reported by the 
gentlefaan from Maryland had been made the spé- 
cial order for to-day, and could not be set aside but 
by general consent. 

Mr. READ appealed from the decision of the 
Chair. Fie made thisappeal for the purpose of be- 
ing heard once in the course of the session. He 
had not, since he had been here, been able to get the 
floor for five minutes. 

‘The SPEAKER said that the appeal was not 
debatable, and put the question to the Houses which 
was decided by sustaining the decision. 

Mr. HOPKINS hoped that, by general consent, 
the House would, before proceeding to the regular 
order, take up and refer the bills from the Senate; 
which being agreed to, the following were severally 
read twice, and referred to appropriate committees: 

The bill for the relief of the heirs of William 
Fisher. 

The bill to prevent the employment of private 
expresses On the mail routes, and for the prevention 
of frauds on the Post Office; and 

The bill in relation to the two per cent. fund of 
the State of Mississippi. 

. DOMESTIC HEMP. 

The joint resolution of the House, with the 
amendments cf the Senate thereto, to establish agen- 
cies for the purchase of American water-rotted 
hemp, was taken up; the question being on the 
amendments of the Senate. 

The amendments being read, Mr. SMITH of 
Virginia moved to lay the resolution and amend- 
ments on the table; which motion was decided in 
the negative—-yeas 62, nays 136. 

Mr. L. W. ANDREWS moved the previous 
question, and it was sustained by the House; and 
the amendments of the Senate were concurred in. 

_COMET AND ENCOMIUM. 

‘Phe House then took up the bill for the relief of 
Wiiliam Selden, Treasurer of the United States, 
on the question of concurring in the amendment of 
the Senate. This bill was originally entitled “A 
bill for the relief of claimants to indemnities re- 
ceived from the British Government for the loss of 
slaves from on board the Comet and Encomium at 
Nassau, Bahamas.” 

Mr. STANLY moved the previous question, 
which was sustained; a motion to lay the bill on 
the table was negatived, and thé Senate?s amend. 
ment was concurred in. z } 

Mr. GIDDINGS moved a reconsideration of the 
vote by which the amendment was concurred in, 
for the purpose of offering some observations there- 
on. He then preceeded with some remarks in op- 


_position to the bill. 


Mr. GIDDINGS'S hour having expired— 

Mr. CUSHING chserved that the gentleman 
froin Ohio, in the course of his remarks on this 
bill, had made allusion to himself, among others, 
when speaking of the resolution in consequence of 
which the vote casting censure on him was passed; 
and he had not only travelled out of the issue in. 
volved in it, but, throughout the whole of his re. 
marks, had indulged in that exaggeration of lane 
guage which was to be anticipated froma person 
whose mind was governed by this one idea, and 
was, therefore, incapable of entering into the eles 


ments of ihe.question: before the House. What 

was that question? - A bill had passed this: Hcuse 

for the purpose of paying to certain citizens’ of the 

United States a sum of money, lying in-thetreasury, 

to. which they were justly entitled: That bil having 

been amended in the Senate, came. back. to the 

‘House:in the ordinary course of business; andhav- 
ing, in like manner, been referred to the Commit 
tee of Ways and Means, it was reported back, as 
amended, to the. House. Exception was then 
raised to the bill by the gentleman from Ohio, who 
took the ground, that whoever voted for it would be 
guilty ofa violation of the Constita ion, and of 
servility in submitting to. the dictation of the South. 
He denied the correctness of the ground thus. as- 
sumed by the gentleman from Ohio. If they went 
behind the bill, what was the state of the case pre- 
sented to them? Certain citizens of the United 
States complained that injury had been done them 
by a foreign Government. What happened next? 
The Executive, under that complaint, proceeded 
to do what had been done in all cases’ where 
our citizens had complained of wrongs done 
them by.a foreign Government, and ordered the 
minister of the United States at the court of 
St. James to Jay the complaint before that court, 
and to demand redress. Upon receiving a state- 
ment of the case from our minister, the British 
Government admitted that our citizens had been 
injured, and that they were entitled to redress; and, 
therefore, without the formality of a treaty, but 
upon the admission of the manifest wrong that was 
done, they paid the amount of indemnity into our 
treasury, These were the incontestable facts of 
the case. The British Government having tbus 
. paid the indemnity into the treasury of the United 
States, this bill proposed to divide it among the 
claimants. Now what did the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Gipprnas] propose? ‘That we shall 
throw thig money back to the British Government? 
Did the gentleman propose that this Government 
should be guilty of a breach of trust, and embezzle 
the money thus placed in its hands? He assumed 
that, if the United States completed the faithful ex- 
ecution of the trust thus reposed in them, by pay- 
ing ‘this money over to the complainants, and for 
which the Government is responsible in honor, that 
it would be a fraud. Now he, (Mr. C.,) on the 
contrary, contended that it would amount toa 
fraud or embezzlement, if the Government refused 
to pay itover. But the gentleman fram Ohio said 
that the original assertion of the claim for indemni- 
ty was in violation of the Constitution; that the Ex- 
ecutive had no right to make this claim on the 
British Government, and.therefore the bill ought 
not to pass. He denied the consequence. If the 
British Government paid this money into the treas- 
ury of the United States, without having the power 
to enforce the demand, still ivwas its duty to-pay it 
over to those entitled to it. 


The objections of the gentleman from Ohio to 
this bill were two; and consisted, first, in the asser- 
tion of that gentleman that there could be no prop- 
erty of person in person by the laws of nature; that 
those persons in the liberation of whom the injury 
was committed, were not slaves, but freemen; and 
that, therefore, money should not be paid for them. 
Now, upon the question of property, the gentleman 
was arguing not what was law——not what was mu- 
nicipal law, or the laws of nations; but what 
should, in his abstract notions, be law. They bad, 
however, nothing to do with the gentleman’s ab- 
stract theories, but were dealing with fixed and es- 
tablished Jaws, and their duties under them. Here 
was the case of certain slaves set free by the pro- 
vincial authorities of the island of New Providenee; 

_for which the Government of the United Slates, in 
behalf of its citizens, demanded indemvi y. What 
did the British Government say to that demand? 
That Government was at the time an abolition 
Government, ruled by an abolition ministry, with 
an abolition Parliament, which had recently enacted 
alaw for the abolition of slavery in the British col- 
onies.. It would, therefore, natuiaily have been 
expecied that the answer would have been in ae- 
cordance with the views of the gentleman from 
Ohio. ‘The answer did not come from an snti- 
abolition Government; it did not come from one 
of our Southern States, where slavery is recoge 
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nised as a partof their institutions; but it came 
from an abolition Government with an abolition 
ministry; and at the highest possible period of ab- 
clition excitement. What was that answer? It 
was, so far as the Comet and Encomium were 
concerned, thdt the authorities of Nassau had 
committed a violation, not only of manici- 
pal law, but of the laws cf nations; and 
that they would treat the claimants to indem- 
nity in the same way. that they treated the 
owners of slaves in the island.of New Providence 
when they abolished slavery in it, viz: if the bond 
between master and slave was to be abolished, the 
consideration was to be paid by the Government. 
Upon this principle, the money was pai,l over.by 
the British Government toours.. ‘There was a per- 
fect answer to the argument of the gentleman from 
Ohio. While they made this answer in relation to 
theslaves that were liberated from the Encomium 


and Comet, they came toa different decision in. 


regard to those slaves who were on board the En- 
terprise. In the latter case, they decided that, as 
the act of Parliament emancipating the slaves in 
the British islands was passed prior to the libera- 
tion of the slaves in the vessel last named, they 
would not pay for them. : 

He then proceeded to notice the tendency of the 
arguments of the gentleman from Onio, at some 
length; and to protest and remonstrate against them, 
as incompatible with the union of these States; 
and concluded by stating that he should vote against 
he reconsideration. 

Mr. ARNOLD said this was not a proper time 
to enter on this discussion; and he therefore moved 
to lay the question of reconsideration on the table. 

Mr. STANLY entreated the gentleman from 
Tennessee to withdraw it, to permit him to make 
a few observations; which being assented to, he 
entered into some explanation, 

Mr. WELLER also made an explanatory state- 
ment, mainly in reply to an observation which had 
been made by his colleague, [Mr. Grppings, ] to the 
effect, that he was cut off from a defence of him- 
self, when the resolutions of censure were passed 
at the last session, by the previous question being 
moved by, his colleague, (himself.) Now, he 
(Mr. WELLER) appealed. to the recollection of the 
House, whether he did not offer to withdraw the 
motion for the previous question, if his colleague 
would say that he wished to beheard in his de- 
fence. 

_ After a few words from Messrs. WISE, 
ADAMS, GIDDINGS, ARNOLD, and BRIGGS, 

The motion to reconsider was Jaid upon the ta- 

ble, by a vote of yeas 140, to nays 38, as follows: 


YEAS—Meesrs. Allen, L. W. Andrews, Arnold, Arrington, 
Atherton, Aycrigg, Babcock, Barnard, Barton, Beeson, Bidlack, 
Black, Blair, Boardman, Botts, Bowne, Boyd, Brewster, Aaron 
V. Brown, Milton Brown, Charies Brown, Jeremiah Brown, 
Burke, William O. Butler, Green W. Caldwell, Patrick C. 
Caldwell, John Campbell, William B. Campbell, Thomas J. 
Campbell, Cary, Casey, Childs, Jobn C. Clark, Clifford, Clin- 
ton, Coles, Cranston, Crawford, Cushing, Danicl, Richard D. 


. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Deberry, Doan, Doig, Eastman, Jobn 


Edwards, John C. Edwards, Ferris, Fillmore, John G. Floyd, 
Charles A. Floyd, Fornance, A. Lawrence Foster, Gamble, 
Gentry, Gerry, William O. Goode, Gordon, Graham, Green, 
Gustine, Harris, Hastings, Hays, Hopkins, Nouck, Houston, 
Hún, Charles J. Ingersoll, William W. Irwin, Jack, Cave 
Johnson, John W. Jones, Isaac D. Jones, Keim, John P. Ken- 
nedy, Littlefield, Lowell, Abraham McClellan, Robert McClel- 
lan, McKay, McKeon, Mallory, Marchand, Alfred Marshal), 
Samson Mason, Mathiot, Mathews, Medill, Meriwether, Miller, 
Mitchell, Moore, Morris, Newhard, Oliver, Oshorne, Parmen- 
ter, Partridge, Payne, Pendleton, Plumer, Pope, Powell, Proffit, 
Rayner, Rencher, Reynolds, Riggs, Rodney, Rogers, Sanford, 
Saunders, Sewell, Shepperd, William Smith, Snyder, Sprigg, 
Stanly, Steenrod, John T. Stuart, Sweney, Taliaferro, Rich- 
ard W., Thompson, Jacob Thoinpson, Toland, Tomlinson, Trip- 
tett, Turney, Underwood, Warren, Washington, Weller, West. 
brock, Edward D. White, Joseph L. Williams, Wise, Wood, 
and John Young—140. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, S. J. Andrews, Baker, Birdseye, 
Briggs, Brockway, Bronson, Burnell, Calhoun, Chittenden, 
Staley N. Clarke, Cowen, Cravens, Fessenden, Giddings, 
Granger, Hall, Halsted, Henry, Hudson, Linn, McKennan, Mat- 
tocks, Morgan, Ramsey, Benjamin Randall, Ridgway, Wil- 
liam Russell, James M. Russell, Slade; Truman Smith, 
Stokely, Van Rensselaer, Thomas W. Williams, Winthrop, 
and Augustus Young—38. 


PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 

Mr. GIDDINGS said he rose to a privileged 
question. He preceeded to state his grievance to 
the House; but the first part ef his remarks were 
imperfectly heard, owing to the gathering cf mem- 
bers in that part of thehall. He was understood 
io say, that as he was standing in the aisle this 
morning, Mr. Dawson of Louisiana came by him 


and pushed him aside. Thereupon, he turned 
round to Mr. Dawson, and asked him if he meant 
to insult him; to which Mr. D. replied, "Yes, sir.” 
Now, he wished to’ raise the question, whether a 
member- was free to insult another for remarks 
made in the House, in the exercise-of his privileges 
as a member anda freeman. He had: no:fears 
cf his person, but the House might protect its: own 
dignity; and he laid the fact before it, for such #¢- 
tion as it might see fit to make. = 

“Tne SPEAKER observed tbat be had witnessed 
no such occurrence as that related by the gentle- 
man from Ohio, [Mr. Gipprnes,] or he should have 
preserved the order of the House, f 

r. GIDDINGS said he did not intend to cast 

any reflection on the Speaker. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON rose and said he 
wished the House and the country to take notice 
that this matter was- brought up here by the mem- 
ber from Ohio, {Mr. Gropines,] in‘ the absencé-of 
Gen. Dawson. f ETP 

Several members: Let the matter drop. 

Mr. CALHOUN rose and called for the read- 
ing of tbat part of the manual, or rules appointed 
for the government, of the House, which related 
to the personal privileges of members. He 
wished gentlemen to Understand their rights on that 
floor. ; f : 

Mr. TURNEY rose to a question of order. 

Mr. WISE said he would remark, in perfect 
good temper, that he had no doubt the gentleman 
from Lovisiana [Mr. Dawson] was passing up. the 
aisle, when he found the gentleman from Ohio 
{Mr. Gippincs] in hisway. The aisles, as gentle» 
men knew, were very narrow; and nothing was 
more common than for members to gently:pusheach 
other aside, in order to pass along. But for the 
fact that the gentleman. from Ohio turned round to 
the gentleman from Louisiana, and peremptotily 
asked him whether he meant to insult him, he (Mr. 
W.) had no doubt that nothing would have hap- 
pened. He had no feeling whatever against the 
gentleman from Ohio, and he did not believe that 
there was a more gentlemanly man in the House 
than the gentleman from Louisiana. Nobody 
would have heaid of the occurrence between: the 
two gentlemen, had not the gentleman from Ohio 
brought it to the notice of the House. He suggest- 
ed to the gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. Cir» 
HOUN] not to insist cn his call for the reading of the 
manual, and that the matter be permitted to pass 
by in good feeling. : ; 

Mr. GIDDINGS said he had no desire ‘to’ oëcu- 
py the time of the House. He disclaimed. any 
personal feeling or anxiety about the matter. = 

Mr. CALHOUN insisted on the reading of 
the manual on the subject of the privilege ‘of 
members. : 

Mr. MOORK rose to make a statement of what 
had occurred, according to his observation. His 
colleague, when the occurrence related by thé gen- 
tleman from Ohio happened, was in the best -possi- 
ble humor, and, he was sure, intended ne insult in 
pushing the gentleman from Ohio aside; in order to 
pass along the narrow aisle. 

Mr. MALLORY also stated to the House his 
recollection of what occurred. The gentleman from 
Lonisiana [Mr. Dawson] was coming down the 
aisle. He (Mr. M.) saw the gentleman from Lou- 
isiana touch the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Giv- 
DINGS,] but not so as to move him. He was satis- 
fied that the gentleman from Louisiana was going 
along abovt his business in a good humor, and 
would not have made a rude reply to the gentleman 
from Ohio, had not that gentleman extorted it from 
hi by his question. 

Mr. WISE said the gentleman from Louisiana 
gave the gentleman from Chio the gentlest push 
imaginable. 

Mr. ADAMS, I take it, Mr. Speaker, that it 
was notan attempt to cut his throat from ear to ear. 

Mr. GIDDINGS said he had no personal wishes 
in ihis matter. He would not have said what he 
did, bad net the gentleman from Louisiana an- 
swered that he intended to insult him. d 

Mr. WISE. But the gentleman from Louisiana 
did not say so until tke gentleman from Ohio ex- 
lorted the declaration from him, i 

Here the matter dropped. 


: RECIPROCITY TREATIES. 

‘Mr. KENNEDY of Maryland, said as much of 
the day kad been. consumed, he desired that the 
consideration of his resolution’ for the renewal of 
the reciprocity treaties with foreign powers, which 
had been made the order for to-day, should be 
postponed until Wednesday. 

The SPEAKER said it would require a vote of 
two-thirds to postpone the special order. - 

Messrs. FILLMORE and CUSHING opposed 
the motion. 

The House agreed to postpone—ayes 85, noes 
Ry e 

Mr. WELLER then moved that the House re- 
solve itself into a Committee of the Whole on the 
State of the Union. His object was to have taken 
up the bill-to refund General Jackson’s fine. 

Mr. WISE said he wished the House to go into 
committee on the exchequer bill. 

Mr. WELLER then modified his motion, so as 
to make it a motion to go into committee gen- 
erally. 

The question was taken by yeas and nays, and 
the motion rejected—yeas 79, nays 98. 

So the House refused to go into committee. 

REMOVALS FROM OFFICE. 

The resolution offered some weeks ago by Mr. 
Touanpd, calling on the Secretary of the Treas- 
ary for copies of the correspondence in his office, 
in relation to the removal of Jonathan Roberts from 
the. office of collector of the port of Philadelphia, 
was taken up. 

Mr. WELLER moved to lay it on the table. He 
believed that this was the same Jonathan Roberts 
who acquired such infamous notoriety by slander- 
ing Mrs. Jackson. 

Mr. WISE asked if it was in order now to mod- 
ify the resolution. He would suggest to the gen- 
tleman to modify it soasto call on the President 
of the United States, who had the removing power, 
and not on the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. WELLER expressed his willingness to 
withdraw his motion to lay it on the table, if the 
mover wished to modify it. 

Mr. TOLAND replied to Mr. Wiss, that the 
documents he wished to obtain were on file in the 
office of the Secretary of the Treasury, and there- 
fore he could not modify the resolution. 

Mr. WISE then said that the gentleman would 
not, perhaps, get all he wanted. 

Mr. CHARLES BROWN asked his colleague 
{Mr. Torano] to extend his inquiry into the causes 
of the removal of Calvin Blythe, the predecessor 
of Jonathan Roberts. If the genileman would do 
that, he would vote for the resolution. 

Mr. TOLAND declining, 

The question was put on Mr. Wetter’s motion 
to lay. the whole subject on the table, and rejected 
—yeas 77, nays 102. 

A messagé was received from the President, by 
the hands of Mr. Robert Tyler, his private seere- 
lary. 

Mr. WISE hoped that the House would consent 
that the message should be now read. [Cries of 
“Na, no.””} 

The SPEAKER then put the question on sec- 
onding the demand for the previous question on the 
adopiion of Mr, Fouann’s resolution; which- was 
sustained by the House, and the resolution was 
adopted. 

Mr. CHARLES BROWN submitted the follow- 
ing resolution: 

Whereas Calvin Blythe, esq., collector of the port of Phila- 
delphia—a faithful public officer, against whose private or 
public character no charges are believed ever to have been 
made-—was removed to make a place for Jonathan Roberis, 
late collector: and whereas the said Calvin Blythe was a brave 
soldier during the late war, and served his country, and was 
wounded in her batsle-fields; while the said Jonathan Roberts 
yefused, when a member of the Senate of the United States, a 
vote of honor to General Harrison for his services to his coun- 
try, and has since distinguished himself by his calumniations 
of the wife cf one of the bravest and most distinguished of 
American heroes and statesmen: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury communicate 
to this House the copies of all or any charges that may be on 
file in his office against the said Calvin Blythe, as collector of 
the port of Philadelphia, or the names of those who petitioned 
for his removal. 

Objection was made io the reception of the resc- 
lotion. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT moved a suspension 


of the 
rules. è 
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Mr. STANLY said if the gentleman from. Penn- 
sylvania would strike out the biographical sketch 
which his resolution contained, he would vote for 
it. ey 
Mr. TOLAND said he was 
same thing. ; 
Mr. WISE made similar observations. : 
Mr. C. BROWN accordingly modified his reso- 
lution; and it was adopted witout the recitals. 


: RETRENCHMENT. 


Mr. GWIN submitted a substitute for Mr. Ar- 
NoLD’s bill No. 548; which was ordered to be 
printed, . 

Mr. READ offered a resolution, which was un- 
derstood to be in. relation to the Jate tariff act; but 
objection was made, and it was not read. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FILLMORE said there was a bill on the 
Clerk’s table—the army appropriation bill—which 
had come from the Senate with several amend- 
ments made thereto; he therefore moved that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, for the purpose of acting 
on these amendmenis. 

The motion was agreed to; and Mr. A. H. H. 
Sruarr took the chair. 

Mr. FILLMORE moved that the army bill be 
taken up. 

Mr. CUSHING moved that the exchequer bill 
be taken up. 

Mr. WELLER moved the committee take up 
the bill to refund the fine imposed on General 
Jackson. 

The motion of the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Fitumore] was agreed to. 

The firsttwo amendments of the Senate were 
concurred in. 

The third amendment was an item appropriating 
$2,000 to continue the meteorological survey, un- 
der the direction of the Surgeon General. This 
item was stricken out of the original bill by the 
committee of the House, and was reintroduced by 
the Senate. 

A conversation ensued, in which Mr. CAVE 
JOHNSON, Mr. SMITH of Virginia, Mr. 'TIL- 
LINGHAST, Mr. McKENNAN, Mr. CHARLES 
BROWN, and Mr. FiLLMORE took part; in the 
course of which it was stated that this appropria- 
tion was to enable the Government to continue the 
services of Mr. Espy, that the annual meteorologi- 
cal surveys now made might be converted to some 
useful purposes, ` 

That the subject might be understood by the 
House, Mr. FILLMORE called upon the Clerk to 
read a letter from the Secretary of War, recom- 
mending this appropriation. 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia said he regarded this 
appropriation but as the commencement of a new 
bureau—a new department of this Government— 
the bureau of storms.* He pointed to the Patent 
Office, which hed gradually increased, and which 
would soon wantthe name and character of the 
State Department for the Home Department. All 
new departments commenced in this manner, re- 
quiring but a siall sum at first, but gradually en~ 
larging, in an eminent degree, the power of the 
Executive. = 

Mr. PICKENS rose to prevent a conclusion 
from what he understood Mr. FiLLMORS to say 
that the proposition bad received the unanimous 
approbation of the Committee of Ways and Means. 
He (Mr.-P.) did not recollect of being present at 
such a decision, as he certainly was cpposed 
to it. If we wante! information, the metecr- 
ological tables prepared under the directions ef the 
Government were not only beautiful, but gave us 
the most authentic and ready information. Butif 
we wish to gain information for gentlemen to per- 
vert the feeis to advance their pecolier theories 
and preconceived notions, then pass the appropria- 
tion. The gentleman. from Virginia [Mr. Smirnu] 
says it will be ceating a new bureau in the 
Government to preside -over storms. Gentle- 
men seemed to be eager to create aprofessor 
to lecture on wind. It seemed to him (Mr. P.) 
that we had already 242 members here who were 
capable of being professors on ihat subject; they 
were at least ft to be assistant lecturers on wind. 


about to say the 


He could not see the use of creating a separate pro- 
fessorship. 

Mr. HOLMES thought, if we must have wind in 
this country, we should do better by having regu- 
lated wind. He was, therefore, in favor of the 
appropriation. 

The question was taken, and ‘the amendment of 
the Senate non-concurred in—ayes 76, noes 77. 
The question recurred upon concurring with the 
Senaie in their next amendment, inserting an ap- 
propriation of $50,000 to continue the improve- 
ments in the navigation of the Mississippi, Mis- 
souri, Ohio, and Arkansas rivers, for the half-cal- 
endar year; and an appropriation of $100,000 for 
the fiseal year, for the same object. 

Mr. FILLMORE rose, and stated that the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means had reported a bill ma- 
king the same appropriations which were contem- 
plated by the amendment of the Senate, and he 
shouid call it up at the earliest day. He thought 
that this bill was not a proper place to insert 
such ‘an appropriation as this. The objects 
contemplated in the appropriation were wholly 
distinet from the main purpose of the bill, If the 
Senate were permitted to introduce subjects of this 
kind in a general appropriation bill, it would ef- 
fectually take from the House its power to origi- 
nate appropriation bills for harbors and other im- 
provements. He hoped the House would reject 
the amendment of the Senate; and he pledged him- 
self to move to take up the bill of the Committee 
of Ways and Means as soon as this bill was dis- 
posed of. He was unwilling to see all other ap- 
propriations discarded, and this one invidiously 
passed, The consequence of adopting the amend- 
ment of the Senate would be, to defeat every other 
appropriation for harbors, &e. 


Mr. TRIPLETT advocated the amendment, and 
claimed thatthe annual loss of life and of property 
on the Western waters most imperiously demanded 
an appropriation to remove the obstructions to the 
navigation of these waters. 


Mr. REYNOLDS also advocated the amend- 
ment. 


Mr. HUNT opposed it, on the ground that it 


neglected other improvements in the Northetn 


States, 
After some remarks from Mr, PROFFIT, the 
committee rose and reported progress. 


STATE OF THE FINANCES.. 


Mr. WISE then called for the reading of the 
message from the President, received in the course 
of the morning; and it was read as follows: 


To the House of Representatives: 

Į herewith transmit to the House of Representatives a report 
made to me cn the 9th instant, by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, on the subject of the present and prospective condition of 
the finances, 

You will perceive from it, that even if the receipts from the 
various sources of revenue for the current year shall prove 
not to have been overrated, and the expenditures be restrained 
within the estimates, the treasury will be exhausted. before 
the close of the year; and that this will be the case, although 
authority shall be given to the proper department to reissue 
treasury notes. But the state of facts existing at the present 
moment cannot fail to awaken a doubt whether the amount of 
the reve forthe respective quarters of the year will come 
up to the estimates; nor js it entirely certain that the expendi- 
tures which willbe authorized by Congress may not exceed the 
aggregate sum which has hitherto been assumed as the basis of 
the treasury calculations, Of all the duties of the Government, 
none is more sacred andimperative than that of making adequate 
and ample provisions for falfillins with ponctuality its pecu- 
niary engagements, and maintaining the public credit inviolate. 
Any failure in this respect, not produced by unforeseen causes, 
could oniy be regarded by our common constituents asa serious 
neglectol the public interests, I feel it. therefore, to be an in- 
ensable cbligation, while so much of the session yet re- 
mains unexpired as to enable Congress to give to the subject 
ideration which its great impertance demands, and most 


tanger which there may be ground to 
lore In the meangef meeting the expendi- 


mbie my fears that there will 
estimated proceeds both of the 
I regard the evil of dizappoint- 
pects as ali her too great to be risked, if by 
any possib it may be entirely obviated. 

While Lam far from objecting, under present circumstances, 
lo the recommendations of the Secretary, that authority be 
granied him to re-issue treasury notes as they shall be redeem- 
ed, and to other suggestions which he has made on this subject; 
yet it appears to me to be worthy of grave consideration wheth- 
er more permanent aud certain supplies ought not to be pro- 
vided. The issue of one note in redemption of another, is not 


be a us fz 


custams and the public land 


the payinént ofa debt; which must- be. made, in the end, by 
sorme form of..public taxation. 

T cannot forbear to add that, in a country as full of resources: ~ 
of such abundant means, if they be but judiciously. called out— 
the revenues of the Government, its credit, and its ability to 
fulfil all its obligations ought not to be made dependent on tem: 
porary expedients or on calculations. . 

The necessity of further and full provision for. supplying the 
wants of the treasury will be the more urgent- if Congress, at 
the present session, should adopt no plan for facilitating the 
financial operations of the Government, and improving the 
currency of the country. By the aid of a wise and efficient 
measure of that kind, not only would the internal business and 
prosperity of the country be revived and invigorated, but im- 
portant additions to the amount of revenue accruing from im- 
portations might also be expected. Not only does the present 
condition of things in relation to the currency and commercial 
exchanges produce severe and distressing embarrassments in 


the business and pursuits of individuals, but its obvious ten- 
dency is to create also a necessity for the imposition of 
new burdens of taxation, in order to secure the Government 
and. the country against discredit from the failure of means to 


fulfil the public engagements. 
a - JOHN TYLER. 
Washington, February 13, 1843, $ 


The contents of the letter of the Secretary of the 
Treasury to the President of the United States, may 


be summed up as follows: 


The Secretary estimates the receipts during the year 1843 at 


$20,483,358 36, to be derived from the following subjects: 


Customs + $13,000,000 00 
Lands - - - - - 0,000 00 
Miscellaneoussources ~- . - - 160,000 00 
Loans and treasury notes . - 4,883,358 36 


To which he adds the balance in the treasury on 
the lst of January, so far as can be ascer- 


tained - * 2,840,041 72 


Aggregate of means - ` 


The expenditures during the same period as follows, 
Civil and miscellaneous - 
Military service, &c. -> : 
Naval service - ` ù 
Interest on loan and treasury notes 


$22,932,773 00 


en reeeaeenenaaeaa 


Estimated balance on lst January, 1844 - 


The Sébretary then states that this estimate does 
not inclade private bills, and other items of appro- 
priation not contained in the official estimates. Of 
treasury notes, there are $11,068,977 69 outstand- 
ing; of which the whole, except $2,402,390 16, 
carry interest after maturity. To provide for these, 
the Secretary recommends that authority be given 
to place them on the same footing with other 
The letter then concludes with a 
recommendation that a duty be imposed upon tea 
and coffee, and such objects not now taxed, as 


treasury notes. 


would increase the revenues of the Government. 


Mr. FILLMORE moved to refer the message 


and report to the Committee of Ways and Means, 


‘and to print them; and on this motion he moved 


the previous question. 
Mr. WISE asked the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. Fruimorz] to accept, as a modification 


of his motion, certain instructions to the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means, which he read from his 
They were, in substance, instructing the 


place. 
Committee of Ways and Means to examine into 
the state of the finances, and to report to the House 
whether, in their opiuion, the revenues of the Gov- 


ernment will be sufficient to sustain its operations 
through the coming year; and, ifnot, what measures 


ought to be adopted to provide the necessary ways 
and means for carrying on the Government. 
Mr. FILLMORE refused to accept the modifi- 
cation. 
Under the operation of the previous question, the 
reference was made, and the printing ordered, as 
moved by Mr. FILLMORE. 
Mr. WISE then moved a reconsideration of the 
vote just taken upon the question of printing the 
message and report; and upon that he had a word 
to say. 
He felt, at the moment, some little excitement 
from the manner in which he had been treated by 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, (Mr. Fitnmore.] He called for the reading 
of that communication with a purpose which, he 
had no doubt, the honorable gentleman anticipated; 
and that purpose, he would confess to the House, 
was this: From what occurred between the hon- 
orable gentleman and himself the other day, when 
he catechised him as to his opinions of the ways 
_ and means of the Government, it would be remem- 
bered by the House that, whether the gentleman 
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intended to evade an answer or not, he was most 
successful in not answering. When he (Mr. W.) 
axved him what was the opinion of the Committee 
of Ways and Means with regard to the opinions 
of the Secretary of the Treasury that there would 
| be a surplus of debt, a ‘surplus. of bonds, and a 
surplus of outstanding treasury notes, the gentle- 
‘man gave no definite answer. 
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He (Mr. W.) 
wanted to ascertain whether the Committee of 
Ways and Means (whose appBinied duty it was, 
by the standing rules of the House, to ascertain 
for themselves whether the Executive reports were 
correct) thought that the Secretary of the Treasury 
had given a true statement of the condition of the 
finances; but he could not get an opinion from the 
honorablegentleman on the subject.. He would now 
ask the honorable gentleman for an expression of 
his opinions on this important subjec'. Did he, or 
did he not, agree with the calculations of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury? He (Mr. W.) ventured 
to say—and the gentleman might contradict him 
if he dared—that he did not agree with the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury in his calculations as to the 
means of supplying the wants of the treasury. 


enues. He believed that the usage of the Gov- 


ny settled opinion in relation to it. 


Mr. WISE. Do I understand the gentleman to 


say—— 
Mr. FILLMORE. One word more. 
Mr. WISE. Ob! PI wait. 
Mr. FILLMORE resumed. 


The gentleman from Virginia, however, when he 


(Mr. Fittmore) got through his explanation, said 


that he was satisfied. 


Mr. WISE said he was satisfied then, as he was 


now, that the gentleman evaded the question. 


Mr. FILLMORE said, if the gentleman did 
think so, he must submit the question between 
them to the country. But he told the gentleman 
from Virginia that he had formed no opinion, but 
had been waiting for information from the Treas- 


ury Department on which to form an opinion, 
Mr. WISE asserted, in the presence of that 
House, that, the other day, he asked the gentleman 


from New York what his opinion was; and he de- | 


clared, as he did to-day, first, that ıt was the duty 
of the Secretary of the Treasury to inform the 
Congress of the United States upon the condition 
of the finances. With that he agreed. The Sec- 
retary, at the beginning of the session, did inform 
them on the state of the finances; but the gentle- 
man from New York had called for additional in- 
formation, which he told them, the other day, the 
Secretary had not yet furnished. But on Friday 
or Saturday last, the Secretary furnished the gen- 
tleman from New York with a statement, (which 
was, in substance, confirmed by the message now 
received,) and on that statement he (Mr. W.) put 
several interrogatories to the gentleman from New 
York on that floor; after which, the gentleman 
from New York came to his seat, and asked him if 
he thought he [Mr. FILLMORE] had answered him 
to his satisfaction. He (Mr. W.) told him, and he 
was trying to demonstrate, that he thought he did 
not wish to answer at all; and he then put it to the 
gentleman from New York, at his desk, to know 
what his private opinion was, as chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means; and whether he 
agreed with the Secretary of the Treasury? And 
the gentleman admitted that he did not agree with 
the Secretary in his general conclusions. 
- Mr. FILLMORE. Mr, Speaker, ——- 

Mr. WISE. Will the gentleman deny that? 

Mr. FILLMORE. Yes, sir, 

Mr. WISE. Sir, ——- 


Mr. FILLMORE. observed that there was one 
remark in the message just read which was un- 
deniably true; and that was, the declaration that it 
was the duty of the Executive to inform Congress 
if there was likely to be a deficiency in the rev- 


ernment had been invariably, not only for the 
Committee of Ways and Means to look to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury for information on this sub-- 
ject, but for Congress to do so also. Now, in an- 
swer to the gentleman’s question, he would say that 
the Committee of Ways and Means had been wait- 
ing for that communication, and had not come to 


The gentleman 
from Virginia had charged him with answering 
that gentleman vnsatisfactorily, or with evasion. 


Mr. FILLMORE. I told him that I had no 
opinion to express. 

Mr. WISE. Did not the gentleman admit that 
he agreed with me, that the Secretary was not cor- 
rect in his conclusions? : 

Mr. FILLMORE. No, sir. 

_ Mr. WISE. I affirm it before heaven and earth. 
[Great sensation ] S : 

Mr. FILLMORE. I care not who affirms it—{t 
is not.so, [Cries of “order.”] i ; 

Mr. WISE said he would noteall upon witnesses 
to confirm his statement; for he should call upon 
no man to back his word: but whoever denied it 
might—and might according to his own manner— 
be responsible for it. 

Mr. FILLMORE replied that, if the gentleman 
recollected it differently from him, (Mr. Fittmorz,) 
he should like to hear his statement. But, accord- 
ing to his recollection, he did not give any opinion 
whatever. ne 
_ Mr. WISE knew not, nor. cared not, whether any 
one heard what had passed between himself and the 
gentleman from New York, or nol; but, at the mos 
ment that gentleman declined to express a specific 
opinion—ibe moment he declared that he was not 
prepared to express a specific opinion on the subject 
—that is, to enter on calculations of the ways and 
means—he (Mr. W.) declared that that gentleman 
did say that he did not concur with the Secretary 
that the ways and means would be sufficient, or 
that a surplus wouldexist. If the gentleman from 
New York did not’ make that declaration at the 
time to which he referred, he (Mr. W.) was not 
then standing at that desk, and -he was dreaming 
then. He knew this was the age of Mesmerism; 
he knew this was the age of Millerism; he knew 
this was the day when truth falls in the streets; 
but he had never yet given way to any of these 
theories. He could not believe that he had been 
in a Mesmeric sleep when the conversation to 
which he had referred passed; for the gentleman 
came to his seat to inquire what he wished to 
know, and he told that gentleman distinctly what 
he wanted to know. He told that gentleman that 
he wanted to know if the Committee of Ways and 
Means had a different opinion from the Secretary 
of the Treasury-—or whether he was willing that 
the positions of the Secretary of the Treasury should 
go forth to the country, that there would be ways 
and means sufficient, so that if the President should 
be compelled to call an extra session, all the ree 
proach would fall on the Executive. He (Mr. 
W.) insisted then, as he did now, that not only 
was it the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury 
to report to this House on the ways and means,and 
submit his views, but that it was the duty of the- 
Committee of Ways end Means, and of the chair- 
man of that committee especially, himself to judge, 
and to examine, and to report; and of the report 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, to say whether 
it was correct and true. 

As he said the other day, our Constitution took 
double security on this subject; for they were to 
have pot only an executive, bnt a legislative re- 
port, But had it come to this, that, when it suited 
the purposes of gentlemen, they would throw all 
the burden of legislation on the Executive, and 
discharge themselves from all legislative duties and 
responsibilities? Had the Committee of Ways 
and Means no duties to discharge on this subject? 
This was not their language on other subjects—on 
the great questions of finance, and of the land 
Jaw, and on various other questions which were 
submitted to Congress. The gentlemen at one mo- 
ment repudiated Executive dictation; and at the 
next moment, when it suited them, they asserted 
that the Executive alone was responsible. He 
(Mr, Wiss) must say that, as many laurels as that 
gentleman hed won since ke had been chairman of 
the Committee cf Ways and Means, that confes- 
sion which he bad made for himself and for the 
Committee of Ways and Means, after an exami- 
nation of kindred subjects at this session and the 
two sessions which preceded it--that they had 
formed no opinion on the ways and means of this 
Government—was a very extraordinary one. 

What! a chairman ef the Committee of. Ways 
and Means, on this 13th day of February—within 
two weeks of the adjournment of the last session 
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of this Congress——-at the very last hour of the third 
session of Congress, te proclaim to this country 
that he: had no opinion’on the ways and means! 

Mr. FILLMORE begged permission to explain. 

Mr. WISE said he should like to have an ex- 
planation. : 

Mr. FILLMORE explained that he meant he 
had formed no opinion independent of executive 
communications. : 

Mr. WISE asked the gentleman if he believed 
the communication of the Secretary of the Treas 
‘ury -was correct. 

Mr. FILLMORE replied that he had no means 
of showing its incorreciness, and be had no reason 
to believe that the Secretary was a dishonest man. 

Mr. WISE inquired if the gentleman from New 
York believed in the data of the Secretary? 

Mr. BOTTS rose to a question of order. The 
gentleman from Virginia had no right te poll the 
members of the Committee of Ways and Means in 
this way. 

Mr. FILLMORE rose to explain. 

Mr. WISE begged the reporters to take note of 
the gentleman’s explanation. And what was it? 
It was this: “I have no opinion independent of the 
information of the Secretary of the Treasury.” 
‘What is your opinion about the information of the 
Secretary of the Treasury? “I have no means of 
showing that it is incorrect.” Well, now, what 


‘was the gentleman’s opinion at last? Nothing at: 


all.. The gentleman frem New York said, the 
other day, that if the data of the Secretary were cor- 
rect, why then his calculations were correct. 

He (Mr. W.) asked if the Secretary’s data were 
correct; and the reply was, “I have no means of 
knowing whether they are correct or incorrect.” 
And this came from the chairman of the Commit- 
tee. of Ways and Means, who confessed that, inde- 
pendent of the Secretary of the Treasury, he had 
got no opinion at all. Did they believe that he 
had get no opinion?. The gentleman did not say he 
had got no opinion; but though he had got no spe- 
cific opinion, he (Mr. W.) believed he had a gen- 
eral conclusion as to the correction of those data. 
Wow, he asked for the motive for the concealment 
of those opinions. He asked why there was not 
a report from that committee? 

Mr. FILLMORE asked the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia if he believed the report made by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, as he was nearer the Execn- 
tive than he (Mr. F.) could be; or whether the gen- 
tleman from Virginia had any means of knowing 
that it was false. 

Mr. WISE. This is not a question of falsehood. 
{Laughter.] He begged gentlemen to wait for an 
answer before they laughed. He told the gentle- 
man from New York that he differed wholly from 
the Secretary of the Treasury. Had they got their 
answer? [Laughter.] Now, would the gentleman 
answer him a question? Did the gentleman from 
New York believe in the correctness of the Secre- 
tary’s repor? [Cries of “Thats fair.”] Now, let 
gentlemen Jaugh. He (Mr. W.) differed from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and he believed his 
data would be found to be a sandy foundation, and 
that the superstructure based upon it must fall ne- 
cessarily. 

The gentleman pursued these remarks in this 
strain some time, and expressed his dread of an 
extra session, and bis desire to avoid its necessity. 

Mr. FILLMORE replied, and Mr. WISE re- 
joined. 

Mr. FILLMORE said he was glad to hear this 
declaration from the genileman. If that gentle- 
man, standing upon this floor, and speaking the sen- 
timents of ‘this Administration, declared that an 
extra session ought not to'be called, and that there 
were no reasons for it, he (Mr. F.) was truly 
glad to hear it. As to whether the Committee of 
Ways and Means had discharged their duty or noi, 
he bad but little to say. The present was the short 
session; and, during its continuance, the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means had to perform the duty 
of examining a double set of appropriation bills— 
for the half calendar year, and for the fiseal year. 
They had also before them a proposition to bring 
back into the treasury money which was said to 
have been hitherto squandered; also, the recom- 


mendation of the Secretary of the Treasury that | Exports of domestic produce 


means should be provided for carrying the depart- 
ment through the year to the Ist of January next; 
and also the exchequer project, which had occupied 
much of theirtime. These were the duties which 
they had to perform during this short session. 
Whether the committee had been diligent or not, 
it was for the House. to say. ‘With what ability 
the duties had been performed, it certainly did not 


become him to say. But if it was a fact (as con- ` 


ceded by the PreSident in the message just read) 
that it was the duty of the Executive to inform 


the House as.to the state of the finances of the - 


country, he put it to the gentleman to point oul a 
single fact which indicated that the Committee of 


Ways and Means had abandoned all measures to ~ 
The- 


carry the Government through the year. 
committee took up the report of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, in which that officer stated that there 
would be enough means to carry on the Govern- 
ment through the half calendar year, and through 
the fiscal year to June, 1844, and then leave a 
million and a half in the treasury. When 
doubt began to be expressed as to the accu- 
racy of the Seeretary’s calculations, the commit- 
tee, unconnected as they were by any near re- 
lations to the Administration, caused inquiries to 
be made of the Secretary, with a view of afford- 
ing him an opportunity to revise his estimates. 
Therefore it was that he addressed a letter to the 
Secretary, calling on him for the amount which he 
estimated would be received and paid out during 
the year. 

He would say tothe House, that it was in the 
power of the Executive, if he saw fit, to exhaust 
the treasury, for the purpose of caliing an extra 
session of Congress. Such a thing might be done; 
if it was done, the Executive would be responsible 
for the extra session. 

It was known that large appropriations would 
be made by this Congress, to lie over until next 
year. Now, it was only necessary for the Presi- 
dent, in the exercise of his power to control the ex- 
penditures of these appropriations, to exhaust the 
treasury, by paying them over before they were ab- 
solutely needed; and thus create the very necessity 
(an extra session) which the gentleman deplored. 
If there should be no more expended during the year 
than what was appropriated by Congress for that 
period, he should say that, in bis opinion, the ways 
and means of the treasury would be sufficient. He 
only asked that the Government might be admin- 
istered as it had been in years past. In such an 
event, he did believe that the means of the treasury 
would prove sufficient. He believed he had said 
all that was necessary on this head. 

As to the instructions to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, moved by the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, [Mr. Wisg,] all he had to say was, that he 
deemed them unnecessary. They implied a cen- 
sure upon the committer; and he knew not what 
duty they had emitted which called for censure 
upon them. The committee had never neglected 
to consider carefully anything that was recom- 
mended by the Executive. 

Mr. WISE then rose ard withdrew his motion to 
reconsider the printing of the message; after which, 

‘Phe Hovse acjourned, 


IN SENATE, 
Yurspay, February 14, 1843, 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
atea communication from the Treasury Depart- 
ment, transmiiting, in further compliance with a 
resointion of the Senate of the 28th of December 
last, the following statement, showing the amount 
of accruing duties during the 3d ard 4th quarters 
of the past year, and the value of the imporis and 
exports for the last quarter, as follows: 

Accruing duties during the 3d quarter - $3,305,506 31 
Accruing duties during thed4th quarter - - 2,579,389 28 


5,884,895 59- 


Value of imports and exports during the 4th quarter af 1842— 
Imporis free of doty - 2 $6,450,60. 


“paying duty - - 7,197,493 

b =o $13,648,094 

Exports of foreign goods— ` 

Free ofduty - - - 1,023,569 
Paying duty - - - 1,219,532 
2.243.101 
25,229,818 

mee 27,472,919 
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Mr. EVANS presented a memorial from citi- 
zens of the State of Maine, praying for the repeal 
of the bankrupt law; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. : . 

Also, presented a memorial from Lubec, Maine’ 
praying such legislation on the part-of Congress 
as will produce greater reciprocity in our commer- 
cial regulations with foreign powers: ordered to 
lie: on the table. 

On motion by Mr. WOODBURY, leave was 
granted to Molly Luther, Mary Chase, Daniel 
Peck, and George Johnson, to withdraw their petis 
tions and papers from the files of the Senate. 

Mr. LINN presented a memorial from Ruth 
Milligan, praying that the sum of $220 continen- 
tal notes, paid to her husband, since deccased, for 
his services daring the revolutionary war, may be 
made good to her or her children, by such general 
and equitable law as may be finally passed on the 
subject. Mr. L. remarked that, if any committee 
should be hereafter raised to take into considera- 
tion the subject of paying the debts cf the States, 
he would move the reference of this petition 
to that committee. It struck him, however, that 
there would be more propriety in paying off the 
old revolutionary debt, before the idea of assuming 
the debts of the States was entertained. For the 
present, he moved that the petition be laid on the 
table. Agreed to. ; 

Mr. MERRICK, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, to which had been re- 
ferred the amendments of the House to the Senate 
bill for the relief of William Da Buys, postmaster 
at New Orleans, reported the bill back, with.a 
recommendation that the Senate concur in the 
amendments, 

The question was put, and the Senate con- 
curred. 

Mr. CHOATE, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of the heirs of 
Robert Felton; which. was read, and d¥dered-toa 
second reading. 

Mr. WILLIAMS presented joint resolutions, 
adopted by the Legislature of the State of Maine, 
instructing the Senators and requesting the Repre- 
sentatives from that State to vote for the abolish- 
ment of the Military Academy at West Point, in 
the State of New York, and for the adoption of 
such a plan of military instructions as will be im- 
partial in its operations,and consistent with the 
spirit and genius of our liberal institutions; which 
was read, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BATES, from the Committee on Pensions, 
made a report, (which was ordered to be printed,) . 
adverse to the passage of the House’ bill for the 
relief of Major Thomas Harrison. 

On motion by Mr. BATES, leave was granted 
to Thomas Flanagan to withdraw his petition and 
papers from the files of the Senate. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON, from the Committee on 
Commerce, to which was referred the resolution of 
the Senate, instructing that commitice to inquire 
into the expediency of akolishing the system of 
revenue cutters, and to employ a part of the navy 
of the United States in that service, made a report, 
(which was ordered to be printed.) ‘accompanied 
by a resolution, declaring that it was inexpedient 
to adopt the recommendations of the resolution. 

Mr. H., from tbe same committee, to which had 
been referred House bill entitled “An act toreduce 
the number and compensation of the officers and 
others employed in the port of New York,” re- 
ported it back, with an amendment to strike out’ 
the preambie. , . 

Mr. WOODBURY submitted the following reso- 
lation, which was agreed to: 


EQ 


__ Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to 
inform the Senate of the net ammount of revenue received from 
the customs in the month of January, 1843, according to the 
current returns made to the Treasury Department. 

Mr. LUND presented a petition from Markham 
Tristoe, late fostmasterat Warren, Benton county, 
Missouri, praying thatthe amount of a judgment 
obtained against him in the circuit court of the 
United States from the Missouri district may be res 
funded to him: referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, presented a petition from Abraham Wil 
cox, representing that he is the father of twenly- 
two children, praying aid of the Government ta 


taise a company: tọ go. to the. Oregon Territory, 

and for grants of land, &¢.; which was read, and 
laid on the table. IT s : 

Fhe resolution of the Committee on Commerce, 
to discharge that committee from the further con- 
sideration of the resolution of the Senate of the 27th of 
December last, directing it to inquire into the state of 
our tonnage, freights, and commerce, and to report 
whether they were prosperous under our existing 
regulations with foreign powers, &c., and to refer 
the same to the Secretary of State, and directing 
him to make the inquiries touching the matter, and 
to report thereon at the next session of Congress, 
was taken up; and, after a few remarks by- Messrs. 
HUNTINGTON and WOODBURY, was adopted. 

The following resolution introduced by Mr. 
Benton on yesterday, was taken up for consid- 
eration; and, aftera few remarks by Mr. ARCHER, 
not in opposition to its adoption, but expressing the 
belief that the call was unlike any ever made, it 
was agreed to, viz; 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be request- 
ed to communicate to the Senate a copy of the commission, or 
letter of instruction, which may have been given to Daniel 
Webster, Esq., Secretary of State, to treat with Lord Ashburton, 
late special minister from Great Britain to the United States. 

The engrossed joint resolution directing the trans- 
fer of the stock held by the United States in the Chesa- 
peake and Ohio Canal Company, to the Stale of 
Maryland, and to the cities of Washington, George- 
town, and Alexandria, on certain conditions, came 
up for a third reading. - 

Mr. KING remarked that one of the conditions 
in the bill on which the steck was surrendered, 
was, that the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal shall be 
completed to Cumberland. He inquired of the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. Merricx] whether he 
considered that the terms of the bill were such as 
authorized the Government to reclaim the stock 
in case: the terms of the bill were not complied 
with. 

Mr. MERRICK replied that, if the conditions 
were not complied with, the whole of the sfock 
would revert to the Government. : 

The resolution was then read the third time, and 
passed, 

The joint resolution for the distribution of cer- 
tain copies of the Census Returns and Compendium 
of the Sixth Census, was read the third time and 

assed, ; 

The. bill relating to the appointment of Assist- 
ant Postmasters General, vesting the power to ap- 
point them in the President, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, was read a third lime, 
and passed. 


BANKRUPT LAW. 


Mr. BERRIEN said that he had given notice to the 
Senate on yesterday, that he would on to-day move 
to fix a day for the consideration of the bill to re- 
peal the bankrupt law. He was disposed to give 
notice that he would on Monday nex! ask the Sen- 
ate to take that bill up for consideration. He said 
that it was desirable that the information obtained 
from the Secretary of State, 2s to the operations 
of the law, and the report of the committee on the 
subjéct, should be as widely disseminated as possible 
before they were called upon to act finally upon 
the bill; and it was desirable to give further time to 
Senators to consider the report of the Judiciary 
Committee, and tre amendments recommended by 
it. He supposed thatatl that was desired by delay 
could be secomplisked by Monday next. 

Mr. YOUNG preferred that the bill sbould be 
then taken up, and made the special order for Mon- 
day next; but, on being informed that such course 
would place the bill behind other special orders, 
he acquiesced in the suggestion of Mr. Berrien. 
RETRENCHMENT, ECONOMY, AND GOY- 

ERNMENT RESOURCES. 

The resolutions introduced on Tuesday last by 
Mr. McDurriz, on the propriety of adcpting meas- 
ates to revive commerce, repienish the impov- 
erished exchequer, and to arrest the accumulation 
of public debi, by reducing the tariff of the jast 
session to a revenue standard, and by practising a 
rigid system of retrenchment, economy, and ac- 
countability, came up for consideration. 

Mr. EVANS (in reply to Mr. McDurriz’s re- 
marks of Yesterday) addressed the Senate for up- 
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wards of two hours and a half, discussing at large 
the various topics involved in the resolutions of the 
Senator from South Carolina, and the additional 
resolutions which he hag himself submitted. 

At the outset, he remarked, it was with very great 
reluctance that he rose to occupy any portion of the 
time of the Senate at this late period of the session, 
when there were so many important and pressing 
matters demanding its attention, in the discussion 
of these resolutions—resolutions which be feared 
were toend in discussion alene; Nevertheless, as 
they were deemed of very great importance, (as 
they certainly were,) and had been, discussed with 
ability by the Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. 
McDurriz,| who always evidenced an ability in 
whatever he undertook to discuss, he felt it to-be ` 
his duty as briefly as possible to submiisuch remarks 
as the hasty consideration of the subject would ena- 
ble him to make. The resolutions of the honora- 
ble Senator were chiefly directed to the condition of 
the treasury—to the finances and commerce of the 
country; and avery large portion of the speech 
with which the Senator bad favored the Senate was 
directed to the condition of the business of the 
country, which he (Mr. E.) admitted were 
inseparably connected. He agreed with the Sena- 
tor fully and thoroughly, that the commerce of the 
country was crippled to a very great extent, and 
that business was deeply embarrassed. He would 
not differ from the honorable Senator as to the 
terms of the resolution, which proposed a system 
of economy and retrenchment, and of. limiting the 
expenses of Government to the income which may 
be derived by the treasury from all sources. He 
would agree with the Senator, that the commerce 
of the country was greatly embarrassed and crip- 
pled; bat he differed from him radically as to the 
causes which had occasioned it, and as to the efi- 
cacy of the measures which he proposed to revive 
it. 

Mr. E. then proceeded to a minute investigation 
of the measures which he conceived had led to the 
derangements of the currency, to which he mainly 
attributed the distresses of the country. He vindi- 
cated the course which he and the friends with 
whom he -had acted took in defence of the State 
banks, after they had been stimulated by the Gov- 
ernment and broken down, and when the Adminis- 
tration turned round on them, and endeavored to 
destroy them. 


Having disposed of this branch of the subject, 
he adveried to the position assumed in the Sena- 
tor’s resolutions—-that the tariff law was the cause of 
the condition of the country, and that a revision of 
that law would resuscitate commerce. He con- 
tended that the commerce of the country was two- 
fold —foreign and domestic ; and that the one was 
dependent on the other; so that, if domestic com- 
merce languished and fell into decay, so must foreign 
commerce. It was, therefore, more‘reasonable 
totrace the erippled state of foreign commerce to 
causes which bad operated on domestic commerce, 
than to what the Senator contends was for the pro- 
tection avd benefit of the home manufaciuring in- 
teresis identified with domestic commerce. In 
tracirg out their causes, he (Mr, E.) had satisfied 
himself that they bad their origin in the want of 
a sound currency of uniform value in every part 
of the Union. This, he contended, was the great 
source of the evilsunder which the country Jabcred. 

In speaking of the condition of the treasury, and 
its resources, he assumed that the dudable imports 
of the year 1843 would be forty-two millions— 
yielding a revenue from customs of thirteen or 
fourteen millions of dollars. He estimated that 
the actual expenditures of the Government, inde- 
pendent of the interest on debt, would net cxeced 
twenty-two millions of dollars for the year and a 
salf ending 30ih June, 1844. He ecmbated the 
idea that ibe debt could, by any possibility, reach 
to what bad been assumed by some—thirty or forty 
millions before the end of the year.. It did not at 


be inereased one dollar without a law of Congress 
to that effect; of which there was no possible chance 
now, at this late period of the session. The reduc- 
tions and retrenchments effected by Congress in the 
appropriation bills rendered it certain that the Gov- 


ernment could get along very well, and without - | 


the slightest embarrassment, by being allowed to 
re-issue treasury notes already authorized. Those 
bearing interest were already at a premium, and 
would naturally stay out without any effort; and:it 
would be only necessary to allow the treasury 
notes falling due this year to bear interest, to keep 
them out too, and prevent them from embarrassing 
the treasury. vida fd 

Mr. E. attributed to the passage of the tariff law 
of last-session the revival of the credit of the Gov- 
ernment, and the high appreciation of the Govern- 
thent stocks in the money market. 

Speaking of his resolutions, to the effect thatit 
is the duty of the several States to make provision 
for meeting their engagements, and sustaining their 
credit, he contended that the General Government 
had a right to make that declaration, without in- 
curring the censure of the States, inasmuch as the 
depreciation of their credit reacted on the credit 
of the United States; and. besides, as a creditor of 
some of those States, at least to the amount of six 
or seven millions, the United States -was entitled 
to the rights of a creditor, in regard to expressing 
its opinions. 

He also maintained that the General Govern- 
ment, being the Government of the same people 
who owned the States themselves, was bound to 
render those States, in their necessity, whatever 
assistance it was in its power to afford. How that 
was to be done, was a matter of consideration, and 
could not, at this late period of the session, become 
a proper subject of discussion. 

Mr. E. concluded by proposing the following 
amendment to the resolution of Mr: MeDurrig: 
for which see proceedings of the 15th. Feb. 

Mr. DAYTON moved to strike out the last three 
resolutions of the amendment, with a view to in- 
sert the following: . i 

Resolved, That the distrust and obloquy cast upon the Fed- 
eral Government by reason of the failure of certain States to 
make prompt payment of their debts, is an unjust and unfound. 
ed imputation upon its credit and good faith; that, while this 
Government deplores the misguided policy of those States 
which have embarrassed themselves, it disclaims all liability, 
legally or morally, for such delinquency; while, in vindication 
of its own unblemished faith and honor, it appeals with confi- 
dence to its past history. 

Mr. D. then remarked that he had no dispo- 
sition to embark in the general discussion which 
had arisen on these resolutions; but, having submit- 
ted this amendment to one of the resolutions, he 
would feel gratified if the Senate would afford him 
a few moments in which to express his views on 
the subject of his amendment. It was. very de- 
sirable to bim that the matter should be postponed 
till to-morrow, pledging himself to occupy the Sen- 
ale but a few minutes at that time. = 

Mr. RIVES remarked that he wished to submit 
a papet which he had prepared, expressing his own 
views on the subject-matter brought into the dis~ 
cussion on these resolutions. It was not then in 
order to submit this paper as an amendment to the 
resolutions pending; but, with the leave of the Sen- 
ate, he would present it with the view—if the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. Dayron] was rejected—of submitting 
it as a substitute for the jast three resolutions of the 
Senator from Maine, [Mr. Evans] The paper 
was read. 

Mr. CALHOUN hoped. that both of the amend. 
ments proposed, and the paper submitted by :the 
honorable Senator from Virginia, would be re- 
ceived and printed. They were received, and order- 
ed to be printed. 

Mr. MERRICK remarked that he was exceed- 
ingly sorry to find that, when there were just about 
two weeks of the session left, a general discussion 
was likely lo be opened up cen a preposition out of 
which no practical good could grow. If the dise 
cussion was permitted to progress, the whole ses- 
sion would be consumed in unprofitable debate, 
He-therefore rose for the simple purpose of giving 


i notice to the Senate that on to-mor:ow, as soon 


he ; | after the remarks of the Senator from New Jersey 
present exceed twenty-five millions; and couid not | 


[Mr. Dayton] ss ke could get the floor, he would 
move to lay the whole of the propositions on. the 
table; and he trusted that all taose Senators who 
were anxious to preceed wiih the practical business 
of the session would be in. their places, and sus- 
a by their votes, the proposition he intended tq 
make. 
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which was ` ‘suggested on the introduction of the 
resolutions of the honorable Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr.McDorriz] was unprofitable or un- 
wise; and if he bad even supposed that such was 
the case with reference to those resolutions, he 
should. have changed his opinion after the intro- 
duction of the several propositions now laid before 
that body, The proposition submitted as an 
amendment tothe resolutions of the Senator from 
South Carolina, intended to present to the Senate 


the question of the assumption of the debts of the - | 


States, having ecme before them on the responsi- 
bility of a Senator, it would be unbecoming in the 
Senate, in the present emergency, not to. meet the 
question fully, fairly, and openly. He then said 
he rose for the purpose of expressing the hope 
that, under no circumstances, would the Senate 
agree to the molion which the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. Merrick] intimated his inten- 
tion to submit. The language of the resolutions 
of the Senator from Virginia admonished them of 
the consequences which would be fairly deduced if 
the Senate adopted this side way of disposing of the 
question; that delusive hopes would be enteriained 
that this Government would endorse the fallering 
credit of the States, by directly or indirectly assu- 
ming their debts. Such (said he) would be the effect 
of the failure on the part of the Senate to express 
its opinion on the subject. The negative act of a 
failure to express an opinion against the assump- 
tion, would be construed as giving a shadow of 
countenance to the scheme. He appealed to the 
Sena'e to meel the question fairly, and to make the 
vote of laying the resolutions on the table a test 
question. 


Mr. BUCHANAN was: very much impressed 
with the same considerations expressed by the 
Senator from Maryland, [Mr. Menricx.]. that a 
protracted discussion on these resolutions and 
amendments would obstruct the pressing and ne- 
cessary business of Congress yet to be acted upon 
this session. There were but fifteen days of the 
session yet unexpired, during which a very large 
number of publie and private bills must be acted 
upon. No compensating benefit coald be expected 
from the discussion of mere abstract questions lead- 
ing to no action; for experience had shown that 
resolutions of this kind were, from time to time, 
offered and discussed at former sessions, for weeks 
upon weeks, without leading to any practical re- 
sults, He instanced several occasions, within a 
few years back, in which much time had.been de- 
voted to abstract discussions. At the same ume, 
as the question of the assumption of the Siate 
debts, or of assisting the States to get ont of their 
indebtedness, bad been mooted, he concurred in 
the opinion that it was now necessary to have 
some unequivocal expression of the sentiments 
of the Senate on that point, and would be gia 
if it could be brought up either in the form 
proposed by the Senator from Virginia, [Mr. 
Rives,] or in some other form; for he desired an 
opportunity to give expression to his sentiments. 
But he feared so much discussion would take place, 
and so many subjects of controversy wonld be 
opened up before the amendment of the Senator 
from Virginia could come up, that an opportanity 
would not be affor’ed of taking the vote of the 
Senate directly on the question: and he eculd, 
therefore, wish it had been brought forward by the 
Senator as a distinct proposition, en which a vote 
could be taken directly. He (Mr. B.) would, how- 
ever, call upon the chairman of the Finance Com- 
mittee lo make a report on the memorials ard pe- 
titions which had been referred to that commitice 
in such numbers daring the session, and honed he 
would be prepared, in a day or two, to make that 
report. 

Mr. EVANS said that no petitions were before 
the committee on the subject of the assumption of 
the State debis, g 

Mr. BUCHANAN said there were great nume 
bers of petitions and memorials referred to the com. 
mittee on the subject o” issuing Government Scrip, 
based on the public lands, to the amount of 
$200,000 000, for the relief of the States, which was 
the same thing. : 

Mr, EVANS replied that petitions in relation 


Mr. ALLEN did nof believe that the discussion — 
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to a currercy of two hundred millions of dollars of 
that kind had been referred to the committee; but 
they had nothing to say about the assumption of 
the State debts. x : 

- Mr. BUCHANAN referred the Senator to the 
very last petition he (Mr. B.) had presented, and 
which had been referred to the committee. 

Mr. ARCHER concurred with the Senator from 
Ohio, that, the question having come befcre the 
Senate—no matter in what-shapr, or how—it 
would not now do to give it the go-by; and that 
there ought to be a direct vote upon it. He also 
concurred with the Senator from Maryland, in the 
necessity of applying the remaining time of the 


session to the real, practical business of legislation. ` 


He hoped, therefore, the suggestion he would throw 
out would meet the unanimous concurrence of 
every Senator. It was, that, after the Senator from 
New Jersey (who is entitled to the floor, and to 
whom it is in courtesy due) shall have expressed 
his views to-morrow, the vote on the amendments, 
in their order, and then on the resolutions, will be 
suffered to be taken without further debate. 

Mr. DAYTON, seeing that the sense ef the Sen- 
ale was in favor of a speedy termination of a dis- 
cussion which, if it proceeded, would obstruct 
the public business, would most cheerfully waive 
any intention he had of accompanying his amend- 
ment with a few remarks, 

Mr. ARCHER was sorry the Senator waived 
his right to the floor; for he was assured, even if 
any indulgence were implied in the opportunity, it 
was fully due, and would be gladly accorded to a 
Senator who had so seldom availed himself of his 
privilege to address the Senate, He (Mr. A ) 
would suggest that, as soon as the amendment of 
the Senator from New Jersey shall have been dis- 
posed of, the direct vote on the question, which it 
seemed now so necessary to meet openly and frank- 
ly, could be taken on the amendment proposed by 
his honorable colleague, [Mr. Rives;] and that be- 
ing disposed of, on any other amendments to be 
offered, and, finally on the resolutions themselves, 
without any debate. 

Mr. RIVES said he very cheerfully waived any 
right of accompanying his resolutions with any re- 
marks, in accordance with the suggestion of his 
colleague. 

Mr. WALKER thought, as the Senator from 
New Jersey had waived his right to speak, and the 
Senator from Virginia had done the same, there 
could be no difficulty in the way of proceeding at 
once to the vote, and the whole matter might be 
disposed of in half an hour. 

Mr. CALHOUN objected, that there was not, 
at that late hour, a full attendance of Senators; and 
it was extremely desirable’ every Senator should 
have an opportunity of recording his vote upon 
such a momentous subject. He would, therefore, 
suggest the propriety of agreeing, by general con- 
sent, to take the vote at one o'clock to-morrow, and 
Jet it be understood that a full altendance will be 
expected at that hour. ( 

Mr. SIMMONS did not understand the addi- 
tional resolution on the subject of State credit, 
which was offered by the Senator from Maine, had 
any bearing whatever on the guestion of the as. 
sumption of the State debts. He thought it would 
be very difficult to teke silent votes on such incon- 
gruous resolutions and amendments; for if all were 
adopted, they would make a String of contradic. 
tions, 

Mr. MERRICK should persist in his rolice, that 
if the discussion was to proceed, he should meve 
to morrow tn lay the whole subject on the table. 
He would do this, net to evade any question, but 
simpiy to get forward with the public business, 
At such a late period of the sessicn, it was insuf. 
ferable that every possible question of agitation 
whica distracted the country shorld be got up to 
the total annihilation of all the practical legislative 
duties of Congress. 

Mr. CRIPTENDEN moved an adjournment; 
but gave way to . 

Mr, LINN, who submitted a resolation which 
he had intended to offer in the morning hour. Af- 
ter which, 

Mr. MeDUFFIE observed that, yielding to the 
very forcible reasons ‘urged by the Senator from 
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Maryland, much as he desired to answer some of 
the remarks of the Senator from Maine, he would 
waive all right of reply, on the understanding that 
the question on the amendments and resolutions 
would be taken to-morrow, at 1 o'clock, without 
debate. 

On motion of Mr. LINN, 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, February 14, 1843. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD of Maine presented a peti- 
tion signed by certain widows of officers and sol- 
diers of the revolutionary war, to wit: Jane Record, 
Abigail Record, Miriam Hull, Margaret Tobin, 
Hannah Lombard, Betsey Penfilly, Sarah French, 
Sylva Conant, Lucy Bailey, Mary Stevens, Mar- 
garet Cushman, Mary Needham, Rachel Field, 
Anna Gold, Sarah Perkins, Mary Hubbard, Sarah 
Sturtevant, Elizabeth Fietcher, Mary Holmes, 
Mary Fuller, Jennet Washburn, Polly Soule, 
Naomi Briggs, Mehitable Perkins, Anna Tucker, 
and Sarah Gardner, residing in Buckfield and vi- 
cinity, Oxford county, Maine, praying for an ex- 
tension of the pension law of July 7, 1838; which 
was referred to the Commitiee of the Whole on the 
State of the Union—a bill for that puzpose being 
now before that committee, 


Mr. BOWNE presented the petition of Frede- 

rick Juliand and 29 other citizens of Greene, Che- 
nango county, New York, praying that Congress 
will promptly act upon and adopt the exchequer, 
or plan of finance, as recommended by the Presi- 
dent. * 
Mr. McKEON presented the petition of inhabi- 
tants of the city of New York, praying fora reduction 
of the expenses of the National Government, the 
abolition of the franking privilege, and a reduction 
of the rates of postage, 

Mr. J. T. MASON laid on the table additional 
papers in relation to the claim of Jona, Shafer of 
Washington county, Maryland: referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims, 

Mr. JACK presented the petition of 117 
citizens of Clearfield county, in Pennsylvania, pray- 
ing the establishment of a mail route along the 
Snow Shoe turnpike, in said county: referred to 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, 


EXCHEQUER, 


Mr. BARNARD rose and inquired if there was 
a special order for to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative, 

Mr. BARNARD then said that, without moving 
any special order, he should ask the House to go 
into committee on Thursday, with a view to take 
up the exchequer bill of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Cusuine,] and the substitute 
for that bill submitted by himself. He wished that 
subject to have preference over all other business, 

Mr. ARNOLD obtained the floor, and was about 
to call up the special order, (bill No, 548;) when 

Mr. WM. COST JOHNSON wished to know 
whether the special order overrode all other busi. 
ness, the morning hour included. d 

The SPEAKER said it did. 

At the request of several gentlemen, Mr. AR- 
NOLD yieided the floor, with a view to the recep» 
tion of reports from committees. 

Mr. J. F. MASON presented a petition from the 
State of Maryland, numerously signed, asking for 
the relief of Amos Kendall from the fine imposed 
on him by the circuit court of the Distriet of Co- 
lumbia, 

Mr. MALLORY, from the select committee on 
the coast survey, made a report. 

Mr. ARNOLD presented a petition from the city 
y New Tork, numerously signed, praying are- 

uction of postages, and the pas t bi 
Sie, Eae] A passage of bill No, 

Mr, GIDDINGS, from 
Ciaims, made an 
John J. Bulow. 

Mr. RANDALL of Maine, from the Committee 
on Commerce, reported a bill for the relief of the 
Owners and crew of the schooner Blooming Youth; 
a bill for the relief of the owners and crew of thes 
schooner Dove, of Lippiean; and a bill for the. res 
lief of the owners and crew of the schooner Figa 


the Committee on 
adverse report upon the claim of 


rilla: read twice, and referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House. : 

Mr. R. also reported several Senate bills, with- 
out amendment. f : 

Mr. HOWARD, from the Committee on the 
Public Lands, reported a joint resolution in relation 
to bounty land patents: read a third time, and 
passed. ; im 

Mr. H. also made an adverse report upon the 
petition of Cadwallader Wallace. ° 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON, from the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands, reported a-bil) to confirm the 
sale of public lands in certain cases. Read twice, 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. T. also reported Senate bills “to perfect 
the titles to lands south of the Arkansas river, held 
under New Madrid locations, and pre-emption 
rights under the act of 1814,” and “An actin re- 
lation to the two per cent. fund of the State of 
Mississippi.” Referred to the Committee of the 
‘Whole on the state of the Union. 


Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, reported a bill to regulate the mode 
of paying over to the State of Alabama the two 
per cent. fund relinquished to said State by the act 
commonly known as the distribution act of 1841. 

After a short debate, in which Messrs. BRIGGS, 
CHAPMAN, GWIN, STANLY, and JACOB 
THOMPSON participated, the bill was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. : 


THE WAREHOUSING SYSTEM. 


Mr. J. P. KENNEDY said he was iustracted 
by the Committee on Commerce tostate that it was 
their desire that the warehousing bill should be 
taken wp, and a day set apart for its consideration. 
As there appeared to be some doubt whether the 
House would consider the bill this session or not, 
he moved to make it the special order for this day 
week, for the purpose of testing the sense of the 
House as to their disposition to act upon it. He 
made the motion, and desired the vote on it.to be 
considered as a test, 

Mr; CAVE JOHNSON inquired if the motion 
‘was in order. 

The SPEAKER said it was not, 

Mr. J. P. KENNEDY said he would take an 
early opportunity of making the motion he had in- 
timated. 

THE DISTRICT BANKS. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Commitiee for 
the District of Columbia, said he was instructed to 
report a resolution to discharge the Committee of 
the Whole from the further consideration of the 
pill for the recharter of the District banks. He 
wished the vote on the resolution to be made a 


test vote. i 
The resolution was read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee of the Whole House be dis. 
charged from the further consideration of the bill to extend the 
Charters of the banks of the District of Columbia, being House 
pill No. 676. 


Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved that the resolu- 
tion be laid on the table, and asked the yeas and 
nays on the motion. 

They were taken, and resulted—yeas 87, nays 
108, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Arrington, Beeson, Bidlack, Birdseye, Blair, 
Borden, Bowne, Brewster, A. V. Brown, €. Brown, Burke, 
William O. Butler, Green W. Caldwell, Patrick Ú. Cald- 
well, John Campbell, Cary, Casey, Chapman, Clifford, Clin- 
ton, Coles, Daniel, Richard D. Davis, Dawson, Lean, Doan, 
Eastman, John Edwards, John G. Fioyd, Charles A. Floyd, 
Fornance, Gerry, Gilmer, William O. Goode, Gordon, Gus- 
tine, Gwin, Harris, Hastings, Hays, Hopkins, Houck, Hous- 
ton, Hubard, Hunter, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jack, Caye Jonn- 
son, John W. Jones, Keim, Andrew Kennedy, Linn, Littlefield, 
Lowell, Abraham McClellan, McKay, Mallory, Marchand, Al- 
fred Marshall, John Thomson Mason, Mathews, Miller, Mitch- 
ell, Newhard, Partridge, Pickens, Plumer, Reed, Reding, Rey- 
nolds, Riggs, Rogers, Roosevelt, Sanford, Saunders, Shieids, 
William Smith, Snyder, Steenrod, Stratton, Sweney, Jacab 
Thompson, Van Buren, Weller, Westbrook, Joseph L. Wil- 
liams, Wood, and John Young— S7. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Landaf W. Andrews, Sherlock J, 
Andrews, Arnold, Aycrigs, Babcock, Baker, Barnard, Barton, 
Briggs, Brockway, Bronson, M. Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Bar- 
nell, William Buner, Calhoun, Thomas J. Campbell, Ca- 
ruthers, Childs, Chitienden, John C. Clark, James Cooper, 
Cowen, Cranston, Cravens, Crawford, Garrett Davis, Deber- 
ry, Everett, Fessenden, Fillmore, A. Lawrence Foster, Gates, 
Gentry, Giddings, Granger, Green, Hall, Halsted, Henry, How- 
ard, Hudson, Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, James Irvin, James, 
Isaac D. Jones, John P, Keared3, King, Lane, McKennan, 
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Mathiot, Mattocks, Maxwell, Meriwether, Moore, 
row, Osborne, Owsley, Pearce, Pendleton, Pope,Powell, Ram- 
sey, Benjamin Randall, ‘Alexander Randall, Rayner, Rencher, 
Ridgway, Rodney, James M. Russell, Saltonstall, Shepperd, 
Slade, Truman Smith, Sprigg, Stanly, Stokely, Alexander H. 
H. Stuart, "John T. Stuart, Summers, Taliaferro, Richard W. 
Thompson, Tillinghast, Toland, Triplett, Trotti, Trumbull, 
Underwood, Van Rensselaer, Warren, Washington, Edward 
D. White, Joseph L. White, Thomas W. Williams, Christo. 
pher H. Williams, Winthrop, Wise, Yorke, and Augustus 
Young--108, * 

So the resolution was not laid on the table. 

Mr. WELLER demanded the yeas and nays on 
the adoption of the resolution. He said to extend 
the charter of six banks in this District for ten 
years, without one moment's consideration or debate, 
was an outrage upon all propriety in legislation. 

The resolution was then adopted—yeas 114, 
nays 98, as follows: 

YEAS —Messrs. Adams, Allen, Landaf W. Andrews, Sher- 
jock J. Andrews, Arnold, Aycrigg, Babcock, Baker, Bar- 
nard, Barton, Boardman, Briggs, Brockway, Bronson, Milton 
Brown, Jeremiah Brown, William Butler, Calhoun, Thomas 
J. Campbell, Caruthers, Childs, Chittenden, John ©. Clark, 
Cowen, Cranston, Cravens, Crawford, Cushing, Garrett Davis, 
Deberry, Everett, Fessenden, Fillmore, A. Lawrence Foster, 
Gamble, Gates, Gentry, Giddings, Patrick G, Goode, Graham, 
Granger, Green, Halsted, Henry, Holmes, Howard, Hudson, 
Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, James Irvin, James, William Cost 
Johnson, Isaac D. Jones, John P. Kennedy, King, Lane, Mc- 
Kennan, Samson Mason, Mathiot, Mattocks, Maxwell, May- 
nard, Meriwether, Moore, Morgan, Morris, Morrow, Osborne, 
Owsley, Pearce, Pendleton, Pope, Powell, Ramsey, Benjamin 
Randal, Randolph, Rayner, Rencher, Ridgway, Riggs, Rod- 
ney, William Russell, James M. Russell, Saltonstall, Shep- 
perd, Slade, Truman Smith, Sprigg, Stanly, Stokely, Stratton, 
‘Alexander H. H. Stuart, John T. Stuart, Summers, Talia- 
ferro, Richard W. Thompson, Tillinghast, Toland, Tomlinson, 
Triplett, Trumbull, Underwood, Van Rensselaer, Wallace, 
Warren, Washington, Edward D. White, Joseph L. White, 
Thomas w Williams, Winthrop, Wise, Yorke, and Augustus 
Young—114. 

WA YS—Messrs. Arrington, Atherton, Becson, Bidlack, Birds- 
eye, Blair, Bowne, Brewster, Aaron V, Brown, Chas. Brown, 
Burke, William O. Butler, Green W. Caldwell, Patrick C, 
Caldwell, John Campbell, William B. Campbell, Cary, Casey, 
Chapman, Clifford, Clinton, Coles, Richard D. Davis, Dawson, 
Dean, Doan, Eastman,John C. Edwards, Egbert, Ferris, John 
G. Floyd, Charles A. Floyd, Fornance, Gerry, Gilmer, Wil 
liam ©, Goode, Gordon, Gustine, Gwin, Harris, Hastings, 
Iiays, Hopkins, Houck, Houston, Hubard, Hunter, Charles 
J. Ingersoll, Wiliam W. Irwin, Jack, Cave Johnson, John 
W. Jones, Keim, Andrew Kennedy, Linn, Littlefield, Lowell, 
Abraham McClellan, Robert McClellan, McKay, McKeon, 
Mallory, Marchand, Alfred Marshall, John Thomson Mason, 
Mathews, Medill, Miller, Mitchell, Newhard, Parmenter, Par- 
tridge, Payne, Pickens, Plumer, Read, Reding, Reynolds, 
Rogers, Roosevelt, Sanford, Saunders, Sewell, Shields, Steen- 
rod, Sweney, Jacob Thompson, 'Trotti, Turney, Van Buren, 
Ward, Watlerson, Weller, Westbrook, Joseph L. Williams, 
and John Young—98. 

Mr. J. CAMPBELL rose, to move that the bill 
649 be made the special order of the day for Thurs- 
day next, 

The SPEAKER said it was not in order to 
make that motion, unless by general consent. 

Mr. J. CAMPBELL hoped general consent 
would be given; for the bill was a very important 
one, [It was understood to be the bill to suspend 
the operation of the districting section of the ap- 
portionment bill, under the late census. ] 

Mr. BARNARD appealed to the gentleman from 
South Carolina to allow committees to be called 
for reports, before he introduced his motion. 

The SPEAKER said the calling of committees 
for reports was the business in order; and he con- 
tinued the cai, beginning with the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. BARNARD, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported a joint resolution relating to 
certain public property purchased for the United 
States in the city of Detroit. It was read twice, 


and ordered to be printed. 


JESSE HOYT. 

Mr, BARNARD said he was directed by the 
Committee on the Judiciary to report a resolution 
for the printing of the memorial of Jesse Hoyt, 
which was presented to the Houte a few days ago. 
Mr. BOARDMAN requested permission to make 
a personal explanation en that subject, as be had 
been abused by that man [Jesse Hoyt] in the news- 
papers. He then went on, by general consent, to 
make some siatements of the reasons he had for 
offering a resolution in this House on this subject 
atthe last session, as Jesse Hoyt had attributed to 
him unworthy motives. He read extracts from 
the reports of the commissioners who were sent to 
investigate the affairs of the New York custom- 
bouse; from which he found that Jesse Hoyt~—a 
man who was guilty of robbing the public treas- 
ury—had, in his character of collector, charged 
$201,508 in addition to his other fees allowed by 
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the Government; and he had wished to know if the 
Government was in the habit of allowing such 
charges. He said he could not have had any. per- 
sonal object in abusing Jesse Hoyt, for he did not 
even know the man, though he believed he was 
introduced to him some years ago, when Jesse 
Hoyt bore the character of an honest man; but 
thal was a long timeago. ‘This explanation which 
he now made was, perhaps, unnecessary; and-for 
oceupying the time of the House with it, perhaps 
he ought to apologise; for the abuse of a rogue 
like Jesse Hoyt—who was cast off even by the sub- 
terranean Locofoco Democracy of New York, at- 
tached as they were to plunder—could affect. no 
honest man. 

Mr. BARNARD said the letter to which the 
gentleman from Connecticut referred—which had 
been published in the public papers—was one 
which no decent man could countenance; but the 
memorial (the printing of which he now moved). was 
respectful in its character. ile 

Mr. ARNOLD interrupted the gentleman from 
New York, [Mr. Banwarp,] who was proceeding 


- with his remarks, and said the debate was useless, 


He inquired if the morning hour had not expired, 
and expressed his anxiety that the House would 
not consume its time with useless discussions, 
when the day ought to be devoted to the special or- 
der—-which gras his bill No. 548. — 

The SPEAKER informed the gentleman from 
Tennessee that committees were called for reports 
by general consent. ; 

After some few observations from several gene 
tlemen, the question of printing was negatived. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, from the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, reported a Senate bill without amendment. 
It was an act altering the time of holding the cir- 
cuit courts of the district of Connecticut; and as it 
was unobjectionable, it was read a third time and 
passed. 

Mr. ARNOLD then moved that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON desired the gentleman 
to withdraw the motion, to enable him (Mr. Cave 
Jonnson) to make a report from the Select Com- 
mittee on Retrenchment. 

Mr. EVERETT rose to a privileged question, 
amidst great confusion; and some, explanation en- 
sued between him and the Speaker, which was not 
audible at the reporter’s desk. ; 


MISSISSIPPI STATE BONDS. 


Mr. GWIN rose, and desired permission to 
make a few remarks, which were of an explanato- 
ry character, 

Mr. ARNOLD said there were at least twenty 
gentlemen who desired the floor; and ‘he could not 
yield. 

He, however, afterwards consented, on an ex- 
planation of Mr. Gwin’s object. 

Mr. GWIN asked the indulgence of the House 
a moment to enable him to reply to some state~ 
ments made by the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Grancun] on Saturday last, as reported in 
the Intelligencer of yesterday morniog. He would 
remark that, from the noise around him during 
the time the gentleman wes addressing the House, 
he had not heard the gentleman make the state- 
ments as they are reported, or he would have-cor- 
rected them at the time. The gentleman is report: 
ed to have said: ; 

“Mr. Graweer came not here to speak with disrespect of 
any man who had keen elevated to the chief magistracy of one 
of the States of this confederacy; but let gentlemen, after the 
execution of these bonds—after the sale, delivery, and receipt 
of the $5,000,000—turn to the message of Governor McNutt, 
and what did they find? That he had yielded his individual 
opinions to the voice ofthe peopie of Mississippi! The bonds 
had been issued; there was no pretencethat the $5,000,000 had 
not been received; hut when the pay day came, the morality of 
Mississippi poeketed the 85,000,000, and started back with holy 
horror at the idea of paying what they had received P? 

Sir, (said Mr. Gwin,) this statement is a tissue 
of misrepresentations of fact—no doubt uninten- 
tionsl The expression attributed to Governor 
McNutt was made in reference to signing the bank 
charter, and not to the sale of the bonds. As to 
the statement that there was no pretence that the 
five millions of dollars had not been received, the 
gentleman is entirely mistaken. It is not the 
fact-—-not a word of it; for the main ground.taken 
by the party in that State who are opposed to ag 
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suming the payment of these bonds, is, ihat the 
money was never received by the State, but by the 
bank; for whose acts and debts the State is not lia- 
ble, as the act under which it was organized is un- 
constitutional and of:no éffect, so far as the tabili- 
ty of the State is concerned. As to having pocket- 
ed the five millions, and starting back with horror 
when pay-day came, there is more. pcetry than 
truth init. The State has always. been willing to 
appropriate every dollar of the assets of the bank 
tothe payment of the bonds, except that portion 
which has been paid to the bank by repudiation 
under the bankrupt law, and thus passed out of the 
control of the bank. He presumed the gentleman 
entertained no holy horror at thus destroying the 
mheans ef the bank to pay these bonds, to the 
amount of one or two millions of dollars. 

z The gentleman stated further, that the bonds 
‘were sold above par. This is not the fact. They 
were sold under par, if gold and silver was to be 
the standard, and on a credit; in both respects vio- 
lating the unconstitutional supplement under which 
they were issued. Fhe bank sold her cheeks upon 
this fand ata premium, it is true, in exchange for 
her irredeemable depreciated paper. She first dis- 
honored her. paper, and then shaved the holders in 
selling her checks; and this is called selling her 
bonds above par. ; 

He would detain the House no longer at present; 
yet he would, before the session closed, pay his re- 
Spects to the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Grancer,] as a teacher of morals to the State of 
Mississippi, as it may be instructive to the people 
of that State to know who the honor-and-dignity 
party there had selecied as their champion here, 


Mr. GRANGER said, before he proceeded to 
comment on the remarks of the gentleman from 
Mississippi, he would make a remark on another 
Subject. He then quoted from the published re- 
ports of the debate between himself and the gentle- 
man from Mississippi on a previous day. 

Mr. G. then went on to gay that he wished his 
disclaimer to be broad. He considered the matter 
as past, 
in good faith, it would not have been made at all. 
His remarks were made after fuil advisement; and, 
had his intention been to insuli the gentleman from 
Mississippi, no disclaimer whatever would have 
been offered. 


Mr. GWIN wished to know whether he was to 
understand the gentleman as having said or im: 
plied anything derogatory to him. 

Mr. GRANGER said he did not mean to attack 
the character of the gentleman from Mississippi. 
He wished the House and the nation to pass upon 
what had occurred between them. 

Mr. GWIN said he wished to know distinetly, 
inasmuch as the gentleman had alluded to the sub- 
jec!, whether he attributed to him any conduct un- 
becoming a member ef the House of Representa. 
tives and a gentleman, 


Mr. GRANGER said, no; he did not intend to 
assail, in any manner, the conduet or motives of 
the gentleman from Mississippi. He further stated 
that he felt it due to himself to sey that the word 
“brag,” at the conelusion of bis printed speech, 
was not used by him. 

Mr. THOMPEON of Mississippi (Me. Caanoer 
yielding the floors) said he wished to eal the atien 
tion of the gentleman from New York to other 
portions of his reported rematks. That gentleman 
stated that, in making the motion he dida faw 
days since, his (Mr. T.'s) objects were two-fold: 
one was to get upa politicalexcitement; the other 
was to bring into disrepute the credit of the United 
States. Now (Mr. T. said) he was treapabie of 
acting im his representative capacity with any such 
objects or motives. His whole conree in 
House was a refutation of the charges; and to 
make such silegations was doing him a manifestin- 
justice. 

Mr. GRANGER said he did sunpose that 
the gentleman wished to get up a political dis- 
cussion upon this subject, and he also supposed 
that the gentleman wished, by gctling up such a dis- 
cussion, to throw upon the majority in Congress the 
responsibility of having brought the credit of the 
Government of the United States into disrepute. 


his 


Unless his disclaimer had been made’ 
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Mr. THOMPSON rose and said that, in thus 
supposing, he supposed what was. false. 

Mr. GRANGER. What did-you say? 

Mr. THOMPSON said that, in supposing him 
to act with ihe imputed objects, he [Mr. GRANGER] 
supposed what was false. ; 

Mr, GRANGER resumed, and proceeded to vin- 


dicate himself from the charge that he had un- | 


justly declared that, after receiving $5,060,000 
upon bonds sold, the State of Mississippi had repu- 
diated those very bonds: He had stated no more 
than what. he could prove, He bad stated that, 
under the laws of Mississippi, the Governor of that 
State was authorized to sign a large amount of the 
bonds of the Union Bank, and to subseribe te 
$5,000,000 of the stoek of that institution. The 
Governor did sign the bonds, and did subseribe to 
the stock of the bank. 
of $5,000,000—were sold, and the money paid, 
and became the capital of the bank. The bonds 
were sold for $5,080,000; being a premium of 
$80,000. 

Mr. GWIN rose to make a correction. The 
bank issued post notes, which were irredeemable, 
and under par. It sold its checks on the Bank of 
the United States for irredeemable paper, which 
never was at par with gold and silver. The bonds 
were sold under par, and payment received in irre- 
deemable. paper, contrary to law, and in violation 
both of the charter of the bank, and of the supple- 
mental charter, which was passed subsequently. 

Mr. GRANGER resumed, and disclaimed the 
idea. of intending to speak disrespectfully of the 
Governor of any State in the Union. Te then 
went into an examination of the condition and his- 
tory of the Usion Bank of Mississippi—contending 
that the supplemental charter, now so universally 
condemned, was passed by 14 Whigs and 36 Dem- 
ocrats, Its charter was signed by the Governor; 
and subsequently he signed $5,000,000 of bonds, 
in accordance with that charter. The bonds were 
sold, and the money received into the Union Bank, 
How did the authorities of Mississippi then treat 
this institution? They recognised it as a bank, 
and declared that the dividends on the $5,000,000 
should go towards internal improvement and edu- 
cation. Subsequently, the State borrowed $75,000 
of the bank, snd then $25,000 more, Tt caused 
certain lots in Jackson city to be sold, and received 
in payment promissory notes, which it caused to be 
discounted as mercantile paper at this same Union 
Bank. Mr. G. read from the message of Gov. 
McNutt in 1841, in which the Governor treated of 
the finances of the State, and the transactions with 
the Union Bank. Tr would be pereeived, by read- 
ing the message, that the Governor declared that he 
had yielded to the publie will in what he had 
done. $ 

Mr. GWIN said that the Governor did not al- 
luge to the sale of the bonds, when he said he had 
yielded to the public will, contrary to his own opin- 
ions; but referred to his having signed the charter 
of the bank. 

Mr. GRANGER resumed, and reiterated the pa- 
sitiens whieh he had previously assumed. Hie 
contended that the Governer had signed the bonds, 
and complained that he had to bear the odiam of 
acts which he did not sanction. He read a leiter, 
writen in May, in which it was stated that the 
genileman from Mississippi [Mr. Gwin]—who wa: 
to be the bearer—wonld explain the causes of the 
non payment of the bends, &e, 

Mr. G WN said that the letter reerred to by the 
eenileman wes wriren by Jadge Porner, of the 
Supreme Court of Mississippi, He (Mr. G.) bad 
never heard of it watil it i in print, 
The jadge wrote to him. añter th publication, ask. 
ing if he (MrvG@.) recotlected having earried the 
letter, and alto whether he remembered he ving a 
conversation with bim (Jndge T.) upon the sob- 
jeet; to which he replied, that he recollected neither 
the one ner the other. 

Mr. GRANGER said the letter to which he rs- 
ferred was written to show that the Unien Bank 
never received but $5,000,000 oa the bonde. 

Mr. GWIN said the letter was written after the 
bonds were issned. 

‘Mr GRANGER said it was true; but the Gover: 
nor signed the bonds. 


The bonds—to the amount. 


Mr. GWIN. Nobody doubts that. 
Mr. GRANGER resumed, and, after some fur- 
ther remarks, concluded by saying that, had the State 
of Mississippi, yielding to the force of hard times, 
asked the world fortime to pay her obligations, 
instead of repudiating them, her action would not 
have had the disastrous effect on the credit of the 
country which was now experienced. 

Here Mr. ARNOLD rose and claimed the floor, 
Mr. GWIN wished five minutes to explain. 

Mr. ARNOLD declined yielding. 


RETRENCHMENT, 


« Mr. ARNOLD moved that the Committee of the 


Whole on the state of the Union be discharged 
from the further consideration of bill No. 548, in 
order that it might be acted on in the House at 
once. 

Mr. FILLMORE suggested that the adoption cf 
this motion would preclude all opportunity for 
amendment. He proposed to tbe gentleman to 
withdraw his motion and submit a resolution, that 
the ‘Committee of the Whole shall proceed at 3 
o’clock this day to vote upon all amendments 
offered, or that may be offered, to the bill. 

Mr. ARNOLD accepted of the proposition. 

The resolution for taking the bill out of commit- 
tee at 3 o’clock to-day was then agreed to—ayes 
92, noes 78. 

On motion of Mr. ARNOLD the House resolved 
itself into a Commiitee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, [Mr. Bareas in the chair.} 

House bill No. 548, “A bill to reduce the com- 
pensation to the members of the Senate, members 
of the House- of Representatives, and to the dele- 
gates of the Territories, and repealing all the laws 
on the subject,” was taken up, and read through, 
together with the amendments made thereto by the 
Select Committee, to whom it had been referred at 
the last session of Congress. 

The. bill having been read, 

Mi. GWIN offered the following as a substitute 
for the bill; which was read for information: 


A BILL to retrench the expenditures of the Government of the 
United States. 


Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress ussembled. 
That, from and after thé 30th day of June next, the pay and 
emoluments of all offices existing on the 4th day of March, Cin- 
clusive.) 1825, under the Government of the United States, 
whether civil, military, or naval, which have been increased 
since that period, shall he reduced to the rate at which they 
then were: Provided, That, in every case where the pay and 
emoluments of any office have been reduced since the 4th day 
of March, 1825, this act shall not be so construed as to change 
such reductton. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That, from and after the 
30:h day of June next, the pay and emoluments of every office 
under the Government of the nited States, whether civil, mili- 
tary, or naval, created since the 4th of March, 1825, shall be 
reduced at the rate of twenty per centum. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That no officer under 
the Government of the United States shall be allowed any extra 
compensation whatever, A 

Suc. 4. And be it further enacted, That, whenever the ses. 
sion of Congress shal] be protracted beyond five months, the 
per diem pay of the members thereof, thereafter, shall be at the 
rate of four collars, 

Buc. 5. And be it further enacted, That all laws and parts 
of laws inconsistent with this act be, and the same are hereby, 
repealed. 


Mr. HUNT also offered the following as a sub- 
stitute for the bill, which was read for informa- 
ton: 


Be wt enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
That, instead of the daily compensation now allowed by law, 
there shall be paid, annually, to the Senators, Representatives, 
and Delegates from Territories, of every future Congress of 
the United States, the foliowing sums, respectively, that is to 
say: To the President of the Senate pro tempore, when there 
is no Vice President, and to the Speaker of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, three thousand dollars each; to each Senator, 
(other than the President pro tempore, as aforesaid,) member 
of the House of Reprerentatives, (other than the Speaker,) 
and Delegate, the sum of fifteen hundred dollars. : 

Sec. 2. And beit further enacted, That, in addition to the 
pay provided for in the first section of this acty each Senator, 
at every session of Congress, and every meeting of the Senate 
in the recess of Congress, after the 3d day of March, 1843, shall 
be allowed and paid four dollars for every twenty miles of eg. 
Umated distance, by the most usual read, from his placeof resi- 
dence to the seat of Congress, at the commencement and end of 
every such session and meeting; and each Representative and 
Delegate of every future Congress shall be allowed and paid 
four dollars for every twenty miles of estimated distance, by 
tke most usual road, from his place of residence to the seat of 
Congress, at the commencementand endof every such session; 
and the aforesaid allowances shall be certified and paid, in the 
Same manner as the daily compensation and travel fees to 
members of Congress have heretofore been. 

Sec. 3, And be it further enacted, That all acts and parts 
of acts, on the subject of compensation to members of the Sen. 
ate and of the House of Representatives, and Delegates of Tere 


ritories, be ahd thesame. are hereby, 


the3d day of March, 1843, pein fen ee 


:Mr: TW. WILLIAMS asked leave to offer |} 


an amendment. : 

Mr: CUSHING observed that there would be 
time enough to offer amendments after the debate 
had closed; All thése amendments. were consu- 
ming the short time allowed for debate, and he 
must object tovany. more of them. 

The ‘CHAIR’ then ‘stated that. the bill having 
been referred to a select committee, and reported 
batk, with amendments, by that committee, the 
regular order: of proceeding would. be, first to pass 
on the amendments of the’ committee, and such 
amendments as might be offered to them; and then- 
to consider such. amendments as might be offered 
by members of the House. ` 

The amendments of the committee were then 
read; and the question was put on the first amend: 
ment proposed, substituting the 5th day of Decem: - 
ber next for ihe Ist day of November, [the time 
the bill is to go into operation,] and decided in the 
affirmative. 

Mr. MOORE offered several amendments, which 
were not heard; but the Chair decided them to be 
out of-order. 

Mr. CUSHING moved to strike out the first 
section of the bill; but the Chair decided the 
amendment not to be in order. 

‘After a conversation on points of order by Messrs. 
CUSHING, MOORE, ARNOLD, BARNARD, 
and: the CHAIR, during which there was a good 
deal of noise and confusion, and no practical 
result, $ 

"Mr. CUSHING moved that the committee rise; 
. Which motion was rejected—ayes 70, noes 73. 

‘Mr. CUSHING then moved that the committee 
rise and report the bill. 

Mr. ARNOLD claimed the floor, and said he 
would not yield it for any such motion. The gen- 
teman might go on and discuss the pending 
amendment if he pleased. 

Mr. CUSHING inquired of the Chair whether 
in this amendment he might discuss the question 
of the compensation of members of Congress 
generally. - á 

The CHAIR said it would not be in order to do 
s0. 


Mr. CUSHING. Then I understand there is no 
way of discussing the merits of this bill. 

The question was then put on the next amend- 
ment, which was to insert the word “mileage” in 
the 20th line, so as to make the sentence read 
“No Senator shall be allowed for mileage a sum 
exceeding six dollars per day’—but no quorum 
voting . : 

The CHAIR made a count of the House, and 
ascertained that a quorum was present. 

‘Mr.HOLMES then offered an amendment to 
the amendment, providing that no member of Con- 
gress shall receive a greater sum for mileage than 
his reasonable travelling expenses from the place 
of his residence to the seat of Government, to- 
gether with ¢8 per day for every day’s travel. 

The CHAIRMAN inquired where the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from South Carolina was 
intended to come in. 


Mr. HOLMES replied. 
think proper. 

Mr. ARNOLD said if the amendment did not - 
apply, he should object. 

Mr. HOLMES suggested that it should come in 
after the word “mileage.” 

Great confusion ensued, in the course of which 
many gentiemen were on the floor speaking at 
the same time. Ultimately the committee agreed 
to rise, and the committee rose accordingly at 
half past 1 o’clock, and reported progress. 

Mr. CUSHING then rose to a privileged ques. 
tion. 

The SPEAKER inquired if tt was of a personal 
nature. ` A 

Mr. CUSHING replied that the Chair wouid 
judge whemhe had made his motion; but he should 
have the opportunity to appeal, if the Chair should 
decide against him. He thea moved a _reconsid- 


Anywhere you may 


‘the whole; aid on that he moved the previous 


- Doan, Doig, Eastman, Ferris; Jo 


eration of the vote Ly which it was agreed to fix oa 
threeo’clock to terminate debate in committee of 
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question, and called for the yeas and nays. 


The SPEAKER put the question on the motion - 
‘for the previous.question; and there was-a second, 
| and the main question was ordered to be put. 


“Mr, CUSHING withdrew. the cail for the yeas 


‘and nays, but it wag renewed in another quarter, 
and they were ordered. The yeas and nays. were 
| then taken, and the motion to reconsider was nega- 
| tived—yeas 82, nays 110,.as follows: . 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Arrington, Atherton, Bidlack, Black, + 


Botts, Bowne, Brewster, Charles Brown, Burke, Wiliam 
Butler, Wiliam O: Butler, Green W. Caldwell, Patritk C. 
Caldwell, Cary, Clifford, Clinton, Coles, Colquitt, Mark A. 
Cooper, Edward Cross, Cushing, Daniel, Richard D. Davis, 

hn G. Floyd, Gerry, Gilmer, 
Wm. O. Goode, Gordon, Gustine, Gwin, Harris, Hastings, 
Holmes, Hopkins, Howard, Hubard, Hunt, Charles J. Inger- 


zsolt, William: W. Irwin, John W. Jones, Keim, Littlefield, 


Lowell, Robert McClellan, (McKeon, Mallory, Marchand, Al- 
fred Marshall, John Thomson Mason, Mathews, Medill, Mil- 


¿let Newhard, Oliver, Osborne, Pickens, Plumer, Read, 
Rozers; Roosevelt, Saltonstall; Sanford, Shields, Slade, William 


Smith, Sweney, Taliaferro, Jacob Thompson, Tillinghast, 


Trotti, Van Buren, Ward, Westhrook, Joseph L. White, - 


Winthrop, Wise, and Wood--82, 

NAYS—Messrs. Landaf W. Andrews, Arnold, Babcock, 
Baket, Barnard, Barton, Beeson, Boardman, Briggs, Aaron 
<V. Brown, Milton Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Calhoun, John 
Campbell; Wm. B. Campbell, Thomas J. Campbell, Caruth- 
ers, Casey, Chapman, John C. Clark, Cowen, Cranston, Cra- 
vens, Crawford, Garrett Davis, Dean, Deberry, John Fd- 
wards, John ©, Edwards, Egbert, Everett, Fillmore, Tor- 
nance, Gamble, Gates, Gentry, Patrick G. Goode, Graham, 
Granger, Green; Hall, Halsted, Hays, Henry, Houck, Houston, 
Hudson, J. R. Ingersoll, James, Cave Johnson, Isaac D. 
Jones, John P. Kennedy, King, Lewis, Linn, Abraham 
McClellan, McKay, McKennan, Thomas F., Marshall, Mat- 
tocks, Maxwell, Maynard, Meriwether, Mitchell, Moore, 
Morgan, Morris, Morrowg#Owsley, Parmenter, Partridge, 
Pendleton, Pope, Powell, Ramsey, Benjamin Randall, Ran- 
dolph, Rayner; Reneher, Reynolds, Ridgway, Rodney, Wil- 
liam: Russell, James M. Russell, Saunders, Sewell, Shepperd, 
Truman Smith, Sprigg, Stanly, Steenrod, Alexander H, H. 
Stuart, Joho T. Stuart, Summers, Toland, Triplett, Trumbull, 
Turney, Underwood, Van Rensselaer, Warren, Washington, 
Weller, Edward D., White, Thomas W. Williams, Joseph 
L. Williams, Yorke, Augustus Young, and John Xoung--110. 

Mr. MALLORY moved a call of the House. 

Mr. ARNOLD was understood to deprecate that 
motion as unnecessary, and as a dodging of the 
question. 

Mr. MALLORY said he never dodged anything; 
he always sailed under an open flag. 

Mr. ARNOLD. Then meet the question now. 

Mr. MALLORY. I will meet it now, and else- 
where, too. g 

The SPEAKER called the gentleman to order. 

Mr. MALLORY called for tellers on his call for 
the yeas and nays; and Messrs. Wetuer and 
Boaroman were appointed; and they reported a 
majority ia favor of the yeas and nays; which be- 
ing taken, resulted thus—yeas 65, nays 130. 

Mr. ARNOLD moved that the House resolve 
itself into a Committee of the Whole: agreed to. 

The SPEAKER called Mr. Gimer to the 


chair. 


Mr. GILMER. asked to be excused. He could 
not undertake to kvep order in the present state of 
the committee. Besides, he wished to offer some 
amendments himself, 

Mr. Unperwoop was then called to tke chair, 
and the committee immediately resumed the con- 
sideration of bill No. 548. 

Mr. ARNOLD claimed the foor. 

Mr, HOLMES rose to a question of order, claim- 
ing the floor upon an amendment which he offered 
when the committee was last in session. 


After some debate, in which Messrs, BRIGGS, 
HOLMES, BOWNE, ARNOLD, and the CHAIR- 
MAN participated, it was decided that Mr. 
Homes might proceed. 

The amendment offered by Mr. H. provided that 
no member of Congress shall receive for mileage 
asum greater than his actual expenses in travel- 
ling to and from the seat of Government, and $3 
per diem during the lime occupied in so travelling. 

The CHAIRMAN said that, although the ameng- 
ment would make the section read very ay 
wardly, ke ruled it admissible, as germane to the 
subject. 

Mr. HOLMES said he did not care much 
whether the bill wes to be passed in a symmetrical 
form or not He went for the reform of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, [Mr. ARNoLD;] and the only 
fault which he had to find with it was, that it did 
not reach the ultima thule. Hie was perfectly cone 
vineed that the present was the time to cut down the 


` The expenses of Congress were 
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` expenditures of this Government. If the opportu- 


nity was now lost to make a deep incision, Con- 
gress would never have it in their power again. 
; now so large, that 
hé wondered the people continued to submit to 
them. He would not speak of their per diem, but. 
to the exorbitant mileage. Whether the pay were 
fixed at eight or-at six dollars a day, it would al- 
ways give Western members an adequate sum. 
Bat this reduction would put others residing nearer 
the seat of Government in an awkward predica- ° 
ment. The main feature of a republican govern- 
ment was equality. Now, he should not feel him- 


_self upon an equality with many members, did he 


come here with as low a compensation as $6 a 
Gay. He argued that members ‘residing near 
were liable lo expenses, in exercising the rites of 
hospitality to their constituents, who frequently 
visited Washington, which members ata distance 
did not have to ifcur. i 

He also objected to ihe mileage now allowed; 
because it practised a deception upon the people, 
who supposed that members received: only enough 
to pay their expenses, and give them a decent sup> 
port. According to the bill now before the com- 
mittee, they were yet to receive $6 for every 20 
miles travelled. Now, the railroad cats would 
carry them 282 miles a day; which number, divided 
by 20, and multiplied by 6, would give the 
amount received for one day’s travel in the cars— 
484. He was for cutting down the mileage of the 
members. 

As for cutting down the salariesof the cabinet 
ministers residing in Washington, he thought it 
unjust. Their present salary of $6,000, as many 
gentlemen on that flcor knew, was wholly inade« 
quate. He did not think they should be sheared of 
the little ability they now pessessed to contribute 
to the hospitalities of the metropolis, and render 
our Government, through themselves, respectable 
in the eyes of foreign ministers. The gentleman 
who introduced the bill was estopped by the Cons 
stitution from making itapplicable to the President 
and the judges. Was it not equally improper to 
cut down the salaries of the cabinet ministers, who 
bore a near relation to the President, and who 
had to remain here, not a few months, but all the 
year, and live independent f their business at 
home? They could not, like members of Cone: 
gress, return to their farms, their merchandise, or” 
their professions; but were compelled to remain all 
the year in an expensive town; therefore it was 
that he thought it would be extremely unjust to 
cut down their present salaries 20 per cent. 


He begged the gentleman from Tennessee to as- 
sent to his amendment and bis suggestions, since he 
would thereby, in case of the passage of the bill, 
achieve a great triumph. The bill would cut off 
about $2,000,000 from the expenses of the Govern- 
ment. If the gentleman did not assent to his 
amendment for reducing the mileagze-——coming, as he 
did, frora a remote section of the Union, and there» 
fore eniitied to draw aheavy mileage--he would 
subject himself to the imputation of inconsistency. 
-He declared here, ia his place, that ail the coun- 
try demanded a retrenchment, What he protested 
against was, the culling off afew of the outer 
branches of the tree. Unless it received an effecte 
väl pruning, it would not be in proportion to the 
roots which supported it, and. which were now 
k and decayed. Gentlemen must either con- 
t to bring down the tariff to a revenue standard, 
or else reduce the expenditures of the Government 
to the measure of iis revenue. 

Now be observed, with great satisfaction, that 
the House received, yesterday, a communication 
from the President of the United Srates, and had it 
instantly referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. Fie was to judge, from that, that there 
were reformers on both sides of the House, willing 
to take the suggesious of the President, and to 
dook inte the present of the country, and see 
whether its fasiitutions can be preserved. He re- 
joieed that the Committee of Ways and Means 
had shaken off from themseives that indolence of 
responsibility which had hitherto kept them inac- 
tive, and. were now about to take this matter in 
hand, and investigate it thoroughly. He hoped 


ij they would soon recommend some practical mease 


ure, and hot suffer this Congress to adjourn without 
bringing in a tariff. sufficient to meet the expendi- 
tures of the Government; and that they would 
bring down those expenditures to a revenue tariff. 


He hoped that they would, distegarding particular’ 
or Sectional interests—the interests of the hemp | 


grower or the cotton manufacturer—provide for 
the economical. expenditures of the Government, 


by laying the burdens of taxation equally on all. 


Tt was but six months ago that it was predicted by 
the gentleman from Boston [Mr. ‘WintHRoP] that 
the present tariff would produce a revenue of 
twenty-six millions; and the result had proved that 
the sacrifice then made of ihe interests, of the many 
for the benefit of a few, had greatly aggravated 
the financial embarrassments of the Government, 


Mr. CUSHING observed that he should speak 
to: the limited question embraced in the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from Souta Carolina, {Mr. 
Houmes.] He did not believe that any porion of 
the people of the United States called for a reduc- 

„tion of the compensation of members of Congress, 
either in regard to their per diem or mileage; and 
he begged leave to.call the attention of the com- 
mittee to the remarkable fact, that they wert at the 


very close of the session, with the prospect that but | 
a small minority of the present members of the | 
They were, | 


House would ever come back again. 
therefore, legislating for their successors, and not 
for themselves; and reducing not their own 
compensation, but that of those who were 
to come afer them. He utterly rejected the 
idea that, in consideration of any existing straits 
in the treasury, they should refuse adequate com- 
pensation to members of Congress, secing that that 
treasury belonged to a rich, powerful, and growing 
people, both able and willing to pay their servants 
a fair and just compensation for their services, He 


denied that-the compensation at present paid was | 


too much. The Government of the United States 
was administered upon the assumption that ils offi- 


cers ‘should be paid for their services, and not suf- | 
fered, as in other Governments, to serve without | 
pay, and derive their compensation from perqui- : 
Sites, or other indirect means. If members of Con- | 


gress were not paid for their services, that ball 
would be filled, as was the case with the British 
House of Commobns,,with an opulent aristocracy, 
and those who were dependent on them. And if, 
again, they were to receive an inadequate compen- 
sation, the result would be the same, by compelling 


those who were poor to retire, and leave the way | 
open to their richer competitors. It was a mis- | 


take, then, to suppose that the reduction of the 
pay of members of Congress was a Democratic 
measure. On the contrary, nothing could be more 
opposed to the principles of Democracy; for it 
would throw that House and its legislation into the 
hands of an aristocracy. 

Mr. BEESON said the few minutes remaining 
would afford him time to define his main position 
on the bill. It was this: The expenditures of the 
Government must be brought within its means. 


That was a fixed fact—~quite as redoubtable as any | 
fixed fact which had of late been brought to their : 


notice, 


His dislike to a reduction of the pay of | 


good public servants (and such they certainly were | 


in the mass) was great; 
ning up any higher on the people our heavy public 
debt and taxes was still greater. We arein greatdis- 


tress, public and private. By some kind of hocnuspo- | 


cus, we have been brought to this condition without 
ihe intervention of war, famine, cy pestilence. 


but his dislike to the run- | 


Yes, : 


we have been brought to the age of “iron money | 
and black broth,” as it was foretold we should be; | 
but not by the Democratic hard money policy, ss | 
a Coon prophet, in 1840, falsely asseried. The - 


journals of this Congress would show what party 
it was who, in the name of paper money and high 


wages, go for no money and almost no wages; — 
who, on the question of resumption of pay- | 


ment by the banks of this District, decided, 
substantially, that resumption here should de= 


pend on resumption nowhere. The record shows ; 


that an act of Congress had made the resumption | 


of the District banks to depend on the resamption 
of the banks of Baltimore and Richmond. The 
Baltimore banks resumed in their 
bu! not in gocd time for the banks of this District, 


own good time, - 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


No, indeed; they must be tinkered so as to make 
resumption here dependent on resumption at Rich- 


` mond; which was in principle, he repeated, to make 


resumption here depend on resumption nowhere. 
This was but one step in that learned policy, which, 
by expanding the currency in the ratio of ten noem- 


` inal dollars to one real dollar, and then contracting 


it as much, had robbed the people of hundreds of 
millions of property, and the Government of its 
revenue, and brought back, with a vengeance, the 
age of iron-money and black broth. Hear the 
time expired. $ 

The time having arrived for terminating debate, 
the committee proceeded to act on the amend- 
ments to the first section, which was in these 
words: - 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
That, at every session of Congress, and every meeting of the 
Senate in the recess of Congress, after the{ fifth day of Decem- 
ber next] fret day of November nest, each Senator shall be 
entitied to receive six dollars for every day he shall attend the 
Senate, and shall also be allowed six dollars for every twenty 
miles of estimated distance by the most usual road from his 
place of residence to the seat of Congress, at the commence- 
mentand end of every such session and meeting; and in case 
any member of the Senate shall be detained by sickness on his 


journey to or from such session or meeting, or after his arrival, 


or shall be unable to attend the Senate, he shall be entitled to 
the same daily allowance. And the President of the Senate 
pro tempore, when the Vice-President shall be absent, or 
when his office shall be vacant, shall, during the period of his 
service, receive an addition to his compensation asa member of 
the Senate, six dollars for every day he shall attend the Senate: 
Provided, always, That no Senator shall be allowed for mile- 
age a sum exceeding the rate of six dollars per day from the 
end of one such session or meeting to the time of taking his seat 
in another, except he shall have adtwally travelled the entire 
distance for whichsuch mileage is allowed: And provided also, 
Thatit shali be the duty of such Senator, when he applies to the 
President of the Senate for a check, or to have his account cer- 
tified, to state the number of days he has actually attended, and 
also the number of days he has been absent, and whether said 
absence was owing to sickness or otherwise; and unless such 
member shall certifythat he was absent by reason of sickness 
Of himself or family, or by leave of the House, it shall be the 
duty ofthe President to give him a check or certificate only for 
the time he actually attended. 


{Norx.—Parts to be stricken out as recommended by the Se- 
Ject Committee to which this bill was referred, are printed with- 
in brackets, and insertions in élaties. } 

The first question was on the amendment of the 
gentleman from South Carolina, (Mr. Hozmys,] 
which is given above; on which tellers were or- 
dered; and Messrs. Cave Jonnson and Tintine- 
HAST were appointed; and they reported 98 in the 
affirmative, and 64 in the negative. 

The amendment to the amendment was, there- 
fore, agreed to; and the amendment as amended 
was agreed to. : ; 

Mr. MERIWETHER hoped the chairman 
would call the. House to order; for there was so 
much confusion, that he could not hear what the 
committee was doing. He hoped gentlemen would 
be called upon to take their seats. 

An amendment was moved—but by whom could 
not be learned—to allow no Senator more than 
#300 for mileage for any one session. 

The amendment was agreed to; 102 voting in 
the affirmative, and 68 in the negative. 

Mr. WISE said that he had an amendment, 
which he wished to come in as an additional pro- 
viso. 

Mr. ARNOLD. Mr. Chairman, we cannot 
hear a solitary word.” [Roars of laughter.] They 
are laughing here like byenas. [Renewed laugh- 
ter.] 

Mr. WISE repeated that he had an amendment 
to come in, by way of proviso: Provided that, 
besides his pay, no Senator shail be allowed— 

Mr. ARNOLD. Mr: Chairman, this question js 
not debatable. [Great laughter and confusion.] I 
object, Mr, Chairman, to this debate. [Renewed 
Jaughter.] 

Rir. WISE. Iam not debating it, I 
tating my amendment to the Clerk. 

Provided, further, That, besides his pay, no Sen- 
ator shall be allowed [cries of “roast beef”] any 
rations [eries of “whether was it beef or not?} in 
kind, other than beef—{hisses.] 

Mr. ARNOLD. Oh, let him go on. 

Mr. WISE in eontinuation—anot roasted, [laugh- 
ter,] and not to exceed a cost of $2. [Loud and 
long continued roars of laughter.] 

Mr. ARNOLD. Mr. Chairman, I have an 
amendment to the amendment; it is as follows: 
Except “the guard,” who are to receive foreign 


am dic. 


missions after the 4th March next. 
laughter.] 

Mr. WISE. Mr. Chairman, I rise toa question 
of order. [{Laughter.] .I move a further amend. 
ment to except the Senate, where there is no mem 
ber of the guard. [Laughter.] y 

The CHAIRMAN decided all these amendments 
to be outof order. 

Mr. ARNOLD. Mr. Chairman, order must be 
restored, for we cannot hear a word. [Laughter.] 
Genilemen are designing—I. charge, sir, that they 
are designedly making a noise. [Renewed laugh. 
ter, cries of “order,” and the loud hum of voices.] 
I hope, sir, the.Chair will preserve order, or we 
must stop. [Laughter in all paris of the House.] 

The CHAIRMAN then announced the question 
to be on the amendment recommended by the com- 
mittee, as follows: “Provided, always, That no 
Senator shall be allowed for mileage a sum exceed- 
ing the rate of six dollars per day, from the end of 
one such session. or meeting to the time of his 
taking his seat in another, except he shall have ac- 
tually travelled the entire distance for which such 
mileage is allowed.” De 

Mr. ARNOLD hoped that amendment would be 
adopted, for it was a very good one. : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN then stated that the question 
was on the amendment recommended by the com- 
mittee to the proviso, which requires each Senator, 
when he applies to the President of the Senate for 
a check, or to have his account certified, to state. 
the number of days he has actually attended; and 
also the number of days he has been absent, and 
whether said absence was owing to sickness, or 
otherwise; and unless such member shall certify 
that he was absent by reason of sickness of himself 
or family, or by leave of the House, it shall be the 
duty of the President to give him a check or cer- 
tificate only for the time he actually attended. 

{The amendment was the words printed in 
italic. z 

Me MOORE rose to move an amendment; but, 
in the confused state of the House, his object was 
not distinctly heard. It was understood, how- 
ever, to be a motion to strike out that entire pro~ 
viso. 

Mr. BRIGGS was heard addressing the Chair, 
above the noise. which prevailed, but not a word 
was distinguishable at the reporter’s desk. 


Mr. EVERETT was understood to move to 
strike out the words “of himself or Jamily, or by 
leave ef the House.” 

Here was a loud ery of “read the section as it 
now stands amended.” a 

The Clerk read it accordingly; and the strange 
admixture of anomalous and contradictory matter 
of which it was composed, elicited roars of laugh- 
ter; especially that part which required a Senator 
to certify that, when absent, his absence was by 
reason of sickness of himself or family, or by leave 
of the House; thus making his payment for days 
on which he might be absent, in some cases, de- 
pendent on his ability to show that he was absent 
from the Senate by leave of the House of Represent- 
atives. 

The CHAIRMAN put the question on striking 
out the words, “of himself or family, or by leave 
of the House,” and he decided that he believed the 
motion-to be lost. 

A division was called for. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT suggested an amendment, to 
strike out the word “House,” and insert “Senate.” 
[Loud cries of “No, no.”] 

The amendment was negatived; and the amend- 
ment proposed by the ccmmittee was agreed to. 

Mr, HASTINGS was understood to move to 
strike out all the section, and insert a substitute 
whicb he had prepared; and which provided that, 
from the commencement of the present session of 
Congress, and henceforth, each Senator should re- 
ceive $6 per diem, and $4 for every twenty miles 
Uavelling, to be by the usual route; and that, on 
taking the bath at the commencement of the ses- 
sion, they shouid be sworn to restrain the franking 
privilege to letters on such Senators’ own business, 
or the extension of liberty by the circulation of 
documents, &c.; and providing further, that the 
soldiers of the army and the sailors of the havy 


[Roars of 
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shall have $1.a. month added to their present pay 
—[Cries of ‘Agreed”]—and that all laws or paris 
of laws conflicting with this act should be thereby 
repealed. 


Mr. WISE. asked for tellers on. that amendment. 

Mr. ARNOLD. Does the Chair decide that 
that is in order? ; 
~ The CHAIRMAN said the latter, part certainly, 
was-notin order. i 

Mr. WISE. Oh! that’s the best part of it. 

Mr. ARNOLD said he understood it wasnot in 
order to move to strike outall after the enacting 
clause, until the bill had been gone through. 

Mr. WISE said this amendment only ‘proposed 
to insert a substitute for a section, and not for the 
entire bill. 

Great confusion ensued, in the course of which it 
was understood that Mr. MOORE moved to strike 
out “six dollars as the per diem of Senators, and 
insert $7,” to make it correspond with other por- 
tions of the bill. 

The amendment was lost. 

Mr. MOORE was then understood to move to 
strike out the last proviso. The motion was nega- 
tives. 

Mr, WISE moved to strike out the word ‘‘six” 

wherever it occurred in that settion, and insert 
oa thereby proposing to reduce the per diem 
to $4. 
Tellers were called for, and ordered on this 
amendment, and Messrs. Cores and REYNOLDS 
were appointed; and they reported 56 in the aftir- 
mative, and 82. in the negative. The motion was 
therefore negatived. 

Mr. WELLER. moved to strike out the word 
“six,” and insert “five,” in the clause of the bill, 
so as to make the pay of members of Congress five 
dollars a day. 

Pending this motion, 

Mr. PENDLETON moved that the committee 
tise: carried—ayes 88, noes 63. 

he committee then rose and reported progress, 

Mr. T. W. WILLIAMS offered a substitute for 
bill No, 548; which was ordered to be printed. 

After ineffectual efforts on the part of various 
members to get in resolutions and reports, 

Os motion of Mr. READ, 

The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, February 15, 1843. 


The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Post Office Depart- 
ment, transmitting, in compliance with a resolution 
of the Senate of the Tih nlt., statements showing in 
detail the price at present received by the railroad 
companies for the transportation of the United States 
mail, the amount paid thew, the extent of service, 
and the price formerly paid for the same service 
by the old mode of conveyance; which, on motion 
by Mr. MERRICK, was ordered to lie on the table 
and be printed. 


Aiso, laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Governor of Iowa, transmitting joint res- 
olutions adopted by the Council and House of 
Representatives of that Territory, in favor of an 
appropriation by Congress for the purpose of hold- 
ing treaties for the purchase of the landsof the Pot- 
tawotamie and other “tribes of Indians; which, on 
motion by Mr. LINN, were ordered to lie on the 
table. 


Also, presented the credentials of Wirum H. 
Haywoop, Jr. who has been elected by the Legis- 
lature of North Carolina a Senator from that State 
for six years from the 4th of March next; which 
were read, and ordered to be placed on file. 

Mr. TAPPAN presented the proceedings of a 
public meeting of citizens of the county of Wash- 
ington, Pennsylvania, in favor of the establish- 
ment cf a mail-route from the town of Washing- 
ton, Penasylvania, to Steubenville, Ohio: referred 
to ihe Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads, 

Mr. SIMMONS presenteda petition from James 
Wilson, porter to watch the public grounds at the 
Capitol, (commonly called ‘“posey watcher,”) rep- 
resenting that he is employed seventeen hours per 
day, and praying Congress to allow him additional 


compensation: téferred to the Committee on the 
Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. CONRAD presented a memorial from Reu- 
ben Drake and R; G. Quarles, proposing to Con- 
gress.to enter inte a contract with the Government 
to.reclaim public lands now useless to the-Govern- 
ment, for the consideration of a portion. of ` the 
lands which may be reclaimed: ‘referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

„£. Mr. BENTON presented a memorial, signed b 
‘48 captains of steamboats navigating the Ohio and 
Mississippi rivers, representing. that. the toll now 
exacted for going through the canal at Louisville, 
on the Ohio river, is ruinous to trade, and such as 
the commerce and business on the river could not 
pay; and representing that there are evils in the 
construction of the canal which unfit it for the 
business which is ncw done on that river; and, 
for the purpose of ridding the commerce of the 
ruinous exactions imposed on it for passing through 
this canal, and affording adequate facilities to the 
inereasing commerce, they- pray that a canal 
may be constructed by the Government, on the In- 
diana side of the river, of sufficient capacity for the 
passage of larger boats than those which now as- 
cend the river. 

Mr, B. proposed to refer the memorial to the 
Committee on Roads and Canals, 

Mr. WALKER remarked, that the canal spoken 
of in ‘the memorial was not now adapted to the 
commerce of the Obio river, and to the boats which 
run on the Western rivers; that it was of such 
capacity as to prevent the construction of a class 
of boats which were of large dimensions, and of 
greater speed, and such as were called for by the 
increasing commerce. If boats of a large class 
attempted to pass, they were subjected to serious 
injury by the rocks which were permitted to pro- 
ject from the sides. A boat of which he was some 
time since on board, in attempting to pass through, 
was seriously injured. If the locks were eonsider- 
ably enlarged, and the canal cut square down to 
the bottom, it might be made of sufficieut magni- 
tude for all the boats which run there. There, 
however, seemed no disposition on the part of the 
company to do this, and to prevent the collection 
of these onerous tolls. If those difficulties were 
continued, he would go in for a sufficient grant of 
the publie land in Indiana to that State, on the con- 
dition that she will construct a canal adequate for 
the accommodation of the commerce on those 
rivers. 


Mr. SMITH of Indiana said he was much gratifi- 
ed to hear of the introduction ef the petition by the 
Senator from Missouri. There was no subject, 
in connexion with the commerce on the Western 
waters, of more interest than that of the removal 
of the obstructions in the falls of the Ohio river. 
He then made some remarks on the great interest 
which the stockholders of that canal received on 
their investment, which was about 18 per cent. 
Commerce, he said, was obstructed to a very great 
extent; the large ciass of boats were excluded en- 
lirely from the upper river, owing to the uneven- 
ness of this canal. It was almost impossible for 
a single canal to answer the purposes of the in- 
creasing ascending and descending commerce on 
that river; therefore a canal on the other side of the 
river was demanded. He could not hope that any- 
thing would be done at the present session of Con- 
gress, in regard to the subject; but he did hope that 
the Western Senators and Western members would 
urge this matter until the navigation of the Ohio 
should be relieved from this obstruction, and’ com- 
merce from the onerous burden which was im- 
posed upon it by the exactions of the canal com- 
pany. He believed that when the matter was ex- 
amined by the committee, it would be found that 
it was practicable to construct toa canal on the 
Indiana side of the Ohio, to remove the obsirustions 
to the commerce there. 

Mr. TAPPAN gid not agree with the other Sen- 
ators as to lkeir opinions of the best mode of re- 
moving the obstacles complained of. It was his 
opinion that a canal ought not to be made. The 
obstruction in that river, at ihe fails, was a ridge of 
soft limestone ranning across the navigation of the 
river. ‘The current would be as smooth above as 
below, if the Government of the United States 


| 


would (as it oughtto do) improve the navigation at 
this point, by removing a considerable portion of 


the ridge, which would do away with the necessity 
of a canal on the Indiana side. When the matter 
came up, he would urge an improvement of the 
navigation at that point. : 

The memorial was referred to the Committee on 
Roads and Canals. sA 

Mr. LINN presented a memorial from the Legis- 
lature of- Missouri, on the subject of improvement: 
of the great swamps in the southeast portion of 
Missouri, and the northeast portion of Arkansas; 
which was read, and referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Also, presented a memorial of a committee ap- 
pointed by citizens of St. Louis, asking Congress 
to adopt measures for the occupation and settle- 
ment of the Territory of Oregon; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. , 

Also, presented a petition of citizens of Franke 
lin county, Missouri, praying for .the establish- 

ent of a mail route from ` Port William to Little 
Piney, in Pulaski county, Missouri: referred to. the 
Committee onthe Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON presented a petition 
from Elizabeth Raymond, the widow of John 
Raymond, an officer of the army of the Revolution, 
fora pension: referred to the Committee on Pen= 
sions. = 
Mr, BATES, from the Committee on Pensi ns, 
to which were referred the petition of Samuel 
Thomas fora pension, and the petition of Sarah 
Williamson for a pension under the act of July 7, 
1838, moved that the committee be discharged 
from their further consideration, and that they be 
referred to the War Department, whjch was com» 
petent to grant the prayers of the petitioners: agreed, 
to. f . 
Mr. B. also, from the same committee, reported 
back, without amendment, and with a recommend- 
ation that they be indefinitely postponed, the bills 
from the House for the relief of Prudence Crouch, 
and for the relief of David Munn. ‘The reports 
accompanying were ordeed to be printed. 

Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on Claims, 
made an adverse report (which was ordered to be 
printed) on the petition of Williaa Morrow, pray- 
ing to be indemnified for losses sustained by him 
in consequence of the violation of. his. contract for 
the performance of certain work at the Washing» 
ton arsenal. : 

Mr. W. also, from the same committee, made 
an adverse report (which was ordered.to be print- 
ed) on the petition of Charles Dehault Delassus, for 
remuneration for money forcibly taken from him 
for the public service at the capture of Baton 
Rouge. : 

Mr. TAPPAN, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported back, without amendment, 
and with a recommendation that it do pass, the bill 
for the relief of the heirs of Madame De Lusser 
and her legal representatives. j 

On motion by Mr. T., the previous orders were 
postponed, and the bill was taken up and consider- 
ed as in commiltee of the whole; and, there being 
no motion to amend, it was reported to the Senate, 
and ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, from the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs, reported back, without amendment, and 
with a recommendation that it be indefinitely post- 
poned, the bill from.the Fouse for the relief of 
James Mount; and, et 

On motion by Mr. W., the previous orders of 
the day were postponed, and the above bill was 
taken up asin committce of the whole, and indef- 
initely postponed. . 

Mr. WILCOX, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported back, without amendment, and 
with a recommendation that it do pass, the bill 
from the House for ihe payment of certain com- 
panies of Michigan militia. 

On motion by Mr. PORTER, the previous 
orders of the day were posipoaed, and the above 
bul was taken up, as in committee of the wholes 
and, aftera few remarks by Mr. KING, who con, 
tended thai if the militia were entitled to pay, they 
couid receive it under existing laws; and by Mr. 
PORTER, showing the teason why they could not 
receive pay without a special law; the bill was. ree 


288 
ported’ to the Senate, and ordered: to'a third read- 
ing; and accordingly was subsequently read the 
third time, “and passed: ` fob Gla $ 
“Mr. LINN, from: the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported. back,without amendment, 
and with a recommendation that it'do pass, House 
bill for the relief of Joseph — of Missouri— 


[name not heard]. Pe 
Mr, LINN: made a proposition, directing - the 
Secretary of the’ Senate ‘to “place ail -thè private 
bills-on a separate calendar, witha- view. to expe- 
dite action upon them; but, after a few remarks by 
Mr. KING, showing that, instead of expediting ac- 
tion, it would retard-the business of the Senate, 
the notion was withdrawn. > E 

SMr GRAHAM sübmitted the following resolu» 
tion; which was agreed to; viz: 

“Resolved, That-the Secretary of the Treasury be direct- 
ed to’ communicate to the Senate, as early as practicable, what 
hag been done by that department under the act of last session 
of Congress, entitled “An act making an appropriation for the 
erection of a marine hospital at ov near Ocracoke, in North Car- 
olina,” approved August 29, 1842; especially whether asite for 
said hospital has been purchased or contracted for, and whether 
any reappropriation of money is necessary to complete it. 

Phe resolution submitted by Mr. Linn on yes- 
terday, fixing 11 o'clock, a. m., for the daily hour 
of meeting of, the Senate hereafter, was taken up 
and fejected—ayes 18, noes 19. | i 

Mr. BENTON, from the Commiitee on Military 
Affairs, to which had been/referred the petition of 
a number of citizens of Missouri, praying that the 
Seltlers.on the old military reserve, near Fort 
Leavenworth, may be allowed the right of pre- 
einption to the same, made a report, accompanied 
by a resolution, (which was agreed to by the Sen- 
ale,) directing a copy of the report to be transmit- 
ted to the Secitary of War. 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented the credentials of 
Sinas Warrant, Jr., who has been elected by the 
Legislature of New York a Senator from that 
State for six years, from and after the 4th day of 
March next; which were read, and ordered io be 
placed on the-files of the Senate. 

On motion of Mr. BERRIEN, the previous or- 
Gers of the day were postponed; and the Senate 
took up, as in committee of the whole, the bill from 
the House for the relief of Charles J. Jenkins and 
William Williams, assignees of Joseph McKinne. 

_Mr. BERRIEN explained the bill; and, after a 
few remarks by Mr. EVANS in opposition to its 
passage, and indicating a wish to make an amend- 
ment, it was postponed till to-morrow. 


RETRENCHMENT, ECONOMY, AND GOV- 
ERNMENT RESOURCES. 

On motion of Mr, MILLER, the unfinished busi- 
ness of yesterday was taken up; being the con- 
sideration of the following resolutions introduced 
by Mir, McDorriz, on Tuesday, the 7th instant, 
VIZ 2 5 

Resolved, Thatit is the solemn and urgent duty of the pres- 
ent Congress to adopt without delay, efticient measures to re- 
vive the crippled an decaying commerce, replenish the impov- 
erished exchequer, and arrest the alarming accumulation of the 
public debt of the United States. 

Resolved, That a modification of the existing tariff on for- 
eign imports, such as will render it strictly and In good faith a 
mere revenue measure, is indispensable to the accomplishment 
of those objects; and that the recent measures of the British 
Parliament, partially adopting the principles of free trade, the 
public indications of a disposition on the part of the present 
Ministry toextend those principles stili further, and the proba- 
bility of tbe speedy organization of au extensive system of 
sinuggling on the long line of our frontier, furnish pressing mo- 
tives to Congiess for acting on the subject during its present 
session. 

Resolved, That a rigid system of retrenchment, economy, 
and accountability, such as will bring the annual expenditures 
within the annual income of the Government, is not less indise 
pensable; ənd that, while this is rendered necessary by the de- 
plorable state of the public finances, it is rendered just, and not 
injurivus. to the public service, by the great reduction of the 
currency, and consequent appreciation of the value of money. 


Yo which Mr. EVANS had moved to append 
the following additional resolutions: 


Resolved, That, among the- causes which have contributed 
most efficiently to the depression of the foreign and domestic 
commerce of the country, and to the consequent impoverish- 
ment of the national treasury, and which have thug rendered a 
resortto loans inevitable, is the want ofa currency of uniform 


value in all parts of the United States, commanding the confi- * 


dence of the people; and no measure designed to revive com- 
merce, replenish the treasury, and avert the further accumula- 
tion of public debi, will be complete of adequate to the accom- 
plishment of these objects, which fail to supply their wants, 
Resolved, That another ofthe prominent causes of the pres- 
ent prostrated condition of the business of the country, and of 
the public finances, and which has largely impaired American 
character. and credit, which has exposed: republican institu: 
tions to reproach and obloquy, is the failure of so many States 


of the: Union to: provide for the regular payment of the interest 


on their public debts; and. especially the favor. and counten- 
ance. which have been given, to some extent, in.some portions 
of the country, to the ‘alarming and destructive doctrine, that 
these’ debts are not binding upon the people of the States 
which have created them, but may be annulled and repudiated 
at their discretion, $ Gir ee > - 

Resolved; That, while this Corigress does not intend to adopt 
any measures for-the-paymentby the United States of the debts 
of the individual States, it nevertheless. deems it proper, in 
view. of the disastrous consequences to the. national character 


` and credit, and to the institutions of républican-government, of. 


the failure of the States to fulfil their obligations, and of the 
principle which has been asserted—that these -obligations are 
hot, binding on them,—to declare, that the debts of the States, 
created by the legislative authority thereof, respectively, are ob- 
ligatory and binding upon said States, and cannot be by theman- 
nulled or repudiated; and that it is the solemn.and urgent duty 
of the people of said States to resort to the most efficient means 
in their power for the preservation of their faith, and the fulfil- 
ment of their obligations. i 

Resolved, That it is the duty of Congress, by every consti- 
tutional and proper means in its power—by the adoption of 
measures to restore and preserve a currency of uniform value 
throughout the United States; by the collection and disburse- 
ment of the public revenue, and -the regulation and admin- 
istration of the public finances, in’such way.as shall: be least 
burdensome to the people, and most: conducive to the revival 
of trade and commerce; asshall secure the wages of labor from 
fluctuation; as shall give security and steadiness to the industry 
of the country,—to render every practicable aid and encourage- 
ment.to.the people of the several States in their efforts to meet 
their engagements, and to discharge the obligations into which 
they have entered. 


Which Mr. Dayron had moved to amend, by 
striking out the third of Mr, Evans’s resolutions, 
and inserting the following in its stead: 


Resolved, That the distrust and obloquy cast upon the Fed- 
eral Government by reason of the failure of certain States to 
make prompt payment of their debts, is an unjust and unfound- 
ed imputation upon its credit and good faith; that, while this 
Government deplores the misguided policy of those States 
which have embarrassed themselves, it disclaims all liability, 
legally or morally, for such deiinquency; while, in vindication 
ofits own unblemished faith and honor, it appeals with conti- 
dence to its past history, 


Mr. DAYTON being entitled to the floor on the 
pending question, in relation tothe adoption of his 
proposed amendment, addressed the. Senate for 
upwards of an hour, ae: 

He stated that the offer which he made yester- 
day, to waive his claim to the floor, having failed 
to accomplish the object of their proceeding to the 
vote; and the question now pending being on his 
amendment, he felt it due to himself to submit a 
few brief remarks, in explanation of the reasons 
which induced him to think that amendment im- 
portant and necessary. No Senator could depre- 
cate more than he would a useless loss of the pub- 
lic time, at this late period of the session, in a 
mere discussion of abstract theories. But, if gen- 
tlemen on the other side chose to introduce res- 
olutions of that character, tending to no practical 
result, the responsibility of wasting the public 
time could not be laid at the doors of his friends 
or himself, should they feel themselves placed in 
such a position as to demand either enlargement, 
modification, or discussion. The resolutions offered 
by the Senator from South Carolina reach to, and 
propose, no measure of public relief for the dis- 
tress which they depict. S 

He (Mr. D.) had listened with great pleasure to 
the able speech which was delivered in support of 
those resolulions, in the hope that it would eon- 
clude with some definite and practical proposition 
for the relief of the country; more particularly as 
the Senator appealed, in the course of his remarks, 
to all parties to unite in effecting the object he had 
in view. Butin this he was disappointed; for noth- 
ing was urged but the resolutions themselves; and 
they, and all that was said in their support, ended 
with a mere promulgation of abstreei political 
principies. -He could not discover, from them and 
the Senator’s remarks, more than three main prin- 
ciplex: in relation to the currency, to be let alone to 
work out its own salvation; te finance, to be im- 
proved by pulling down the tariff law; and to com- 
merce, by reciprocating the aciion of Great Britain 
in favor of an approach to free trade. 

On each of these points Mr. D. expatiated con- 
siderably at length, and then adverted to the reso- | 
lutions submitted by the Senator from Maine, as añ 
addition to the resolutions of the Senator from 
Souih Carolina. ‘Phese additional resolutions he 
considered equally obnoxious to the charge of 
reaching to no practical result. Fully as he accord- 
ed with the general principles which they avowed, 
he considered them, as well as the original resolu- 
tions, unnecessary; because no definite action would 
grow out of them for the good of the country. As, jj 


| however, they were before the Senate, he did not - 
` wish to let them pass to‘a vote without such modi- 


fication as he thought essential; and; as he had 
strong objection tothe wording of the third resolu. 
tion of the amendment, he had proposéd’ a: substi- 
tute for that resolation; which he read. ; 

In explaining his object in thus vindicating the 


credit. and character oi the United ‘States, he stated 


his regret that hitherto every officer: in the Gov- 
ernment, from the highest to the lowest, had taken a 
course calculated to show to the world that. they 
felt, the character and credit- of the. country: to be 
depressed; instead of boldly repelling the unfound- 
ed assertions. of others that they were so. / Héin- 
sisted on it, that the credit and good faith of the 
United States never had been impaired; that they 
had been preserved. without a blot or blemish since 
the foundation of the Government; and that, in 
this. respect, we.stood proudly pre-eminent above 
the nations of Europe, who now caluminated us in 
the foreign money markets, 


In proof ‘of all this, he entered into a long and 


| minute history -of the iniquities practised by Great 


Britain, in laying the foundation of her national 
debt, and enlargisg it from time to time, till it had 
reached the enormous sum of upwards of thirty- 
five hundred‘ millions: of dollars—in comparison 
with which, ovr national debt shrank into a-mere 
nothing, or at least a sum so small as to be scarcely 
capable of paying half a year’s interest. “He enu- 
merated the debts dwe by France, Holland, Na- 
ples, Russia, &e., to show how deeply they were 
all involved; ard contrasted their condition with 
that of this country—possessing unexampled re- 
sources, and an inheritance stretching from sea to 
sea, through a wide extent of country unequalled 
for fertility and natural advantages. Having evi- 
denced all these things, as a vindication of. the-an- 
impaired good faith and eredit of the United States, 
he commented with severity upon those portions of 
the President’s message which he considered could 
have no better tendency than to give countenance . 
to the calumnies uttered in foreign money markets 
against our credit. He particularly alluded te 
the unnecessary and imprudent exposure of the 
fact that an accredited agent, sent to Europe to ne- 
golate the loan, had been sent back repulsed. 

Speaking of the assumption of the State debts, 
he deprecated any proposition of that nature.as une 
wise and impolitic, without giving any opinion as 
to the power. of the Government in that particular. 
The question of the power of the Government to 
intertere be had not sufficiently examined into, to 
enable him to form an opinion; but he had fully 
made uphis mind as to the imprudence of any 
such measure. ; 

Mr, D. concluded by urging the adoption of -his 
substitute for the third resolution of the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Maine. 


Mr. MERRICK next obtained the floor, and in- 
sisted on his motion (of which be had given notice 
yesterday) to lay the whole subjecton the table. 
He again urged the impropriety of wasting the 
short time whieh yet remained of the session, so 
necessary to be applied to the legislative business 
remaining unfinished, upon mere abstract quese 
tions. He pointed out that, in his opinion, gentle- 
men were mistaken who supposed that his motion 
would carry wilh it the resolations of the Senator 
from Virginia. That Senator had only given no- 
tice of his intention to offer them: they were not be- 
fore the Senate, and could not be, as lopg as an 
amendment to an amendment of an original propos 


_ sition was pending. No fitter time could, there- 


fore, be chosen for pressing his motion than at 
present. 

Mr. WALKER ealled for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. . 

Mr. RIVES inquired of the Chair whether, if 
the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey 
were either adopted or rejected, would he not have 
a right to move his amendment as a substitute for 
the resolutions of the Senator from Maine? 

The CHAIR explained that a motion to ‘strike 
outa larger portion of the resolutions, containing 
the amendment of the Senatcr from New Jersey, 
with a view of inserting others in their place, 
would be in order. ` : 

Mr. RIVES. contended that his resolutions: were 
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in that case before the Senate, and would be af- 
fected by the motion to lay on the table. 

Mr. MERRICK said they would not be involved 
in the-motion a whit more than aay other amend- 
ments which gentlemen might intend to offer. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN asked if it was. in order 
for gentlemen to catechise the Chair as to the 

+ course to be pursued with regard to something in- 
tended to be done? 

The question was then called for on Mr. MER- 
Ricx’s motion to lay the whole on the table; and it 
was-decided in the affirmative—yeas 24, nays 23, 
as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, Choate, 
Conrad, Crafts, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Graham, Hender- 
son, Huntington, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Pheips, Porier, 
Simmons, Smith of Indiana, Sprague, Tallmadge, White, and 
Woodbridge~24, 

„NAYS— Messrs. Allen, Archer, Bagby. Benton, Buchanan, 
Calhoun, Fulton, King, Linn, McDuffie, McRoberts, Mangum, 
Rives, Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, Sturgeon, Tappan, 
Walker, Wilcox, Wiliams, Woodbury, Wright, and Young— 


Mr. RIVES ‘hen submitted his resolutions (which 

will be found in. the proceedings of February 18) 
asa substantive proposition. They lie over one 

day, under the rule. = 

Mr. LUNN submitted a resolution, that the daily 
hour of meeting after Saturday next shall be at t1 
o’clock, a. m., tor the remainder of the session, in- 
stead of 12. 

The resolation lies over till to-morrow. 
, On motion by Mr. WHITES, the Senate went 
into executive session; and, atier some time spent 
therein, adjourned. : 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepwnespay, February 15, 1843. 


Mr. LOWELL presented the pelition of Solo- 
mon ‘Thayer and 62 other citizens of Lubec, 
Maine, praying Congress for such an alteration of 
‘our commercial relations with foreign Govern- 
ments as shall give to the navigation of the United 
States terms of just reciprocity; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Also, the petition of M. G. Buck and 76 other 
citizens of Bucksport, Maine, praying Congress to 
impose an additional duty on sawed lumber, fire- 
wood, fish, &e., from the British provinces; which 
was referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. 

Mr. WARD presented a petition of 400 mer- 

„Chants and workingmen of New York and Brook- 
lyn, in favor of Gilbert's floating dry-dock: refer- 
red to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 

` the Union. 

Mr. OLIVER presented the petition of Nathan 
Beard, asking to be paid for $5,606 of continental 
currency, received for services rendered during the 
revolutionary war in 1777 and 1778—the said con- 
tinental currency being of no value. 

Mr. REYNOLDS presented the memorial and 
resolutions of the General Assembly of the Siate 
of Illinois, stating the following facts: That certain 
citizens of Macon county and the vicinity, reside 
in the interior of the State, and are locaied 80 
miles from the navigation of the Illinois river, and 
130 from that of the Wabash. These citizens re- 
side on and near the cross railroad route, extending 
from the Illinois river, at Naples, by Sprirgfeld, 
the seat of Government of the State, to the eastern 
border of the State, to meet the Indiana canal and 
railroad at Covington, which communicates to 
Lake Erie, through Indiana and Ohio. The me- 
morial states further, that the abovenamed com- 
munication in Indiana and Qaio is completed for 
235 miles, and will be finished in Indiana during 
this year from Lafayette to Covington, which is in 
the direetion of the cross railroad route in Mlinois. 
This communication completed, a direct inland 
channel for the commerce of the most fertile re- 
gion of country in the Union would be established 

: from the navigable waters of the Mississippi to 


Lake Erie, and by Buffalo to the cities of New 
York and Boston. This commurication would 
shorten the distance from the Mississippi to Lake 
Erie several thousand miles less than the route by 
Chicago, Mackinack, and Detroit. 

The memorial further shows that the country 
adjacent to jhis northern cross railroad is the most 
fertile in Hiinois, and the farmers already raise a 
great surplus of products in it; but the location is 
so far from the mears of transporting this surplus 
to market, that the crops are rotting on the hands 
of the farmers. liis also stated, that some con- 
siderable portion of the public lands are yet un- 
sold on this roate. Ii is also siated that this 
improvement is pationa', ex'ending from the 
Mississippi to Bosion; and that similar publie 
works in the States of Indiana and Ohio have re- 
ceived donations in lavd from the General Gov- 
ernment, to aid the S ates in such improvemen's. 
The memorial gots farther, and says, that the price 
of the public lands will be enbanced in value more 
than double by the construction of this road in 
ilinois; and, in consideration of these facts, the 
resolutions of the Legislature pray that every al- 
ternate section of the public jand along the route 
in Hlinois, be granted to the State, to aid in the 
completion of this public improvement. The 
reserved land wiil be enhanced more in value by 
the donation, than the whole is at present. The 
memorial and resolutions were referred to the 
Committee on the Publie Lands in the House 
of Representatives; and they are so just and 
reasonable, that no doubt a favorable action will 
be had on them, if the lateness of the session docs 
not prevent it, as there is nol mach more than two 
weeks of the session yet unexpired 

On motion of Mr. PENDLETON, a memorial 
some time since presented by hira, in relation to 
steamboat explesions, was ordered to be printed. 


CLERKS EMPLOYED BY THE GOVERN- 
MENT. 

Mr. G. DAVIS rose, and submitted the follow- 
ing resolution: 

Resolved; That the Secretary of State, the Secretary of the 
Treasury, the Secretary of War, the Secretary of the Navy, 
andthe Postmaster General, report to this House the number, 
classes, and compensation of persons employed in their several 
departments, respectively, on the 1st day of January, 1839, and 
on the Ist day of January, 1843; distinguishing, by bureaus, 
whore they exist in the department. 


Mr, FILLMORE said it appeared to him that a 
useless expense would be incurred by the adoption 
of that resolution; and it was especially unneces- 
sary, as all the information which it would call for 
was already published in public documents. 

Mr. G. DAVIS said if it was in the public doc- 
uments, it would take so much less time to collect 
it in the shape which he proposed. 

Mr. FILLMORE said, in the present state of 
the national treasury, they should save all the ex- 
pense they possibly could. 

Mr. BOWNE asked if that debate was in order. 

The SPEAKER was understood to reply in the 
negative. ` 

Mr. BOWNE then objected to i!,and to the re- 
ception of the resolution. f 

Mr. G. DAVIS moved a suspension of the rules, 
for the reception of his resolution. 

The motion to suspend was agreed to, and the 
resolution was adopted. 

THE TARIFE. 


Mr. READ said for two months ke had been 
appealing to the House to place on the journal a 
resolution which he had offered on a very import- 
ant subject. It was a subject of the deepest im- 
portance, and one on which the House ought to 
have acted at the commencement of the session— 
he alluded to a modification of the tariff. He ad- 
miited that he did not now, at this late period of 
the session, expect that the House would act on that 
subject; but he desired that his proposition should 
g0 on the journal. [Objections were made in va- 
rious parts ofthe hall] He continued: if it were 
objected to, he would object to everything out of 


order to the end of the session. [Laugbter.] For 
two months he had been offering his résolution, but 
without effect. ‘ 

Mr, STANLY objected to the. continuation: of 
the gentleman’s argument, ` i 

Mr. READ said he was not arguing the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. STANLY insisted that the gentleman was 
arguing it. 

[Cries of “Read the resolution.”] 

Toe Clerk read it accordingly, as follows: 


‘Whereas the act of Congress entitled “An act to provide reve- 
nue from imports, and to change and modify existing laws im- 
posing duties on imports, and for other purposes,” passed 30th 
August, 1842, having been passed in the hurry and confusion of 
the last day ofa session, and therefore greatly defective, not 
only in its details, but in some of its principles; impusing pro- 
hibitory duties on a great variety of articies, thereby so far de- 
feating itself, both in regard to revenue and protection~-the lat- 
ler, by administering a powerful stimulant to the smuggling 
trade; therefore, ` 

` Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of reporting a bill, sup- 
plementary to the said act of the 30th August last, based upon 
the following principles, viz: 

1. To provide an adequate revenue for the economical ad- 
ministration of the Government, and no more--say from twenty 
to twenty-three millions. : ` 

2, Articles classed as “necessaries of life,” and entering into 
general consumption, of a description not grown or produced 
inthe United States, to be admitted free of duty. | 

3. Articles imported, coming in competition with those grown. 
or produced in the-United States, to be taxed so as to give am- 
ple protection to our farmers, planters, manufacturers, and me- 
chanics. 

4, The measure of such protection to be, in all cases, so much 
duty as will make the cost of the foreign article in our markets 
equal to the cost of production in the United States, and no 
more: thus bringing the foreign and American manufacturer 
into our markets on a footing of perfect equality, increasing 
the supply in proportion to the demand, and thereby reducing 
the price to the consumer, 

5. If it should be found necessary to impose higher duties for 
revenue than are required by the said measure of protection, 
in such case luguries to pay a higher duty than necessaries, 

6. No drawback to be allowed on foreign sugars refined in 
the United Siates, nor on spirits distilled from foreign mo- 
lasses. a 

7. No drawback to be allowed in any case, except on goods 
imported and specially entered for exportation, aad actually ex- 
ported within ninety days from the time of importation. 

8. All duties to be paid in cash at the time of importation. 

9, Ali duties to be levied on the true value of the goods in 
the principal ports of the United States; the vajuation to be 
made, in the first instance, by the collector of tha port; and, if 
the importer shall appeal, the value to be finally ascertained 
by aboard of commissioners, to be appointed for that pur- 
pose. 


Mr. BRONSON interrupted the reading of the 
resolutions, and objected to their reception.. 

Mr. READ moved a suspension of. the rules, 

an on this he called for the yeas and nays. 

The House did not order the yeas and nays. 

Mr. READ made some remarks on the course 
he was desirous to pursue; but his observations 
were not heard at the reporfer’s desk. 

The motion to suspend the rules was then nega» 
tived. 


RETRENCHMENT. 


On the motion of Mr. CAVE JOHNSON, the 
Select Committee on Retrenchment, appointed on 
the 3d day of February last, was authorized to send 
for persons and papers, and to examine witnesses 
on oath, : 

THE WAREHOUSING SYSTEM. 


Mr. J. P. KENNEDY submitted a resolution 
to make bill No. 730 (being a bill making provi- 
sion for the warehousing of imported goods) the 
special order for Tuesday, the 21st instant. ; 

Mr. HOPKINS objected, and said he hoped they 
would have no more special orders during this 
session. . 

Mr. J. P. KENNEDY moved a suspension of 
the rales; but it wag not agreed to. 


BILL No. 548. 


Mr. FILLMORE inquired what the order of the 
day was. 

The SPEAKER replied, House bill No. 548. 
[Laughter] f 

Mr. FILLMORE moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. The motion was agreed to, and Mr. 
Usperwoop took the chair. E 
| Mr. ARNOLD moved that the committee pro- 


ceed with the consideration of the bill on which the 
committee was yesterday engaged. ; f 

The motion was agreed to; and the amendment 
of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. W zLLER] offered 
yesterday, to reduce the per diem of Senators from 

$6 to $5, was negatived. .. i 

The following amendment of another gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Hasrines] was offered yesterday: 

Strike out all after.the word “assembled” in the second line, 
andinserti =. i . 

That from and after the commencement of. the present ses- 
sion, onthe- 5th day of December last, and henceforward, each 
member of the House. of Representatives and Senate of the 
United States shall receive, during the sessions of Congress, 
six dollars a day, and four dollars for every twenty miles 
travel by the usual 
And that each member of future Congresses, on taking the 
oath to support the Constitution of the United States, do, at the 
same time, pledge -his honor, in presence of the House or 
Senate, (to whichever he may belong,) that he will strictly 
confine the franking privilege in his own person to the exer- 
cise of his official duties, but may extend it in the broadest lib- 
erty to giving every information through public documents, 
and all other matter in his capacity of Representative, to his 
constituents and the country. i 

And be it further enacled, That, from andafter the passage 
of this bill, the private soldiers of the army of the United States, 
and the sailors and marines of the navy of the United States, 
shall have one dollar a month added to their present pay. 

And beit further enacted, That all laws or parts of laws 
conflicting with this act be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 

This amendment was also negatived. 

Mr. T. W. WILLIAMS offered a substitute for 
all that portion of the bill relating to the pay and 
mileage of members of Congress, providing for a 
reduction of mileage, and a computation of dis- 
tance according io the Pust Office books. 

The amendment was rejected—ayes 31, noes not 
counted. 

The second section was then read. It relates 
tò the pay and mileage of the members of the 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. MALLORY offered the same amendment 
which was adopted on yesterday in relation to the 
mileage of Senators, providing that no member 
shall receive a greater aggregate of mileage than 
$300 at each session of Congress. 

Mr. ARNOLD rose to a point of order. He 
contended that, inasmuch as the amendment of the 
gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Houmes,] 
cutting off mileage altogether, had been adopted, 
this proposition would make the section incongru- 
ous, and was, therefore, inadmissible. 

The CHAIR remarked that it was true that the 
proposition would make the bill inconsistent in its 
provisions; but it was not for the Chair to judge in 
such a matter. It remained with the committee to 
put the bill in any form they thought proper. 

Tellers (Messrs. Pors and A, V. Brown) were 
appointed, and reported ayes 58, noes 65. 

_ Bo the amendment of Mr. MaLLory was re- 
jected. 

[The effect of this vote is to limit the mileage of 
Senators to $300 a session, whilst that of members 
of the House remains unrestricted.] 

_ The amendment of the select committee, redu- 
cing the mileage to $6 for every 20 miles travel, 
was adopted. Also, the next amendment, prohib- 
iting any member from receiving pay when ab- 
sent from the House, unless such absence be certi- 
fied to be occasioned “by sickness of himself or 
family, or by leave of the House.” 

Mr. McKENNAN offered the following amend- 
ment, to be inserted in lieu of the 2d section. He 
said that, if it should be adopted, the first section 
might be similarly amended or stricken out: 


Strike out the second section, and insert after the enacting 
clause ofthe bill: 


That, in lieu of the daily pay and mileage now allowed, by 
law, to the Senators and members of the House of Representa- 
lives, each Senator, Representative, and Delegate, shall hereaf- 
ter be entitled tojreceive eight dollars” per day for every day he 
shall be in attendance, and six {altered afterwards to_four] dol- 
lars for every 20 miles’ travel, by the most usual route from his 
residence to and from the seat of Government, in all cases Where 
the session of Congress shall continue no longer than three 
[subsequently changed to five} months. If the session shall be 
extended any time longer, and not exceeding two months, each 
Senator, Representative, and Delegate, shal) receive six dollars 
per day for the additional time; and if the session shall be pro- 
tracted longer than five {subsequently altered to seven] months, 
each Senator and member of the House shall receive four dol- 
Jars per.day for the remainder of the session. Ifany Senator 
or member of the House shall be detained by sickness on his 
journey to or from the meeting of Congress, oy, after his arrival 
atthe seat of Government, shal! be prevented, by sickness, from 
attendance in the Senate or House, he shall be entitled tothe 
same daily allowance. The President pro tem. of the Senate, 
when the Vice President shall be absent, or when the office of 
Vice President shall bo vacant, shall receive double the daily 


routes to and from the seat of Government. 4 
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pay to-which he is entitled.as a Senator for every day he shall 
attend the Senate; and the Speaker of the House of Represent- 
atives shall receive double the daily pay to which he is entitled 
as a Representative for every day he shall attend the House: 
Provided, That it shall bethe duty of each Senatorand Repre- 
sentative, and Delegate, before his account is settled and certi- 
fied, to state the number of days he has been actually in attend- 
ance in the Senate or the House; and also the number of days 
he has been absent; and whether said absence has been owing 
to sickness or otherwise; and, unless such. absence shall have 
been caused by sickness of himself or family, or by leave of the 
Senate or House, his daily pay for the time when he was thus 
absent without cause shall be deducted trom his account. 


Mr. FILLMORE suggested a medification. He 
thought that the end of five months should be fixed 


-as the period for the commencement of the reduc- 


tion of the per diem. 

Mr. McKENNAN accepted the modification. 
The amendment was, by his direction, so altered 
as to make the first reduction of pay at the end of 
five months, and the second reduction at the end of 
seven months, 

Mr. COWEN offered an amendment to this 
amendment, regulating the manner of computing. 
mileage, but subsequently withdrew it. 

Mr. GILMER offered an amendment, the effect 
of which would be to fix the pay of members at $4 
per day after the first five months of any session. 
The amendment was lost-—ayes 64, noes 66. 

Mr. SLADE offered an amendment, to make the 
per diem of members of Congress eight dollars for 
the first five months of the session, and after that 
five dollars. Rejected—ayes 30, noes not counted. 

Mr. J.C. CLARK offered an amendment to the 
amendment, to insert in the 8th line of the 2d sec- 
tion, the words “unless he shall have travelled the 
entire distance for which such mileage is claimed,” 
so as to make the clause read: Provided, That no 
Senator, Representative, or Delegate, shall be al- 
lowed for mileage a sum exceeding six dollars per 
day from the end of one session to the time of 
his taking his seat at the next session, unless he 
shall have travelled the entire distance for which 
such mileage is claimed.” 

This amendment was adopted. 

The question on the amendment of Mr. McKzn- 
NAN, as amended, was then put, and the vole re- 
sulted in ayes 88, noes 30. 

No quorum voting, another count was taken, re- 
sulting in ayes 94, noes 30. 

So the amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. McKENNAN then moved to strike out the 
first and secopd sections, in order to make the bill 
correspond with the amendment. 

Mr. G. DAVIS moved to strike out the word 
“four,” and insert “six,” in the second section; 
but the Chair decided that it was not in order. 

Mr. J. C. CLARK moved to amend the amend- 
ment of the committee, in the 7th line of the sixth 
section, by inserting after the words “one thou- 
sand,” the words “two hundred and fifty;” so as to 
confine the reduction to salaries above $1,250. Re- 
jected—ayes 50, noes not counted. 

Mr. J. C. CLARK offered an amendment to the 
same section, in the 34th line, confining the reduc- 
tion of the pay and emoluments of officers of the 
army and navy to those whose pay and emolu- 
ments exceed $2,000: rejected. 

Mr. PENDLETON offered an amendment, con- 
fining the reduction of the psy of officers of the 
army and navy to those whose pay and emoluments 
exceed $1,500: rejected. 

Mr. FILLMORE moved to amend the proviso 
of the fifth section, by striking out the following 
words: 

“That no salaried civil officer of the Government. shall re- 
ceive any other pay for his services than what is allowed by 
said salary.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MOORE moved to amend the fifth section, 
so as to make the 20 per cent. reduction apply to 
salaries of $2,000. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CHAS. BROWN submitted an amendment 
to change the scale of reduction, but in what pre- 
cise way was not heard. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Other not very material] amendments were sub- 
mitted by Messrs. A. H. H. STUART, J. P. KEN- 
NEDY, FILLMORE, J. R. INGERSOLL, WM. 
O. BUTLER, CHAS. BROWN, and others. 

Mr, McKEON offered an amendment, striking 


out the clause by which the diplomatic corps serv- 
ing abroad were excepted from the operation of 
the reduction: rejected. 

Verbal amendments were offered by Messrs. 
ARNOLD and FILLMORE, and adopted. 

Mr. MERIWETHER moved to insert a provi- 
so, preventing all officers who shall be “waiting 
orders,” or “on leave,” from being excepted from 

_the operation of the reduction: rejected. 

Mr. McKENNAN moved that the words “two 
hundred dollars” be inserted after the words ‘‘one 
thousand,” in the clause limiting the operation of 
reduction, so as te cause no reduction to lake place 
unless upon salaries of $1,200 and upwards, in- 
stead of $1,000, as at present provided for: reject- 


ed. 

Mr: CHAS. BROWN offered an amendment, 
the effect of which would be to reduce the pay of 
midshipmen in the navy and cadets at the Military 
Academy 20 per cent. By the bill, as it now 
stands, their pay will not be affected. The amend- 
ment was rejected. S: 

Mr. McKENNAN offered an amendment, 
(which was subsequently withdrawn.) providing 
that officers whose salaries exceed $6,000 shall be 
reduced 30 per cent. . 

Mr. S. MASON gave notice that he should 
move, when the committee rose, to hon-concur In 
the amendment by which the mileage was reduced 
to #4 for every twenty miles. He wished the mile- 
age fixed at $6 for every twenty miles. 

Mr. GWIN inquired if it was in order to offer 
a substitute for the whole bill. 

The CHAIR. Not now. 

Mr. GILMER offered an amendment, the ef- 
fect of which is to abolish the offices of recorder 
and solicitor cf the General Land Office, and to 
provide that the duties now performed by those 
officers shall be performed by the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office, and such of his clerks as 
he may assign. 

Mr. FILLMORE suggested that a bill bad al- 
ready been passed, which assigned other duties 
(those now performed by the Presidents private 
secretary) to tbe recorder of the Land Office. 

Mr. GILMER said there was no probability 
that such a bill would pass the Senate. 

The amendment was then adopted—ayes 78, 
noes 55. 

Mr. MALLORY offered an amendment, pro- 
viding that no portion of the bill shall have the ef- 
fect of reducing the salary of acy officer of a 
higher rank and ef a longer standing, below that 
of his junior of lower rank and of a more recent 
date: rejected. 

Mr. MERIWETHER again attempted, in vain, 

.to have adopted a provision excepting officers on 
leave, and waiting orders, from the exemption 
from the reduction which is made to apply to all 
whose pay is above $1,000. 

Mr. J.C. CLARK offered an amendment, pro- 
viding that all officers whose salaries are between 
$1,000 and $2,000, shall be reduced ten per cent; 
and all above $2,000, twenty per cent.: rejected. 

The question then recurred on the Sth section 
of the bill as amended, and the same was adopted. 

Mr. M. A. COOPER offered the following 
amendment to the bill, to be inserted as an addi- 
tional section: 

“Be it further enacted, That the army and navy be reduced: 
the army by companies, according to date, the oldest first, shall 
be discharged, till it be reduced to four regiments. The ofi- 
cers, field and staff, shall be discharged according to grade, by 
date of commissions, the oldest first, till there shall be left the 
number requisite to the organization and command of the four 
regiments. The navy shall be reduced by disbanding seamen 
and officers, according to date of service and priority of com- 
missions, till there shall remain in the service only six vessels 
of war, with the requisite number of men and officers to man 
the same; andit shall be the duty of the Secretary ofthe Navy 
to take the necessary steps to put the vessels so discharged in 
the best preservation possible, and at the least expense.” 

Mr. READ called for a division of the question 
on the amendment. 

The first part, relating to the army, was rejected. 

The second part, relating to the navy, was also 
rejected. 

Mr. GILMER moved to strike out the words 
“‘militating against,” and insert “conflicting with,” 
in the repealing clause of the bill; so as to make 
it read “all acts and parts of acts conflicting with 
this act are hereby repealed.” Agreed to. 


Mr. CLIFFORD offered an amendment, the ef- 
fect of whicn, if adopted, wotld bave been to abol- 
ish{the Military Academy at West Point after the 
Ist'of September next. - Rejected. 


Mr. MeKENNAN moved to strike out the first. 


section of the bill, so as to make it correspond with 
the amendments that had been adopted: agreed to 
without a division. 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia inquired whether the 
bill, as it stood, ‘applied to the officers of the House 
and the public grounds, as it was doubted by some 
whether they were included in the designation of 
“officers of the Government.” 

[“Certainly; certainly; answered by several.] 

í Mr. GWIN then offered nis substitute, as fol- 
ows: 


A BILL to retrench the expenditures of the Government of the 
: United States. 


Be it enacted by the Senate. and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
That, from and after the 30th day of June next, the pay and 
emoluments of all offices existing on the 4th day of March, Gn- 
clusive,) 1825, under the Government of the United States, 
whether civil, military, or naval, which have been increased 
since that period, shall be reduced to the rate at which they 
then were: Provided, That, in every case where the pay and 
emoluments of any office have been reduced since the 4th day ef 
March, 1825, this act shall not be so construed ag to change such 
reduction. 

Suc. 2, And beit further enacted, That, from and after the 
30th day of June next, the pay and emoluments of every office 
under the Government ofthe United Bates, whether civil, miti- 
tary, or naval, created since the 4th of March, 1825, shall be re- 
duced at the rate of twenty per centum. 

Sso. 3, And be it further enucted, That no officer under 
the Government of thé United States shall be allowed any extra 
compensation whatever, 

Suc, 4, And be it further enacted, 'That, whenever the ses- 
sion of Congress shall be protracted beyond five months, the 
per diem pay of the members thereof, thereafter, shall be atthe 
sate of four dollars, 

Suc. 5, Andbe it further enacted, That all laws and parts 
of laws inconsistent with this act be, and the same are hereby, 
repealed, 


Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved to amend the 
amendment of Mr. Gwin, by siking out ail after 
the enacting clause, and inserting the following: 


That from and after the 30th of June next, there shall be 
reduced twenty por contum from the amount of pay or com- 
pensation allowed to ollicers of the navy, or other persons em- 
ployed in the naval service, whose compensation was fixed or 
increased by virtue of the act of the 3d of March, 1835, entitled 
“An act to regulate the pay of the navy of the United States,” 
or since that time. 

That there shail be reduced, from and after the 30th of June 
next, 20 per centum from the pay or compensation of officers 
of the army, or other persons employed in the military service, 
whose pay or compensation was fixed or increased by virtue 
ofan actentided “An act to increase the military establishment 
of the United States, and for oiher purposes,” approved Sth 
July, 1838; or whose pay has been increased since the Ist of 
January, 1835. And that it shall not in future be lawful to 
allow double rations to any officer person in the military 
service of the United States, nor shall itbe lawful in fature to 
allow commutation pay in lieu of fuel and quarters, 

That all persons in the civil employment of the Government, 
whose compensation exceeds twelve hundred dollars, and 
whose compensation has been fixed or increased since the Ist 
of January, 1835, shall be reduced 20 per centum from and after 
the 30tb of June next. 

That it shall not hereafter be lawful to allow to any officer 
or person inthe employment of the Government, any extra or 
additional compensation for or on account of any service ren- 
dered the United States, of whatever kind or nature it may be. 


The question being taken on Mr, Cave Jonn- 
SON’s amendment, it was rejected. 

Mr. MEDILL moved to ainend the amendment 
of Mr. Gwin, by striking out all after the enact: 
ing clause, and inserting the following: 


That, from and after the 4th day of March, A. D. 1843, the per 
diem allowance, salary, or oier compensation of Senatora, 
Representatives, and Deiegates in Congress, and of all officers, 
or other persons elected or appointed by, er in any way Serving 
in either branch thereof, shall be, and the same is hereby, re- 
duced one fourth, or twenty-five per centum on the amount 
now authorized and received; and the mileage of Senators, 
Representatives, and Delegates, shall be reduced use-fourth tor 
the first five hundred miles, one-half for the second five hun- 
dred miles, and three-fourths for any distance that they may 
be required w travel over one thousand miles. 

Sec. 2 And be tl further enacted, That, from and after the 
said 4th day of March, A, D. 1843, tbe salary, pay, fees, emolu- 
ments, perquisites, or other compensation, by whatever name 
the same may be called or known, of all officersaud other per- 
sons in the service or employment of the Federal Government, 
ather than those embraced in the first section of this act, 
whether in the civil, military, naval, judiciary, or other de- 
partment thereof, (excepting those who are required to reside 
abroad-in the diplomatic service of the country, and such asare 
protected. by the Constitution.) shall be, and the same are 
hereby, altered and reduced from that now prescriued and fixed 
by law, as follows; that isto say: Where the s lary, pay, fees, 
emoluments, perquisites, or other compensation of any one in. 
dividual. now amount to or exceed three thousand ddllars per 
annum, the saméshall be reduced thirty per centum on the 
present amount; where the salary, pay, fees, emoluments, per. 
quisites, or other compensation of eny one individual now 
amount to fifteen hundred dollars, and are Jess than three 
thousand dollars perannum, the same shall be reduced twenty 


ef centum on the present amount; and whers the salary, pay, 
p i y Day; $ 


| or compensation of any kind, not expressly granted and author- 
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fees, emoluments, perquisites, or other compensation of any 
one individual nowamount to seven hundred dollars, and are 
less than fifteen hundred dollars per annum, the same shall be 
reduced ten per centum on the present amount: Provided, 
That the compensation of no person now receiving less than 
seven hundred dollars per annum shall be affected by this 


act. 
Suc. 3. And be it further enacted, That no extra allowance 


ized by law, shall be paid to any officer of, or other person in 
the service or employment of the Federal Government, and any 
of the departments thereof, in any form, or under any pretence 


whatever. 5 í 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That all laws, and parts 
of laws, inconsistent with this act, be, and the same are hereby, 
repealed. 


The question was then taken on Mr. Menitt’s 
amendment; and it was rejected. f 

Mr. HUNT then offered his substitute, which 
was copied into yesterday’s proceedings as an 
amendment to the amendment of Mr. Gwin; but, 
on taking the question, it was negatived. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Connecticut then offered, as 
an amendment to the amendment of Mr. Gwin, a 
proviso, thatthe mileage of members of Congress 
shall be estimated by ine shortest mail route, or 
according to the Post Office book of distances, from 
the places of their residence to the seat of Govern- 
ment; bat the amendment was rejected. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Gwin's 
amendment; and it was also rejected. 

Mr. ARNOLD moved that the committee rise, 
and report the bill. 

My. BOTTS moved to strike out the enacting 
clause, 

Mr. ARNOLD insisted upon his motion, and 
thal the gentleman from Virginia bad not the floor 
to make his motion. 

Mr. BOTTS said that be would not insist on 
his motion; bat would move to amend the motion 
of the gentleman from Tennessee, so as to read that 
the committee rise, and report the bill to the ELouse, 
with a recommendation that it do not pass. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Connecticut then renewed 
his amendment as to the mode of computing 
the mileage of members of Congress, as an original 
amendment. It was read as follows: 

“And that the mileage, inal] cases, shall be estimated or com- 
puted by the shortest mai! route, according to the Post Office 
hook of distances, from theseat of Government to the post of 
fice nearest the residence of each Senator, Representative, or 
Delegate; and thatthe same rule, in computing all distances, 
shall apply to all other persons to whom travel $, or may be, 
allowed.” 

Mr. W. B. CAMPBELL moved to amend the | 
amendment, so as to make the same mode of com. 
puting mileage apply to all persons receiving mile- 
age from the Government. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Connecticut accepted the 
amendment as a modification of that offered by 
him; and the amendment was adopied. 

Mr. ARNOLD asked how the Chair had got rid | 
of his motion that the committee rise? 

‘Phe CHAIR said that it had been superseded 
by amendments subsequently offered. 

Mr. McKAY proposed to amend, by striking 
out that part which related to the compensation of 
members, and inserting a substitute which he had | 
prepared, which was understood, in effect, to be a 
section to repeal all laws on the subject of compen- 
sation, leaving the next Congress to fix the sam 
for themselves. F 

The amendment was not adopted. 

Mr. BOTTS then moved to amend the motion of 
the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. ARNOLD, | 
that the committee rise and report the bill to the 
Honse, by the addition of instructions that the bill 
be rejected. 

Tellers were then called for, and Mr. M. A. 
Ccorsr and Mr. Houston were appointed; and | 
they reported 38 in the affirmative; the negative. | 

i 


was nol taken. 

‘The amendment was not adopted. 

Mr. BOPTS said he was desirous to sce how 
many members expected to come back to the next 
Congress. 

Mr. MATHIOT inquired if the 38 gentlemen 
expec'ed to come back? 

Mr. BOTTS was understood te say that he sup- 
posed they did. 

The committee then rose and reported the bill to 
the House. . | 

Mr. FILLMORE moved to amend an amend. 
ment of the committee, by changing the compensa- 
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|| tion for mileage from $4to.$6; and on this he 


moved the previous question, so that the House 
might get to other business. ` ; 

Mr. BARNARD asked if that was in order. 

The SPEAKER (amidst much confusion). was 
understood to say it was. R 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia asked if it was notin 
order to move to print the bill, withall its amend- 
ments. : 

The SPEAKER said it could only be done by 
general consent. : z 

Mr. CUSHING moved that the bill te laid on 
the table, and on that he called for the yeas and 
nays. a 

Mr. SMITH again inquired if there was no way 
by which they could get the bill and all its amend- 
ments printed, so that the House might know 
whatit was. [Criesof “No, no.”] 

The SPEAKER replied, that it could only be 
done by general consent. : : 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia urged: the necessity of 
printing the bill and its amendments, that they 
might act understandingly. 

‘ihe SPEAKER said, if the motion to lay the 
bill on the (able should be rejected, the bill might 
be postponed and printed by a vote of the House, 

The yeas and nays were then ordered and taken 
on the motion to lay the bill on the table, and it 
was rejecied—-yeas 42, nays 167, as follows: 


YEAS—Mesers, Landaf W. Andrews, Barnard, Barton, 
Black, Botts, Bowne; Bronson, ‘William Butler, Join Camp- 
beil, Clinton, Mark A. Cooper, Cranston; Cross, Cushing, Fes. 
senden, Howard, Hunt, W. W., Irwin, John P. Kennedy, Lane, 
Lowell, Robert McClellan, Thomas F. Marshall, Oliver, Pearce, 
Pickens, Alexander Randall, Randolph, Saltonstall; Alexander 
H. H, Stuart, Taliaferro, R. W. Thompson, Tillinghast, To- 
land, Van Buren, Ward, Edward D. White, Joseph L. White, 
Winthrop, Wise, Wood, and John Young—42. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, S. J. Andrews, Arnold, Arring- 
ton, Atherton, Babcock, Baker, Beeson, Bidlack, Birdseye, 
Blair, Boardman, Brewster, Briggs, Brockway, Aaron V. 
Brown, Milton Brown, Charles Brown, Jeremiah Brown, 
Burke, Wm. O. Butler, Green W, Caldwell, Calhoun, Wil- 
liam B. Campbell, Thomas J. Campbell, Caruthers, Casey, 
Chapman, Childs, Chittenden, J. C, Clark, Staley N. Clarke, 
Clifford, Coles, Cowen, Cravena, Crawford, Daniel, Garrett 
Davis, Richard D. Davis, Dean, Deberry, Doig, Eastman, 
John C, Edwards, Egbert, Everett, Ferris, Fillmore, John G. 
Floyd, Charles A. Floyd, Fornance, A. D. Foster, Gamble, 
Cares, Genry, Gerry, Gilmer, Goggin, P. G, Goode, William 0. 
Goode, Gordon, Graham, Granger, Green, Gwin, Hall, Hal- 
sted, Harris, Hastings, Ways, Henry, Holmes, Hopkins, Houck, 
Tfouston, Hubard, Hudson, Hunter, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph 
R. Ingersoll, James Irvin, Jack, Cave Johnson, John: W., 
Joues, Isaac D. Jones, Keim, Andrew Kennedy, Kine, Lewis, 
Linn, Littlefield, Abraham McClellan, McKay, McKennan, 
McKeon, Mallory, Marchand, Alfred Marshall, Samson Mason, 
John, Thomson Mason, Mathiot, Mathews, Mattocks, Max- 
well, Maynard, Medill, Meriwether, Mitchell, Moore, Morgan, 
Morris, Morrow, Newhard, Osborne, Owsley, Parmenter, 
Partridge, Pendleton, Plumer, Pope, Powell, Ramsey, Ben- 
jamin Randall, Rayner, Reding, Rencher, Reynolds, Ridg- 
way, Rodney, Rogers, Roosevelt, William Russell, James M, 
Russell, Sanford, Saunders, Sewell, Shepperd, Shields, Slade, 
Truman Smith, Snyder, Sprigg, Steenrod, Stokely, Stratton, 
John T. Stuart, Summers, Sweney, Jacob Thompson, Trip- 
Jett, Trott, Trumbull, Turney, Underwood, Van Rensselaer, 
Wallace, Warren, Washington, Weller, Westbrook, Thomas 
W. Wiliams, Christopher H. Williams, Joseph L. Williams, 
Yorke, and Augustus Young—167. 


The question then recurred on seconding the 
demand for the previous question, and there wasa 
second. The main question was ordered to be 
put, and the question was then taken on the 
eee of Mr. Fittmorg, by yeas and nays, as 
ollows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Arnold, Aycrigg, Black, Bowne, ‘Aaron V. 
Brown, Milton Brown, Wm. Butler, William O. Butler, Wil- 
liam B. Campbell, Caruthers, Casey, Chapman, Childs, Col- 
quitt, Cravens, Crawford, Cross, Cushing, Garrett Davis, Doig, 
Everett, Fillmore, Gamble, Gentry, Houston, Howard, Charles 
J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Cave Johnson, Andrew Ken- 
nedy, Lewis, Lowell, Abraham McClellan, Samson Mason, 
Maxwell, Meriwether, Moore, Morrow, Owsley, Payne, Ran- 
dolph, Rencher, Reynolds, Ridgway, James M. Russell, Sprigg, 
Joha T. Stuart, Summers, Tillinghast, Triplett, Turney, Ün. 
derwood, Wallace, Warren, Washington, Watterson, Christo- 
pher H. Williams, Augustus Young, and John Young—59, 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Landaff’ W., Andrews, Sher: 
lock J, Andrews, Arriagton, Atherton, Babcock, Baker, Bar- 
ton, Beeson, Bidlack, Birdseye, Blair, Boardman, Botts, Boyd, 
Briggs, Brockway, Bronson, C. Brown, J. Brown, Burke, G. Ww: 
Caiiwell, Patrick C. Caldwell, Calhoun, Thomas J. Camp- 
bell, Chittenden, John C. Clark, Clifford, Clinton, Coles, James 
ooper, Mark A. Cooper, Cowen, Cranston, Daniel, Richard 
D. Davis, Dean, Deberry, Eastman, Egbert, Ferris, Fessen- 
den, John G. Floyd, Charles A. Floyd, Fornance, A. L. Foster, 
Gerry, Giddings, Gilmer, Goggin, P. G, Goode, William O. 
Goode, Gordon, Graham, Granger, Green, Hall, Halsted, Har- 
ris, Hastings, Hays, Henry, Holmes, Hopkins, Houck, Hubard, 
Hudson, William W. Irwin, Jack, John W, Jones, Isaac D. 
Jones, Keim, John P. Kennedy, King, Lane, Linn, Little- 
field, Robert McClellan, McKay; McKennan, McKeon, Mallory, 
Marchand, Alfred Marshall, Thomas F. Marshall, John Thom. 
son Mason, Mathiot, Matthews, Mattocks, Maynard, Medill, 
Mitchell, Morgan, Morris, Newhard, Oliver, Osborne, Par- 
menter, Partridge, Pearce, Pendleton, Plumer, Pope, Powell, 
Ramsey, Benjamin Randal, Alexander Randall, Rayner 


Read, 
James: M. Russell, “Saltonstall, Saunders, Sewell, Shepperd, 
Shields, Truman Smith, Wm. Smith, Snyder, Stanly, Steen- 
‘fod: Stokely, Stratton, Alexander H. H. Stuart, Sumter, Tal- 
jaferto, Richard W. Thompson, Toland, “Troui, Trumbull, 
Van Buren, Van Rensselaer, Ward, Weller, Westbrook, Jo- 
seph L. White, Joseph L. ‘Williams, Winthrop, Wise, and 
‘ Vorke+145. ° 


. So the “House refused to adopt the amend- 


ment. ` 

“The amendments of the Committee of the Whole 
-were then read through, (being the whole dill.) 

Mr. McKENNAN suggested a verbal amend- 

mént. He moved to strike out the surplus words, 
“bythe usual route,” in the clause relating to 
mileage; since that clause now ‘provided that the 
. mileage should be computed according to the post 
‘Toutes. f 

“Objection was made, and the motion was not en- 

tertained. 

Mr. TURNEY inquired what would be the 
effect of rejecting the amendments of the Commit- 

tee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER said it would throw the House 
back upon. the original bill before it was sent to 
the Committee of the Whole. 

: The amendments were then concurred in, with- 
out a division; and the bill, under the operation of 
the previous question, was ordered to its engross- 
ment. 

Mr. BRIGGS moved a reconsideration of the 
vote urdering the bill to its engrossment. This 
motion, under the operation of- the previous ques- 
tion, was rejected. : 

The SPEAKER. When shall the bill have its 
third reading? 

Many members. “Now.” 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia objected to the third 
reading of the bill at this time, and moved that it 
be printed, in order to enable members to see what 
they were voting on. 

Mr FILLMORE expressed a strong desire to 
have the bill now disposed of. 
Objection being still made, on the ground that 
"the bill was not actually engrossed— 

Mr. FILLMORE suggested that 12 o’clock to- 
morrow be appointed for its third reading, and that 
it be printed in the mean time. 

Mr. BRIGGS moved a suspension of the rules, 
in order to have the bill put on its third reading at 
this time. 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia asked for the yeas and 
nays onthe motion to suspend; but the House, by 
a vote of 24 yeas to 133 nays, (not one-fifth,) re- 
‘fused to order them. 

Tellers were appointed, (Messrs. Linn and W. 
W. Inwin,) who reported ayes 128, noes 54. 

So the rules were suspended, with a view to put 
the bill on its third reading at this time. 


Mr. JOHN. CAMPBELL rose to a question of 
order. The House had suspended the rules so as 
to allow the question to ke put, whether the bill 
should now be read the third time; but did not 
decide that the bill should be read the third time. 

The SPEAKER said the rule was suspended for 
the purpose of reading the bill the third time tbis 
day; tbat rule declaring that no bill shali be read 
the third time on the same day that its engross- 
ment is ordered. 

The bill was then read the third time; and, under 
the operation of the previous question, was passed— 
yeas 166, nays 48, as follows: 


YEAS—Mesers. Allen, Sherlock J. Andrews, Arnold, Ar- 
rington, Atherton, Babcock, Baker, Beeson, Bidlack, Blair, 
Boardman, Brewster, Briggs, Brockway, Bronson, Aaron Vv. 
Brown, MiltonBrown, Charles Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Burke, 
William O. Butler, Green W., Caldwell, Patrick C. Cald- 
well, Calhoun, William B. Campbell, Thomas J. Campbell, 
Caruthers, Cary, Casey, Chapman, Childs, Chittenden, John 
C. Clark, Clifford, Coles, Mark A. Cooper, Cowen, Cravens, 
Crawford, Daniel, Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, Daw- 
son, Dean, Deberry, Doig, Eastman, John C. Edwards, Eg- 
pert, Fillmore, John G. Floyd, Charles A. Floyd, Fornance, 

"a, Lawrence Foster, Gable, Gates, Gentry, Gerry, Giddings, 
> Gilmer, Goggin, P. G. Goode, Wm. O. Goode, Gordons, Graham, 
Granger, Green, Gwin, Hall, Harris, Hastings, Hays, Henry, 
Hopkins, Houck, Houston, Hubard, Hudson, Hunter, James 
Irvin, Jack, Cave Johnson, John W. Jones, Isaac D. Jones, 
- Keim, Andrew Kennedy, King, Lewis, Linn, Litlefield, 
Abraham McCletlan, Robert McClellan, McKay, McKennan, 
McKeon, Mallory, Marchand, alfred Marshall, Samson Mason, 
John Thomson Mason, Mathiot, Mathews, Mattocks, Maynard, 
Medill, Meriwether, Mitchell, Moore, Morgan, Morris, Morrow, 
Newhard, Oliver, Osborne, Owsley, Parmenter, Partridge, 
Payne, Pendieton, Plumer, Pope, Powell, Ramsey, Benjamin 
“Randall, Rayner, Read, Reding, Rencher, Reynolds, Ridgway, 
Rodney, Rogers, Roosevelt, William Russell, James M, Rus- 


teding, Rodney, Rogers, "Roosevelt, William Russell, ” 
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sell, Sanford, Saunders, Sewell, Shepperd, Shields, Slade, 
Snyder, Sprigg; Stanly, Steenrod, Stokely, Strattcn, John. T. 
Stuart, Summers, Sumter, Sweney, Jacob Thompson, Triplett, 
Trott, Trumbull, Turney, Underwood, Van Buren, Van Rens- 
selaer, Wallace, Warren, Washington, Weller, Westbrook, 
Thomas W. Williams, Joseph L. Williams, Yorke, and Au- 


-gustus Young—166. 


NAYS—Mesars, Adams, Landaf W. Andrews, Aycrigg, 
Barnard, Barton, Birdseye, Black, Botts, Bowne, William 
Butler, John Campbell, Clinton, Colquitt, Cranston, Cross, 
Everett, Ferris, Fessenden, Halsted, Howard, Hunt, Charles 
J. Ingersoll, Joseph R- Ingersoll, William W., Irwin, John 
P. Kennedy, Lane, Lowell, Thomas F. Marshall, Maxwell, 
Miller, Pearce, Pickens, Alexander Randall, Randolph, 
Saltonstall, Alexander H. H. Stuart, Tatiaferro, Richard 
W. Thompson, Tillinghast, Toland, Ward, Watterson, Ed- 
ward D. White, Joseph L. White, Winthrop, Wise, Wood, 
and John Young—48. i 

Mr. MOORE moved the reconsideration of the 
vote just taken on the passage of the. bill, and 
moved the previous question on that motion. 

The previous question baving been seconded by 
the House, the main question on the reconsideration 
was put, and decided in the negative without a di- 
vision. 

Mr. FILLMORE moved to amend the title of 
the bill, by inserting after the word ‘Rerritorics,” 
the words ‘and other officers,” which was agreed to. 

Mr. McKENNAN moved to amend the tille as 
amended, by substituting for it the words “A bill 
to establish a uniform rule for compnting the mile- 
age and per diem compensation of members of 
Congress, and other cfficers of the Government:” 
rejected without a count. The title as amended 
was then agreed to. 

Mr. W. W. IRWIN moved the reconsidera- 
tion of the vcte adopting the title of tbe bill; and 
called for the previous question, which was second- 
ed; and, under its operation, the motion was nega- 
tived. 

The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuorspay, February 16, 1843. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Treasury Depart- 
ment, and one from the Navy Department, show- 
ing the number, names, and compensation of the 
clerks employed in those departments, and bureaux 
connected therewith, during the year 1842; which 
were ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

Also, a communication from the Treasury De- 
partmen®, transmitting additional information, under 
a resolution of the last. session, in connexion with 
the New York commission for the investigation of 
the affairs of the custom-house: referred to the 
Committee on Printing, to examine into the neces. 
sity for printing it. : 

Mr. STURGEON presented a memorial from the 
Board of Trade of the city of Pittsburg, recom- 
mending an appropriation for the erection of ama- 
rine hospital at or near that city. Mr. S. remarked 
that the session was so far gone, that he presumed, if 
the memorial was even referred to the appropriate 
committee, there was no probability that they 
would examine into the subject before the close of 
the session. He therefore moved to Jay it on the 
table: agreed to. 

Mr. S. also presented the proceedings of a meet- 
ing held in Washington county, Pennsylvania, in 
favor of the establishment of a mail route from 
the town of Washington, in Pennsylvania, to 
Steubenville, Obio: referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented a memorial from 
the Mayor and City Council of the city of Mon- 
roe, Michigan, in favor of an appropriation for 
completing the works for the improvement of the 
harbor at the mouth of the river Raisin; which 
was referred to the Commiitee on Commerce. 

Also, presented the preamble and joint resolu- 
tions of the Legislature of Michigan, recommend- 
ing appropriations for the improvement of harbors, 
and protection cf commerce on the Jakes: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

On motion by Mr. WOODBRIDGE, it was 
ordered that the preamble and resolutions of the 
Legislature of Indiana, presented at the last ses- 
sion of Congress, in favor of an appropriation for 
the completion of the works inthe harbor of St. 
Joseph, Michigan, be taken from the files, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Finance, 


reported back, with an amendment, the bill making 
appropriation for the naval <ervice for the half- 
calendar year beginning on the Ist of January, 
1843, and ending on the 30th of June, 1843; and 
for the fiscal year beginning on the Ist of July, 
1843, and ending on the 30th of June, 1844. 

Mr. E. gave notice that he would, on to-morrow, 
ask the Senate to proceed’ to the consideration of 
the above bill. ; > 

Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on Claims, 
to-which bad been referred numerous memorials 
and resolutions of the State Legislatures ‘on the 
subject of Congress passing a law to restore Mr. 
Kendall to his personal liberty, reported a bill to 
amend the Jaws relating to imprisonment for debt 
in the District of Columbia; which was read, and 
ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE, from the Joint Committee 
on the Library, to which the subject had been re- 
ferred by resolution of the Senate, reported a bill 
to provide for the publication of the debates and 
proceedings of Congress, in connected series, and 
to authorize one of more contracts fer the pur- 
pose; which was read, and ordered to a second 
reading. 

Mr. PHELPS, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, reported back, without amend- 
ment, and with a recommendation tbat it do pass, 
the bill from the House for the relief of the heirs 
or legal representatives of Wathaniel Pryor, de- 
ceased. i 

Also, made an adverse report on the petition of 
the heirs of Joseph King, a pay master in the revo- 
lutionary war, praying for the setiiement of his ac- 
counts and an allowance of bounly land; which 
was read, and ordered to be printed. ~ 

Mr. PHELPS, from the Committee on Pensions, 
reported back, without amendment, and with a 
recommendation that it do pass, the bill from the 
House entitled “An act to allow a pension to 
Nancy Williams, widow of David Williams, who 
was one of the captors of Major Andre.” 

Mr. SMITH of Indiana, trom the Committee 
on the Public Lands, reported back, with an amend- 
ment, the joint resolution from the House relating 
to patents for bounty land. 


Mr. &. also, from the same committee, made an 
adverse report (which was ordered to be priftted) 
on the petiion of Lewis Lambert, praying allow- 
ance of interest on certain moneys paid by him for 
public lands, the sales of which were cancelled, 
and the moneys refunded. 

On motion by Mr. 8., the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands was discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the memorial of the General Assembly 
of Indiana, praying allowance of bounty land to 
the rangers and militia in the service of the United 
States during the last war, and it was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. - 

Mr. S. also, from the same commitiee, reporied 
back, with an amendment, House bill entitled “An 
act for the relief of George Mayfield,” approved 
July 27, 1842; then, 

On motion by Mr. S., the above bill was taken 
up, as in committee of the whole; and its provisions 
having been explained by him, and the amendment 
agreed to, the bill was reported back to the Senate, 
read the third time, and finally passed. 

Mr. S., from the same commitiee, reported a 
bill explanatory of an act in relation to lands sold 
in the Greensburg (late St. Helena) land district, 
approved August 29, 1842; which was read, and 
ordered to a second reading. 

On motion by Mr. CONRAD, the previous 
orders of the day were pos'poned, and the above 
bill was taken up, as in committee of the whole; 
and, there being no amendment offered, it was re- 
ported to the Senate, and ordered to be engrossed 
for a third rezding. 

Mr. WILLIAMS was understcod to inquire of 
the chairman whether the object of the bill was to 
take back the lands, and to give the purebaserstheir 
money; if so, he wanted some explanation of ils 


_ provisions. 


Mr. SMITH replied that the bill involved the 
same principles as were involved in the bill for the 
relief of Clark Woodroof, which had passed. This 
bill was explana‘cry of the act of last session, 


which authorized a return of the purchase money; 


and was rendered necessary, in. consequence of the 
construction of the department, that they had the 
right to withhold the patents for land purchased in 
this’ district, until a new survey of the country 
could be had. > - : 

The CHAIR informed the Senator from Indiana 
thatany discussion was now out of order, as the 
bill had been ordered to be engrossed. : 

Mr. McROBERTS, on leave, introduced a bill 


“establishing a collection district at Chicago, Ihi- 


nois; which was read, and ordered to a second 
reading. 

Mr. GRAHAM; from the Committee on Claims, 
reported back, without amendment, and with a 
recommendation that it do pass, the bill for the 
relief of Captain J. Throckmorton. 

On motion by Mr. GRAHAM, the Committee 
on Claims was discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the memorial of Juan Quarre, pray- 
ing’ compensation for properly destroyed by the 
British in 1814, at Cat Island. 

Mr. WILLIAMS presented a petition from 
William K. Weston, praying thata bond depos- 
ited by him in the War Department, for the per- 
formance of a contract with that department, may 
be returned; which was referred 10 the Judiciary 
Committee. 

The resolution of Mr. Linn, fixing 11 o'clock, 
a. m, asthe daily hour for the meeting of the 
Senate, from and after Saturday next, was taken 
up and adopted. 


ASSUMPTION OF STATE DEBTS. 

The resolutions submitted by Mr. Rives yester- 
day came up for consideration. 

Mr. RIVES stated the circumstances under 
which these resolutions came up as a substantive 
proposition, distinct from the resolutions of the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina, and the additional reso- 
lutions offered by the Senator from Maine, to 
which they were intended to be offered as an amend- 
ment so soon as the amendment of the Senator 
from New Jersey should have been disposed of one 
way or other, had not these other propositions 
been laid on the table by the vote given yesterday. 
Bat the question of the debts of the States, and the 
interference of the General -Government on that 
subject, having been once brought before the Sen- 
até by the Senator from Maine, he (Mr. Rives) 
considered it his duty to present these resolutions for 
the purpose of obtaining a direct and unequivecal 
vote of the Senate. It was of the greatest impor- 
tance to set at rest the idea which had got abroad, 
that this Government can have any constitutional 
power to saddle itself, in addition to its own debts, 
with a debt of two hundred millions of dollars, in- 
curred by a portion of the States of the Union in 
their individual capacities, and for their own local 
purposes, and in the prosecution of their own local 
policy. The very suggestion of such an idea ap- 
peated to him so monstrous, and tending so obvi- 
ously toa course of policy subversive of every 
principle upon which this Union had its existence, 
that he considered Congress was bound in duty to 
itself, and to the country, to put upon it promptly 
and at once the seal of its condemnation. 

It would not do for gentlemen to deny that any 
question of assuming the debts of the States had 
been mooted to Congress. If it was not done di- 
rectly, and in a substantive form, the way was 
paved for the proposition, and in a manner so 
plain and- obvious, that no one could be left an in- 
stant in doubt as to the end to be attained. The 
proposition was, at the present moment, before the 
otber branch of Congress, ina direct form, to grant 
‘to the State Governments serip, based cn the pub- 
lic lands, for the avowed purpore of relieving 
them from their indebtedness.. The Senator from 
Maine, in his resolutions offered as amendatory of 
the resolutions of the Senator from South Carcli- 
na, bad in this chamber, buta day or two since, 
promulgated the doctrine that it is the duty of 
Congress, by every constitutionaland proper means 
in its power, by the adoption of measures to re- 
storeand preserve a currency of uniform value 
‘throughout the United States, by the collection and 
disbursement of the public revenue, and the regu- 
‘Jation.of the administration of the public finances, 
and in such way as shal! be least burdensome to 
the people, &c, to render every practicable aid 


and encouregement to the people of the several 


` ate on both the material propositions. 
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States in their efforts to meet their engagements, 


and to discharge the obligations into which they” 


have entered. What-did all this mean, if. it did 
not mean that it was the duty of the General Gov- 
ernment to assist the indebted States in the pay- 
ment of their debts? Mr. R. here entered at large 
into the history-of the origin of this suggestion, and 
alluded to the recent action of the Legislatures of 
two of the indebted States renouncing this idea. 
He argued that now was the time to extin- 
guish all delusive hopes of aid from the General 
Government. Let Congress convince. the States, 
by a decisive and unanimous vole, that nothing of 
the kind will be entertained, and they will at once 
apply themselves to their own resources for liquida- 
ting their indebtedness Jt was not his intention 
to enter at large into a discussion of the various 
topies bearing upon this subject. He had merely 
risen to explain his motives in offering these reso- 
lutions as a distinct measure, and would conclude 
by recommending that the vote be taken on them, 
and such amendments as might be offered, with a 
desire to avoid discussion as much as possible, and 
to express thesense of the Senate at the same 
time, promptly and unequivocally, without further 
interruption to the business of the session. 


Mr. ALLEN begged the Senator from Virginia 
wonld aevept an amendment which he would send 
to the Chair, to come in after the word “States” in 
the eighth line of the second resolution. 

The amendment was read. 

Mr. MERRICK did not see why the Senator 
from Virginia, after having stated his views, 
should expect other gentlemen would refrain from 
making such exp'anations as might be necessary 
in relation to their votes. He would not himself, 
for one, yield the right of the Senate to be cate- 
chised by a simple yes or no upon each of the 
Senator’s propositions. All knew his anxiety to 
lay aside unprofitable discussion on mere abstrac- 
tions leading to no practical result, that the legiti- 
mate business of legislation might be disposed of 
within the few days yet remaining of the session. 
But if the gentlemen on the other side were deter- 
mined to introduce and re-introduce their abstrac- 
tions, and to force gentlemen, who preferred going 
on with the regular business, to enter into discus- 
sion, the responsibility must-rest on them—not on 
him (Mr. M.) and his friends. Heghad no vote 
or avowal on the subject now brought up to shrink 
from. He could not conceive why there was such 
an overweening anxiety at this time of general 
embarrassment—why there was such a cons‘ant 
effort——such relentless zeal—on the part of the Gen- 
eral Government to join in the out-door and foreign 
denunciations of the indetited States; States which 
had ineurred their responsibilities for the public 
good; which had not invoked the interference of 
the General Government; and into whose domestic 
arrangements the General Government had had 
no invitation to obtrude itself. Mr. M. proceeded 
at considerable length, and with much excitement, 
to deprecate the hue-and-cry raised against the in- 
debted Siates. While he disclaimed and denounced 
as impolitic and unwise the assumption of the 
Siate debts by the General Government, he claimed 
for his own State, as he would for each of the 
States, its right to its distributive share of the pub- 
lic domain, which, having subserved the purposes 
for which it was intrusted to the General Govern- 
ment, he contended shenld now be restored to the 
States; that they, in their turn, might be relieved 
from their embarrassments when they most necded 
them. He concluded by offering an amendment, 
to come in its proper order, after the pending ques- 
tion on the motion to amend should be disposed of: 
[For this amendment, see proceedings of Februa- 
ry 138] 

The amendment having been read by Mr. Mer- 
RICK himself, was, at the request of Mr. CAL- 
HOUN, again read by the Secretary of the Senate. 

Mr. WOODBURY said he did not rise to de- 
bate these resolutions, but to express an earnest 
wish that a direct vote would be taken by the Sen- 
An evasion, 
or go-by, by postponement, or Jaying them on the 
table, was derogatory to the deep importance of 
the questions involved. This course need not lead 


to any protracted discussion or delay of the public 
business. The first question, relating-to the aè- 
sumption of State debts, had been fully argued in . 
this body on a former occasion. His mind had 
been long made np upon it. The State he partly 
represented had no doubts in respect toit. Ii was 
his belief that such an assumption. was’as fatal a 
measure in its effects, as a measure formally to 
dissolve the Union. It destroyed all the limitations 


_ between the powers and duties of the Federal Gov 


ernment, and these of the separate States.’ It. was 
consolidation, and of the rankest and worst char- 
acter, because it was indirect and insidious. 

But he would not now be tempted into the argu- 
ment upon the subject. It was proper, however, 
to repel suggestions which had recently been thrown 
before the public, that such an assumption had be- 
fore been made by the General Government. This 
wasa wretched misconception. It was not such 
an assumption at the close of the revolutionary 
war, or since the late war, of debts incurred by 
the States in the prosecution of those glorions 
struggles which achieved and maintained our in- 
dependence. By. that assumption, we then paid 
only our own debis—only what the States had paid 
or expended for us in the prosecution of those 
wars. We paid—or assumed, if you please—only 
debts incurred in prosecuting the wars of the Con~ 
federation and Union, in objects belonging to the 
central and General Government. But all these 
debts, tbe assumption of which was now the sub- 
ject of discussion, have been incurred for State ob- 
jects; for local purposes; and many even for bank- 
ing and other purposes most injudicious and ruin- 
ous; and none of them either by the request of 
Congress, or under its legislation, or under.any 
responsibility to its authority. 


The other question was cennected with the dis- 
tribution of the public lands—cither directly, or by 
an issue of steck founded on them. 


The cbjections to the principles involved in such 
a course—whelher in reference to the Constitution 
or expediency—had been fully discussed, in recent 
sessions, in both Houses of Congress. He would 
not go into any of them; and he thought the Sen- 
ate need not be delayed much, if any, in their dis- 
cussion. . 


But, in the present condition of the: finances, to 
talk of giving away two or three millions, which 
the treasury estimates from the public lands; or to 
talk of imposing six millions more on the treasury, 
for three per cent. interest on two hundred millions 
of stock, seemed to him to be perfect insanity. 

The Secretary of the Treasury and fhe chairman 
of the Committee on Finance both think ‘that, 
with all the receipts from the lands, and the use of 
near seven millions more of borrowed money, we 
may be barely able to make the ends of this calen- 
dar year meet. S 

Do any gentlemen, under these circumstances, 
propose to borrow six millions more?—or to levy 
direct taxes for that sum, in order to issue this fa- 
mous two hundred millions of stock? 

Talk about this stock—for what, sir? To injure 
State credit, and not strengthen it. This talk dis- 
credits the character and means of the States, 
which, if let alone, are perfectly competent in time 
to redeem their own obligations. We thus inti- 
mate that they are unable; while, if we step in, we 
also become spendihrift, bankrupt, and all are 
discredited together. No, sir. Oar conduct is 
not, as the Senator supposes, that of a harsh or 
hard-hearled parent. On the contrary, the States 
are our parents-—we, their children: they created 
us, and not we them; and, as children, we should 
abid2 by the Constitution, and orders and powers 
they have prescribed for us. 

Let us, then, speak openly, decidedly, manfally, 
on questions so momentous; and set the public 
mind, at home and abroad, at rest on this subject. 
It is due to the occasion, and to the. expectations 
of the world; and can be accomplished with little 
or no loss of time, 

Mr. MILLER submitted the following amend- 
ment for consideration, that, when inorder, it might 
be appended to the resolutions: 

That, while we disclaim all obligation on the part.of the 


General Government to assume the debts of the several. States, 
the justice, wisdom, and policy of making distribution of the 


proceeds of the public lands among the several States, accord- 
ing the federal population, is hereby admitted and affirmed. 


Mr. MERRICK remarked that it would not be., 


inorder. f 

Mr. MILLER: merely read-it as a notification 
that hè would move it when in order, as an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. CONRAD moved a postponement of the 
subject'to Tuesday next. ` i 

Mr. WALKER, on this motion, moved an 
amendment, that the postponement be till to-mor- 
row instead of Tuesday. i 

The CHAIR explained that the vote would first 
be on the postponement for the longer time. 

Mr. WALKER conceived his motion, as an 
amendment to the motion of the Senator from Lou- 
isiana would have precedence. 

Tke CHAIR decided not. 

Mr. KING said the Chair was right. But he 
would submit to the consideration of Senators, 
that, inasmuch as the repeal of the bankrupt act 
was a question to be discussed on Monday, and 
there could be no doubt it would not be got through 
in one, or, indeed, two cays, whether a postpone- 
ment of these resolutions to Tuesday would not 
virtually be the same as giving the question the 
go-by, the same as if laid on thetable. The sub- 
ject involved questions on whith every Senator 
had made up his mind; for he could safely assert 
that no one question of general policy had ever 
received a more thorough discussion than that of 
the distribution of the proceeds of the public lands 
to the States; and there was nothing in ihe pew 
idea of an assumption of the State debts, or the 
power of Congress in the matter, that could not be 
fully considered in one night; so that gentlemen 
could come to-morrow as well prepared to vote, as 
they could on any day next week. If put over 
till Tuesday, either the resolutions or bill for the re- 
peal of the bankrupt act will have to be laid on the 
table;"whereas both subjects may be disposed of 

_by proceeding with the resolutions to-morrow, and 
voting on them before Monday; leaving that day 
aa to proceed with the subject of the bankrupt 
aw. i 

Mr. WRIGHT said he was compelled to say a 
word in consequence of the remarks of the Senator 
‘from Alabama, (Mr. Kine,} touching the sugges- 
tions which he (Mr. W.) made as to the day proper 
to which to postpone the resolutions under discus- 
sion. When Monday was moved by the Senator 
from Louisiana, [Mr. Conrap,] he (Mr. W.) sug: 
gested that Tuesday would be a better day. His 
strongest objection to postponing the subject till 
Monday, was, because the bankrupt bill had been 
postponed to, and made the order for, that day; 
on which day he hoped that bill would be taken 
up, and proceeded in till final action. He was the 
more willing for that course, because the resolu- 
tions now before the Senate, being more properly 
morhing-business, could be proceeded in during 
the morning hour of each day. Monday being the 
day proposed by the Senator from Louisiana to 
which to postpone, he (Mr. W.) was compelled to 
teject one or the other of the subjects as the busi- 
ness for thatday; and it was in that alternative he 
suggested to the Senater from Louisiana Tuesday, 
Extremely anxious as he was to have a direct vote 
and expression of opinion by the Senate on these 
resclutions, which involved so many serious con- 
siderations, yet he believed it was more important 
to the country that the act for the repeal of the 
bankrupt law should be passed, than to have an 
expression of opinion on these resolutions. It was 
his desire that both questions should be voted upon 
and disposed of; and, with that view, he would first 
vote to postpone the resolutions till to-morrow; and, 
if not then, to the next day; and, if the matter was 
to be postponed till the next week, he should feel 
jt his duty to vote for Tuesday as the day for their 
final disposition, that they might not interfere with 
the bankrupt act. If they were postponed till 
Tuesday, Senators would come there with the un- 
derstanding that they were te be finally disposed of 
on thatday. He had no doubt that it could be ac 
com plished. 

Mr. CALHOUN remarked that he was not 
among those who believed that these resolutions 
ate mere abstractions. He held them in a very 
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d firent tight The subj et involved was one of 
the greatest magnitude ever presented to the con- 


` sideration of the Senate of- the United States. It 


was fraught with consequences, that no man who 
anticipated the worst, anticipated half as bad as the 
reality will be. As the question was presented, 
in his opinion.they were under the highest obliga- 
tions to themselves, to the public credit, to the 
States, to the. country, and to the world, to have a 
free and direct expression of the opinion of the 

ehate on the subject of these resolutions. Con- 
sidering this, as he did, he held the repeal of the 
bankrupt: law—as obligatory as he felt that 
to be on the Senate, both on aceount of its 
unconstitutionality and inexpediency—as noth- 
ing compared to an expression of an opinion 
on these resolutions—absolutely nothing. If 
it depended upon his vote to decide between 
the tw, he would not hesitate the hundredth 
part of a moment. He would consider.the time 
well consumed, if they devoted every moment 
of the remaining time of the session to the dis- 
cussing of that subject, except what was necessary 
to be devotedto tbe consideration of the appro- 
priation bills; and even these should not stand in 
its way. But he did not deem it necessary to oc- 
cupy so much time upon it; for there was scarcely 
a single aspect of the question which was not 
fully understood by the country. The only one 
wnich had not been fully discussed, and publie at- 
tention strongly called to, was the proposition al- 
luded to by the Senator from Maryland, of issuing 
$200,000,000 of stock, founded on the public do- 
main, or its proceeds. He rejoiced that that Sen- 
ator had not expressed himself favorable to the 
scheme, because it showed, even on his part, a 
flinching. 

Mr. MERRICK interrupted, and said he flinched 
from nothing whieh duty required of him. 

Mr. CALHOUN said he had not intended to 
irritate the honorable Senator by making use 
of the word; what he intended was, that he had 
shown rather a hesitation about expressing him- 
self in favor of the proposed scheme. He was 
glad that the honorable Senator had done so. He 
supposed he countenanced an opinion rather 
against it. 

Mr. MERRICK said he had made no. specific 
proposition, What he said was, that his State 
claimed, as she had always claimed, her share of 
the public lggds; but he was not prepared to say in 
what mode they should be distributed, but to leave 
it to the wisdom of Congress to determine. 


Mr. CALHOUN said he would pass that by. 
That was the only aspect in which the question 
was not thoroughly discussed; but it was an aspec 
which required full and ample discussion—such dis- 
cussion as, from the nature of the question, it ought 
to receive. That was the only practical form in 
which it could be presented to the country; and if 
there were any in the Senate who concurred in 
that proposition—which, he must ray, was one preg- 
nant with the greatest disasters, involving, as it did, 
the sovereignty of the States, the purity of 
the Consttution, the permanency of the Federal 
Union, and the happiness of the people,—he must 
say that, if there was any Senator in favor of the 
scheme, he hoped be wouid movea specific proposi- 
tion; if not, that some one weuld presentitin a nega- 
tive form, that a direct vote might be taken upon 
it. The two parties (these in faver of assumption, 
and those opposed to it) stecd in very different 
positions. The postponement of action would be 
on the side of these in favor ef assamption; 
for it would be considered as a cecision 
agaist us. He claimed, as amatier of fair- 
ness, (which, he was sure, gentlemen would 
accord,) to give those who were opposed to 
assumption in any form an express vole upon 
it, that the country might truly understand 
what were the impressions of that body upon a 
subject fall of such momentous consequences. 
They were now standing in the midst of extraordi- 
nary Umes; the consequences of which would rua 
far beyond the days of ihe youngest amongs: them. 
Decide the question one way or the other. AH that 
he wished was, that an early day should be ap- 
pointed for taking the vote upon the subject; for 
the longer it was put off, the more improbable it 
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would be that they would get an expression of 
opinion. And as the subject was not unfamiliar to 
Senators, he hoped they would go on with it to- 
morrow: that would afford ample time to investi- 
gate and mature their judgments. With this view, 
he concurred that the Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. Watxer] had the right to make the motion 
that it be postponed till to-morrow. 

Mr. CONRAD said he still retained bis original 
opinion, that the subject ought to be postponed to 
Tuesday. The experience of the Senator from 
Alabama always, in bis opinion, was entitled to 
respect; and no doubt he was correct in stating that 
questions involved in these resolutions had been 
heretofore fully discussed, and gentemen had 
made up their minds on most of them. But it 
must be admitted, that the power and policy of 
assuming the debts of the States had not—at 
least, since he and others had had a seat in that 
body—been discussed. And it was not proper to be 
called upon to vote en such questions, without time 
being given to examine into the subject, and to come 
to a just conclusion. This is a novel question—one 
that bas arisen in the public mind within the last 
eighteen months. He concurred with the Senator 
from South Carolina, [Mr. Catnoun,] in viewing 
it asa most importantand momentous question; and 
the more he viewed it in that light, the more im- 
pressed he was with the conviction that time should 
be given for its deliberate consideration. Mr. ©. 
proceeded at considerable length to show why it 
was necessary to make the postponement till 
Tuesday. 


Mr. HENDERSON ealled to the attention of the 
Senate a fact, (which it seemed tohim had been 
overlooked,) that the first time the question of the 
assumption of the debts of the States was publicly 
mooted, was in the Senate in the session of 1839 
and 1840, when a lengthy and elaborate discussion 
arose on resolutions, which he read from the jour- 
nal. ‘These resolutions he considered as full and 
declaratory on the part of Congress as any that 
could be now adopted. They were on the journal, 
without a dissenting vote on their passage; and, 
not being rescinded, should stand as the opinion of 
Congress till they were. Nothing new could be 
effected by a restoration of the same declaration. 
He gave a sketch, from his recollection, of the pro- 
ceedings on their adoption. Until then, the idea 
of the assumption of the State debts had not even 
been broached in the newspapers. But they had 
not the effect of extinguishing the idea. It was one 
which had since spread widely through the coun- 
try. If, then, the declaration of Congress failed to 
have the effeci anticipated, what effect could be ex- 
pected froma its restoration? He entirely agreed 
with the Senator from Pennsylvania, who had sta- 
ted his experience, that mere abstract resolutions 
never effect anything. Yet, if these resolutions, 
useless as they would be, and impeding. as they 
did, by their discussion, the business of the session, 
were pressed toa vote, he should vote as he did 
on the ceeasion to which he had alluded; for his 
opinions had undergone no change as to the want 
of power in this Government to assume the debts 
of the Siates. 

Mr. WALKER said his colleague was greatly 
mistaken in supposing that this question of assump- 
tion originated in this Senate, or in this country, 
No, sir, it is of foreign birth; it is of British origin. 
It crossed the Atlantic in 1839,in the form of an 
authentic circular, from British bankers, calling 
for that “more comprehensive guaranty” of the as- 
sumption of the debts of the States by this Gov- 
ernment. The assumption was a British, and not 
an Amerieen proposition; and, as such it was en- 
countered by the resolutions cf the Senate in 1839. 
But this British proposition is now re-echoed on 
ibis continent—it has been soleranly introduced by 
a distinguished member of the other House at this 
session—it appears, in part, in the resolutions now 
before ns of the Senator from Maine, [Mr. Evans,] 


and cfthe Senator from Maryland, [Mr. Mrericx.] 
The proposition we must now meet, is that pro- 


posed in the other Honse—to distributetwo bun- 


i dred millions of a sicck debt of this Government 


among the Slates, to enable them to pay their 
debts, This steck is to bear an annual interest of 
3 per ceni, and professes to be based, in whole of 


in part, upon the public lands. This Government 
is now in debt twenty-eight millions; and this is to 
add two hundred millions to hat debt. We have 
now a national debt-of twenty-eight millions; we 
will have this yeara further deficit of at least 
six millions, even including the -sales of the 
public lands; and now, when we cannot meet 
the existing debt and existing expenditures, we are 
asked to add six millions per annum to that debt. 
How is this to be paid? The public lands yield 
but a million of net revenue; and yet we are asked 
to derive from them a net revenue of six millions of 
dollars—that is, we must increase six-fold the reve- 


nue to be derived from the public lands. The 


lands are now sold at $1 25 per acre; and we are 


now asked, if this stock is, in fact, to be based on | 


the public lands, to increase the price six-fold; or, 
in other words, to sell them at $7 50 per acre. If, 
then, the basing of this stock upon the public lands 
be not a mere delusion, you must raise their price 
from $1 25 to $7 50 per acre; or, in other words, 
that the old States are to pay their debts by increas- 
ing six-fold the burdens of the people of the West 
and of the new States. The West—the oppressed 
and neglected West—the West, where scarcely one 
dollar of the public moneys is expended—is to 
be burdened with the payment of the debts of those 
States which monopolize all, or nearly all, the ex- 
penditures of this Government, by augmenting six- 
Told the price of the public lands. This is the re- 
sult, if this stock is, in fact, based upon the public 
lands. But is it so based? If, with hundreds of 
millions of acres of the public lands new subject to 
entry, you sell but eight hundred thousand acres 
per annum, at $1 25 per acre; how much of 
these same lands would you sell at $7 50 per 
acre? Why, not enough to pay the expenses 
of the land system; and, in place of deriving six 
millions per annum, you would not receive one dol- 
lar of net revenue, How, tien, with at looking at 
the great question of the payment of the principal, 
are you to pay the six millions of annual interest? 
Is it by direct taxation by this Government? How 
would this alleviate the burden, unless you made 
the tax unequal and unjust, by taxing all the States 
to pay the debts of buta part of the States? And 
if not derived from the public lands, or direct taxa- 
tion, what is the only remaining resource? Why, 
to derive an additional revenue of six millions per 
annum, to meet the interest alone, by increasing the 
tariff; and, ultimately, many millions more to dis- 
charge the principal. Can you do it when you 
have an existing debt of twenty-eight millions, and 
cannot pay the interest of that debt, much less the 
principal, and your annual expenditures from the 
lands and tariff combined? This, then, is a propo- 
sition to bankrupt this Government. Bat, if you 
could grind out of the people an additional revenue 
of six millions per annum, by increasing the tariff, 
would it be constitutional, just, or proper? Wha! 
tax the people of all the States, and the commerce 
and exports of all, to pay the debts of some of the 
States! The proposition is one of spoliation and plun- 
der. Butthis proposition of assumption professes to 
be based on a horror of repuciation by the States, 
And is not this proposition an open and wholesale 
repudiation of all their debts by the States that are 
indebted? If the indebted States, refusing to pay 
their own debts, force other States, through the 
instrumentality of this Government, to pay those 
debts for them, it is repudiation; it is neglecting to 
pay themselves, and forcing others to pay for 
them; it is. repudiation combined with spoliation 
and plunder, by a forcible seizure of the property 
of others, to discharge obligations they never con- 
tracted, and for which they are not liable. But, 
independent of this, the proposed assumption com- 
mences by repudiating one-half the debt. The 
debts of the States bear an interest of five, six, 
and seven per cent. per annum; and for this it is 
proposed to substitute an interest of three per cent. 
perannum. Whatis this but repudiating at once 
one-half the debi? And yet this double repudiation, 
by. forcing some States lo pay the debts of others, 
andexpunging at once one-half the interest, is ad- 
vocated by. those who profess to base their action 
upon a horror of repudiation. But let me assure 
the Senator: from Maryland that his object can 
never be accomplished; and itis an ignis fatuus and 
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a delusion—a dream that can never be real- 
ized. Will the new Siates ever consent that the 
domain within their -limits shall be mortgaged to 
British bankers, to pay the debts of other States? 
Sir, if this is done, what will be the rights of the 
new States, in regard to the public lands within 
their limits? It isan incident of sovereignty ap- 
pertaining to every sovereign State, to tax all 
property, and especially all real estate, within 
its limits. It matters not who may be the owner— 
wheiher this Government or an individual. Thus 
it is that the State of Pennsylvania, for instance, 
taxes the very lands held for. public purposes, and 
owned by the General Government, within the lim- 
its of that State; and the tax is collected and paid. 
What, then, on the same principle, prevents the 
new States from taxing the public lands within 
their limits? Nothing but their compact, on their 
admission into the Union, not to tax these lands— 
a compact which admits the right of taxation, and 
obtains its relinquishment on certain conditions. 
What are those conditicns? Clearly that the pro- 
ceeds of the sales of these lands shall con 
tinue to be applied—as they always had been— 
to carry on the operations. of this Govern- 
ment. This, in the very nature of things, is the 
fundamental condition preeedent on the part of 
this Government—the very consideration of the 
compact not to tax these lands; and it is a settled 
principle of all law, applying to all compacts, of 
individuals or sovereignties, that when one party 
violates such a condition of the compact on his 
part, the other party is absolved, and the compact 
annulled. If,.then, you proceed wiih this assump- 
tion based upon the sales of these lands, the new 
States will have a perfect right, in law and morals, 


to tax all the public lands within their limits—and , 


they will do it. Besides, the assumption, in the 
form proposed, is, in fact, a transfer of these Jands 
to these British bankers; they would be the real 
owners, and we but the trustees; and to tax these 
lands, would be to tax their lands, and not yours. 
If, then, you will persist ia this scheme, so unequal 


and unjust, and so clearly unconstitutional, and. 


‘ean, with British aid, pass such a law, Mr. Wa xk- 
gr said he deemed it his duty to declare, in ad- 
vance, his determination never to relax his exertions 
until the supremacy of the Constitution should be 
restored, by the total repeal of the obnoxious 
statute. ° 

Mr. BAGBY addressed the Senate for some 
time, but was not distinctly heard in the gallery. 
He was understood as having complimented the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Hxnprerson] for 
his vote among the twenty-nine who passed the 


resolutions, which he had read from the journal, - 


in 1839-40. He did not, however, consider that 
a unanimous vole of the Senate; for, although there 
was only a record of the affirmative vote, it was 
very well known that many of the gentlemen on 
the opposite side then, as now, shrunk from com- 
mitting themselves at all; and, with the exception 
of some two or three of their party (who, like the 
Senator from Mississippi, had the hardihood to 
record their names with the twenty-nine,) it was 
left to the Democracy to-enter their protest, in the 
face of the world, against the monstrous supposi- 
tion that the question even could be entertained, 
without laying the foundation for the dissolution of 
the Union. Hecombated as unfounded the asser- 
tion that this was a question not entertained by 
the opposite party until lately; and referred to his 
own inaugural message, as Governor of Alabamain 
1837, in which he denounced the incipient proposi- 
tion in such terms as had attracted the notice of a 
distinguished editor, who, in commenting on it, 
contrasted that message with the messages de- 
livered to the Legislatures of thirteen other States, 
every one of which had passed over the subject. 

He referred to the letter of a celebrated British 
banker to General Harrison, when President of the 
United States, and asked,—would any British 
banker bave dared to make such a proposition to 
General Jackson or Mr. Van Buren? But that 
letter was addressed to a party in power, which the 
writer considered pledged to the views he urged; 
and it was followed up by more definite proposi- 
tions to the new Secretary of Siate. British stock- 
jobbers and money-changers then undertook to 
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teach the Government of the United States the line 
of political and national morality. Yet, instead of 
the rebuke and repulse their temerity deserved, 


„their letters were kindly received, and they were 


courteously answered that. they needed no reply. 
Could not the very same policy which then perva-- 
ded the’ Cabinet, be detected as now prevailing 
here in relation to these resolutions? It is the very 
same policy: to keep this question ia suspension— 
as near the surface as possible-—till it takes hold. ef 
the public mind. If no doubt exists as to the power’ 
of Government in this matter, why not come out 
at once and avow it? Why conceal any opinion 
entertained on the subject? Those who denicd the 
power, said so fearlessly; and not only denounced 


_the proposition on constitutional grounds, but as, in’ 


its policy, utterly subversive of the principles of 
the Union. 

Mr. B. next proceeded to examine the tendency 
of the resolution of the Senator from Maine, touch- 


_ ing the indebtedness of the States, and the language 


in which that Senator had expressed bimself,. that 
no proposition in relation.to their condition was to 
be brought forward in this Congress. He com- 
mented, at considerable length, on the ultimate 
issue of the course pursued on the other side, and 
contended that any evasion of the direct vote now * 
demanded would be appreciated as it deserved by 
the world. Í 

Mr. ALLEN said he had moved this amendment 
because he believed that the resolutions proposed 
by the Senator from Virginia, having reference to 
the policy ef the assumption of State debts by the 
General Government, by means of the issue of 
Government stock predicated upon the public 
lands, were not sufficiently specific; because they 
did not contain a sufficiently explicit negative to 
the proposed scheme. And he would here take oc- 
casion to say, thathe regarded the question involved 
in these resolutions as something more than a mere 
abstract question, the decision of which would be 
of no import—~as something more than the vague 
abstractions of human reasoning, which could pro- 
duce no effect upon human affairs. 

Sir, (said Mr. A.,) these resolutions, if voted on, 
will test the opinion of Senators, acting under the 
highest human responsibility, upon a question of 
the deepest moment to the whole United States? 
and by that expression of opinion they will be. 
bound in future, or else they will subject them- 
selves to censure by departing from it in their fu- 
ture action regarding this project of issuing two 
hundred millions of Government stock. If it were 
merely a question as to wasting that much of the 
public money, it would be one of less importance 
than it now is. Butitis a quection involving the 
power of taxation—that power which is considered 
the supreme power under every form of govern- 
ment, and upon which all other powers are predi- 
caied. The question here involved is, whether you 
will stretch the powerful arm of this Government 
over the several States, and permit it to engulf in 
its voracious maw all the taxing power, both na- 
ticnaland State; in other words, it isa question of ex- 
punging the State constitutions and Governments 
through the agency of taxation. It is the assump- 
tion of a power on the part of this Government which 
was never contemplated by those who participated 
in the formation of the Federal Constitution. An 
abstraction, indeed! Why, you might say, with 
equal propriety, that the declaration of Amer- 
ican independence was a mere abstraction; inas- 
much as that declaration did not accomplish the 
result which it contemplated, but imposed the ne- 
cessity of resorting to arms in order to accomplish 
it. Was that a mere abstraction? No, sir, it was 
ranked with the highest of political acts; yet it was 
as much an abstraction as the resolutions before 
you. It was the Senator from Maine who intro- 
duced ‘this all-exciting tepic and at a moment 
when Congress is almost at its last gasp—when it 
is just about to expire. It was that gentleman who 
bas thrown this firebrand amongst us—for a fire- 
brand, I fear, it will be to the whole country. He 
spoke with some degree of censure of the resolu- 
lions of the gentleman from Missouri. Why, no- 
body dreamed two years ago of the assumption 
of State debts by the General Government; but now 
we find itis openly proclaimed in one branch. of 
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the Government, and advocated in the Legislatures 
of several of the States.. It was intimated upon this 
floor, in the discussion this morning, as being a 
question on which the Senate would soon have to 
act.eficiently and affirmatively. The idea seems 
to have travelled with locomotive rapidity. As to 
the origin. of the idea, no Senator has declared 
that it is entirely of British origin. ‘Perhaps it 


may. not be altogether of. British origin; perhaps- 


it. may. have originated by the conjunction of the 
schemes of men’ of both nations. The idea of the 
dneecurity of American stocks was first started by 
British capitalists. And an American citizen, robed 
with senatorial purple, was consulted by them as 
an attorney, to solve the question. They not only 
entertained scme doubts as to the security of those 
stocks, but they were looking out earnestiy for 
other ‘security, in order to render it safe in the 
hands of the holders. This was anterior to tbe 
last presidential election. And when the idea was 
thrown out, it was met by the Democratic party 
in the Senate by a negative vote upon the resolu- 
tion. of the Senator from Kentucky, denying the 
doctrine of assumption. From that time, the Dem- 
ocratic party stood committed against assumption, 
and against British influenct in favor of assump- 
tion, And from that moment we witnessed the 
most diabolical attempts to overthrow the Demo- 
cratic power in this coustry. We found the 
country thenceforward agitated by an unseen, 
a subterranean element, for which no one could 
account. As soon as the die was cast, and 
that party was rendered for the ensuing four 
years powerless as to the affairs of the Gov- 
ernment, it was then that the assumption of State 
debts began to be openly proposed by those 
through whose agency the English bankers and 
capitalists hoped to obtain the accomplishment of 
that object, to them so desirable. Then it was that 
the counsellor cf those bankers, clothed in the 
ermine of a Senator, first brought forward the prop- 
osition of assumption. And let me tell gentle- 
man. on the other side, that J, for one, fully expect 
to find the same hidden elements, the same secret 
agency, enterifig into the approaching contest for 
the government of this country. I fully believe 
that English capitalists, who have more than one 
hundred millions of property depending, as they 
suppose, upon the ascendency of one of the political 
parties in this country over the other; that they, 
merchants as they are, and therefore vigilant 
when money is at stake, will not permit the same 
Democratic party, with the resolutions which they 
passed two years ago still standing upon the reeord, 
to come into power; for, in such a case, the as- 
sumption of State debts would be rendered entirely 
hopeless. And I now predict, contrary to the 
general opinion which prevails upon this subject, 
that the influence which is to be rewarded by the 
assumption of State debts will be at work upon 
the public mind, and that it will create the most 
severe and terrible struggle at the next presiden- 
tial election, that ever endangered the harmony of 
the people of this country. The election will not 
pass off as did the last. And though gentlemen on 
the other side do not, I am sure, desire cuch a 
state of things, it will not be in the power of all 
the politicians of the whole country to javoid or 
resist this secret, all-pervading influence, which 
two hundred millions of perilled capital can exer- 
cise in a country such as ours. 

Sir, [have expressed my opinions two or three 
times already upon this question of the assumption 
of Slate debts. I have spoken as one of the repre- 
sentatives of a State in debt; and I have not spoken 
ina whisper, nor have I spoken-in jest. I have 
spoken earnestly and openly, both here and upon 
the rostrum, amid the assemblages of the sovereign 
people. My sentiments are known. They are not 
new; nor have I been disposed to save myself, by 
shrinking from responsibility, as I had’ every in- 
ducement to do, did I entertain a fear of being 
rebuked by the voice of the people of an indebted 
State. No, sir, I have fearlessly expressed my 
views; and if I haye expressed them strongly, it is 
because my convictions are strong. And I am 
one, at least, who utters. nothing but what he be- 
lieVes to be true; and who utters. what he so þe- 
lieves, regardless of all consequences that may 
result to himself, individually. 


her public men. 


Yes; these resolutions wilidomuch—they will 
show to the country what are the sentiments of 
Tf thé gentleman from Maine, 

with bis standing in this body and before the coun- 

try, as one of the leading lights of the Whig party, 
would deélare it to be bis opinion that the Govern- 
. ment possesses nO power to pay the debts of the 
States; and that, if we did possess the power, it 
would behighly impoliticto do s0;—if he would thus 
cut off the hopes of the British capitalists, he would 
accomplish two ympertant objects. Should his 


example be followed by the able men of his party, ` 


he will have accomplished the great object of 
turning the attention of the States to the means of 
their own’ relief; and he will have accomplished 
another important object, namely: warning the 
country against the exercise’ of British influrnce 
upon American politics in the struggle of 1844. 
Without this, that inflaence is as natural and 
certain as the succession of one day to ano her. 

And I desire to proclaim it now, that, if the Gov- 
ernment do not take a decided and synequivocal 
stand upon this question, and say to these scrip 
holders, You have nothing to hope for from either 
party, be the result of the election what it may;—if, 
instead of saying this, you continue to stand in an 
ambiguous: position, this moneyed influence will 
be brought to bear-—will unquestionably be brought 
to bear npon this country, and to contaminate the 
freedom of our elections. Does any man believe 
that the Democracy of this country—the pulsations 
of whose patriotic hearts are felt to the extremities 
of the Union—does any one suppose they will al- 
low such a Jaw to remain unrepealed? No, sit; 
we give you warning in advance. I do not be- 
lieve that it will be in the power of the Senate to 
do an act which will tend more to establish the 
honor and credit of this country, and to ward off 
the insidious influences of foreign capitalists, than 
by the passage of these resolutions. Believing this, 
I shall continue to press upon the Senate the pro- 
priety of taking a specific vote. 


The question then came up on Mr. Conran’s | 


motion to postpone the further consideration of the 
subject to Tuesday next. 

Mr. WALKER renewed his call for thé yeas 
and nays; which were ordered. 

The vote was then taken by yeas and nays, and 
resulted in te negative-—yras 19, nays 22, as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, 
Choate, Conrad, Crafts, Crittenden, Evans, Graham, Hunting: 
ton, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Smith of Indiana, 
Sprague, and Tallmadge—19, 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Benton, Buchanan, Calhoun, 
Fulton, Henderson, King, Linn, McDuffie, McRoberts, Phelps, 
Rives, Smith of Connecticut, Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, Wil- 
cox, Williams, Woodbury, Wright, and Young—22, 

The question next came up on the motion to 
postpone till to-morrow; which was carried in the 
affirmative, without a count. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Treasury Depart- 
ment, reporting, in compliance with a resolation of 
the Senate of the 14:h inst., a statement showing 
that the receipts from cusioms for the month of 
January was $913,700: ordered to lie on the table, 
and be printed. 

Also, laid before the Senate a communication 
from ihe Treasury Department, transmitting a re- 
port from the Commissioner of the General Land 
Oce, on the subject of the surveys, &e. of the pub- 
lie lands in Louisiana; which, on motion by Mr. 
EVANS, was referred to the Committee on the 
Pablic Lands. 

The biil explanatory of the act in relation to the 
lands sold in the Greensburg (late St. Helena) 
land district, was read the third time, and passed. 

Several bills from the ELouse were read, and re- 
ferred to appropriate committees; among then 
House bili 548, for the reduction of the pay to 
members of Congress, ard civil, military, and na- 
vai cficers, On the question of reference of she 
revenching bill, some doubt seeming to arise as to 
the appropriate committee, , 

Mr. WRIGHT suggested that the Committee 
on Retrenchment would be the proper committee. 

Mr. BARROW moved its reference to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. WOODBURY moved an amendment, to re- 
fer it to the Committee on Retrenchment. 


e ETE IEP 


The question was first taken on Mr, BaRRow’s: 
motion; and there appeared to be for it, 15; against: 
it, 12. Buta fresh count being demanded, the mo- 


` tion was negatived—ayes 17, noes 18. 


So the bill was referred to,the Committee on Re-. 
trenchment—ayes 24, noes not-counted. 

‘The bill to indemnify Maj. Gen. Andrew Jack- 
son: for damages sustained in the. discharge of his 
official duty, came upin order asin committee of 
the whole, on the amendment of the Committee on 
the Judiciary. i R 

Toe biil for the relief of the heirs of Madam D 
Lusser was read a third time and passed. : 

Mr. LINN called for the yeas and nays on the 
amendment; which were ordered. 

Mr. BERRIEN remarked that it was too late an 


hour to commence: the: consideration of the bill, 


The Senate was thin, and he suggested the proprie- 
ty of its postponement till to-morrow. 

Mr. LINN was.desirous to. press action on the 
bill at once. It had been the unfinished business 
from day to day for some time, and he could not 
consent to give it the go-by any longer, or give 
other business'the precedénce over it. . He thought 
he could occupy the remainder of the day in giving 
many reasons why the substitute for the bill; re- 


` ported by the Committee on the Judiciary, should 


not be adopted. 

Several suggestions were madeas to the disposi- 
tion of the bill for this day, to which Mr. L. re- 
fused to yield; but at last he yielded the floor to 
Mr. MOREHEAD, on whose motion 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
 Tuurspay, February 16, 1843. 


The journal having been read, 

Mr. READ moved to amend it by inserting bis 
resolution on the subject of the’ tariff, which was 
copied in one part of the proceedings of yesterday; 
but, on taking the question, the motion was re- 
jected. 

On motion of Mr. JOS. R. INGERSOLL, a ver- 
bal amendment was made to the journal. 

Mr. LOWELL presented the petition of Solli- 
van Green and 80 oiher shipmastersand merchants 
of Deer Isle, Maine, praying Congress for an ap- 
propriation to improve the navigation of Deer Isle 
thoroughfare; which was referred to the Commit- . 
tee on Commerce. 

Mr. HENRY DODGE presented a petition, 
Signed by 110 perscns in the town of Racine, Ter- 
ritory of Wisconsin, asking Congress to pass a law 
granting to the schcol commissioners of the town 
of Racine the power of giving durable leases on 
the lands of the school section belonging to said 
town. 

The SPEAKER then stated to the gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. J. P. Kmnnepy] that his bill 
on the subject of reciprocity treaties was the regu- 
lar order of business, and would be called up then, 
unless he consented to waive it for an hour, to per- 
mit the reception of reports of committees. 

Mr. KENNEDY assenting, aud by general con- 
sent, the standing ‘committees were called on for 
reports; and the following were made: 


LETTERS TO TEXAS. J 


Mr. BRIGGS, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported a bill to authorize 
the Postmaster General to require the postage on ‘ 
letters directed to Texas to be paid in advance. 

Mr. BRIGGS said that this bill was reported in 
consequence of a proposition from the Govern- 
ment of Texas for an atrangement on the sub- 
ject, 

lr. ADAMS objected to the second reading of 
‘he bill; and the question on printing was put, and 
carried, ” 

POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. BRIGGS, from the same committee, report- 
ed, with amendments, the bill from the Senate to 
prevent the employment of private expresses upon 
the mail routes, and for the prevention of frauds 
upon the revenues of the Post Office Department. 

Mr. JOSEPH L. WILLIAMS, from the Com- 
mittee on. the Post Office and Post Roads, reported 
a bill for the relief of James H. Jenkins. 

Mr. W. also presente a memorial of the mem- 
bers of the bar of East Tennessee, praying Con 


gress to change the time of. holding the United 
States court at Knoxville from the first Mondays 
in May and November to the third Mondays of 
April and October; which was referred to the Com 
mittee on the Jadiciary. 

Mr. ANDREW KENNEDY, from the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads, reported 
a bill for the relief of Saltmarsh aad Overton; 
which was twice read, and referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


MILITARY DISTRICTS. 


Mr. PENDLETON, from the Committee on 
Military Affaire, reported a bill to divide the Uni- 
ted States into two military districts; which was 
read twice, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

On motion by Mr. PENDLETON, the same 
committee was discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the resolution directing them to inquire 
into the expediency of abolishing the office of Ma- 
jor General of the army of the United States. 


SY. AUGUSTINE. ° 


Mr. STANLY, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill to authorize the Secretary of War to 
purchase a lot of ground in the town of St. Angus 
tine, Florida; which was read twice, and referred. 

Mr. CALHOUN, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Joseph 
W olfenden; which was twice read, and referred to 
the Committee of the Whole. 

On motion by Mr. STANLY, the Committee of 
the Whole was discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the bill; and it was read the third time, 
and passed, ` 


OREGON TERRITORY., 

Mr. ADAMS, from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to which had been referred the bill from 
the Senate for the adoption of measures for the oc- 
eupation and settlement of the Oregon Teritory, 
and for extending the laws of the United States 
over the same, together with the House bill on the 
same subject, reported them without amendment, 
with the recommendation that they do not pass. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Commitee on Rev- 
olutionary Pensions, reported the following bills; 
which were read twice, and committed: 

A bill allowing a pension to Ebenczer Dewey. 

A bill for the retief of John Rose. 

A bill allowing a pension to Frederick Hopkins. 

He also made several adverse reports on peti- 
tions for an extension of the pension laws. 

Mr. MORRIS, from the Committee en Invalid 
Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of John P, 
Schuyler; which was read twice, and committed. 

Mr. DOAN, from the Commitizse on Invalid 
Pensions, made an adverse report upon the petition 
of Richard B. Brumfie'd. 

Mr. J. C. EDWARDS, from a select com- 
mittee, reported a bill to provide for the purchase 
of water-rotted hemp for the use of the United 
States navy; which was read twice, and committed. 

He also submitied a joint resolution, authorizing 
the Secretary of War to cause a survey to be made 
of certain portions of Grand and Spring rivers; 
which was read twice, and ecmmi'tied. 

Mr. GORDON, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, mace an adverse report upon the peti- 
tion of Horace B. Abby. 

Mr. WINTHROP, from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported the following three several 
bills, which were ead twice and committed: 

A bill authorizing the establishment of eertain 
buoys, and spindl.s, and fog bells, for the safety of 
navigation. 

A bill authorig’ng the crection of certain light- 
houses for the fiscal gear ending June 30, 1844, 
and for other purposes. 

A bill authorizing the survey and examination 
of sites for light-houses and light-boate. 

Mr. AYCRIGG, from the Commiitze on Invalid 
Pensions, made adverse reports upon the petitions 
of John Bull, jr, Simon Kenton, John Dixon, 
Christopher Lambert, John Owen, Empson Ham- 
iiton, and Sarah Pratt. 

Mr. THOMAS W. WILLIAMS, from the 
Comisitice on Commerce, made an adverse report 
upon. the memorial of Charles H. Rassell and 
Charles Potier. 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


My. MOORE, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, made a report upon the petition of 
J. Eper Cowan, accompanied by a bill for the Te- 
lief of. the legal representatives of Antoine 
Vasques and others; which was read twice and 
committed. f 

Mr. J. P. KENNEDY, from the Committee on 
Commerce, moved that the bill to establish a ware- 
housing system be made tbe special order for to- 
morrow, with the understanding that it be disposed 
of during the day. 

Mr. PICKENS eaid he heped no such agree- 
ment would. be made by the House. ; 

Mr. J. P. KENNEDY expressed bis intention 
to move a suspension of the rules; but, after a few 
words of conversation between him and the Speak- 
er, the subject dropped. 

Mr. A. RANDALL moved that the Committee 
on Commerce be discharged from the consideration 
of the petitions from inhabitants of the Siate of 
Maine relative to the effects of foreign treaties, 
and that the same be committed to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
The motion was agreed to. 

On the motion of Mr. BURKE, it was ordered 
that Jesse Roberts have leave to withdraw his pe- 
tition and accompanying papers from the files of 
the House. 

On the motion of Mr. STOKELY, it was re- 
solved that the Committee on the Militia be in- 
structed to inquire and report what amendments 
are necessary and proper to the laws of the United 
States, lo insure the preservation cf the public 
arms of the United States distributed to the militia 
of the several States; and to report by bill or other» 
wise. 

Mr. RENCHER, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to which was referred the bill 
from the Senate entitled “An act for the relief of 
Benjamin Murphy,” reported the same, with an 
amendment; and it was committed to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House. . 

On the motion of Mr. ROOSEVELT, it was 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury inform this 
House at what time an answer may be expected to the resolu- 
tion adopted on the 6th day of August Jast, catling upon him to 
furnish this Mouse with copies of the quarterly accounts of the 
collectors, naval oficers, and surveyor of the port of New 
York, required by the act of March 3, 1841, of moneys received 
by them respectively for forfeitures, rents, compromises, 
&e. 


Mr. W. SMITH submitted the following resc- 
lution: 


Resolved, That, in all future pnblications of the Army and 
Navy Register of the United States, there shall be affixed, 
opposite the name of each person published therein, in separate 
columns, the annual pay ot such officer or person, the amount 
paid him for rations, servants, and forage, and the gross amount 
paid or alowed him in all respects fer and on his account, and 
for and during the year preceding such publication, 


The resolution was adopted. 
U. S. SQUADRONS CN FOREIGN SERVICE. 


Mr. BURNELL submitted the following reso- 
lation: 


_ Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he hereby 
is, directed to report to this House, at the next session of Con- 
gress, a statement of the several vessels composing the squad- 
rons of the United States for the last six years, together with the 
names of the camnianders of such squadrons, and the name of 
the officer commanding each vessel of every squadron. Also, 
the foreign parts which each vessel has entered during the time 
of her remaining on her station, or while proceeding to it, and 
the time which she remained in each of said ports; and where 
the public service hasbeen a cause of unusual detention, that 
he state the same; and, also, whether, ia his opinion, any such 
vessels have remained unnecessarily long in foreign ports; 
whether the attention of the commander of any squadron has, 
in all such cases, been called thereto; what such cases have 
been, and what proceedings have been instituted in relation to 
them; and that hereafter the Secretary of the Navy report to 
this House annuaily,at the commencement of each session of 
Congress, a statement, as above, applicable to the current 
year. 

Mr, WISE objecied to the reception of the reso- 
lution, 

Mr. BURNELL said, if he could have the op- 
portunity to explain, ke thovght the House would 
adept the resolution. It called upon the Secreiary 
of the Navy to report, atthe next session of Con- 
gress, on a subject npon which the country had 
been beld in almost total ignorance, 

Rir. WISE called the gentieman to order—ihe 
resolution not beipg debatable, as it had been ob- 
jected to. 

Mr. BURNELL continued to explain. He said 


he was calling for information a year hence. 


Mr. WISE called the gentleman to order. } 

Mr. BURNELL said he was only following the 
example of the gentleman from Virginia himself. 

Mr. WISE demanded when he had sethim the 
example? f 

The two gentlemen sat dowh, making mutual 
explanations, and the subject went over. 

Mr. BURNELL, however, rose again in a sbort 
time, and moved a suspension of the rules. for the 
reception ef that resolution. ; 

The question was taken, and the motion nega- 
tived. 

THE SOMERS CASE. 
Mr. SNYDER submitted the following res- 
olution: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary inqnire 
whether Samuel R. Betts, district judge of the United States 
for the southern district of New York, refused to entertain a 
complaint of murder, alleged to have been committed on the 
high seas, upon the ground that he had other business of a civil 
nature to occupy his time; and to report to this House the 
proper proceedings to be taken on the oecasion. 


Mr. SNYDER sent up to the Clerk’s table the’ 
following communication of Judge Betts, to be 
read to the House: 


“Application is renewed before me this evening, ` 
on the affidavit of Margaret E. Cromwell, fora war- 
ranttoarrest Commander Mackenzie and Lieutenant 
Gansevoort, for illegal bomicide, committed by 
them on board the United States brig-of-war 
Somers, on the high seas, on the Ist day of De- 
cember last, in pulting to death Philip Spencer, 
Samucl Cromwell, and Etisha Small. . 

“Without scanning the allegations upon which 
process is demanded on this second spplication, or 
at all entering into the inquiry as to the forum 
properly having cognizance of the charges; and 
supposing that no question was involved as to the 
competency of the civil courts to take jurisdiction’ 
of the matter, or of the fitness of their so doing, I 
do not feel that the complaint is one that I ought 
to entertain and investigate under existing cireum- 
stances. f 

“By the act of September 24, 1789, section 33, 
Congress authorized a justice or judge of the 
courts of the United States, or any judge or justice 
of the peace of the State, to cause any person ac- 
cused of an offence against the laws of the United 
States to be-arrested, committed, or bailed, as the 
case might require. ae ; 

“The act of Congress of 234 August, 1841, ex- 
tended the like authority to com missioners appointed 
by the cirenit court. 

“There are a large number of officers resident in 
this city and Kings county, who have equal au- 
thority to institute and entertain these proceedings 
with the judges of the United States courts, 

“The judicial business of the district courts of 
this district, including the administration of the 
bankrupt act, is, by various acts of Congress, as- 
signed to the district judges exclusively. Itis no- 
torious that these ministerial duties absorb the en- 
tire time of the district judge of this district, and 
that he bas not been able, sivce the Ist of February 
last, fo devote any portion of his time out of court 
to cases of criminal complaints, every one of 
which has necessarily been first brought before and 
passed upon by some other of the above author- 
ized officers. Nor has he been able to sit with the 
cireuit judge in court during that period, except in 
a few cases requiring indispensably the presence 
of both judges. 

“Tt is most manifest, from the details given in the 
affidavit of Mrs. Cromwell, that if the civil magis- 
trate takes cognizance of this complaint, he must 
necessarily go into a particular examination of all 
the facts and cireumstances attendant upon the 
homicide, to ascertain whether it be a case for com- 
mitmeni; and if so, whether bail can be allowed, and 
under what terms. 

“The affidavit states that the naval court of ine 
quiry has been employed from day.to day in exam- 
ining witnesses in relation to this matter, from the 
30th day of December last to this day: and, al- 
thoagh some greater despatch might probably be 
attained before civil magistrate, in the mere ex- 
amination of witnesses; yet, as the prosecutrix has 
employed private counsel, and prays to be heard 
by them; anc as, doubtless, in case of any pro- 
ceeding, counsel will be allowed the accused,—the 


disposition of questions of evidence, and other 
points incident to like examinations, may-reasona- 
bly be expected to consume an amount of time 


equivalent to what can be saved by the greater ex-. 


pedition of a single magistrate in taking proofs. 
‘“Fhis would accordingly compel me to suspend 
the business now pressing upon the court for a pe- 
riod of two.or three weeks, and devote that length 
of time to the hearing of these charges. 
“Tt was, no doubt, a motive of weight with Con- 
gress, in conferring power on so many officers to 
take preliminary examinations on criminal charges, 
to leave the judges of the United States courts 
free to' devote themselves to other duties exclasive- 
ly allotted to them. 
“Under these circumstances, I return the papers 
submitted me to the prosecutrix. . 
(Signed) “SAWL R. BETTS.” 
“Niw Yor, , | 
Thursday evening, Jan. 19, 1843.” 


Mr. SNYDER desired also to have read the let- 
ter of Mr. Benjamin F. Butler; but objection was 
made. He moved a suspension of the rules. 

The motion to suspend the rules was rejected— 
ayes 30, noes not counted. 

The following is the letterreferred to: 


TRIAL OF COMMANDER MACKENZIE. 
Fourta DAY—FEBRUARY 4. 


Before the court-martial resumed its proceedings this morn- 
ing, Benjamin F. Butler, esq , had a lengthy conversation with 
the judge advocate, and afterwards seated himself at one of the 
side-tables, prepared to take notes of the proceedings 

Ail the members of the court were present at 11 o’clock, 
Mith the exception of Captain Smith, who is seriously indis- 
posed, : 

The judge advocate informed the court that he had received a 
communication from a distinguished member of the New York 
bar; and, as it contained nothing improper, he would lay it be- 
fore the court. 

The court was then cleared for upwards ofan hour. After 
our readmission, the judge advocate read the following docu- 
ment: 

“The undersigned beg to state that they have been employed 
by the relatives of acting midshipman Philip Spencer, (one of 
the persons for the murder of whom Commander Mackenzie is 
on trial,) to attend this trial, and take part therein as counsel, if 
permitted by the court. The undersigned, therefore, most re- 
epectfully request that they may be permitted, as such counsel, 
to be present; to examine and cross-examine the witnesses pro- 
duced, by propounding such questions as may ke approved by 
the court; and to offer, from time to time, such suggestions in 
relation to the proceedings, and to present such comments on 
the testimony when concluded, (subject to the like approbation 
of the court,) as they may deem necessary. 

“The undersigned respectfully offer their opinion, that the 
court possesses full power to do so; and that the nature of the 
investigation to be had, and the interest naturally and justly felt 
therein by those for whom they appear, render it proper that 
the same should be granted by the court. 

“BENJAMIN F. BUTLER, 
“CHARLES O'CONNOR. 

‘Nrw Yorn, February 4, 1843.” 

_The Judge Advocate: Lam ordered to read the following de- 
cision: 

“The court is of opinion that the above communication be 
placed on the record, and decide that the application contained 
in it be not granted.” 

sane President: The court stands adjourned till Monday at 11 
o'clock. 

The court accordingly "adjourned. 


MINT AT DAHLONEGA. 


Mr. M. A. COOPER asked the favor of the 
House to take up and pass the bill which he had 
introduced, entided “A bill explanatory of the act 
establishing a branch mint at Dahlonega, Georgia, 
and regulating and definirg the duties of assayer 
and coiner of said mint.” 


Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL stated that the director 
of the Philadelphia mint wrote to him some iime 
since, expressing great solicitude about this bill, 
and desiring to know its provisions. He (Mr. 1) 
enclosed the director a copy of the bill, but had 
not yet beard from him onthe subject. He sug- 
gested that it would be better to wait for further in- 
formation hefore the passage of ihe bill was urged. 

Mr. M. A. COOPER said no one would have 
any objection to this bill. Its object was merely to 
define the dutics of assayer and coiner, which are 
now assigned by the director of the mint. 

The bill was then read a third time, and passed. 

OCRACOKE MARINE HOSPITAL. 


On motion cf Mr. WASHINGTON, the bill 
jn relation to the marine hospital at Ocraccke, 
N. C., (reappropriating $10,000 to that institution,) 
was taken up. * 

No objection having been made, the bill was 
ordered to be engrossed, and then read a third 
time and passed, 


Miiran amera en nanan nena, Sete nn cece A A tA UO RTT 


ELECTIONS TO THE NEXT CONGRESS. 

Mr. J. CAMPBELL said he would make an- 
other attempt to have his bill (No. 649) taken up— 
to suspend the operation, for two years, of the second 
section of the act of 1842, apportioning the repre- 
sentatives to Congress among thé several States, 
{The effect of this bill will- be to repeal the clause 
by which the States are directed to elect members 
from single districts in every Siate.] - 

Mr. FILLMORE objected to having any special 
day set apart for any bill like this, when so many 
appropriation bills remained undisposed of. If, 
however, this bill was to be taken up, he wished 
another bill, (651,) “regulating the manner ofta- 
king testimony in contested elections,” to be acted 
on at the same time. 

Mr. J. CAMPBELL moved to discharge the 
Committee of the Whole from the further consider- 
ation of the bill which he had referred to. 

Mr. FILLMORE moved to discharge the com- 
mittee from thesecond named bill above mentioned, 

The motions were severally put and carried. 


PRECEDENCE OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. J.P. KENNEDY having obtained the floor— 

Mr. PICKENS rose to a questionof order. He 
wished to know whether the subject (reciprocity 
treaties) assigned as a special order for yesterday, 
wasentitied to come up and have precedence to-day. 

The SPEAKER said it would; having been called 
up by the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. KEN. 
NEDY] jast before the adjournment. 


Mr, WISE said it was called up, but no action: 


taken on it by the House. 

Mr. PICKENS, regarding this as an important 
point, wished to have it decided. When so many 
important bills remained undecided—the army bill, 
the civil and diplomatic bill, the exchequer bill— 
he wished to see if it was the willof the House to 
put them aside, for measures of a partial interest. 
It often happened that days were set apart for the 
transaction of Territorial and District business, 
which was no: taken up; yet noone claimed that 
it should go over from day to day, and have pre- 
cedence. 

The SPEAKER said, that to assign a day to 
Territorial or District business generally, was dif- 
ferent from assigning a day to the consideration of 
a particular bill. Should the House specify the 
the bills which were to be acted on, whenever itas- 
signed a day for Territorial or District business, such 
bills would, of course, have precedence from day 
to day, until disposed of; but such was not the 
practice of the House. 


Mr. PICKENS said he did not understand the 
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Kennepy] as eall- 
ing up his joint resolution. 

The SPEAKER said the gentleman from Mary- 
land did cail it up, as the journal showed. 

The vote was then taken upon the appeal of the 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Pickens] 
from the decision of the Speaker, and the judgment 
was sustained, 

On motion of Mr. W. O. BUTLER, the Com- 
mittee of the Whole were discharged, from the 
consideration of the bill to amend the act respect- 
ing the organization of the army, and for other 
purposes, 

RECIPROCITY TREATIES. 


On motion of Mr. KENNEDY of Maryland, 
the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Tinuine- 
nast in the chair,) and took up the following joint 
resolution: 


JOINT RESOLUTION concerning the termination of certain 
commercial treaties. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, re- 
quested, whenever he shali deem it compatible with the public 
interest, to make known to the Governments of Denmark, Swe- 
den, the Hanseatic republics, Prussia, Austria, and Russia, in 
conformity with the stipulations of the existing commercial 
treaties between said Governments and the United States, the 
desire and intention of this Government to terminatesuch com. 
mercial treaties now in force between said Governments and 
the United States as have contracted to allow the parties there- 
to to import on equal terms, as regards duties on merchandise 
and tonnage, each into the ports of the other, goods, wares, and 
merchandise other than those of the growth, produce, or 
manüfacinire of the nation in whose vessels the same are 
horne. 

BRC. 2, And be it further resolved, Thatin all future ne- 


gotiations which may be ppened with the aforesaid Govern: 
ments, or with any other, itis the policy of the United States. 
to confine the privilege of reciprocal importation, on equal 
terms as to goods and shipping, to goods, wares, ard merchan- 
dise the product of the countries from whence, and in whose 
ships, they are imported, or the product of such contiguous 
countries thereto as usually carry on their foreign commerce 
through the ports of the same. ý 


Mr. KENNEDY eddressed the committee at 
lengih, explaining the object of the resolution, and 
reviewing our commercial treaties generally. 

Mr. MeKEON next addressed the committee on 
the subject of the bill; but he expressed his appre- 
hension that there was scarcely time to effect 
much good legislation thereon at the present ses- 
sion. He then went at length into the broad 
question. 

Mr. CUSHING followed in advocacy of the 
resolution. - 

Mr. TRIPLETT next took part in the discus- 
sion, and submitted an addition as an amendment, 
to protect the commerce of the United States, as the 
gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. J. P. Kennepy,] 
by his resolution, which was then under considera- 
tion, only propesed to protect the navigating inter- 
ests; and he proceeded to explain and advocate his 
amendment. He admitted that he considered it 
too late to effect much at this advanced period of 
the session; and that he had mainly risen, therefore, 
to call attention to the subject; and he hoped his 
amendment would be printed, that it might be con- 
sidered preparatory to future legislation. - 

Mr. FILLMORE asked the committee to report 
these resolutions to the House, that they might be 
brought under its control and disposed of to-day. 

Mr. BREWSTER appealed to his colleague to 
to allow him to make some remarks in committee; 
and he appealed to him more particularly on the 
ground that he did not often trouble the House, 
and would not now, were it not that he considered 
this a subject of particular importance, 

Mr. FILLMORE said he had simply risen to 
make an appeal to the Flouse; and with that he con- 
sidered he had discharged his duty. He begged to re- 
mind gentlemen that most of the appropriation bills 
remained to be acted upon—and appropriation bills 
of a most important character, including one re- 
ported from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, in 
relation to the boundary treaty, and other bills of 
great interest to the country; amongst which there 
was the bill in relation to the warehousing system, 
while there were but 13 working days of the session 
remaining. It was indispensable, therefore, that 
this subject should be disposed of to-day. 


Mr. BREWSTER said it was very seldom that 
he troubled the House; but he must ask the privi- 
lege of doing so now. He then proceeded to dis- 
cuss the general principles involved in the resolu- 
tions, illustrating his positions by numerous refer- 
ences, and treating the subject in an elaborate and 
argumentative manner. 

After Mr. Brewster had concluded his re- 
marks, 

Mr. FILLMORE moved that the committee 
rise, in order that he might make a motion to dis- 
charge it from the further consideration of the 
subject. It was apparent to ali, that this resolu- 
tion could not be passed, or sufficiently discussed, 
at this late period of the session; and that it de- 
layed the action of the House on objects of indis- 
pensable necessity. Mr. F., however, withdrew 
his motion at the request of 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Connecticut, who, after a 
few remarks, renewed the motion, and the com- 
mittee rose and reported progress, 

Mr. KENNEDY moved to discharge the Com- 
mittee of the Whole from the further considera- 
tion of the resolution; which was agreed to, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD offered a resolution direct- 
ing the Secretary of the Treasury to make a re- 
port to Congress, at the next session, on the sub- 
ject of the inspection laws of the State of Louisi- 
ana. 

After the reading and reference of several com- 
munications fromthe Executive Departments, the 
following bills were twice read and referred: 

The bill relating to the appointment of Assist- 
ant Positmasters General. 

The joint resolution for the distribution of the 


' Compendium of the Sixth Census; and 


The joint resolution for the transfer of the stock 


heid:by the United States in the Chesapeake. and 


Ohio Canal Company to the State of Maryland, and 
the cities of Wasbington, Georgetown, and Al- 
exandria, on certain conditions. 

The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Fray, February 17, 1843. 


Mr. Curnesrr, Senator from Georgia, appeared 
in his seat to-day. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented the proceedings of a 
meeting of the Chamler of Commerce of New 
York, in reference to the bill which came to this 
body from the House of Representatives, proposing 
a reduction of the number of officers and others 
employed in the custom-house of New York city. 
Mr. W. remarked that this meeting of the Cham- 
ber of Commerce was held on the 14th instant. 
They unanimously adopted a report at that meet- 
ing, a copy of which he now presented. It em- 
bedied, in an extended form, the views of the 
merchan!s of that city as to the wants of commerce 
and business there, according to their experience. 
He was exceedingly desirous that the statements in 
this report should be read by Senators before the 


bill should be acted upon; and, with that view, he. 


proposed to make the motion that it be printed; and 
he hoped the Senate would indulge him by giving 
their unanimous consent for that purpose, to do 
away with the necessity for the reference of the 
motion to the Committee on Printing; and, as 
another inducement for that course, he remarked 
that the Committee on Commerce, who bad unan- 
imously reported favorably to the passage of the 
bill, (at a meeting of the committee at which he 
was not present,) had since instructed their chair- 
man to move the recommitment of the bill to that 
committee. 

The memorial was then ordered to be printed, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. W. also presented a statement of the busi- 
ness of the port of New York by a comparison of 
the years 1826, 1827, and 1828, with the years 
1839, 1840, and 1841. The statement (said Mr, 
W.) contained information valuable to the Senate, 
while acting on this bill. He therefore moved 
that it be printed, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 


Mr. HUNTINGTON said he had been directed 
by the Committee on Commerce to ask the Senate 
to recommit the bill to reduce the number and 
compensation of the officers and others employed 
in the port of New York; and, with that view, on 
‘his motion, the above bill was taken up and re- 
committed. 


Mr. H., from the same committee, reported 
back, without amendment, and with a recom- 
mendation that it do pass, the bill to continue in 
force an act therein mentioned, relating to the port 
of Baltimore. 

On motion by Mr. HUNTINGTON, the pre- 
vious orders of the day were postponed, and tke 
above bill was taken up as in committee of the 
whole; and no amendment being proposed, it was 
reported to the Senate, and ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading. 

Mr. H. also repurted back from the same com- 
mittee, without amendment, and with a recom- 
mendation that it do pass, House bill entitled “An 
act to reduce the salary of the surveyor of the port 
of Camden, New Jersey.” 

Mr. ARCHER presented a memorial from 
Buckner Thruston, representative of Charles Wynn 
Thruston, deceased, an officer in the revolutionary 
army, praying to be allowed commutation pay: -re- 
ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. BAYARD presented a memorial from 
sundry cittzens of Delaware, urging upon Con- 
gress the passage of a Jaw authorizing the issue of 
$200,000,000 of stock, based on the public domain, 
to be divided among the States and Territories in 
a representative ratio, for their relief; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance, 

Several adverse reports of standing committees 
on private claims were taken up, and concurred in. 

Mr. SEVIER, from the Committee on Pensions, 
reported back, without amendment, and with a 
recommendation that they do pass, House bills for 
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Selemcn Eine:son. 

Mr. S. aiso, from the same commitiee, reported 
back, with an amendment, the bill for the relief of 
Jeremiah Kimball. 

Mr. S. also, from the same committee, reported 
back, without amendment, and with a recommend- 
ation that they ibe indefinitely postponed, the fol- 
lowing bills from the House, viz: ` 

The bill for the relief of Jane McGuire, widow 
of Major Thomas McGuire; 

The bill for the relief of Mary Elder; and 

The bill for the relief of Patrick Masterton. 

Mr. PHELPS, from the Committee on Pensions, 


: reported back, without amendment, (accompanied 


by special reports, which were ordered to be print- 
ed) the following bills from the House, viz: 

The bill for the relief of Elizabeth Harris. 

The bill for the relief of Leah Tenure; and 

The bill for the relief of Henry Freeman. 

Mr. PHELPS, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, reported a bill for the relief of Ashael 
Brainard; which was read, and ordered to a second 
reading, accompanied by a special report, which 
was ordered to be printed. 

On motion by Mr. PHELPS, the Committee 
on Pensions was disclarged from the memorial of 
the widow of Richard Zantzinger; and it was refer- 
red to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PHELPS, from the Committee on Pensions, 
reported back, without amendment, and with a rec- 
ommendation that it do pass, the bill for the relief 
of Elizabeth Gresham, widow of George Gresham. 

Mr. P., from the same committee, reported 
back, without amendment, and with a recommend- 
ation that they be indefinitely postponed, house 
bill for the relief of George Hommell, and the bill 
granting a pension to Joseph Watson. 

Mr. BAGBY, from the Committee on Pensions, 
reported back, without amendment, and with a 
recommendation that it do pass, the bill for the re- 
lief of Elizabeth Powers. 


Mr. DAYTON, from the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, reported back, with an 
amendment, the bill to fix the compensation of the 
Commissioner of Public Buildings. 

Several bills from the House were read twice, 
and referred to appropriate committees. 

On motion by Mr. BARROW, the previous 
orders of the day were postponed, and the Senate took 
up, as in committee of the whole, the bill from the 
House for the relief of Thomas King of Ten- 
nessee, 

The bill was opposed by Mr. KING, on the 
ground that, if the individual was entitled to an 
invalid pension, he could, on application at the de- 
partment, procure it under the general law. 

Mr. SEVIER explained why it was he could 
not receive a pension under the general law, ot 
which, he contended that, in justice, he was en- 
titled. 

There being no amendment proposed to the 
bill, it was reported to the Senate, ordered to a 
third reading, was read a third time and passed— 
ayes 15, noes 12. 

On motion by Mr. BARROW, the previous or- 
ders were postponed, and the Senate took up and 
considered, as in committee of the whole, the bill 
for the relief of Nancy Hambright, widow of 
Captain John Hambright, deceased; and there be- 
ing ne amendment offered, it was reported to tke 
Senate, read the third time, and passed. 

On moticn by Mr. PHELPS, the bill to allow a 
pension io Esther Augar, (which the Committee 
on Pensions thought there was no necessity for 
the passage of, believing the pension could be 
obtained by application at the department,) was 
taken up and iaid on the table; and leave was 
granted to the petitioner to withdraw from the 
files of the Senate her pefition and papers, with 
the view of presenting them at the department. 

Mr. MILLER moved to postpone the previous 
orders, with a view of taking up the bill to incor- 
porate the Georgetown College, in the Distriet of 
Columbia. 

Messrs. YOUNG and PHELPS opposed the ta- 
king of bills out of their proper place on the calen- 
der, and giving them precedence over private 
claims which had been so long pending. 


the relief of Lyman N Cook, and fer the relief of | 


Mr. MILLER pointed out the necessity of for- 
warding action on this bill, so as to secure the se- 
tion of the other House on it, : 

The question was put; and the Senate refused to 
take the bill up. 

On motion by Mr. MERRICK, the bill for the 
relief of Samuel D. Rose and others was taken up 
as in committee of the whole; and there being no 
propesition to amend, it was reported to the Sen- 
ate, read the third time, according to order, ‘and 
passed. 


THE QUESTION OF ASSUMPTION. 

Mr. RIVES called up his resolutions (inserted in 
yesterday's paper) on the subject of the assumption 
of State. debts, and declaring the opinion of the 
Senate that Congress can never assume those debts, 
in any form, without a violation of the Con. 
stitution, and committing a gross act of inexpedi- 
ency. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON inquired whether those 
resolutions took precedence of the business on the 
calendar after the morning hour? 

The CHAIR was understood to say that they 
did not. : 

Mr. RIVES remarked, that, in the discussion of 
yesterday, it was understood that the resolutions 
postponed till te day would be the business in or- 
der for this day. That was the understanding on 
yesterday, 

Mr. KING was understood to say that, from the 
action of the Senate on yesterday, those resolutions 
were not to be considered the business of the morn- 
ing hour, but the business of the day, from the hour 
of one o'clock, ` 

Mr. RIVES, inasmuch as the Chair had made 
a decision against the understanding of yesterday, 
moved to postpone all the previous orders, for the 
purpose of proceeding to the consideration of those 
resolutions. : 

The Senate was then divided on the motion to 
take up the resolutions; and the Chair, on making 
a count, said the motion was not carried. 

Mr. RIVES called for a division. 

The Senate was again divided on a count; and 
the Chair announced that there were 20 in the af- 
firmative, and —— 

Mr. ALLEN here called for the yeas and nays. 

Messrs. CRITTENDEN and HUNTINGTON. 
Simultaneously interposed, and asked the Chair 
if it was in order to make a call for the yeas and 
nays after the Chair had decided that the motion 
was lost. i 

The CHAIR said he had not so decided; he had 
not announced the vote, and it was in order to de~ 
mand the yeas and nays, ~ í 

The yeasand nays were then ordered, and, being 
taken, were—yeas 22, nays 22, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs, Allen, Archer, Bagby, Benton, Buchanar, 
Calhoun, Cuthbert, Fulton, King, Linn, NcRoherts, Rives, 
Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, 
Wilcox, Williams, Woodbury, Wright, and Young~22, 

NAYS—Messrs. Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, Clayton, 
Conrad, Crafie, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Graham, Hender- 
son, Hantington, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Phelps, 
Smith of Indiana, Sprague, Tallmadge, and Woodbridge—22, 

So the motion to proceed to the consideration of 
these resolutions was decided in the negative, 


FINE ON GENERAL JACKSON, 

The bill to indemnify Maj. Gen. Andrew Jack- 
son for damages sustained in the discharge of his 
official duty, came up in order as in committee of 
the whole, on ihe amendment of the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. LINN said, the very best argument he 
cculd offer against the introduction of the proposed 
amendment, and in favor of the original bill, 
would be found in the report made by the com. 
mitiee of the House of Representatives to which 
this subject had been referred. It was recommends 
ed, in that report, that the money should be 
granted to General Jackson in consideration of his 
distinguished military services, and the gratitude 
due to him for his suecessfal defence of New Or- 
leans. 

If it was to be put upon the ground of a ree 
ward for his military services, it was evidently 
inadequate. No one could question the patriot- 
iem, the valor, and the distinguished nature of the 
military services of Major General Andrew Jacks 
son, as displayed throughout the whole course of 
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‘the late war, and particularly at the closing scenes 
of that war. If, therefore, the act of restoration. of 
the sum of $1,000 was to be taken to'be in con- 
sideration of the distinguished military services of 
General Jackson in the defence of the couniry, it 
would be perceived at oncethat no friend of the 
General could vote for the bill, nor could General 
Jackson himself accept the money upon any such 
terms. a 


The bill introduced by him (Mr. L.) at the last ses- 
sion, as well as at this, was plain and simple, re. 
quiring the proper accounting officer of the Treasu- 
ry- Department to ascertain. the amount awarded 
against.General Jackson at New Orleans, for an 
official act done by him, and to repay that amount, 
with interest accruing upon it; andin the remarks 
which he had made at the time of the introduction 
‘of the bill, he bad placed the matter on the same 
ground upon which other cases of a similar nature 
had been placed, where penalties had been awarded 
by the civil courts against officers for acts commit- 
ted in the discharge of their official duties. He 
had adduced various parallel cases, one of which 
occurred as late as the year 1823, when a military 
officer (Colonel Purdy) was induced to arrest per- 
sons suspected of disaffection, even in time of peace, 
without any such strong necessity to justify the act 
as existed in the case of General Jackson, and was 
amerced in damages. The matter was referred to 
Congress; and the committee to which it was re- 
ferred, without hesitation, reported in favor of re- 
funding the money; although the incarceration of 
the individuals (which was the offence complained 
of) was committed during a time of peace, and 
without the strong and urgent necessity under 
which General Jackson acted; and it was deter- 
mined, by the committee and by Congress, that the 
‘money ought to be refunded, because they believed 
the officer had acted in the faithful discharge of his 
duty, and that it was his zeal in the service of his 
country which lay at the bottom of the act; that it 
proceeded from patriotism, and from that alone. 
He believed there was no case in which the Cen- 
gress of the United Siates, being convinced that 
the act proceeded from patriotic motives, and was 
done in good faith, and urder a sense of duty, had 
refused to restore a sum cf money which had been 
taken from an officer in the shape of damages. 

This bill was strikingly analogous to the one in 
favor of Matthew Lyon, which had passed this 
body. In that case, a tine which had been im- 
posed upon him by a district judge of the Uni'ed 
States, was, after the lapse of forty years, restored 
to his heirs, upen the ground that be acted with 
good intentions; and the question whether the judge 
who imposed the fine acted right or wrong, was not 
agitated. The money was refunded, because the 
Senate of the United States tliought it had been ta- 
ken from him improperly; but there was not, as in 
this case, (where the judge aciedin his own case, 
and acted as both judge and jury,) a word said 
about injury to the character of the jadge by re- 
funding the money. 

Why should the case of General Jackson be 
made an exception? Why should he not have the 
same justice rendered to him, as had been rendered 
to all other officers in the service of this Govern- 
ment? They would recollect the cases of General 
Brown and General Wilkinson, v hen the decisions 
of the courts rested upon the violation of the State 
laws,as wellas the Jaws of the United Siates. 
Those cases were analogous to the present. He 
referred algo to a case which occurred during the 
late war, where six individuals had been arrested 
upon suspicion of treachery, anc. suit was after- 
wards brought against the cflicer who ordered the 
arrest, and he was amerced in the sum of $9,000. 
And the Congress of the United States, after a de- 
liberate examination of all the circumstances of 
the case, required the money to be refunded. 

But it seemed that General Jackson’s case was 
to be macean exception to that ruie which had been 
so universally acted upon in all other cases; that it 
was to be made an exception upon political grounds; 
or perhaps gentlemen might ig ia an act of 
revenge upon the aged and the absent—like the ab- 
sent statue of Brutus fromthe ancient noble group; 
and he would say, that tke absence of action in this 
case, would render the case more remarkable. 


He had hoped that the. vote would have been 
taken upon the bill without discussion, as hed 
been-done in the case of. Matthew Lyon. It 
seemed to be otherwise ordained, however; and he 
would proceed to make a few remarks upon the 
subject. Inallsuch cases as the one they were 
now considering, the law was. necessarily silent. 
Necessity had no law. - The question was, whe:her 
this was a case of that description; and upon this 
point there seemed to be no difference of opinion in 
the minds of those who were not biassed by strong 
party feelings. They all agreed that his conduct 
was justified by stern necessity; that he acted, at 
all events, upon motives of the purest patriotism. 
The President of the United States, as well as 
Congress, at that time, was aware of every step 
taken by General Jackson. The President bad it in 
charge to see the Jaws of the country faithfully 
executed, Did the conduct of General Jackson, on 
that cecasion, meet with any rebuke from 
President Madison? If his conduct bad been 
an outrage or a violation of the laws, why did 
not the authorities take the necessary steps to ar- 
rest his course? No, sir, there was scarcely a dis- 
senting veice throughout this broad land, from the 
opinion: that ke had acted correcily; and the only 
question that could come up now, was, whether he 
carried his measures beyond tae point which ne- 
cessity absolutely required. Jn no point of view 
in which you can examine the subject, could his con- 
duct be regarded in a more exalted light than tbat 
which exhibited him continuing bis vigilance until 
there was not even the appearance of danger remain- 
ing. But this was a point about whieh gentlemen 
would differ. In one of his official reports, made in 
January, 1815, Gen. Jackson told the Administra- 
tion that, notwithstanding the enemy bad disap- 
peared from the coast, yet he would continue the 
same measures for the security of the country 
which he had heretofore had in operation. There 
had not been quoted by gentlemen who had enter- 
ed into this contest, either in Congress, or through 
the newspapers, anything to controvert the truth 
of the declaration, wherein General Jackson an- 
nounced to the werld that he wouid continue, 
until every shadow cf danger had disappeared, 
lo use the most vigilant measures for the protection 
ofthecountry. Was not this determination right? 
Was it not prudent? Was it not commendable? 


The rumor of peace, which arrived through the 
British fleet, was near disorganizing his army. 
This was the reason, and the sole reason, why 
General Jackson thought it necessary to relax no 
effort, no exertion, for the safety of the place. But 
to revert to the position that necessity has no Jaw, 
(Mr. L. said,) he would point out to Senators the 
instance where, uncer the old articles of Confeder- 
ation, the States violated the Constituiion by rais- 
ing an army in time of peace. Ii was justified 
alone on the ground of necessity. And for fear 
that his mere assertion would not be sufficient, 
(Mr. L. said,) he would, with permission cf the 
Senate, read from the 25:h numberof the Federalist. 
[He here read the passage referred to} The 
charter of the Bank of the United States had, 
on various occasions, been justified exclusively on 
the ground of necessity, It was inferred that the 
power io create such a charter, if it did not ex- 
ist in the Constitution, at all events ought to exist; 
and it was, therefcre, argued to be lawful, on the 
ground of necessity. ‘The invasion of our ter- 
ritory, the burnirg of the Caroline, and the mur- 
der of Durfee, were defended, on the groun of the 
necessity of the cate onthe part of Great Britain. 
Well, sir, (continued Mr. L.,) the present Pres- 
ident of ihe United States, in refusing to sign the 
bills fora United States bank, which Congress 
presented to him, was condemued by many per- 
sons for rot yielding up bis constitutional seruples; 
and with the permission of the Senate, I will read 
afew remarks in this connexion, from a speech 
delivered in this chamber, on that occasion, by a 
very distinguisbed Senator frora Kenwicky, long 
celebrated for bis unsurpassed eloquence. [Mr. 
L. here read extracts from the speech of Mr. 
Clay, to which he referred.]. . 

Sir, you must well recollect the .thrilling effect 
produced by the Senator I bave quoted when he 
said, in bis own emphatic manner, “I amnot brave 


enough to throw myself down in the way of the 
prosperity of my country.” All recollect, sir, that 
ibat Senator clearly intimated that if the President 
bad constitutional objections to signing the bank bill, 
he should have permitted. the bill to become a law, 
notwithstanding those objections. Mr. L. referred 
to many other instances in point, showing that the 
party which now opposed this bill on consitution- 
al grounds, had uniformly waived such scruples 
when other officers in the public service were to be 
relieved from the consequences of assuming arbitra- 
ry power over civil rights, in the conscientious dis- 
charge of their official duty. ; 

Why, he asked, was General Jackson to be 
made a solitary exception to this general rule? 
Why was he alone less worthy of a fair, just, and 
impartial consideration, than others whose services 
were less momentous to the country? Why was 
this bill alone to be denominated “a bill for the 
relief of Major General Andrew Jackson?” Who 
asked for “relief” for General Jackson? Not bim- 
self—not one of his friends. It was an indemnity 
for damages which he sustained in the perform- 
ance of a military duty, which saved the country 
from an invading enemy. The original bill, as he 


- (Mr. L.) bad introduced it last year, and this ses- 


sion, studiously kept clear of any reference to 
Judge Hall. It might have been passed without a 
word of debate. It was not by its friends that any 
allusion or unnecessary introduction of Judge 
Halls conduct had been brought up. They had 
been forced into the question of its propriety; but 
they were, and stilare, satisfied to bave the bill 
in a form so simple as to make no mention what- 
ever of the Judge. All they want is to do an act 
of even-handed justice towards General Jackson, 
such as had always been extended to other officers 
in the public service, under similar circumstances, 

Mr. MILLER addressed the Senate for about an 
hour in opposition to the bill, whether amended or 
not. He contcnded that there was no necessity for 
it, growing out of the case itself intrinsically, be- 
cause, on the ground taken by the friends of the 
original bill, no proof had been produced, or could 
be produced, that the fine was either illegally or 
unconstitutionally imposed ; and, on the ground 
taken by the amendment, it would be entirely an 
inadequate remuneration for Gen. Jackson’s mili- 
lary services at New Orleans. 

Mr. M. then preceeded to state the cireum- 
stances under which the fine had been imposed, 
with a view of showing that it was for a contempt 
of conrt, in resisting the authority of the writ 
of habeas corpus, and suspending the civil func-- 
tions of the Jaw, by an urconstitutional and arbi- 
trary exercise of military power. He contended 
that General Jackson himself claimed the restora- 
tion of this fine, on the bold and open grounds that 
the judgment of the court was iniquitous and un- 
lawful. He referred to bis letter of the Ist of Au- 
gust, 1842, addressed to Jacob Gibson, in proof of 
this; and contended that, if the friends of General 
Jackson could not now show that the course taken 


` by Judge Hall was iniquitous and uniawful, the 


claim must fall to the ground. That they could nhe 
do this, wasthe position he assumed; and in suppoot 
of the assumption, be referred to the history of thrt 
constitution, of martial law, (which he considered un- 
definable, unless by negation,) and to the history 
of the writ of habeas corpus, from the act defining 
its powers in the reign of Charles H., down to the 
present day. 


He maintained that it was not either justice or 
generosity; for,as to the one, the law had been the 
offended party; and as to the other, the sum was too 
insignificant, that stirred up this question after a re- 
pose of eight-and-twenty years. It was, he con- 
tended, a mere movement at a critical time, 
to. make political capital out of the sym- 
pathies of a grateful pecple, for a meritorious 
military Cflicer whose glory was even yet 
thought capable of lighting bis successer to the 
Presidewcy once more to the seat from which he 
had descended. This he thought could account 
for the excitement got up at State Legislatures, in- 
ducing them t2 instruet their Senators aad Repre- 
sentatives in Congress to advocate this bill. It 
could account for the petitions poured into Gonz 
gress day after day on the subject, and for the 


_tidise made about it abroad among the people. He 


‘dénied that it was any stain on General Jackson’s | 


fair fate, ihat. the record of this fine should be pre- 

-served. On the contrary, he contended that it was 
one of the brightest crnaments in-the page ef his 
history, that he had bowed to the supremacy. of 
the law and the Constitution, and paid this fine 
in atonement for the wound he had inflicted on 
both. i 


_If it bad been either a pecuniary grievance, or 
a blot upon the escutcheon of his name, why did 
his friends, while so long in power—why did the 

. the Congresses fresh- in the recollection of the 
transaction—-why did the Van Buren administra- 
tion, keen to catch at anything to do justice to, 
or gratify, the military chieftain who appointed 
the saccession—negleet the daty which now has 
‘sprung up so suddenly, and appears so urgeni? 
Why let this act of duty sleep for a quarter of a 
century? It was because they had no conviction 
that it was necessary, either in support of General 
Jackson’s character, or of their own continnation 
inpower. But new there was a necessity to catch 
at everything calculated to have a bearing on the 
presidential election of 1844. It was for this that.it 
was now proposed to take back the hero of New 
Orleans to the scene of his military glory, with all 
Congress at his heels, and sanction, by an official 
act of national legislation, an outrage on the Con- 
stitution and the Jaws of the country—and that, too, 
over the grave of Dominic Hall, who had faith- 
fully discharged his duties, and left the only monu- 
ment the country had to appeal to of an inde- 
pendent judge braving an arbitrary power such as 
he had to contend with, Fle should vote against 
the bill in any form. 


Mr. McROBERTS said he was somewhat sur- 
prised that this question sheuld be considered in 
` any way connected with politics; and that the State 
Legislatures were pouring in iastructions, with a 
view to control the votes of Senaters in relation to 
this subject, for political purposes. 

They had been asked, Why the necessity for 
acting upon itenow? What new motive had 
prompted the measu e? He would tell the Senate. 
t was because it must be acted upon at an easly 
pericd, if it was to be done in the lifetime of the 
distinguished man who was the subject of it. It was 
for the purpose of letting him see and read upon 
the statute-book of this country that the fine had 
been restored to nim, that its passage was asked for 
now. ` 


But why was it that so much excitement had 
sprung up in the country within the last six months 
upon this subject? Why was it the Legislatures of 
the States had interfered? It was because of your 
refusal at the last session of Congress to render this 
act of justice; to restore the five which bad been 
unjustly imposed, and which this nation, he weald 
venture to assert, would, at no distant day, restore. 
Aud he would say further, that, if Senators wonld 
but do that which it was obligatory upon them- to 
do, the act would be passed this very day. He re- 
joiced to find that they had now a new view of the 
subject. They had not only an avowal that the 
act of General Jackson was an outrage, but they 
had the avowal from ihe gentleman on the other 
side, that the money should never be reiurned, 
either with or without the declaration that it was 
considered an outrage by the Senate; for he was 
always glad to see a man come Gut boldly and de- 
clare bis opinions: and the gentleman from New 
Jersey had done so on this occasion. He declared 
himself against the restoration of the fine on any 
terms; and that be was against it because of his 
great reverence for the Constitution, and his anx- 
jety that it should be preserved unimpaired. This 
might be very good reasoning to satisfy the henor- 
able gentleman; but what were they to infer from 
all this? That General Jackson was to be regard- 
ed as being adverse to the preservation of the Con- 
stitution? Had he no patriotism? iad be no 
Jove for the institutions of his country? What 
other man living had shown himself so staunch a 
friend to both? Tad he not periled everything in 
defence-of those institutions and of that country? 
No other patriot living had ever performed such 
signal acts of patriotism, and exhibited himself so 
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true a friénd fo the Constitution under which we | 
live. f : $e 
They were told that, if they restored this money, - 
it woald amount toa damning reflection upon the 
character of Judge Hall. How, he would ask, 
could the character of the Judge be involved in the 
decision of the Senate upon this question? He had 
called General Jackson before him, and imposed 
the fine: the fine was paid; and, by its payment, the 
offence was atoned for. Was itno? . The man- 
date of the court had been obeyed. Where, then, 
was there cause of complaint? No; it was not 
this. The reputation of Judge Hall was not im- 
plicated; there was some other reason by which — 
gentlemen were actuated. As for tke alleged con- 
tempt of court, he would say a few words upon 
that point. What was meant by a contempt of 
cour? It would be recollected thata judge of a 
district court had been impeached before this body 
some years ago, for acting in his own case, (and, 
by-the-way, though he was not casbiered, he nar- 
rowly escaped—there being mcre than twen 
ty votes in favor of his condemnation,) and 
the subject having been in this way brought 
to the atiention of the Senate, a law was passed de- 
claring what the law should be in reference to con- 
tempt; and the principles of tne common law upon 
that subject were embodied in the act. What was 
considered acontempt of court? It was some act 
done in the presence of the couri—some aet which 
reflected directly upon the court as a court. Was 
it pretended that such was the ease here? Judge 
Hall himself admitted that no court was held from 
the ume mardallaw was declared until the army 
was disbanded. It could have been, therefore, no 
contempt of court; and if it were held that Judge 
Hall coald punish fur a mere contempt of his per- 
scn, he must be permitied to say it was a new doc- 
trine. No such case had ever occurred. He 
would challenge any man to produce an adjadica- 
ted care oi the kind. General Jackson might, he 
would admit, have been prosecuted in a civil ac- 
tion; but he could not be punished for a contempt 
of court. 

Mr. Mc®. then referred to the record of the 
court, to show that no contempt ef court had ever 
been alleged by Judge Hall himself. He was at 
a loss to know how it could be contended that a 
military commandant was not the absolute master 
of hiscamp. Truc, there was nothing expressed 
in the Coastitution or the laws in regard to this 
matter. But the very power to declare war, it 
seemed to him, carried with it necessarily the 
power of the General to command his own camp; 
and the General must be himself the judge as to 
the limits of bis camp. 


Suppose Judge Hall had gone into the camp, and 
commenced arresting his soldiers: why, a propo- 
sition involving consequences like these would 
make the matter too ridicvlous for argument. Mr, 
McR. then- alluded to the case of Matthew Lyon, 
who hed done some act for which he was fined 
$1,000, and imprisoned for six months; and Con- 
geess afterwards restored the money to his heirs, 
without any allegation or reflection on the charac- 
ter of the judge who imposed the fine. Nor was 
that the only parallel case; there were the cases of 
Hampton, Purdy, Wilkinson, and Browa; in ail 
of which the jaries had given heavy damages. 
And the money had been restored, witbout any re- 
fleciion upon the characier of the judges or the 
juries. These men acted as much in violation of 
law as General Jackson did; and some of them 
acted far more severely, for they put the men 
whom they arrested in irons; whereas Geseral 
Jackson had merely erdered the Judge ont of bis 
encampment—and very properly; and fur this he 
was fined $1,000; and, ia point of principle, there 
could be no difference whether the money was 
paid into the treasury of the United States, or 
whether it went into the pecket of the prosecutor. 
And was it possible that, while the Government had, 
in all other cases, restored the money uncondition- 
ally, when they came to the case of Andrew Jack- 
son he could obtain the restoration of his 
money only by taking an insu? Thank God, 


(said Mr. McR.) be will not accept it upon such 
terms. 


One word more. Judge Hali was present when I 


mariial law was decláréd; and what did he do upon 
that cecasion? He exclaimed, “Now the country 
will be saved; without-this, it would- be lest.” He 
approved the act—nay, even couns lled it. He 
desired that the bill should pass the-Senate, and 
the money be restored unconditionally; but, unless 
it could ke passed as offered, and without amend- 
ment, he would be compelled again to vote'against 
it, beeause he would not consent to convey ‘an in- 
sult to the venerated hero, which the amendment 
contemplated. And he would venture to predict 
that, if it were refused at this session, it would not 
be at the Ides of March in another session that it 
would be passed, but at the earliest moment of the 
assembling of Congress. 

Mr. LINN, after a short explanation between 
him and the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Mir- 
LER] as to his allusion- to “political objects” in 
bringing forward this bill, (which Mr. L, utterly 
repelled,) referred to the following extract from 
Mr. Jefferson’s letter to John B. Colvin, esq., as 
a justification cf the principles on which General 
Jackson acted at New Orieang; it was in relation 
to General Wilkinson’s case: 


Extract of aletter from Mr. Jefferson to John B. Colvin, 
Esquire. 

“To proceed to the conspiracy of Burr, and particularly to 
General Wilkinson’s situation in New Orleans. In judging 
this case, we are bound to consider the state of the information, 
correctand incorrect, which he then possessed. He expected 
Burr and his band from above, a British fleet from below, and 
he knew there was a formidable conspiracy within the city. 
Under these circumstances, was he justifiable, Lst. In. seizing 
notorious conspirators. On this there can be but two opinions: 
one, of the guilty and their accomplices; the other, that of all 
honest men. 2d. Sending them to the seat of government, 
when the written law gavethem a right totrial in the Terri- 
tory? The danger of their rescue; of continuing the machina- 
tions; the tardiness and weakness of the law; apathy of the 
judges; active patronage of the whole tribe of lawyers; unknown 
dispositions of the juries; an hourly expectation of the enemy; 
salvation of the city, and of the Union itself, which would have 
been convulsed to its centre, had that conspiracy succeeded—all 
these constituted a law of necessity and self: preservation, and 
rendered the salus populi supreme over the written law. ~The 
officer who is called to act on this superior ground, does indeed 
risk himself on the justice of the controlling powers of the Con- 
stitution, and his station makes it his duty to incur that risk, 
Vat those controlling powers, and his fellow-citizens generally, 
are bound to judge according tothe circumstances under which 
he acted. They are not to transfer the information of this place, 
or moment, to the time and place of this action; but to put them- 
selvesinto his situation. We know bere that there never was 
danger of a British fleet from below, and that Burr’s band was 
crushed before itreached the Mississippi. But General Wil- 
einen information was very different, aud he could act on no 
other. : 

“From these examples and principles you may see what I 
think on the question proposed. | They do not goto the case of 
persons charged with petty duties, where consequences are 
trifling, and time allowed for a jegal course, nor to authorize 
them to take such cases out of the writtenlaw. In these the ex- 
ample of overleaping the law is of greater evil than a strict ad- 
herence to its imperfect provisions. It is incumbent on those 
only who accept of great charges, to risk themselves on great 
occasions, when the safety of the nation or some of its very 
high interests ave at stake. An Officer is bound to obey orders; 
yet he would be a bad one who should do it in cases for which 
they were not intended, and which involved the most important. 
consequences. The line ofdiscrimination between cases may 
be difficult, but the good officer is bound to draw it at his own 
peril, and throw himself on the justice of his country and the 
rectitude of his motives.” 


Having thus shown that the law of necessity 
justified the declaration of martial law, he would 
now ask the Senator from New Jersey, if he had 
been placed in the same circumstances in which 
General Jackson was placed, would he have acted 
as General Jackson did? 

Mr. MILLER said that, without a perfect 
knowledge of every circumstance, he could not— 

Mr. LINN did not want a conditional answer. 
He merely required a definite reply, one way or 
other; for particular circumstances did not altes 
the actual fact of declaring martial law. 

Mr. MILLER said he would not have acted as 
General Jackson did. i 

Mr. LINN said that was a defnite answer. 
It could oniy be accounted for by the lawyer-like 
way in which professional gentlemen view ques- 
tions of mere abstract principles. It amounted to 
this: that the Senator from New Jersey, with his ci- 
vilian notions, sooner than yield them would suffer a 
foreign enemy to overran the country, and destroy 
the very Constitution itself, than suspend that Con- 
stitution fora moment, that the enemy might be 
expelled, and both country and constitution be pre- 
served. i 

He did not, in saying this, impute anything per- 
sonally disrespectful to the Senator from New Jer- 
sey; he only meant to iliustrate that this was not 
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a subject which:could be adjudged by mere techni- 
cal rules of law. . It should be taken on the broad 
principles of patriotism and national honor. The 
Senator. says that if he had been in General Jack- 
son’s place, he would not have declared martial 


law... But if, in consequence of that: resolution, ` 


New Orleans became the prey of a foreign enemy 


-with a formidable force, fresh with the flush of vie- - 


tory from another continent, how would he stand 
justified before his conscience and his country? 
What excuse would it be for him that the dread of 
the Constitution rendered his hands powerless, and 
prostrated those energies which had been conferred 
on him for the protection of his country? 

Mr. L. then reviewed the conduct of Judge Hall 
in flying from the city, instead of remaining to ful- 
Al/his duties at the most critical period of the inva- 
sion, and returning to it only when in his power to 
do mischief. Heturther reviewed the circumstan- 
ces which justified General Jackson, and concluded 
by invoking Senators to suffer the bill to pays in its 
original form, as they must know that in no other 
shape could it be accepted by either General Jack- 
son’s friends orhimself. 


‘Mr. BAGBY remarked, it would be recollected i 


that, when this question was up last session, he 
had refrained from entering into the discussion. 
He had two reasons for thus acting; one was, be- 
cause he was satisfied then, as now, that there were 
gentlemen in that body more competent to do jus- 
tice to the question than he was; and the other, 
that the position he then occupied was different 


from his present position. He had made it a rule’ 


in life never, in any case, or on any occasion, or 
under any circumstances, to avail himself of the 
popularity of others—-no matter how dearly earned 
or deserved that popularily—to advance his own 
interests, This time he occupied a different po- 
sition in regard to this question—the circumstances 
in which he was then placed no longer exist. He 
could now express his heartfelt and lively satisfac- 
tion that an opportunity was afforded him of 
supporting this measure of justice without a pos- 
sibility of having his motives misunderstood, 
or misconstrued into consideration of popular- 
ity. According to a deep and solemn sense of 
duty, he thought the bill ought to pass—and pass 
in the simple form in which it was presented 
to the Senate by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Liss.) Whatever might be the course of other 
gentlemen on this question, as a matter of party 
or policy, no such cunsiderations would enter into 
his motives, or govern the vole he should give. 
If hiz voice could be heard, he would ask genile- 
mek on the other side [Whig side] not to make 
tbis a party question. The time was almost at 
that point when the character and services of that 
great man would not be looked upon as party prop- 
erty; but when they would be looked upon and es- 


teemed as the property of the whole people and . 


whole country. He appealed io the Senatoys on 
the other side to discard the idea of party manage- 
ment and party tactics, in disposing of a question 
of this character; and to act as if they were called 
upon to render justice—simple and exact justice— 
to a distinguished benefactor of his country; to 
look upon it as became every American Sen- 
ator, and every American citizen with a patri- 
ot heart in his breast. He could tell Sen- 
ators on the other side, that, whatever might 
be the fate of that measure then, there was a 
time hastening when there would be an an- 
swer to the principles involved in that bill— 
the time when the people would be standing round 
the grave of the hero, mourning his departure—the 
ume when the differences on this question, unfor- 
tunately engendered by differences of political opin- 
ion and party rancor, will be- entirely erased, and 
when his acts will be judged with impartiality. He 
did not consider that the passage of this bill 
would add anythisg to the fame of General 
Jackson;—no, nothing; for, in the language of 
another great man, (Jefferson,) he has long since 
“filled the measure of his country’s glory.” Its pas- 
sage was not urged for the purpose of adding an- 
other wreath to adorn the brow of the patriot and 
hero, but that justice should be done bhim. Party 
should not pollute his motives in voting for this 
bill; for if the justice asked was for the yeriest 
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Whig that ever adorned or injared the country, he 
would view this case as he now viewed it—he 
would pursue the same course as he was about to 
purse: on the present occasion. He could not find 
itia ais heart to withhold from this aged, venera- 
ble, and revered man, whether Whig or Democrat, 
any ac! of his which would be at all instrumental 
in smoothing the declining path of him whose sun 
soon must set. j See 

` He again called upon the Whigs to discard those 
narrow and unwortby views of this question. He 
again repeated, that General Jackson did not stand 
in need of this measure to add to his fame, for 
the measure of his fame was full to overflowing. 

Mr. B. after making many beautiful allusions to 
the character and services of Gen. Jackson, asked 
Senators on the other side to discard party con- 
siderations in voting on this question, or to come 
up and say whetber they would leave to rankle 
and fester in the heart of this aged and venerable 
hero, to disturb his jast moments, the memory of 
the injustice done him. 

Mr. B. having concluded, 

Mr. SMITH of Connecticut obtained the floor, 
and wished to speak before the question was taken; 
but yielded the floor to 

Mr. MOREHEAD, on whose motion 

The Senate adjourned, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, February 17, 1843. 


Mr. HASTINGS presented the memorial of 91 
farmers of Columbiana county, Ohio, asking Con- 
gress to equalize the tariff, and in just reference to 
their staples of wool and hides. 

Also, the memorial of 69 farmers, of the same 
county and State, upon the same subject. 

Also, the memorial of 32 farmers, of the same 
county and State, upon the same subject. 

Also, the memorial of 61 farmers, of the same 
county and State, upon the same subject. 

Also, the memorial of 60 farmers, of the same 
ccunty and State, upon the same subject. 

Also, the memorial of 37 farmers, of the same 
county and State, upon the same subject. 

Mr. KEIM presented the petition of George R. 
McFarlane and thirty-seven others, of Hollidays- 
burg, Pennsylvania, praying Congress to relieve 
Amos Kendall, late Postmaster General: referred. 

Mr. WARD presented the petition of Gilbert 
Lyon and others, praying Congress to adopt meas- 
ures for removing obstructions from Byrum river. 

Mr. GRAHAM asked leave to offer a resolution 
of inquiry. It was read and adopted, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs inquire into 
the expediency of appropriating a sum of money sufficient to 
pay the Cherokee Indians in North Carolina for spoliations 
committed on their property by Government agents, and others, 
between the 23d day of May, 1838, (the time fixed for removal 
by the treaty of 1835,) and the time when the said Indians actu- 
ally removed west of the Mississippi river, 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD of Maine presented reso- 
lutions of the Legislature of that State, in relation 
to the military academy at West Point, against any 
further appropriation for the support of that insti- 
tution; and, also, in relation to an alteration in the 
Jaws regulating the Post Office Department; which, 
on his motion, were Jaid on the table and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. BARNARD rose, and inquired whether it 
would be in order to go into Committee of the 
Whole on the siate of the Union. 

The SPEAKER replied tbat it would. 

Mr. BARNARD expressed bis intenticn to move 
that the House go into committee after the morning 
hour, 

Mr. FILLMORE asked leave to report the civil 
and diplomatic appropriation bill, with a view to 
have it printed. 

Objection was made by Mr. L. W. ANDREWS, 

THE STATE DEBTS. 

Mr. W. COST JOHNSON claimed the floor 
upon the motion of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL] to print 10,000 exira 
copies of the majority and minority reports from 
the Committee of Ways and Means on the propo- 
sition to issue $200,000,000: Government stock to 
the States. 

Various points of order were raised, all ques- 


tioning the right of this subject to take precedence 
of all others during the morning hour, and dis- 
cussed by Messrs. FILLMORE, SMITH of Vir- 
ginia, BRIGGS, WELLER, and J. R. INGER- 
SOLL. 

The SPEAKER overruled all- objections, and 
gave the floor to the gentleman from Maryland. 

Mr. WM. COST JOHNSON then addressed 
the. House up to the conclusion of his hour, in 
commenting on the report of the committee, and 
advocating his project for the issue of two hundred 
millions of Government stock. 

Mr. FILLMORE called for the orders of the 
da 


Several gentlemen endeavored to get the floor 
on the subject which had been discussed by the 
gentleman from Maryland;. but the Speaker deci- 
ded that the morning hour had expired. 


THE ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FILLMORE submitted a resolution to ter- 
minate debate at half-past 2 o’clock in Committee 
of the Whole, on theamendments of the Senate to 
the army appropriation bill; and on this he 
moved the previous question. 

Mr. WISE inguired if there was any special 
order for to-day. : 

The SPEAKER’S reply was not heard. 

Mr. WISE said he would move to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union— 

The SPEAKER interrupted bim, and reminded 
the gentleman from Virginia that. the previous 
question was pending. 

Some conversation ensued, in which Mr. UN- 
DERWOOD, the SPEAKER, Mr. GIDDINGS, 
and others took part; the previous question was then 
seconded, and the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. FILLMORE moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. : 

Mr. J. YOUNG hoped the gentleman from New 
York would allow the question to be taken on a 
private bill (whose title was not stated) which was 
on the Speaker’s table, and on which the previous 
question had been moved, 

Mr. FILLMORE could not consent, now that 
the time was limited on the army appropriation 
dill. 

Mr. WISE said he should renew his motion to 
take up the exchequer bill. 


Mr. FILLMORE begged the gentleman from 
Virginia to allow the army bill to be first disposed 
of, as only two hours remained for its discussion. 

After some other conversation, the House re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole -on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. A. H. H. Sruarr in the 
chair,) and took up the army appropriation bill. 

The pending question was on the amendment of 
the Senate, appropriating $50,000 for the improves 
ment of the Mississippi, Arkansas, Missouri, and 
Ohio rivers, during the half calendar year ending 
June 30tb, 1843, and $100,000 for the improve- 
ment of the said rivers during the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30th, 1844, 

After an. ineffectual attempt by Mr. WISE to 
have the bill set aside, for the purpose of taking up 
the exchequer, : 

Mr. WELLER addressed the House at consid- 
erable length in favor of the appropriation. 

Mr. R. W. THOMPSON moved the following 
amendment to the amendment of the Senate: 


For continuing the improvements of the harbor i 
Illinois, for the said half calendar year, twenty o aza, 
lars; and for the said fiscal year, aixty thousand dollars. 

For continuing the improvements of the harbor of Cleveland, 
Ohio, for the said half calendar year, twenty thousand dollars: 
and for the said fiscal year, forty thousand dollars. ý 

For completing the improvements of the harbor of Erie, 
Pennsyivania, for the said half calendar year, ten thousand dol- 
lars; and for the said fiscal year, twenty thousand dollars. 

For continuing the improvements of the harbor of Buffalo, 
New York, for the said fiscal year, twenty thousand dollars. 

For continuing the improvements ofthe harbor at the mouth 
of Genesee river, for the said kalf calendar year, twenty thous. 
and dollars; and for the said fiscal year, twenty-seven thousand 
two hundred and forty-five dollars and forty-two cents. 

For continuing the improvements at Oswego, New York, for 
the said fiscal year, twenty-seven thousand one hundred’ and 
seventy-six dollars and sixty-seven cents. 

For completing the breakwater at Burlington, Vermont, for 
the said half calendar year, twenty thousand dollars; and for 
the said fiscal year, thirty thousand dollars. 

For continuing the improvement of the navigation of the 
Hudson river, above and below Albany, in the State of New 
York, ong hundred thousand dollars, to be expended according 
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to the plan and estimate recommended by the Secretary of 

War. F 

For continuing the breakwater at Plattsburg, New York, for 
the.said half calendar year, fifteen thousand dellars; and for the 
said fiscal year, twenty-five thousand dollars. 

For repairs of pier, and preservation of harbor of New Castle, 
Delaware, for thesaid half calendar year, ten thousand dollars; 
and for the said fiscal year, twenty thousand dollars. 

For continuation of the Delaware breakwater, for the said 
half calendar year, fifty thousand dollars; and for the said fis- 
cal year, fifty thousand dollars. ` 

For completing the improvements of Cape Fear river, below 
Wilmington, for the said half calendar year, ten thousand dol- 
lars; and for the saidfiscal year, thirty thousand dollars. 

Tor improving the navigation of Savannah river, Georgia, 
for the said half calendar year, fourteen thousand dollars; and 
for the said fiscal year, twenty-eight thousand dollars. 

„For removal of the obstructions at the mouth of Suwannee 
river, Florida, forthe said half calendar year, ten thousand dol- 
` lars; and for the said fiscal year, twenty thousand dollars. 

For removal of the obstructions to the channel of Mobile 
harbor and. bay, for the said half calendar year, twelve thou- 
sand five hundred dollars; and for the said fiscal year, twenty- 
five thousand dollars, 

For preservation, repairs, and gradual completion of the 
harbors on the lakes, other than those enumerated, for the said 
fiscal year, sixty thousand dollars. 

CUMBERLAND ROAD. 

For continuing the Cumberland road in Ohio, for the said 
half calendar year, fifty thousand dollars; and for the said fis- 
cal year, fifty thousand dollars, 

For continuing the Cumberland road in Indiana, for the said 
half calendar year, seventy-five thousand dollars; and for the 
said fiscal year, seventy-five thousand dollars. 

For continuing the Cumberland road in Hlinois for the said 
half calendar year, seventy-five thousand dollars; and for the 
said fiscal year, seventy-five thousand dollars, 

For arrearages due for expenses incurred in making a sur- 
vey and estimate for the location of the Cumberland road from 
Vandalia, Ilineis, to Jefferson City, Missouri, as required by 
resolution of the Senate of January thirty, one thousand eight 
hundred and thirty-nine, for the said fiscal year, one thou- 
sand three hundred and fifty-nine dollars and eighty-one 
cents, 

Mr. MALLORY raised a question of order; and 
contended that the amendment (which is a trans- 
cript of the “harbor bili?) could not be entertained 
in connexion with this bill. 

Mr. SPRIGG requested the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. Txomrson] to withdraw the amend- 
ment. ; 

The CHAIR decided the amendment to be in or- 
der. 

Mr. RICHARD W. THOMPSON then ad- 
dressed the committee up to the expiration of his 

_ bour, in favor of te amendment. 

`X. Mr. SPRIGG took the floor at 2 o'clock, and 
addressed the committee for half an hour against 
the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana, 
[Mr. Tuompson,] and against large appropriations 
generally; but in favor of the adoption of some 
measures for the improvement of the Western wa- 
ters. 


Mr. RICHARD W. THOMPSON then modi- 
fied his amendment, by adding a proviso that 
“$25,000 of the appropriation for the States of Ohio, 
Indiana, and Illinois, be applied to the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Ohio river, at Wheeling. 

Mr. BROCKWAY then moved to amend the 
amendment of Mr. R. W. ‘Tuompson, by substi- 
tuting for it the harbor bill reported by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, 


Mr. R. W. THOMPSON contended that the 
amendment of Mr. Brockway was not in order. 
The amendment of the Senate could be amended, 
but no two amendments could be offered at the 
same time. i 

The CHAIR decided that the amendment of the 
Senate was in the nature of an original proposition; 
and, therefore, a motion to amend it could be 
amended. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Brock- 
way’s amendment, and it was rejected—ayes 45, 
noes 97. 

Mr. HOWARD offered an amendment to the 
amendment, making appropriations for the im- 
provement of the river Raisin, Lake St. Clair, and 
‘other rivers in Michigan: rejected. 

Mr. BOTTS offered an amendment to the 
amendment, appropriating $50,000 for improving 
the navigation of the James river, below Rich- 
mond: rejected. 

Mr. TILLINGHAST offered an amendment to 
the amendment, appropriating $10,000 for the im- 
provement of the navigation of Providence river: 
rejected, 

Mr. SALTONSTALL cffered an amendment 
io the amendment appropriating, $10,000 for the 
breakwater at Sandy Bay, Massachusetts: re- 
jected, 


Mr. MALLORY offered an amendment to the 
amendment, appropriating $30,000 for the comple- 
tion of the locks at tke northern termination of the 
Dismal Swamp Canal: rejected. 

Mr. W. W. IRWIN offered an amendment to the 
amendment, appropriating $80,000 for the marine 
hospitals on the Wesiern waters: rejected. 

Mr. GOODE of Ohio offered an amendment to 
the amendment, appropriating $70,000 for removing 
the bar and other obstructions in the Maumee 
river: rejected. 

Mr. FESSENDEN cffered an amendment to the 

amendment, appropriating $30,000 for the continua- 
tion of the breakwater at Portland, Maine: re- 
jected. . 
: Mr. WILLIAMS of Connecticut offered an 
amendment to the amendment, appropriating 
$30,000 for the improvement of the Thames river: 
rejected. 

Mr. TOLAND offered an amendment to the 
amendment, appropriating $10,000 for the repair of 
the piers at Reedy Island, on the Delaware: re- 
jected. j 

Mr. CROSS offered the following amendment 
to the amendment: 


For completing the military road from Memphis, in the State 
of Tennessee, westwardly, passing through the State of Ar- 
kansas, to the frontier of said State. {Amount not stated. j 


his was also rejected. 

Mr. BLAIR offered an amendment to the amend- 
ment, appropriating $5,000 for the improvement 
of the harbor of Whitehall, New York: rejecied. 

Mr. YORKE offered an amendmentto the amend- 
ment appropriating $5,000 for the improvement 
of ——— river: rejected. 

Mr. CALHOUN offered an amendment to the 
amendment, appropriating $5,000 for the improve- 
ment of the entrance into the harbor of Beverly, 
Massachusetts: rejected. 


The question was then taken on Mr. R. W. 
Tuompson’s amendment to the amendment of the 
Senate, and it was rejected—ayes 61, noes, 96. 


The question then recurred on the question of 
concurrence with the amendment of the Senate; 
on which tellers were demanded, and Messrs. Mit- 
LER and Morris were appointed; and they reported 
93 in the affirmative, and 98 in the negative, 

So the amendment was not concurred in. 

The committee concurred in the amendment, in- 
serting the words “ihe District of Columbia” after 
the word “Territories,” in the section which re- 
quired that cadets should be residents of the dis- 
trice's, Territories, or District of Columbia, from 
which they professed to be appointed. 


The committee did not concur in the amendment 
which gave power to appoint ten cadets “at large;” 
the vole in the affirmative, as taken by Messrs. W. 
O. Burner and Cave Jounson, tellers, bring but 40. 

The committee then rose, and reported the bill 
to the House. 


Mr. R. W. THOMPSON in the House renew- 
ed the motion to amend, which he had submitied 
in the Committee of the Whole; and on that he 
moved the previous question, and called for the 
yeas and nays. 


Mr. W. O. BUTLER moved that the House ad- 
journ. 

The motion was negatived. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON raised a question of or- 
der in relation tothe relevancy of the amendment 
of the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. R, W. 
THOMPSON } 


The SPEAKER overruled the point of order, 

After a few words from Messrs. MOORE, FILL- 
MORE, WARREN, and others, 

Mr. PICKENS renewed the motion to adjourn; 
which was negatived. 

The question was then taken on seconding the 
previous question, which was agreed to; and the 
main question was ordered to be put. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON called for the yeas and 
nays on the amendment of the gentleman from In- 
diana, [Mr. R. W, Tuompson,] and they were cr- 
dered; but, as a division was called for, they were 
taken on the first branch of the amendment, making 
appropriations for various harbors and internal 
improvements. This division comprehends all of 


the amendment, as above printed, except that which J 


makes an appropriation for continuing the Cum- 
berland road. 

The House refused to adopt it—yeas 74, nays 
132, as follows: a. 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Landaff W. Andrews, Sherlock J. 
Andrews, Babcock, Baker, Barnard, Birdseye, Blair, Board- 
iman, Brewster, Briggs, Jeremiah Brown, Casey, Childs, Chit- 
tenden, John C, Clark, Staley N. Clarke, James Cooper, 
Cowen, Garrett Davis, Dean, John Edwards, Everett, Ferris, 
Fillmore, A. Lawrence Foster, Gates, Patrick G. Goode, Gran- 
ger, Henry, Howard, Hudson, Hunt, James Irvin, Wiliam W, 
Irwin, James, Andrew Kennedy, Lane, McKennan, Samson 
Mason, Mathiot, Mattocks, Maynard, Morgan, Morvis, Morrow, 
Oliver, Pearce, Pendleton, Plumer, Randolph, Ridgway, Riggs, 
Saltonstall, Slade, Stokely, Stratton, J. T. Stuart, Sweney, 
Richard W. Thompson, Tillinghast, Toland, Tomlinson, Trip- 
lett, Van Buren, Van Rensselaer, Wallace, Edward D. White, 
Thomas W. Williams, Winthrop, Yorke, and John Young 

NAYS—Messrs. Alien, Arnold, Arrington, Barton, Beeson, 
Bidlack, Black, Botts, Bowne, Boyd, Brockway, Bronson, 
Aaron V. Brown, Burke, William Butler, William O. Butler, 


‘Green W, Caldwell, Patrick C. Caldwell, Calhoun, John 


Campbell, William B, Campbell, Thos. J. Campbell, Caru- 
thers, Chapman, Clifford, Coles, Colquitt, Mark A. Cooper, 
Cranston, Cravens, Cross, Cushing, Daniel, Richard P. Davis, 
Dawson, Deberry, Doig, Eastman, John C. Edwards, Feesen- 
den, John G. Floyd, Charles A. Floyd, Fornance, Thomas F. 
Foster, Gamble, Gentry, Gerry, Gilmer, Goggin, William O. 
Goode, Gordon, Graham, Green, Gwin, Hall, Halsted, 
Hastings, Hays, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hunter, 
Charles J. Ingersoll, Jack, Cave Johnson, John W. Jones, 
John P. Kennedy, King, Lewis, Linn, Littlefield, Lowell, 
Robert McClellan, McKay, McKeon, Mallory, Marchand, Alfred 
Marshall, Thomas F. Marshall, John Thomson Mason, Max- 
well, Medill, Meriwether, Miller, Mitchell, Moore, Newhard, 
Osborne, Owsley, Payne, Pickens, Pope, Powell, Ramsey, 
Alex. Randatl, Rayner, Reding, Rencher, Reynolds, Rogers, 
Roosevelt, William Russell, J. M. Russell, Sanford, Saunders, 
Sewell, Shepperd, Shields, William Smith, Snyder, Sprigg, 
Steenrod, A. H. H. Stuart, Summers. Sumter, Taliaferro, John 
B. ‘thompson, Jacob Thompson, Trotti, Trumbull, Turney, 
Underwood, Ward, Warren, Washington, Watterson, Weller, 
Westbrook, Joseph IL., White, Joseph L. Williams, Wise, 
and Wood—132. 


The question recurred upon the second division 
of the amendment, which related to the continua- 
tionfof the Cumberland road in the States of Obio, 
Indiana, and Hiinois—Mr. Tompson having 
so modified it as te exclude any appropriation for 
a bridge at Wheeling, Virginia. 

The yeas and nays were demanded, and taken, 
and this portion of the amendment rejected by a 
vote of—yeas 65, nays 127, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs, Adams, Landaff W. Andrews, Sherlock J. 
Andrews, Baker, Barnard, Beeson, Blair, Boardman, Brockway, 
Bronson, Jeremiah Brown, Burnell, Calhoun, Casey, Childs, 
John ©. Clark, Staley N. Clarke, James Cooper, Cowen, 
Cravens, Cross, Garrett Davis, Dean, John Edwards, Fessen- 
den, Fillmore, Patrick G. Goode, Granger, Hastings, Henry, 
Hudson, James Irvin, James, John P. Kennedy, Andrew Ken- 
nedy, Lane, McKennan, Samson Mason, Mathiot, Medill, Mor- 
gan, Morris, (Morrow, Newhard, Pendleton, Alex. Randall, 
Rayner, Reynolds, Ridgway, William Russell, Saltonstall, 
Steenrod, Stokely, John T. Stuart, Richard W, Thompson, Til- 
linghast, Toland, Tomlinson, Triplett. Trumbull, Van. Rense 
selaer, Wallace, Weller, Joseph L. White, Thomas W. Wile. 
liams, Winthrop, and John Young—65. 9 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Arnold, Arrington, Babcock, Barton, 
Bidiack, Birdseye, Black, Bowne, Boyd, Brewster, Aaron V. 
Brown, Milton Brown, Charles Brown, Burke, William Butler, 
William O, Butler, Green W., Caldwell, Patrick C. Cald- 
well, John Campbeil, William B., Campbell, Thomas J. 
Campbell, Caruthers, Chapman, Chittenden, Clifford, Coles, 
Colquitt, Mark A. Cooper, Cranston, Daniel, Richard D. 
Davis, Dawson, Deberry, Doig, Eastman, Joha C. Edwards, 
Egbert, Everett, John G. Floyd, Charles A. Floyd, For- 
nance, A. Lawrence Foster, ThomasT. Foster, Gamble, Gates, 
Gentry, Gerry, Gilmer, Goggin, William O. Goode, Gordon, 
Graham, Green, Gwin, Hall, Halsted, Hays, Hopkins, Houck, 
Houston, Howard, Hubard, Hunter, Charles J.. Ingersoll, Jack, 
Cave Johnson, John W, Jones, King, Lewis, Linn, Littlefield, 
Robert McClellan, McKay, McKeon, Mallory, Marchand, Al- 
fred Marshall, John ‘Fhomson Mason, Mattocks, Maxwell, 
Maynard, Meriwether, Mitchell, Moore, Osborne, Owsley, 
Parmenter, Partridge, Payne, Pickens, Plumer, Pope, Pow- 
ell, Ramsey, Randolph, Reding, Rencher, Riggs, Rogers, 
James M, Russell, Sanford, Saunders, Shepperd, Shields, 
Slade, William Smith, Snyder, Sprigg, Stratton, Alexander 
H. H. Stuart, Summers, Sumter, Taliaferro, John B. Thomp. 
son, Jacob Thompson, Trotti, Turney, Underwood, Ward, 
Warren, Washington, Watterson, Westbrook, Joseph L. Wil: 
liams, Wise, Wood, and Yorke—127. 


The secord amendment of the Senate, appro- 
priating $9,000 for certain barracks, was concurred 
in; also the amendment directing the survey of a 
sbip channel from Albemarle sound to the Atlantic 
ocean. 

The next amendment, appropriating $2,000 for 
carrying on meteorological observations at the mile 
itary posts, under the superintendence of the Sur- 
geon General, came up on the question ef concur. 
ring with the Committee of the Whole in their rec- 
ommendation that it be rejected. [This is for Pro- 
fessor Espy’s scheme. ] 

The yeas and nays were asked for, but refused. 

Tellers were ordered [Messrs Cave Jonnson and 
L. W. Anprews,] who reported, (afier much con. 
fusion, and a second count,) ayes 91, noes 103, | 


amendment of the Senate is agreed to... 
The next question thal came up was on concur- 
ring in the report of the committee rejeciing ‘the 
amendment of the Senate, whieh went to authorize 
-the appointment of 10 cadets at large, and one 
` fromthe District of Columbia, in addition to one 
from each congressional district, as. provided for in 
- the original bill, pf 
‘On taking the question on this amendment, the 
yeport-of the committee was concurred in, and 
consequently the amendment of the Senate was 
: negatived. 
The next question was on the amendment of the 
. Senate appropriating $100,000 for the improvement 
of the Ohio, Missouri, Mississippi, and Arkansas 
‘rivers; and the question was pat inthe form of 
< concurring in the amendment of the Senate, and 
decided in. the affirmative—ycas 105, nays 89, as 
follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Landaff W. Andrews, Baker, Barton, 
Beeson, Boardman, Borden, Bowne, Boyd, Briggs, Bronson, 
Milton Brown, Jeremiah Brown, William O. Butler, Calhoun, 
“William B. Campbell, Thomas J. Campbell, Caruthers, Casey, 
Childs, Staley N. Clarke, James Cooper, Cowen, Cravens, 
Crosa, Cushing, Garrett Davis, Dawson, Dean, John Edwards, 
Johu C. Edwards, Egbert, Ferris, Fessenden, Fillmore, For- 
nance, A. Lawrence Foster, Gentry, Gerry, Patrick G. Goode, 
Granger, Green, Hastings, Hays, Wenry, Hudson, Charles J. 
Ingersoll, James Irvin, William W. lewin, Jack, James, Isaac 
D. Jones, John P. Kennedy, Andrew Kennedy, Lane, McKennan, 
Marchand, Thomas F. Marshall, Mathiot, Medill, Miller, Mitch- 
ell, Moore, Morrow, Newhard, Osborne, Owsley, Parmenter, 
Pearce, Pendleton, Plumer, Pope, Benjamin Randall, Alexan- 
der Randall, Reynolds, Ridgway, William Russell, James M. 
Russell, Saltonstall, Slade, Sprigg, Stanly, Steenrod, Stokely, 
Alexander H. H. Stuart, John T. Stuart, Summers, John B. 
Thompson, Richard W. Thompson, Jacob Thompson, Tilling- 
hast, Toland, Triplett, Trumbull, Underwood, Van Rensselaer. 
Wallace, Washington, Weller, Westbrook, Edward D. White, 
. Joseph L, White, Thomas W. Williams, and Winthrop—105. 
NAYS—Meyasrs. Sherlock J. Andrews, Arnold, Arrington, 
Aycrigg, Babcock, Bidlack, Birdseye, Black, Blair, Brewster, 
Charles Brown, Burke, William Buier, Green W. Caldwell, 
Patrick C. Caldwell, John Campbell, Chapman, Chittenden, 
John C. Clark, Clifford, Coles, Colquitt, Mark A. Cooper, 
Cranston, Daniel, Richard D. Davis, Deberry, Doig, Eastman, 
Everett, John G. Floyd, Charles A. Floyd, Thomas F. Foster, 
Gamble, Gates, Gilmer, Goggin, William O. Goodo, Gordon, 
Graham, Hall, Halsted, Hopkins, Houston, Howard, Hubard, 
` Hunter, Hunt, Cave Johnson, John W. Jones, Lewis, Linn, 
Littlefield, Robert McClellan, McKay, Mallory, Alfred Marshall, 
Samaon Mason, Mattocks, Maxwell, Maynard, Meriwether, 
Morgan, Oliver, Partridge, Payne, Pickens, Powell, Ramsey, 
Randolph, Reding, Riggs, Rogers, Saunders, Shepperd, Snyder, 
Stratton, Sumter, Taliaferro, Tomlinson, Trotti, Tarney, War- 
ren, Joseph L. Williams, Wise, Wood, Yorke, and John 
Young—89. 
GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FILLMORE, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, here reported, on leave, the civil and 
diplomatic appropriation bill for the halt calendar 
year ending the 30th June, 1843, and the fiscal year 
beginning on the 1-t July, 1843, and ending on the 
30th Jane, 1844; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and 
ordered to be printed. 

‘The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Sarurnay, February 18, 1843. 


The PRESIDENT pro iem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Treasury Depart. 
ment, transmitting copies of accounts rendered by 
the agents for disbursements to Indians; whieh, 


On motion by Mr. EVANS, was ordered to lie 
on the table, and be priated, 


Also, laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Treasury Department, in compliance with 
a resolution of the Senate, calling upon that depart- 
ment for information of what was done by it with 
tbe appropriation for the erection of a marine hos- 
pital at or near Ocracoke inlet, transmitting cor- 
respondence upon the subject; which was, 

On motion of Mr. EVANS, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 


Mr. STURGEON presented a memorial and pro- 
ceedings of a meeeting of citizens of Uniontown, 
Pennsylvania, in favor of the issue of $200,000,000 
of stock by the Federal Government, based on the 
public lands, to be dictributed to the States in a rep- 
resentative ratio, for their relief; which was refer- 
red to the Coramittee on Finance. 

Also, presented a memorial from citizens of 
Erie county, Pennsylvania, urging upon Congress 
the propriety of passing a Jaw to restore Mr. Ken- 


=aQo-the- House rejected. the recommendation of: 
the Committee of the Whole; and, therefore, the. 


‘sition at this session. 


dall to his personal liberty; which was referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BAGBY presented joint resolutions, adopied 
by the Legislature of Alabama, in favor of a re- 
duction of the price of the public lands in that 
Siate, which have been frequently in the market, 
and could not be sold at the present Government 
price: ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. McROBERTS presented a memorial from 
Wm. H. Briggs and others, of Macoupin county, 
Illinois, maintaining that all international difficul- 
ties can be settled by a reference to seme friendly 
power, and asking the Senate to exercise its con- 
stitutional power, and insert an article in all future 
treaties by which, in a last resort, such difficulties 
may be decided by an umpire mutually agreed 
upon by the parties: ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Finance, 
reported back, without amendment, and with a 
recommendation that they do pass, House bills for 
the relief of George P. Pollen and Robert Colegate, 
and for the relief of S. Morris Waln. 

Mr. E., from the same committee, reported a bill 
for the relief of Benjamin Adams & Co., and others; 
which was read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. E., from the same committee, reported 
back, without amendment, House bill for the re- 
lief of Thomas Weaver and Jacob Heyberger, 


sureties of the Norristown and Valley Railroad: 


Company. 

Mr. E., from the same commitiee, to which had 
been referred a memorial from importers of Ger- 
man gocds in the city of Philadelphia, praying the 
regulation hy Congress of the value of German 
coin, reported a bill to fix the value of certain for- 
eign moneys of account, in computations at the 
eustom-house; which was read, ard ordered to a 
second reading. 

Mr. McROBERTS, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads; to which had been re- 
ferred the joimt resolution of the Senate author- 
izing the Postmaster General to contract with 
Messrs. E. B. & S. Ward for carrying the mail 
from Chicago to St. Joseph, made a report, ac- 
companied by a resclution, in favor of the rejec- 
tion of the joint resolution, . - 

Also, reported back from the same commitlee, 
with a recommendation that it do pass, the bill for 
the relief of John W. Skidmore. The reports, in 
both these cases, were ordered to be printed. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, from the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs, reported a bill granting a pension to 
William McPherson; which was read, and ordered 
to a second reading. 


On motion by Mr. WILLIAMS, the previous 
orders of the day were postponed, and the above 
bill was taken up as in committee of the whole; 
and there being no motion to amend, it was reported 
to the Senate, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 


DEAF, DUMB, BLIND, AND INSANE. 


Mr. SMITH of Indiana rose to ask leave to in- 
troduce a bill granting land to the several States 
for the education of the deaf, dumb, and blind, and 
for the relief of insane persons. 

Mr. S. said, a word of explanation from him, un- 
der the circumstances, might be proper. The bill 
was precisely similar to the one he had intreduced 
at the last session. At ihat time he had made a 
few remarks, and had presented some statistics on 
the subject. At that time he knew that it was ex- 
pected that he would bring up for consideration the 
subject at this session. Such was then his inten- 
tion; but he had not been able to do so at an earli- 
er period, and he confessed that he had little or no 
prospect of seeing a final vote taken on the propo- 
ull, he desired to keep the 
matter inthe eye of the Senate and the country 
until action could be had. He wished to say, be- 
fore retiring from ihe Senate, that the subject was 
near his heart; and he believed ii to be one of the 
measures that would finally enlist in its favor the 
philanthropy and best wishes of the Senate and the 
country.. He would not detain the Senate; he rose 
merely to exclude, by a single remark, the conelu- 
sion that he had in any degree abandoned the 
measure, or despaired of its success. 

The bill was received, read a first and second 


time, and referred to the Committes on the Public 
Lands. i 

Several bills from the House were read twice, 
and referred to appropriate committees. 

The bill for the relief of Thomas King, of Ten- 
nessee, was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WALKER submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was read and adopted, viz: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to communicate to the Senate the total amount of the two per 
cent. of the net proceeds of the sales of the’ public lands in the 
State of Ohio, together with the entire cost of the Cumberland 


road from Cumberland to the Pennsylvania line; and also from 
Cumberland to the Ohio river. 


Mr. YOUNG of Illinois presented the petition 
of Rose Howe (late Rose Bailly) of Minois, pray- 
ing the relinguishment of the reversionary inter- 
est of the United States to two sections of land, 
reserved to the daughters of Mo-nee, by her last 
husband, Joseph Bailly, by the treaty with the 
Pottawatomies of the Prairie and Kankakee Bands, 
made at Camp Tippecance on the 20th of October, 
1832; which, on his motion, was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 


. Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Naval 


Affairs, reported back, without amendment, and 
with a recommendation that it -do pass, the bill 
from the House for the relief of John Wolf- 
enden. 


THE QUESTION OF ASSUMPTION. 


The CHAIR announced that the resolutions 
moved by the Senator irom Virginia [Mr. Rives,] 
concerning the assumption of the debts of the 
States, and the pending amendments, were in or- 
der. 

Mr. BARROW moved to lay the resolutions on 
the table. 

Mr. WALKER demanded the yeas and nays 
on the motion; which were ordered. 

Mr. RIVES hoped the Senator would consider 
the vote cn the motion a test question on the res- 
olutions. j 

Mr. WALKER remarked that he would not 
take it as any test of the cpinion of the Senate; for 
if the resolutions were now iaid upon the table, he 
should, on every morning dusing the session, move 
to take them up; and if he should fail in that ef- 
fort to get a vote on the resolutions, he would him- 
self intreduce resolutions upon the subject, to test 
the sense of. the Senate. 

Mr. BARROW said, in voting, he should not 
consider ila test vole. He deemed this remark 
calied for, in consequence of the remarks of the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. Rives] and the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. WALKER. ] 

‘The question was then put on the motion to lay 
on the table, and decided in the negative—yeas 20, 


-nays 22, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, Clayton, 
Crafts, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Graham, Huntington, Mer- 
rick, Miller, Morehead, Phelps, Smith of Indiana, Sprague, 
Tallmadge, White, and Woodbridge—-20. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Archer, Bagby, Benton, Buchanan, 
Calhoun, Cuthbert, Fulton, King, Linn, McDuffie, McRoberta, 
Rives, Smith of Connecticut, Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, 
Wilcox, Williams, Woodbury, Wright, and Young—22, 


The CHAIR then announced that the resolutions 


ef the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Rives] were be- 
fore the Senate, as follows: 


Resolved, That another of the prominent causes which tend 
to prolong and increase the financial embatrasyments of the 
country, and to retard the ultimate restoration of public and 
private credit, is. the uncertainty and suspense thrown 
over the policy of this Government, in regard to the 
debts of the States, by the agitation of projects for the 
virtual assumption of those debts by the authorities of 
the Union; that while this uncertainty is permitted lo 
exist, its mischievous effect is to foster delusive hopes 
of relief fiom a quarter whence it can never legitimate- 
ly proceed, and to divert the attention of the indebted States 
from that timely and energetic application of their own re- 
sources to the fulfilment of their engagements, which they 
would otherwise make, and which is the sole natural and. prop- 
er reliance for the liquidation of their respective liabilities; 
and it is, therefore, urgently demanded by the interests of the 
parties immediately concerned, as well as by those of the 
country at large, that Congress should now explicitly and un- 
equivocally declare the views it entertains of the appropriate 
and constitutional sphere of its powers and duties in relation to 
this subject. 

Resolved, That, in the fundamental division and allotment 
of political power established by the Constitution between the 
Government of the Union and those of the several States, 
there is no power or authority given to the former to provide 
for the payment of the debts Incurred by the latter, in virtue of 
their undoubted competence, and within their separate and ex- 
clusive jurisdiction; that any attempt by the General Govern- 
ment thus to assume, and impose upon the people of tbe 
Union, the debts of individual States, would be not merely a gross 
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perversion of the trusts coħfided to it, but an utter annihilation 
of that wholesome and necessary relation between power and 
responsibility, which is the vital principle of all representative 
government; that such an arbitrary and unauthorized transfer 
of burdens, from those who created, and should alone be respon- 
sible for them, to others who are alien alike to their origin apd 
their benefits, involves so flagrant a violation of the principles 
of justice, that 1tcould not but most seriously impair the har- 
mony, and ultimately jeopard the union of the States; and that 
any expectation, therefore, that this Government will at any 
time, now or hereafter, assume or provide for the payment of 
the debts of the individual States, directly or indirectly, is 
wholly unwarranted and illusory. 

Resolved, That a‘ just sentiment of respect for the charactor 
of sovereign States, incurring pecuniary obligations by a delib- 
erate act of the public will, anda soiemn pledge of the public 
faith through their constitutional and appointed organs, forbids 
the apprehension that any of the States of this Union will fail 
to call forth their utmost resources forthe final redemption of 
their engagements; preferring every sacrifice Le disnenor, and 
proud to illustvate that jealous spirit of independence which 

elongs to free republican States, by a stern and strenuous reli- 
ance on their own faculties for deliverance from their present 


- temporary embarrassment. 


Which Mr. ALLEN had Proposed to amend, by 
inserting after the word “States,” in the 9th line 
of the second resolution, the following words: 


By the appropriation or pledge of any part of its revenue or 
other income; or by the issue, transfer, or pledge of any stock 
or other securities; or by the pledge of any part of the public 
domain; or by the pledge, appropriation, or diversion, or 
doposite ofany part of the proceeds arising from the sales of the 
public domain, to such States, or to the holders of the obliga: 
tiens ofsuch States, or by any other means, direct or indirect. 


For the whole of which Mr. Merrick offered 
the following as a substitute: 


Resolved, ‘That governments are vightfally instituted soiviy 

for tha happiness of the governed; and, consetjtiently, that gov- 
erament is derelict in its dyty, which shall refuse or neglect the 
full exertion of its legitimaté powers for the reli Fofila citizens, 
whenever evils destructive of their happiness exist, which such 
legitimate exertion of the powers of government are competent 
toremove or alleviate, 
Resolved, That evils ofthe most grave and distressing charac- 
ter do now aflect.a very large portion of the people of these 
United States, which it is fully within the competency of this 
Government greatly to alleviate, if not entircly to remove; and 
from which. there is no relief to be expected, unless from the 
timely interposition of Government, till alter long and protract- 
ed suffering. 

Resolved, That the most prominent among these evils, are 
the great disorders of the currency; the unexampled apprecia- 
tion of money, as compared with the products of industry, and 
all kinds af property; the consequent Searuciien ofcredit, and 
paralysis of trade and commerce; the large indebtedness of 
nany of the States of the Union; aud the pressure of direct tax. 
ation upon their people. 

Resolved, That a fair and equal distribution among all the 
States ofthat vast amount of their common property, the pub- 
lic lands, held by this Union, is called for by the present. neces. 
sities of many ofthe States, would be eminently berelicial to 
all, and would greatly promote the happiness and welfare of the 
whole people. 

Resolved, thercfore, That it is the duty of the Government 
of the United States, without further delay, to exercise ita un- 
questionably constitutional power over this rubject, and to 
make such provisions fora distribution of the public lands, or 
a portion of the value thereof, among all the States, as will best 
tend to the relief of both States and the people from the dis- 
tresses and embarrassment under which they are suffering, 


Mr. BARROW remarked that he had, in every 
instance when a vote was taken to lay this ques- 
tion on the table, voted in the affirmative. Hehad 
thus voted, not because of 2 desire to avoid, indi- 
vidually, the responsibility of voting on the ques- 
tion; or to save, so far as his vote would save, the 
party to which he was attached from the responsi- 
bility of a direct vote. He proposed from the 
first, and he now proposed, that, if such was the 
sense of the Senate, a vote should be igken w de- 
clare his opinion on the resolutions ard various 
amendments before the Senate. He wished the 
matter arrested; because, in the first place, he 
knew well, and older Senators knew better than he 
did, that it was utterly impossible to get a vote of 
the Senate on these resolutions~covering so much 
ground, and involving so many high considerations 
and so important a principle—withoat a fejl and 
free discussion. As familiar as the question in- 
volved might be to clder members cf that bedy, 
yet it was not quite so familiar to younger mem- 


bers, among whom he numbered himself. Senators _ 


knew that there were only twelve days left before 
the time fixed by the Constitation for the adjourne 
ment willhave arrived. They al! knew that their 
calendar was loaded with business of a public 
and private character; that the public inter- 
ests, and the private interests of many of 


our citizens, required. definite action before the 
adjournment.. But he would not. dwell upon -the 
reasons. which had prompted. him to-give the votes 
he had given; yet he wished the. country to under- 
stand that this question of the utmost magnitude 
had been pressed upon the consideration of the Sen- 
ate, abd a vote and decision upen it could not be 


rationally and reasonably expected without discus- - 


sion. And the inevitable consequence of discus: 
sion must result in the postponement of all action, 
on the part of that. body, on all other matters, what- 
soever their importance. But if be had no such 
potent and powerful reasons for giving his vote on 
laying the subject on the table, he had another 
one, which, to his mind, was conclusive. These res- 
olutions donot, orcould not, give legislative sanction 
to anything or any principle; and however willing 
Senators were to express their opinions on abstract 
principles, it would lead to no definitive result; and 
however earnestly Senators may now entertain those 
opinions, and however positively they may declare 
that they will abide and stand by those opinions, 
yet he wonld suggest that it was very possible that 
some of the Senators (especially Democratic Sena- 
tors, who profess to hold to the doctrine of instruc- 
tion, and obey the will and wishes of the people) 
would have to change their opinions in relation to 
the principles of the resolutions. He asked the 
Senator from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Bucnanan]——who 
has, to his credit and honor, professing the princi- 
ple (which Mr: Barrow did not subscribe fo) that 
Senators were bound to obey the will and instruc- 
tions of the Legislatures of their States,—he asked 
that Senater—who, on one occasion, cast a vote in 
opposition to the convictions of his own mind, in 
obedience to the will of his constituency—whether, 
if he voted against those resolutions, a case might 
not arise where he would feel it to be 
his imperious duty to give a vote adverse 
to the -principles of those resolutions. If he 
should receive instructions from his Legis- 
lature to vote in a particular manner up- 
on the question of assuming the State debts, 
whether, as a Democratic Senator, he would not 
feel it to be his duty to vote for the issuing of scrip 
by the Federal Government, for the relief of the 
States? And other Senators on that side (Whig 
side) may have occasion to change their opinions, 
He presented that view of the question, to show 
how unwise it was for Senators to pledge them- 
selves to the support of any particular abstract 
proposition. But he would dwell no longer on 
that branch of the subject. He had no inclination 
to consume cne moment of the time of the Senate 
ia the discussion of the resolutions. He had too 
much respect for that body, and for himself, to 
enter into a discussion of the great principles in- 
volved in the resolutions and amendments, with- 
out preper investigation; but, being called upon to 
vote, it devolved.on him, unprepared as he was, 
to say a few words in relation to the principles in- 
volved in the resolutions. A false issue was pre- 
sented to the American people, through the press; 
and by a few remarks which had been made in the 
Senate since the introduction of the resolutions, a 
faise issue was also presented as to the action 
which had been proposed in the other House. 
The question discussed there, and through the 
public journals, was, whether there should be an 
issue by the Federal Government of stock based 
upon the public lands, for the relief of the States; 
and not, as was represented by the remarks of the 
Senator from Virginia, [Mr. Rrvgs,] as a prop- 
osition for the Federal Government to assume 
the debts of the States. Now, he would not stop’ 
to discuss at large the abstract proposition of the 
power of the Federal Government to assume the 
debts of the States, without reference to the nature 
of these debts and the condition of the country, 
when the question shall be presented. He asserted 
that, if the action of this Government was sufficient 
to settle any constitutional question, the power 
. of ‘thisGovernment even to assume the debts of 
the States has been, by the action of this Govern- 


meat, settled affirmatively. Whether. the decision 
was correct or not—whether the action of -Con- 


| gress Was a usurpation of power—was a question 


he would not then undertake to discuss; but he 
would call the Senate to the case and the occasion. 

In 1790, during the administration of General 
Washington, Congress did assume the debts of the 
States—amounting to more than $31,000,000; and 
$4,000,000 of that amount was paid to the State 
which the honorable Senator [Mr. Rives] who in- 
troduced these resolutions in part represents. He 
(Mr. B.) knew. that Senators on the other side 
would say, in reply to this, that that was an ase 
sumption of debis contracted by the States during 
our revolutionary war, in a struggle which was the 
common cause ofall, This did: not affect at all 
the question of the constitutional power of the Gov- 
ernment. And this case, as well as that, was 
to. be settled on grounds of expediency alone; and 
it was the expediency of the measure then, and.noth- 
ing else, that settled the question. South Carolina 
was indebted $3,500,000, and the Government as- 
sumed the debt, to that extent, for her. Whether 
the exigencies of these States were such now'as to 
make it expedient to interfere in any manner, was 
a question of expediency, and notof constituriona 
power, as he viewed, and as he thought the Sen- 
ate would view it, when he presented it in ¢on- 
nexion with another subject. He did not wish to 
be understood as expressing an opinion, that the 
Government had thé power to assume, when. the 
majority of Congress pleased, whether the debts 
were contracted for any and every purpose. He 
would only refer to one other instance of the as- 
sumption of debis—not of the States, but of in-* 
dividuals—on the part of the Government. The 
Government assumed the debt of individuals to 
the amount of £600,000, when the great leader 
of the State-rights party was at the head. of - 
the Government. In the treaty of 1802, be- 
tween Lord Hawkesbury and» Mr. King, the 
United States Government agreed to pay: £600,000. 
For what purpose, and when? To British merchants, 
for debts due to them by American merchants; not 
for debts in aiding in struggles for independence, but 
debis due by American citizens to English citizens 
when the war broke out. It was a subject of cor- 
respondence between these two Governments fora 
long time, when this Government finally obligated 
itself to pay the debts of those individuals, ~ Bat, to 
pass by that, and come to the grounds in ‘this 
matter, He held, in reference to this question, 
which was presented to the American people—the 
power and duty of the Federal Government to as- 
sume, in some form or shape, and to assume them 
speedily, to relieve the States, the heavy debts 
which were weighing them down—that it was the 
duty of the Government to interfere in some way. 
The public domain belonged to the States of this 
Confederacy. ‘This was the platform on which he 
stood. The question was not whether this Gov- 
ernment had the power to assume the debts of the 
States, but whether they ought to be assumed. He 
thought it was the duty of Congress, in this time of 
pressing need, to come forward and relieve the 
Stales, by appropriating to their use the proceeds of 
the public lands; and if it became necessary to an- 
ticipate those proceeds by the issue of stock, he 
could see no good reason why it should nót be 
done; but he was inclined to think this would not 
be necessary. 

Mr. RIVES would merely say, that, whether 
other gentlemen might feel themselves called:oa to 
express their views or net, he did not himself in- 
tend to consume a single moment of the time of 
the Senate in the discussion of the subject. He 
had offered the resolutions with no purpose of inter- 
fering with the important business which was al- 
ready before the Senate. He thought the proposi: 
Hons contained in the resolutions were so plain, 
that gentlemen would have no difficulty in veting 
upon them at once. If, however, gentlemen’ on 
the other side were disposed to debate the question, 
he did not wish to be held responsible for the 


eansumption of time. ) i C 
oiher day, had made an. appeal to “him to ac- 
cept the proposition which he had submitted as an 
amendment of his resolutions: This be could not 
do, inthe manner and form in which it was effer-. 


ed; bat he had prepared a modification” of that. 
amendment, so as to make it applicable to. the issue - 


of the two hundred millions of Government stock. 
He had no objection so to` modify his ‘resolutions 
as to make them applicable to the mode of as- 
sumption. If this met the views of the gentleman 
from Ohio, he would adopt the modification: 

“Mr ALLEN said his object in. presenting the 
amendment, was to émbrace the proposition of 
the issue of Government stock, called ‘the two 
fundred’ million scheme, and all other schemes 
which: authorized the issue of- serip _ predicat- 
ed upon the proceeds of the public domain. He 
Kad not drawn up that amendment with anything 
fike ostentation; and. as the phraseology employed 
by the Senator from Virginia embraced very near- 
ly the true object which he had in view, he was 
perfectly ‘content that the gentleman’s modification 
should be substituted for the amendment which he 
had proposed. 5 - : : 

“Phe modifieation proposed by Mr. Rives was 
then’ accepted as a substitute for Mr. ALLEN’s 
amendment. 


_ Mr: GRAHAM apprehended the question should | 


first be taken on the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. MERRICK was of opinion that, now, the 
next question in order would be on his amend- 


ment. t , 

‘Mr. BUCHANAN apologized for not address 
ing the Senate on this occasion. It was eviden 
that this discussion interfered with the bill of the 
Senator from Missouri (Mr. Linn] for refunding 
the fine imposed on General Jackson by Judge 
Hall, and also would be likely to interfere with the 
-bill of the Senator from Georgia on the subject of 

- the bankrupt Jaw: As soon as these subjects should 
be disposed of, he would feel himself pledged to 
bring forward the question involved in these reso- 
lutions, in a few direct petitions which he would 
present; and, on that occasion, he would claim the 
indulgence of the Senate to grant him one-half 
hour forthe expression of his sentiments. 

The question then coming up cn Mr, Mernicn’s 
amendment, 
|. Mr. BERRIEN observed, that this being a prop- 
osition to strike out one or more of the original 
resolutions, could not, as he conceived, take prece- 
dence of a proposition to perfeet the original prop- 
osition by amendment. Before a motion to strike 
out is in order, iti- competent to entertain a mo- 
tion to amend. The modification of the second 
resolution not having been put to the vote, but be- 
ing accépted by the framer of the original proposi- 
tion, did not affect the right to amend. He would 
therefore submit an amendment, to be decided be- 
fore the motion to strike out could be entertained. 
As he understood, the object of the Senator from 
Virginia was to obtain a direct vote on the question 
of: the constitutional power and expediency of en- 
tertaining any proposition for the assumption of the 
debts of the States by the General Government. If 
confined to that object solely, he could see no objec- 
tion to the expression of opinion required; but these 
resolutions go beyond that object, and bear an infer- 
ence which may create an objection with several Sen- 
ators to vote on them. They leave the inference 
that the Senate denies the constitutional power of 
the Government over the question of the distribu- 
tion of the proceeds of the public lands, or the pub- 
lic domain itself. His desire, in the amendment he 
should submit, was to exclude any inference be- 
yond the naked question on which the Senator from 
Virginia proposed to obtain the vote. The Sena- 
tor would see, that if the proceeds of the sales of 
the public lands were distributed among the States, 
they could apply the amount to the payment of 
their debts, or any other. purpose; yet this would 
not be the assumption at. which the Senator’s reso- 
lutions are aimed. His amendment to the second 
resolution was a proviso that nothing therein con- 
tained shall be deemed to affirm or deny the power 
of the General Government to distribute to the 
States the proceeds of the public lands, or to sur- 


The Senator from Ohio, the y 


sibly have?. Will they arrest public opinion? Is 
the Senate of the United States constituted for the 
manufacture of publie opinion? Is it to be the 
Propaganda of public sentiment? If gentlemen eX- 
from- Virginia, having come up as & substantive || pected this, they would be disappointed. They 
proposition, and'a modification of one of them hav- could neither make nor crush public opinion- heir 
ing been‘accepted, the next amendment in succes- resolutions, even if they were passed, would amount 
sion was on the proposition of the Senator from to nothing. ‘Fhey would have no legislative effect, 
Maryland, [Mr. Mxrnic,] to strike out, and sub- and could not manufacture the publie opinion ex- 
stitute certain’ resolutions offered by him. ` The pected from them. The more they are discussed, 
amendment of the. Senator -from Maryland then |] the more discussion they will create among the 
stood as an amendment to the -original proposition; people; so that, instead of crushing the sentiments 
and it was, therefore, competent to any one to go they are intended to extinguish, they will excite 
astage farther, and move to amend the amend- their development and extension. He, for one, 
ment. He would, therefore, move to amend the had no opinion to conceal, or shrink from avowing 
amendment, by striking out the second resolution, in the. face of the world. If gentlemen wanted an 
and inserting the substitute he should send to the expression of his sentiments on this subject, they 
Chair. should have it, vote or no vote. He told them now 
The CHAIR explained that the motion of the that, in his opinion, this Government was under 
Senator from Georgia to perfect the resolution, || no obligation whatever, moral or legal, to assume 
would be in order before either motions to strike || the debts of the States, incurred for their: own in- 
dividual purposes. Tt. was his opinion that the 
faith of the General Government was not commit- 
ted in the slightest degree by the obligations of the . 
States to their creditors. He trusted the day was 
for distant when any state of things could exist in 
which it would be expedient even for the General 
Government to entertain the subject, in any shape 
or form, of interfering for the adjustment of State 
it would be utterly impracticable to advance || Obligations. But much and derideoiy He he ber 
any further this session with the ordinary business opposed to auch mier a E pent prepared 
of legislation. The proper despatch of the real to say that, in t aoe erea p E t Pa i 
business yet to be accomplished, and the due delib- viewed in perspec eed pees l ee not y 
eration of the vast and momentous questions which || 88e in which the em Rear ae N 9 IAN oronorg 
must necessarily be called upin this discussion, Biates may bedeeefal Government ts ae A aa 
were incompatible. It was but a few days ogo, , Piste een 
when there ie a full session, (or pne very nearly whole Union. And viewing tha! pobun ana 
full,) that this whole subject in another form had he only looked upon it, as a present a oran na 
been deliberately laid on the table. These resolu- a bare possibility—he was not prepare to p A 
tions of the Senator from Virginia escaped the fate himself, by any obligatory võte, against such jine 
of the resolutionsof the Senator from South Caro- of conduct as the best policy and best interests of 
lina, with the various amendments pending to them, the country might demand at his hands. — 
by the mere accidental circumstance of being After reviewing the whole subject in a great 
out of reach, though substantially before the variety of lights, Mr. C. cencluded by remark- 
Senate. They were merely outside of the rules by ing that he could not vo e for the amendment of the 
which, technically, they could be considered as Senator from Georgia, nor did he see how any friend 
pending amendments; but now they come up with || to the great principle of distribution could vote for 
all the vitality of the original resolutions of the || it. The question of the distribution of the pro- 
Senator from South Carolina; and as many, if not ceeds of the sales of the public lands to the sev- 
more, amendments are to-be discussed, one -after eral States was one which he and his friends had 
another; till every remaining hour of the session is maintained with all the zealand energy of which 
to be consumed upon them. Virtually, they should || they were capable; they had never doubted -the 
be considered as having gone on the table with the constitutional power to make that distribution. 
original resolutions to which they were intended to || They considered it a question placed beyond the 
be appended; and the gentleman might just as possibility of doubt, But the amendment of the 
well make a motion to take up the resolutions of || Senator from Georgia at once sanctions a doubt upon 
the Senator from South Carolina again, as to pro- || that point in the outset, by stating that this res- 
ceed with these resolutions. Now, he would ask, || olution is to be understood as neither affirming nor 
had not the rights of legislating in this way some denying the power of the General Government as 
assignable limits? Is the ordinary business of to the distribution or surrender to the States of the 
Congress to give way to this reiteration of abstract public lands. He could not vote for it, and he 
discussions, leading to nothing, and not even hav- trusted the friends of distribution would not. 
ing any professed object of direct action in view? Mr. BAGBY explained; and, in the course of 
Are the gentlemen who stand pledged to certain || his explanation, he denied that he had attempted 
views, or who have bronded over this subject till they |) to manufacture public opinion by anything which 
think they are enlightened enough to come toa decis- he had said; and he asserted that he was as little of 
ion, the only persons whose wishes are to be consult- || @ political propagandist as the Senator from Ken- 
ed? . The Senator from Virginia, who introduced || tucky himself. Since he had had the honor of a 
these resolutions, had doubtless investigated the || seat in the Senate, he had never played the part, 
subject thoroughly; and, being satisfied himself, |} ner aitempted to play the part, of a political propa- 
now called on every one else to vote without dis- || gandist. He had never introduced into this body 
cussion—not even deigning to bestow upon the || whatthe gentleman was pleased to denominate ab- 
Senate the information in his power to bestow. He || stract propositions; and, if he adhered to bis present 
seems, on the contrary, to imagine that they are || impressions, in all human probability he never 
such invaluable propositions, that, once they are || should. Indeed, he had gone further; for he had not 
proposed, it is the duty of the Senate to vote upon |} only not introduced abstract propositions there, but 
them in silence and in reverence. And what sub- || he had not even entered into their discussion until 
jects do they involve? Subjects of the gravest and || he was driven to it by the remarks of other Sena- 
most momentous . character—touching the very || tors on this floor. Great, and vital, and important 
foundations of the whole fabrie of cur Government || as these and kindred propositions were, he had 
-and institutions, These were not queslionsto be || not entered into this discussion to manufacture 
hastily and burriedly voted upon, and without dis- || public opinion; for he was not vair enough to be- 
cussion. Yet it was obvious no time remained of || lieve thathe could manufacture public opinion, even 
this session for discussing any one branch of these || for those who generally think with bim; much less, 
subjects. i - for others who differed from him. But, little as he 
These resolutions are put forward as of vital and jj; expected anything which he said to have any effect 
pressing necessity, to arrest the doctrines spreading || on the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. CRITTENDEN, | 
abroad in relation to the assumption of the debts of | he must say he was a little astonished at the small 
the States. Whateffect of that kind can they pos- | importance that Senator seemed now to attach 


render the ‘public lands tc the several Siates to 
which they belong. Nes, f 

Mr. BAYARD understood the state of the case 
to be, ‘now, that. these resolutions of the Senator 


out. 

Mr. BAYARD believed the Chair was right. 
His amendment could therefore lie over till the 
proposition of the Senator from Georgia was dis- 
posed of. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN thought it wasnow perfectly 
manifest that, if this discussion was to proceed, and 
amendments on amendments were to be considered, 


to the introduction and discussion of propositions 

like this;for, though he did not- recollect any occa- 

sion on which the Senator had troubled the Senate 

with resolutions of this character, he did recollect 

a notable instance when, whatever tbe effect might 

be before the country, or in other quarters, he did 

not expect the effect would have been entirely lost 

on the Senator from Kentucky himself. What 

was the course of that gentleman’s illustrious pre- 
decessor?~~and when he said illustrious, he meant- 
what be said. At the last session, that individual 
(Mr. Clay) introdaced eleven abstract propositions; 
and they occupied the time of this body for. five 
calendar months; and not only so, but when he 
(Mr. Clay) retired from thie body, in his valedic- 
tory address, he bequeathed those resolutions as a 
legacy to the Senate. f $ 


Mr. CRITTENDEN made some remark, which 
was not distinctly heard; but he was understocd to 
say that he did not vote for those resolutions. 

Mr. BAGBY continued. Perhaps he was mis- 
taken; buthe could not be mistaken. in this: that 
when such doctors disagreed, as some Senators to 
whom he had alluded, on subjects like this, it 
might be exceedingly difficult for him to decide 
correctly. The course of the last session was to 
consume five months—even that time was not 
deemed too much then—on abstract propositions. 
But now, a short time—-even one short day—was 
considered as an unreasonable appropriation of 
time on a subject like this. And what gave rise 
to the discussion of this question on a former day? 
Why, they had been told, day afier day, session 
after session, and from sources without number, 
that the credit of a number óf these States had be- 
come bad; and without some interference of the 
General Government—if not to pay the debts of 
those States, at least to assist them—ihe taint of the 
credit of the States would extend to the Federal 
credit.’ Now, he did*not wish to say—it would not 
be becoming his position there, and his posi- 
tion forbade it—that he should renew the proposi- 
tion. of the Senator from Virginia; but he asked 
what those propositions were? How much did 
those resolutions contain that was right, and how 
much was contained in them that was wrong? If 
gentlemen could show him anything in them 
that was wrong, he would pledge himself 
to go against them. But they merely contained 
great and fundamental principles. What were 
they? Some of them were, that this Government 
had no constitutional power to provide for the pay- 
ment of State debts; and that if that power ex- 
isted, it would be a dangerous power, and its exer- 
cise would be inexpedient in the extreme. That, 
he believed, was their substance; and he asked the 
Senate if these propositions did not connect them- 
selves intimately, deeply—nay, vitally with the 
condition of the country, and the position of the 
public credit? And if such was the condition of 
the credit of the country, what, he asked, was it 
the duty of Senators to do? The Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. Crirrenpen] told them that he 
was prepared to record his vote on an enactment, 
but he would not act on abstract propositions. 


Now, he asked that honorable Senator where was 
the difference between expressing. an opinion on a 
resolution involving great and important princi- 
ples, and expressing an opinion on a law in- 
volving the same great and important prin- 
ciples? It might be said these resolutions came 
not within the sphere of their action. Well, 
if on the resolutions which he advocated, and which 
he believed contained the true theoryaf the Consti- 
tution on that subject, and on the vote on the 
adoption or the rejection of which he did believe 
the perpetuity of cur institutions depended—if, he 
said, on questions like this, gentlemen come up and 
toe the mark, there must be some reason for it. 
And what was the reason? He spoke from the 
evidence before him; he took into view all the 
discussions on this subject; and he must be per- 
mitied to say, with all possible respeet for honora- 
ble Senators, that there was a disposition mani- 
fested, beyond all doubt, not to express an opinion: 
on these resolutions——not because it wasimproper to 
do so, but because gentlemen considered it impoli- 
tic to do so, Why? Look at the amendment no- 
tified by the.gentleman from Delaware; and what Il 
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was thai? -it came within one inch of the mark, 
The gentieman proposed, in the resolation which 
affirmed that the General Government had. no 
constitutional power to interfere and pay the debts 
of the States, to. substitute the word “obligation” 
for “‘power;” and he talked about legal ‘“obliga- 
lions”. and moral. ‘obligations,’ and. on that 
point they had had many homilies read to them. 
Now, with all-possible respect for the gentleman 
who introduced that amendment, he must be per- 
mitted. to say. that it looked more like political 
propagandism than anything else. 


He then proceeded to notice the remarks of the 
Senator from Louisiana, [M. . Barrow,] who had 
misunderstood his observations on a previous day. 
That honorable Senator had said that those who 
were epposed tothe assumption of State debts were 
so on the ground that they were held by British 
bankers and British brokers; and he further said 
that there was no difference between their obliga- 
tion to American citizens, and British bankers and 
brokers. Why, he (Mr. Baasy) said so too; but 
that was not the point. 
they were under no obligation at all. He would 
ask theSenator from Louisiana, then, the question— 
whether there was a doubt operating on the public 
mind, both at home and abroad, in regard tothe 
pewer of this Government to assume and pay the 
State debts? And he asked if, according to testi- 
mony before them, it was not operating in- 
juriously on the public credit? He asked fur- 
ther, if it was too much to ask Senators to 
remove the doubt which was operating so inje- 
riously—notto manufacture opinion, but to remove 
erroneous impression. Look at the correspondence 
of those British brokers and British bankers with 
the President of the United States and his Secretary 
of State;and what was the language, and what 
was the tenor, of the whole of them? American 
stocks must inevitably go down, unless one thing 
was done; and what was that?) Why, it was said 
an assurance must be extended to the foreign hold- 
ers of State stocks, or the national credit would 
partake of that blight which had cut off all hope 
in reference to State liabilities. That was a ques- 
tion which, in his (Mr. Baesy’s) opinion, called on 
them for a decisive and direct opinion respecting 
State debts; and not for the purpose of manufac- 
turing public opinion. He (Mr. B.) should manu- 
facture opinion for na one; he was there to ex- 
press his own. He wished to manufacture opin- 
ion for no one: he wished to fabricate political capi- 
tal for no one; but he wished to remove impres- 
sions that their treasury was bankrupt, and their 
credit dishonored; and he believed,as he hada 
soul to be saved, that if the American Secretary 
had done what he ought to have done—if he had 
said to these bankers and brokers that this Govern- 
ment had no power over this subject, this Govern- 
ment would never have stood in the position in 
which it was represented to stand at this hour. 
After a few other observations, the honorabie gen- 
tleman took his seat. 

Mr. CONRAD observed thatit was not his inten- 
tion to have takenany further partin this discussion; 
and he would not now have risen, had not the Sen- 
ator from Alabama made allusion to his remarks, 
made the other day. Wot that he considered there 
was anything discourteous in the Senator’s allu- 
sions, but to set himself and the Senator right upon 
some points on which he might be misunderstood. 
It was true he had said—but not to the extent sup- 
posed by the Senator—that he saw nothing in the 
resolutions of the Senator from Virginia, with 
some few. exceptions as to phraseology, to which 
he would not, on general principles assent, 
This, it would be recollected, was said under a 
protest that he had not either heard these subjects 
discussed in the Senate, or had time to examine 


into them himself; and therefore was not prepared 


to expressany decided opinicn—not having, in fact, 
bad an opportunity of making up bis mind on the 
constitutional principles, Bat he was now pre- 
pared to say, that, having examined into the sub- 
ject since these resolutions were last up, he had 
satisfied himself that he could not subscribe to the’ 
resolutions of the Senator from Virginia, without 
radical modifications, which would essentially 
change their character. The first resolution, 


He (Mr. Bacry) said. 


which he considered’ merely prefatory, assess a 
proposition as a fact, which he (Mr. CONRAD) uc > 
nied to. be a fact—thar-“another.of the prominent 


‘causes which tend to prolong and increase the, 


financial embarrassments of. the country, and to 
retard the ultimate restoration of public. and pri- . 
vate credit, is the uncertainty and suspense thrown 
over the policy of this Government, in regard to 
the debts of the States, by the agitation of projects 
for the virtual assumption of those debts by.the, 
authorities of the Union.” ns 

Now, this was what he denied to be the fact.. 
He knew it was not among the causes of the em-: 
barrassments of any of the States with which he. . 
was acquainted; for in such States there was no 
agitation whatever on the subject. 
doubted if it was a subject of agitation in any of 
the States at all—except, perhaps, Maryland, and 
one or two more. Mr. C. in like manner discuss- 
ed the bearings of the several resolutions, and | 
showed, from the context of the whole, why he . 
could not subscribe to them, He then replied to... 
such observations as the Senator from Alabama 
had made in reference to his (Mr. C.’s) former re- 
marks, 

Mr. CRITTENDEN next replied to the re- 
marks of the Senator from Alabama, reiterating 
his former declarations as to his sentiments.on the 
subject of the assumption of the debts of the States. 

Mr. McDUFFIE said, in order that the opinions 
of every Senator might be distinctly obtained upon 
the propositions contained in the resolutions, he. 
would propose an amendment, which he thought 
would naturally-supersede that of the gentleman 
from Georgia; as by it was presented the separate 
and distinct questions of the constitutiovality and 
the expediency of the assumption. of State debts . 
by the General Government. .. : i 

Mr. CONRAD observed that this was the tenth 
or twelfth amendment that had been offered. i 

Mr. McDUFFIE, But this comes to the point. 

Mr. CONRAD. It is about as far from the point, 

I apprehend, as any of the others. He moved to 
postpone the subject to the Ist day of December | 
next. 


Mr. WALKER said he did not know why they .. 
should not be permitted to have. the vote as well 
upon the resolutions as they stood, as though each 
question was presented separately and. distinctly... 
If the resolutions were considered of no conses 
quence in themselves—if they were a mere brutum 
fulmen, and would have no influence upon popular : 
opinion—-upon the action of the States in. relation. ` 
to this matter—why,had gentlemen ‘consumed spi: 
much time? Why were they desirous of avoiding 
a vole, the consequences of which would amount 
to nothing? Why were they endeavoring to avoid 
a vote, by motions to lay the resolutions on the ta- 
ble, and by a motion for postponement? Why avoid 
adirect vote, denying or affirming the question of the 
constitutionality or expediency, as long as it would 
produce no effect? Produce no effect, sir! The Sen- 
ate was one of the parties appealed to, to assume the 
debts of the States. They could not be assumed 
without the co-operation of the Senate; and would 
it, then, have no effect, that one of the parties 
should declare, in. advance, their. belief. that this 
Government had no constitutional power to assume 
those debts? Who ever thought that the .Legisla- 
tures of the several States possessed the power -to 
instruct Congress to violate the Constitution? If 
they pass the resolution proclaiming that the Gov- 
erament possessed no constitutional power to do 
so, instruction would fall impotent. How had 
this question been brought there? Were the Dem- 
Ocratic members of that body to be charged 
with consuming. the time of the Senate upon this 
subject? . Certainly not, The resolutions were 
brought forward by the friends of assumption—by- 
numerous petitions from the people in various 
States, calling upon the Government to assume 
the debis of the States by the issue. of stock. It 
had been brought to their attention by the friends— 
not by the opponeats—of assumption; and the Sen- 
ate had been asked for an expression of its-opinion < 
upon the subject, Was not this parliamentary? . 
What had been the course adopted heretofore upon.: 
such subjects. as this, where petitions had: been 
presented, and the action of Congress upon it re~ 


Indeed, he . © 


quested? ‘Was it not. usually—nay, almost unis 


versally-—the practice: of . that body to make «a re-. 


spectful reply? He wished an expression of the 
judgment of: the Senate to be made in this case, 
that there might be no misconception ‘in the public 
mind in reference to-the subject. And-he would 
say to the Senate; that, by refusing such expression, 
they would assuredly. occasion repudiation on the 
pait of ‘the: Legislatures of the States. He: hoped 
that a direct vote would be taken, believing -it, as 
he did,’of far. greater: importance than any other 
subject ‘which’ could ‘possibly engage the attention 
of Congress. ; E 
“Mi. CALHOUN said he believed there was no 
member of that body who had a greater regard for 
ihe public faith, either of the States individually or 
united, in ‘this Government; there was no man 
more anxious that they should fulfil with fidelity 
the engagements they had made, than he was; and 
yet he’ was as strongly—or, perhaps, more strong- 
ly-—opposed to this measure than any member of 
that body. And if he had no other reason (for he 
would not go into the constitutional argument) but 
a regard for the interests of the stockholders them- 
sélves,he would raise his voice against it. He believed 
it would. be doing them infinite injustice. If, by any 
possibility, this plan should be adopted, it could not 
stand; it would overwhelm the revenue of the 
courtry. Instead of being a charge upon the pub- 
lic lands alone, it would become a charge upon the 
customs, which, every one must be aware, were 
insufficient to sustain the ordinary expenses of the 
Government. To add a burden of six millions 
more was preposterous, It involved the alterna- 
tive—which he trusted no one would desire—of in- 
ternal taxation, or of repudiation on the part of the 
General.Government. 

He was decidedly of opinion that a response 
ought to be given to the numerous petitions which 
had been presented to them, and to the resolutions of- 
fered by the Senator from Maine. ‘They ought to 
put upon record a vote declaring that it would be 
contrary to every consideration of expediency to 
adopt such a measure, in order to let the public 
creditors understand the true state of the ques- 


tion. 

Mr. ARCHER said he was, as decidedly as any 
gentleman within that body could be, adverse to 
the proposition of assuming, on the part of this 
Government, the debts of the States, in whatever 
form that proposition might be presented. He had 
been desirous that an expression of the opinion of 
that body should be had upon the question; but it 
‘was now perfectly evident that every endeavor to 
obtain that expression must fail of success, from 
the policy which be perceived gentlemen were de- 
termined to pursue, in order to prevent a direct 
võte upon the proposition. He did not rise for the 
purpose of going into the discussion of the ques- 
tion; for it was a question, it seemed to him, alto- 
gether too large to admit. of being properly and 
fully discussed during this session, even if the 
whole:remaining time should be devoted to it. 

When this subject was first brought before Con- 
gress, he (Mr. A.) confessed he was among the 
number of those who strongly reprehended (though 
‘he was then in the retirement of private life) even 
the introduction of the question into the Congress 
of the United States. It did not, at that time, even 
enter into his conception that it would ever be mat- 
ter (ashe now found it was likely to become) of 
grave deliberation whether it would be politic or 
just, on the part of this Government, to assume the 
debts of the States. 

He-was desirous of having a distinct vole upon 
the question now, though he was as adverse as the 
Senator from Kentucky had declared himself to be 
to-the-adoption of such a measure; for the matter 
was growing far beyond the bounds of an abstrac- 
tion, though it might, perhaps, be considered a 
demi-abstraction still. He feared that a very 
alarming change in public sentiment, in reference 
to this subject, was about taking place; and, per- 
haps, by the time that Congress should again con- 
vene, if it were undetermined now, they would 
have it forced. upon them the more urgently by rea- 


son of the delay. He was very apprehensive tbat . 


all-resistance to it,even now, would prove vain; 
‘put he desired to include himself among those who, 


on the very threshold of this matter, had waged an 


! undying hostility towards this-absurd: and unwar- 
: rantable scheme. eS 


Gentlemen talked of limitations upon the pow- 


-ers of this Government, and at the same moment 
: were proposing legislative action by which the as- 
` sumption of debts to the-amount of $200,000,000 


was contemplated; and those debts, too, never hav- 
ing been subject to the-action of- this. Government 


When such a proposition as this could find a rest- 


ing place in this, the highest national court of ju- 
dicature, it was enough to awaken: them to. resist: 


ance; it was not a time for idle delay. They were . 
` invoked, by the highest considerations of public 


policy, to offer at once a determined resistance. to 
this atrocious measure—for so he regarded. it. 
But he had riven simply for the purpese of saying 
that, inasmuch as it would be altogether in vain, he 
thought, to attempt to get through this labyrinth of 
resolution piled upon resolution, he felt constrained 
to give way. He would be obliged to forego the at- 
tainment of the object which he greatly desired, 
namely: to obtain an expression of the opinion of 
the Senate upon this question, or else consent to 
consume the whole of the remaining time of the 
session. He would be constrained to vote, there- 
fore—anxious.as he was to give a vote directly upon 
the question, as well as to express his opinions 
upon it—for the postponement. 

Mr. CUTHBERT observed . that he always re- 
garded what was said by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky as being entitled to much weight. But when 
that gentleman declared that he hoped it would be 
impossible that they should te called upon at any 
time to give an expression of the opinion ofthat 
body upon a question which would produce such 
an effect upon the country as this question must 
necessarily produce, he confessed he was not a lit- 
tle disappointed. On this side of the Chamber (the 
Democratic) they understood each other, and the 
country understood them. Their opinions in ref- 
erence to this question were well known; but it be- 
longed to the gentlemen on the other side to solve 
the doubts which were resting upon the public 
mind in regard to what the action of Congress 
would be in reference to it. 


‘Was the Senator from Kentucky (versed, as he 
must be, in the Constitution and the laws of this 
country) not prepared to decide that this Govern- 
ment cannot assume the debts contracted by the 
States-—that this Government cannotlay taxes to be 
applied to the purposes of the States? Surely he 
was prepared for this declaration; if not, what was 
the inference? That the party of which that gen- 
tleman was the powerful champion, was unwilling 
to lay its principles before the country. Was he 
willing to incur a suspicion of this nature? Did 
the gentleman hold that we had no right to hold 
consultation with the people upon subjects of this 
nature? Senators on this side thought differently. 
They were ever ready to enter into consultation; 
to reason; to argue; to remonstrate; to discuss, and 
endeavor to impress those opinions which they be- 
lieved to be just. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN responded to the Senator 
from Georgia, [Mr. Curapert,] by again reiter- 
ating his sentiments on the subject of assumption, 
as stated in his first remarks, 


The question then coming up on Mr. Conrap’s 
motion to postpone the subject to the first Monday 
in December next, 

Mr. EVANS called for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

Mr. ARCHER asked were the resolutions offer- 
ed by the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
McDurris] now included? 

The CHAIR replied in the negative. 

The motion to postpone was then decided in the 
affirmative—yeas 25, nays 22, as follows: 

YEAS--Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, 
Choate, Clayton, Conrad, Crafts, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, 
Gyaham, Henderson, Huntington, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, 
Morehead, Phelps, Smith of Indiana, Sprague, Tallmadge, 
White, and Woodbridge—25, 

* NAYS-—Messts. Allen, Bagby, Benton, Buchanan, Calhoun, 
Cuthbert, Fulton, King, Linn, McDuffie, McRoberts, Rives, 
Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, Wil- 
cox, Williams, Woodbury, Wright, and Young—22, 

Mr. McDUFFIE now submitted his resolutions, 
asa substantive proposition, as follows: 


‘constitutional power to assume 1 À 
States for their own proper purposes, py the issue of stock, 
‘whatever fund may be pledged for the payment of the interest 
-or principal. 


ntof the United States has- no 


Resolved, That the Governme! 
mc : the debts contracted by the 


Resolved, That it is inexpedient for this Government thus to 
assume the aforesaid debts. ` 
He hoped they would be considered now, and 
allowed to go at once to the vote. 
. Mr. EVANS and others objected. 
The resolutions, therefore, lie over one day, under 


‘the rule. 


On motion of Mr. WHITE, the Senate then 
went into executive session; and, after some time 
spent therein, adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpay, February 18, 1843. 
Mr. BARTON presented the petition of numerous 


` citizens of Frederick county, Virginia, praying for 


relief to the country, by the issue of stock based 
upon the proceeds of the sales of. the public lands. 

Mr. W. W. IRWIN presented the memorial of 
William Bell and 642 other citizens of Western. 
Pennsylvania, (who consider the public domain 
as the property of the individual States,) praying. 
Congress to pass an act for the issue of Govern- 
ment stock, on the basis of the public domain. 


THE OPERATION OF THE TARIFF ON 
FOREIGN TREATIES. 


Mr. McKEON offered the following resolution; 
and it was adopted: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be request- 
edto communicate to this House (if not incompatible with the 
public interest). any correspondence between the representa: 
tives of foreign Governments and the Government of the Uni- 
ted States in relation to the operation of the present tariff laws 
on treaties existing with those foreign Governments. 


THE BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. FILLMORE said it had been his intention . 
to move, tbis morning, that_the House resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union; but Ke bad been appealed to on all sides 
of the House to permit some bills on the Speaker’s 
table to be this day disposed of; and he would, 
therefore, waive the motion which he had intended 
to make, so that the bills alluded to could be ta- 
ken up and disposed of, and that then the commit- 
tees could be called for reports; but, on Monday 
morning, he should move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the'state of 
the Union. : 

Mr. COWEN suggested that, after the disposal 
of the business alluded to, the House should: take 
up a bill on the table for the relief of Amos Ken- 
dall; and he gave notice that he should move ‘that 
the House go into Committee of the Whole on that 
bill. 

Mr. J THOMPSON rose, and called for the or- 
ders of the day. 

Mr. A. H. H. STUART obtained permission ta 
bring before the House the state of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs; which, being without a quorum, 
in consequence of the sickness of several of its- 
members, it was unable to transact any business. 
He, therefore, moved that other gentlemen be ap- 
pointed, to give the committee a working quorun, 
in the place of those who were unable to attend. 
The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MOORE presented resolutions of the Legis- 
lature of the State of Louisiana, directing the Sen- 
ators from that State, and requesting its Represent- 
atives, to endeavor to get the Government to assist 
that State in removing obstructions in Red river; 
and another like resolution, directing and request- 
ing their Senators and Representatives to use their 
exertions to have the second regiment of dragoons, 
now in the service of the United States, to. be 
equipped, mounted, and occupied as at present, at 
Fort Jesup. 

Mr. W. B. CAMPBELL presented additional 
documents, relating to the case of John McIntosh 
of Florida. 


Mr. TURNEY presented like papers in the same 
case. 

Mr. J. P. KENNEDY, from the Committee on 
Commerce, submitted a bill, as an amendment to a 
bill transmitted by the Secretary of the Treasury 
at the last session of Congress, in relation to 
custom-house organization. 


THE REMOVAL OF JONATHAN ROBERTS. | 


“The SPEAKER presented to the House.an Ex- | 
ecutive communication from the Treasury Depart- ` 
‘ment, in answer to a resolution of the House of | 


Representatives of the 13th February last, respects 


ing the removal.of Jonathan Roberts, collector of ` 


Philadelphia, which was as follows: 


“TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
» February 16, 1843. 


: Sır: I have the honor to state, in reply to the resolution ofthe © 
House of Representatives, adopted onthe 13th instant, that no- ` 


chargea have been preferred to this. department against Jona- 
than Roberts, late collector of the port of: Philadelphia, relative 
to his discharge. of the duties of said office; that no order, in- 
struction, or request, addressed to thé said Jonathan Roberts, to 
remove or appoint any subordinate officers of the customs at 
‘the port of Philadelphia, is contained on tha records of this de» 

artment. The only letter on that subject, within my knowledge, 

eing.a private mote written by me, endorsing ove from the 
President} copies of neither of which weré retained. 

‘J herewith inclose, agreeably tothe call contained in the reso. 


Jution,.a copy of the order, or letter, dismissing Mr. Roberts - 


from the office of collector of said port, (marked A,) and a 
copy of a letter from the First Comptroller, (marked B,) which 
onstitute all letters and papers in possession of the department, 
celating to the subject embraced in said resolution. 
Tam, sir, very respectfully, 
Your obedient servant, 
W. FORWARD, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


Tothe Hon. Joun Warre, Speaker, &c. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
September 10, 1842, 
Bır: I am directed by the President to inform you that he has 
appointed Thomas 8, Smith to be collector of the customs for 
the district of Philadelphia, in your place. 
Tam, very respectfully, 
Your obedient servant, 
W. FORWARD, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
JonatuHan Roserrs, Esq,, f 
Late Collector of the Customs, Philadelphia, 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Comptroller’s Office, September 10, 1842. 
Sir: Thomas 8. Smith having been appointed collector of 
Philadelphia, you will deliver to him, on application, all the 
ublic property in your possession, together with the forms, 
Pooks of entry, and instructions relating to the duties of the of- 
fice, with which you have been furnished by this department; 
for all which you will tako duplicate reccipts, (specifying every 
article,) and forward one of them to this office, 
Very respectfully, 
aa Your obedient servant, 
J. W. MeCULLOCH, 
Comptroller, 
JONATHAN Rozerts, Esq. i 
Late Collector of Philadelphia. 


Mr. TOLAND moved the reference of these 
papers to a select commitiee, with power to send 
for persons and papers; and on this he moved the 
previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, the main 
question was ordered to be put, and a motion to 
lay the motion to refer on the table was nega- 
tived. i , 

Mr. WISE called for a division of the mo- 
tion; and the question was first taken on the mo- 
tion to refer, which was carried by a majority of 
74 to 6l. 

Mr. WISE called for the yeas and nays on the 
next branch of the motion; and, being ordered, they 
resulted thus—yeas 77, nays 65. The whole mo- 
tion was, therefore, agreed to. 


REMOVALS FROM OFFICE 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol 
lowing communication, which was read: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
February 16, 1843. 

Sim: [ have the honor to state, in answer to the resolution of 
the House of Representatives adopted on the 13th instant, re- 
quiring copies of all or any charges that may be on file in my 
office against Caltin Blythe, as collector of the port of Phila- 
delphia, and the names of those who petitioned for his removal, 
that no such charges or petitions are contained in the records 
of this department. 

There are recommendations for the office of collector; but as 
they contain neither charges against Mr. Blythe, nor ask for his 
removal they are not deemed to be within the call of ihe reso- 

ution. 

Tam, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

W. FORWARD, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
Hon. Jons WHITE, A 
Bpeaker of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. WISE observed, that as the response of 
the Secretary of the Treasury in relation to the 
removal of Jonathan Roberts, the successor of 
Mc. Blythe, had been referred to a select commit- 
tee, with power to send for persons and papers, 
he should move the same reference in relation tothe 
response respecting the removal of Mr. Blythe, but 
for the reason thathe conceived that the House 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


had in no capacity whatever, under the. Constitu- 
tion of the United States, the power to call the 


Executive to account for the removal of a public ` 


officer. ; 
_Mr. BARNARD called the gentleman to order, 


and demanded what was the question before the 


House. ; 

Mr. WISE said that he should move to print the 
communication from the Treasury Department, 
and on that motion he-intended to speak. We 
have.(said he) an authority in the report of the 


Committee of Ways and Means en the exchequer ` 


bill; and, in that report, the extraordinary doctrine 
was laid down, that the entire Congress of the 
United States could not limit the executive power 
of removal. 

Mr. BARNARD again called Mr. W. to order, 
on the ground of irrelevancy. 

Mr. WISE said be had a right to show why 


he did not- move to refer this communication to a 
select committee, and for pursuing a different 


course from that taken in the case of Jonathan ` 


Roberis.. His remarks were, therefore, ungues- 
tionably pertinent to the motion before the House. 
The two cases were directly parallel. Blyths was 
in office as collector of Philadelphia, and was re- 
moved from it at the time that Roberts was ap- 
pointed, without any imputation on his conduct, 
except that he differed in politics from the party 
in power. He was removed at the time when, not- 
withstanding the par'y that had just got into power 
had denounced the party that had gone out, for po~ 
litical proscription, there were 20,000 hungry 
wolves in this city, of the glorious Whig party, 
seeking whom they might devour. At that time, 
Calvin Blythe was turned out of office, without any 
charge whatever being made against him, and 
Roberts was put in his place. He did not intend 
to ge into the case of Roberts, as it was not the 
subject of investigation; but he would remark, that 
the only blame he attached to the President in rela- 
tion to this matter, was, for not removing him 
sooner than he did. Whether the case of Blythe 
was to be referred to a select committee, with pow- 
er to send for persons or papers, or not, would de- 
pend on the motion of some other gentleman. He 
could not make that motion, for the reason he had 
before given; but would leave it to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. C. Brown.] 


He could not call on the President of the Uni- 
ted States for his reasons for removing men from 
office, when, according to the report of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, they could not even 
delegate that power to the Senate, which co-oper- 
ated in the appointing power. This Committee 
of Ways and Means had voted for the reference 
of the case of Roberts to a select committee, with 
power to send for persons and papers; which was, 
in effect, to make the President accountable to 
them for this removal, when, according to their re- 
port, he was not accountable even to the Senate. 
If there was one principle held by the Whigs more 
sacred than another, prior to the last elections, it 
was that the President of the United States should 
not have the power of removal without the con- 
currence of the Senate. No one before had ever 
held the monstrous doctrine that the House of Rep- 
resentatives should have the concurrent power of 
removal, and the power to send for persons and 
papers, to control the President of the United 
States in the exercise of this power. The doctrine 
he had always maintained was, that the Senate, 
having a voice in appointments to office, should 
also have a voice in removals from office; but that 


the House, having no voice in the appointments, © 


should have none in the removals. He gave gen- 
tlemen warning that if they would go into the 
question of the removal of Jonathan Roberts, he 
should go into the case of the removals of 1,700 
postmasters by the gentleman from New York, 
[Mr. Grancrr,] when he was Postmaster General. 
He had ever been opposed to the blind and indis- 
criminate removal of political opponents from 
Office. He believed that one of the evils that was 
gnawing into the vitals of our institutions was the 
want of permanence in appointments to office; 
and if parties were to be permitted to put in their 
friends, and put out their enemies, every four years, 


the Government must. go to wreck for the want of 
competent persons to carry it on. : i 
Mr. EVERETT here called Mr. Wise to order 
for irrelevancy; and, after a short. discussion on 
the point of order, A 
The SPEAKER decided that the gentleman from 
Virginia was in order. DE een 
Mr. EVERETT appealed, and called for the 


"previous question; which was seconded: by. the 


House; and, under its operation, the appeal was 
overruled. : cae 

Mr. WISE then concluded his remarks by say- 
ing, that if gentlemen would go into this matter, 
they must also take up the reign of the “one 
month,” as well as any succeeding period. since 
the political death of Mr. Van Buren. The very 
time when they were protesting to the people of 
this nation that they were against proscription, the 
Whig party made the greatest number of remo- 
vals—thus showing to the world that they were 
hypocrites and knaves. ; 

Mr. CHARLES BROWN rose and. moved that 
the communication he referred to the select com- 
mittee, with instructions to inquire whether Jona- 
than Roberts took any part in the removal of Cal- 
vin Blythe, and what that part was. He made 
this motion, for the purpose of enabling him to say 
a few words to the House. 

Mr. TOLAND said he had no objection to any 
inquiries being instituted. — ` 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON wished to know 
whether the morning hour was now going on., 

The SPEAKER said it was. z 


Mr. C. BROWN said the communication was 
such as every one expected to see. There were no 
charges against Calvin Blythe. Indeed, none could 
have been made against a man who preserved such 
an unblemished reputation, after a life of forty-five 
years, twenty of which had been spent in the service 
of his State, and on the batile-fields of his country. 
In the post of Secretary of State, judge of one of 
the State courts, and a public officer in various site 
uations, he always bore and sustained a character 
of unimpeachable integrity. Appointed collector 
of the port of Philadelphia but a short time before 
the close of the late Administration, he bad-not 
been in office more than one. year before he was 
removed, without a taint, or a suspicion, or & 
charge of any sort. Such was -the history, ina few 
words, of Calvin Blythe. How different that of 
his successor! Jonathan- Roberts was put in office 
to serve the basest purposes—to be the instrument 
of carrying out the political and personal schemes 
ofbad men. It is upon the record given. to::the 
world by Mr. Roberts himself, that he took the 
office upon the conditions that. be should turn out 
faithful officers, and put in their places the profili- 
gate and corrupt. No sooner was he installed in 
office, than every inspector and watchman in the 
custom-bouse was removed, without a man at 
sunrise the next day to tell the tale that he was 
still in office. In the letter of the President an- 
nouncing the appointment, he tells Mr. Roberts 
that he is expected to appoint such men as Bela 
Badger and J. Washington Tyson should: name to 
him;—nay, worse than that—such men as they 
had promised office to before: they. were appointed, 
and, no doubt, as. the price of personal services to 
them in aiding them to get office from the Presi- 
dent, or for corrupt services for pipe-laying. for 
the Whig party to achieve its victory ot- 1840. 
And who were Bela Badger and J. Washington 
Tyson, that they should dictate to the Treasury 
Department, or the collector of Philadelphia, who 
should be the officers of its customs? The gentle. 
man from Philadelphia [Mr. Torann] would not 
deny that Mr. Roberis had carried out to 
the letter the instructions of the President, and 
had appointed to office the friends and associates of 
Badger and Tyson. And such appointments! Of all 
the vile and the worthless in Philadelphia, some of 
them were the very worst. Instead of the custom- 
house, they were more fit for the penitentiary 
loafers, pipe-layers, and pardoned convicts we? 
among them. Whig meetings were held toide- 
nounce and repudiate them. Whig newspapers 
utterly condemned them. The whole. city-felt a 
shock at the desecration. of one of its: public ‘ine 
stitutions by the vile character of those placedin 


“jt by Mr. Roberts. Such were the facts of the 
case, Was it-any wonder, then, that the’ Pres- 


Ydent of the United States, as soon ‘as he found. 


‘out {the character of Bela Badger, and those 
he had been the means ‘of ‘putting in _ office, 
‘should request Mr. Roberts to turn them out 
again?’ It was-his duty to ‘request them to be re- 
‘moved. And why could not Mr. Roberts have re- 


moved them? Had he not put them in at the | 
request:of the President?: He had suffered dictation 


in the first instancé—why not in the second? The 
reason ‘was’ obvious. A change had come over 


“the spirit of: bis dream. When he took the office, 
he'was a friend of Mr. Tyler; when he was re- « 


~ quested to make the removals, he was a friend to 
the ‘chief of another division of the party. The 
‘ officers to be removed were the open and avowed 
‘friends to that chieftain; and Mr. Roberts was 


“willing they should continue in office, to abuse f 


and. vilify Mr. Tyler, to promote the election of 

Mr. Clay. These very crimes were qualifications 

in his eyes that fitted them for that service. 

~~ Those were the immediate causes of the removal. 
~Tt.was.on:record. Mr. Roberts had published his 
“own guilt to the world, and it needed no committee 
' of this House to give ità broader circulation. 

There might have been other causes operating 
in the President’s mind when he was removed.” It 
“might have been that Mr. ‘Tyler did not know him 
so well when he appointed him; he might have 
heard afterwards that Mr. Roberts had been a de- 
cided opponent of General Harrison during the 
war; he might have seen on the records of the 
Senate, what he had not noticed before he ap- 
pointed him——that Mr. Roberts had been one of 
those who had attempted to tarnish the fame of 
General Harrison, by refusing in the Senate of the 
United States to honor him. He might also have 

` subsequently seen that Mr, Roberts was the author 
_ of the foulest slander ever propagated in this coun- 
-try, having attempted to tarnish the reputation of 
‘the wife of a hero and statesman—that which no 
honorable man would ever attempt to bring into 
politics. Mr. Tyler might not have known all this; 
“and when he had become informed of it, Mr. B. ap- 
pealed to this House and the country if he was 
‘not right in removing him; and Mr. B. only wished 
that he bad placed his removal on higher grounds— 
on the grounds which he had last stated; but one 
“and all of them were sufficient, and there was not a 
‘man in Pennsylvania, whose feeling was not cal- 
lous, whose heart had not been deeply dyed in 
political partisanship, that had not rejoiced at the 
removal. 
~- Mr. B., in conclusion, withdrew his motion, say- 
ing that his purpose was answered by the commu- 
‘nication just received from the department, and that 
‘he did not wish to couple the name of Calvin 
Blythe any longer with that of Jonathan Roberts. 

Mr. BARNARD now obtained the floor, and 
moved that the House go into Committee of the 
Whole on the subject of the exchequer. 

The motion was voted down. ` 

Mr. TOLAND then addressed the House in re- 
ply to the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Wiss,] 
and the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
Cyartes Brown.] He said it was not his custom 
to take part in debates of this kind; and he would not 
do so on the present occasion, but that he felt it 
due to his constituents to say something. He read 
from the exposé of Mr. Roberts, referred to by his 
colleague, and contended that Mr. Roberts never 
consented to become the tool of any man. 

Mr. C. BROWN rose, and read a part of the 
exposé, containing a letter from the President to 
Mr. Roberts, in which the President stated that 

“Mr. Badger and Mr. Tyson have been the warmest contest- 
ants. They may have made promises in anticipation of suc- 
cess to particular persons, whom you may quiet by carrying 
themout.. I merely make you suggestions as from one friend 
to another, to be adopted by you as your judgment. may dic- 
tate. {have one wish, I confess; and it is that Governor Shultz 
should have the place of principal—an office, the duties of 
which are light, and the income of some moment tohim.” 

This, Mr. B. said, it was known was all earried 
out, except that Governor Shultz’s ‘son was ap- 
pointed instead of Governor Shultz. 

_ Mr. Roberts himself says, in his own exposé, that 
his “appointments ‘throughout were governed by the 
EXPRESSED wishes of the President.” 


never asked for his removal. 
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Mr. TOLAND resumed, and- contended that the 
fact stated by his colleague came from the letter 
of the President, and notfrom Mr. Roberts. He 
rose not to attack the President, but to vindicate 
Mr: Roberts, who was removed because he would 


not become the tool of any man. He did not rise ` 
to speak against Calvin Blythe. He believed Mr. 


Blythe was a man of high character, and he had 
But the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Wise] had attacked. his reso- 
lution as if he had intended, in offering it, to in- 
terfere. with the funetions of the President. So 
far from having any such design, he bad studiously 
avoided affording even a shadow for such a charge. 
He had not called on the President, but merely 
for documents on file in the Treasury Department. 


Were the departments to be sealed to members 


desiring information? 

Mr. WISE said thata mere eall for papers on 
file would give a partial view only of the question. 
A call on the President would give the entire 
view of it. He objected to giving the committee 
power to send for persons and papers, because it 
looked like an attempt to hold the President re- 
sponsible to the House for his appointments. 

Mr. TOLAND continued, and was understood 
to say that the charges against the President, in the 
matter of the removal of Mr. Roberts, were of a 
very grave character, and should be investigated. 

Mr. WISE said he was glad to see what was 
the gentleman’s object. It wasirpeachment. 

Mr. TOLAND did not desire to have words put 
in his mouth which-he did not say. He wished 
inquiries to be instituted, not knowing where those 
inquiries would lead bim. If they led to an im- 
peachment, he (Mr. T.) would not shrink from it. 
Were hea friend of the President, so far from re- 
sisting inquiry, he would encourage and demand 


lt. 

Mr. STANLY next obtained the floor, and ob- 
served that he thought it was too late in the session 
to occupy the time of the House in discussing the 
villany of Captain Tyler. The Captain had not 
been able to get but one Democrat to support him; 
and now there remained no one on that floor to de- 
fend him, except the guard; two of whom, he un- 
derstood, at least, were to receive fat offices after 
the 4th of March. If the subject came up at an- 
other time, he might say something upon it; but, at 
present, thegame was too contemptible for him to 
waste his ammunition upon it. He therefore 
moved the previous question. i 

The previous question was sustained, and the 
House proceeded to vole on the motion to print; 
which was decided in the afirmative. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Treasury Department, trans- 
mitting the names of the clerks and other persons 
employed in that department during the past year: 
laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Also, a communication from the Second Auditor, 
transmitting acopy of the accounts rendered by 
disbursing officers of the Government: referred to 
the Committee on Public Expenditures. 

Also,a communication from the Navy Depart- 
ment, stating that, in accordance with the resolu- 
tion of August 20th, 1842, a contract had been 
entered into for the use of Babbit’s anti-attrition 
metal, and asking that an appropriation be made 
to fulfil the consideration: referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. ; 

Also, a communication from the Post Office De- 
partment, transmitting a list of the clerks em- 
ployed in that department during the past year: 
laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

The following bills from the Senate were sev- 

erally read twice, and referred: ; 
_ The bill explanatory of the act entitled “An act 
in relation to lands sold at the Greensburg or St. 
Helena district, Louisiana,» approved 2d August 
1842; and 

The bill for the relief of the heirs of Madame de 
Lusser, and their legal representatives. 

The bill from the House for the relief of George 
Mayfield, with the amendments of the Senate 
thereto, was taken up, and the amendments con- 
curred in- 


Mr. EVERETT called up the motion for recon- 


sideration of the vote on laying on the table the 
resolution reported by the Committee of Claims, 
allowing them to employ a clerk; and, under the 
operation of the previous question, the reconsider- 
ation was agreed to. ` é 

The question was then taken on laying the reso- 


lution on the table, and decided in the negative; 


after which, 
The resolution was adopted—yeas 99, nays 72. 
“Mr. EVERETT then moved the reconsidera- 
tion of the vote just taken, and called for the pre- 
vious question; which was seconded by the House, 
and under its operation, the reconsideration was 
refused. ; ` 

Mr. SAUNDERS, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported a bill for the relief of Joseph 
William Wilcox; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and ordered to be printed. 

On motion by Mr. TILLINGHAST, the joint 
resolution providing for the distribution of the 
printed returns of the Compendium of the Sixth 
Census, was taken up; and the amendments being 
agreed to, it was passed. 

EXCHEQUER. 

Mr. BARNARD moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole, for the pur- 
pose of considering the exchequer bill; and after 
some remarks in opposition to the motion by 
Messrs. UNDERWOOD and McKENNAN, the 
motion was rejected. 

Mr. BRIGGS asked if private bills were not first 
in order; and, if so, the bill for the relief of Philip 
Renault was the first on the calendar. 

The SPEAKER said that the first business 
would be the motion to print the reports of the 
Committee of Ways and Means on the subject of 
issuing $200,000,000 of Government stock, on 
which the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Jacoz 
Tuompson] had the floor. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON said thatseveral gen- 
tlemen having solicited him to waive his right to 
the floor for today, in order that the House might 
proceed at once to the consideration of private and 
Territorial bills that were on their passoge, he would 
do so, with. the understanding that he might again 
have the floor on Tuesday. ‘This being agreed to, 
by general consent, +, 

The bill for the relief of Philip Renault was taken 
up and read a third time; and, on-the question of 
its passage, 

Mr. BIRDSEYE called for the yeas and nays; 
which being ordered, resulted in yeas 70, nays 98. 
So the bill was rejected. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD proposed to the House to 
proceed with the Territorial bills, and the bills re- 
lating to the District of Columbia. These bad all 
been discussed, with the exception of the District 
bank bills, which he proposed to give the go-by, 
in order to avoid discussion on them. ` 

Mr. ADAMS insisted on taking up first the bill 
for the relief of the heirs of Robert Fulton; which 
was the next in order. 

After a short discussion-as to priority of busi- 
ness, in which Messrs. ADAMS, UNDERWOOD, 
and McCLELLAN, took part— 

The bill for the relief of the heirs of Robert 
Fulton was taken up. 

Mr. W. W. IRWIN called for the previous 
question on its passage. 

Mr. BURKE moved to lay it on the table. The 
report made by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
EHluzarp] was very argumentative and conclusive, 
and showed that the claim was utterly without any 
foundation. 

After seconding the previous question, and or- 
dering the main question, 

The yeas and nays were taken, resulting in yeas 
89, nays 59. ` 

So the bill was passed. 

Mr. R.MeCLELLAN moved the reconsideration 
of the vote just taken, and called for the previous 
question; under the operation of which the motion 
was negatived. 

SURETIES OF SAMUEL, SWARTWOUT. 

The bill to authorize the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to make a compromise with the sureties on the 
official bond of Samuel Swartwout, late collector 
of the port of New York, came up on its third 
reading. 


“Mr. J.C. CLARK moved the previous question; 
which was sustained by the House. 


Mr. GRAHAM moved that the bill be laid on ` 


the table: rejected--ayes 59, noes 75, 
Mr. STANLY asked for the yeas and nays on 
the passage of the bill; which were ordered. 
‘Phe bill was rejecied—-yeas 72, nays 75. 
i SAM WELLER. 


Mr, TOMLINSON appealed to tbe House to 
take up the bill for the relief of Sam Weller. 

Afier objections made in several quarters, but 
subsequently withdrawn, the House agreed to take 
up the bill. 

It was then réad a third time, and passed. 

‘Attempts were then made by Mr. COWEN to 
take up the private calendar; by Mr. McKEN- 
NAN, to take up Territorial business; and by Mr. 
UNDERWOOD, to take up District business. 

After some debate, a motion by Mr. McKEN- 
NAN, that the Territorial and District of Colum- 
bia bills on the Speaker’s table be taken up, with a 
view to their passage, prevailed. 


THE TERRITORIES AND THE DISTRICT. 


A bill making an appropriation for the improve~ 
ment of the public buildings in Florida, was read 
a third time, and passed. 

A billto provide for the erection of a marine 
hospital at Key West, Florida, came up with an 


amendment from the Committee of the Whole. ` 


The amendment declares that the sum of $10,000 
shall be applied to the erection and finishing of the 
hospital. 

It was agreed to, and the bill read a third time, 
and passed. 

The bill making appropriations for the repair 
and improvement of certain roads and other high- 
ways in the Territory of Florida, was, after being 
ordered to be engrossed, read the third time; and, 
on the question “Shall the bill pass?” it was deci- 
ded in the negative. 

So the bill was rejected, 

The bill for the protection of the commerce of 
the western shores of Lake Michigan was taken 
up. 

Mr. ELALSTED moved to amend it, by striking 
out allthe appropriations, except for the harbor of 
Milwaukie and for the light-house. 

Mr. H. DODGE earnestly appealed to the House 
not to strike oul the appropriations for Racine and 
Lockport, which he said were in the bill of the last 
session.” He hoped they would now be retained. 

The question being taken on the amendment, it 
was rejecied; and, the bill having been ordered to 
be engrossed, was read the third time, and passed 
—yeas 84, nays 55. 

The bill to authorize the election of officers in 
the Territory of Wisconsin, was also read the third 
time, and passed. 

The bill making appropriations for certain roads, 
and for the survey of a canal route in the Territo- 
ry. of Iowa, was taken up; and, after some re- 

-marks from Mr. SPRIGG in opposition to the 
bill, and from Mr. A. ©. DODGE in its favor, 

Under the operation of the previous question, 
the amendment pending was concurred in, and the 
bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third read- 
ing. 

On the question of the passage of the bill, 

Mr. SPRIGG called for the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered; and then, 

On motion of Mr. ARNOLD, 

The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Mowpay, February 20, 1843. 

The PRESIDENT | pro iem. laid before the Sen- 
ale a communication from the War Depariment, 
reporting, in compliance with the 5th section of 
the act of 3d March, 1809, a statement from the 
Second Auditor of the Treasury, showing the ex- 
penditures made in the year 1842 out of the ap- 
propriations made for the contingent expenses for 
the military establishment; which, on motion of 
Mr. EVANS, was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. EVANS presented a memorial from citi- 
zens of the State of Maine, praying protection, by 
a specific duty, on imported lumber; which was 
referred to the Committee on Manufactures. 
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Mr. STURGEON presented a joint resolution 
adopted by the Legislature of Pennsylvania, in- 
structing their Senators and requesting their Rep- 
resentatives to urge the passage of a law revising 
the act of 1838, granting a pension for five years 
to the widows of officers and soldiers of the revo- 
lutionary war; which was ordered to be printed, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. _. 

Mr. BATES presented a petition from the West- 
ern Railroad Company, praying an extension of 
the time for laying down railroad iron which may 
be imported free of duty before the 2d of March; 
which was read, and referred to the Committee on 
Finance. : 

Mr. CHOATE: presented a petition from Hall 
Jackson Kelly, asking the United States to grant 
him the privilege to purchase a tract of land in the 
Oregon Territory, for the purpose of colonization, 
on reasonable terms; which was referred to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr, BUCHANAN presented a memorial from 
merchants and traders of the city of Philadelphia, 
asking Congress to modify the provisions of the 
tariff, so as to allow a drawback on exports of do- 
mestie spirits, equal to the duty on the foreign prod» 
uce from which itis distilled; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 


Mr. YOUNG presented the petition of Gilbert 
Buckingham, and 225 others, citizens of Henry 
and Whiteside counties, in the State of Illinois, 
praying for the establishment of a tri-weekly mail- 
route from Peoria, by way of Mount Hawley, in 
Peoria county, Wyoming and Toulon, in Stark 
county, Wethersfield and Genesee, in Henry coun- 
ty, Sharon, and Crandali’s ferry, to Albany, in 
Whiteside county, so as to intersect the Galena 
and Rock Island mail-route at Albany, and the 
Dixon and Rock Island mail-route at Crandall’s 
ferry; which, on his motion, was referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


Mir. SMITH of Indiana, from the Committee on 
the Public Lands, reported back, with an amend- 
ment, House bill entitled “Anact in relation to the 
exemplification of land patents and other evidences 
of title under the act entitled An act to re-or- 
ganize the General Land Office: the amendment 
was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PHELPS, from the Committee on Penisons, 
reported back, without amendment, the bill for the 
relief of Anne Jones 


Mr. P. remarked, in relation to the bill, that the 
applicant claims a pension, by reason of the ser- 
vices of her husband during the revolutionary war. 
She was not a widow when the act under which 
she claimed a pension was passed, which disenti- 
led her to apension by the previous action of 
Pension Department; but the department bad, in 
relation to the act of August last, given such con- 
struction of the pension laws as to extend the 
rights of pension to those who had become widows 
since the passage of the law. The resolution of 
the committee was, therefore, that no action of 
Congress was necessary in the case. He made 
that remark, with a view that the bill be now 
acted upon, by indefinitely postponing it, for the 
purpose of submitting tbe matter to the department. 

On motion of Mr. PHELPS, the previous or- 
ders of the day were postponed, .and the bill was 
taken up, as in committee of the whole, and indefi- 
nitely posiponed. 

Mr. PHELPS, for the same reason and pur- 
pose, made a similar motion. in relation to the 
House bills for the relief of Catherine Wilson and 
Maria M. Brooks; and, on his motion, the previous 
orders of the day were postponed, and those bills 
were considered, and laid on the table. 

Mr. WALKER submitted the following resolu- 
tion, and asked for its consideration then: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to commu- 
nicate to the Senate, at the next session of Congress, a plan and 
estimates for the improvement of the navigation of the Ohio, by 
the construction of an enlarged steamboat canal on the Indiana 
side of the falls, near Louisville; also, to report what effect would 
be produced on the navigation ofthat river above the falls, by the 
removal of the ledge of rocks at that point; also, what would be 
the expense of enlarging the present canal, so as to admit the 
largest class of boats; and what. arrangements, if any, can be 
made for rendering the said canal toll free, or subject to such 
toll only as may be necessary to keep the same in repair. 


Mr. EVANS objected to the consideration of 
the resolution then, on the ground that he did not 


S11 


see that any funds were at the disposal of the de- 
partment for that purpose, - pios 

Mr. WALKER wás understood to say that. no 
appropriation of money was necessary. The resolu- 
tion was, however, laid on the table till to-morrow. 

Mr: CRITTENDEN, from the-Committee on 

- Millitary Affairs, to which had «been referred 
House bill entitled “An act to: provide for the pay- 
ment of Iowa militia called into service in Decem- 
ber, 1839, to prevent the invasion of that Territory 
by the State of Missouri,” reported that the commit- 
tee did not find sufficient grounds to sanction the 
claim, and had instructed him to ask that it. be 
discharged from the further consideration of the 
subject; and, f 

After a few remarks by Mr. LINN, the ques- 
tion of discharging the committee was postponed. 

On motion by Mr. PHELPS, the previous orders 
of the day were postponed, and. the Senate bill for 
the relief of Asahel Brainard was taken. up as in 
committee of the whole; and, there being no 
amendment proposed, it was reported to the Senate, 
and ordered to be engrossed; which having been 
done, it was subsequently read the third time and 
passed. . : 

On motion by Mr. WALKER, the previous 
orders of the day were postponed, and the Senate 
proceeded to consider, as in committee of the whole, 
the bill for the relief of John Hutchins. Mr. 
Warrer having explained the bill, and there 
being no amendment proposed, it was reported to 
the Senate, and ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. It was subsequently read the third time 
and passed. : 

Mr. CRITTENDEN submitted a motion to 
postpone the previous orders of the day, for the pur- 
pose of taking up the bill for therelief of Mrs. Thomp- 
son, widow of the late Col. Thompson; but, after 
a few remarks from Messrs. ALLEN and WOOD- 
BURY, suggesting that if this bill was taken up, it 
would interfere with the resolutions of the Senator 
from South Carolina, [Mr. McDurris,] which 
were in order during the morning hour, he with- 
drew the motion. 


The CHAIR then announced that the fol- 
lowing resolutions submitted by the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. McDurrim] were in. order, 
viz: : ; 

Resolved, That the Government of the United States has “no 
constitutional power to assume the debts contracted by the 
States for their own proper. purposes, by the issue of stock, 
whatever fund. may be pledged for the payment of the inter- 
est or principal. x 

Resolved, That it is inexpedient for this Government thus to 
assume the aforesaid debts. : 

Mr. McDUFFIE said it was not his intention, 
when he submitted these resolutions, to utter a single 
sentence to enforce favorable action upon them; 
but, as be had a very few ideas to express.on the . 
subject, and the Senate being very thin, he. would 
avail himself of a few moments of its time to ex- 
press his views on the spirit of those resolutions. 
Had the Congress of the United States the power 
to execute the object to which the resolutions re- 
late? That was the first and most important 
question; and, in regard to that question, he con- 
fessed he was surprised at the remarks which fell 
from the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Carrren- 
DEN,] on the other side of the Senate, on Saturday, 
when the practical interrogatory was as to the con- 
stitutional power of Congress to execute this meas. 
ure. That Senator, after having disclaimed tha 
there was any obligation on this Government to 
discharge the debts of the States, went onto say 
that there was no provision in the Constitution 
which prohibited an exercise, by Congress, of pow- 
er over the matter, in some form or other. He 
(Mr. McD.) confessed that be was surprised to hear 
that remark, particularly as coming from the hon- 
orable Senator from Kentucky, who, he wa suze, 
was brought up at the time when those admirable 
constitutional doctrines emanated from the State of 
Kentucky in 1800. He (Mr. McD.) was sure that 
the Congress of the United States was prohibited 
from exercising the power; and were they to be 
called upon to assume the exercise of that power, 
because it was not prohibited by the Constitution? 

‘Mr. CRITTENDEN interrupted the Senator 
„from South Carolina, and explained his former re- 
marks to which he (Mr. McD.) had alluded. What 
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he then meatit Was—as thé whole tenor ofhisremarks 


would show—that he was unwilling to express an 
opinion at that time, as to the power of Congress 
to interfere in this matter. He did not intend to 
say that Congress could exercise any power, ex- 
cept sich powers as were expressly granted, or 
which ‘were implied as necessary to carry express 
grants of power. into effect. eve 

Mr. MeDUFFIE resumed. He was -glad to 
hear. the ‘explanation of the Senater. He entire- 
ly concurred with him in-that view—as he pre- 


sumed every Senator would—that they hadall the | 


powets expressly granted, and which were implied 
as necessary to carry out those in such grants. 

He would now proceed to demonstrate. (as. he 
believed it -would not be difficult to do) that there 
was not only Ro such power granted by the Consti- 
tution to the Congress of the United States, but 
that the exercise of sich a power was as positively 

` prohibited as human language could convey apro- 
hibition. What was it that was proposed to be 
done? He besought gentlemen to realize a practi 
cal view of the matter. The stock which it was 
proposed to issue, it was true, was to be sus- 
tained in part by the income derived from the pub- 
lic lands, But be wished to remove from the 
minds of Senators all illusion upon this point. The 
- whole resources of the Government would be ne- 
cessarily charged with the enormous burden con- 
templated by the scheme ofthe issue of Govern: 
ment stock. What were the powers to be exer- 
cised? The whole money power of the Govern- 
ment—the power of borrowing, and the power of 
appropriating; the whole money power-~a power 
involving all the other powers of the Government. 
This was the power to be brought into exercise. 
And he asked if there was not, in reference to the 
exercise of this power, a limitation as express as 
human language could make it? It was declared 
in the Constitution that Congress should have the 
power of raising money—for what purpose? To 
provide “for the commen defence and general wel- 
fare” of the Union. The only purpose for which 
Congress could raise and appropriate money in 
any form, was to provide for the common defence 
and general welfare of the United States. Now, 
if the payment of State debts—the interference 
with, or assumption of State authority—could be 
considered as embraced within the terms “common 
defence and general welfare,” he confessed that to 
him language had lost its power, and they might as 
Well throw aside the Constitution at once. It seem- 
ed to him particularly clear that the powers which 
would be involved in the operation of this scheme 
were positively and expressly prohibited by the 
terms of the Constitution. Language could not 
make it plainer; and he would not, therefore, con- 
sume any more of the time of the Senate upon the 
question of constitutional power. 


They were thus arrested at the very threshold; 
and all those who, with him, entertained the opin- 
jon which he bad just expressed—that the exercise 
of such a power as this would be plainly uncon- 
stitutional—must maintain the ground that any at- 
tempt to impose upon the Government of the Uni- 
ted States the exercise of such a power must be, 
now and hereafter, destitute of any effect. They 
could not pledge the faith of this Government for 
any such purpose. ” 

But suppose that, by a strained construction, 
they could assume to themselves such a power as 
this: when they came to consider its practical re- 
sult, it would seem so totally to reverse all the 
principles of the Government, and so far to de- 
yange the operations, the control, and the responsi- 
bility of the whole system, as to render it evidently 
unconstitutional, even independently of the ex- 
press prohibition. 

At was proposed to throw upon this Government 
the responsibility of collecting taxes for the States, 
and to relieve the State Governments from all re- 
sponsibility in the matter. He begged Senators to 
consider this proposition; and, with that view, he 
would repeat, that it was proposed that this Gov- 
ernment should perform the part of tax-gatherer 
for the several States—giving the State Govern- 
ments the control over the fund, without any re- 
sponsibility as to its collection. And, if they looked 
at the manner in which the debts of the States ha¢ 


‘been contracted, aiid at the means by which 
‘they had been carried on, under 
- extraordinary delusion, in the prosecution of 
J. their ‘works of internal improvement, he thought 


the most 


they would be admonished—and that, in strong 


: language—of the impropriety of the proposed 


scheme of assumption. During the last few 


| years, about two hundred millions ef dollars 


of foreign capital had been brought into. the coun- 


' try. Was there anything that could so totally de- 


range all the monetary affairs of the Government 
as the introduction of this enormous amount of for- 
eign capital? It was like a shower of gold poured 
out upon the States; the natural operation of which 


: was to enhance the price of everything. And it 


might not be inappropriate to-say here, that the im- 
portation of this immense amount of foreign capi- 
tal had contributed as much as the extraordinary 
expansion of bank circulation, or any other cause 
whatever, to occasion those distresses under which 
the country was now laboring. During the period 
to which he bad referred, a perfect delirium. had 
been produced. Men acted precisely as if they. 
had been under the influence of some stimulating 
draught. All responsibility in the disposal of the 
public money was destroyed. And it would be 
seen, by looking at the manner in which the public 
works of internal improvement were carried on, 
that all the agents connected with those works acted 
precisely as if they imagined the funds devoted to 
that purpose had rained down from heaven. 
There was universal excitement—universal deli- 
rium; and the consequence was, the works cost 
three, four, or five times as much as they could 
now be constructed for. What did this go to show? 
It showed that those to whom the appropriation of 
the money was confided, felt no sort of responsibil- 
ity. And he would venture to assert, that, at this 
very moment, there was no prudent man in the 
United States, who had capital, who would take, 
as a gift, nine-tenths of the internal improve- 
ments made by foreign capital, if he were to 
be bound by the terms of the gift to keep up 
those works. They would not pay the expense. 
And he must be permitted to say that the prac- 
tice of borrowing money by the State Governments 
(the most unfortunate of all schemes ever adopted 
by any Government) had been their utter and ab- 
solute ruin, And now, after the people had awa- 
kened from their delirium, looked about them, and 
surveyed the ruin which had been produced, was 
it desiyed that a new stimulus should be adminis- 
tered—that they should be encouraged to engage 
again in the same course of extravagance? Was 
it proper again to administer the same dose, and 
to produce again the same disasters? It was per- 
fectly clear that the . practical operation of the 
scheme would be to destroy the responsibility of 
those to whom would belong the appropriation of 
the public money. The State Governments were 
to expend the money, whilst they were to be freed 
from the responsibility of imposing taxes. Was it 
not plain that, if they were required to impose 
taxes upon the people, in order to raise the money, 
the people would hold a salutary check over them? 
There was noother way to hold them in check, but 
by making them directly responsible. But the ef- 
fect of this system would be to destroy all respon- 
ibility. 

Upon the question of expediency, he would ask 
what favor was it they were about to confer upon 
the States of this Union? The worthy Senator 
from Maryland had been pleased to speak of the 
paternal character of tbis Government, and the ob- 
ligations incident to that character. The paternal 
character of the Government! This was not the 
first time, by many handreds, that he had heard 
this language used. Whenever the Government 
were about 1o de any wrong~~whenever they were 
about to violate the rights of any portion of the 
people—they always assumed this paternal charac- 
ter. It was a remark of Junius, (which was capa- 
ble of specifie application herc,) that “whenever he 
saw a Scotchman smile, he involuntarily put his 
hand upon his pocket.” When he (Mi. MeD.) 
heard the paternal character of this Government 
spoken of, he was disposed to regard the proposi- 
tion by which such a declaration was accompanied, 
with more than ordinary suspicion. He asked 


what was the practical character of the proposition? 
Did gentlemen mean to inculcate upon the people 
of the United States that this Government was en- 
dowed (as a sortof godlike power) with wealthi—a 
sort of inherent wealth, which it did not derive 
from the peopie—that this paternal Government was 
about to relieve the Siates by giving them money? 
Were they, like children, to be deluded with such an 
absurd picture as this?’ Give money to the people! 


Why, ali that this Government possessed, they 
derived from the people. ‘hey had not a single 
dollar that was not drawn from the pockets of ‘the 
people; and. yet this Government proposed to rë- 
lieve the people by giving them money! Were the 
people of these United States supposed to worship 
this Government, as the Persians worship the sun? 
God forbid! Let them meet the question plainly 
and fairly. Every dollar that was given to the 
States, must first be taken from the people of the 
States; and for every dollar that théy received in 
one form, they must payat least a dollar and 
twenty-five cents in another form. This was the 
inevitable consequence—and it could not be avoid- 
ed. He asked Senators if they were willing to 
give this money to the States, to be squandered by 
them, and thereby place themselves under the ne~ 
cessity of calling upon the people for supplies? 
The idea, therefore, of relieving the States by 
granting them money, was drawing a distinction 
between the Governments of the. States and the 
people of those States; which was totally destitute 
of all practical foundation. To be sure, the idea 
of any, he knew, was, that the money to be ap~ 
propriated to the States was to be collected in an 
indirect form—by a system of indirect taxation 
relieving them from the burden of direct taxation; 
but the distinction was totally destitute of founda~ 
tion, Did gentlemen suppose that, with a bank- 
rupt treasury——while this Government was living, 
from day to day, upon the miserable shift of bor- 
rowing money, and after our commerce had been 
cut down so that it would not even sustain the or- 
dinary expenses of the Government—it could, 
nevertheless, sustain the enormous expense of 
granting $200,000,000 to the States? In less than 
a single year, if this system were adopted, they 
would have to resort to direct taxation. : 

But there was another view of the subject which 
claimed their attention. The measure was pro- 
posed for the purpose of relieving the States of this 
Union; but, in order to do this, it would bè neces- 
sary to do something more. Suppose stock to the 
amount of $200,000,000 be issued. What would 
be the portion to which the State of Pennsylvania 
would be entitled? It wonld not be sufficient to 
pay anything like one half the amount of.the debt 
of that State. How would it be with Missouri? 
Missouri, he believed, owed no debt at all. She 
would be entitled, nevertheless, to her distributive 
share of $3,000,000, ard South Carolina to 84,000,- 
600. With a bankrupt treasury, and a heavy 
debt hanging over us, without the means of paying 
that debt, it was proposed to throw upon the world 
stock to the amount of $200,000,000, bearing an‘ 
interest of but three per cent, What would the 
stock be werth? The State of Missouri had no 
debt at all. What would it be worth in the truly 
economical and exemplary State of North Caroli- 
na? What would Government stock, at three per 
cent., be worth in the markets of the world? You 
could not adopt a more effectual mode to degrade 
this Government, already bankrupt, than by issu- 
ing stock to the extent of $200,000,000—double 
the whole amount of the debt contracted during the 
last war with Great Britain! Why, it would be 
extravagant to suppose that, when the Government 
of the United States could not sell its six per cent. 
stock at par, although its credit was then much bet- 
ter than it now is,—it would be extravagant to sup- 
pose ibat this three per cent. stock would sell for 
more than fifty dollars in the hundred. It would 
not be worth more. So that, in order to accommo- 
date the indebted States, all those not indebted 
would be fereed to receive at par Government 
stock, not worth fifty dollars in the hundred; and 
yet they would have to pay their full proportion of 
the taxation consequent upon the issue of this 
stock, He believed it would be a common calam- 
ity to all the States. He had no idea—particularly 


+ 


after the recelit expression -of opinion on the part of 
‘the Senate—that foreigners. would take this stock 
upon any condition whatever. The debts of the 
States, he solemnly believed, would, eventually, be 
strictly redeemed. An idea, no doubt, prevailed 


throughout the country that these debts were never ` 


to be paid—that the interest only was to be provi- 
ded for; but it was a mistaken idea, These bonds— 
for which some of the States would not reecive 
more than fifty dollars in the hundred—would have 
to .be redeemed by ous immediate posterity. Upon 
‘them would fall the whole burden of paying the 
$200 000,000, independently of the current expense 
of $6,000,000 per annum, by way of interest. Was 
there any sound policy. in this? that our immediate 
descendants should be thus burdened with an enor- 
mous and overwhelming amount of taxation— 
transcending, as he said before, nearly two to one, 
the debt incurred by this Government during the 
late war with Great Britain? Nothing, in his opin- 
ion, could be more unwise, if they had even an un- 
questionable right to exercise the power. Nothing 
could be more unjust to many parts of the Union. 
Nothing could be more monstrously unjust to the 
unindebted States, 

But, as he believed the Senate was now full, 
‘and prepared to vote, he had no disposition to press 
the argument further. He, however, felt it to be 
his solemn duty, before he sat down, to make a 
declaration, by which he was prepared to stand or 
fall; and he hoped that every Senator who enter- 
tained, with him, a desire that the creditors of the 
States—ithe holders of State stocks in Europe— 
might not be deceived, would be prepared to make 
a similar declaration. It was his solemn opinion 
that this Government had no power to issue stock 
for any such purpose as that indicated in the reso- 
lution. He solemnly believed that the paper which 
contained a promise to pay $200,000,000, on the 
faith of this Government, on behalf of the States, 
wonld not be worth the paper on which the resolu- 
tion was written—-constiiutionally. Fle should not 
hold himself. any more bound by it than he would 
to pay a forged note. And, if the stock should ev- 
er be issued—if there should ever be, accidentally, 
a party in power, in this country, by whom such 
stock would be issued,—he pledged himself to make 
war ‘against it to the last extremity, whether in Con- 
gress or out of it. And, whether it might be called 
nullification, or repudiation, or by whatsoever 
name of odium his opponents might choose to des- 
ignate his conduct, he would persevere in his re- 
sistance to what he conceived to be an unconstiw- 
tional exercise of power. And, in every form in 
which his vote could have effect or influence, he 
would resist the enforcement of any and all such 
claims upon the Government of the United States, 
He made this declaration to the world—holding, 
as he did, the faith of the Government constitution- 
ally pledged to be sacred and inviolable; and if, in 
the face of this declaration, State stockholders in 
Europe should imagine that their debts would be 
better secured by obtaining the pledge of the faith 
of the General Government, they were at liberty to 
make the experiment. 


Mr. WALKER wished to submit an amend- 
ment, for the purpose of embodying and placing on 
record upon the journal of the Senate the opinions 
which he had expressed on this subject when the 
former resolutions were under discussion. He not 
only wished them to be preserved in a more de- 
sirable form, but that the vote of Senators on them 
should be recorded——that it may be perfectly under- 
stood by all who now countenance, or shall hereaf- 
ter countenance, the destructive and pernicious doc- 
trine that sucha monstrous proposition as that of 
the assumption of the debts of the States by the 
General Government could be permitted to stand 
unrepealed, should a temporary majority succeed 
in enacting it. He wished, not only to announce 
in time to the holders of State stocks, and all in- 
terested in them, those opinions on behalf of the 
Democracy; but to place them on record, together 
with the votes pledged to that repeal, that if such 
holders of stocks are deluded into any belief that 
this Government can have any power to assume 
their debts, and become responsible for them, they 
may be undeceived;and if they will not be unde: 
ceived, they may not have the opportunity of say- 
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ing that they did ñot act with their eyes open to 
the consequences. He here pledged himself—and 
he was sure all of his friends who would vote for 
these resolutions would willingly pledge them- 
selves——that whenever a temporary majority shall 
dare to violate the Constitution by enacting such 
a destructive law, he and his friends would un- 
tiringly and unceasingly wage war against such 
obnoxious law, until they: should succeed in ex- 
punging it from the statute-book. He submitted 
his amendment. 

{lt was the same as, at a subsequent siage of the 
proceedings, became a substantive proposition, in« 
dependent of Mr. McDurrim’s resolutions, as stated 
in their proper place.] 

* Mr. McDUFFIE accepted the amendment as a 
modification of his resolutions. 

On the resolutions, as modified, the yeas and 
nays were demanded. 

Mr. MERRICK expressed his surprise at the 
tenacity with which the Senators on the other side 
held on to their purpose of extorting a vote ona 
subject nct at all before the Senate. There was 
no proposition entertained by any one to assume 
the debts of the States. 


Mr. WALKER asked if there were not numer- 
ous petitions and memorials on the subject sub- 
mitted from time to time during the session. 

Mr. MERRICK believed there were not any. 

Mr. WALKER. would beg leave to ask the 
chairman of the Committee on Finance if a large 
number of memorials on the subject had not been 
referred to that committee, and if these memorials 
were not now awaiting his report? 

Mr. EVANS replied that he was not aware of 
one calling for the assumption of the debts of the 
States. There were many memorials before the 
committee asking for some improvement of the 
currency, and for an issue of Government stock to 
form a currency; but he did not know of any that 
called for the assumption of the State debts. 

Mr. WALKER said they certainly called for 
the issue of Government stock to relieve the States 
from their indebtedness. 

Mr. MERRICK continued: If the committee 
had made its report, there might be some apology 
for introducing the subject in a discussion of that 
report. But there was no proposition to justify the 
course now taken, after the Senate—by its solemn 
and deliberate determination, manifested on two 
occasions last week—decided that it would not enter- 
tain the subject this session; that it would not suf- 
fer the question to consume, in discussion, the time 
hecessary to be devoted to the completion of the 
practical business of legislation. 

Mr. M. then proceeded to state his sentiments 
in relation to the subject which the vote was de- 
manded upon. He did not understand that any of 
the States required the General Government to as- 
sume their debts. He understood them as merely 
asking for a restoration of the trust which they had 
given to the Government for a specific purpose, 
long since accomplished. They now ask for the 
restoration ef their property, that they may make 
use of it in whatever way they think best for the 
purpose of extricating them from their difficulties. 
Mr. M., at great length, proceeded to argue the 
whole question of the distribution of the proceeds 
of the public lands and restoration of the publie do- 
main to the use of the States, as the only form of 
assumption whieh, he conceived, was entertained 
by those who opposed these resolutions. He con- 
tended that the proceeds of the public lands, if the 
lands were properly in market, would bring five or 
six millions of dollars annually; which would en- 
able the States to pay the interest of their debts. 

Mr. WALKER interposed to say that the 
President of the United States had made every pos- 
sible effort to bring such lands as were ready into 
market this very year; yet they would not yield 
one million of dollars. 

Mr. MERRICK contended that, on the contrary, 
by the operation of the pre-emption laws, the lands 
were kept out of market. 

Mr. LINN asked if there had not always been 
pre-emption laws, and was not the proportion of 
pre-emption rights as large formerly as now? 

Mr. MERRICK stili contended that the opera- 
tion of these laws was to keep the lands out of 


re ge ne ee tent etna 


market, and that they differed from old pre-emp- 


tion rights, when lands were sold on a credit. 
Now, he maintained, where specie is required for 
lands, those holding under pre-emption rights have 
as legal a claim as if they had their patents, pro- 
vided they paid their dollar and a quarter per acre. 
when the lands came into market; but they mani- 
aged, by petitions and applications to the. Execu- 
tive, to keep the lands out of market, whereby 
they obtained an unlimited credit. These. pre- 
emptioners are, in most instances, voters; and he 
contended that it was a most dangerous influence, 
which might (he would. not. say that it did) be of 
most pernicious consequences. N 

After a very elaborate expression of his views 
on the various topics involved in the discussion, he 
concluded by offering the following amendments: 

Resolved, That most wisely did the fathers of the Republic 
in establishing the Constitution of the United States, so frame 
that sacred instrument that it should be plain, easily under- 
stood, and intelligible to all upon whom it was to operate as a 
rulc of action; and thatit is not competent for any department 
gf the Government established by it to enlarge or contract its 
true meaning, of which the citizensare, and of necessity must 
be, in the last resort, the exclusive judges. 4 

Resolved, That it is no part of the assigned duty of the Sen- 
ate of the United States to expound the Constitution to the 
people; and every such attempt isa departure from its appro. 
priate sphere of action, and argues a distrust in the capacity 
of the people for self-government, unwarranted alike by our 
past history and the present enlightened state of the public 
mind. 

Resolved, That whilst it is no part of the duty of the Senate 
of the United States to expound the Constitution for the people, 
it is its most solemn duty to exercise the power intrusted to it 
by that instrument, in the true spirit, and according to the has 
ture of the trust, for the promotion of the happiness and wels 
fare of the people, N 

Resolved, therefore, That the happiness of the people now 
requiring it, aad full power over the subject being given to 
Congress, provision should be made, without further delay, for 
the fair and equal distribution, among all the States, of the pro. 
ceeds of the public lands, in such manner as will best tend to. 
remove or alleviate the evils of direct taxation under which 
the people of some of the States are now suffering, and which 
threaten soon inevitably to be visited upon other States, 

Mr. ALLEN begged leave to ask the Senator 
from Maryland one question: it was, whether the sort 
of distribution of the proceeds of the public lands 
which he meant, did not involve the proposition to 
issue the stock of the General Government for 
those proceeds? . 

Mr. MERRICK said his proposition was to dis- 
tribute to the States the proceeds of: the public 
lands. He did not want gentlemen to make any 
otherjissue for him. 

Mr. ALLEN asked if the Senator’s proposition 
camprehended the issue of Government stock. 

Mr. MERRICK said, no; he had nothing to do 
with the issue of stock. i 

Mr. McDUFFIE asked the Senator from Mary« 
land to suspend his motion to amend, till he (Mr. 
Mc}).) made a correction as to the modification he 
had accepted. 

Mr. MERRICK suspended his motion to amend. 

Mr. McDUFFIE then withdrew his acceptance 
of the modification offered by the ;Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. WALKER. ] ; 

Mr. WALKER . withdrew his resolutions as an 
amendment- 

Mr. Mzrricx’s motion to strike out and amend 
being then renewed, 

Mr. ALLEN next. addressed the Senate. He 
commenced by observing that nothing was more 
obvious than that thereewas a disposition to make 
the Federal Government responsible for the debts 
of the States. The word assumption was a definite 
mode of expression. It was a clear mode of avow- 
ing the object; and, therefore, the. suspicion of the 
thing was to be avoided, by avoiding the term. The 
publie lands—the measure of distributing their pro- 
ceeds—was held up as a blind, behind which the 
principle of assumption was concealed. The ine 
come of the public lands was spread before the peo- 
pie as a fund which could be used to relieve them 
trom difficulty; when it was taxation alonc—the use 
of the taxing power of the Federal Government 
which could be resorted to, in order to afford relief. 
The first step in the system of relief, he maintained, 
was oppression. The grievance under which the 
country now labored, was taxation to excess upon 
the people, in order to meet the outstanding debts 
now due by the States. In order to relieve the peo- 
pie, a system was proposed, the first act of which is 
to increase the very burdens of taxation under 
which the people now groan ! 
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“Let us (said Mr. A.) analyze this thing which 
bows down the heads, and hangs so heavily and so 
_ ptievously upon the hearts of the people. What. is 
iW? Debt—debt. What are the items composing that 
debt? These are six in number, and I shall name 
themiin their order: 
First; The indebtedness of individuals. to indi- 
viduals. 
« Second. The indebtedness of private corporations. 
o Third. The indebtedness of chartered cities and 
towns. - f ` 
Fourth. The indebtedness of counties. 
Fifth. The indebtedness of the States. 3 
Sixth. The indebtedness of the Federal Govern- 
ment itself. l = 
These, sir, are the six elements which enter into 
and make up the sum of indebtedness under which 
the people now suffer. Congress has taken the 
matter in its own hands, as regards. the first class 
of debts, by means of the bankrupt, law. Not 
daring to put its bands into the pockets of the. peg- 
ple, and absolutely take away their money, it pass- 
ed the bankrupt law, which, by one great stroke, 
repudiated the great body of the first description of 
debts—those between man and man. Itis now 
‘proposed that Congress shall take charge of the re- 
maining five items. The same reason which is 
‘urged in favor of assuming the Siate debts, is still 
better for the assumption of city and county debts. 
These city and county debts were ail contracted 
under express authority given by express acts of 
the States—all of them authorized by special acts 
of the State Legislatures. They were nearly all 
contracted for public benefit—to build public edi- 
fices, construct roads, and pave the streets of towns. 
How would assumption work? The State debts 
would be assumed first, and the States would then be- 
come free from debt. But what would become of 
the county debts? Would the assumption of. State 
debts relieve them? 


He knew how it was in Ohio, and he presumed 
‘it was so in other States: nearly every town and 
county had its debt. Let us see how the system 
would work. Would an assumption of State debts 
relieve the cities? Certainly not. What, then, 
would be the next proposition? The counties 
would be applied to, to assume ihe debts of the 
cities. What would the people of a county say, 
if application was made to their. commissioners to 
assume the debts of the city within the borders of 
the county? He would put it to the people of his 
own county of Ross, in the State of Ohio, to say 
whether they wouid be willing to assame the debt 
of the city of Chillicothe? That county, like many 
others, was in debt. He spoke of his own State, 
in illustrating the positions he had maintained, be- 
cause he was more familiar with its localities, and 
the facts connected with them. He would ask the 
people of that great Siate what they would think 
if they were called on to pay the debis of the 
counties? 


But to proceed with his argument. What would 
be the first proposition after the assumption of the 
State debts} The position of the States would be 
that of freedom from debt, whilst the cities ard 
counties slill remained involved. The States 
would, of course, be callgd on to assume the city 
and county debis. And why? Because, the Staies 
having assumed these debis, it would be easy to 
roll them all off on the yielding back of the Gen- 
eral Government, The sponging and repudiation 
of debts would become common, and obligations 
between. man aud man no longer be held sacred. 
The other five items of debi to which he referred 
would be concentrated in one vast pile, and packed 
on the treasury of the Union. 

But, he continued, what would the people gain 
by these operations? Their situation would be the 
same as that of two Yankees who shut themselves 
up in a room to trade coats: after trading all day 
with each other, they both contended that they had 
made $25 apiece. What would the people gain} 
Simply a change of the form of taxation. They 
would merely be giving the General Government 
the power to put its hands into their pockets. 
Would the scheme diminish their debts? What 
was the Federal Government?—anything else than 
the mere breath of the States and the people which 


ment, but the visible existence of the people in the 
States?. Now, at this very moment, it is begging 
alms-at the. doors of the people, and crying aloud, 
“Peed me, or T'I die!” What next? This same 
Federal Government, the moment afterwards, tells 
the people of the States, “I will relieve you of 
your debts.” Hew? By going to their corn eribs, 
and taking a part of their crops and their labors, to 
pay their debts. with it! 


The Senator from Maryland (Mr. Merercu] had 
alluded to what he said on a former occasion in re- 
lation to the ownership of the State stocks. What 
he had maintained was, that debt was burden- 
some to a country, according as its interest had to 
be paid at home or transmitted abroad. The for- 
eign debts of the States fell little short of $200,- 
000,000; and, including the corporation debts, the 
whole foreign: debt cf this country amounted to 
220 or $230,000,000. The heavy pressure in this 
country was ‘caused by the fact that the interest on 
this immense debt had to be sent abroad—paid as 
a tribute to foreign nations, without anything in re- 
turn; and, therefore, equivalent to a destruction of 
so much property, and a subtraction of so much 
from the resources of the country. The State 
stocks were now valued at an average rate of about 
50 cents in the dollar. Should the General Gov- 
ernment, therefore, assume the State debts, and 


thereby advance their stock to par, the British capi-. 


talists would clear $100,000,000 by the operation. 
It wasin reference to this that he alluded to the fact 
that the stock was held by British bankers, and its 
assumption would result in their benefit. He in- 
voked Senators not to hold out to those bankers the 
delusion that this Government would ever assume 
and become responsible for the debts of the States. 
He did so for the reason that he did not wish to see 
$200,000,000 brought in to tamper with our elec- 
tions. Not that he supposed gentlemen here, in the 
Senate, desired any such thing; but because he knew 
that, in case any inducement was held out to ava- 
rice, and especially to English avarice, we should 
be prompting the holders of the State stocks to med- 
die with our elections—thus setting an example 
which would be dangerous, and which would bring 
about the same result here, as it ever had done in 
past republics. Other free States had been broken 
down by the in-coming of foreign influence; and 
he wanted no Macedonian Philip to pollute our 
soil. There was not an instance of a past repub- 
lic--except Rome, which fell by its own weight, 
when its centre became too weak-—thathad not been 
destroyed by one of the parties existing within it, 
calling on foreignersto aid them. He defied any 
man to point out another instance of a republic 
which was not overthrown by the introduction of 
foreign influence. He thought it was the duty of 
Senators to stand up and resist the idea that we 
were ever to become responsible to foreign capital- 
ists for the debts of the States. If there should be 
any hope left for these foreigners to lean upon, he 
doubted not but that they would interfere, where 
such a profit was to be made. What would be the 
expenditure of $25,000,000 to them, in influencing 
our elections, if they could thereby make $100,- 
000,000. The British made war upon the oldest 
Government in existence about the destruction of a 


‘ship-load of opium. Did any one suppose they 


would stand back when $200,000,000 were at stake? 
All the negotiations of England were nothing more 
than counting-house speculations. As had been re- 
marked, her traffic was in empires. Money was 
the life of her system; for she could not do without 
it. The introduetion of Engiish money would be fol- 
lowed by the introduction of English power. What 
power she would always introduce wherever her 
intrigue or her powder could accomplish it. 


He might go on and show that the English Gov- 
ernment had a direct interest in exciting this ques- 
tion of assumption - He could show the connexion 
of that question with other questions which had 
been settled, and some which ought to have been 
settled, between this couniry and England. But he 
knew that if was late in the session, and he only 
threw out these suggestions in relation to the extent 
of the city aud county debts, in order that, in con- 
sidering the proposition of assumption, the people 
might lock upon the darkness of the chasm which 


created it? What, he repeated, was this Govern- | was before them. 


| 
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Mr. WALKER said he desired to put the coun- 
try right upon one question, and that was—who 
brought this matter to the consideration of the 
Senate? Mr. W. then read one of the petitions 
presented to the Senate, requesting. Congress to 
issue a federal stock of two hundred millions of 
dollars, and distribute it among the States, to bear 
an interest of thiee per cent. the petitioners sta- 
ting that the indebted Siates could exchange this 
three per cent. for their own stocks, bearing 
six per cent. interest. No one, then, (said Mr. W.,) 
could now deny that the question of assumption 
was before us, brought here by petitioners request- 
ing that assumption, and to which we were bound 
to make a response in the affirmative or negative; 
and to refuse to do so, is to shrink from the respon- 
sibility of the great oceasion, and encourage, by our 
silence, the advocates of assumption to persevere 
until their objects were accomplished. Under 
these citeumstances, (Mr. W. said,) it was our duty 
to announce our opinions upon these petiticns; and 
if we had no power to make the assumption, we 
were bound to make the declaration, and dispel all 
delusive hopes on this subject. 


Mr. W. said he thought it our duty to go far- 
ther, and announce to the British and other holders 
of these bonds, that Congress had no power to as- 
sume their payment; that any such law——this being 
a Government of powers limited by the Constitu- 
tion—would be a palpable violation of that instru- 
ment, and, therefore, utterly null and void; and 
that it would be the solemn duty of every friend of 
the Constitution to restore its supremacy 'by the , 
total repeal of the obnoxious statute. Let us act 
fairly, announce these opinions in advance; and 
inform these foreign bondholders that assumption 
would be a blow most fatal to their interests; that 
no such power exists under the Constitution, and 
Congress can interpolate no such authority. 

And, sir, what would be the effect, if this Gov- 
ernment could and would assume this debt?}—a debt 
of two hundred millions, an annual interest of six 
millions, and at least four millions more as a sink- 
ing fund, if we ever intend to pay the principal. A 
burden of ten millions per annum was to be im- 
posed on this Government, that already has a debt 
of twenty-eight millions, now threatening a rapid 
augmentation. This, then, is a proposition to 
bankrupt, and, by bankrupting, to destroy this Gov- 
ernment; it is a proposition to despoil it of the 
means of defence—to deprive it of the sinews of 
war—by taking away ils revenues as a pledge to 
foreign stockholders. How can we defend the 
country if, with a heavy debt now, and a revenue 
alreatly inadequate, we are to apply six or ten mil- 
lions per annum in payment of State debts? Itis a 
proposition to abandon the Constitution, and sub- 
vert the Government; it is a proposition to disman- 
tle our forts, to spike our cannon, to disband our 
army, and tosink our navy, to recall our fleets, and 
strike down that flag which they now bear in tri- 
umph upon every sea. Yes, sir; this is a proposi- 
tion to overthrow the Constitution, and strike down 
from its ramparts the flag of the Union; and, whilst 
that flag was still floating in our view, let us an- 
nounce to assumptionists at home and abroad, that 
this flag shail be deferided to the last extremity; 
and that, if the friends of assumption should strike 
down that flag, we will never abandon the contest 
until itshall be recaptured, and placed again in tri- 
umph upon the ramparts of the Constitution. 

Mr. TALLMADGE meved to lay the whole 
subject on the table. 

Mr. WALKER demanded the yeas and nays 
on that motion, which were ordered. 

Mr. BERRIEN said he was about to rise to 


` make the same motion, with the view to enable 


him to submit the motion which he gave notice on 
Friday last of his intention to submit this day—to 
proceed to the consideration ofthe bankrupt bill. 

Mr. WOODBURY suggested whether it would 
not be agreeable to the Senator from Georgia to 
postpone his purpose till to-morrow. 

Mr. BERRIEN desired to say that either course 
would be perfectly acceptable to him. All that he 
desired was to submit the motion of which he had 
given notice. 

Mr. ARCHER suggested the propriety of post- 
poning the consideration of the bankrupt bill till 
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to-morrew, with a view of disposing of the ques- ip that now there was more than a full number of 


tion now before the Senate. 


Mr. HUNTINGTON hoped the Senator from * 


New York would persist in his motion. Upon the 


course of proceeding on this subject, they had a ` 


practical commentary on the suggestion the other 
day to permit this question to be taken without de- 
bate. ‘They had already consumed the best part of 
three days in this discussion. He then avowed 
his astonishment at the remarks of the Senator 
from South Carolina, [Mr. McDurriz}—expressing 
the opinion that there was no legal obligation, on 
the. part of this Governagent, to carry out an act of 
Congress plighting its faith to any object, passed by 
a temporary majority, which a succeeding Con- 
gress, in its opinion, might think unconstitutional. 

Mr. TALLMADGE said ke would not make 
any. remarks in reply to the suggestion thrown out 
asto a postponement, because he submitted the 
motion to lay on the table, for the purpose of con- 
cluding the debate, and putting an end to the whole 
question for the session. 

Toe question was then taken on the motion to lay 
on the table, and decided in the affirmative—yeas 
24, nays 23, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, Choate, 
Clayton, Conrad, Cgafis, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Graham, 
Henderson, Huntington, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, Morehead 
“Phelps, Smith of Indiana, Sprague, Tallmadge, White, and 
‘Woodbridge—24. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Archer, Bagby, Benton, Buchanan, 
Calhoun, Cuthbert, Fulton, King, Linn, McDuffie, McRoberts, 
Rives, Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, Sturgeon, Tappan, 

alker, Wilcox, Williams, Woodbury, Wright, and Young— 


Mr. WALKER then submitted the following 
resolutions, with the view that they be printed, and 
Jaid on the tabie till to-morrow, viz: 


Resolved, That the assumption of the debts of the States, 
contracted by them separately, and for local purposes, would be 
a palpable violation of the Constitution of the United States, 
a consolidation of all powerin the Federal Government, anda 
final and total overthrow of the safety of the States. 

Resolved, That Congress having no power to assume such 
debts, any act attempting such assumption would be utterly 
null and void; thatit would not be obligatory upon the States, 
nor could the people of the States be lawfully required by Con- 
gress to pay the debt so assumed; nor could any taxes imposed 

y them forsuch purposes be collected; andit would be the 
duty of a succeeding Congress to restore the supremacy of the 
Constitution, by the entire repeal of the act of assumption. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN was understood to make a 
question of order whether the resolutions could be 
then received. 

The CHAIR remarked that it was in order to re~ 
ceive them, but they would have to lay on the ta- 
‘ble till to-morrow. 

Mr. TALLMADGE inquired whether it was 
then competent to submit a resolution to lay the 
resolutions on the table at that time. 

The CHAIR replied that the resolutions were al- 
ready on the table till to-morrow. 

Mr. LINN then called for the unfinished busi- 
ness of Saturday; being the bill to indemnify Major 
General Andrew Jackson the fine imposed on him 
for conduct in the discharge of his official duty. 


THE ARMY BILL. 

Mr. EVANS, before proceeding to that-business, 
hoped the Senate would take up the army bill, 
which had been returned, with an amendment, dis- 
agteeing to the amendment of the Senate, allowing 
the Secretary of War to appoint ten cadets from 
the country at large, one of them to be from the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. LINN said he would withdraw his motion 
for that purpose, and no other. 

Mr. BERRIEN desired merely to say that, to 
redeem his pledge to the Senate in relation to the 

- bankrupt bill, he would resist the motion of the 
Senator from Missouri; because it was the general 
understanding that the bill to repeal the law would 
be taken up to-day. 

The motion to take up the army bill was then 
agreed to. 

Mr. EVANS remarked that the amendment to 
which the House had disagreed, relative to the ap- 
pointment of 10 cadets of the country at large, had, 
aftera short discussion, met with the unanimous conr- 
currence of the Senate. The probability was, that 
the matter could be arranged by a committee of 
conference; he therefore hoped that the Senate would 
insist on its amendment, with the view of having a 
committee of conference. 


Mr. SEVIER said, if he understood the matter, 


l 


cadets there. f 

Mr. EVANS remarked that the corps was not 
full; and he believed that there were no more there 
than this bill would admit of. 

Mr. GRAHAM said he would much prefer that 
the Senate should recede, It was a very small 
matter for which to jeopard the bill. He made the 
motion to recede from the amendment of the Sen- 
ate. The question was first puton the motion to 
insist, and negatived—yeas 19, nays 20. The 
motion to recede was then agreed to. 

The joint resolution of the Senate for the distri- 
bation of certain copies of the census returns, and 
the Compendium of the Sixth Census, which had 
been returned from the House with an amendment, 
was taken up; and 

Mr. TAPPAN moved that the Senate coneur in 


‘the amendment. 


Mr. WOODBRIDGE explained that the amend- 
ment of the House had been made in consequence 
of some information received from the State De- 
partment since the passage of the resolution by the 
Senate, ` 

Mr. KING remarked that this resolution au- 
thorized the distribution of those books to all such 
as received congressional documents. Members of 
Congress were entitled to receive congressional doc- 
uments. He inquired whether, that being the ease, 
members of Congress were not, by the terms of the 
resolution, entitled to receive copies of the work. 
They were new burdened with more copies than 
were necessary. 

Mr. MOREHEAD replicd that such was not 
the intention of the resolution, nor did he think the 
Janguage of the resolution justified such an inter- 
pretation. 

The amendment of the House was then con- 
curred in. 

The bill granting a pension to William Mce- 
Pherson was read the third time and passed. 

Several bills of the House were then read twice, 
and referred to appropriate committees. 

Mr. GRAHAM said, since the recession of the 
Senate frem the amendment relative to the ten ca- 
dets to be appointed from the country at large, he 
had been impressed with the belief that it was a 
matter of more importance than he first conceived 


ittobe. He, therefore, moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the Senate receded. i 
Mr. ARCHER then made some remarks. He 


said that the bill reduced the whole number of ca- 
dets to the reduced number of the congressional dis- 
tricts in the United States under the new. apportion- 
ment. In the propriety of that, he concurred en- 
tirely. The number had been reduced from 260 to 
226. He did not think that the ten which the pow- 
er was proposed to be given to the Secretary of 
War to appoint from the country generally, was 
too great a number to enable that officer occasion- 
ally to appoint the meritorious orphan sons of mili- 
tary and naval heroes. 

Mr. SEVIER did not think it was worth while to 
reconsider the vote, as the provision would last but 
one year. 

Mr. EVANS replied that the Senator was mis- 
taken; the provision would last until it was repeal- 
ed. It would take a new law to repeal it. 

The question was then put on the motion to re- 
consider, and carried in the affirmative; and 

The question recurring on the motion that the 
Senate do insist on its amendment, it was put and 
carried in the affirmative—ayes 23, noes not 
counted. 

On motion by Mr. EVANS, a committee of con- 
ference on the bill was appointed by the Chair. 

Mr. LINN moved to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the unfinished business; being the bill for 1n- 
demnifying General Jackson. 

Mr. BERRIEN conceived this day had been. set 
apart for entertaining his motion to proceed with 
the consideration of the bill concerning the bankrupt 
law. 

Mr. LUNN thought two hours would suffice to 
dispose of the bill to indemnify General Jackson. 
He thought it would be best to finish one business 
first. 

Mr. BERRIEN wished to make good his promise 
of calling for the consideration of the bankrupt 
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question. He therefore did so; and hoped the Sen- 
ate would consent to take ap that subject. He 
therefore made his promised motion to that ef- 
fect. ° $ 

Mr. LINN called for the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. j 

The question was then taken on Mr. BÉRRIEN’S 
motion to postpone all previous orders, and take up 
the bill for the repeal of the bankrupt act, with the 
amendments reported by the Committtee on the 
Judiciary; and resulted in the negative—yeas 20, 
nays 22, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bayard, Berrien, Clayton, 
Crafis, Crittenden, Dayton, Graham, Huntington, Merrick, 
Miller, Morehead, Phelps, Smith of Indiana, Sprague, White, 
Wilcox, Williams, and Young—20. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Bates, Benton, Calhoun, 
Choate, Conrad, Cuthbert, Evans, Fulton, Henderson, King, 
Linn, Rives, Sevier, Smith of Connacticut, Sturgeon, Tallinadge, 
Tappan, Walker, Woodbridge, and Woodbury—22. 


GENERAL JACKSON'S FINE. 


Mr. Linn’s motion to preceed with the unfin- 
ished business“ then brought up his bil] to indem- 
nify Major General Andrew Jackson for damage 
sustained in the discharge of his official duty. 

It was placed under consideration as in commit- 
tee of the whole; ihe question pending being on the 
amendment proposed by the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to strike out the original bill and insert: 

That, in consideration of the distinguished military services 
of Major General Andrew Jackson in the defence of the city of 
New Orleans, and of the desire expressed by sundry citizens 
and Legislatures of this Union, in divers petitions and legisla- 
tive resolutions submitted to the Congress of the United States, 
the fine of one thousand dollars imposed upon Major General 
Andrew Jackson by the honorable Dominic A. Hall, be, and 
the same is hereby, restored; and that the Secretary of the 
Treasury be directed to pay to Major General Andrew Jackson 
the said sum of one thousand dollars, with interest at six per 
cent. thereon, from the day of its payment by him, out of any 
moneys in the treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

The Judiciary Committee also proposed to 
change the title of the bill to that of “A bill for the 
relief of Major General Andrew Jackson.” 

Mr. SMITH. of Connecticut, being entitled to 
the floor, proceeded at considerable length, and 
with great force of argument, to show that General 
Jackson’s necessity for declaring martial law at 
New Orleans was an imperative duty, which 
formed a law in itself, the obligation of which had 
a priority in the natoral rights of self-defence, para- 
mount to all written laws and constitutions. He 
argued that this natural law ofself-defence belong- 
ed to a community as well as to an individual; and 
that General Jackson, the admitted military com- 
mander. for the defence of the country, was the or- 
gan of the community, bound to carry out the self- 
defence of the country according to the same natu- 
ral rights which belonged to an individual. 

The invasion of a foreign nation, and the pres- 
ence of foreign troops, constituted the antagonist 
principle of aggression, which made it his duty to 
resort to every weapon of self-defence in his power, 
It was the territory, property, and liberties of the 
people, the creators of the Constitution and the 
laws, which were at stake and in peril; and his duty 
to preserve and defend them was necessarily due to 
the first cause, from which only they emanated. 
In preserving the territory, property, and liberty of 
the community, he best preserved the Constitution 
and laws, although for the moment necessarily 
compelled to. suspend their operations. That he 
had done his duty nobly and well, was evinced by 
the universal approbation of a grateful people. 'To - 
restore him, then, this fine, so unjustly imposed, 
was but asimple act of justice. These positions 
Mr. S. maintained with great ability, and concluded 
by exhorting the Senate to pass the original bill, 
without appending to.it any qualification. 

Mr. DAYTON moved an adjournment. 

Mr. LINN hoped not. He merely wished to 
advance the bill this evening. Senators who 
wished to speak would have full opportunity on 
the third reading. If, however, the Senator pressed 
his motion to adjourn, he should call for the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and taken; and 
the Senate refused to adjourn—yeas 17, nays 26. 

The question then came up on the amendment 
of the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BERRIEN explained the reasons which had 
induced the committee to propose the atnendments 
they had recommended. Their principal object 
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_was to admit of a unanimous vote, by such a 
modification. of phraseology as would carefully 
avoid expressing or imputing any reflection upon 
either the General or the Jadge. He contended 
that the inferences drawn by the friends of Gen- 
eral Jackson, from the wording of these amend- 
menis, were not justified by their meaning. That, 
in the first place, the true meaning of the pro- 
posed change in the title, “for the relief of Major 
General Andrew Jackson,” was to relieve him, 
not by a gratuity, but from’ the effects of a judg- 
ment of the court pronounced against him; which 
Judgment he and his friends view as a grievance. 
And, in the substitute for ihe bill offered, the mo- 
tives stated for restoring the money were three—not 
as a remuneration for his military services, but 
in consideration of three things—his services, the 
popular wish, and the express desire of several ef 
the State Legislatares. These were honorable 
motives, and shouldbe viewed as such. Having 
‘made his explanations at large, he Jeft the matter 
in the hands of the Senate. 

Mr. LINN. replied, and showed that, in framing 
the title of the original bill, he had merely followed 
-the ‘precedents which he found in the titles of 
other bills for the relief of officers under similar 
circumstances. He referred to, and quoted, the pe- 
tition of Lieutenant Wells, and the report of the 
Committee of the House on his case; also, to the 
case of Lieut Stopton. He then adverted to the con- 
dition of things at New Orleans, where the occur- 
rence took place, which led to this collision be- 
tween General Jackson and Judge Flall; and 
asked. which was responsible for the safety 
and preservation of the country. The Jadge 
had fled his post of duty at the critical mo- 
ment when it called for his presence and support 
against a foreign enemy, and did not return to it till 
the critical moment when his interference was cal- 
culated to.do most mischief. The moment was too 
critical for. the responsibility to be thrown off by 
the commanding general, while an enemy was yet 

‘athand, threatening conquest, plunder, and devas- 
„tation. But he (Mr, L.) did not mean to pro- 
long the discussion; he merely wished the bill to 
be advanced to a third reading this evening, and 
hoped the amendments of the Judiciary Committee 
would be rejected. 

Mr. ARCHER thought, as the Senator had ex- 
pressed a desire to avoid any expression of opinion 
against the Judge, he could have no objection to 
the amendments. 


Mr. LINN had very serious objections to them. 
As to the tide, neither General Jackson nor his į 
friends demanded any ‘‘relicf” for bim. What 
they wanted was the same measure of justice cx- 
tended to,other officers. And as to the amendment 
to. the body of the bill, he could not consent to the 
repayment being placed on the grounds of General 
Jankson’s services in any shapeor form. 

Mr. ARCHER explained why he did not regard 
the matter in the same light with the Senator. 

Mr. HENDERSON preferred the original bill 
to the amendment. A very slight modification of 
one or two expressions would satisfy him with 
the original bill, and induce him to give it his 
support. One was, to modify the title so as to make 
ita bill to “reimburse” Major General Andrew 
Jackson, &c.; and another modification in ose or 
two words in the body of the bill. 

Mr. DAYTON expressed his desire to say a 
few words on the subject; and to afford an oppor- 
tunity for that purpose, movedfan adjournment. 

The yeas and nays were called for and ordered, 
an the Senate refused to adjourn—yeas 19, nays 

The yeas and nays on the committee’s amend- 
ments were then called for, and ordered. 

Mr. CONRAD addressed the Senate with the 
view of explaining, first, that his opinions had un- 
dergone no change since last summer; on the con- 
trary, they had been strengthened by subsequent 
investigation into the facts and circumstances. 
Another point of explanation way in reference to 
General Jackson’s letter to the Editor of the Globe, 
is which he (Mr. C.) had been placed in the posi- 
tion of misrepresenting a fact, that Louallier had 
been tried. by court-martial for a libel. He had i 
since cleared up these points, by calling for a copy | 


of the record of the court-martial, in which it àp- 
peared that one of the charges before the court- 
martial against Louallier was. that of writing and 
publishiog a libel to incite sedition and mutiny. 
He did not make this statement as a charge against 
General Jackson, but io show that, at his age, he 
could not rely on his memory. There had, in his 
opinion, been no inconsiderable advantage gained 
by the discussion of this subject. The authentic 
records both of the proceedings of the court and of 
the court-martial had been placed in the archives 
of Congress, and would remain to do justice to al] 
parties concerned in them. 


Mr. BUCHANAN had very. few words to say. 
It was with great reluctance he had twice voted 
against.an adjournment, while the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. Darron] desired to address the 
Senate upon this question. He should not have 
done so, but for his perfect knowledge, that no mat- 
ter how the question might be decided to-night, that 
gentleman would have precisely the same opportu- 
nity to-morrow; and everything he had to say would 
be as relevant then as to-day. His desire was, af- 
ter having spent so much time upon this bill—look- 
ing at the list of orders, and considering that there 
were but ten days yet to elapse, to allow the bill to 
advance one stage, at least, before they adjourned. 
Suppose the amendment of the Judiciary Commit- 
tee be adopted: the friends of the -bill would then 
oppose its passage? Suppose it were nega- 
tived: the question would come up on the third 
reading of the bill, and gentlemen would then have 
an opportunity of addressing the Senate? He had 
no disposition to curtail debate; far from it. 
Ee voted as he did, only because he knew it would 
not deprive the gentleman from New Jersey of any 
privilege. He had not taken up much time in de- 
bating this session; and he felt himself constrained 
to say that every moment ought now to be devoted 
to finish the business upon the calendar. He 
hoped, therefore, the vote would now be taken. 


Mr. DAYTON said bis desire was to address 
the Senate on the subject of the amendments; but 
if the vote could be taken now, he would waive his 
claim to the floor. 


Mr. GRAHAM said he wasalways willing to 
vote for the indemnity in such form as would leave 
untouched the question of fact whether it was a 
matter of duty with General Jackson to declare 
martial law. He, therefore, in accordance with 
that wish, proposed to amend the original text of 
the bill. He proposed to adopt it, with a slight 
modicfiation. He wonld not do anything to im- 
peach the character of Genera! Jackson, and, at 
the same lime, nothing that would cast an imputa- 
tion on Judge Hall for his conduct on the occasion 
alluded to. He proposed (to avoid censure or im- 
putation to either party) to strike from the original 
bill the words “for official acts in that capacity,” 
and to insert the words “an alleged contempt of 
courl;” so as to make it a bill to indemnify the 
fine of $1,000, for an alleged contempt of court. 
He proposed also, at the proper time, to amend the 
title so asto make it read, “A bill to indemnify 
Major General Andrew Jackson;” which, it ap- 
peared to him, must be acceptable to all sides 
of the Senate. He then submitted the amendment 
to strike out the words “official acts in that ca- 
pacity” from the original bill, and insert the words 
“an alleged contempt of court.” If the amend- 


ment prevailed, he would vote against striking out, 


as proposed by the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. ARCHER inquired whether he understood 
the Chair to give the decision that the first question 
did not arise onthe amendments proposed by the 
Judiciary Committee? 

The CHAIR replied that it was competent to 
make the original bill, proposed to be stricken out, 
as perfect as possible before the question was taken 
on the motion to strike ont. 

Mr. CONRAD was under the impression hat 
when a report was made from a committee, pro- 
posing to amend a biil, the usage of the Senate had 
been to first take the question on the amendments 
of the committee. 

The CHAIR said the Senator was mistaken as 
to the usages cf the body, and explained how it 
was competent to amend the original bill; bat if 


| 


| 


‘there Was any doubt on the subject, tie would~lke 
to have the opinion of the Senate. 

Mr. ARCHER said he would like to have the 
opinion of the older members of that body as to the 
usages of the Senate. 

Mr. KING said there was no necessity for ta- 
king the sense of the Senate upon the matter. If 
the report of the committee was in favor of striking 
out the whole bill, and to insert, it was competent 
for the Senate to amend and perfect both the part 
proposed to be stricken out, and that which, was 
proposed to be inserted. Such was not only the 
usage of the Senate, but such was the parliament- 
ary`law upon the subject. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Grama, and agreed to. i 

Mr. GRAHAM thensaid that when the question 
came up on the title, he would move to amend it 
by inserting the words he had indicated for the 
words of the orginal title—that was, to-insert the 
words “A billto indemnify Major General Andrew 
Jackson.” : 

The question then recurred on the amendment of 
the committee—being the substitute (as inserted 
above) for the original bill ; which question was 
taken by yeas and nays, and decided in the neg- 
ative—yeas 16, nays 27, as follows: 

VEAS—Messre: Archer, Barrow, Bates, Berrien, Clayton, 
Conrad, Crafts, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Huntington, Mer- 
rick, Miller, Morehead, Phelps, and Smith of Indiana—16. . ~ 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Bayard, Benton, Buchanan, 
Calhoun, Choate, Cuthbert, Fulton, Graham, Henderson, King, 
Linn, McDuffie, McRoberts, Mangum, Rives, Sevier, Smith of 
Connecticut, Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, Wilcox, Williams, 
Woodbury, Wright, and Young--27. 

Mr. ARCHER moved to strike out the original 
bill, and to substitute in its stead the bill which was 
voted down in the Senate at the last session, as 
follows: “That there be remitted and refunded to 
General Andrew Jackson, out of any money in the 
treasury not otherwise appropriated, the amount of 
a fine and costs imposed upon him by the district 
court.cf the United States for the district of Louis- 
iana, for an alleged contempt of court, with inter- 
est at the rate of six per centum per annum; pro- 
vided always that this act shall not be construed as 
an expression of the opinion of Congress upon any 
judicial proceeding or legal question growing out 
of the declaration of martial jaw by General Jack- 
son during the defence of New Orleans.” 

Mr. LINN demanded the yeas and nays on the 
amendment proposed; which were ordered. 

Mr. BAYARD said he would vote now against 
the amendment, as ke intended to vote against a 
bill in any form for the restoration of the fine. 

The question was then taken, and decided in the 
negative—yeas 17, nays 26, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Berrien, Choate, 
Clayton, Conrad, Crafts, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Hunting» 
ton, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Phelps, and Smith of India- 
PATAY S— Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Bayard, Benton, Buchanan, 
Calhoun, Cuthbert, Fulton, Graham, Henderson, King, Linn, 
McDuffie, McRoberts, Mangum, Rives, Sevier, Smith of Con- 
necticut, Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, Wilcox, Williams, Wood- 
bury, Wright, and Young—26, 


The bill was then reported back. to the Senate, 
and the amendments of the cominittee of the whole 
were concurred in; and the question now being, 
Shall the bill be engrossed for a third reading? 

Mr. LINN demanded the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. 

Mr. BAYARD now wished to set himself right 
as to the vote he should give. Last session, when 
he proposed the substitute which was adopted for 
the original bill, he did so from a conciliatory and 
kind motive. He wished the fine to be restored, 
but he also wished, in doing it, to avoid any impu- 
tation on the Judge; and, to effeet this, he had so 
shaped his amendment as to leave that point un- 
touched. Some time after, a letter was published 
from General Jaekson, in which this kind and con- 
ciliatory motive was spoken of in anything buta 
reciprocal spirit. 

He (Mr. B.) could not, therefore, vote for a re- 
newal of that attempt, because it would be still 
viewed in the same light by General Jackson; and 
he had no wish to press anything not acceptable to 
him. But, ashe could not have the bill modified 
so as to be approved by his judgment, he certainly 
could not vote for it ina shape in which he con- 
ceived it did not fully and justly present -the case. 


He was therefore constrained to vote in the nega- 
tive.on all the propositions. : 

Mr...ARCHER suggested to the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Linn] to withdraw the call for the 
yeas and nays, and let. the vote on the subject of 
the:-bill be taken without. He thought it would 
answer the purpose of that Senator as well to have 
the yeas and nays taken on the passage of the 
bill. ; 

“Mr. LINN yielded to the suggestion; and the 
bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing.in the following form: ; 

Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United Slates of America in Congress assembled, 

‘hat the proper accounting officers of the Treasury Depart- 
ment be, and they are hereby, directed toascertain the amount 
of the penalty or. damages awarded by the district judge of the 
United States at New Orleans, in the year eighteen hundred and 
fifteen, against Major General Andrew Jackson, then command. 
ersin-chief of that district, for an alleged contempt of court, 
and paid by him at that time; and that the sum so paid, with 
interest at six per cent. per annum, be paid to Major General 
Andrew Jackson, out of any moneys inthe treasury not others 
wise appropriated. 


On motion by Mr. BERRIEN, 
The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
’  Monnay, February 20, 1843. 
Mr. DODGE of Iowa presented a joint resolu- 


tion of the Legislative Assembly of Iowa Terri- 


ritory, praying for the establishment of a mail route 
from, Keokuck to the town of Farmington, in Van 
Buren county; and one from Keokuck, via Win- 
chester, in Van Baren county, to Fairfield, in 
Jefferson county. 

Also, to have the mail carried by water in 
steamboats) from the city of St. Lonis to Keokuck 
during the navigable seasons of the year. 

Also, two petitions praying for the establishment 
of a mail route from Fairfield, via Glasgow, to 
Mount Pleasant. 

Also, a joint resolution from the Legislative As- 
sembly of Iowa, praying for an appropriation to 
defray the expenses of holding treaties with the 
Pottawatomies, Ottawas, and other Indians, for the 
extinguishment of their title to lands in Iowa Ter- 
ritory. dé 
-Mr. HUBARD offered the petition of Mary 
Crafton for a pension under the act of July 7, 
1838. Also, the petition of Mary Gafford for a 
pension under the same act; both of which, under 
the late rule of the House of Representatives, were 
appropriately. referred. 

Mr. GUSTINE submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered and adopted: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions be 
instructed to. inquire into the expediency of placing James 


Hote on the pension roll, and that the accompanying papers 
be referred to said committee. 

Mr. GUSTINE presented the following resolu- 
tions of the Legislature of the State of Pennsyl- 
vania: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, That our Senators and 
Representatives in Congress be requested to use their exer- 
tions to revive, at their present session, the law passed by Con- 
gress in eighteen hundred and thirty-eight, granting a pension, 
for five years, to the widows of officers and soldiers of the revo- 
lutionary war. 

Resolved, That the Governor be requested to forward to 
each House of Congress a copy of the above resolution as soon 
as convenient after the passage thereof, 


Mr. GUSTINE said: Mr. Speaker, if there is 
one legislative proposition more than another that 
would induce me to break the silence which I have 
hitherto observed within this hall, it would be to 
ask the members of this House to accede to the 
measure proposed by the resclution sent to your 
desk. It is a measure, Mr. Speaker, which the 
feelings of honor, philantoropy, patriotism, ku- 
manity, and all the better feelings that inherit the 
human breast, call upon us, as the guardians of 
the nation’s honor, to adopt. 

While we are daily appropriating millions to 
propagate and foster the arts and sciences, to 
increase the wealth, add to the powers, and extend 
the fame of the mightest Republic on earth, shall 
we withhold and refuse to appropriate a few thou- 
sand dollars to give a mere sustenance to the aged 
and feeble widows of those great men who erected 
the mighty fabrie of our independence—whose la- 
bor compassed the liberties we this day enjoy— 


whose blood purchased the privileges we are this | 
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moment exercising? It cannot be, that the descend- 
ants of such men can remain indifferent to the 
tears and tremulous tones of the enfeebled wid- 
ows of these worthies of the Revolution. This will, 
unquestionably, be. the last opportunity ever pre- 
sented to many of us to participate in thus bring- 
ing relief to objects the worthiest that the world 
ever presented to the consideration of a legislative 
body. Let us not separate without adopting measures 
necessary to carry out the cbject of the resolution 
offered. 

Mr. MATHIOT suggested taat the Committee 
on Revolutionary Pensions had reported. a bill on 
the same subject; and he should be glad if the 
House would assign some particular day for its 
consideration. 

[Cries of “Move to take up the bill now,” from 
several] 


Mr. M. then moved that the Committee of the- 


Whole be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the bill granting pensions to certain widows 
of revolutionary soldiers; and the motion having 
been agreed to, the bill was read in the House. The 
question being on its engrossment, 

Mr. MERIWETHER objected to taking the 
question now. ` 

Mr. MATHIOT moved the suspension of the 
rules, which was carried; and then—under the op- 
eration of the previous question—the bill, after 
being ordered to be engrossed, was read the third 
time, and passed. 

GENERAL JACKSON’S FINE. 


Mr. GWIN moved that the House resolve ilself 
into Committee of the Whole; and gave notice 
that, if the motion prevailed, he would then move 
to take up the bill to refund the fine imposed on 
General Jackson. Mr. G. also called for the yeas 
and nays on his motion. 

Mr. ADAMS inquired of the Speaker if this was 
not the regular day for the presentation of petitions? 
He had one that he wished to offer. 

The SPEAKER said that this was petition day; 
but the motion of the gentleman from Mississippi 
was in the nature of a suspension of the rules; 
one if it prevailed, would override the regular or- 

ers. 

The question was then taken on Mr. “Gwin’s 
motion, and decided in the affirmative—yeas 114, 
nays 71. 

Mr. J. IRVIN, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported a bill which was signed by the 
Speaker. 

Mr. ADAMS then rose and asked the consent 
of the House, before going into Committee of the 
Whole, to allow him to present a petition from 
51,863 citizens of the Commonwealth of Massa- 
chusetts. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL. I object. 

Several other gentlemen objected also. 

Mr. ALLEN rose and inquired if it did not re- 
quire a vote of two-thirds to go into Committee of 
the Whole, such a motion being in the nature of 
one for the suspension of the rules. [Loud cries 
of “On, that’s been long settled.”] 


The SPEAKER replied that a suspension of the 
rules for any other purpose required a vote of two- 
thirds; but a motion to go into Committee of the 
Whole was an exception to that rule, as settled by 
the practice of ihe House. 


Mr. ADAMS asked if it would be in order to 
move a suspension of the rules; his object being 
understood to be to get an opportunity to present 
the petition to which he had before alluded. f 

The SPEAKER replied that such a motion was 
not in order, inasmuch as the rales stood suspend- 
ed by a vote of the House. 

Mr, ADAMS. Well, I bope I shal! have an 
opportunity to present the petition in the course of 
the day—(loud eries of “Order, order,” from Mr. 
WISE and others)—for 1 do not wish the petition 
to remain here as a menumient (-~“of infamy,” 
some gentleman remarked.) 

The petition to which the henorable gentleman 
referred, was placed on his desk, ona large wooden 
framework, and presented the appearance of a gi- 
gantic reel, ora juvenile water-wheel; and it bore 
the following inseription: “ Great petition to Con- 
gress,” 
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The following is a copy: 
“To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 

States of America: 

The undersigned citizens of the State of Massachusetts, 
earnestly desiring to free the Commonwealth and them- 
selves from ail connexion with domestic slavery, and 
to secure the citizens of the State from the danger of enslave- 
ment, respectfully pray your honorable body to pass auch laws, 
and to propose such amendments to the Constitution of the 
United, States as may forever separate the people of Massa- 
chusetts from all connexion with slavery.” 

As objections were made from all parts of, the 
House, the petition was not presented. i 

The House then resolved itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Picx- 
ENS in the chair.) 

Mr. FILLMORE said he was instructed by the 
Committee of Ways and Means to ask the House 
to take up “a bill to bring into the treasury certain 
moneys received by public officers, before it can 
be disbursed, and for other purposes.” 

Mr. BARNARD asked if it would bein order 
to move to.amend the motion to go into Committee 
of the Whole, so as to move that the committee 
take up another bill. 

Mr. WISE also inquired if it wasin order to 
move to take up another bill? (Cries of ‘No, no, no.”) 
He thought it was in order to make such a motion, 
though the question would be first put on the mo- 
tion first made. 

The committee took up the bill designated by 
Mr. FILLMORE. 

Mr. GWIN inquired if it was in order to move 
to lay aside that bill, for the purpose of taking up 
another. 

The CHAIRMAN was understood to decide in 
the negative. 

The Clerk then read the bill through all its see} 
tions. 

Mr. FILLMORE rose, when the bill had been 
read through, and explained its object. In the 
first place, the bill proposed to enact that all moneys 
collected should be brought into the treasury, be- 
fore being paid out again to defray the expense 
of collection, so as toallow annual appropriations 
to be made by Congress for those expenses; thereby 
bringing those expenses annually before Congress. 
Another object was to compel the officers to give 
security for the moneys that come into their hands. 
And a further object was to impose penalties 
on such officers as receive and do not pay these 
moneys. over to the Secretary of the Treasury. 
He would only observe, further, that this bill had 
been prepared on consultation with the depart- 
ment, and so as to create no difficulty in the keep- 
ing of the accounts; and it was reported with the 
unanimous consent of the committee. If, there- 
fore, this explanation was satisfactory, and there 
were no amendments offered, he would move that 
the bill be laid aside, and that the committee take 


` up the bill to authorize the re-issue of treasury notes. 


Mr. GWIN moved that the committee take up 
the bill for the relief of General Jackson. 

Some conversation followed between Mr. WM. 
COST JOHNSON and Mr. FILLMORE, and 
the Clerk then read the bill for the relief of Gene- 
ral Andrew Jackson. 

Mr. J. P. KENNEDY asked the committee to 
take up, and dispose of, a bill (which would lead 
to no debate) to test the practicability of an elec- 
tro-magnetic telegraph in the United States. [Cries 
of “No, no.” 

The CHAIRMAN then put the question on Mr. 
Gwin’s motion; and Messrs. Gwin and Linn were 
appointed tellers, who reported ayes 77, noes 91, 

So ihe committee refused to take up the bill to 
refund General Jackson’s fine. ; 

Mr. FILLMORE moved tbat the committee 
take up the bill for the re-issue of treasury notes 
now outstanding. 

Mr. ADAMS expressed a desire to have the 
committee take up the bills for the establish- 
ment of commercial intercourse with China, and 
with the Sandwich Islands, 

Mr. FILLMORE said he could not yield his 
motion, anxious as he was that the bills referred 
to by the gentleman [Mr. Anams] should be passed. 

TREASURY NOTES AND LOANS. 


The motion to take up the bill authorizing a 
re-issue of treasury notes was carried, and the 
bill taken up and read. 
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Mr. BARNARD rose to offer an amendment: to 
the. bill —in. substance, the same as that which he 
had: offered as a substitute for the exchequer bill 
introduced by the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
(Mr. Cusainz.] : 

Mr. FILLMORE rose to a question of order. - 

The CHAIR decided the amendment to be in or- 
der, as it was not an original bill, but cnly. an 
amendment to another bilk ` 

:Mr. FILLMORE said he bad supposed it was 
an original bill. He would, however, submit that 
it-was not in order, upon another ground. He sub- 
mitted it tothe Chair whether the subject of the 
amendment was sufficiently analogous to that of 
the bill: now. before the committee. . i 

The CHAIR said that the bill was a proposition 
to re-issue treasury notes. The amendment of the 
gentleman [Mr. BARNARD] purported to be a propo- 
sition to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 

borrow $15,000,000 fromthe State banks. It was, 
in fact, only another form of borrowing money, and 
therefore in order. 

Mr. FILLMORE then rose and appealed to his 
colleague [Mr. Barnarp] to withdraw his amend- 
ment, and allow the bill to pass without delay, as 
itwas indispensable to the wants of the treasury. 
Let the appropriation bills be passed, and then it 
would be time enough to offer the amendment. 

Mr. BARNARD said there was only one condi- 
tion on which he could’ consent to withdraw his 
amendment—and that was, an assurance from the 
committee and the House that he should have an 
opportunity to submit and discuss his proposition 
one day this week. Unless he pressed it now, he 
would have no opportunity of doing so at all prior 
to the adjournment. 

Mr. B. called for the reading of his amendment; 
and it was read through. 

Mr. CUSHING expressed a desire that the gen- 
tleman from New York (Mr. Barnard] would per- 
mit him to put in an amendment to his amendment, 
so that. the committee might have the whole sub- 
ject before them. r 

Mr. BARNARD declined yielding to the request, 
and observed that the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts had better offer his proposition after he (Mr. 
B.) had coneluded his remarks. 


Mr. Barwara then went on to say that upon 
reflection, he did not think there could be a 
more fitting opportunity for him to discharge 
what he conceived to be a greal duty to the coun- 
try, by presenting his proposition to the House; 
nor did he think that there could be a more fitting 
occasion than} the present for the House to con- 
sider the subject. Here was a proposition, brought 
in by the Committee of Ways and Means, for the 
relief of the treasury by the modeto which this Gov- 
ernment had been in the habit of resorting, for six 
years past, year after year, and session after session. 
Jt was a mere temporary expedient to enable the 
Government to get along from day to day, and to 
maintain its credit without repudiation. He held 
the treasury-note policy and system to be no 
financial sysiem whatever. It was an expedient, 
and not a system; it was a mere temporary resort, 
and not the adoption of a great financial measure, 
such as oughtto be adopted for the relief of the 
treasury. Under present circumstances, however, 
he made no opposition to the treasury-note bill, 
The object of that bill, as he understood it, as in- 
troduced by the Committee of Ways and Means, 
was merely to postpone the day of payment upon 
treasury notes already issued andnow in the hands 
of bona-fide holders, beyond the period of time 
when the Government promised to pay them. That 
was one objectof the bill. Another object was to 
induce the holders of these notes to keep them in 
their pockets as investments, by the promise to 
pay interest on them. 

The Government issued its promissory notes for 
the payment of its current expenses, just as an indi- 
vidal might do under similar circumstances, for the 
sake of getting along in a Jeremy Diddler sort of way 
from day to day; and after the notes had become 
due, proposed to raise the wind by asking the pub- 
lic creditors to forbear to press their claims for 
payment. This was the financial policy cf the 
treasury-note bill before the House; and he repeat- 
ed, that he would not oppose it, but he must gay 
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that it wasta most wretched and ill judged system. 
He had never voted for a treasury-note bili, either 
under the last administration or the present; and 
he should not vote for one until he was better sat- 
isfied than he now was that it was a proper mode 
of raising money, and better satisfied than he ever 
had been of the immediate pressing necessity of the 
measure. His doctrine was, that, in a time of pro- 
found peace, with-a plenty of money in the money 
market, whenever it was necessary for this 
Government to borrow money, it was better to bor- 
row it by way of a loan, than by the issue of treas- 
ary notes. But still he was willing, in deference to 
the opinions of his friends, that, as this policy had 
been pursued for six years, it should be pursued a 
litle longer. At the same time, however, he would 
propose, as an amendment to it, a measure which, 
if adopted by the House, would supersede all ne- 
cessity for carrying on the operations of the treas- 
ury by the means of treasury notes. “The Gov- 
ernment would then have no need to apply to the 
holders of these notes to postpone their demands 
for payment, and would have no need to offer them 
interest to induce them to keep them in their pock- 
ets. He would have preferred that his proposi- 
tion should have come in, as he originally contem- 
plated, in the form of a substitute to the exchequer 
bill reported by the select committee of that House; 
for, after all, the great object he had in View was the 
adoption, not the creation (for that they all knew 
to be out of the question) and nationalizing of a 
currency. Afier the great political revolution 
which tock place in 1840, there was no one subject 
to which the people looked with so much solicitude 
as that of the currency, and which they so anx- 
iously expected from the party they had placed in 
power. The majority in Congress promptly an- 
swered this universal demand, and attempted to 
give to the country a sound, safe, stable, and uni- 
form national currency, in the form of a good old- 
fashioned bank of the United States. They failed; 
and failed without any fault of their own. They 
failed in consequence of the “fixed constitutional 
fact” at the other end of the avenue, of which 
they had heard so much. The plan that the ma- 
jority then proposed, and which failed in the man- 
ner stated, was the one which he should always 
consider the best that could be adopted for the 
country. They all knew, however, that that plan 
could not be adopted under present circumstances. 
Another plan had been proposed—that of the ex- 
chequer; and the House had considered it at this 
session, and decided against it by almost a unani- 
mous vote; and he might be allowed to say that 
that was a vote pronouncing condemnation as well 
against the plan of the select committee, as that of 
the Secretary of the Treasury. The exchequer 
scheme of the gentleman from Massachusetts dif- 
fered, in some unimportant particulars, from the 
one of the Secretary of the Treasury; but, in bis 
opinion, the former was not relieved from the ob- 
jections which weighed so heavily against the lat- 
ter. Mr. B. then went on to compare the two pro- 
jects, stating his objections te both. 

We have had (said Mr. B.) the exchequer pre- 
sented to us, and have discarded it by an almost 
unanimous vote; and the condemnation of the plan 
of the Executive was equivalent to a condem- 
nation of the plan of the select committee; and he 
believed that, at the present moment, it would find 
no greater favor in the House. A bank of the 
United States could not be had; and, in the mean 
time, what were they to do? Were they to sit still 
and fold their arms, and do nothing? Was there 
nothing else to be done? Was there no plan which 
could be devised, after rejecting both the bank of 
the United States and the exchequer, of supplying 


the country with a safe, sound, and stable circu- - 


lating medium, through the operations of the Gov- 
ernment? He contended that there was; and the 
plan was one to which no Whig of the country, 
consistently with his principles, could object. 

‘The State banks had hitherto been resorted to, 
under General Jackson’s administration, with a 
promise on his part, and on the part of those who 
stood around him, that a national currency of uni- 
form value should be supplied. ‘That plan failed, 
as everybody foresaw it must fail. In the form in 
which it was proposed that the State banks should 


supply a national currency, the plan failed, because 
there was no attempt io nationalize such a curren- 
cy. It was all a currency of local banks, ard could 
not circulate beyond their immediate neighbor- 
hoods; and, for that reason, the plan failed. But 
he contended that, through the agency of this Gov- 
ernment, the currency of the State banks-might be 
fiationalized, and made a safe, sound, uniform cur- 
reney—and that, too, without a particle of risk to 
the Government or to the people. If this, then, 
could be done, was it not their duty todo it? The 
effect to be produced in the present condition of 
the treaaury was an important element in the plan 
he proposed to adopt. The Government must 
borrow money; it was already in debt, and had now 
an amount of treasury notes outstanding, of from 
eleven and a half to twelve millions of dollars, 
which were already due, or soon to become due. 
If they did not mean to borrow. more money for 
the current service of the Government, it wasin- 
dispensable that these treasury notes should be 
kept out. The estimates and plans of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, and of the Committee of 
‘Ways and Means, all went on the ground that the 
outstanding treasury notes were not to be paid at 
the treasury when due. If they were to be paid 
when due, then it was necessary that they should 
borrow money to pay them. With the aid of five 
and ahalf millions, (or about the sum borrowed 
upon loan at the last session of Congress,) and by 
keeping back the treasury notes now outstanding, 
thetreasury would be able to get oh during the year. 
But so sure as these notes came in for redemption, 
unless authority to re-issue them be given by this 
bill, there must be a great deficit. Atall events, 
there stood the fact, that they had eleven and a half 
to twelve millions of these notes outstanding; which 
was discreditable to the nation, and he desired to 
remedy it. l 


He deemed ita measure of high import, as it 
furnished a currency for the country. He was of 
opinion that, even if this treasury note bill should 
be passed, it was quite possible that the treasury 
might find itself in difficulties before the end of the 
year; and he would take away from this Adminis- 
tration the very possibility of an excuse for an ex- 
tra session of Congress;and he believed his amend- 
ment would accomplish that purpose. 


He then detalied the plan which he proposed, 
It was simple, he said, and could be comprehended 
ata glance: there was no mystery about it. It was 
intended to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury 
to borrow from the State banks a sum of money 
not exceeding $15,000,000—eleven and a half 
millions of which would be required for the redemp- 
tion of treasury notes; a large portion of which, he 
observed in passing, was now in the hands of those 
very State banks. So far, then, it was amere change 
of the form of indebtedness, and a substitution of 
one form of credit for another. The sum so bor- 
rowed, however, was not to exceed the wants and 
exigencies of the Government, and to be borrowed 
from specie-paying banks; but in no instance more 
than one-fourth of their capita]; and in this way the 
banks of every part of the United Stales would be 
brought into use in furnishing the loan. For the 
amount so borrowed, this Government would then 
stamp the notes of the lending banks to the amount 
borrowed from them and such notes should be 
receivedin paymentof public dues; and in case such 
banks should suspend specie payments, either for 


` these notes, or their rotes generally, the Govern- 


ment shauld be absolved frem all obligation to pay 
to such banks the interest on their loans, which in no 
case was to exceed 6 per cent. though he thought 
it might be obtained at 5 per cent. 

He dwelt on the security which this bill would 
provide, on the aid which it would futnish to the 
treasury, and on the facilities it would extend to 
commerce, by this provision of a concurrent circu- 
lating medium; and enforced it on the attention of 
the House in some general remarks. 

Mr. CUSHING moved, as an amendment to the 
amendment, the bill reported some time since by 
the select committee appointed on that subject, en- 
titled “A bill amendatory of the several acts es- 
tablishing the Treasury Department,” in which he 
had made several changes, striking out one entire 


section, and ‘materially altering others; 
makine it, in fact, a different bill. À 
. Some conversation ensued on a point of or- 
der, in which Messrs. CUSHING, FILLMORE, 
WISE, and others, took part. 

The CHAIR decided that the amendment was 
in order, and that the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Cusine] was entitled to the floor. 


_ Mr. CUSHING observed that there were then 
two propositions before the committee, presented 
fairly for their. consideration: the one on the plan 
of currency and deposites, proposed by the select 
committee of the House; and the other, the antago- 
nist plan, coming from the other side of the House, 
proposed by the gentleman from New York, (Mr. 
Bannanp;] and he was, therefore, thankful that 
the gentleman had obtained the floor before bim, 
and, by this means, made his plan the first question 
in order. He was also gratified that the gentle- 
man from New York had discussed the question 
as between these two plans, and, by his admis- 
sions, placed his (Mr. C.’s) bill in a totally differ- 
ent attitude from that in which it stood when it 
was last. before the House; for the gentleman em- 
phatically assumed that it wasthe duty of the ma- 
jority to legislate on the subject of the currency, 
which was the very reverse of what was assumed by 
the Committee of. Ways and Means when they made 
their report on the exchequer bill. The gentleman 


and thus 


, commenced by an emphatic declaration that it was - 


the duty of the Whig party, in accordance with 
their avowed principles, and with their professions 
before the people, to pass some act for the estab- 
lishment of a uniform and national currency. The 
gentleman also admitted that a bank of the United 
States was out of the question; and he thanked the 
gentleman for that admission. He agreed with the 
gentleman that there were alternatives for a United 
States bank; and that it would be wrong for the 
House to neglect their duty in adopting one of 
these alternatives, because they could not, by their 
own fiat, make a bank. They entered, then, into 
this discussion under new auspices; and it was not 
the question whether the House should remain neg- 
ative and derelict to its duty, but it was the ques- 
tion which of the two plans before it was the best? 

He was happy to join issue with the gentleman 
from New York on this question. In the first 
place, what was the gentleman’s plan? Had the 
committee examined i.2 The gentleman assumed 
that it was the duty of Congress to provide a na- 
tional currency; and he proposed—what? He pro- 
posed that the United States—not having, it would 
seem, any credit of its own to issue paper money— 
should borrow fifteen millions of the paper of the 
State banks, and endorse it, to make ita national 
currency. [Here Mr. Barnarp explained ] 
He had stated it briefly as the borrowing of bank pa- 
per, and it was so in effect. What did the second 
section propose? It was true, the first section said 
that the Government should borrow fifteen mil- 
lions of specie-paying banks; but what was the 
thing to be borrowed? Was it gold and silver? 
Certainly not; for the banks could not make the 
loan, unless the Government took their paper 
promises. But what did the second section say? 
Why, that the Secretary of the Treasury was to 
cause: the notes of these banks, to an amount 
equal to that borrowed, to be stamped with 
the guaranty thatthey should be taken in payment 
of all the dues of the Government, so that the 
practical effect would be, that the United States 
will have received in its coffers fifteen millions of 
paper of the State banks, which it stamps with its 
signet, to give it currency in the United States. 
Now he objected to this, in principle. The United 
States could make a better currency of its own; and, 
in the second place, there would be saddled on the 
Government fifteen millions of bank paper, which 


would be put in its custom-houses in payment of | 


public dues; and if the banks stopped payment, 
what would be the remedy? It would be the same 
as it was in a previous instance. The Govern- 
ment might sue the banks, if it pleased; but it 
would have fifteen millions of broken bank. paper 
on hand, which nobody would take. But, again. 
Why take this bank paper atall? If be considered 
it as a matter of personal interest to his constituents 
alone, he would go for it, inasmuch as, under this 
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plan, ihe pxper of the barks of Bos oa and New 
York would constitate the principal currency of 
the country. - ` 


But who wasto select. the banks? who was to 
decide which of the banks should be taken to make 
a currency for the country? The Secretary was to 
take good bank paper; but how was he to tell what 
paper was good? But why do this thing? What 
would be gained by it? It would add nothing to 
the sum total of the currency of the country; and 
it would only give acurrency in certain portions 
of the United States to the paper of certain banks. 

-[Mr. Barnard here explained] Mr. ©. contin- 
ued: that theplan proposed that the officers of the 
Government should pick among the banks, and se- 
lectsuch as they thought proper. The gentleman 
from New York assumed that, by the cabalistie 
eperation of stamping the paper of tbese banks, the 
prosperity of the country would be restored, and 
relief would be given to the treasury. Fle should 
have been glad if the gentleman had gone into 
some arguments to show how this could be brought 
about. For his part, he could see no necessary 
connexion between the prosperity of the country 
and the giving currency to the paper of certain fa- 
vored banks. He could readily see that the banks 
themselves might be benefited by the operation; 
and, indeed, be could only see in it a device by 
which fifteen millions of bad bank paper might be 
put into circulation. The gentleman argued, in 
favor of his plan, that it might be set aside, and 
another plan substituted for it, by whichever of the 
two parties came into power;—that if the Whigs 
came. into power, they might substitute for ita 
national bank; and if the Democrats came into 
power, they might substitute for it the sub-treas- 
uty. This was the only advantage he saw in the 
plan atall; but would not the same argument ap- 
ply in fovor of the exchequer plan? It would be 
equally easy for any party that might get into 
power to substitute’for the exchequer their favorite 
plan, and then they would not have fifteen mil- 
lions of bad paper on hand. Again: there were 
other means by which the United States might 
supply their necessities. If they did not choose 
to borrow money in the form of a loan—if 
they must have paper money, he preferred that 
they should borrow it on their own treas- 
ury notes, rather than borrow the promises to 
pay of banks. He desired to see an end of the 
fallacious idea that the Government could not get 


along without being propped up under each shonl- | 


der by the State banks, Heretofore, it had been 
supposed that the United States, which collected 
fifteen millions or more, annually, from the people, 
could not proceed on through the instrumentality 
of that much of real capital, without availing it- 
self of the credit of the banks. Now, he desired 
to see that state of things reversed; and that the 
specie should be in the hands of the Government, 
while the banks should be left to subsist on eredit. 
If there was to be a dead capital on which there 
was to be a currency, he desired to see that in the 
hands of the people, through their Representatives. 
lt was for these reasons that he had advocated the 
exchequer bill. Hedenied that the decision of the 
House against the exchequer. plan of the Secretary 
of the Treasury was a decision aga’nst the ex- 
chequer plan of the select committee, as contended 
by the gentieman from New York. It was impos- 
sible for him to say upon what principles and what 
conelusions the House voted; but be must say that, 
upon a careful analysis of that vote, it would be 
found that the objections which applied to the plan 
of the Secretary of the Treasury did not apply to 
the one of the select committee. Mr. C. here went 
into a comparison of the two plans, explaining the 
difference between them. 

He objected tothe form of currency which the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Barnarp] would 
thus provide, and for reasons (he said) which he 
gave in a speech four years ago, which had been 
quoted by the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, to prove his ineonsistency. He next 
noticed the bill affirmatively. The first objection 
raised was one of power. It was alleged that it 
placed power in the hands of the Executive; and 
he proceeded to notice it in relation to Government 
patronage, and administrative power. He said 
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this was a question affecting the Government, 
The Administration would remain, though the 
Government might be unable to go on; and it 
was the duty of Congress to provide for the sup- 
port of the Government; and he affirmed that this 
bill would give no more administrative power than 
the sub-treasury, and much less than a United 
States bank. There remained, then, nothing but 
the details of the measure. There must be some- 
whee a depository for the public money; there’ 
must be some legislation on this subject; and this 


„scheme presented the least objectionable mode. 


The committee were not, however, wedded to it in 
its precise phraseology; and if amendment could 
be suggested, they would not object to its adop- 
tion. 

He then alluded to the prospect of the separate 
parties in the next presidential election, on the sev- 
eral measures of a United States bank, a sab-treas- 
urs, and an exchequer. He said the gentleman to 
whom one party looked [he was understood to al- 
lude to Mr, Clay] as the great advocate and rep- 
resentative of their principles, did not speak of a 
United States bank, but only of a national currency 
under the regulation of the nation. Well, the ex- 
chequer would give them a national currency un- 
der the control cf the nation; and no electoral col- 
lege of any State of this Union would find its in- 
terest in going into the contest on a United States 
bank measure as a sine qua non. f 


Mr. BOTTS moved that the committee rise, 
with a view ‘to the adoption of a resolution to stop 
the debate, and take the bill out of the power of the 
committee. He said it must be evident that the 
committee were discussing a proposition which could 
not be carried, and which was wholly different 
from the bill to which it was proposed to be at- ° 
tached. 


The CHAIR suggested to the gentlemen to in- 
clude in bis motion a motion to report the bill laid 
aside this morning; to which the gentleman [Mre 
Bors] assented. 

Tellers (Messrs. Meniru and J. Cooper) were 
appointed to take the vote on the motion to rise, 
who reported ayes 75, noes 50. 

The committee rose, and reported the first . bill 
(770,) and also their progress on the second (that 
for the re-issue of treasury notes.) : 


` TERMINATION OF THE DEBATE. 


Mr. FILLMORE then obtained the floor, and 
offered a resolution, to the effect that all debate on 
the bill for the re-issue of treasury notes shall ter- 
minate at 3 o’clock this day, when the committee . 
shal] vote on all amendments pending, and that 
may be offered. He also moved the previous 
question on his resolution. 

{It was now half-past 2 o’clock.] 

Mr. S. MASON expressed a strong desire to 
speak, as he had not made a speech this session. 

Mr. FILLMORE declined to modify or with- 
draw his resolution. 

Mr. WISE made an inquiry on a point of order, 
which was answered by the Speaker, 

Mr. GILMER rose to ask the gentleman from 
New York to modify his resolution, and make th 
daily hour of meeting 10 o'clock. l 

Mr. FILLMORE could not accept of the modi- 
fication. He thought it would be impracticable for 
the House to meet at such an early bour.. oe 

Mr. GILMER gave notice that he should take 
the first opportunity of offering the resolution (for 
meeting at 10-o’clock) which he had intimated. 

The previous question was sustained, and the 
main question ordered to be now put. 

Mr. ATHERTON asked for the yeas and nays 
on the adoption of the resolution; and they were 
ordered. 

It was now twenty minutes to 3 o’clock,and Mr. 
FILLMORE rose and asked leave to modify his 
resolution, so as io fix the time for taking the bill 
out of committee at half-past 3, insteadof 3 o'clock. 

The SPEAKER said the resolution could not be 
modified, as the previous question was ordered. 
athe rofl was called, and resulted—yeas 83, nays 

So the House adopted the resolution. 

Mr. WISE then moved an amendment: rejected 
—ayes 29, noes not counted. 
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On’ motion of Mr. FILLMORE, 
again went into committee, (Mr. Pickens in the 
chair,) and took up the bill for the re-issue of treas- 
ury notes; which was under discussion when ‘the 
committee last rose. 

“Mr. WISE obtained the floor, and said he be- 
lieved ‘he had three minutes left. [A voice—‘‘One 
and a half.” aie ` 

_ Mr. T. F. FOSTER appealed to the gentleman 
to leave him half a minute. [Laughter] .— 

Mr. WISE said he. should, in the few minutes 
left him, discuss the exchequer, as far as he could. 
[A member: “Only a quarter of an inch.”] In 
reply to the remarks of those gentlemen who had 
expressed a wish to have the Government sepa- 
rated, in its fiscal operations, from local banks, he 
would observe, that, so far from the exchequer 
having a tendency to encourage the State banks in 
their over-issues, it would be a regulator and (some 
might call it) a scourge of the local banks. It al- 
lowed the notes of the local banks to be received 
where they were payable, in specie, on demand; but 
it did not permit a dollar to be paid cut in notes. 
A settlement was to be held weekly, if not oftener, 
with the banks, which were to be called upon to 
pay their notes, dollar for dollar, in specie. It was 
well known what a scourge the United States Bank 
was to the local banks. Yet that bank paid out 
their notes, although it enforced constant settle- 
ment. ` 

He would conelude the last word he was allowed 
to say by protesting that, after all the promises 
made by the head of the dominant party in that 
hall that an opportunity should be afforded to 
discuss the exchequer, he had been deprived of it 
[here the Chairman’s hammer fell three times] by 
that hammer. [Laughter.] 

The question was then taken on Mr. Cusnina’s 

` amendment, resulting in—ayes 38, noes 89. 

_ No quorum voting, another count was then taken, 
which resulted ia ayes 37, noes 98. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The question was then taken on Mr. BARNARD’S 
amendment, and it was also decided in the nega- 
tive—ayes 34, noes 105. ; 

On motion by Mr. FILLMORE, the committee 
rose and reported the bill to the House without 
amendment; and 

Mr. ANDREWS of Kentucky having moved 
the previous question on the engrossment of the 
bill, it was seconded, and the main question ordered; 
and thén the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 

* The bill having been read the third time, 

„Mr. ANDREWS of Kentucky called for the pre- 

vious question on ils passage. 


Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL called for the yeas and 
nays, which were ordered; and the bill, under the 
operation of the previous question, was passed— 
yeas 111, nays 51, as follows: 


VEAS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Sherlock J. Andrews, Arnold, 
Ayctigg, Baker, Barton, Beeson, Bidlack, Birdseye, Blair, 
Boardman, Borden, Bowne, Briggs, Brockway, Bronson, Jer- 
emiah Brown, John Campbel!, Cary, Casey, Chapman, 
John C. Clark, Staley N, Clarke, Coles, Cowen, Cranston, 
Crosa, Cushing, Richard D. Davis, Dawson, Deberry, Doig, 
John Edwards, Everett, Verris, Fessenden, Fillmore, John G. 
Floyd, Charles A. Floyd, Gamble, Gentry, Gilmer, Gordon, 
Granger, Hall, Halsted, Nastings, Hays, Houck, Howard, 
Hubard, Hudson, Hunter, Hunt, J, R. Ingersoll, James Ir- 
vin, Jack, Isaac D. Jones, Jobn P. Kennedy, Linn, Robert 
McClellan, McKennan, Mallory, Marchand, Samson Mason, 
Mattocks, Maxwell, Moore, Morgan, Morrow, Oliver, Osborne, 
Partridge, Pearce, Pendleton, Plumer, Pope, Powell, Ben- 
jamin Randall, Randolph, Ridgway, William Russell, James 
M. Russell, Saltonstall, Saunders, Shepperd, Slade, Steenrod, 
Stokely, Stratton, Taliaferro, Tillinghast, Toland, Triplett, 
Turney, Underwood, Van Buren, Washingion, Wattersen, 
Weller, Westhrook, Edward D. White, Thomas W, Wil- 
liams, Joseph L. Williams, Winthrop, Wise,jWood, Yorke, 
Augustus Young, and John Young—lil. 

NAYS—Messrs. Landaf W. Andrews, Arrington, Atherton, 
Babcock, Botts, Milton Brown, Charles Brown, Burke, 
Patrick ©., Caldwell, Calhoun, Wm. B. Campbell, Thomas 
J. Campbell, Clifford, James Cooper, Cravens, Daniel, Garrett 
Davis, Egbert, Thomas. F. Foster, Goggin, Graham, Green, 
Hopkins, Houston, Charles J. Ingersoll, Keim, Andrew Ken- 
nedy, Littlefield, McKay, McKeon, Alfred Marshall, Mathiot, 
Medill, Meriwether, Miller, Mitchell, Payne, Pickens, Ram- 
sey, Rayner, Reding, Reynolds, Rogers, Snyder, Sprigg, 
John T. Stuart, John B. Thompson, Tomlinson, Van Rensse- 
laer, Joseph Le White, and Christopher H, Willidms--51. 


So the bill was passed. 

Mr. YORKE moved a reconsideration of the 
vote by which the bill was passed. 

Mr. TURNEY moved to lay that motion on the 
table, which was rejected; and the motion of the 
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the House 


gentleman from New Jersey went over until to- 
morrow. 

Mr. FILLMORE then asked the House to take 
up the bill to bring into the treasury the moneys 
received. by public officers before it should be dis- 
bursed, and for other purposes. ; 

The bill was accordingly taken up, ordered to 
be engrossed, and read a third time, and passed. 

Mr. ADAMS again rose for the. purpose of ob- 
taining permission to present the pelitions which 
had been intrusted'to him for that purpose. He 
moved a suspension of the rules to enable him to 
do so. F 

"Mr, HOLMES said he really hoped the request 
would be granted, (cries of “No, no,”) for it was 
time they should know what it was. [Great con- 
fusion ] 

Mr, WELLER moved that the House adjourn. 

Mr. SLADE called for the yeas and nays, and 
they were ordered, amidst cries of “What will you 
gain by thai?” 

The yeas and nays having been taken, they re- 
sulted as foliows—yeas 88, nays 75. 

The House then adjourned, at 4 o'clock. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuerspay, February 21, 1843, 

The PRESIDENT pro tem, laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the President of the 
United States, transmitting a report from the State 
Department, in compliance with a resolution of 
the Senate of the 14th instant, requesting the Presi- 
dent of the United States to communicate to the 
Senate a copy of any commission or letter of in- 
struction to Daniel Webster, esq., Secretary of 
State, to treat with Lord Ashburton, &¢.; which 
was read, and ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GRAHAM presented to the Senate resolu- 
tions of the Legislative Council of Florida, relating 
to the claim of Judge Duval gn the Government 
of the United S.ates; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. f 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the State Department, 
transmitting, in compliance witha resolution of the 
Senate, additional information of the operations of 
the bankrupt law; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, from the Committee on 
Millitary Affairs, reported back, without amend- 
ment, and with a recommendation that it do pass, 
the bill from the House providing for the setile- 
menit of the claims for supplies furnished the Flor- 
ida militia. 

Mr. WHITE presented joint resolutions adopt- 
ed by the Legislature of Indiana, in favor of the 
passage of a law, by Congress, allowing the rigbts 
of pre-emption to those settlers on the land grant- 
ed to the State of Indiana to complete the Wabash 
and Erie canal, to otber lands, in lieu of those of 
which they have been deprived by such grant; also, 
jointresolutions in favor of permanent arrangements 
with railroad companies for transporting the mail, 
in favor of restricting the franking privilege, and 
in favor of reducing the rates of letter postage to 
the federal coin. Also, a resolution in relation to 
the establishment of marine hospitals on the Missis- 
sippiand its tributaries, and the great Northern lakes, 
for the benefit of sick and disabled seamen. These 
resolutions were referred to appropriate committees; 
the latter one to the Committee on Commerce. 


Also, presented joint resolutions of the Legisla- 
ture of the State of Indiana, in reference to the 
burdens placed on commerce by the towns on the 
Western rivers, by wharfage, rates, &c., and par- 
ticularly by the municipal authorities of the city of 
New Orleans, by their regulations imposing dulies 
on produce landed there, and asking Congress to 
assert its power to regulate commerce by removing 
these obstructions. Read, ordered to be printed, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


On motion by Mr. STURGEON, the memorial. 


which he presented a few days ago, asking an ap- 
propriation for establishing a marine hospital at or 
near the city of Pittsburg, was taken from the table, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Finance, 
to which was referred the memorial of Phineas. 
Bennett and Nahum Andrews, praying the passage 


ofa law to permitthem to bring in, free of duty, 
goods which may be saved by them from wrecks, 
reported a bill to permit the entry of merchan- 
dise received from shipwrecks, in certain cases, free 
of duty; which was read, and ordered to a second 
reading. 

On motion by Mr. WHITE, on the recommend- 
ation of the Committee on Indian Affairs, the re- 
port of the Secretary of the Treasury, showing the 
manner of the disbursement of funds for the ben- 
efit of the Indians, was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, made an adverse report on 
the petition of Markham Tristoe, late postmaster at 
Warsaw, Missouri, praying the refunding the 
amount of a certain judgment obtained against 
him by the United States; which was ordered to be 
printed. : 

Mr. SMITH of Indiana, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, reported back, with sundry amend- 
ments, the bill from the House entitled “Anact to au- 
thorize the investigation of alleged frauds under 
the pre-emption laws, and for other purposes:” the 
amendments were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. S., from the same committee, reported back, 
without amendment, Senate bill entitled “A bill ex- 
planatory of the act supplemental to the act grant- 
ing pre-emption rights to settlers on the pablic 
lands,” approved June 22, 1838, 

Mr. CHOATS, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported back, without amendment, and 
with fa recommendation that it do pass, the bill for 
the relief of the heirs of Robert Fulton. E 


Mr. PHELPS, from the Committee on Indian 
Afairs, to which had. been referred the petition of 
Campbell Scott, praying for pay under a certain 
treaty; and the petition of the administrator of Wil- 
liam H. Haunter, praying for the allowance of cer- 
tain charges in the adjustment of his accounts; 
made adverse reports to the prayers of the petitions, 
which were ordered to be printed. 


Mr. PHELPS, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which had been referred House bill for the relief 
of Maria Fowler, reported the same back without 
amendment, and with a recommendation that it be 
indefinitely postponed; its passage being unnecessa- 
ry, because. power existed in the department to 
grant the relief prayed for. The bill was then ta- 
ken up as in committee of the whole, and indeti- 
nitely postponed. f 


Mr. P., from the same committeé, made an ad- 
verse report on the petition of Aaron Payne for 
arrears of pension; which was ordered to be 
printed. 


Mr. PHELPS, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, made an adverse report on the pe- 
tition of Benjamin Harrison; which was ordered to 
be printed. 


Also, from the same committee, reported back, 
without amendment, House bill for the relief of 
Henry Hoffman, with an adverse report; which 
was ordered to be printed. 


On motion by Mr. PHELPS, the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims was discharged from the 
further consideration of the claim of Isaac Hop- 
kins, (there being no evidence to sustain theclaim,) 
for property pressed into the public service last 
war, 


Mr. WILLIAMS, from the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs, reported back, with an amendment, 
the Senate bill for the relief of Charles E. Sher- 
man. 


Mr. YOUNG submitted the following resolutions; 
which were read and adopted, viz: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be instructed to’com- 
municate to the Senate, the copy of any contract or contracts 
entered into by Robert Fulton with the Government. of the 
United States, in the year 1814 or 1815, for the furnishing or ft- 
ting out of one or more steamboats for the use of the Govern- 
ment; the amount of money advanced to him in virtue of the 
said contract or contracts, and how far the same have been ful- 
filled or complied with on the part of the- said Fulton;. also, a 
statement of the accounts of the said Fulton, as the same appear 
on the books of the department. > : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury he instructed 
to include in his report, to be made at the present session of 
Congress, in pursuance of the resolution of the Senate adopted 
on the 80th July, 1842, either under their appropriate heads, or 
by way of appendix, the quantity of the public lands to which 
the Indian title has been extinguished since that. time; the sey- 
eral amounts agreed to be paid therefor, and the times and mah- 
net in which such payments are to be made, respectively. 
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. Continued from No 20. 
On- motion by Mr. BENTON, it was 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be directed to 
include the permanent appropriations inthe list of current ap- 
propriations made each session, now directed to be published 
by law. : 


Mr. KING presented the credentials of AntHur 
P. Baszy, who has been elected by the Legislature 
of Alabama a. Senator of the United States from 
that State for six years, from and after the $d day 
of March next; which were read, and ordered to be 
-placed on the files of the Senate. 

On motion by Mr. McDUFFIE, the previous or- 
ders of the day were postponed, and the bill for the 
relief-of Charies J. Jenkins and Wm. W. Mann, 
assignee of John McKinne, was taken up. 


The bill was understood by the reporter to in- 
yolve a claim growing out of a contract of Mce- 
Kinne with the United States to collect for the 
Government some $32,000, the consideration for 
which service to be one-fourth of the amount col- 
lected. It seems that the contractor collected the 
amount by a note payable to the Government; the 
payment of which was conditionally guarantied. 
But, before the note arrived at maturity, the drawer 
of the same was relieved, by act of Congtess, from 
the payment of the amount due the United States, 
and covered by the note. 


This bill was debated at some length.. Messrs. 
EVANS, KING, WOODBURY, and BUCHAN. 
AWN opposed the bill, on the ground (as was under- 
stood) that the contractor agreed to iavolve his 
claim to one fourth of the amount collected, in the 
act of cancelling the debt by the Government. 
They were willing to pay the actual expense in- 
curred by the contractor in his efforts to secure the 
debt; but they were unwilling to pay him the quar- 
ter of the debt, for the reason above; and for the. 
‘further reason, that the debt was not actually col- 
lected as contracied—the Government never having 
reéeived the money. 


Messrs. BERRIEN, McDUFFIE, and DAY- 
‘TON defended the bill, They maintained that the 
contractor never agreed to involve his interest in 
the claim, in the act of cancellation by the United 
States; and that though the Government did not 
actually receive the money, the money was collected. 
The reason that the Government did not receive it, 
was, that they had cancelled the debt. They main- 
tained that the Government cculd not, by its own 
power, on any principle of common justice, absolve 
itself from the obligation of its own contract. 

There being no amendment ptoposed to the bill, 
it was reported to the Senate; and the question 
being, Shall the bill be ordered to be engrossed for 
@ third reading? 


Mr. BUCHANAN demanded the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered; and the question being pul, 
it was decided in the negative—yeas 15, nays 
22, So the bill was rejected. 

Mr, EVANS now moved to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the navy appropriation bill. 

Mr. WALKER suggested the bankrupt bill. 

Mr. LINN suggested the propriety of proceeding 
to the consideration of the bill which was ordered 
to beengrossed on yesterday, to indemnify Major 
Gen. Andrew Jackson. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON inquired what would be 
the order of business now. 

The CHAIR replied that the call for resolutions 
was the next thing in order. 

Mr. LUNN made some further remarks in favor 
of taking up the bill alluded to by him; which, be 
conceived, was the first in order. 

Mr. BAYARD pressed on the attention of the 
Senate the several bills touching the naval service, 
which had been made the special order for Satur- 
day last, but were superseded by other bills. He 
heped the chairmsa of the Committee on Finance 
(Mr. Evans] would consent to let these bills be 
taken. up, before proceeding to the navy appropria- 
tion bill 

Mr. EVANS could not yield io the suggestion. 


l ed. 


Vorumte 12: No. 21.” 


He had refrained for several days from pressing 
this, although he felt the. necessity of having action 
upon it. : 

Mr. TAPPAN also suggested the propriety of 
taking up the Senate bills in the order in which 
they stood on the calendar, in preference to consid- 
ering the bills from the House, which could be soon 
disposed of. f 

The question -was, however, taken on the mo- 
tion of Mr. Evans, and decided in the negative— 
yeas 23, nays 23. 


The resolution submitted by Mr. WALKER yes- 
terday, as follows, was taken up for consideration, 
viz: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to commu- 
nicate to the Senate, at the next session of Congress, a plan and 
estimates for the improvement of the navigation of the Ohio, by 
the construction of an enlarged steamboat canal on the Indiana 
side of the falis, near Louisville; also, toxeport what effect would 
be produced on the navigation of that river above the falls, by the 
removal of the ledge of rocks at that point; also, what would be 
the expense of enlarging the present canal, so as to admit the 
largest class of boats; and what arrangements, if any, can be 
made for rendering the said canal toll free, or subject to such 
toll only as may be necessary to keep the same in repair. 

- Messrs. TAPPAN, WALKER, MOREHEAD, 
EVANS, SEVIER, and SMITH of Connecticut, 
discussed the above resolution at some length. 
The points involved in the discussion were as to 
the best mode of improving the Ohio river at the 
fails, and the necessity of making some improve- 
ment to afford facilities to commerce, and to relieve 
it from the onerous tax imposed on it by the tolls 
collected by the Louisville and Portland Canal 
Company. 

The debate was, however, terminated on the 
presentation of the following, by Mr. TAPPAN, 
as a substitute; which was accepted by the mover 
of the resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to ascer 
tain and report to the next Congress what is the best mode of 


improving the navigation of the Ohio river at the falls near 
Louisville, and the probable expense of such improvement. 


The resolution was then adopted as amended. 


GENERAL JACKSON’S FINE. 


Mr. Lian’s bill to indemnify Major General 
Andrew Jackson for damage sustained in the dis- 
charge of his official duty, came up as an engross- 
ed bill, and was read a third time. 

The question then being, “Shall the bill pass?” 

Mr. DAYTON addressed the Senate for about 
half an heur in opposition. There were principles 
involved in the bill which he considered of such 
consequence as to induce him to call the attention 
of the Senate to them before they voted for its 
passage. It had been urged by the friends of the bill 
that there was no other principle involved in it than 
that which had been acted on repeatedly in regard 
to other officers of the Government. He had 
loozed into this matter, and found that such was 
not the fact. In the first place, with respect to the 
title, he found that the bills passed by Congress to 
restore fines to other officers, inflicted on them for 
violations of law in the performance of their du- 
ties, were all entitled acts for the relief of those 
individuals. Inthe next place, there was nething 
in the bodies of those actsin the slightest degres 
tending to cast imputation, directly or indircetly, on 
the tribunals which had inflicted those fines. In 
these two respects, ke argued at some length, that 
this bill differed aliogether from the principle of the 
bills claimed as analogous cases. 

After Mr. D. had delivered his views in support 
of this position, 

Mr. BERRIEN rose, and referred io the opin- 
ions expressed by the Judiciary Committee in sup- 
port of the amendments which it had reconimend- 
As that report contained his views on the sub- 
ject, he should now merely stale that those amend- 
ments having been rejected by the Senate, he could 
not vote for the bill. So far from the amendment 
of the Senator from North Cerolina, adopted yes- 
terday, making the oviginal more decepiable to 
him, it had the opposite effeci; for he now consid- 


ered it more exceptionable than ever, It wasa 


| 
il 


decision of Congress that the fine was inflicted for 


` an alleged contempt of court—leaving. that doubtful 


about which no doubt whatever before existed. 

Mr. CONRAD, in reference to his remarks of 
yesterday, said he would now merely repeat what 
he then said—that, so far from having changed the 
opinions which he expressed last session, when the 
subject was before the Senate, he bad, upon more 
careful examination and mature consideration, 
been more and more confirmed jin the correctness 
of the views he had taken on that occasion. 

Mr. C., in the course of his remarks, said he 
was perfectly tired and disgusted with the eternal 
subserviency and sycophancy displayed by the 
worshippers of this political idol. He alluded to 
the manner in which this subject had been agitated 
through the country, and in the Legislatures of the 
States. ; 

Mr. LINN said the Senator from Louisiana had 
used an expression which required some explana- 
tion. He had introduced this bill with the motives 
which he had always expressed to the Senate. 

Mr. CONRAD was not aware that he had said 
anything from which the Senator from Missouri 
could possibly infer that he intended to impute to 
him other motives than those which be had 
avowed. , 

Mr. LINN said the expression to. which be al- 
luded was this: “Was this eternal sycophaùcy to 
General Jackson never to cease?” Did ibe Sena- 
tor mean to apply the epithet “sycophancy” to bis 
(Mr. L.’s) conduct, or that of any other gentleman 
who had advocated the bill? If the Senator meant 
to impute to him a sycophantic disposition, in ma- 
king an offering to General Jackson, it was a very 
offensive —— 

Mr. CONRAD said he was really very sorry 
that the gentleman should have conceived that he 
intended, by any portion of his remarks, to cast a 
reflection upon any gentleman, and particularly 
upon that honorable Senator; for if there wapa 
man in that body to whom he was bound to im~ 
pute entire sincerity and singleness of heart, it was 
that gentleman. He was aware that with that 
gentleman it was a matter of personal feeling of 
regard; and he. was not at all surprised that that 
gentleman should view the question in a differ- 
ent aspect from that in which he viewedit. And. 
he assured him the remark he had made was not 
intended to reflect upon him, or upon any member 
of that body. f 

The question was then taken by yeas and nays; 
and the bill was passed—yeas 28, nays 20, as fol- 
lows: ; ` 

YEAS—Messrs, Allen, Bagby, Benton, Buchanan, Calhoun, 
Cuthbert, Fulton, Graham, Henderson, King, Lina, McDuffie, 
McRoberts, Mangum, Rives, Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, 


Smith of Indiana, Sprague, Sturgeon, Tallmadge, Tappan, 
Walker, Wilcox, Williams, Woodbury, Wright, and Young 


NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, 
Choate, Clayton, Conrad, Crafts, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, 
Huntington, Kerr, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Phelps, White, 
and Woodbridge—20, : 

Mr. GRAHAM now moved to change the title 
to that of “A bill for the indemnity of Major Qen- 
eral Andrew Jackson.” 

This motion was soncurred in without a divis- 
ion. 

Mr. YOUNG sow moved to postpone all pre- 
vious orders, and proceed to the consideration of 
the bankrupt bill, i 


>% 


Mr. EVANS hoped the moion would not. pre-: 


vail. It was most important that the navy appro- 
priation bill should be passed without delay. It 
ond not take more than an hour to dispose 
of if. 

Mr. KING was under an impression that the 
bankrupt bill was the special crer, entitled to 
preference. 

Mr. BERRIEN explained that he had culy given, 
notice that he would, on Monday, (yesterday, } 


move to proceed to the consideration of thai sub=. 


ject. It had not been made the special order, ; 
Mr. KING remarked that, at all events, there 
was more proprietw in. proceeding with that quese 


4 


von now, than with an appropriation bill, which- 


might stand. over several days, if necessary, with- 
" out being affected by the delay; whereas. every 

hour’s delay to the. subject of the bankrupt Jaw 

rendered it more doubtful whether there would be 

time in both Houses to consider all the proposed 
- amendments of the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CALHOUN hoped the bill would be taken 
up, and acted upon forthwith; for if there was any 
one bill in which the community was interested 
more than another, it was this. There ought, if 
possible, to be a decision at this session; it had 
been already too long delayed. f 

Mr. BERRIEN hoped he would not be misun- 
derstood as evincing any indisposition to proceed 
with the bankrupt bill. He was ready, at any 
time it was agreeable to the Senate, to state the 
views-of the Judiciary Committee. He- thought, 
however, there would be less interruption if an 
hour or two were given to the navy appropriation 
bill, so as to leave the Senate free to continue with 
the bankrupt question till disposed of. 

Mr. MERRICK was as anxious as any gentle- 
man in the Senate to dispose of the bankrupt bill 
as speedily as possible; but it appeared to him that 
some courtesy was due to the chairman of the 
Finance Committee, who had stated that the navy 
appropriation bill would not occupy more time 
than an hour. 


Mr. WALKER observed that both Houses of 
the Legislature of his State had, in 1840, requested 
their Representatives, and instructed their Senators 
in Congress, to vote for a bankrupt law; in com- 
pliance with which he had voted for the law of last 
session. By a subsequent action of the Legisla- 
ture, the instructions had been reversed, requiring 
the delegation of the State in Congress to vote for 
the repeal of the law of last session, or a modifioa- 
tion protecting the rights of creditors, and including 
in the operation of the law banking incorporations. 
He now gave notice that, when the subject should 
be taken up, as soon as the amendments of the Ju- 
diciary Committee should be disposed of, if the re- 
peal bill was not adopted, he should move to make 
the amendments called for by his Legislature. 

Mr. SEVIER asked if the motion pending was 
debatable. 

The CHAIR was understood to say that a mo- 
tion to postpone was debatable. 

Mr. SEVIER said he owed it to the Senator 
from Maine, much as he desired the bankrupt bill 
to be taken up, to vote for his motion. 

Mr. YOUNG proposed a compromise—to take 
up the bankrupt bill, and pass it over informally 
till to-morrow. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said he, for one, was opposed 
to any compromise on the subject. 

Mr. EVANS said he was constrained to ingist 
on proceeding with the navy appropriation bill. 

The question was then taken by yeas and nays 
on Mr. Youna’s motion, and decided in the nega- 
tive—-yeas 23, nays 24. 

Mr. EVANS then moved to postpone the pre- 
vious orders, and take up the navy appropriation 
bill; which was concurred in, 

THE NAVY APPROPRIATION BILL 
Was accordingly taken up as in committee of the 
whole, and the amendments recommended by the 
Committee on Finance were read. 

The first amendment, being merely verbal, was 
adopted. 

The second amendment was to strike out from 
the appropriation of $300,000 for clothing for the 
navy, the proviso, “that the duties of the Chief of 
the Bureau of Provisions and Clothing be hereafter 
discharged by a captain of the navy, who shall 
receive the same compensation that is allowed to 
the chief of the bureau of dock yards.” 

Mr. EVANS explained that, in the opinion of 
the committee, the captains of the navy were not 
the sort of persons required to perform the duties 
of, Chief of the Bureau of Provisions and Clothing, 
It wasa person rather of mercantile habits, ac- 
quainted with business and accounts. 

Mr. WOODBURY coneurred; and said, if it 
needs must be an appointment to be made from the 
officers of the navy, it shouid be rather from the 

pursers than ihe captains. 

The amendment was adopted. 
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-The third amen¢ment was in the appropriation 
for surgeons’ necessaries and appliances: for the 
sick and hurt of the naval service, including the 
marine corps, to strike out the proviso: “That 
hereafter no person shall hold the place of Chief of 
the Bureau of Medicine and Surgery who shall not 
have had five years of sea service.” 

Mr. MERRICK hoped this amendment would 
not prevail. f 

Mr. EVANS explained that the committee had 
had the subject under consideration for`a long time, 
and, from the mass of evidence before it, felt per- 
fectly-satisfied that the proviso was inexpedient, 


_and that its effect would beto deprive the public 


service of the most valuable officer now at the 
head of the bureau, who had done mote, since his 


appointment, to correct abuses and check expendi-* 


tures than had ever been done in the same length 
of time. 

Mr. MERRICK thought the principle a good 
one, of requiring the head of the bureau to have 
had five years’ experience at sea. On this ground 
he opposed the amendment at great length. 


Mr. BUCHANAN said ever since he had been 
a member of that body, in all situations, and under 
all circumstances, he had been opposed to legis- 
lating men out of office, and particularly in cases 
where the men were entirely competent to dis- 
charge the duties of their offices. However much 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Murarcx] 
might disavow any such intention in this case, he 
(Mr. B.) would undertake to say that, from the 
circumstances of the case, if this proviso should 
not be stricken out, the inference throughout the 
country would be irresistible. What was the na- 
ture of the case? A constituent of his, (Mr. B.’s) 
a physician of very high character in his profes- 
sion, a man of most extensive learning, without 
the slightest solicitation on his part, was brought 
here and placed at the head of the medical bureau. 
He never sought the office; the holding of it, 
in fact, was an injury to his private in- 
terests; and his determination was not to con- 
tinue to hold it a single day beyond the time 
when he should be enabled to complete the re- 
forms which he had commenced. It was, as he 
said, at an inconvenience to himself, and from pa- 
triotic motives alone, that that gentleman continued 
to fill that office. And now it appeared it had been 
suddenly discovered that this gentleman had not been 
atsea for five years, and consequently, acccrding 
to the opinion of the Senator from Maryland, was 
not acquainted with all the diseases, epidemic and 
endemic, to which seamen were liable. This was 
the argument of the honorable Senator. But the gea- 
tleman it appeared had been at sea for upwards of 
three years, and had left that service only because 
the Government desired his services in another 
department. 

He would. forbear to ‘go into the merits of the 
question; he had no doubt the distinguished officer 
who had made charges against this gentleman 
believed every word he had stated; but, from 
his position, he could not possibly be acquainted 
with the facts. The gentleman in question had 
devoted himself to the remedying of abuses in the 
medical department; and, in these days of reform, 
if he was to be legislated out of effice, it could only 
be because he had exposed those abuses. 

Mr. CALHOUN said he knew nothing about 
the parties, even by reputation; but he was deci- 
dedly averse to the system of displacing individuals 
from office by legislation. It was a system which 
was very likely to give rise to injustice; and if there 


. Were no other consideration, this would be suffi- 


cient to induce him to vote against such a proviso 
as that. He knew nothing of the gentleman who 
was the subjeci of this proviso; but he could easily 
imagine that, if he was indeed a reformer of 
abuses, as had been represented, he would have 
many enemies. There was no branch of the ser- 
vice which was more liable to abuses than the med- 
ical department. Upon this subject he spoke with 
the light of experience, for the expenses of that de- 
partment, when he went into the War Depariment, 
he found to be as high as $100,000. And yet it 
was getting along with great difficulty. The expenses 
were five times greater than they ought to be; and 
when they came afterwards to be reduced to $25,000, 


it was found that they could still be supplied with 
all the comforts belonging to the medical depart- 
ment. 

He would not consent to give his vote in such a 
way as to favor the system of displacing individu- 
als from office by legislation. 

Mr. CUPHBERT concurred with the Senator 
from Seuth Carolina that this sort of legislation 
would operate unjustly, capriciously, and injuri- 
ously, and ought not, therefore, to be counte- 
nanced, : 

The debate on this subject was. continued by 
Messrs.. BAYARD, MERRICK, STURGEON, 


_CALHOUN, WOODBURY, EVANS, and CUTH- 


BERT. ; 

The amendment was then adopted—yeas 27, 
nays 7. 

The fourth amendment was to strike out from 
the sources of general expenses to be paid, the 
words “for taxes and assessments on public prop- 
erty;” which was adopted. : 

The amendments of the committee having 
been gone through, 

Mr. EVANS moved an amendment limiting the 
payment of arrearages due in the medical depart- 
ment to $50,000; which was adopted. 

He next moved to insert an appropriation of 
$6,000 for carrying into effect the joint resolution 
of Congress, authorizing the establishment of two 
agencies for the purchase of water-rotted hemp in 
Kentucky and Missouri. 

This subject was debated by Messrs. WOOD- 
BURY, EVANS, CRITTENDEN, KING, 
MOREHEAD, WALKER, BAYARD, and CAL- 
HOUN. 

Finally the proposed appropriation was limited 
to $4,000; and the amendment, modified to that 
sum, was adopted. i 

Mr. EVANS next moved a verbal amendment, 
as to machinery necessary for the navy-yards; which 
was adopted. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, from the Committee on 
Naval Afairs, moved an amendment authorizing 
the application of the $100,000 appropriated in the 
navy appropriation bill of last session for the con- 
struction of a floating or dry dock; on which cone 
siderable debate arose. 

Mr. HENDERSON moved asan amendment to 
the amendment, an appropriation of $100,000 for 
the construction of a dock at the navy-yard of 
Pensacola. 

Pending the question on these amendments, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Torspay, February 21, 1843. 
a PAYNE asked leave to report a Senate 


Mr. BRIGGS objected. 
Mr. JACOB THOMPSON called for the orders 


of the day. 
PENSIONS. 
_ Mr. WELLER asked leave to offer the follow- 
ing resolution: 
Resolved, That the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union be discharged from the further consideration of bill 
No. 295, being “An act to extend the pension laws to the soldiers 


engaged in the Indian ware of the West, down to the treaty 
made at Greenville, in 1795.” 


Objection was made by Mr. MERIWETHER. 
Mr. WELLER moved to suspend the rules; but 
the motion, requiring two-thirds, was not carried. 
Mr. ADAMS wished to present a petition, 
(Abolition,) and appealed to the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. Jacos ‘Frompson] to yield the fioor. 
Mr. THOMPSON said he had refused many 
gentlemen, and could net now yield the fioor with- 
our incurring the danger of losing his right to it. 
THE STATE DEBTS. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
motion made by the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia, {Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL,}] to print 10,000 extra 
copies cf the reports of the majority and minority 
of the Committee of Ways and Means against 
the proposition to issue $200,000,000 Government 
stock to be distribuled to the States: 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi oceupied the 
morning hour on this subject, and principally in 
defence of the course pursued by his own State, 


bi 


NEW. BANK PROJET. g 


Mr. POPE gave notice that to-morrow he 
should-ask leave to introduce a bill to be entitled 


‘An act to aid National and State credit, and to re- | 


form and regulate currency and facilitate exchanges, 
through the agency of a bank, based upon the pro- 
ceeds of the public lands. es 

LOUISIANA LAND BILL. 


Mr. J. C. CLARK moved a reconsideration of 
the vote of the House, by which it laid on the table 
his resolution, a few days.since, to discharge the 
Committee of the Whole. from the Louisiana land 
claim bill; and on this he moved the previous ques- 


tion. ; 

Mr. C. JOHNSON appealed to the gentleman 
not to move the previous question; and as the gen- 
tleman from New York refused to withdraw it, he 
called for the yeas and nays; which were ordered, 
and resulted thus—yeas 104, nays 80. 

So the House reconsidered, and then negatived 
the motion to lie on the table. 

The question then recurred om the adoption of 
the resolution. 

Mr. EVERETT raised a question of order, and 
contended that the bill involved a charge upon the 
treasury, 

After some debate, in which Messrs. W. COST 
JOHNSON, C. JOHNSON, BRIGGS, MOORE, 
andthe SPEAKER participated, it was decided 
that the bill did involve a charge upon the treasury, 
and, under the rules of the House, required a vote 

- of two-thirds to discharge the Committee of the 
Whole from its consideration. 
Here the subject dropped. 


MEETING AT TEN O°CLOCK. 

Mr. GILMER asked leave to offer the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, That from and after to-day, the daily hour of the 
meeting of the House shall be 10 o’clock. . 

Mr. MALLORY objected to the reception of the 
resolution. 

Mr. GILMER moved a suspension of the rules, 
in order to get in the resolution. 

The motion. was voted down without a division. 

On motion of Mr. FILLMORE, the House re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Winrnror in the chair.) 

Mr. F. expressed a desire to have the navy pen- 
sion bill taken up; but yielded the floor for the 
present. 


ELECTRO AND ANIMAL MAGNETISM. 

On motion of Mr. KENNEDY of Maryland, the 
committee took up the bill to authorize a series of 
experiments to be made, in order to test the meri's 
of Morse’s electro-magnetic telegraph. The bill 
appropriates $30,000, to be expended under the 
direction of the Postmaster General. 

On motion of Mr. K., the words “Postmaster 
General” were stricken out, and ‘Secretary of 
the Treasury” inserted. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON wished to have a word 
to say upon this bill. As the present Congress had 
done much to encourage science, he did not wish 
to see the science of Mesmerism neglected and 
overlooked. He therefore proposed that one-half 
of the appropriation be given to Mr. Fisk, to en- 
able him to carry on experiments, as well as Pro- 
fessor Morse. 

Mr. HOUSTON thought that Millerism should 
also be ineluded in the benefits of the appropria- 
tion. 

Mr. STANLY said he should have no objection 
to the appropriation for Mesmeric experiments, 
provided the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cave 
Jounson] was the subject. [A laugh.] 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON said he should have no 
objection, provided the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. SranLY] was the operator. [Great 
laughter.] / 

Several gentlemen called fcr the reading of the 
amendment; and it was read by the Clerk, as fol- 
ows: 


Provided, That one half of the said sum shall be appropri- 
ated for trying Mesmeric experiments, under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Treasury. a 


Mr. S. MASON rose to a question of order, 
He maintained that the amendment was not bona 
fide, and that such amendments were calculated to 
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injure the character of the House. , He appealed 
to the Chair to rule the amendment out of order. 
The CHAIRMAN said it was not for him to 
judge of the motives of members in’ offering 
amendments; and he could not, therefore, under- 


take to pronounce the amendment not bona fide. 


Objections might be raised to iton the ground that 
it was not sufficiently analogous in character to 
the bill under consideration; but, in the opinion of 
the Chair, it would require a scientific analysis to 
determine how far the magnetism of Mesmerism 
was analogous to that to be employed in telegraphs. 
[Laughter.] He therefore ruled theamendment in 
order, 

On taking the vote, the amendment was rejected 
—ayes 22, noes not counted. 

The bill was then laid aside to be reported. — 


INTERCOURSE WITH CHINA. 

Mr. ADAMS moved that the committee take 
up bill 720, for the establishment of future com- 
mercial intercourse with China. 

The motion was agreed to—ayes 83, noes 53— 
and the bill taken up, and read, as follows: 


A BILL providing the means of future intercourse between 
the United States and the Government of China. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
That the sum of forty thousand dollars be, and the same is 
hereby, approptiated and placed at the disposal of the Presi- 
dent of the United States, to enable him to establish the future 
commercial relations between the United States and the Chi- 
nese empire on terms of national equal reciprocity; the said 
sum to be accounted for by the President, under the restrictions 
and in the manner prescribed by the act of first of July, one 
thousand seven hundred and ninety, entitled “An act providing 
the means of intercourse between the Uniied States and for- 
eign nations.” 


Mr. ADAMS moved to amend the bill, by stri- 
king out the words “under the restrictions and.” 

Mr. MERIWETHER opposed the amendment. 
1f he understood its effect, it would be to leave the 
mission without any restriction. The bill, as it 
came from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
placed this mission on the same footing as other 
missions. The Secretary of State, however, wished 
the whole sum placed al his own disposal and con- 
trol—wished it Jeft to him to pay as much as he 
pleased. He (Mr. M.) did not consider this mis- 
sion to China as a matter of so much importance 
as had been claithed for it. He thought it would 
be difficult to persuade the people of that country 
to change their polity, give up their aversion to 
foreigners, and enter into commercial intercourse 
with other nations. He wished, at any rate, to 
have this mission placed on the same footing as 
other missions. He knew not how the whole of 
this sum of $40,000 was te be expended, although 
he was a member of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. Our ministers generally received $9,000 
a year salary, and $9,000 outfit. Now, if the 
amendment of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Apams] should be adopted, it would 
be in the power of the President to pay the 
minister who might be sent to China $20,000 
outfit, and $20,000 more salary. The minister 
would be subject to no expense, would go out in 
a national yesse], and would not be compelled to 
land until it suited his pleasure. Why make a 
difference in the case of China? Was that mis- 
sion of greater importance than the French? Look 
at Turkey—a semi-barbarous country—where our 
minister received $6,000 a year. He thought 
if $6,000 was enough for the services of Commo- 
dore Porter at Constantinople, that sum would be 
sufficient for any minister that might be sent 
out to China. When the amendment now before 
the committee should have been disposed of, he 
should move to place the mission to China upon 
the same footing with that to Turkey. 

Mr. J. C. CLARK next obtained the floor, and 
addressed the committee, during his hour, upon 
the state of the Whig party and its relations to the 
present Administration, which he condemned gene- 


rally. 

Mr. BIDLACK rose, and inquired of the 
Chairman what the question before the committee 
was; for it was impossible to ascertain from the 
speech of the gentleman from New York. He 
made this inquiry for the purpose of reminding the 
majority that the gentleman was debating the same 
question which his colleague [Mr. Barnarp] had, 


the other day, considered out of order. He (Mr. 
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Bintack) had no doubt what the decision wou'd 
be; but his object was gained, by showing buy 
“circumstances altered cases,” and how what was 
out of order when it was unpleasant to certain 
gentlemen, was perfectly in order when. it. pleased 
them, and made in their favor. ‘This kind of re- 
mark would call for reply; and, at this late day in 
the session, no good could grow out of it. ` 

Mr. J. C. CLARK said he heped the Chairman 
would tell the gentleman from Pennsylvania; for 
he never could find it out, unless he was informed. 

The CHAIRMAN replied that, in Committee 
of the Whole, the custom had been to allow great 
latitude in debate; and he therefore decided that, 
according to the custom of the House, the remarks 
of the gentleman from New York were in order. 

Mr. J. C. CLARK then resumed, and continued 
at great length; interrupted occasionally by gentle- 
men for explanation, and by a message from the 
Senate, transmitting a bill for the relief of Major 
General Andrew Jackson. 

He took within the range of his remarks many 
prominent politicians, on whose course he was 
animadverting when’ the Chairman announced 
that his hour had expired. He said, however, that 
he had much more to say, which be should add to ` 
his remarks when he wrote out his speech. 


Mr. GORDON addressed the Chair. He com- 
menced by remarking tbat be did not rise as the 
apologist and defender of this Administration; for 
he had nothing to do with bringing it into power in 
1840. His colleague [Mr.J. C. Crars] said. he 
was sorry that it was invested with power. He (Mr. 
G.) did not doubt, even in 1840, that his colleague, 
in case of the success of the exertions then made, 
would be sorry. And why? Because he foresaw that 
the Whig party would fall to pieces by its own 
want of any cohesive principle, and that longing 
after office and the spoils which could not be satia- 
ted. The gentleman [Mr. J. C, Cusax] had well 
described the party to which he belonged; and, 
unless he had been familiar with the materials of 
which it was composed, could not have used the 
figures he did. What were they? Thecheese-parings, 
the candle-ends, the rag-tag-and-bob-tail of ail the, 
factions end parties that had ever existed. Such was 
the assemblage at Harrisburg; and so sensible were 
they themselves of it, that they did not even dare 
to talk to each other about any common ptinci- 
ple. They therefore suspended the consideration 
of all such subjects, put the gag in the mouth of 
their own candidate, and surrounded him with a 
committee to speak for him, lest any one. of the 
candle-ends should be. disturbed! They held. no 
one prineiple in common with each other. ‘Indeed, 
the convention at Harrisburg was a fit represent- 
ation of the party to which the gentleman be- 
longed, and under whose banners he fought in. the 
contest of 1840. His colleague once belonged to 
the Democratic party, Jong prior to 1837; but the 
evil spirit, called ambition, whispered in his ear, 
and he performed what is termed a somerset. 

[Here the Cran called to order.] 

He was not impugning the motives of his col 
league by any means. No; he was only stating 
facts, [laughter,] and he believed that, according 
to the decision of the Chair, money bills in Commit- 
tee of the Whole opened the door for all sorts of 
debate. [Laughter.] His colleague left the Dem- 
ocratic party. There was no doubt of that. It 
was for his colleague to explain the motives ‘he 
had in so doing, when he became the candidate of 
an irregular party. 

Mr. J. C. CLARK wished to ask a question. 

Mr. GORDON declined yielding the floor. He 
wished it to be understood that, when he was ad- 
dressing the Chair, he desired to occupy the floor 
exclusively. His colleague was elected to Con- 
gress, in the first instance, by the Democratic party. 

Mr. CLARK inquired whether he did not go ina 
minority of ten hundred, and work up? 

_ Mr. GORDON said, so much the worse; for it 
showed that the gentleman broke down the party 
whose cause he espoused. The party had great 
trouble and tribulation on his accountall owing 
to the great confidence which was reposed in him, 
and which enabled him to deceive so many faith- 
ful followers. These honest Democrats followed 
him for a short time; but they soon quit him, and 
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rewrned to. their. fitst.love, whither every other 


we mg ti 
‘triumphed’ with r 
stituents having pardoned him of former trans- 
gressions, in consideration of his.years, and of the 
nalural. proneness of youth to indiscretion! He 
served with the Democratic party in Congress until 
1837, when, after, he came-to Washington, he 
joined the Conservative clique; and, from. that day 
forward, baitled against the Democratic party. Not 
joining ihe Federalists immediately, he stopped’ at 
the Conservative half-way house, and there refresh- 
ed himself, until that resting-place was razed to the 
ground, when he went smack over to the embraces 
of the Federal party. There he now is! There 
he (Mr. G.) trusted he would ever remain! There 
he must remain, if he depended upon the Democe- 
racy of old Chenango to rescue him! He (Mr. 
G.) did notimpeach his colleague’s motives; he 
- only stated facts, which his colleague might ex- 
plain jf he thought proper. In his speech to-day, 
he had sneered at the Democratic party, by calling 
one’ of their Governors the hero of clam-bakes, and 
by denouncing the party with whom he once acted 
as Locofocos and disorganizers. It had been well 
remarked, that the devil could preach a good ser- 
mon. Now he (Mr. G.) thought his colleague was 
not a fit person to read a lecture to this Adminis- 
tration on the subject of apostacy, and to deal out 
denunciations right and left upon it, aud upon the 
Democratic party! Sach lectures came with bad 
grace from such an author ! 


Now, what was the principal ground of the gen- 
tleman’s complaint, and the source of all his grief 
in mourning over his fallen party? Was it that he 
mourned the sacrifice of any principle which bound 

his party together? Not at all: the gentleman did 
not once allude to the principles of his party. lt 
was the loss of the spoils—the loss of power and 
patronage and place that the gentleman lament 
ed; and that was the loss of all for which his party 
were contending. The gentleman talked about the 
love of office, and the treachery of men in high 

laces; but he said nothing about the principles of 

is party, nor did he utter one regret for the failure 
of their measures. He (Mr. G.) was about to retire 
from public life; but he felt now as great an inter- 
estin the success of his party, and the triumph 
of their principles, as ke would feel if he were to 
continue in. Congress. He was not surprised 
at the gentleman’s silence with regard to the princi- 
ples of his pariy; for, from what he could cbserve, 
there was now no more of principle to govern that 
party than there was in 1840. What had they 
seen as the fruits of all the labors of that party, 
now existing nowhere, as the gentleman was forced 
to admit? The quarrel between the gentleman 
and the administration he considered but as a 
family quarrel.. They were now disunited, but 
would be soon united again, as they had the same 
objects to pursue. They both wanted to establish 
a paper currency for this great nation. What 
was it thatdisunited them? Some of them went 
foran exchequer, some for a bank of the United 
States, and some of them were for bolstering up 
the paper of the State banks by the aid of the credit 
of the Federal Government, They all sought to 
renovate that same system of paper currency, under 
the evils of which the country was now suffering, 
Now, he took it, that it would be in order to 
glance at some of the schemes of this party, and, 
among: the rest, the two hundred million scheme of 
the gentleman from Maryland. What was that 


scheme?. It was, that the Government should issue ` 


two hundred millions of bonds, at an interest of 
3 per cent., based upon the pretended sale of the 
Government lands; in other words, two hundred 
millions of Government paper to be put afloat, 
without any adequate security for. its redemption. 
‘What was the proposition of another gentleman of 
the same side of the House? Why, that the Gov- 
ernment should carry on the business of private 
banking on private account, and, at the same time, 
give currency to depreciated bank paper. But he 
would return back to this two hundred million 
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;-for he feared that ‘all ‘this longing after 


schem 
paper money was to end in it. 
The CHAIR. here called the gentleman from 
New. York to order for irrelevancy. 
Mr. SMITH of Virginia hoped the gentle- 


| man might be permitted to proceed without inter- 
ruption, as. the other gentleman from New York 
.had been permitted to speak on the same subject. 


_ The CHAIR made some observations not dis- 
linetly heard. 

Mr. GORDON said that he would proceed in 
order. He took the ground, that this party was not 
to be intrusted with money, because of the extrava- 
gant and impolitie projects they were forcing-on 
the House. He wished to know, before he intrust- 
ed this Administration and this party with money— 
(for he took it that this bill had emanated from the 
majority)—before be intrusted them with money, 
he wished to inquire into their system and policy 
of government which, he presumed, would be as 


much in order as to debate the Fanueil Hall speech - 


of Mr. Webster. He wished to know if it was not 
as much in order to allude to the finances of this 
Government, as to what the gentleman had been 
pleased toterm the treachery of his political friends. 
He wished to know whether the position taken by 
a majority of that party, that it was competent for 
the Government to issue this $200,000,000 of bonds 
to be given to the States; and he wished also to in- 
quite, what relief it would be to the people. As 
the prospect of relief from this quarter was too re- 
mote, he was willing to pass it over, and inquire 
what. relief this exchequer was likely to afford. 

The CHAIR here interrupted Mr. G., and said 
that the topics he was discussing were irrelevant to 
me question before the House, and therefore out of 
order. 


Mr. R. D. DAVIS said he understood his col- 
league as alluding to these subjects incidentally, as 
illustrative of his argument. 

Mr. WELLER said that the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. J. C. Cuarx] had been allcwed to 
allude to ihexe subjects, and the Chair decided that 
be was in order. ‘The gentleman now on the floor, 
therefore, had a right to discuss the same subjects 
in reply. 3 

The CHAIR made some reply not heard; when 

Mr. WELLER appealed from his decision. 

Mr. GORDON hoped the gentleman from Ohio 
would withdraw the appeal, as the decision of it 
would take largely from the time allotted him. [Mr. 
WELLER accordingly withdrew the appeal.] He 
would be able to bring himself out, in order. The 
gentleman gave a glowing description of the temple 
of the Whig party, with columns, and colonnades, 
and its lofty dome; and complained that the man be- 
hind tbe throne, at the other end of the avenue, had 
exercised his great strength in tearing down 
that mighty edifice. Why, it would not take a 
Samson to tear down a log cabin; for even the 
hoys of this very city had made it their pastime 
to pull down those very few models of Whig archi- 
tecture that were found here. What were the col- 
umns and colonrades of this mighty edifice, con- 
structed and adorned, according to the glowing de- 
scription of the gentleman? Why, he believed the 
sign out of doors, whether the latch-string was 
pulled in or not, was acider-barrel and a coon-skin; 
while the edifice itzelf was built of rough logs, with 
the chinks between them stopped up with mud. It 
wasa temple of night revelry and debauch, where ils 
votaries drank hard cider, and got themselyes fud- 
dled. But if this mighty man. at the end of the 
avenue, aided by the boys of the city, tore down 
such a temple, he did more good than harm by the 
act, and should be applauded for it. It was, to be 
sure, a small business for such a mighty man to be 
engaged in; though it must be admitted that he did 
a better deod when he tore down the building, than 
when he assisted in raising it. He believed that it 
was at Faneuil Hall, and in the celebrated speech 
made there, that this two hundred million project 
was first broached. Now, he should like to know 
whether that project originated in this country or 
in England; and whether it originated before, or 
after, the visit of this mighty man to that country; 
or before, or after, he got the thousand pounds for 


` his opinion on the subject of State credit. 
If this project of the British fundholders was to } 


succeed, the Republic would be- crushed. Adopt 


: this scheme, and the Government: would be de- 


stroyed, for two reasons: First, there would bea 


. consolidation of all the power.of the States in the 
‘Federal Government. 


Congress would have taken. 
upon itself to discharge all the obligations created. 
by the profligacy of the States, without the power 
to restrain their extravagance. This would be 
consolidation in its fullest sense, and would break 
up our present form of government; for the States 
would, in time, come to their senses, and would 
shake off the odious burden imposed on them, by 
repudiation or nullification. He took it upon him- 
self to declare, that if his State (New. York) was 
to be saddied with the debts of the other States, he 
would sooner go for repudiation or nullification. 
He would sooner repudiate than entail on his peo- 
ple debts created by the profligacy or extravagance 
of others. The best way to preserve the credit of 
the States, would be to preserve inviolate the faith 
of the Federal Government. He should like to 
know how the people. were to be benefited by the 
assumption of the Stale debts. 


Whether war with England would bea blessing 
ora curse he would not undertake to say. He did 
not know but it would bea blessing; for it might 
arouse a spirit of patriotism, and enkindle the best 
feelings of the hearts of the money-making people, 
who were not unwilling to ask. even a desecration. 
of the Constitution itself, if thereby they could make 
money. But even if awar with England would 
be a blessing, the people of this country would do 
no improper act to promote it; if, however, Eng- 
land should espouse the cause of the Rothschilds and 
the foreign bankers-—-of the Nicholas Biddles and 
the brokers—and with them should make common 
cause, and wage war on our country and our Con- 
stitution, Heaven knew he should wish the trial to 
come at once, that the strength of our Constitution 
and the bravery of our people might be-tested. He 
had said the people of this country owed an ever- 
lasting debt of gratitude to the gentleman from 


Massachusetts (Mr. Apams] for putting the 
matier on tke basis on which he had 
placed it; but what was the tendency of 


his argument? Why, that this Government must 
necessarily assume the State debts, for it was shown. 
that a State might go on ad libitum, contracting what 
debts she pleased, giving her bonds to foreigners 
for the amount, and then this Government must be 
dragged into the payment of her obligations; for 
a single State had in this way the power to in- 
volve this Union in a war with a foreign power, 
notwithstanding the power to declare war was, by 
the Constitution, placed, not with the Government 
of a State, but with the Federal Government. He 
would not discuss the validity of Mississippi bonds, 
for that subjeet had been sufficiently discussed on 
this floor. He cared not whether. they were valid 
or not, so far as the argument there was concerned; 
but the idea that a Stare might contract what debts 
she pleased, and that this Government must pay 
them, or assume her indebtedness, was putting 
this country in the power and at the mercy of a 
single Siaie. Why, he would prefer consolidation 
to such a state of things—he would prefer that the ` 
State lines should be blotted out—that the whole 
people of this Union, if they were to be compelled 
to assume the responsibility of repayment, should 
atleast have a voice in the contracting of these 
debts. He asked the House what control the 
State of New York, which he in part represented, 


| bad either here or at home, in ber State Legisla- 


ture, or by her press, or ber publie meetings—or, 
indeed, in any form—over the contracting of the 
debis of the States of Indiana, of Mississippi, or 
of Pennsylvania. Those States contracted their 
debis without consultation with New York; she 
was not permitied to say a word on the subjects 
and yet the modern doctrine which they heard 
there was, that the pockets of the people of that 
State were to be reached for the repayment and 
liquidation of those debts, Now, he would appeal 
to the chairman of this committee [Mr. Win-* 
THROP] as a patriot, as a statesman, and asa high» 
minded man from Massachusetts, who had studied 
the fathers of the Constitution, whether this wild 
scheme was ever dreamed of by those revered 
framers of the charter of our liberties; and whether, 


inthe whole range of their deliberations, there was 
the least. perceptible leaning to such an enormous 
power which now found advocates in the venerable 


gentleman from Massachusetts,.[Mr. Apams,] and | 


the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. W. C. Jonn- 
som,] and some others. 


Büt perhaps he had said as much on the Faneuil 
Hall speech and its tendencies, as the occasion 
would justify; and he would turn for a moment to 
the exchequer, which was but another emanation 
of. the same brain——the brain of one who had said 
that, if he understood anything, it was the subject 
of finance; and that the bill of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts was not worth the parchment on 
which it was written, compared with the mighty 
scheme of consolidation which he had prepared. 
And what did the scheme of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Cusnina,} propose? Why, 
in the first place, that private individuals might de- 
posite $10,000,000 in the treasury of such ex- 
chequer of the United States, thereby withdrawing 
$10,000,000 of specie, gold and silver, from the 
currency of the country, and receiving, in return, ten 
millions of certificates, which would become its cir- 
culation. But-further, it provided that the Govern- 
mént creditors—ihe holders of its bonds and obliga- 
tions or treasury notes——might receive certificates for 
the amount of the debts due to them by the United 
States, to a like amount of $10,000,000; thus 
waking the issue of certificates equal to 
$20,000,000 if this latter provision be observed, 
being but a modification of the former one; a re- 
ceiving of the debt due to the public creditor, and 
a returning of it to the treasury, and receiving, as 
in the ease of a private depositor, certificates for the 
sum deposited. Thus, then, they had $20,000,000 
of specie drawn from the circulation of the coun- 
try, and paper certificates substituted. And yet even 
this was not all; for the mints had an unlimited 
power to receive foreign coin, and to issue certifi- 
cates for the coin so received. But further still; 
the exchequer board was to be authorized to sell 
bills of exchange, also to an unlimited amount, at 
a premium of not exceeding 2 percent. And for 
what purpose, he would ask, was all this to be 
done? It was certainly not to add to the circulà- 
tion of the country; for every dollar of the great 
amounts he had enumeraied was taken from the 
circulating medium, for which the paper certifi- 
cates were to be substituted. They were thus to 
take the gold arid silver from circulation, and sup- 
ply the place of it with paper, that this Govern- 
ment might become the depository of the funds of 
individuals to the amount of millions, for which 
this Government would become responsible. 

Here the honorable gentleman’s hour expired, 
and he was suddenly brought to a full stop. 

Mr. J. C. CLARK obtained permission to 
make some explanations of a personal nature, 
which he deemed called for by the remarks of his 
colleague, (Mr. Gorpon.} 

Mr. EVERETT then moved that the committee 
rise, and the motion was agreed to; and the com- 
mittee rose accordingly. 

The SPEAKER having taken the chair, 

Mr. FILLMORE desired permission to say that 
they had yet five appropriation bills which must 
be passed, as they were indispensable to allow the 
Government to go on, viz: the navy pension bill; 
the Indian treaty bill: the fortification bill; the har- 
bor and river bill; and the civil and diplomatic bill 
for the fiscal year. These must, necessarily, all be 
acted upon; and they had but nine days of the ses- 
sion left. He felt, therefore, bound to press for- 
ward such bills as were before the House; and, at 
the request of the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
[Mr. Apams,] who had the bill under consideration 
jn charge, be now submitted a resolution to ter- 
minate debate in Committee of the Whole upon 
it, after it should have been further discussed half 
an hour; and on this resolution he moved the pre- 
vious question. 

The previous question was sustained by the 
House; and the resolution was adopted. ; 

The bill which the committee had amended— 
whose purpose was to test the electro-magnetic tel- 
egraph—was taken up for disposal; but, at the re- 
quest of Mr. WINTHROP, was passed over to a 
future day. 
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The House then again resolved itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill, which occupied its deliberations 
when the committee last rose, (Mr. WinTHROP in 
the chair.) ; 

Mr. EVERETT was understood to. advocate the 
postponement of legislation on this subject, until 
it could be ascertained what the policy of China 
would be with respect to the diplomatic agents of 
foreign powers. ; 

Mr. ADAMS said he did not think it necessary 


to waste the time of the House in arguing the pro- | 
priety of a mission to China. The message of the | 


President was sufficient on that point. A 

He then replied to the objections urged against 
the bill,on the ground that it placed too much 
confidence in the President, and that the appro- 
priation was to be made without restriction. The 
motion which he had submiited, to strike out the 
restrictions of law, which were applicable to other 
diplomatic appropriations, was made after a con- 
sultation with the Secretary of State, who thought 
that to impose restrictions might embarrass the 
progress of the negotiations. 

Mr. HOLMES said he was one of those on the 
Commitee of Foreign Relations who bad voted to 
introduce tis bill. In the present state of the 
commerce of the world, he regarded the proposed 
mission to Chinaas more important than were 
all our other missions together. The trade of 
South America and Europe was fixed on an es- 
tablished basis. But, by the opening of inter- 
course with China, three bundred and twenty mil- 
lions of people (hitherto shut out from the rest of 
the world) would be brought within the circle of 
commercial republics—for it was commerce that 
republicanized and civilized men. When England 
was advancing in this matter, and preparing to 
take to herself the exclusive benefits of the new 
state of things in China—was it, he asked, wise 
for us to stand still until that nation should have 
arranged the treaties between herself and China, 
so as to exclude the United States from all advan- 
tages whatever? He referred to the efforts now 
making in France to induce the French Govern- 
ment to move in this matter, and to secure a- com- 
mercial alliance ere England should have grasped 
the whole fruit to herself. Should this Congress 
refuse to make any exertion to obtain the benefit 
of this intercourse with China, merely for the sake 
of $40,000, and the fear of trusting to Executive 
discretion? He referred to the case of the Imaum 
of Muscat, where we were compelled to act differ- 
ently from our usual course. It was not our pol- 
iey to receive presents from foreign Governments; 
yet, in that case, Congress got around the Consti- 
tution, because it would not have answered to send 
the Imaum his presents back, and said to him that 
it was contrary to our Constitution. Instead of 
distributing his rich perfames—the cdor of which 
was unequalled in sweetness—the five vases were 
sent to the Patent Office, and there deposited. 

The benefits of a commercial intercourse with 
China could not be too highly appreciated. No 
man now had it ‘ia bis power to estimate how 
much of our surplus productions might be sold in 
that almost boundless country, and how much of 


our tobacco might be there chewed, in place of © 


opium. Let not gentlemen continue to talk about 
$40,000 and Executive discretion. He believed 
the present Executive was as discreet as Presidents 
generally. He believed that Mr. Webster, in his 
Faneuii Hali speech, did more good for bis country 
than did any other speech he had ever made. Mr. 


“Webster, in that speech, showed the Whig party | 


that he did not mean to have his mighty mind con- 
fined to the narrow views and principles on which 
they acted. 

Mr. McKEON said there was nothing so very 
peculiar in the case of China, that Congress should 
depart from the usual restrictions of Jaw, which 
applied to diplomatic appropriations generally. 
He thought it would be better to take the matter 
quietly, and go about it in a quiet business manner, 
Should the bill pass as reported by the committee, 
it would authorize a minister at a salary of $9,000 
and $9,000 outfit. Pass it actording to the amend» 
ment of the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Apams,} and $40,000 would thereby be placed at 
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the disposal of the Executive—more than he (Mr. 
McK.) was willing to‘see placed in the hands of any 
President. He should be as liberal as any man in 
fixing the salaries of the minister and secretary. But 
the appropriation was only a beginning. The largest 
ship in this country (the Pennsylvania) would no 
doubt be selected to carry out whomsoever should 
be selected, as minister in order to give as much 
eclat as possible to our country. Then other ves- 
sels would have to be sent to accompany. this ship, 
and to'sail where her size would not allow her to 
go. These, and other paraphernalia, would have 
to be provided for the minister; and this $40,060 
would be but a beginning of the expense. He 
concluded by expressing the hope that the motion 
to strike ont the restrictions contained in the bill, 
and thereby place the whole appropriation at the 
disposal of the President, would not prevail. ; 

Mr. BRONSON expressed it as his conviction 
that we should possess further information before 
such a measure as that of sending a minister pleni- 
potentiary to China was adopted. ` He should pre- 
fer having a commercial agent for the present. 

The question was taken upon concurring in the 
amendment of the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
[Mr. Apams,] above stated, and decided in the af- 
firmative—ayes 80, noes 55. f 


Mr- BRONSON moved to strike out all after the 
enacting clause, and insert a section appropriating 
$10,000 for a commercial agent to proceed to China, 

. and obtain infcrmation in relation to that country 
which might be useful to the United States. 

Mr. HOLMES said he would as soon havea 
Chinese juggler. 

The amendment was rejected—ayes 57, noes 75. 

Mr. MERIWETHER offered an ‘amendment, 
the effect of which was to place the mission to 
China on the same fooling as that to Turkey, and 
to limit the salary of the minister to $6,000 per an- 
num, The amendment was rejected. 

On moiion by Mr. FILLMORE, the committee 
rose and reported the bill to the House; after 
which, 

Mr. ADAMS having called for the previous 
question, it was seconded, and the main question 
ordered. sh ts 

Mr. ARNOLD then moved that the House ad» 
journ: rejected, without a division. notte 

The question was taken on the engrossment ô 
the bill, under the operation of the previous quese 
tion, and decided in the affirmative without a di- 
vision. a 

Mr. ADAMS called for the previous question on: 
the passage of the bill; which was seconded by the 
House, and the main question ordered; and the 
main question being taken on the passage of the 
bill, it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 96, 
nays 59. 

Mr. ADAMS moved a reconsideratign of the 
vote just taken; which motion, under the operation 
of the previous question, was rejected. . 

Mr. C. H. WILLIAMS appealed to the House 
to go into Committee of the Whole, to consider 
a bill (title not heard] of some interest to the peo- 
ple of his State, 

Mr. MERIWETHER moved that the House 
adjourn; which motion was catried, and 

The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, February 22, 1843. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. presented to the Sene 
ate a petition from Ellen Dix, widow of a deceased 
surgeon, praying a pension; which was referred to - 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented a memorial 
from certain persons engaged in the manufacture of 
fur hats at Louisville, praying that foreign hatters? 
furs may be admitted free of duty: referred to the 
Commiitee on Manufactures. 

Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Financé, 
made a report (which was ordered to be printed) 
adverse to the passage of House bill for the relief’ 
of Rebecca Guest, 

On motion of Mr. EVANS, the same committée 
was discharged from the further consideration’ of 
the petition of the Western Railroad Company: of 
Massachusetts, praying remission of duties on cer- 
i tain railroad iron—-the committee conceiving that 
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‘the object of the petition was provided for in. the 


general bill reported upon the subject. 


-< On motion by Mr. EVANS, the same commit- 


‘tee was discharged from the further consideration 
of the memorial from citizens of ‘Pennsylvania, 
praying an increase of drawback on domestic 
spirits manufactured from foreign molasses. 
Also, reported back from the same committee, 
without amendment, the joint resolution from the 


House for the continuing of an additional clerk in 


the Second Auditor’s Office. 

` Mr. ARCHER, from the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, reported back, without amendment, and 
with a recommendation that it be rejected, the bill 
from the House for the relief of Seth Sweetser. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE remarked, that a few days 
ago a joint resolution was reported from the Com- 
mittee on the Library, for the publication of the 
debates and proceedings of Congress. The same 
committee had, since the resolution was reported, 
considered it proper, necessary, and expedient that 
the resolution should be accompanied by a repoit, 
explaining the grounds on which the matter rested, 
and showing the propriety of the publication. The 
committee were anxious that the resolution should 
receive the definitive action of Congress at this ses- 
sion; but should it not, unfortunately, be reached, 
owing to the accumulation of other business, the 
grounds upon which the committee acted would 
be known hereafter. He then made the report; 

- which was ordered to be printed. 
Mr. WALKER, from the Commiitee on the 
Judiciary, to which was referred the bill from 
the House to refund to Charles Holt a fine im- 
posed on him under the sedition law, reported the 
same back, without amendment, and with a rec- 
ommendation that it be passed. 
Mr. PHELPS, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which had been referred House bill for the re- 
lief of Samuel Edgcombe, reported the same back, 
without amendment, accompanied by a special re- 
port recommending its indefinite postponement; 
which was ordered to be printed. 
* Mr. PHELPS, ‘from the Committee on Revo- 

‘lutionary Claims, to which had been referred 
Huse bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of William T. Smith, reported the same back, 
without amendment, and with a recommendation 
that it do not pass. 

Mr. P., also from the same committee, to which 
was referred the bill” from the House for the 
relief of the legal representatives of Joseph W. 
Newcombe, reported the same back, without 
amendment, and with a recommendation that it do 
not pass. 

Mr. BENTON presented a petition from citizens 
of Manchester, St. Lonis county, Missouri, pray- 
ing the rights of pre-emption to certain town lots 
in that place; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. . 

Also, pepsented a petition from a number of citi- 
zens of Cape Girardeau, on tbe Mississippi river, 
praying that that place may be made a port of en- 
try; which was referred tothe Committee on Com- 
merce. 

ASSUMPTION OF STATE DEBTS. 

The resolutions introduced by Mr. WALKER on 

Morday last, were taken up and read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the assumption of the debts of the States, 
contracted by them separately, and for Jocal purposes, would be 
a palpable violation of the Constitution of the United States, 
a consolidation of all power in the Federal Government, anda 
final and total overthrow of the safety of the States. 

Resolved, That Congress having no power to assume such 
debis, any act attempting such assumption would be utterly 
null and void; thatit would not be obligatory upon the States, 
nor could the people of the States be lawfully required by Con- 
gcess.to pay the debt so assumed; nor could any taxes imposed 
by them for such purposes be collected; and it would be the 
duty of a succeeding Congress to restore the supremacy of the 
Constitution, by the entire repeal of the act of assumption. 

Mr. WALKER remarked that he did not intend 
to address the Senate on the subject of the resolu- 
tions. He would not consume a moment of its 
time; but if it met the views of Senators on both 
sides to permit a direct vote to be taken on them, 
he would content himself by simply asking for the 
yeas and nays on their adoption. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. Warxer reiterated the suggestion, that if 
the Senate would consent to take a direct vote on 


the resolutions, he would waive all right to discuss 


them; but if it was the intention of any Senator, 
so soon as he (Mr. W.) might take his seat, to rise, 
with a view to evade a direct vote, and get.clear of 
them by a side vote, or move to lay the resolu- 
tions on:the table, he would persist in his right to 
go on and discuss them then. 

Mr. MOREHEAD rose for the purpose of sug- 
gesting to the Senator from Mississipp i, [Mr. 
‘WatxeEn,] that the Senate was then very thin—too 
much so to undertake to decide a great constitu- 
tional question. It was certainly desirable to have 
a full vote. He rose, then, not with any view of 
discussing the principles of the resolutions, but for 
the purpose of suggesting to the Senator, for the 
reasons urged above, to permit the resolutions to 
lie on the table till to-morrow, at which time they 
could be taken up. In the mean time, they could 
be printed. He (Mr. M.) felt some solicitude to 
deliver his views on the resolutions, in very brief 
terms. He was not then prepared to do so, He 
hoped, therefore, the Senator would let the resolu- 
tions lie on the table till to-morrow. 

Mr. BAYARD said he designed to move an 
amendment to the resolution, which the Senator 
from Mississippi would probably accept as a modi- 
fication of his. He proposed to strike out all after 
the word “‘resolved,” with the view to insert the fol- 
lowing: 

That the Congress of the United States has no constitution- 
al power to assume debts contracted by any one or more of the 
States, unless for some end or purpose involving the common 
defence and general welfare of the United States, 


Resolved, Vhat it is inexpedient to assume thé debts of the 
States, which have been contracted for mere State purposes. 


Mr. WALKER said he could not consent to ac- 
cept these resolutions as a substitute for his. They de- 
clare only that itis inexpedient to assume those debts; 
while the object of his resolution was to assert the 
great principle that Congress had no power to re- 
peal the Constitution; and that, if it undertook by 
law fe assume the debts of the States, such 
act of assumption, so far as it had any effect 
at all, would be to attempt to repeal the Constitu- 
tion; and, as such, would be useless and void, and 
could never be carried into effect. That was the 
great principle which he wished to assert by his 
resolutions, in order to put an end to the hope 
which might be entertained in this country, that 
Congress would ever, or could ever, assume those 
debts. And to putan end to the insolent overtures 
which have been made, and the efforts which were 
now being made, by the British stockholders, to 
procure a guaranty of those debts by the Federal 
Government, he wished to announce to them, that, 
if they accomplished any temporary success at 
one session of Congress, it would be of no effect, 
As to this question of general welfare, as set forth 
in the substitute, it was a question about which 
the Democratic and Federal party had been con- 
tending ever since the organization of the Gev- 
ernment. Under the general-welfare clause of 
the Constitution, the Federal party had always 
sought a justification for whatever outrageous 
measure they wished to foist upon the country. 
They will continue to do it. 

Mr. BAYARD, after having stated bis under- 
standing of the difference between the old Federal 
and Democratic parties about the clause of the 
Constitution alladed to, said the words used, in 
the substitute he proposed, were the very words of 
the Constitution; and, unless the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi intended to be more constitutional than the 
Constitution, he could have no objection to the 
wording of the resolution. This was simply a re- 
solution declaring that Congress had no right to as- 
sume the debts of the States, except it be on the 


grounds on which the debts of the Revolution - 


were assumed—debts which were contracted by 
the States for the purposes of national defence. 

Mr. WALKER said he would agree that the re- 
solutions should be passed over informally, if Sen- 
ators would agree that they should come up to- 
morrow, at one o'clock. 

The CHAIR remarked that, if they were passed 
over informally, they would come up during the 
morning hour, and could not come up at one 
o’clock, 

Mr. WALKER continued. He deemed these 
resolutions of the utmost: importance; for he be- 
lieved, if a large vote was had in favor of them, it 


would terminate the controversy about the assump- 
tion of those debts; a controversy upon a subject 
which was fraught with more direful consequences 
tothe Government, than any subject ever acted 
upon by Congress. He believed, if the resolutions 
met the sanction of the Senate, the conflict waged 
by the foreign bond-holders to force an assumption 
would be abandoned. Therefore, he would say 
to Senators on the other side, (the Whig side,) that 
if they would consent to let a vote be taken on the 
resolutions to-morrow, he would agree to let them 
be passed by informally. 

Mr. BARROW was understood to say that these 
resolutions could not be adopted without discus- 
sion; for the doctrines of nullification embraced 
in them would have to be discussed, 

Mr. WALKER would be glad if the Senator 
from Louisiana [Mr. Barrow] would show wheth- 
er the doctrines of these resolutions bad any re- 
semblance to the doctrines of nullification, as as- 
serted by South Carolina. He (Mr. W.) asserted 
that it was within the power of Congress to repeal, 
at any time, an act which it believed to be uncon- 
stitutional; but he believed that the dectrine of 
nullification, as asserted in South Carolina, was, 
that a single State could annul a law of Congress. 
He wished that Senator to point out whether such 
a doctrine was asserted in these resolutions. No; 
no such power was asserted: but they merely as- 
serted, in effect, that a subsequent Congress had the 
power to repeal an unconstitutional act of a pre- 
ceding Congress. They assert, secondly, that an 
act to assume the State debts would be null and 
void, and could not be carried into effect; and, 
thirdly, that, if such an act were passed, it would 
be the sacred duty of Congress to restore the Con- 
stitution by its repeal. These were the principles, 
and the only principles, in the resolutions, He 
again asserted, that, if the Senate would agree to 
take a vote on them to-morrow, at 12 o'clock, he 
would consent to a postponement. 


Mr. ARCHER made some remarks, with a view 
to show, that if it had not been for the interference 
of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Wa.xer] the 
other day, by moving these identical resolutions, 
as an amendment to the resolutions introduced 
by the Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. 
McDurrix,] an expression of the opinion of the 
Senate could have been had on this subject, Senators 
belonging to ihe Whig side were willing to vote 
on the question as presented in the resolutions of 
the Senator from South Carolina; and, to accom- 
plish that end, he had suggested to the Senator 
from South Carolina to withdraw his acceptance of 
the modification for his resolutions, proposed by the 
Senator from Mississippi. i 

Mr. WALKER replied that his resolutions could 
not have embarrassed the Senators on the other 
side, because the Senator from South Carolina 
did withdraw his acceptance, and he (Mr. W.) ac- 
tually withdrew his resolutions. 

Some further remarks touching the subject of 
the withdrawal by Mr. Waxxer of his resolutions 
took place between Messrs. ARCHER, WALK- 
ER, MERRICK, and the CHAIR; which was ter- 
minated by a general acquiescence that the res- 
clutions alluded to formed no bar to a direct vote 
on the resolutions of the Senator from South Car- 
olina on this subject. 

Mr. WALKER said, as it was now admitied 
that his resolutions, as introduced the other day, 
did not obstruct the wishes of the Whig party to 
give a direct vote on the resolutions of the Senator . 
from South Carolina—they not being before the 
Senate when the vote was taken—he must be per- 
mitted to say that it was the vote of the Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. Arcuxr] himself that obstruct- 
ed the wishes of the Whig party; because, after his 
(Mr. W.’s) resolutions were withdrawn, and the 
question was put on the postponement of the reso- 
lutions of the Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. 
McDorrix,] it was by the casting vote of the hon- 
orable Senator from Virginia [Mr. Arcuer] that 
these resolutions were postponed till December 
next. The journals would show that it was by the 
vote of that honorable Senator that an expression 
of opinion of the Senate on these resolutions was 
prevented; for, if he had voted against the postpone- 
ment, a direct vote could have been had. 
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Mr. ARCHER made some reply not distinctly {| appropriation bill, as in committee of the whole; 


understood, with a view to maintain that the Sena- 
tors on the Whig side were willing, as he had 
been, to express their opinion on the subject in the 
form in which it was presented by the Senator 
from South Carolina, [Mr. McDorriz.]. 

. Mr. TALLMADGE said he did not think they 
had any more time to spend on these resolutions at 
this late period of the session; he, therefore, with 
a view to end the whole matter, moved to lay the 
resolutions on the table. ` ; : , 

Mr. WALKER remarked that, inasmuch as it 
was. asserted by the Senator from New York that 
he made the motion with the view to put an end 
to the matter, he (Mr. W.) had a right to consider 
it a test vote, and therefore asked for the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered. i 
: - The question, then, being put on the motion to 
-lay on the table, it was decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 25, nays 18, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, 
Choate, Clayton, Conrad, Crafts, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, 
Graham, Henderson, Huntington, Kerr, Mangum, Merrick, 
Miller, Morehead, Phelps, Smith of Indiana, Sprague, Tall- 
madge, and Woodbridge—-25. 

NAYS—Mesers, Allen, Bagby, Benton, Buchanan, Calhoun, 
Cuthbert, Fulton, King, Linn, McRoberts, Smith of Connecti- 
cut, Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, Williams, Woodbury, Wright, 
and Young—18. 

The following resolution, introduced by Mr. 
Brewton on yesterday, was taken up for considera- 
tion, viz: : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be directed to in- 
elude the permanent appropriations in the list of current ap- 

ropriations made each session, now directed to be published by 
aw. 


Messrs. BENTON and WOODBURY made a 
few remarks, showing that, as the Secretary of the 
Senate was now authorized to make out his report 
for publication, it was almost impossible for the 
public, or even Senators, wilhout much investiga- 
tion, to know what was the actual amount of appro~ 
priations annually made. 

Mr. EVANS maintained that the Secretary of 
the Senate could not comply with the terms of the 
resolution, He was required by it to include in 
his report of current appropriations all permanent 
appropriations. He could notdo it, because many 
appropriations were made, not specific in their 
character, but dependent entirely upon the action 
of the heads of departments. The only thing that 
the Secretary of the Senate could do, would be to 
append to his report the conjectural estimates of 
the Secretary of the Treasury in the cases alluded 
to. Mr. E., therefore, moved to strike outall after 
the word “resolved,” and substitute the following: 


That the Secretary of the Senate be directed to append to the 
publication of current appropriations now required by law, the 
amount of standing appropriations reported by the Secretary 
of the Treasury to Congress at the commencement of each 
soasion. 


Mr. BENTON accepted the substitute, and it 
was then adopted. 

Mr. YOUNG made a motion for the postpone- 
ment of the business of the morning hour, for the 
purpose of proceeding to the consideration of the 
bill to repeal the bankrupt law. 

Messrs. EVANS and GRAHAM assured the 
Senator from Illinois that they did not wish to 
‘retard or postpone action on that bill; but suggest- 
ed to him the propriety of gentlemen first disposing 
of the unfinished business of yesterday-——being the 
naval appropriation bill; after which, the bankrupt 
bill could be taken up without opposition. 

Mr. YOUNG withdrew his motion, with the 
understanding that the bankrupt bill would come 
up so soon as the naval bill was disposed of. 

Mr. EVANS then moved that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of. the naval appropria- 
tion bill. 

Mr. BATES said that there had been barely an 
impression made on the calendar of private claims. 
He suggested that the morning hour should not be 
wasted in idle debate, but that they should devote 
the remainder of the morning hour to the private 
calendar. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
resume the consideration of the naval appropria- 
tion bill, and decided in the affirmative. 

NAVY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The unfinished business was then proceeded 

with—-being the further consideration of the navy 


the question pending being on the amendment pro- | 


posed by Mr. Evans to the amendment submited 
by Mr. Wituiams, in relation to the sum of $100,- 
000 authorized by the navy appropriation bill of 
last session, to be expended on the dry-dock at 
Brooklyn, New York; in which a discretionary 
power was given to the Secretary of the Navy to 
apply thatsum, or part of it, to the construction of 
a floating dry-dock. f . 

"Phe amendment of Mr. Wittrams was, in sub- 
stance, to authorize, by reappropriation, the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to expead the $100,000 alluded 
to, with outstanding balances of former appropria- 
tions, on the construction of a floating dry-dock at 
New York, in conformity with the plan approved 
of by the commissioners appointed by him 
to investigate the subject last fall; to which 
Mr. Evans moved an amendment, that the 
expenditure should be upon such plan as, 
upon a re-examination of the subject, may 
be approved by the Secretary of the Navy, 
provided that such floating dry-dock—of suf- 
ficient capacity to raise a ship of the line, if one of 
that size be deemed expedient by the Secretary— 
shall be contracted to be built by persons of suf- 
ficient responsibility, for a sum not exceeding 
$200,000; and one of a sufficient capacity to raise 
a frigate of the first class—if one of that size be 
deemed sufficient for the service of the navy—shall 
be contracted to be built for the service, not ex- 
ceeding the sum of $125,000; and whenever it may 
be contracted for and agreed upon, the sum agreed 
to be paid therefor shall not be paid until the dock 
is satisfactorily tested by the Secretary of the 
Navy. 

Mr. WILLIAMS explained, at some length, the 
reasons which had induced him to believe that the 
plan approved of by the commissioners should be 
adhered to. 


Mr. EVANS contended that there was a great 
diversity of opinion with regard to the preference. 
that should be given either to that plan, or the plan 
of the sectional floating dork. His own mind was 
made up, from the mass of evidence before him, 
that the weight of testimony was in favor of the 
latter. It was, therefore, with a view of enabling 
the Secretary of the Navy to reconsider the whole 
subject, and to take into view the contingency that 
it might be desirable to contract for one capable of 
raising a ship of the line, that he had shaped his 
amendment, and specified the limitation of cost. 

Mr. WILLIAMS maintained that the commis- 
sioners were competent judges, and had given the 
subject a thorough examination. The result of 
their mature deliberation was the recommendation 
they had made. He therefore gave it the prefer- 
ence. 

Mr. BAYARD observed that, not only on that 
point, but as to the necessity of a floating dock at 
all, there wasa difference of opinion among the 
members of the Commitiee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HENDERSON explained that his intention 
(as expressed yesterday) was, in case any appro- 
priation should be made for the dry-dock at Brook- 
lyn, to ask for a similar appropriation for Pensaco- 
la. Now, if, according to the amendment of the 
Senator from Maine, [Mr. Evans,] a quarter of a 
million of dollars were to be expended on a float- 
ing dry-dock at New York for ships-of-war of the 
largest clazs—which, being few, might be accommo- 
dated more advantageously in the stone-wall docks 
already constructed—he asked, would it not be bet- 
ter to make two floating dry-docks, each capable of 
raising a frigate-—one of which might be placed at 
New York, and the other at Pensaccla—each coste 
ing only $100,000? 

Mr. PHELPS preferred leaving the subject just 
as it was left by the appropriation bill of the last 
session—at the discretion of the Secretary of the 
Navy to apply the money then authorized either 
to the dry-dock at Brooklyn, or a floating dock, as 
most needed by the service. : 

Mr. BAYARD said this subject had been con- 
stantly and urgently pressed upon members of Con- 
gress. They had been importuned without mercy 
by those who were interested inthe matter. For 
himself, he had been importuned almost to death, 
The subject had been pressed upon him, upon Con- 
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gress, and upon the country, in every variety of 
shape. The press had ene with it, and had 
been probably paid for its exertions. 

At ihe last P ssion of Congress, $100,000 had 
been appropriated for the erection of a permanent 
dry dock at Brooklyn; and a clause was inserted, 
that if the Secretary of the Navy, after making 
the necessary examination, should decide such a 
dock to be preferable in every point of view, he 
might apply the money to the construction of a 
floating dock. The Secretary appointed a board 
of commissioners, consisting of three competent 
gentlemen, to make the necessary examination. 
This commission did not report in favor of a float- 
ing dock, except as auxiliary to a permanent stone 
dock. It reported that a floating dock could not 
supersede a permanent dock; and, under certain 
circumstances, no floating dock would be necessary 
atall. Heread from the report of the commis- 
sioners the opinion, that a permanent dry-dock at 
Brooklyn would be sufficient for the repairs of all 
ships coming into New York harbor. Only in 
cases of sudden emergency would a floating dock 
be necessary. But at Pensacola, it was thought, a 
floating dock, sufficient to raise a sloop-of-war, 
might be both convenient and necessary. It would 
enable our vessels in the Gulf to remain there to 
protect our commerce, longer than they now do; 
as they have to leave very often for the dry-docks 
at Charleston and Gosport, to undergo the slightest 
rspairs. rae 

The report of these commissioners had been 
seized upon by the friends of a floating dock, as 
conclusive that such alone was the proper one to 
be erected. But the report itself arrived at no 
such conclusion. A floating dock for repairs, as 
was the case with the Vincennes, might be found 
very convenient; but it could not, and would not, 
answer for rebuilding. This was the conclusion 
of the commissioners, endorsed by the Secretary of 
the Navy. All the Secretary asked for was an ap- 
propriation to erect a floating dock to be stationed 
at Pensacola, and to institute further inquiry and 
examination as to the relative merits of the dry and 
the floating docks in question, 

He thought the Government, under the existing 
state of its finances, ought to employ the floating 
docks already erected for the benefit of com- 
merce, and pay them as the owners of merchant 
ship do—by the ton, The Vincennes, one of our 
Government ships of twenty guns, had been repair- 
ed in one of these docks, nd others might be; why, 
then, go to the expense of erecting a floating dock 
at Brooklyn at this time? He read several pas- 
sages from the report of the Secretary of the Navy, 
to show. that he asked only for an appropriation, 
at present, to erect the proposed floating dock at 
Pensacola, and to make further inquiry as to the 
merits of the two systems, now agitated, of con- 
structing these docks. 

The debate on this point was continued by 
Messrs. GRAHAM, CALHOUN, BAYARD, 
MILLER, CHOATE, WOODBURY, CONRAD, 
EVANS, HENDERSON, and CUTHBERT; 
and the yeas and nays being demanded by Mr. 
EVANS on his amendment, they were ordered; and 
it was rejected—-yeas 10, nays 26. 

Mr. GRAHAM now submitted the following 
amendment to the amendment of the Senator from 
Maine, [Mr. Wituams:] 

To substitute for it: “That the Secretary of the Navy be 
directed not to apply or expend any part of the appropriation 
of $100,000 mentioned in the ninth clause of an act of Congress, 
approved on the 4th day of August, 1842, ‘making appropria- 
tions for the naval service;’ nor the unexpended’ balances of 
former appropriations mentioned in said act, for the construc- 
tion of a floating dock at Brooklyn, or in the harbor of New 
York; and this shall not be understood as reviving or confer- 
ring any authority thereby to proceed with the construction of 
adry dock in said harbor, the making of which was provision- 
ally suspended by the said ninth clause of the said act; but the 
said sum of $100,000 appropriated, as above mentiened, shall 
be applicable to the construction of a floating dock at Pensa- 
cola, of the capacity for the repair of frigates of the smaller 
class, and upon such plan as the Secretary of the Navy shall 
approve.” 

A long discussion ensued on this amendment, in 
the course of which it was maintained by Messrs. 
WALKER, CALHOUN, ALLEN, and WOOD. 
BURY, that if an experiment was to be tried either 
between two plans of a floating dock, or between 
a floating deck and a stone-wall dock, with a view 
of testing whether the floating dock would supersede 
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the necessity for a stone-wall dock, the experiment 
ought to be tried at New York, Mr. BAYARD.con- 
tending that no experiment was to be made, as the 
capability of a floating dock for repairs had been 
already satisfactorily tested, and its. incapacity for 
building ships decided. 2h 2 

Mr. Granam’s. amendment was sustained by 
himself and Mr. CONRAD. | 

The question was then taken on this amendment 
to the amendment, and decided in the affirmative 
w-yeas 22, nays 17. 

‘The amendment as amended was adopted. 

The bill was then reported back to the Senate, 
and the several amendments. made in committee of 
the whole, with the exception of. that relating to 
$50,000.10 the medical bureau for paying of ar- 
Yearages, and the last amendment, [Mr.Granam’s,] 
were concurred in. 

Ta relation to the appropriation of $50,000 pro- 
posed by the amendment made in committee of the 
‘whole for paying off arrearages ascertained by the 
medical burcau— 

Mr. WILLIAMS explained the estimates of the 
bureau itself, with a view of showing that there 
would be enough without this $50,000 to pay the 
arrearages. i 

Mr. EVANS differed from his colleague on this 
point, and contended ihat the arrearages, amount- 
ing to $82,753 77, would swallow up the whole ap- 
propriation for medicines, &c. 

After a good deal of discussion between the two 
Senators, it appeared that some changes made in 
the House, by which a few vessels would be thrown 
out of commission, would necessarily lessen the 
estimates about $10,000; which Mr. E. undertook 
to strike off the appropriations after the adoption 
of the committee’s amendment. : 

The amendment was then concurred in. 

Mr. Granam’s amendment, adopted in commit- 
tee, next came up, and was read. 


‘Mr. TALLMADGE offered the following 
amendment to the amendment, as a substute: 

“And the Secretary of the Navy is hereby di- 

rected to apply $100,000 of the appropriation men- 

` tioned in the 9th clause of an act of Congress, ap- 

proved on the 4th day of August, 1842, entitled 


‘An act making appropriations for the naval sere . 


vice of 1842, and the balances of former appro- 
priations mentioned in said act, to the construction 
of a floating dry-dock at Brooklyn, New York, 
upon.the plan preferred by the commissioners ap- 
pointed for that purpose; and if the said dock 
prove satisfactory to the Secretary of the Navy, 
then the Secretary is hereby authorized to construct 
a similar dock at Pensacola, of a proper size for 
frigates of the smallest class, ata sum not to ex- 
ceed 100,000;and the same is hereby appropriated 
for that purpose.” 

Mr. BAYARD contended that this was a propo- 
sition to force upon the Secretary of the Navy,an 
appropriation of $100,000 more than he himself 
calls for, or says is necessary, contrary to his ex- 
press remonstrance; for he says he does not want 
a floating dock at New York at all. He says it 
would be wholly unnecessary. i 

Mr. WOODBURY asked if the Secretary of the 
Navy bad not called for a dry-dock at Brooklyn. 


Mr. BAYARD said, ina former report he had; 
but that would costa million of dolars; and, in 
the present state of the treasury, the Secretary did 
not ask to prosecute it, He says the docks already 
in use are ample enough for a much larger navy 
than ours, and will be sufficient, in time of peace,. 
for years to come. 

Mr. WALKER called for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

The subject was further debated by Messrs. 
ALLEN, BAYARD, WILLIAMS, WOOD- 
BURY, and CALHOUN; and the amendment 
(Mr. Tantmanae’s) was rejected—yeas 17, nays 
22, as follows: f 

YEAS—Measrs, Allen, Bagby, Calhoun, Choate, Crafts, Cuth- 
bert, Fulton, Kerr, Smith of Indiana, Tallmadge, Tappan, Wal- 
ker, Wilcox, Williams, Woodbury, Wright, and Young—17. 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Benton, 
Berrien, Buchanan, Clayton, Conrad, Crittenden, Dayton, 


Evans, Graham. Henderson Hnntington, Lina, McRoberts, 
Mangum, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, and Phelps— 22. i 


: The question then recurred on the amendment 
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of the committee of the whole, (Mr. GRAHAM’S;) 
and it was concurred in. Rieu 

Mr. BENTON moved to strike cut the appro- 
priation “for the support of Africans recaptured on 
the coast of Africa ur elsewhere, and returned to 
Africa by the armed vessels of the United States, 
$5,000.” - Ps 

Mr. B. made some. observations not, distinctly 
heard in the gallery; but they were understood to 
relate to the African squadron. ` ; i 

‘Mr. EVANS assured the Senator that this appro- 
priation had nothing to do.with the African squad- 
ron, It wasan appropriation annually made for 
the specific purpose which it states. Whatever the 
Senator had to say about the African squadron, 
would more appropriately apply to another Dill 
from the House, which would be under the consid- 
eration of the Senate in a few days. It was a bill 
for carrying out the provisions of the treaty. 

What followed was so imperfectly heard in the 
gallery, that it is rather by inference than otherwise 
it was understood that Mr. BENTON, witha view 
of addressing the Senate.on the subject of appro- 
priations for the treaty, wished to have an adjourn- 
ment; and Mr. EVANS urged that the Senator 
might allow this bill to proceed, and reserve -his 
purpose for the House bill, yet to come up; on 
which he said he could move an amendment, to the 
effect that no money appropriated by this appro- 
priation bill should be applied to defraying the ex- 
penses of the African squadron. This would 
bring up the whole question, It was also under- 
stood that Mr. BENTON asked the chairman of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations if any infor- 
mation had been received by this Government that 
the British ministry did not construe the treaty in 
the same light it was viewed by the Executive, as 
to the old British claim of the right of search. 

.Mr. ARCHER was understood to say he was 
unadvised on that subject, but would endeavor to 
be able to answer the Senator in the morning. 

The adjournment not being pressed, the question 
was taken on Mr, Benron’s motion to strike out 
the $5,000 appropriation for returning captured 
Africans to the coast of Africa, and decided in the 
negative. 

The amendments were then ordered to be en- 
grossed, and the bill to be read a third time. 

Mr. BUCHANAN gave notice that to-morrow 
he would ask leave to introduce a bill in relation 
to holding a court in the western district of Penn- 
sylvania. 


Messrs, WALKER and CRITTENDEN asked 
and obtained leave to withdraw the papers of cer- 
tain claimants, 

Mr. BERRIEN moved to take up the bankrupt 
bill, with a view of passing it over informally, that 
it might be the first thing in order after the morn- 
ing hour to-morrow. 

The House bill to repeal the bankrupt act, and 
the amendments proposed by the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, were accordingly taken up, and, on motion, 
passed over informally. 

Mr. BAYARD called the attention of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri [Mr. Benton] to the resolution 
which he (Mr. Bayarp) had introduced early in 
the session, and to which the Senator had offered 
an amendment—he meant the resolution to rescind 
the expunging resolution. His object was to fix 
some time for taking the vote on the amendment 
and resolution. At this late period of the session, 
when there was so much business to be done, he 
had no intention of making a speech, or raising a 
discussion on the subject; and would be perfectly 
willing to let both go to the vote at once. But if 
the Senator had a speech to make on his amend- 
ment, and would fix a day for taking the vote, he 


. might do so. 


Mr, BENTON said the Senator could recom- 
mend his own time. 

Mr. BAYARD proposed Friday next, during the 
morning hour. 

Mr. BUCHANAN thought, in consideration of 
the pressing business yet to be accomplished, Fri- 
day week would be better, There were but eight 
days of the session left to get through the most im- 
portant business. The question could not be taken 
on these resdlutions without discussion. 

After a few remarks from Messrs, BAYARD, 


ARCHER, and BUCHANAN, the subject was 


dropped; and 
The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wenpwespay, February 22, 1843. 
Mr. LOWELL, presented the'petition of Andrew 
Ring and 67 other citizens of Lubec, Maine, pray- 
ing Congress for an additional duty on sawed lum- 


. ber, spars, piles, wood, bark, &c. from the British 


provinces; which was referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

Mr: WASHINGTON, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims, made an adverse: report-in 
the case of the heirs of Captain John Winston; 
which, on his motion, was laid on the table, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McKENNAN asked the House to take up 
a bill for the relief of Asahel Brainard, a man who 
was. hterally shot to pieces in the last: war. The, 
bill was read a third time and passed. 

Mr. PAYNE reported, frora the Committee ‘on 
Private Land Claims, Senate bill No. 109, being:an 
act forthe relief of the heirs of William. Fisher; 
which was referred te the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. ; 

Mr. DANIEL presented a petition in relation to 
French ‘spoliations prior to 1800: referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. . o 

Mr. ADAMS asked leave to presenta variety 
of pefitions in his possession, which he had been 
prevented from presenting on Monday, the usual 
petition day, by the House going into Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. MALLORY objected. 

Mr. ADAMS moved a suspension of the rules, 
in order to enable him to present his petitions. 

Mr. MALLORY asked for the yeas and nays on 
the motion, and they were ordered. 

Mr. STANLY suggested to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. ADams.} that, as the House 
was thin, he had better let his motion lie over 
until the expiration of the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER concurred in the propriety of 
the suggestion. 

Mr. ADAMS said he would agree to let the come 
mittees be called, provided the vote should im- 
mediately afterwards be taken. 

The SPEAKER then called on the committees 
for reports. 


Mr. S. J. ANDREWS, from the Committee on 
Commerce, asked to be discharged from the further 
consideration of various petitions: agreed to. 

Mr. BRIGGS, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported Senate bill 113, 
relating to the appointment of the Assistant Post- 
masters General of the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
State of the Union. f 

Mr. BRIGGS also reported a resolution from 
the same committee, to the effect that Monday 
next shall be set apart for the consideration of all 
such business as shall have been reported from the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, and 
remains not acted on. 

Mr. L. W. ANDREWS inquired whether the 
resolution included the bill from the Senate to pro- 
hibit private expresses? If it did, he should move 
to lay the resolution on the table, as he was op- 
posed to that bill in every.shape. 

Mr. BRIGGS replied that it included all bills 
reported from the committee. , 

as resolution (requiring two-thirds) was re- 
jected. č 

Mr. CHAPMAN, by direction of the Commit- 
tee on Publie Lands, moved to discharge the Com- 
mittee of the Whele from the farther consideration 
of the bill in relation to the two per cent. fund of 
Alabama under the distribution law. 

The motion was rejected. 

Mr. G. DAVIS, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported a bill to. authorize a survey of the 
north line of the reservation for the balf-breeds of 
the Sac and Fox Indians, under the treaty of the 
20:h August, 1894. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed, and then 
read a third time, and passed. 


Mr. TRUMBULL, from the same committee, 
made an adverse report. 

Messrs. MAYNARD and HALL, from the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, made 
sundry adverse reports. 

Mr. LINN, from the Committee on Public Ex- 


penditures, reported a resolution, calling on. the ` 


several officers and heads of dépattments for in- 
formation as to whether the 17ih section of 
the act of last session, requiring a report cf the 
contingent expenses of the departments, printing, 
&e., had been complied with. 

The resolution was adopted.: 

Mr. T. W. WILLIAMS, from the Committee 
on Commerce, reported a bili to fix the salary of 
the surveyor of the port of Havre de Grace, Md.; 
a bili in aid of the Nantucket Marine Canal 
Company; and a bill to authorize the construction 
of a wharf at the custom-house at New London: 
read twice, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. PENDLETON, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, reported a resolution requesting 
the Secretary of War to inform the House whether 
the pay of Major General Gaines had been reduced 
to that of a brigadier general; when such reduction 
ne place; by whose order; and the reasons there- 

or. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr, STOKELY, from the samefcommittee, re- 
ported a joint resolution requesting the President to 
cause a sword (to cost $1,000) to be made, and pre- 
sented to Gen. Clinch, for his services anq good 
conduct at the battle of Withlacoochie, in Florida: 
read twice, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Unicn. 

Mr. ADAMS, from the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, reported a resolution to the effect that all 
debate upon the bill for the relief of claimants un- 
der French spotiations prior to 1800, shall cease in 
Committee of the Whole on to-morrow at two 
o'clock. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON inquired whether the 
subject had ever been taken up in committee. 

The SPEAKER said it had last session. 

Mr. SAUNDERS moved to lay the resolution on 
the table. This motion was adopted—ayes 89, 
noes 80. 


Mr. FILLMORE moved the House go.into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the siate of the Union. 
This motion was adopted—ayes 84, noes 50. 

Before the House went into committee, Mr. 
ADAMS rose, and asked that the vote might be 
taken on his motion to suspend the rules, in order 
to enable him to present his petitions. 

Objection was made in various quarters; the 
effect of which was to induce Mr. STANLY to 
move a reconsideration of the vote by which the 
House had determined to go into Committee of the 
Whole. The reconsideration was carried, and Mr. 
FILLMORE withdrew his metion to go into com- 
mittee. : 

Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL rose and asked leave 
to offer a resolution of inquiry (in relation to the 
construction put by the British Government upon 
the treaty of Washington.) 

Objection was made; and, after much confusion, 
the Speaker resumed the call of committees for 
yeporis, 

Mr. L. W. ANDREWS reported a bill for the 
relief of John Everard; which was read three times 
and passed. 

Messrs. S. N. CLARKE, AYCRIGG, and A. 
YOUNG, from the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions, made adverse reports, 

Mr. YORKE endeavored to get in a resolution 
for meeting at 10 o’clock ‘hereafter. Objections 
were made in all quarters of the hall. 

Mr. TILLINGHAST, from the Committee on 
the Library, reported a joint resolution in relation 
to the statue of Washington; which was referred 
to the Commitiee of the Whole on the state of the 
Unien, 

Various members endeavored to obtain action 
upon business relating to their constituents; but the 
House refused to depart from the rules. 

Mr. ADAMS asked the House to take the ques- 
tion now on his motion to suspend the rules, to al- 
low him to present petitions, 
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Mr. WISE inquired whether the petition on the 
desk of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Apams] was one of the petitions which he wished 
to present. — : i 

[The gentleman from Virginia pointed to the 
mammoth petition on frame-work, which we de- 
scribed some few days since.]} 

The SPEAKER was understood to reply that 
that was one of the petitions which the gentleman 
from Massachusetts wished to present. 

Mr. WISE’ asked whether it was signed by a 
runaway slave from Virginia. {Cries of “Order.”} 

The SPEAKER said the motion was to suspend 
for the presentation of petitions generally. 

Mr. A. V. BROWN inquired if the yeas and 
nays were ordered? 

The SPEAKER replied that they were. 

Mr. L. W. ANDREWS inquired if, the motion 
to suspend were sustained, whether it would sus- 
pend objections to petitions of a particular descrip- 
tion, also. 

The SPEAKER said it;wonld not. 

The yeas and nays were then taken, and resulted 
thus: Yeas 80, nays 103. 

So the rules were not suspended. 


BRITISH CONSTRUCTION OF THE TREA- 
TY OF WASHINGTON. 
Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL again offered his reso- 
lution; which was in these terms: 


Resolved, That the President be requested to communicate 
to this House (if not, in his opinion, improper) whatever cor- 
respondence or communication may have been received from 
the British Gavernment respecting the, President’s construction 
of the late British treaty concluded at Washington, as it con- 
cerns an alleged right to visit American vessels. 


j Mr. WISE objected to the reception of the reso- 
ution. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL moved a suspension of 
the rules for the reception of his resolution; and 
on this he called for the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered; but, before the vole was taken, he 
wished an extract to be read by the Clerk froma 
speech delivered by Sir Robert Peel in the British 
Parliament on this subject, which was of infinitely 
more importance than any other that could be 
brought before the House. 

The extract was in the following terms: 


I rejoice thatthe honorable gentleman has given me an op- 
portunity of making some ubservations on the late message of 
the President ofthe United States. The sincere and earnest 
desire I have always entertained for the maintenance of a good 
understanding between this country and the United States, and 
the spiritin which Ihave always spoken of America, raakes it 
a doubly painful duty to me to have to refer to that message; 
which, Lamsorry to say, does not give a correct account of the 
negotiations relative to the right of visit. 

Perhaps I may do right to confirm what the honorable gen- 
tleman has said, that there is nothing more distinct than the 
right of visit isfrom the right of search. Searchisa bellicer. 
ent right, and not to be exercised in time of peace, except when 
it has beon conceded by treaty. Therightof search extends not 
only to the vessel, but to the cargo also. The right of visit is 
quite distinct from this, though the two are often confounded. 
‘Lhe right of search, with respect to American vessels, we en- 
tirely and utterly disclaim. Nay, more: if we knew thatan 
American vessel was furnished with all the materials requisite 
for the slave-trade—if we knew that the decks were prepared 
to receive hundreds of human beings within aspace in which 
life isalmostimpossible, still we should be bound to let that 
American vessel passon. But the right weclaim is, to know 
whether a vessel pretending to be American, and hoisting the 
American flag, be bona fide American. 3 
_ Thero must be some great misunderstanding upon the sub- 
ject: but, considering the importance of maintaining this right— 
a right not peculiar to England; considering that we are con- 
tending for a right which Is the only security against fraud 
against the grossest abuses by parties interested in this iniqui- 
tous traffic; considering that we are now the advocates of a 
principle necessary for the interests and security of all mari- 
time nations,—it is my duty to state, in the face of the [louse 
of Commons, that the claim to the right of visitation contended 
for in the despatch of Lord Aberdeen has not been relinquishes: 
that, on this subject, there was made no concession whatever: 
and that to the principles laid down in the despatch of Lord 
Aberdeen we adhere at this moment. [Cheers from both sides 
of the House.} 

With respect to the treaty which we have entered into with 
the United States: in signing that treaty, we consider that we 
have abandoned norigit of visitation. We do not nnderstand 
from the United States that they entered into that treaty 
with any engagement from us to abandon the right of viska- 
tion, which, if not necessarily connected with the question of 
the slave-trade, we thought that it was a step in advance when 

the United States professed a readiness to despatch a naval 
force to the coast of Africa for the purpose of suppressing the 
slave-trade. We did not accept the detachment of that naval 
force asan equivalent for any right which we claimed: yet. 
súil we thought that, fora great country like the United States 
to take thatstep with us on the coast of Africa, although the 
power ef visitation is limited under the treaty in such case— 
although we claim no right to visit slavers, Zona fide Ameri- 
can, and the right is to_be exercised by vessels of the United 
States—we thought it, Isay, a step in advance towards the 
ultimate suppression of the slave-trade to accede to the propo- 
sition cf the United States. p 


: $29 

But in acceding to that, we have not abandoned our claims 
in the slightest degree; nor did it ever make any part of our dn- 
tention, during the controversy, to abandon the right to which 
we lay claim in the despatch I have mentioned. | [Bear, hear, 
hear.] We have not contented ourselves, sit, with leaving this 
fact to become known by a declaration in this House; but since 
the appearance of the Presiden’s message, we have taken an 
opportunity of intimating te the United States the construction 
we place on the treaty, [Cheers.} J trust, sir, that I have 
said enough to satisfy the House on this point. I trust, also, 
that although compelled to avow a material difference of opin- 
ion between thetwo Governments upon this material question, - 
I have stated this difference of opinion with the respect 
whichT wish to mainiain towards the high authorities of the 
United States. [Hear, hear.] 

Objections were still made; and the Clerk began 
to call the roll on the question of suspension of the 
rules, on which the yeas and nays bad been order- 
ed—great anxiety being manifested through the 
House in relation to the matter. 

Mr. WISE rose when the Clerk had calleda 
few names, and said, if it was the desire of the 
House to adept the resolution, he would withdraw 
his objection. - 

The call was, therefore, suspended, and the reso« 
lation was adopted. i 

GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. FILLMORE moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole, for the pur- ' 
pose of taking up the general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to, and Mr. Gimer took 
the chair. 

Mr. FILLMORE moved that the committee 
take up the bill making appropriations for navy 
pensions, 

. Mr, CUSHING moved that the committee take 
up the bill carrying into effeet the treaty of Wash- 
ington. 

The motion of the gentleman from New York 
was agreed to; and, after the bill had been read 
through, and no amendment proposed, it was laid 
aside, to be reported. f . 

Mr. FILLMORE then moved that thé commit- 
tee take up the bill making appropriations to fulfil 
Indian treaties; and, as his motien was agreed to, 
he said he was instructed by the Committee of 
Ways and Means to move to strike out an item for 
the payment of a demand for articles furnished on 
the order of Mr. Doty, the commissioner to nego- 
tate a treaty with certain Indian tribes, - 

Mr. JAMES COOPER, from the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, by direction cf that committee, 
opposed the motion to strike out, and explained the 
circumstances under which the articles were fur 
nished. 

Mr. FILLMORE replied. : . 

After some remarks from Messrs. COOPER of 
Pennsylvanie, REYNOLDS, and JOHN C. ED- 
WARDS, in opposition to the amendment, and 
from Messrs. FILLMORE and ISAAC D. JONES 
in its favor, the question was taken on the amend- 
ment, and it was rejected. 

On motion by Mr. FILLMORE, an amendment 
was adopted, appropriating four hundred and odd 
dollars for the removal of 250 of the New York 
Indians west of the Mississippi. 

On motion by Mr. FILLMORE, a further 
amendment was adopted, appropriating $15,000 
for the payment and subsistence of certain Choc- 
taw Indians while attending, as witnesses, the in- 
vestigations, by acommittee of the House, of claims 
arising under the Choctaw treaty. Also, a modifi- 
cation of the bill, so as to include an appropriation 
of $402, paid for the ransom of two white boys 
from the Camanches. i 

Mr. GOGGIN offered an amendment, appropti- 
ating $12,000 to satisfy certain contracts entered 
into in 1836, by General Jesup, with certain Creek 
chiefs; which, after some remarks from Mr. Q 
was agreed to. 

Mr. J. COOPER offered an amendment, appro» 
friating $67,400 for the removal and subsistence of 
the Choctaw Indians west of the Mississippi, in 
pursuance of the treaty of 1830; also, an amend. 
ment, appropriating $51,000 for earrying into effect 
the Chippewa treaty of October 4, 1842; both of 
which were agreed to. 

Several other amendments were made; and the 
bill was then laid aside, to be reported to. the 
House. . 

Mr. FILLMORE then moved that the fortificas 
tion bill be taken up; and the motion was agreed to, 

Mr. REYNOLDS moved that the appropriation 
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“be reduced one-half; and he proceeded to. advocate 

his motion for retrenchment. oot i 

Mr. R. addressed the House for some time on 
his motion; but - 

“The CAHIR arrested his. remarks, saying that 
the motion was not in order; and, therefore, there 
‘was no question before the committee. 

After. some further remarks from Mr. REY- 
OLDS, the bill was laid aside, to be reported, ~ 

On motion by Mr. C. H. WILLIAMS, the bill 
authorizing the examination and survey of the 
harbor of Memphis, Tennessee, was considered; 

sand no amendment being offered thereto, it was 
laid aside, to be reported, i 

On motion by Mr. FILLMORE, the committee 

“next took up the bill making appropriations for 
the improvement of certain harbors and rivers, 
and for continuing the Cumberland road, and for 

other purposes; and the bill having been read, 

Mr. GRAHAM moved to strike out the first 
section of the bill. Unless this Government had 
made up its mind to contract a debt as large as that 
of Great Britain, Mr. G. said it seemed co him 
that it was time to stop these enormous appropria- 
tions for such objects as were contained in the bill. 
Here they were without credit, without the ability 
to carry onthe Government, except by borrowing 
and with litie ability to borrow; and yet they were 
galled on to go all round the United States, giving 
a bonus to every section, and to passa bill which 
would involve the Government in debt for many 
years to come-~and that, too, at a time when they 

` ‘gould not pay the current expenses for one year. 
It appeared to him that, if gentlemen would. re- 
feet, they would see the impropriety of such a 
course of extravagance. ‘They could not tell 
whether the tariff would produce ten, fifteen, or 
twenty millions, and some.thought that it would not 
yield ten millions. 

_. It would seem to him, therefore, that to make 
such appropriations at a time like this, would be a 
species of improvidence that no man could justify. 
As his object was to defeat the bill, he had made 
the motion to strike out the first section. 


The CHAIR said that the motion of the gentle- 
man was in order; but it would not reach the ob- 
ject he had in view, ,inasmuch as, before putting 
ibat question, (the bill having but that one sec- 
tion,) it woutd be in order for gentlemen to offer 
amendments to make it more perfect: 

Mr. ADAMS suggested that the proper motion 
for the gentleman to make would be, that the com- 
mittee rise, and report the bill, with a recommenda- 
tion that it be rejected. 

Mr. GRAHAM accordingly withdrew his mo- 
tion, and moved that the committee rise, and report 
the bill to the House, witb a recommendation that 
it be rejected. 

Mr. FILLMORE objected, that the motion was 
notin order; but 

The CHAIR overruled the objection. 

Mr. BARNARD then addressed the committce 
at length in favor of the bill. 

‘Mr. FILLMORE addressed the committee in 
favor of the bill, and coneluded by moving that the 
committee rise, 

The committee then rose, and reported the bills 
to the House on which the commitice had acted, 
and the progress on the harbors and rivers bill. 

The navy pension bill was then ordered to be 
engrossed, and was read a third lime, and passed. 

The bill making appropriations to fulfil treaties 
with Indian tribes was next taken up; and, after 
some discussion, in which Messrs. CAVE JOHN- 
SON, J. C. EDWARDS, and others took part, it 
was ordered to be engrossed; and was read a third 
time, and passed. 

The fortification appropriation bill, the bill au- 
thorizing the examination and survey of the harbor 
of Memphis, Tennessee, and the other bills acted 
upon in commiitee, were disposed of in like 
manner. 

On the motion of Mr. FILLMORE, the amend- 
ments of the House to the army bill were insisted 
upon, and a committee of conference appointed to 
meet a like committee of the Senate. : 

Several bills from the Senate were reat twice, 
and committed. They were: = 

A bill for the relief of John Hutchinson. 


A bill to indemnify Major General Andrew 
Jackson. 

- A bill granting a pension to Wm. McPherson. 

A variety of executive communications were 
then presented to the House; amongst which was a 
reply to resolutions of this House in relation to the 
capture of Monterey by Captain Jones, who has 
been recalled for that act. Also, copies of the eor- 
respondence which has taken place between the 
consul of the United States at Tangier and the 
Government of Morocco. 

On the motion of Mr. HUNT, 2,500 copies of 
the individual report of Mr. Aycniac, a member of 
the committee on the coast survey, were ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. CHAPMAN reported a bill from the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, the title of which was not 
heard. 

Mr. J. C. CAMPBELL appealed to the House 
to take up bill No. 649—being his bill to suspend 
the districting section of the apportionment bill; 
but, on a motion to that effect, 

The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 


Tuurspay, February 23, 1843. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the State Department, 
transmitting further returas in relation to the 
operations of the bankrupt law, in compli- 
ance with the resolution of the Senate of Decem- 
ber, 1842; which was, on motion by Mr. HUNT- 
INGTON, laid on the table. 

Also, presented a communication from the State 
Department, transmitting statements showing the 
number and description of passengers who have 
arrived from foreign countries in each collection 
district of the United States in each quarter, during 
the year, according to the returns made to that 
department by the collectors; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. STURGEON presented two memorials from 
the Philadelphia Anti-Slavery Society;—-one asking 
for such amendment of the Constitution and laws 
of the United States as will put an end to slavery 
in the District of Columbia; and the other against 
the admission of Texas and Florida, as States, into 
the Union, : 

The question of the reception of these memorials 
was on motion by Mr. GRAHAM; laid on the 
table. 

Mr. SMITH of Indiana, from the Committee on 
Publie Lands, to which was referred the joint res- 
olutions of the Legislature of Alabama, asking for 
the passage of alaw authorizing the bills of the 
Bank of the State of Alabama tobe received in 
payment (eqnal to the amount of the 2 per cent. 
fund belonging to that State, not yet paid over to 
her) for the public lands sold in that State, reported 
a bill relating to the mode of payment of the 
two per cent. relinquished to the State of Alaba- 
ma; which was read, and ordered to a second read- 


ing. 

Mr. SMITH also, from the same committee, re- 
ported back, without amendment, Senate bill ma- 
king donations of Jand in several States for the 
education of the deaf and dumb, and blind, and 
for the relief of insane persons. 

Mr. GRAHAM, from the Committee on Claims, 
reported back, without amendment, and with a 
recommendation that they do pass, the bill from 
the House for the relief of Robert T. Spence; 

The bili for the relief of Samuel Weller; and 

The bill for the relief of John Hodgkin. 

Mr. G. also, from the same committee, reported 
back, without amendment, and with a recom- 
mendatien that it be rejected, the bill for the relief 
of the legal representatives of Lieut. T. W. Smith. 

On motion by Mr. HUNTINGTON, the Com- 
mittee on Commerce was discharged from the 
further consideration of the memorial of the Board 
of Trade of the city of Pittsburg, praying an ap- 
propriation for the erection of a marine hospital 
at or near that place; on the ground that the com- 
mittee was opposed to the prayer of the memo- 
rial. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON, from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported back, without amendment, 
and with a recommendation that it be indefinitely 


postponed, the bill from the Hoase, entitled An act 
for the erection of a marine hospital at Key West, 
in the Territory of Florida. : 

Also reported back, from the same committee, 
without amendment, and with a recommendation 
that it be indefinitely postponed, the bill from the 
House for the relief of Robert P. Norris. 

Also reported back, from the same committee, 
with ap amendment, House bill entitled An act to 
amend an act making an appropriation for the 
erection of a marine hospital at or near Ocracoke, 
North Carolina. 

On motion by Mr. HUNTINGTON, the pre- 
vious orders were postponed, and the above bill 
was taken up, as in committee of the whole. 

Mr. H. explained the nature of the amendment. 
It was then adopted, and the bill was. reported to 
the Senate; and, according to order, was read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. H., from the Committee on Commerce, report- 
ed a bill making an appropriation for continuing im- 
provements in the navigation of the river Thames, 
in the State of Connecticut; which was read, and 
ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. H., from the same committee, to which 
had been recommitted the House bill entitled 
An act to reduce the number and compensa- 
tion of the officers and other persons employed in 
the port of New York, reported the same back, 
with an amendment, striking out the whole bill,and 
substituting another for it, providing that the whole 
amount of compensation, in the collection of the 
revenue at that place, shall be reduced so as not to 
exceed $388,500. 

Mr. H., from the same committee, to which was 
referred, some time since, so much of the annual 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury, and. the 
memorials of the Chambers of Commerce and 
Boards of Trade of the several Statesin favor of 
the adoption of the warehousing system, made a 
report, accompanied by a resolution asserting that 
itis inexpedient, at the present session of Congress, 
to establish the warehousing system; and recom- 
mending that the committee be discharged from the 
further consideration of the subject. . 

Mr. H. said the report and resolution were the 
act of a majority of the committee; and the other 
members of the committee who were friendly to 
the system, and who differed from them as to the 
expediency of its adoption, would present their 
views in a separate report. He wished merely to 
remark that the main object of the committee was 
to examine, somewhat at large, what was called the 
incidental liberal warehousing system, to which 
the committee does not agree. They believed that 
it was inexpedient, at this session, to legislate upon 
the subject. He woald not, then, say that, at 
some other time, a system might not be proper. A 
majority of the committee, in considering it in a 
financial point of view, concurred in the opinion 
that such a system would take from the revenue, 
during the calendar year, from three to four and a 
half millions of dollars. The estimate of the net 
revenue from the port of New York alone, was 
about eight millions. The effect of the system, 
then, would be to reduce it to five or six millions. 
The committee, therefore, in the present condition 
of the finances, could not recommend the system 
prayed for in the memorials. 

Mr. KING said, being on the Committee of 
Commerce, to which the subject of the warehousing 
system had been referred for examination, and, en- 
iertaining views different from those of a majority 
of the committee, the Senator from New York [Mr. 
Wauicut] and himself believing that a properly reg- 
ulated warehousing system would be greatly advan- 
tageous to the commercial and shipping interests of 
the country, bad prepared their views in the form 


` of a minority report, to go out to the country with 


the report of the majority. They conceived it due 
to the country and to themselves that they should 
take this course, as it was a subject of great im- 
portance, It was proper that they should do so, 
ihat the attention of those who were particularly 
interested should be directed to it. In regard to the 
financial point involved in this system, he would 
only say, that when this subject was proposed to be 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, he had 
opposed the motion, believing that it involved a 
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very iniportant financial question; but the Senate 
took a different view of it, and referred it to the 

' Committee on Commerce, as a commercial ques- 
tion. The members of the committee took it up 
only in a commercial point of view, and had pre- 
sented their views for the country. He hoped that 
the report of the minority would be received, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON remarked that the Sena- 
tor from Alabama had stated the general impor- 
tance of the subject of the warehousing system; 
and it was not necessary for him, therefore, to 
dwell upon it, It was a subject which had come 
up there from the. boards of trade, and those interest- 
ed in itparticularly, and was new. It was im- 
portant, therefore, that the atiention of the public 
generally should be called to it. The importance 
of the subject to the mercantile and navigating 
interests had been examined in both the reports, 
and commended to the attention of the country. 
` He hoped, therefore, both reports would be printed. 
When he (Mr. H.) had spoken of the financial ef- 
fect of such a system, he spoke of it as one of the 
reasons for the postponement, and not the only one 
which they had. Hic moved, therefore, that the 
reports be laid on the table, and be printed; and at 
any time thereafter they could be taken up, if de- 
sired, by any Senator. 

Mr. WOODBURY observed that he differed en- 
tirely from the views expressed by the chairman 
of the Committee on Commerce. He thought that 
the present, rather than any future time, was the 
-most imperative for efficient action concerning a 
liberal warehousing system. He referred tö one 
connected with re-exportation by land, as well as 
by sea, to foreign countries. ‘The report which had 
heretofore been made against the latter, he did not 
then discuss; because the matter might be exam- 
ined and provided for when the subject of ware- 
housing and exporting merchandise generally 
came under consideration. Now was the most de- 
sirable moment to legislate, fortwo reasons: Ist. 
The commercial interests being much depressed, 
would, by this system, obtain relief from paying 
cash duties, and laying long out of their money, on 
goods not consumed in the country. Until the 
warehousing system is established, the merchants 
are now unnecessarily subjected tu this inconve- 
nience and loss; and thus we tax commerce and 
navigation, rather than consumption, until the laws 
are changed. 

In the next place, by introducing this system, im- 
ports will at once increase, and additional employ- 
ment, so very desirable, be at once given to our 
depressed navigation. Weuld we neglect longer, 
or refuse to permit this encouragement to so im- 
portant an interest, and an encouragement needed 
so urgently? 

It had been intimated by the chairman, that the 
finances might suffer much by such a course the 
present year. Mr. W.could not concur in this 
opinion. - 

Whatever had been said on this subject by the 
collector of New York, or the present head of the 
Treasury Department, it was manifest that few 
goods, now in the country, would go into ware- 
houses. Our merchants, under existing laws, are 
shrewd enough not to import many more goods 
than are wanted for early consumption. They are 
unwilling to lie out of the cost, duties, and interest, 
any considerable time. 

The additional imports, under such a system, 
would not be brought into the country without it, 
till needed for immediate use. How, then, would 
the revenue suffer? 

But, on the other hand, a liberal warehousing 
system might be guarded well against frauds; 
would relieve the commercial and navigating in- 
terests in both the particulars before named, and 
make our seaports depots for the West Indies 
and South America, and encourage the sale here 
for these regions of many more even of our manu- 
factures to make up assorted cargoes desirable 
there. Extended, likewise, to liberal re-exports by 
land; our whole interior commerce, our canals, 
railroads, lake, and river navigation would all be 
greatly advanced. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON said, that, as to the re- 
mark of the Senator from New Hampshire that 
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it would not affect the revenue, he would only say 
ihat he still entertained the opinion he before ex- 
pressed, (which was the opinion of seven-eighths 
of all the officers of the customs who had been ad- 
dressed upon the subject,) that it would seriously 
affeet the revenue. -Fhe reason of its so doing 
was, because there was now a year’s supply of 
goods in the country more than the people wanted. 
As to its effect on the navigating interest, all he 
wished to say, was, that there were two sides to 
that question. It did not follow that, if Congress 
adopted the warehousing system, it would give 
more employment to the navigating interest, so 
long as there was not proper reciprocity in trade. 
If it would have any effect at all to give more em- 
ployment te the shipping interests, it would give 
employment to foreign shipping, under our present 
commercial regulations. With regard to allowing 
a drawback on goods re-exported, as well by sea 
as by land, he said that that subject had already 
been disposed of. 

Mr. WOODBURY said that his only object was 
to request the- gentlemen on the committee friendly 
to the warehousing system, to call up this report; 
and, by some amendment, or some new measure, 
obtain, if possible, an early and favorable decision, 
before Congress adjourns. It was tbe delay that 
he deprecated. He did not feel justified in going 
into the merits of the subject farther at the present 
moment. But he must add, that the idea from the 
chairman, that a year’s extra supply of goods had 
been brought into the country, was very s'range— 
passing: sirange—when the whole imports of all 
kinds for the last two quarters were less than thirty 
millions of dollars; hardly half the ordinary amount 
during the ten years past. 

The reports were then ordered to lie on the ta- 
ble, aud be printed. 

Mr. ALLEN submitted the following resolution, 
whica was adopled: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to cause to be laid 
before the Senate, at the commencement of the next session of 
Congress, a complete catalogue of all books, (records and pub- 
lic documents excepted,) atlases, maps, and files of public 
journals and newspapers belonging to the Government, in the 
Slate, ‘Treasury, War, Navy, and Post Office Departments, or 
in the bureaus or offices of such departments, and in the office 
of the Attorney General; the whole io be properly arranged and 
designated under their appropriate heads, by titles, subjects, 
dates, and languages, after the manner of the catalogue of the 
library of Congress; and the catalogues from cach of the de- 
partnients to be made out separately, and each giving the par- 


ticular bureau or office in which such books, atlases, maps, 
and files are kept, 


Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to which had been referred House bill 
amendatory of the act establishing the branch mint 
at Dahlonega, Georgia, and defining the duties of 
the assayer and coiner, reported the same back, 
with an amendment, applying the provisions of the 
bill to the branch mint at Charlotte, North Caro- 
lina. 

Oo motion of Mr. BERRIEN, the previous or- 
ders were postponed, and the above bill was taken 
up, as in commitice of the whole; and, after some 
explanation by Mr. B., the amendment of the 
committee was agreed to, and the bill was re- 
ported to the Senate, and finally passed. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON made an ineffectual ef- 
fort to have taken up, and considered, the bill re- 
ducing the salary of the collector of the port of 
Camden, New Jersey. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, on leave, introduced a bill 
to provide for holding a court at Williamsport, in 
the western district of Pennsylvania; which was 
twice read, and referred to the Judiciary Commit- 
tee. 

Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, ata subsequent part of this day’s proceed- 
ings, reported the above bill back; without amend- 
ment; and 

On motion by Mr. BUCHANAN, the previous 
orders of the day were postponed for the purpose, 
and the bill was taken up, aS in committee of the 
whole, considered, reported to the Senate, and 
finally passed. 

RIGHT OF SEARCH—THE CONSTRUCTION 
OF THE ASHBURTON TREATY. 

Mr. ARCHER rose and said it would be in the 
recollection of the Senate, thatthe Senator from 
Missouri gave notice last evening of an inquiry 
which he desired to make to-day, founded upon 
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the recent speech of Sir Robert Peel, in reference 
to the construction put upon the late treaty. _ Des- 
patches had since been received from our minister 
in London, a portion of which related to this 
topic. He read that portion of the despatch, 
that the Senator from Missouri might be tbe 
better enabled to frame bis inquiry. 
Mr. A. read as follows: 
Estract of a despatch from Mr. Evercit to Mr. Websier, 
dated London, February 3, 1843. 


‘Parliament was opened by commission yesterday. The 
Queen’s speech, and the very interesting debates upon the ad- 
dresses in the two Houses, will be found in the papers of to-day, 
which accompany this despatch. 1 attended the debate in the 
House of Commons. You can judge of the surprise with 
which I listened to the remarks of Sir Robert Peel on the al- 
leged fact that Lord Aberdeen’s letter to me of the 20th of De- 


cember, 1841, remained to this day “unacknowledged and unan- 


swered.”” It was acknowledged by me in a note dated two 
daygafterwards, (23d December, 1841,) which, however unim- 
portant, was transmitted to Mr, Fox by Lord Aberdeen, and 
afterwards communicated to Parliament, and printed. 

“Ig this note of acknowledgment, I informed Lord Aberdeen 
that I should avail myself of an early opportunity of making 
some remarks on the very important topics treated in this letter. 
I pursued this course of an Immediate acknowledgment of the 
receipt of Lord Aberdeen’s note, with notice of a purpese of 
replying, in due season, to its contents; because, „being just 
arrived at my post, I had not received the instructions which 
you had informed me I might soon expect on this topic, and 
which, as Lord Aberdeen’s note modified the ground and dis- 
claimed the language of his predecessor, it was my duty to 
await. Such instructions I should no doubt, in due time, have 
received; but, on the 27th of December, Lord Aberdeen inform- 
ed me that the special mission had been determined on; that 
Lord Ashburton would go to America, with full power to settle 
every point in discussion, including what was called the right 
of search, which he deemed the most difficult; and expressed 
the opinion that it would be hardly worth while for us to con- 
tinue the correspondence on matters in dispute between tho 
two countries; and though he was willing to consider and re- 
ply to any statement I might think proper to make on any 
subject pending the negotiation that might take place at Wash- 
ington, he supposed no benefit would result from a simultaneous 
discussion here. 

“Such wore Lord Aberdeen’s observations, as reported by me 
in my despatch of December 31. 

“The negotiation took place; and a mode of dealing with and 
setting the question was happily agreed upon, which made it 
unnecessary to resume the discussion, so long continued, upon 
the subject. In fact, from the moment the special mission was 
announced, I considered the discussion as at an end; and as little 


likely to be resumed, in reference to search and visitation, as 
the boundary or the “Caroline.” 

He merely desired to say to the Senator from 
Missouri, that he was now prepared to go into 
any explanation which the Senator might desire, of 
the views of this Government in relation to this 
matter. The honorable Senator, however, would 
understand, tbat he was not pressing him for the 
motion; the Senator would, of course, choose his 
own time for making it. 


Mr. BENTON said he was quite prepared with 
his inquiry. It was already “eut and dried.” 

Mr. ARCHER. I know that is the habit of 
the honorable Senator. 

The bill making appropriation for the naval 
service for the half calendar year of 1843, and the 
fiseal year of 1844, having been engrossed, was 
read the third time and passed; and the question 
now being on the adoption of the title to the Dill, 

Mr. BENTON rose and moved to recommit the 
bill, with instructions to strike out so much of the 
appropriations as related to the African squadron. 

The CHAIR remarked that the bill was now 
passed, and the question was merely on the title; 
and it would, therefore, benecessary to reconsider 
the vote on the passage of the bill before the mo~ 
tion to recommit could be considered. 

The motion was then made to reconsider, and 
carried in the affirmative; when 

Mr. BENTON remarked that the point of in- 
quiry was, whether the Government of the United 
States had received any intimation of a different 
construction having been put upon the treaty by 
Great Britain in relation to the right of visit, from 
that given to it by thisGovernment? As to wheth- 
er the despatch of Lord Aberdeen had been replied 
to or not, although it might be a point of some 
moment between the parties concerned, it was not, 
however, the point to which he directed his inquiry. 
There did not appear to be, in the despatch of the 
American minister from London, (from which Mr. 
B. here read an extract,) a single word upon the 
subject of the construction given to the treaty by 
the British Government in reference to the right of 
visitation and search. This was the peint of in. 
quiry which he desired to make. 

Mr. ARCHER observed that, as the honorable 
Senator had signified his intention to make an in- 
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quiry, without anticipating the nature of that in- 
quiry, and, inasmuch as a despateh had been since 
received, he (Mr. A‘) deemed it but fair and props 
„€r that the attention of the Senator should be called 
` to that despatch, that he might be the better able to 
Shape bis inquiry. . a l 
Mr. BENTON said, perhaps the gentleman 
would go a step farther, and tell him at what time 
‘the Government of the United States would favor 
them with an answer tothe inquiry. If the gen- 


tleman would do this, he would confer an addition- . 


al obligation. 
- Mr. ARCHER requested the honorable Sena- 
tor distinctly to repeat his inquiry. 

Mr. BENTON said he would read from an Eng- 
lish newspaper published at Liverpool, an extract, 
purporting to be a speech of Sir Robert Peel, in 
which it was declared that there was no relinquish- 
ment, in his opinion, of the right of visitation of 
American ships upon the coast of Africa; that the 
late treaty conceded nothing upon this point; and 
that Great Britain wouid adhere to the principle 
‘which she had assumed in reference to that sub- 
ject. 


Mr. ARCHER said the bonorable Senator from 
Missouri would recoileet that it had not been as- 
sumed by the Executive of the United States, in 
the message communicating the treaty to the Sen- 
‘ate at the last session of Congress, that Great Brit- 
jan had renounced her right of visitation. As to 
the right of search, that had been renounced, 
according to the distinct declaration of Lord Ab- 
erdeen. 

(Mr, A. read from the Presidents message. ] 

He asked the particular attention of the Senator 
to the passage. And he asked the honorable Sen. 
ator how he could affect to suppose that it was 
ever contemplated, on the part of the executive 
Government of the United States, that there had 
been any renowncement of the right of visitation 
on the part of the British Government? How was 
thal gentleman, with the message of the President 
before him, authorized to Suppose that there had 
ever been any such expression on tke part of this 
Government, or of renunciation on the part of the 
British? ` Not only was this never contemplated, or 
asserted upon the formation of the trealy, but it 
Was expressly stated, in more than one part of the 
message, that the keeping of a squadron upon the 
coast of Africa was, of itelf, to put an end to the 
occasion for the right of visitation. It was not possi- 
ble to obtain trom either party a direct aud ex- 
plicit renunciation of this rigbt; and it was not 
considered advisable, in such case, that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, (which, as well as the 
British negotiator, had earnestly at heart to acjust, 
as far as practieable, all the points in dispute,) be- 
cause they could not come to an arrangement 
which would be absolutely satisfactory upon tbis 
point, should, as the Senator seemed to imply by 
his remarks, not attempt to do anything. A re- 
nunciation of the right of visit not having been ob- 
tained, it was thought advisable to obtain what 
was considered the next best thing. And, accord- 
ingly, an arrangement was made which tended to 
remove the necessity for the exercise of that right. 
‘We had as mauy as 80 guns dispersed in small 
vessels upon the coast- of Africa; and he put it to 
the Senator from Missouri to say whether there 
was a probability that there would be any occasion 
for the exercise of that right. Alhough Great 
Britain might be unwilling to abandon the right; 
although we could not extinguish the elaim of 
Great Britain to the right of Visitation, the exer- 
cise of which was so obnoxious to us—it was highly 
improbable that any occasion would arise between 
the two Governments for the exercise of the right 
of visit, or for any collision upon that subject. 

It was, he thought, a question for the considera. 
tion, not of this Government only, but of the peo- 
ple of the United States, how far we should draw ihe 
line of distinction between the righ] of visitation, and 
the right of search, which the British Government 
had disclaimed; how far the line of distinction 


should be drawn, under the principles of interna- 


tional law. He supposed the Senator from Mis- 
souri would agree with him that, whilst we claimed 
exemption for all vessels sailing under our flag, it 
was not unreasonable on the part of the British 
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Government to require that we should give some 
sort of security against the abuse of that flag. We 
had not, as many gentlemen supposed, followed in 
the footsteps of Great Britain in reference to this 


matter; but we had gone pari passu with her, It- 


was to the signal honor of this Government that it 
had been the first to put the brand of piracy. upon 
the siave-trade, and had been thé means cf causing 
the Government of that country to put the brand 
of piracy upon it. Suppose one of our own ves- 
sels, deputed to carry out our own policy, had seen 
at a port in Cuba, or elsewhere, a vessel_ destined 
for the slave traffic—suppose our cruiser meets this 
vessel at sea, and she runs up the flag of some 
Other nation: would the honorable Senator contend 
that we had no right to make some inquiry as to 
the real state of the ease? Was it not reasonable, 
therefore, that we should afford some means of as- 
certaining whether a vessel, purporting to be Amer- 


ican, was so in reality? It was true that the Amer- 


ican flag cugkt to protect every spot over which it 
was raised; but he would tell the honorable Sena- 
tor it should be really the American flag, and nota 
counterfeit. 

He could inform the Senator that complaints 
had been brought to the State Department of the 
interference of our cruisers with vessels suspected 
of being engaged in the slave trade, the papers of 
which vessels actually showed that they had been so 
engaged; and, if he was rightly informed, more 
than one investigation was now on foot in refer- 
ence to such vessels. i 

He made these observations merely to show 
that, whilst it is true that ne renunciation had been 
made on the part of the British Government in re- 
gaid to the right of visitation, yet inasmuch as the 
conflicting claims of the two Governments were 
cf such a nature as from necessity to render them 
extremely difficult of adjustment, it was a high 
¥aerit on the part of the Government of the United 
States, that, finding itself unable to come to any 
saisfactory adjustment with the British negotiator, 
they had done the next best thing to put an end to 
all preiensions on the part of the British for resort 
ing again to the exercise of thatright. He thought 
that, in doing this, the Government had acted wise- 
ly, and that it deserved the commendation of the 
country. 

Mr. BENTON observed, that the extract read 
from his place by the chairmain of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, [Mr. AnrċneR,] only referred to a 
subordinate point of Sir Robert Peel’s letter—-that 
of the neglect to answer Lord Ashburton’s despatch 
of December, 1841, The extract read, only referred 
to that point; while his inquiry was wholly di- 
rected to the question of difference or no difference 
on the essential point of the meaning of the treaty. 
Sir Robert Peel declares that difference, and pro- 
fesses himself doubly pained to say that the Presi- 
den\’s message is not correct. He says the right 
of visitation isnot given up—that England will 
not concede it: the President, in his message of last 
December, informs the two Houses that search, 
visit, and visitation, are all obviated by the treaty; 
and congratulates the country upon it. This is the 
point of difference between the two Governments; 
and it is vital! It is a question of treaty cr no 
treaty! For, if ihe parties misunderstand it on this 
great point, there is an end of concord, and dissen- 
sion must immediately rise, 

The Senator from Virginia read from the Presi- 
dens message of August last. Sir Robert Peel 
Was remarking upon the message of December 
last; and that message shows the difference which 
the British minister announces. The President, 
in that message, states the mischief, to wits that 
our vessels bad been snbjecied to visitation (as 
the British called it) in the African seas; that this 
visitation was only search in different words, and 
in a new form; and then refers to the treaty as put- 
ting an end to all pretence for this practice, call it 
what you may, in time to come. The evil of this 
visitation is, then, according to the President, now 
terminated. According to Sir Robert Peel, it is 
not terminated. And here is the difference—and 
a serious one. 

Mr. B. would not go into the question of right 
or wrong, or extend the basis of the discussion, by 
opening questions of maritime rights. He would 


confine himself to the question he had made—that 
of a difference in the meaning of the treaty... If 
there is a difference, it is necessary to understand 
it, and to settle it. It must be settled; and the 
sooner the beter. The-declaration. of the British 
minister declares a difference; and that isa point 
on which each Government judges:for itself: They 
have no common superior to judge between them. 
The declaration of a difference makes a difference; 
and it is immaterial, so far as consequences are 
concerned, which is right, or which is wrong. In 
all national, as in all individual disputes, one party 
must be in the wrong; but that does not prevent.a 
fight ora war. The party ia the wrong may fights 
and from the formal manner in which the British 
minister has stated this difference, it is very clear 
that he intends that our vessels shall be searched 
in the African seas hereafter, just as heretofore. 
What then? Shall our Government. go on blind- 
fold with the treaty, until the case occurs—until 
an American vessel is searched by. a British 
cruiser, and then, negotiate, or fight? Shall .the 
Government do this-—and it is the fate of weakness 
to wait for events, instead of guiding them—or 
shall it stop, and clear up the difference at once? He 
(Mr. B ) was in favor of stopping all action under 
this clause of the treaty, until the two Goyern- 
ments agreed as to ifs meaning, 

Mr. B. said here was an exemplification of the 
mischiefs of negotiating treaties without protocols. 
There is not a word in the correspondence between 
Mr. Webster and Lord Ashburton as to the origin, 
progress, or formation of the articles for the squad- 
ron. The British minister’s name does not appear 
in connexion with the subject, until it appears in the 
treaty; and no light can be thrown upon the mean- 
ing of the treaty, from a reference to their prop- 
ositions pending the negotiations. All is blank 
theres and the two Governments are left to main- 
tain their respective constructions in the best way 
they can. ; 

Mr. B. said we now had a practical commentary 
upen the improvidence of entangling ourselves 
with foreign alliances. Washington warned us 
against it: for fifty years we have kept clear of 
such alliances: in August last, we entered into one 
of these alliances; and now, in February, we have 
a difference as to the meaning of an article in 
this alliance—a difference which cannot go toa 
practical result, without involving the honor or the 
peace of the country. 


Mr. B. said there was ndbody to celebrate the 
gigantic intellect of General Jackson; yet, in the 
answer which he direeted Mr. Forsyth to give to 
Sir Charles Vaughan, in October, 1834, in relation 
to this very point of a convention with England 
for the suppression of the slave-trade, there was 
wisdom, which, compared to the wisdom which of- 
fered this convention, was as the pyramid of Cheops 
isto a gain of mustard. President Jackson, at 
that time, positively refused to enter into any con- 
vention on the subject. He directed him to say to 
Sir Charles Vaughan, that the Government of the 
United States was “definitely formed not to become 
& party to any convention on the subject of the slave 
trade.” This was the answer of General Jackson. 
It is the American answer; and it put an end to these 
propositions for a convention until the present Ad- 
minisiration came into power. 

Mr. B. said he did not go into the question of 
identity between search and visitation, The Presi- 
dent treated themas identical; Sir R, Peel as dif- 
ferent, He (Mr. B.) did not entertain the ques- 
tion. It was clear there was a difference as to the 
execution of the treaty; and whether the ship was 
to be stepped on the high seas for the purpose of 
being searched, as for the purpose of being visited, 
a preliminary objection arose, and that was, the ar 
rest cf the ship itself! The arrest of the ship on 
the high seas, like the arrest of an individual on 
the high road, was itself an act incompatible 
with freedom; and in the case of English naval 
officers, (to use the language of the London Times,) 
if there was any doubt in the case, they took the 
trick. This was the language of the Times, in 
February last, in relation to impressment; and it 
will apply in all cases where they have a Tight to 
arrest an American vessel: they will take the trick, : 
if they have doubts; and doubts can easily be 


raised, where he that raises them is-the authority 
to solve them, and bas an interest. in solving them 
all in their own favor. Stopping a vessel on’ the 
high seas, Mr. B- understood to be firing ahead of 
her, and over her, and then through her, if she 
does not stop, This was a rude process, even if 
for;an innocent purpose; and he was against sub- 
jecting. American vessels to be so stopped by Brit- 
ish cruisers. pes : 

Mr. B. concluded his remarks by reading the 
passages from Sir R. Peel’s speech and the Presi- 
dents: message, which showed the difference be- 
tween the two Governments in relation to the 
meaning of the treaty; and which must lead to col- 
lision- between the two countries, if not prevented 
by. an immediate understanding. 

Mr. ARCHER remarked that he had cause to 
congratulate himself and the Senate that it would 
not-be necessary to reply to all the discursive ob- 
servations of the Senator from Missouri; for the 
time of the Senate would not be much delayed by 
the few words be should find sufficient to prove 
that there was no such difference of opinion &e- 
tween Sir Robert Peel and the President of the 
United States as the Senator supposes; and if this 
should be. demonstrable, the Senato1’s arguments 
must of course fall to the ground. The extracts he 
should now read from the President’s messages, and 
from the speech of Sir Robert Peel, would justify 
him in asserting that there was no contrariety of 
opinion between them on the subject of the treaty. 
Bir Robert Peel asserted nothing new on the part 
of the British Government; and what he did aszert 
had. been fully admitted by the President of the 
United Sates. He (Mr. A.) had told the Senator that 
it was because no answer could be obtained from the 
British Government during the progress of the nego- 
tiations upon that parlienlar point, and because the 
British negotiator was not instructed to yield all we 
desired; that this Government though: it expe- 
dient to do what was considered the best thing— 
and that was to render it improbable that those 
collisions which had grown out of the exercise of 
the right of visitation should again occur. 


. It was not because the two Governments differed; 
it was because they agreed that it was considered 
expedient, on the part of this Government, to take 
the course it did. he views of this Government 
and of the Government of Great Britain not only 
agreed in themselves, but they agreed also with 
the views of the Senator from Missouri himself, if 
he would sincerely acknowledge them; but he 
greatly feared that the honorable Senator would 
renounce his own views rather than agree with 
the Executive. The Senator had said that the 
President had intimated, in both his messages, that 
he regarded the right of search and the right of 
visitation equivalent to one another; and that it 
was because the President so regarded them, that 
he bad been induced to procure the adoption of the 
treaty. Why, he would have procured the renun- 
ciation of the right of visitation also, if it had been 
in his power to do so; but, as that could not be cb- 
tained, an effort had been made to prevent the 
practical operation of that right, and, consequently, 
to prevent all collision that might possibly grow 
out of its exercise. 

He desired the particular attention of the Sen- 
aie to the tenor and cffect of the argument of the 
Senator from Missouri, After this Government 
had vainly endeavored to induce the British Gov- 
eroment to renounce the right of visitation, the 
Senator would haye us do nothing, becauso we 
could not obtain that concession. Although this 
could not be obtained in the manner desired, yet 
they had done what would amount to almost the 
same thing. They had done what would take 
away all motive on the part of the British Govern- 
ment to carry into practical operation this right, 
and they would thus bave ail the beneficial fruits 
of a direct renunciation. 

The Senator from Missouri had spoken of the 
wisdom of Jackson. This theme was a favorite 
one with the honorable Senator. He would ask, 
Would Jackson, or would any man have exhibited 
more wisdom, in the negotaiion of such a treaty, 
than this Government had done? Bat, admitting 
the view taken Ly the Senator from Mizsouri to be 
well founded, what would it amount to, even in 


-thataspect? What was it be now asked the Sen- 


ate to- do? To break their plighted faith, (for he 
could not pretend to deny that the faith of the 
Government had been plighted to abserve the stip- 
ulations of the treaty,) because, according to his 
notion, we had not such provisions as were expe- 
dient. Sir, (said Mr. A.) was this the doctrine 
which the honorable Senator meant to avow on 
that floor? Did he mean to urge this docirine 
in relation to this or any other provision of the 
treaty, all of which, it appeared, were obnoxicus 
to the honorable Senator? Fer the doctrine of the 
honorable Senator, in- relation to him who filled 
the chief place in the Department of State, seemed 
to be that “nothing good ‘could come out of Naza- 
reth.” He would putit to him, if he took such 
exceptions to all of the provisions of the treaty, 
was the faith of this Government to be rencunced, 
to be trampled upon, to be disregarded, unless 
every provision cf the treaty should be suitable to 
the views of one of the parties to the treaty? This 
was the true interpretation of the honorable Sena- 
tor’s doctrine; though he was sure he would not be 
willing directly to avow and to vindicate such doc- 
rine. But suppose the treaty to be as bad as the 
honorable Senator represented it: would he refuse 
the appropriation necessary to carry it into effect? 
With the same propriety, he might refuse the ap- 
propriation for carrying the reeaptured Africans to 
their homes—which was made necessary by the 
provisions of a former treaty—should those former 
stipulations be cancelled, in consequence of the 
Senator’s objections to the recentireaty. Let the 
Sonate judge, from the arguments employed by the 
honcrable Senator, how far that dispesition was 
manifested. ` i 


He thought there could be no hesitation, (the 
gentleman having expectoraied the wrath which 


message to Congress at the beginning of this ses 


' sion, says (and it is to that message Sir Robert 


filled his bosom,) but that he would now let the - 


appropriations go on, and not violate the faith of 
the Government. The Senator relied very mach, 
in the course of his observations, upon the alleged 
discrepancies between the two messeges of the 
President—the one of August 11 of last year, and 
the other at the beginning of the present session. 
He (Mr. Arcner) asserted that the purport of the 
two was idenucally the same. The President, in 
both cf them, took the ground that he wes now 
siating—-not that the right of visitation had been 
enounced, but that we had procured certain ar- 
rangements in substitution of the exercise of that 
right. Mr. A. thea read from the message accom- 
panying the treaty, what followed that which the 
honorable Senator reads i 


“In my message at the commencement ofthe present session 
of Congress, T endeavored to state the principles which this 
Government supports respecting the right of search aad the 
iumunity of flags, Desirous of maintaining those principles 
fully, av the same (ime that existing obligations should be ful- 
filled, i have thought it most consistent with the honor and 
dignity of he country that it should execute its own laws, and 
perform its own obligations, by its own means and its own 
power. The examination or visitation of the merchant vessels 
of one nation, by the cruisers of another, for any purposes 
except those known and acknowledged by the Jaw of nations, 
under whatever restraints or regulations it may take place, 
may lead t» dangerous results. I is far better by other means 
to supersede any supposed necessity, or any motive, for such 
examination or visit. Interference with a merchant vessel by 
an armed cruiser is always a delicate proceeding, apt to touch 
the point of national honor, as well as to affect the interests of 
individuals. Ithas heen thought, therefore, expedient—not only 
in accordance with the stipulations of the treaty of Ghent, but, 
at the game time, as removing all pretext, on the part of 
ohers, for violating the immunities ofthe American Nag upon 
she seas, as they i and are defined by the law of nations— 
to enter into the articles now subniitted io the Senate,” 


He resffirmed that the grounds taken in the 
two messages were the same identically, io wit: 
not that the right of visitation had been abandoned, 
but that an equivalent had been obtained. 

Mr. BENTON desired to read a single sentence, 
to shaw the difference between the two messages, 

Mr. ARCHER observed that, if there was a dif- 
fereree, 1t was not upon this point. It was beeause 
the rieht of visitation had not been renounced, that 
provision was made for the African squadron. 

Mr. BENTON said the real question was the 
disagreement berween this Government and that of 
Great Britain as to the true interpretation of the 
treaty. ‘To show that there wase difference, he 
would first read the language of the President of 
the United States, and then that of Sir Robert Peel. 
The President of the United States, in his annual 
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Peel alludes:) 


“In the enforcement of the laws and treaty stipulations of 
Great Britain, a practice had threatened te grow up, on the part 
of its cruisers, of subjecting to visitation ships sailing under 
the American flag; which, while it seriously involved our mar- 
itime rights, would subject to vexation a branch of our trade 
which was daily increasing, and which required the fostering 
care of the Government. And although Lord Aberdeen, in his 
correspondence with the American envoys, at London, ex- 
pressly disclaimed all right to detain an American ship. on the 
high seas, even if found with a cargo of slaves on board, and 
restticted the British pretension toa mere claim to visit and 
inquire; yet it could not well be discerned by the Executive of 
the United States how such visit and inquiry could be mada 
without detention on the voyage, and consequent interruption 
tothe trade. It was regarded as the right of search, presented 
only in a new form, and expressed in different words.” 


“From this it will be seen that the ground assumed in the 
message has been fully maintained, at the same time that the 
stipulations of the treaty of Ghent are to be carried out in good 
faith by the two countries; and that all pretence is removed for 
interference with our commerce, for any purpose whatever, by 
a foreign Government.” 

He should now turn to what Sir Robert. Peel 
said in his late speech in Parliament: 


“L rejoice that the honorable gentleman has given me an op- 
portunity of making some observations on the late message of 
the President of the United States. The sincere and earnest 
desire I have always entertained for the maintenance ofa good 
understanding between this country and the United States, and 
the spiritin which I have always spoken of America, makes it 
adoubly painful duty to me to have to refer to that message; 
which, I am sorry to say, does not give a correct account of the 
negotiations relative to the right of visit.” 

He then goes on to state the difference between 
the right of search and the right of visitation, and 
then says: 

“J trust, sit, that I have said enough to satisfy the House on 
this point. F trust, also, that although compelled to avowa 
material difference of opinion between the two Governments 
upon this material question, I have stated this difference of 
opinion with the respect which I wish to maintain towards the 
high authorities of the United States,” 

There is another part in which he declares ex- 
press'y that the right of visitation, claimed in Lord 
Aberideen’s despatch, has not been relinquished, 
and will not be relinquished. Now, here is palpa- 
ble evidence that there is a difference of opinion as 
to the construction of the treaty, between Sir Robt. 
Pec) and the Executive of the United States. That 
was the point at issue. 

Mr. ARCHER observed, that all the speech said, 
was, that the British Government had not re- 
nounced the right of visitation contended for in 
Lord Aberdeen’s despateb; and the President of 
the United States says it was because the British 
Government would not renounce the right of visita» 
tion, that the arrangement became necessary for _ 
placing a squadron in the African seas to carry 
cut our own laws, and supersede the necessity for 
the exercise of the righi of visitation adhered to 
by the Britis Government. There is no difference 
of opinion in Sir Robert Peel’s views and those of 
the President ef the United States, as to the ad- 
herence of the British Government to ike right of 
Visitation. - 

Mr. BENTON had read from Sir Robert Peel’s 
speech the passages in which he insisted on his 
interpretation of the treaty. He should now read 
a passage from the President’?s message of Decem- 
ber last, in which are stated his views in relation 
to the synonymes—righi cf search and right of 
visitation. He says: 


“In close conformity with these views, the eighth article of 
the treaty was framed, which provides thet ‘each nation shall 
keop afloat, inthe African seas,a force of not less than eighty 
guns, to act separately, and apart, under instructions from 
ective Governments, aud for the enforcement of 
respective laws and obligations.’ From this, it will be 
on that the ground assumed ia the message hes been fully 
maintained * J i “and that all pretence is res 
moved for interference. with our commerce, for any purpose 
whatever, by any foreign Government,” 

Now, what he (Mr. B.) insisted on, was this: 
That there was a radical differenceof opinion be= 
tween the two Goveraments as to the construce 
tion of ihe treaty; and that in the most vital points 
znd that we should have this difference cleared up 
before we go any farther. 

Bir, ALLEN said it was very well known, that, 
atthe time the treaty was presented for ratifica- 
lion, it was supposed by many that its phraseology 
would give rise to a difference of construction; _ 
aad by some it was supposed that it was so arranged 
as to admit of a difference of construction, with 


the express view of creating future difficulties, 


Nevertheless, the treaty was displayed before the 
Senate and the country as the olive branch of 
peace—as a sort of love-pledge between the two 


countries, by which they would be enabled here- - 


after to live upon: terms of unbroken: amity; and 
the circumstance that it was an olive branch of 
peace, and that, by its ratification, the peace of the 
country would be guarantied hereafter;—it was for 
that reason thatso much. credit was claimed for 
those who negotiated it. At the meeting of the 
present Congress, following up, and appropria- 
ting’ to himself the glory of having - accom- 
plished this great work of national deliver- 
ance from impending war, the President of the 
United States set forth, in his annual message, 
the objecis which the treaty had accomplished, and 
the means which had been employed to accomplish 
them. The message was laid before Congress and the 
country, as well as before the British prime minis- 
ter; and upon the opening of the British Parlia- 
ment, that minister had congratulated himself upon 
the occurrence of the first opportunity to state in 
his place, and with all the responsibility belonging 
to his station, that he was compelled to say that 
the Government of the United States, speaking 
through the executive message, had totally mis- 
taken the object of the British Government in ne- 
gotialing the treaty. From this, it might very nat- 
urally be ‘supposed that it would produce an ap- 
prehension here that the Administration had been 
tricked, and that we had failed by this treaty 
to accomplish the deliverance of the country 
from impending war; and now they were told, 
notwithstanding the express and positive an- 
nouncement of the views of the British Gov- 
ernment in relation to it, as expressed by their 
prime minister, that the President had misunder- 
stood the thing, and that he had put an erroneous 
‘construction upon the treaty, Notwithstanding 
that they were told by an honorable Senator that 
the prime minister was totally mistaken; though 
the words. of the Presidents message impressed 
him (for he must be supposed to have weighed 
them critically) with the belief that this country 
thought ithad gained something by the African 
squadron, yet such was not the case; this 
Government had obtained no advantage-had se- 
cured no postponement of a war. No, sir; in 
order to keep that before the people as an 
olive branch, in the face of this adverse declara- 
tion of the British Government, this Government 
came down and declared that she was mistaken— 
that they agree entirely with the British construc. 
tion of the treaty. What was that construction? 
Lord Aberdeen has asserted, in a labored commu- 
nication, first, that there was a difference between 
the right of search and the right of visitation; and 
he had likewise asserted, that the British Govern- 
ment would not modity their pretensions to the 
right of visitation; and Sir Robert Peel had stated, 
in the House of Commons, that that assertion of 
Lord Aberdeen remained unanswered. But our 
minister in England communicated to this Gov- 
ernment that its receipt was acknowledged; but 
no proposition had been laid down, because Lord 
Aberdeen informed him that a special minister had 
been sent to this country, charged with the adjust- 
ment of all existing difficulties. In consequence 
of that information, all correspondence was ar- 
rested between the American minister in London 
and the British Government. What was the ques- 
tion between the two Governments at the time? 
It was not as lo the right of visitation, (although 
that was the question which Mr. Everett informed 
them Lord Ashburton had especially in charge.) 
If Lord Ashburton came here to settle that ques- 
tion, and went away without doing so, he would 
ask, what had been gained by the negotiation? 
What was the consideration which induced this 
Government to engage to keep a squadron of 
eighty guns on the coast of Africa? If this ques- 
tion had not been settled, the negotiations were 
nothing more than mere child’s play. 

If Great Britain did not surrender her right to 
search our vessels, why did we agree to spend 
half million a year forthe purpose of searching our 
own? The President of the United States had, in 
his message, put the proper construction upon the 
treaty; and it was not for Senators now, when a 
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different construction bad been pat upon it by 
Great Britain, in order-to keep upthe idea of ma- 
king it an olive branch of peace, to say that the - 
President was mistaken in. the construction which + 
he putupon it. There was one part of the speech 
of Sir Robert Peel, which disclosed the whole 
views of the British Government; that part was 
worth all the rest, although it was a part which 
had not been read tothe Senate. The delivery of 
that speech had been predicated upon the necessity 
of resisting the slave-trade. ‘Phat was the founda- 
tion of the claim of the right of search, or visita- 
tion, as it wascalled in England. That right had 
been held forth, by those who maintained the 
anti-slave-trade doctrines. What did Sir Robert 
Peel say in his speech, as to the natare of the right 
of visitation? In order to show that the article 
in the treaty did not suspend the right of visita- 
tion, and to show that the freedom of the sea was 
as much at the control of England as before the 
treaty was formed, he made the declaration putting 
that right on a broader, higher ground, disconnect- 
ing it from the idea of the slave-trade. They did 
not abandon the right of visitation, whieh Sir 
Robert Peel now said was not necessarily con- 
nected with the question of the slave-trade, but 
that it extends to the whole world of commerce— 
extends to vessels in the Pacific ocean, as well as 
in the harbor of New York, and everywhere else, 
And it was necessary for Sir Robert Peel to take 
this ground, in order to justify his construction of 
the treaty. Suppose, then, you send your eighty 
guns and your one or two thousand men to Africa 
~-Suppose you execute this article of the treaty : 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. AncHER] says the 
practical effect is obtained. Was it? Allowing 
his construction to be right, the practical effect 
would only extend to the coast of Africa; whereas 
Sir Robert Peel expressly disconnected the right 
of search from that question. Now, while this 
was positively asserted, either Sir Robert Peel 
must be stultified, and incapable of comprehending 
the true construction pat upon the treaty in the 
President’s message, or the President’s construction 
was erroneous; and inasmuch as Sir Robert Peel 
had acknowledged the basis upon which the right 
of search was predicated, so as to include the 
African squadron, it was perfectly manifest that 
that article of the treaty was a complete nullity. It 
would be absurd, therefore, to attempt carrying it 
out by making appropriarions. 

As far as he himself was concerned, he did not 
intend to vote for a dollar of appropriation in fur- 
therance of the treaty——not even to pay the £300,000 
dollars to the States. He would not do it, because 
he considered the treaty worse than a war. But 
he would not go into the character of the treaty 
now. Other gentlemen viewed it in a different 
light—gentlemen of more experience, and who had 
better means of judging, perhaps. This, however, 
was his view; and he should continue to act upon 
it. He desired to know what it was that we had 
received as compensation for sending out those 80 
guns, if there was not to be at least a suspension 
of the right to visit our vessels. ‘The President 
manifestly considered that there was to be a sus- 
pension of that right, when he penned his message 
to Congress; and he asked, if it was true that we 
had gained so mach in reference to the right of 
vistiation upon the coast of Africa, what had they 
gained upon the general principle? The British 
still assert that they have a right to visit any vessel 
for any purpose whatever. They were about to 
pay half a million of dollars under what they sup- 
posed to be, some time ago, a compact by which 
peace had been purchased; and before Congress 
had had an opportunity to execute its part of the 
contract, by appropriating the money, it was dis- 
covered to have been no guaranty of peace at all. 
The proper time to meet this question was the 
present; and he was prepared, if any one would 
introduce a bill for that purpose, to instruct the 
President to take possession of every foot of the 
disputed territory. If the construction put upon 
the treaty by Sir Robert Peel was right, there were 
still more pregnant consequences to grow out of it; 
because it showed a disposition on the part of the 
British Government to promote a quarrel, by hold- 
ing up our Government to the world as putting 


obe construction upon the treaty, whilst they hold 
another and a different one. . 

If the President was right, then there was no 
difference of opinion, though the attempt ` to make 
out. a difference,on the part of Sir Robert Peel, 
showed a desire of presenting the questionina 
worse aspect than if there was, in reality, a differ- 
ence. Sir Robert Peel did not say hé presumed there 
was room for some misunderstanding==that there 
was difference of opinion; but he had come out and 
placed this Government in the attitude of having 
endeavored to give a misconstruction to the treaty. 
Would any statesman in Europe believe that the 
President of the United States did not know what 
he meant in his message? How would they stand 
before the world? They must either, in homely 
phrase, knock under, in order to impress the treaty 
with the character of peace-offering; or they must 
reeede from the. construction put upon it by 
the President, and adopt that of the British min- 
ister, although the express words of its provisions 
showgd that the President was right, and that he 
was wrong. Why was not Mr. Fox instructed to 
ascertain from the American Government whatcon- 
struction had been put upon {the treaty, to see if a 
reconcilement of opposite constructions might not 
be effected? He considered the course pursued as a 
declaration on the part of England that the treaty 
was to be utterly disregarded; and the course we 
should take was, to disregard it also, and to open the 
negotiations afresh. We had a treaty with France, 
by which she had free admission for her silks and 
wines. The benefit of that treaty she had en- 
joyed for some time; and when we wanted to claim 
the benefit of it on our part, the French Chambers 
flinched. What did we do? General Jackson. 
adopted measures to compel them to stand up to 
their bargain, and that instanter. Did he not call 
upon Congress to authorize reprisals upon her 
commerce? And now, when you pass an appro- 
priation and send out a squadron, and after you 
have put the British in possession of the half of 
one of your States, they will inform you that there’ 
is some other cause of quarrel subsisting, more 
serious than the slave-trade itself. The treaty 
was, in his judgment, improperly undertaken in 
the first place. The very fact of the British Gov- 
ernment sending out a special messenger, without 
giving us previous intimation, was a suspicious 
circumstance. Great Britain was not in the habit 
of going abroad to make peace. When she sends 
out a negotiator, it isas a merchant, to traffic to 
the best advantage. She has a direct interest in. 
maintaining the greatest maritime power; and all 
the minor powers have a direct interest in resist- 
ing the extension of her power. Mr. A. concluded 
by saying that we had gained nothing by the treaty, 

Mr. EVANS stated that, in rising, it was not 
his purpose to prolong the discussion, but to entreat 
the Senate to put an end to a debate which, to say 
the least of it, was premature, and wholly out of 
place. If the Senator from Missouri, and those 
who concur with him in hostile feelings to the trea- 
ty, would but have patience, a bill from the other 
house would, in a day or two, comebefore the Sen- 
ate, on which they could bring up the subject, and 
discuss it to their heart’s content—he meant the bill 
making provision for carrying out the treaty. How 
much time to-day had been wasted in unprofitable 
discussion, leading to no practical result? Enough, 
he would venture to say, to pass forty bills, now 
awailing the action of Congress. The Senator 
from Missouri has moved to recommit the bill, with 
instructions to strike out all appropriations for the 
African squadron. Now, what use would it be for 
the committee to take into consideration what 
was not into the bill at all? 

There was nota word in it about the African 
squadron. And, although he would not pretend 
to say that some part of the money appropriated in 
the bill was not to be applied to the expenses.of the 
squadron to be kept on the coast of Africa for the 
protection of our commerce and shipping there, 
and in furtherance of the provisions of the treaty; 
yet he would say, that it would make no difference 
asto the amount of the appropriations, whether 
any portion of the navy was to be kept on that: 
Station or not. The Secretary of the Navy ex- 
pressly says that the keeping of the eighty guns on 
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the coast of Africa, according to the stipulation of 
the treaty, will incur no additional expense, as it 
requires ‘no addition to the navy, and involves 
only a slight alteration in the arrangements of the 
fleets and class of vessels, Suppose it was decided 
that no squadron should be kept on the coast of 
Africa, and the bill were, reeommitted: still, no ap- 
propriation gould be stricken out; for the whole of 
the navy. must be provided for. Did not the Sena- 
tor. from Missouri, then, see that he would not at- 
tain his object by recommitting the bill? But he 
could obtain his object, (if it was as he presumed it 
to be, to give himself and those who, with him, were 
hostile to the treaty, an opportunity of expressing their 
views and obtaining another vote on the eubject,) 
if he would reserve his hostility till the House bill 
making appropriations for carrying out she pro~ 
visions of the treaty should come up; when, by a 
motion to strike out the sixth section, he could 
bring up the whole question. He could move to 
insert’ a provision that no portion of the money 
appropriated by the navy appropriation bill should 
be applied to the expenses of any squadron e$- 
ployed on the coast of Africa in pursuance of 
the late treaty with Great Britain. 

He would ask, how much of the valuable time 
of this short session had been already thrown away 
in useless discussion of that treaty, long after that 
discussion could, by any possibility, effect any 
practical purpose? [tsthe Senator from Missouri 
still thought he had not exhausted the subject, he 
could, when the bankrupt bill was disposed of, de- 
vote another day to it; and, all important business 
being first disposed of, he might proceed with his 
discussion to his heart’s content. 


Mr. CUTHBERT did not consider the informa- 
tion furnished by the despatch from our .minister 
at London, nor the speech of Sir Robert Peel, suf- 
ficient to warrant immediate action on the subject. 
In the various reports of that speech, there were 
evident obscurities, leaving it uncertain if the re- 
marks of Sir Robert Peel did not exclusively re- 
late to the general right of visitation, and not to 
the visitation on the coast of Africa in reference to 
the slave-trade. 

The 8th article of the treaty relates to the right 
of visitation on the coast of Africa, and the slave- 
trade; and so. far, it is unquestionably a suspen- 
sion of the British right of search. He (Mr. C.) 
pointed out an inconsistency with which Sir Robert 
Peel would stand chargeable if he did not make 
this reservation; and, therefore, he thought there 
was too much obscurity in the language of his 
speech, as reported, to warrant any action of the 
Senate upon the subject, till better informed. 

Mr. CALHOUN said he did not rise to enter 
into the discussion, but merely to say that he 
thought the information was really too imperfect 
upon which to base any action. This discussion 
was entirely lost. If a paper which he had re- 
ceived from a friend in London contained a correct 
report of the speech, he conceived that there was 
not the slightest difference between the opinion of 
Sir Robert Peel and that of our Government as to 
the right of visitation. Sir Robert Peel had spoken 
of the right of visitation in its more enlarged sense; 
whilst the stipulation of the treaty had reference 
only to vessels engaged in the slave-trade on the 
coast of Africa. The question was, whether the 
right of visitation was waived or abandoned, so 
far as the examination of. vessels on the coast of 
Afriea was concerned, in the treaty stipulations, 
He certainly understood Sir Robert Peel to admit, 
by the reading of the speech, as reported in the 
paper alluded to, (the European Times,) that the 
right was abandoned so far as that point was con- 
cerned. And, to give greater weight to this posi- 
tion, it now turned out that the proposition came 
from us. He knew that there were other portiors 
of the speech which would induce a different opin- 
ion; but he believed that, upon eclairsissement, it 
would be found that, while the President, in his 
message, had reference to visitation on the coast of 
Africa, Sir Robert Peel meant visitation gen- 
erally. 

Mr. ARCHER kere interrupting, made come 
remarks in confirmation of the view taken by the 
Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. CALHOUN proceeding, said that it was 


impes-ible for any man-to read the treaty, and say 
that the right of visitation was notsuperseded by the 
provisions of that treaty. It was superseded; and 
he had so treated it in his speech.on the treaty; and 
no man could read that treaty without being thus 
satisfied that each party was to take supervision 
of its own vessels. When they looked at the ob- 
ject of the negotiation on this point, no doubt could 
be entertained. What was the immediate object? 
Was it not this—to enter into stipulations with 
Great Britain, such as she had made with all Eu- 
ropean powers? He believed they had the super- 
vision, not only of their own vessels, but of all Eu- 
ropean vessels. . What was the result of this state 
of things? The result was, that our flag was used 
by all persons engagedin the slave-trade. Great 
Britain then threw herself on the five European 
powers. She wished to make it a question, not of 


municipal regulation, but of international law, All | 


the great Christian powers agreed to accept it but 
this country alone. 

Mr. C. spoke at some length, with a view to 
show that all Europe had given the construction to 
the treaty which had been given to it by Sir Robert 
Peel, (as he understood his remarks,)—that, by its 
provisions, the right of visitation was superseded 
on the coast of Africa, : 

[The indistinct manner in which Mr. C.’s re- 
marks were heard in the reporters’ gallery induces 
the reporter to deferthem for future publication. ] 

Mr. BAGBY submitted an amendment to the 
instructions moved by the Senator from Missouri; 
it was to strike out the appropriation of $5,000 for 
the expenses of captured Africans returned to the 
coast of Africa. 

Mr. CALHOUN entreated his friend (the Sena- 
tor from Alabama, Mr. Bacsy) not to embarrass 
the question by the introduction of this new issue. 


Mr. BAGBY saidhe would, with great pleasure, 
yield to the request of his honorable friend from 
South Carolina, if he could reconcile it to himself 
to depart from the rigid line of duty by which he 
had been induced to offer the amendment. He 
believed it was imperative, besause it was the last 
chance he could have of moving to strike out that 
appropriation, which, small as it was, involved a 
principle of great magnitude. 

Mr. CUTHBERT did not see why the Senator 
from South Carolina should object to blending the 
two issues which related to the same subject. He 
should vote for the motion of the Senator from 
Alabama with great pleasure. 

Mr. KING begged leave to ask his honorable 
colleague what was to be done with the Africans 
recaptured by the vessels of the United States in 
the execution of existing laws? Were they to be 
thrown into the sea, upon being recaptured? or 
were they be brought to this country? Either must 
be done, if they were not to be taken back to the 
coast of Africa. Now, he knew his colleague 
would not have them threwn into the sea; and, 
even if admissible to bring them to this country, 
they could not be brought here without expense. 
The best course, under the circumstances, had 
been pursued for years; and that was, to take them 
to the coast of Africa; but ihat incurred some ex- 
pense, and this annual appropriation was made to 
defray that expense. With respect to the main 
subject of discussion, he felt bound to say that he 
thought, the information before the Senate was not 
sufficient io justify the course proposed by his kon- 
orable friend from Missonri. He (Mr. K.) did 
not differ from the views taken by the President 
of the United States—that the arrangement made 
in the treaty, with regard to keeping a squadron 
of eighty guns on. the coast of Africa, wasan ad- 
justment of the difficulty growing cut of the British 
claim of the right of visitation, which thatarrange- 
ment superseded; and that there could be no other 
object undersieod by the negotiators, is manifest 
from the fact of Lord Ashburton being sent here 
to adjust the principal difficulty, which could not 
be adjusted otherwise, in consequence of the British 
Government insisting on the right of vititation. 
What was the object of bringing the subject to the 
view of this Government at all, if it was not to jn- 
duce some arrangement which would admit ofa 
suspension of the claim of the British Government 


Å to the right of visilation on board onr vessels on 
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the coast of Africa? Lord Aberdeen had refused , 
any concession. It was not the right of search 
that was claimed. ‘That. had been unequivocally ` 
given up. It was the right of visitation; and that 
was what gave rise to the principal difficulty, so 
hard to adjust between that Government and 
this. We had declared that we could not, 
and would not, concede the right of visitation. on 
any terms. The misconduct of British officers, 
under pretence of ascertaining the validity of 
the American flag on board our merchant ves- 
sels, had been the subject of constant. complaint. 
It had become intolerable, and we could no longer 
suffer it. Here, then, was a direct point of collision; 
and that was what bought Lord Arshburton to 
this country with a view of adjusting the difficulty. 
There was no longer a question as to the right of 
search; for that had been given up long ago. The 
thing to be settled was the claim of the right of 
visitation, for the mere purpose of ascertaining the 
validity of the American flag when hoisted by any 
ship on the African coast. Even the inviolability 
of tne American flag, if a ship properly entitled to 
carry it had slaves on board, was admitted. The 
British Government declared that in such case they 
had no right to interfere. But such would be a 
case of violation of cur own laws; and we are under 
obligations to those laws to prevent their violation. 
It was, therefore, proposed by this Government to 
adopt a course which would supersede the neces- 
sity of British visitation to ships bearing our flag 
on that coast, by keeping 80 guns afloat there to 
enforce our own laws on our own vessels, and to 
execute the right of search ourselves in relation to 
vessels hoisting our flag. The 8th article of the 
treaty proves that the arrangement was thus ac- 
cepted by Lord Ashburton, as superseding the ne- 
cessity for the British right of visitation; for it points 
out the very mode in which vessels shall be yis» 
ited. 

He did not pretend to say that a newspaper re- 
port of Sir Robert Peel’s speech could be taken as 
a correct version of the speech itself. There were 
evidently obseurities in the version read by the 
Senator from South Carolina. He (Mr. K.) had 
seen the version in the London Times, and he 
could not help saying that it was more likely to 
be correct; but, in that version, it appeared to him 
that Sir Robert Peel took still stronger ground than 
that assumed in the other. It bore the impression 
that he maintained, not only the British right of 
visitation in the general sense, but in a sense 
which would extend it to the coast of Africa. If it 
should turn out that such was his meaning, it 
would be a subject of infinite sarprise to him; for 
he would consider it a palpable violation of the 
treaty. We had agreed to do what,asan inde- 
pendent nation, we were bound to do—to carry into 
execution our own laws; and, therefore, there re- 
mained no longer a pretence for England to perse- 
vere in her claim of a right of visitation. Had he 
not considered this point clearly settled, he never 
would have voted against striking out that article 
in the treaty. He firmly relied on its being a 
suspension of the British claim, and that it was so 
stipulated by Lord Ashburton. He was satisfied 
of this, because he so understood it from Lord Ash- 
burton himself. There was a bare possibility that 
the new state of circumstances in England, and 
in the intoxication resulting from recent successes, 
Sir Robert Peele, in his speech, had given way to 
the national excitement, and expressed himself in 
a manner not justified by the original understand- 
ing of the treaty. 

Mr. CALHOUN observed, that if Great Britain 
should, in the face of the facts, interpret the treaty 
in the manner supposed, and should act upon that 
interpretation, we would, in contesting that point 
with her, have the advantage on our side not only 
of being right, and having the sympathies of the 
world with us, but we should have all the benefit of 
an appeal to the law of nations. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said it seemed to him not 
a littig strange, that gentlemen who seem to be 
mest sensitive on the subject of British aggression 
on the coast of Africa, and everywhere else, should 
be the firstto move a curtailment of appropria- 
tions for the navy—ihe only force we have at all 
eapable of keeping in check that very propensity . 


‘to aggression. H he ( Mr. C.) had indulged in all 


the belligerent. apprehensions which seemed totron-- 


ble the gentlemen opposite; if he had thought as 
they did, that Great Britain meditated. all sorts of 
encroachments on this country; if be had made up 
“hig mind as they had done, that ‘she was. bentupon 
ravaging our merchant vessels on the coast of Afri- 
ca,—the last thing in the world he would have 
thought of doing, would be to vote down the naval 
appropriations. These would have been ample 
considerations rather to induce him:to vote.for in- 
creased appropriations. he gentlemen fear Brit- 
ish aggressions on our merchant vessels on the coast 
of Africa, yet will not vote a dollar for the protec- 
tion of our vessels. What a strange igconsistency 
"this is between the sentiments they express, and the 
measures they propose! The squadron at the coast 
of Africa is to effect these good purposes; first, to 
protect our merchant vessels in that region; next, 
to fulfil our just obligations under a solemn treaty, 
which we are bound to carry out in good faith. 


Mr. C. proceeded to point out the solemn obliga- 
tions of the treaty, and the necessity of disregard- 
ing the insufficient evidence of a disposition on the 
part.of the British ministry to violate it. He con- 
tended that. a mere speech in Parliament, like 
a speech in the Senate, was altogether a dif- 
erent thing from a belligerent act. Sir Robert 
Peel might be. allowed, if he felt so disposed, to 
make a flourish of words before a British House of 
Commons, which he would be very far from carry- 
ing into effect in the face of our squadron on the 
coast of Africa. 


Mr. BENTON said the discussion had taken a 
turn which he did not expect—ibat of a question 
as to tbe correciness of the report of Sir Robert 
Peel’s speech. True, there were the usual varia- 
tions in the details of the reports, but they agreed 
in the main point; and all America and ail Earope 
must see that we had received a slap ia the face— 
thatthe President’s message was flatly contradicted 
~-and principles avowed from which collisions 
mustarise. ‘The difference of opinion amounted 
to treaty or no treaty on this point! The difference 
between the two Governments nuilified this part of 
the treaty; and he though: it the part of common 
prudence to stop now, and remove the difference, 
before collisions resulted. The treaty was ratified 
in thischamber, upon the Presidenvs view of it. 
Senators voted upon that view, as they now de- 
clare, and as we know; and now, if there shall be 
any attempt on the part of the Administration to 
equivocate, and to- reconcile the Presidents mes- 
sage to Sir Robert Peels speech, by making the 
message yield (o the speech, it will be a fraud upon 
the Senators who voted for the ratification. 


Senators who voted for the treaty say if the 
British act upon the declarations of their minister, 
they wiil go to war; and this is the state to which 
the peace treaty has brough us! The seeds of war 
are in it! for they may rest assured that the min- 
ister spoke advisedly; and all reports of his speech 
show that it was cheered as often as he ceclared 
his determination to adhere to the right of visit. 

Mr. BAGBY considered that the true under- 
standing of the treaty, when ratified by the Senate, 
was the only correct interpretation ef it; and that 
any aifempt to force upon us a diferent construe. 
tion, would be so dishonorable that words eculd 
not convey his ideas of its enormity. Mr. B. 
commented wiih great ability on the position in 
which the British Government bad been placed by 
this speech of Sir Robert Peel; and maintained that 
both the motion of the Senator from Missouri and 
his amendment were perfectly justified by the des- 
laration of the British premier. 

Mr. TAPPAN called for the reading of the part 
proposed to be stricken cutby the Senator from 
Missouri. 

Mr. EVANS replied taat there was no such part 
in the bill, and the Clerk need not be running the 
bill over for the purpose. 

Mr. TAPPAN then called for the reading of the 
iastruciions, and they were read. “<2 

The question being on the amendment proposed 
by Mr. Bacay, to the instruction moved by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri, it was put, and decided on 
yeas and nays—yeas 5, nays 26, as follows: 


YEAS—Messis. Allen, Bagby, Benton, McRoberts, and Smith 


of Connecticut—5. 
> N 


‘AYS—Messrs, Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, 
Buchanan, Calhoun, Choate, Conrad, Crafts, Crittenden, Day: 
ton, Evans, Fulton, Henderson, Huntington, Kerr, King, Linn, 
McDuffie, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Phelps, Por- 
ter, Rives, Sevier, Smith of Indiana, Sprague, Tallmadge, 
White, Wilcox, Williams, Woodbridge, and Woodbury—36, 

The question reeurring:.on the motion and in- 
structions of Mr. BENTON, ; 

-Mr. ARCHER called for the yeas-and nays; 
which were ordered. 

Mr. WOODBURY stated that he would have 
taken no part in this diseussion, if the yeas and 
nays had not been ordered. It was well known that 
he assented to the treaty as a whole, but opposed 
the part now drawn into controversy; and his pres- 
ent vote might be misunderstood, if he made no 
explanation. But he would detain gentlemen only 
a moment. 


It had been apprehended by some that thee 


English prime minister did not intend, by. his 
Speech, to take any step in contravention of the 
treaty, as understood by us and by the President. 
Though that minister is reported to have ex- 
pressed a material diffefence in his views from the 
message of the American Executive; yet it may 
have been only a theoretical or abstract difference, 
The extract of the recent letter from our ambassa- 
dor.at the court of St. James—just received and 
read by the chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations—would, on re-examination, be found to 
fortify this inference, The extract-was before him; 
and while it appears that Mr. Everett was present 
in the House cf Commons daring Sir. Robert Peel’s 
speech, not a syllable is said concerning the remarks 
of the latter, looking ‘to any practical confliet in 
views between him and the President. 

It is to be presumed that we have all of the let- 
ter relating to this subject; and, if nothing bas been 
withheld, Mr. Everett heard nothing from Sir 
Robert Pecl which surprised or: alarmed him on 
this point; though he was surprised that the minister 
supposed no answer had ever been given to Lord 
Aberdeen’s letter of December, 1841. 

The silence of our minister on this point furnishes 
a strong presumption that Sir Robert Peel’s re- 
marks on it were different from the newspaper re- 
port, or were a mere political flourish on an ab- 
stract right to inquire and visit on the ocean, not 
renounced, nor intended to be renounced, 

If it went further, and looked to any practical 
differences concerning the treaty, it was the duty of 
the minister to have said so; and of the Executive 
here to have laid the fact before us. 

But this provision in the treaty, though, in Mr, 
W.’s view, a humiliating one, and opposed by him 
on its ratification, ought to be enforced by us till 
violated on the other side. Mr. W. thought, in 
August Jast, when the treaty was under considera- 
tion, and still thought, that it was derogatory for 
us to engage to England, or any other power, that we 
would do what it was our duty todo without such 
an engagement, He thought it placed England in 
the attitude of a guardian over us. He wanted for 
our country no protector abroad. He would wil- 
lingly submit to no national surveillance or tutor- 
ship. Sucha provision, if not intended for one, 
Opens the door to one; and, without any spirit of 
prophecy, it was easy to foresee that the manner 
of enforcing such a stipulation in a treaty was 
likely to lead to constant complaint, if not col- 
lision. 

Whenever it might please England to insist that 
our eruisers did not exercise sufficient activity or 
vigilance, she would exercise her absiract right of 
visitation; she would make it practical, and push 
itinto a right of search, as heretofore, But let 
her push it while this treaty remained in force; or 
let her ever push it beyond mere inquiry and visit- 
ation, and then a case would actually have oc- 
curred for belligerent measures on our side. Till 
then, however, Mr. W. was willing, since the 
treaty had been ratified, to vote sll reasonable ap- 
propriations to enforce it, It was not that he liked 
any doubifal part of it very much, or this provision 
at all; but because this provision took away all 
pretence for outrages on our trade and merchant 
vessels, under color of mere inquiry or visitation, 

How this mere inquiry and visitatioa for certain 
purposes had been abused, he possessed some 


means of knowing, in this very class of cases, for- 


: merly. Our difficulties had arisen, not from the 


fair exercise of sueh a right only by British cruisers, 
but fiom the abuse of it—from pushing it to a right 
of search; from entering our vessels, overhauling. 
their papers, insulting their officers, detaining them 
on their voyage, and causiug actual losses to those 
engaged in lawful and honorable commerce. 

This abuse was what we had. protested against. 


` This was what Americans never would tamely 
- Submit to. This was, in effect, carrying on the old- 


fashioned right of search, under the name. or cover 
only of a visit—a right of search now disclaimed 
by the English minister except in time of war. 
So Lord Aberdeen had abandoned any right. 
to detain our vessels; but still they had been 
detained, and they had been searched, and. 
both by violence; and this we had denounced, and 
would resist. But the mere right of inquiry, or 
even of visitation, Mr. W., for one, had never 
questioned, under proper circumstances, on the 
ocean, by any nation. Ships of.war were often a 
spagies of police force on the great and-common 
highway of all nations. 

When war existed,. the pariies engaged had a 
right to inquire and see that none travelled under 
false. colors, so as to escape their enemy. But 
even then, we had always denied the right to carry 
this inquiry to a search of the cargo in a neutral 
vessel—for our motto had been, “Free ships. make 
Jree goods;” much less had we recognized the right 
to search the muster-rolis of the vessel, and her 
decks, to impress any supposed foreigners. When 
peace existed, if pirates were common in any seas, 
the right of inquiry and visitation, in case of much 
doubt, existed there, in order to detect disguises and 
frauds, and prevent escapes. So in case of smug- 
gling on the coast cf ‘any country: if it became 

“frequent, the right of inquiry prevailed there, and 
was exercised by us as well as well as other nations. 
So in case of the slave-trade on the coast of Africa- 
the worst species of crime, if not technical piracy. 

But these rights, growing out of special and lo. 
cal exigences, did not justify officious, vexatious, 
and constant visits to vessels, everywhere, and’ on 
all oceasions, by a dominant power, and detaining 
those vessels uselessly or maltreating their officers 
and crews, The favorable view of this part of 
the treaty of 1842, as to our keeping alarger naval 
force on the coast of Africa, was, that it took away 
all occasion from other powers, either to claim or 
exercise any right to overhaul, in any way, our 
ships. Itthus should prevent the danger of abuses 
of any kind, with their inevitable collisions, ending 
in war. 

If it did not, and in fact England should still at- 
tempt, with force, to visit our vessels there, or to 
push visitation into search, none would resist it 
quicker or longer than he. These, in brief, were 
the views he entertained on the topic; and on that 
account, he should, till some actual wrong occur- 
red on the other. side, vote for an appropriation like 
this, and not for a recommitment. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Benron’s 
proposition, and decided in the negative—yeas 4, 
nays 36, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Benton, Linn, and Smith of Con. 
necticut—4, 

NAYS—Messrs, Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Bertien, 
Calioun, Cheate, Clayton, Conrad, Crafts, Crittenden, Cuth- 
bert, Dayton, Evans, Fulton, Henderson, Huntington, Kerr, 
King, McDufiie, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Phelps, 
Porter, Rives, Sevier, Smith of Indiana, Sprague, Tallmadge, 
Tappan, White, Wilcox, Woodbridge, and Woodbury-~36, 

Mr. BAGBY mede an ineffeetual effort to pro. 
‘cure action on the bill permitting the rotes of the 
State Bank of Alabama to be received from pre- 
empticuers, in payment for lands sold in that State, 
on certain conditions. 

Several bills from the House were then taken. 
from the President’s table, and referred to appro- 
priate standing commiitees, 

Mr. SEVIER here made an ineffectual effort to 
have the joint resolation from the House, author- 
izing a Survey of the harber of Memphis, Tennes- 
See, with the view of establishing a. naval depot 
and armory there, taken up and disposed of. 

On motion by Mr. BUCHANAN, the bill for 
the relief of the West Feliciana Railroad, and. the 
Grand Gulf Railroad and Banking Company, wag 
taken up for consideration. : 
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Mr, BUCHANAN remarked that this bill was 
laid ón the ‘table at his instance, with a view to 
enable him to. get some information from the de- 
partment. He had procured that information. 
He found that the department had yielded, by its 
decision on-the remission of those duties on railroad 
iron, the grounds which formed one ‘point of bis 
objection to the passage of the bill; and if it was 
so amended as to strike out the. second section, the 
bill would not ‘at all interfere with the principles 
he had entertained, concerning the remission of 
duties on railroad iron. 7 

On motion by Mr. HENDERSON, the second 
section of the bill was stricken out; and there being 
no further amendment proposed, the bill was report- 
ed to the Senate, and finally passed, So much òf 
the title as related to the Grand Galf Railroad and 
Banking Company was stricken out. 

“Oh motion by Mr. MERRICK, the Senate then 
proceeded to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness; and after some time spent therein, adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


_ Tuorsspay, February 23, 1843. 

Mr. R. McCLELLAN presented the several 
petitions of Maria Evrit, of Hudson, N. Y., and 
Polly Thomas, of Claverack, N. Y., praying an 
extension of the widows pension act. 

Mr, BOYD presented the papers of Mrs. Charity 
Clark, asking to be allowed a pension: referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

On motion by Mr. KEIM, the Committee of the 
Whole was discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the bill for the relief of John P. Schuyler; 
and the same having been ordered to be engrossed, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BRIGGS asked leave to submit the follow- 
ing resolution: 


Whereas all laws passed by the Governor and Legislative 
Council of Florida are in full force, until disapproved by Con- 
gress: therefore 

‘Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be instruct. 
ed, forthwith, to report the following bill: 

Be it enacted by the Scnute and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States in Congress assembled, That an 
act passed by the Governor and Legislative Council of the 
Territory of Florida, approved by the said Governor on the 
5th day of March, 1842, entitled "An act to prevent the future 
migration of free negroes or mulattoes to this Territory, and for 
other purposes,” be, and the same is hereby, disapproved, and 


shall henceforth be of no force. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON rose to a privileged 
question. He wished to make an explanation 
personal to himself, and hoped the House would 
extend the usual courtesy to him. 

.Tbhe SPEAKER requested the gentleman from 
Mississippi to suspend bis explanation till the de- 
cision of the House on the question pending. 

Mr. MERIWETHER objected to the reception 
of the resolution. 

‘Mr. BRIGGS moved a suspension of the rules. 

‘Mr. FILLMORE believed that the subject had 
been referred to the Committee on the Judiciary; 
and he wished to know whether they had reported 
on it. 

The SPEAKER said that they had not. This 
resolution was to direct them to report forthwith. 

The yeas and nays were ordered on the suspen- 
sion of the rules. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL, io avoid the consump- 
tion of time, moved to lay the resolution on the 
table. 

Mr. MERIWETHER said that the resolution 
was not yet received. 

Mr. PICKENS appealed to the House to allow 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. THOMPSON] 
to take the floor, He wished to speak of a matter 
personal to himself aud his State; and in such casts 
permission was always given as a matter of cour- 
tesy. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi rose and said 
he desired to take possession of the floor but fora 
minute, on a matter personal to himself; On the 
day before yesterday, while he was proceeding 


with his remarks on the resolution of Mr. Ivazr- | 


. his room by indisposition, 


SoLL, he was interrupted by the gentleman. from 
North Carolina, [Mr. Rayner] The remarks 
made by that gentleman were imperfectly heard 
by him; but he had been informed by others who 
heard him, that his remarks were susceptible of an 
interpretation which reflected disparagingly and 
injuriously upon the State of Mississippi, as 
wellas upon himself. No report of what passed 
has appeared in the papers. On yesterday the 
gentleman was not in his seat; and as he now 
saw him in his seat, he took the first occasion to 
call bis attention to this matter, and inquire what 
was his intention in those remarks. 


Mr. RAYNER said the reason why he was not 
in his seat yesterday, was, that he was detained at 
The gentleman from 
Mississippi said he did not hear his (Mr. R.’s) re- 
marks; and he (Mr. R.) knew not what it was 
that the gentleman alluded to. It seemed some 
busy-body had persuaded bim that he (Mr. R.) 
had said something which might be construed as 
personally offensive tohim (Mr. T.] and that was 
also calculated to reflect upon the State of Missis- 
sippi. . As to the State of Mississippi, Mr. R. said 
he had said nothing about her; and he did not, 
therefore, feel called on to express any opinion 
now, as tothe course of that State. If the gentle- 
man from Mississippi asked this explanation in 
good faith, (as he, Mr. R., was bound to suppose he 
did,) he (Mr. R.) had no hesitation in saying that 
he meant nething personally offensive to Mr. T. 
The gentleman (Mr. T.] had given him (Mr. R.) 
no cause of offence; and of course, he (Mi. R.) 
could not intend to be personally offensive to Mr. 
T. He owed it to himself to say, that he did not 
wish to be considered as baving gone out of his 
way lo offend any one, without cause. 


Mr. PICKENS said, as he bad called the at- 
tention of the House to the explanation of the 
gentleman from Mississippi, it might be supposed 
that the gentleman from North Carolina had al- 
luded to him as the informer of the gentleman 
from Mississippi, [Mr. Tuomrson.] On the coh- 
trary, he had not said a word to him as to this 
matter. 


Mr. THOMPSON here interposed, and said he 
had held no conversation with the gentleman from 
South Carolina on this subject. 


Mr, RAYNER replied, that he made no allu- 
ae whatever to the gentleman from South Caro- 
ina. 

The question recurring on Mr. Joun Came- 
BELL’s motion to lay Mr. Briags’s resolution on 
the table, Mr. C. withdrew it. 

The question was then taken onthe motion of 
Mr. Briaas to suspend the rules; and it wasdecided 
in the negative—yeas 66, nays 104, as fol'ows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Sherlock J. Andrews, Baker, 
Barnard, Birdseye, Blair, Boardman, Borden, Brewster, Briggs, 
Brockway, Bronson, Jeremiah Brown, Childs, Chittenden, 
Staley N. Clarke, Cowen, Cranston, Cravens, Richard D. Davis, 
John Edwards, Everett, Fillmore, Gates, Patrick G. Goode, 
Hail, Halstead, Henry, Hudson, Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, 
James Irvin, James, Andrew Kennedy, Linn, McKennan, 
Marchand, Mathiot, Mattocks, Maxwell, Maynard, Morris, Os- 
borne, Ramsey, Benjamin Randall, Randolph, Read, Ridgway, 
Wilham Russell, James M. Russell, Saltonstall, Sanford, Slade, 
Stokely, Stratton, Tillinghast, Toland, Tomlinson, Trumbull, 
Wallace, Joseph L. White, Thomas W. Williams, Winthrop, 
Yorke, and Augustus Young—66. 

NAYS—Messrs. Landaff W. Andrews, Arnold, Arrington, 
Atherton, Barton, Bidlack, Botts, Bowne, Boyd, Aaron V. 
Brown, Burke, William Butler, William O. Buger, Patrik €. 
Caldwell, John Campbell, William B. Campbell, Thomas J, 
Campbell, Caruthers, Cary, Casey, Clinton, Coles; Cross, Cush- 
ing, Daniel, Garrett Davis, Dawson, Dean, Deberry, Jobn C. 
Edwards, Charles A. Floyd, Fornance, Gamble, Gentry, Gerry, 
Gilmer, Goggin, William O. Goode, Gordon, Green, Gwin, Har- 
ris, Hays, Hopkins, Houck, Houston, Hubard, Hunter, Charles 
J. lngersoll, William Cost Johnson, Cave Johnson, John W. 
Jones, Keim, King, Lewis, Littlefield, Lowell, Abraham McClel- 
lan, Robert McClellan, McKay, McKeon, Alfred Marshall, 
Meriwether, Miller, Mitchell, Moore, Owsley, Partridge, Payne, 
Pickens, Pope, Powell, Alexander Randall, Rayner, Reding, 
Rencher, Reynolds, Rhett, Riggs, Saunders, Sewell, Shaw, 
Shepperd, Snyder, Steenrod, Alexander H. H. Stuart, John T. 
Stuart, Summers, Sweney, John B. Thompson, Richard W, 
Thompson, Jacob Thompson, Triplett, Trotti, Underwood, Van 
Buren, Van Rensselaer, Watterson, Weller, Westbrook, Ed 
ward D. White, Christopher H. Williams, Joseph L. Williams, 
and Wise—104, 


Mr. WM.C. JOHNSON submitted the following 
resolution: $ Ei 

Resolved, That the President of the United States. com- . 
municate to this House all the correspondence between the min- . 
isters of the United States and the British Government, and the 
correspondence and instructions of this Government with said 
ministers in relation to what has generally been called the 
“Creole? and “McLeod” cases, not heretofore communica- 
ted to this House, if not incompatible with the public ser- 
vice. 

Mr. CUSHING and Mr. ADAMS simultane- 
ously rose, and addressed the Chair. 

Mr. W. C. JOHNSON said he had not yielded 
the floor. He had another resolution, which he 
wished to submit. : 

{Cries of “'The other resolution is not adopt- 
ed.” 

Mh: UNDERWOOD called for the regular or- 
der of business. ae 

Mr. FILLMORE said, if debate was likely to 
arise, he should object to the reception of the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD objected peremptorily, and 
called for the regular order of business, 

Mz. W. C. JOHNSON withdrew his resolution, 
on a suggestion being made from the Speaker; but 
he said’ he would ask the courtesy of the House to 
allow him to make a report from a select commit- 
tee, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD called for the presentation 
of reports generally. 

Mr. FILLMORE also appealed to the gentle- 
man from Maryland to allow that order of busi- 
ness (the calling for reportis) to be adhered to, and 
the gentleman would then have an opportunity to 
present his report without obstructing any other 
business. 

The SPEAKER then called committees for re- 
ports; and many were presented, 

THE FINANCES. 


Mr. FILLMORE, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, made a report; which was laid on the 
table, and ordered to be printed. It was a report 
on a message of the President of the United States 
of the 13th of February instant, with a letter of 
the Secretary of the Treasury accompanying the 
same, on the subject of the finances. 

He then offered the following resolution; whieh 
was adopted: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to 
report to this House— g 

First. The amounts of outstanding appropriations on the 4th 
day of March, 1841, and on the 4th day of March, 1843. 

Second. The amount of available means in the treasury on 
cach of those days. to meet such appropriation. 

Third. The amount of means used to defray the expenses of 
the Government, over and above the ordinary revenues of the 
Government from customs and the public lands, for the four 
years preceding the 4th day of March, 1841, and for the two 
years succeeding that time, and what such means were. 

Fourth. The amount of appropriations which have been 
made since the 4th day of March, 1841, for arrearages or liabili- 
tiesexisting prior to that time. _ 

Fifth, The amount of appropriations for each year from the 
dth of March, 1829, to the 4th of March, 1843, exclusive of the 
public debtand trust funds. 

Sixth. The amountof the public debt on the 4th day of March, 
1841, and on the 4th day of March, 1843, 

Mr. PICKENS, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported Senate bill for the relief of 
the Planters’ Bank of Mississippi, and the Agricul- 
turaliBank of Mississippi, with a recommendation 
that the bill be not adopted. 

He also communicated to the House copies of a 
correspondence in relation to the bill; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COWEN made several adverse reports 
from the Commitiee of Claims; which were laid on 
the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WINTHROP, from. the Committee on 
Commerce, reported a bill amendatory of an act 
for the relief of sick and disabled seamen; which, 
on his motion, was allowed to go through all its 
slages, and to be passed. 

Mr. J. P. KENNEDY said he was directed by 
the Commilice on Commerce to ascertain if there 
was a disposition in the House to take up the 
warehouse bill during the present session; and, 


he should move that that bill-be 

order. for Tuesday next. G 
Mr: CAVE JOHNSON and Mr. FILLMORE 
boll röse ro male come remark, ~~ k ; 

The- SPEAKER apprised the gentleman from 
Maryland’ that “his motion now would fequire a 
vote of two-thirds, as its effect would’ be to super- 
sede the regular order of business. 

Mre J.-P. KENNEDY, under- these circum- 
stantes, withdrew his motion. 

_Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on the 
Public- Lands, moved te discharge the Committee 
of ‘the Whole on the state of the Union from the 
further consideration of House bill No. 788, pro- 
viding for the payment of the two per. cent. fund 
due by the United States to the State of Ala- 
bama.: 

„Mr. FILLMORE wished all the committees 
to be called, before the gentleman made his mo- 
‘tion. ` 

The SPEAKER informed the gentleman from 
Alabama tbat his motion would require a vote of 
two-thirds. 

Mr. CHAPMNN said that he had made this 
motion several times within a few days past, 
but without success. He felt assured tbat, if 
gentlemen. could .be made to understand the 
provisions of the bill, they would . not oppose 
it; and, therefore, he would give a very brief 
explanation, although as much opposed as any 
member on the flocr to consuming the time of 
the House in useless debate. Mr. Œ said that, by 
the compact between the State of Alabama and the 
‘United States, two per cent. on the proceeds of the 
sales of the public lands within that Stale was to 
be expended by the United Siates in making roads 
leading to the State. By the act passed at the late 
extra session of Congress, commonly called the 
distribution law, this two per cent. fund was re- 
linquished to the State, and the ‘Treasurer of the 
United States required to pay it over—one half the 
Ist of May last, and the other the Ist of May next. 
Atthe late session of the Legislature of Alabama, 
resolutions passed, accompanying a memorial to 
“Congress, asking the passage of an act, authorizing 
the receivers and registers atthe several land offices 
within the State to receive from the actual seulers 
on the public lands, in payment of their pre-emp- 

. tions, (not to exceed one quarter section to any 
one,) the notes of the Bank of the State of Ala- 
bama and branches, toan amount not exceeding 
the sum due to the State by the act referred to tor 
the two per cent. fund—the State obliging herself 
to receive the said notes in payment of the said 
fund. The bill provides simply for carrying this 
into operation, 

Mr.: ©. said he presumed it was known to most 
of the members on the floor, that the Bank of the 
State of Alabama, ard branches belonged exclu- 
sively to the State, whose faith was pledged for the 
redemption of the notes. The Legislature of that 
State. bas, at its late session, adopted a restrictive 
folicy in relation to her banks, with a view of re- 
ducing the cirevlation es fast as possible. In that 
spitit, the resolutions referred to were passed, 

Mr. ©. said that this bill was local in its opera- 
ticns—exclusively confined to the State he in part 
represented; and to his immediate constituents he 
considered jt of the utmost importance. The 
country acquired lately from the Cherokees 
is densely populated by industrious, enterprising 
citizens, who are entitled to enter their lands un- 
cer the pre-emption laws; but in the present de- 
renged siate of the currency—especially in Ala- 
bama—added to the pressue of ibe times, and the 
low prices of produce and property of every kind, 
there were a great many who could not, without 
the aid. this bill would afford, purchase their homes. 
By passing the bill, not only. wiil relief be afforded 
to the honest and worthy occupants and cultivators 
of the soil, but mere land wiil be sold, and an 
easier mode provided for paying over to the State 
what is dge by this Government; the tendency of 
which will be to reduce much of the bank circula- 
tion, and appreciate what remains. 

Mr. C. said that, as the sales of the lands in the 
Cherokee country are to take place in April and 
May next, the House would excuse bim for the 
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geal he n.anifested in pressing for immediate ac- | 


tion on. this bil: Hle felt confident that, with the 


short explanation he had given, the committee would ` 


be discharged from the bill, and that it would be 
passed. The committee was accordingly dis- 
charged by the House. - : 
The bill was taken up, read a tbird time, and 
passed. : ; 
CHESAPEAKE AND OHIO CANAL. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee for 
the District of Columbia, reported the joint resolu- 


i _ tion authorizing a transfer of the stock beld by 


the United States in the Chesapeake and Obio 
canal to the State of Maryland, and the corpora- 
tions of Washington, Georgetown, and Alexandria, 
on certain conditions. 

| Mr. U. offered an amendment, which he moved 
be printed, and, together with the resolution, refer- 
red to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. J. T. MASON hoped that the resolution 
would not be referred to the Committee of the 
Whole, where it might not be taken up, but would 
be suffered to lie on the Speaker’s table for the 
early action of the House. 

Mr. HOPKINS objected to such a course, and 
contended that the resolution must go to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, inasmuch as it made an ap- 
Propriation—an absolute gratuity of a million and 
a half. ` 

Mr, UNDERWOOD explained his amendment, 
which was to extend the provisions of the resolu- 
tion to the stock held by the United States and the 
Louisville and Portland canal. 

The resolution was then referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MAXWELL, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported Senate bill to alter the places of 
holding the district court of the United States, 
for the district of New Jersey, with an amendment: 
ordered to lie on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. M. also made an adverse report. 

Mr. MOORE, by direction of'the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, moved that the House take 
up the bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Antoine Cruzat and others. 

The motion waz agreed to; and the bill was 
read a third time, and passed. 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reporied Senate bill No. 135, granting a 
pension to Wm. McPherson: referred to ihe Com- 
mittee of the Whole ‘House. 

Mr. STRATTON, from the Committee on Rev- 
olationary Pensions, made an adverse report. 

BRITISH CONSTRUCTION OF THE TREATY. 

When the Committee on Foreign Affairs was 
called on for reports— 

Mr. CUSHING rose and asked permission to 
correct a grave error contained in the late speech 
of. Str Rebert Peel. (Cries of “No, no;”’ and several 
voices, “Hear him.) 

The SPEAKER inquired if objection was made. 

Many members objected, 

Mr. CUSHING said he merely wished to state 
a fact; aud if leave was not given, he should move 
for it. 

Objections were still made in various parts of the 
hall. 

Mr. BRIGGS moved that leave be given. 

Mr. CUSHING said he should not occupy five 
minutes. The fact which he wished to state came 
from Mr. Everett. 

Mr. PICKENS said if the statement came from 
Mr. Eeverett, it was what he wanted to hear. 

Mr. CUSHING moved that the rules be sus- 
pended for the purpose of hearing his statement. 

Mr. L. W. ANDREWS asked for the yeas and 
nays on the motion to suspend; but they were not 
ordered. 

Mr. W. C. JOHNSON said, as he understood 
the vote, it was to allow the gentleman [Mr. 
Cusine] to make a statement, without giving rise 
toa debate. 

Mr. KING said he could see no good that would 
come of the statement. 

Several gentlemen called for a statement of the 
question. 

The SPEAKER stated it to be a motion to sus- 
pend the rules, for the purpose of allowing the gen 


tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Cusniva] to make 
a statement in relation te Sir Robert Peel’s speech 
on the right of search. ; 

Many members: [“No, no.”] l 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts will reduce his proposition to writing. 

Mr. CUSHING said he merely desired to make 
a statement, derived from a letter received: from 
Mr. Everett, an extract from which he would read. 


Mr. GRANGER. If it is a letter frem Mr. 
Everett, let it be sent to the House from the Presi- 
dent, officially. 

The House then proceeded to vote upon the mo~ 
tion to suspend the rules, for the purpose of hear- 
ing Mr, Cusuine’s statement. The result of the 
vote was—yeas 99, nays 55. 

So (two-thirds not voting in the affirmative) the 
rules were not suspended. 


Mr. CUSHING intended to read to the House 
the extract from the speech of Sir Robert Peel of 
the 2d of February, 1843, and that from a letter 
of Mr. Everett, minister of the United States in 
London, which follow, viz: 


Extract from Sir Robert Peel's speech, 

“Therefore, sir, it will be my duty, in the face of the public, 
expressing deep regret that there should appear to be any 
difference of opinion on this topic, explicidy to declare that 
we have not waived one of the principles contended for by my 
noble friend (the Earl of Aberdeen) in his despatch of Deceme 
ber, 1841; and it is further my duty to declare that that des- 
patch has remained to the present hour unanswered by the 
Government of the United States, I know, 1 think, too well 
what is the ability and what the keenness of a Secretary of 
State in the United States, to believe that, if doctrines so im- 
portant as those advanced in the despatch could be questioned, 
it would have been permitted to remain fonrteen months une 
answered and unacknowledged, had it been thought wise to 
contest those principles,” 


Extract from a despatch from Mr. Everett to Mr, Webster, 
dated February 3d, 1843. 

“I attended the debate in the House of Commons, 
You can judge of the surprise with which I listened to the re- 
marks of Sir Robert Peel on the alleged fact, that Lord Aber- 
deen’s letter to me of the 20th of December, 1841, remained to 
this day ‘unacknowledged and unanswered,” It was acknowl- 
edged by me ina note dated two days afterwards, (23d Decem- 
ber, 1841,) which, however unimportant, was transmitted to 
Mr. Fox by Lord Aberdeen, and afterwards communicated tò 
Parliament, and printed. In this note of acknowledgment, E 
informed Lord Aberdeen that 1 should avail myself of an early 
opportunity of making some remarks on the very important 
topics treated in the letter, I pursued this course of an imme. 
diate acknowledgment of the receipt of Lord Aberdeen’s note, 
with notice of a purpose of replying, in due season, to its con- 
tents; because, being just arrived at my post, I had not received 
the instructions which you had informed me 1 might soon ex. 
pect on this topic; and which, as Lord Aberdeen’s note modified 
the ground, and disclaimed the language of his predecessor, it 
was my duty to await. Such instructions I should, no doubt, 
in due time, have received; but, on the 27th of December, Lord 
Aberdeen informed me that the special mission had been de- 
termined on; that Lord Ashburton would go to America with 
full powers to settle every point in discuasion, including what 
was Called the right of earch, which he deemed the most difi- 
cult; and expressed the opinion thatit would be hardly worth 
while for us tocontinue the correspondence on matters in dis- 
pute between the two countries; and remarked, though he was 
willing to consider and reply to any statement I might think 
Proper to make on any subject, that, pending the negotiation 
that might take place at Washington, he supposed no heneflt 
would result from a simultaneous discussion here, 

“Such were Lord Aberdeen’s observations, as reported by 
me in my despatch of December 31st. The negotiations took 
place, and a mode of dealing with and settling the question was 
happily agreed upon, which made it unnecessary to resume 
the discussions so long carried on upon the subject. In fact, 
from the moment. the special mission was announced, I consid. 
sred the discussion at an end; and as little to be resumed. in 
reference to search and visitation, as the boundary or the ‘Cara. 


line.’ ”? 
x STEAMBOATS. 

“Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Select Commit- 
tee on Steamboat Navigation, moved, in obedience 
to a vote of that committee, that the Committee of 
the Whole be discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the bill to modify the act entitled An act 
to provide for the better security of the lives of 
passengers on board of vessels propelled in whole 
or in part by steam, approved July 7th, 1838, 

The motion was agreed to, and the bill was 
read. 

Mr. FILLMORE moved that the third section, 
which exempts steamboats propelled by Ericeson’s 
propellers from the law requiring steamboats to be 
provided with fire-buckets and engines, be stricken 
out, ; 

Mr. UNDERWOOD opposed the motion, and 
said the section had been inserted at the instance of 
humerous petitioners, 

Mr. FILLMORE was opposed to the exemption 
of any kind of steamboat machinery from the ope 
eration of a law to which others were subject, 
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The question was taken; and the motion to strike 
out the section was carried—ayes 96, noes 45, 


The bill was then ordered to be engrossed, ‘and 
read a third time. ` 
The question being on the passage of the bill, 


MR. BREWSTER moved a reconsideration of 
the yote by which the clause exempting boats pro- 
pelled, ia part, by Ericeson’s propellers from the 
penalties imposed for not being provided with fire- 
engines and additional row-beats, &c., was stricken 
out. He wished to explain to the House why he 
thought that clause should be retained. In the 
summer of 1842, several enterprising citizens of 
his village constructed a number of vessels, to be 
impelled partly by sails, and partly by Eriecson’s 
propellers, for the trade of the lakes—and particu- 
larly for the purpose of going through the Welland 
canal. Steamboats conitracted in the ordinary 
way not being able to go through that canal, these 
gentlemen, together with a, number of other eiti- 
zens, peiitioned Congress that the vessels of the 
above description, thus intended for the lake wade, 
should be exempted from the penalties of the act 
of 1838, requiring steamboats to be provided with 
additional boats and fire-engines, on the ground 
that they were intended solely for freisht-boats, and 
not for passengers. In the year 1838, when this 
law was first enacted, purporting to be a law to 
secure the safety of passengers in steamboats, 
he (Mr.. B.) was presiding over an insurance 
company; and the question arose whether this law 
was so calculated to effect the object in view, as 
to authorize them to diminish ihe rates of insur- 
ance; and, after afull debate, this question was 
decided in the negative. The question was then 
agitated, whether the rate of insurance should be 
raised, and this question was also decided in the 
negative. The prevalent opinion of the board, how- 
ever, was, that the Jaw, so lar from diminishing the 
hazard of hnman life, increased it. As, however, 
the opposite opinion prevailed here, he would not 
object to the law, though he thought he could show 
that it did not accomplish the objects it bad in 
view. He approved of the motive which induced 
its passage, asit appealed to the best feelings of the 
human heart; but while they were influenced by 
their feelings, they should also have some regard to 
reason. The bill required that the steamboats 
should be licensed; and who were to give the 
licenses? Why, the inspectors, who were to be ex- 
amined as to their qualifications to give them. 
But who wese to examine the examiners? In his 
opinion, just so far as the responsibility was removed 
for those immediately in the charge of the steam- 
boats, so far would human life be endangered. In 
conclusion, Mr. B. appealed to the House to per- 
mit those gentlemen engaged in the carrying trade— 
whose vessels were intended solely fer freight, and 
not for passengers, and which ia fact contained no 
accommodations for passeagers whatever—to carry 
on their commerce without being subjected to the 
burdensome penalties of the law of 1838, Justin 
proportion as legislation increased the burdens on 
the carriers of produce, would it impose burdens on 
the producers. 


Mr. FILLMORE said that, in his motion to 
strike out the section, he had no reference to the 
commerce of Oswego, where his friend resided, nor 
to the insurance offices; but he did not like to see 
one class of steamboats exempted from the re- 
Strictions which were imposed on the others. It 
was well known that all the sicambeats navigating 
the lakes were propelled, in part, by sails, as well 
as those which were filled with Eriecson’s propel- 
lers; and that numbers of the emigrants took pas- 
sage in these freight boats, because they eculd 
travel in them at a less expense. It was to protect 
the lives of this numerous class, that be thought 
the resiriction should be imposed on the freight 
boats as well as the passage boats. If the gentle- 
man would consent to an amendment exempting 
boats filled with Ericeson’s propellers, coupled 
with a condition that they should be probibited 
from carrying passengers, he would agree to it. 

‘Fhe question was then taken on the motion for 
reconsideration, and rejected; and, 

Under the operation of the previous question, the 
bill was passed, 


NATIONAL FOUNDRY. | 
Mr. WM. COST JOHNSON; from the-Select 


Committee on the. subject of a National Foerdry, | 


reported a bill to establish a foundry for the fabri- 
cation of cannon for the use of the army and navy 
of the United States; which was read twice, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. J. then, by instructions of the commitlee, 
offered a resolution that the House should go into 
Committee. of the Whole on the above bill on Fri- 
day next, and report the same to the House in half 


an hour. : 

Mr. FILLMORE objected to any more special 
orders. 

Mr. JOHNSON made afew remarks, urging 
the House to adopt the resolution; after which, 

The question was taken on the resolution, and 
it was rejec'ed—-ayes 62, nces 66. 

Mr. SUMMERS, from the Committee on Con- 
tingent Expenses, made a report; which was ordered 
to be printed. 

ELECTRO-MAGNETIC TELEGRAGH. 


On motion by Mr. J. P. KENNEDY, the bill 
making appropriations to test the value of Morse’s 
electro-magnetic telegraph was taken up, and, 
under the operation of the previous question, passed 
—ayes 89, noes83. 

On the motion of Mr. W. W. IRWIN, a res- 
olution was adopted, directing the Seerctary of the 
Treasury to communicate to this House the report 
of Colonel W. Robinson, the commissioner sent 
to Europe to negotiate a loan for this Govern- 


ment. 


DIPLOMATIC CORRESPONDENCE. 


Mr. W. ©. JOHNSON again submitted his 
resolution, (which is published in an earlier part of 
this day’s proceedings,) calling upon the President 
of the United States for certain correspondence 
with the British Government. 

Mr. McKEON rose and submitted his intention 
to submit the following as an amendment thereto: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to this House, (if not in his opinion 
incompatible with the public interests,) a copy of the despatch 
from Lord Aberdeen to the Government of the United States, 
bearing date December, 1841, in relation to the right of visit of 
American vessels. 

Objection was made, and the resolution was not 


received. E 
THE TWO HUNDRED MILLION STOCK. 


The question on printing extra numbers of the 
majority and minority reports of the Committee 
of Ways and Means on Mr. W. C. Jonnson’s 
project for the issue of $200,000,000 Government 
stock, now came up in order. 

Mr. POPE (who was entitled to the floor from 
the previous day) now resumed the debate. He 
was understood to glance at his own course on this 
question at several preceding sessions, and to avow 
his desire to do all he could for the relief of the 
country; but he considered the proposition of the 
gentleman from Maryland entirely impracticable. 
He thought it was due to the people to de- 
clare that it could net be adepted. If donbt 
was thrown upon the subject—if any hope was left 
to the States for relief from this source, it would 
induce the States to relax their exertions, and give 
up all effort to pay their debts. Such schemes as 
that of issuing $200,000,000 Government stock 
might do very well for young men like the gentle- 
man, [Mr. Jounson;] but he was too old to think of 
anything so visionary. He had no fear of nullifica- 
tion; nor of a war with England in case of a non- 
payment of the State debts. He alluded to the 
present state of the treasury, and the large demands 
upon it. It was, be thought, discreditable that ad- 
ditional taxes were not imposed, in order to make 
our revenue equal to our expenditures. It was 
mere delusion to suppose that the present state of 
things—the neglect to impose additional duties on 
articles now free—could Jong continue. He re- 
gretied that there was a disposition manifested by 
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Wise] and the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
to shift the responsibility away from each other. 
How could the United States Government aid the 
States, when its own condition was so far from 


being sound? He expressed a strong desire to do 
all that could be done for the relief of the States; 
but it was useless to hold out any delusion of relief 
at this time. 

He entered into a discussion of the treaty-making 
power of the Government, and arrived at the con- 
clusion that the consent of the House wou'd be 
necessary to the fulfilment of any treaty which had 
to be carried out by money. He alluded to the 
disposition now manifested by various powers in 
Earope to treat with the United States on terms of 
reciprocity of trade; and expressed his opinion 
strongly and forcibly in favor of the proposition to 
send a commercial agent to Europe to treat for the 
removal of the restrictions which now hamper our 
commerce and navigation. After some further re~ 
marks in favor of his own projet for a bank to be 
based on the public lands, he concluded. 

BRANCH MINTS. 

The bill amendatory of the act entitled “An ‘act 
establishisg the branch mints of the United States,” 
was taken up, with the amendments of the Senate 
thereto; and theamendments were concurred in. 

MARINE HOSPITALS. 
The amendments of the Senate to the bill ma- 


` king appropriations for a marine hospital at Ocra- 


coke, North Carolina, were also concurred in, 

Mr. CAMPBELL of South Carolina moved 
that the House take up the bill to suspend the ope- 
rations of the districting law. i 

Mr. ADAMS objected. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of South Carolina. moved a 
suspension of the rules; which motion was rejected. 


Mr. C. H. WILLIAMS moved that the House 
go into Committee of the Whole for the purpose 
of considering the bill reported by the Commitiee 
on Military Affairs, to divide the military districts 
of the United States; but the motion was rejected 
without a division. i 


Mr. FILLMORE submittted a resolution that 
all debate in Committee of the Whole, on the har- 
bor bill, should cease at four o’clock to day, when 
the committee should proceed to vote on the pend- 
ing amendments; and called for the previous ques- 
tion on theresolution. 


Mr. CAVE JOHNSON hoped that the gentle- 
man would allow a little more time for debate. 

Mr. FILLMORE said that the House might dis- 
pose of the resolution as it thought proper. He 
would, however, withdraw the call for the pre- 
vious question, in order that any gentleman might 
offer an amendment to extend the time.: 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON then moved to amend 
the resolution by substituting 3 o’clock to-morrow, 
for tne time fixed in the resolution; but the motion 
was rejected. 

Mr. MERIWETHER moved to lay the resolu- 
tion on the table: rejected. 

The question was then taken on the adoption 
of the resolution, and it was decided in the afirma- 
live—ayes 85, noes 77. a ry 

GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


On the motion of Mr. FILLMORE, the House 
resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, (Mr. 
Gatmer in the chair,) and resumed the considera- 
lion of the harbors and rivers appropriation bill, 
from yesterday-—being one of the batch of géteral 
appropriation bills reported by the Committee of 
Ways and Means. j 

Mr. RANDOLPH was entitled to the floor; but 
he gave way to 

Mr. R. W. THOMPSON, who gave notice of 
an amendment which he intended to offer when he 
got the opportunity—the purport of which was 
understood to be, to set apart $306,000 of this ap- 
propriation to be expended in the States of Ohio, 
Indiana, and Illinois. 

Mr. RANDOLPH then proceeded, and directed 
himself particularly to certain statistical states 
ments and financial documents, to prove to the 
House that, if this bill were passed, the treasury 
would be in a condition to meet the expenditure 
which it preposed to make. 

Mr. J. L. WHITE next addressed the commit» 
tee, and chiefly in reply to the remarks made by 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Bamwarp] on 


yesterday. 


; 
; 
: 
3 
4 
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; 
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"The debate was further ‘continued’ by Messrs; 
B> RNARD and GIDDINGS: © 00T 

The hour having expired for the termination of 
debate, ihe committee proceeded to vote on the 
amendments proposed. a 

Mr. TICLINGHAST submitted an amendment 
to appropriate a sum for the survey of a harbor in 
Block island; which was negatived. 


Mr. STEENROD offered the following amend- 


menf; which was agreed to: 

Provided, That, of the sum appropriated for the Cumberland 
road; $25,000 of the same shall be appropriated for continuing 
the Cumberland road in Virginia, and the’ purchase of mate- 
rials forthe construction of-a bridge over the Ohio river, at 
‘Wheeling, Virginia. 2 

Mr: REYNOLDS offered an amendment, pro~ 
viding that an appropriation should be made of 
$2 000 for tbe survey of the route for the national 
road from Vandalia, by Greenville, to Alton, in 
the State of Illinois; said survey to be made under 
the direction of the Secretary of War, who will 
report the amount of money necessary to construct 
the said road from Vandalia to Alton. 

The amendment was negatived. 

A’ great variety of amendments were offered by 
gentlemen for the appropriation of sumsto improve 
rivers. and harbors near the respective districts 
which they represent; the whole of which were 
negatived. ‘The movers were Messrs. HOWARD, 
ANDREWS of Ohio RANDALL of Maine, 
BOTTS, (10 improve James siver, $30,000,) REY- 
NOLDS, J. P. KENNEDY, WILLIAMS of Con- 
necticut, SALTONSTALL, J. CAMPBELL, 
BOARDMAN, FESSENDEN, W. B. CAMP. 
BELL, J. L. WILLIAMS, AYCRIGG, TALIA- 
FERRO, ($50,000 for the improvement of Rappa- 
hannock river up to Port Royal, and $10,000 for 
the removal of obstructions in Occoquan river.) 
WINTHROP, R. W. THOMPSON, TILLING. 
HAST, MALLORY, (for the improvement of the 
Dismal Swamp,) LEVY, J. R. INGERSOLL, 
RAYNER, PLUMER, (for the improvement of 
the Alleghany river from Pitsburg, Pennsylvania, 
to Olean, New York, $50,000,) J. C. ED WARDS, 
(for further improving the harbor of St. Louis, in 
the State of Missouri, $25,000,) HUNT, FILL- 
MORE, and others. 

Mr. HOLMES offered an amendment appro- 
priating $5,000,000 for opening a communication 
between the Atlantic and Pacific oceans, by way of 
the isthmus of Darien. 

Mr. TILLINGHAST offered, as an amendment 
to the amendment, $100,000 for Hell-gate, in New 
York. 

This amendment was rejected—ayes 66, noes 69, 

Mr. J. P. KENNEDY moved, as an amendment 
to the amendment, a clause appropriating $50,000 
for enclosing the harbor of Charleston, South Car- 
olina: agreed to. 

The question then recurred on the amendment 
as amended, and it was rejected. : 

Mr. YORKE offered an amendment appropria- 
ting-$5,000 for Delaware river: rejected. 

Mr. WISE moved that the committee rise: re- 
jected—66 to 100. 

Mr. WELLER moved to reduce the appropria- 
tion for the Hudson river from $153,000 to $50,000: 
rejected. i 

On motion of Mr. FILLMORE, the appropria- 
tion for the Mississippi, Missouri, Ohio, and Ark- 
ansas rivers, was stricken out. 

° Mr. CHITTENDEN offered an amendment 
making an appropriation for Black river, New 
York, and for Sackets Harbor: rejected. 

Mr. GRAHAM moved that the committee rise, 
and report the bill, with a recommendation that it 
be rejected. 

After some confusion and discussion on points 
z order, the motion was carried—ayes 97, noes 

The commitiee then rose, and reported the bill, 
with the recommendation that it be not passed. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved that it be laid 
on the table. 

Mr. FILLMORE asked for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered, and resulted--yeas 107, nays 
87, as fcllows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Arnold, Arrington, Atherton, Aycrigg, Bar- 
ton, Bidlack, Boardman, Botts, Boyd, A. V. Brown, Milton 
Brown, Burke, William Butler, William} Q. Butler, Patrick 


` CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


: c. Caldwell, John Campbell, William. B. Campbell, Thomas 


J. Campbell, Caruthers, Cary, Chapman, Colquitt, Crawford, 
Daniel, Richard D. Davis, Deberry, John C. Edwards, Egbert, 
John G. Floyd, Charles A. Floyd, Fornance, Thomas F. Foster, 
Gamble, Gentry, Gerry, Gilmer, Goggin, Wiliam. O. Goode, 
Gordon, Graham, Green, Gustine, Gwin, Hall, Halsted, Har- 
ris, Hays, Holmes, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Jack; Cave 
Johnson, John W. Jones, Isaac D. Jones, Keim, Lewis. Lit- 
tlefield, Abraham McClellan, Robert McClellan, McKay, Mal- 
Jory, Marchand, Alfred Marshall, Maxwell, Meriwether, Miller, 
Mitchell, Moore, Newhard,; Osborne, Owsley, Parmenter, 
Payne, Pickens, Pope, Powell, Ramsey,- Alexander Randall, 
Rayner, Reding, Rencher, Rhett, Rogers, Roosevelt, Saunders, 
Shaw, Shepperd, Shields, Wm. Smith, Snyder, Sprigg, Alex- 
ander H. H. Stuart, Summers, Taliaferro, Jacob- Thompson, 
Trotti, Trumbull, Turney, Underwood, Van Buren, Washing- 
ton, Watterson, Westbrook, Christopher H. Williams, Joseph 
L. Williams, Wise, and Wood—107. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Landaf W. Andrews, Sherlock J. 
Andrews, Baker, Barnard, Birdseye, Blair, Borden, Brewster, 
Briggs, Bronson, Charles Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Calhoun, 
Casey, Childs, Chittenden, John ©. Clark, Staley N. Clarke, 
James Cooper, Cowen, Cranston, Cravens, Cross, Cushing, 
Garrett Davis, Dean, John Edwards, Everett, Ferris, Fessen- 
den, Fillmore, Gates, Giddings, Patrick G. Goode, Granger, 
Henry, Howard, Hudson, Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, James 
Irvin, William W. Irwin, James, John P. Kennedy, Lane, Linn, 
McKennan, Samson Mason, Mathiot, Mathews, Mattocks, May- 
nard, Medill, Morris, Morrow, Oliver, Plumer, Benj. Randall, 
Randolph, Reynolds, Ridgway, Riggs, William Russell, James 
M. Russell, Saltonstall, Stéenrod, Stokely, Stratton, John T. 
Stuart, Sweney, Richard W. Thompson, Tillinghast, Toland, 
Tomlinson, Triplett, Van Rensselaer, Wallace, Ward, Wel- 
ler, Joseph L. White, Thomas W, Williams, Winthrop, Yorke, 
Angustus Young, and John Young—87. 


So the bill was laid on the table. 


Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved a reconsidera- 
tion of the vote just taken; and called for the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. ARNOLD moved that the House adjourn; 
which motion was carried, and 

The House adjourned. 


Mr. JACOB THOMPSON presented a petition 
of George W. Campbell, Samuel K. Mcllhenny, 
and 112 other citizens of Mississippi, praying the 
establishment of a stage mail line between Louis- 
ville, Mississippi, via Macon, in that State, to Clin- 
ton, Alabama. 

Mr. STOKELY presented the petition of Amasa 
Bailey, H. B. Willman, and 200 other citizens of 
the State of Ohio, praying Congress to pass a law 
authorizing an issue of $200,000,000 of stock, 
based on the proceeds of the public lands, bearing 
an interest of 4 per cent. per annum: referred to 
the select committee on that subject. 

Also, the petition of D. L. Collier, M. Roberts, 
and 82 other citizens of the countiesof Columbiana 
and Jefferson, in Ohio, praying the establishment 
of a mail route within the said counties: referred 
to ine Committee on the Post Office and Post 

oads. 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, February 24, 1843. 


Mr. McROBERTS presented joint resolutions 


adopted by the Legislature of Illinois, setting forth 
the great loss sustained by the people of that State, 
and adjacent States, in consequence of the obstruc- 
tions in the navigation of the Mississippi and its 
tributaries; and asking Congress, most earnestly, 
to adopt some system of appropriations for the im- 
provement, effectually, of all the great rivers in 
the West. 

The resolutions were read, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. YOUNG presented several memorials 
adopted by the Legislature of Illinois—one urging 
a reduction of postage on letters and newspapers; 
the second urging that the tariff law may be so 
modified as to admit salt free of duty; the third 
recommending the adoption of measures for the 
purpose of establishing the boundary line north- 
west of the Rocky Mountains, in the Oregon Ter- 
Titory; the fourth recommending a reduction of the 
price of such public lands as have been a long time 
in the market, and urging a modification of the law, 
passed many years ago, regulating the sales of the 
public lands, so as to remove the restriction to the 
entry of more than one quarter section. 

Messrs. YOUNG and MeROBERTS made some 
remarks, explaining the existing land laws, the 
onerous operation of the restriction alluded to, and 
urging the propriety of its removal. 

The memorials were then ordered to be printed. 

Mr. YOUNG presented three memorials from 
the counties of Kendall and Lasalle, Illinois, pray- 
ing for the establishment of a mail route from 


Napierville to Ottawa, in that State; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. . ; zs 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented-a memorial from 
citizens of the Territory of Wisconsin, praying 
that a law may be passed limiting the term of ser- 


- vice of the representatives in their legislative 


council to one year; which was referred to the 
Judiciary Committee. : 

Also presented a petition from citizens of Al- 
bany, N. Y., against the annexation of Texas to 
the United Slates; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. i f 

Aliso presented a memorial from citizens of Or- 
leans county, N. Y., proposing to Congress a plan 
for a fiscal exchequer, as. a means of regulating 
the currency; which was laid on the table, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WILLIAMS presented a petition from citi- 
zens of Maine, praying an increase of the duties 
on imported fish and lumber; which was laid on 
the table. 

Mr. TAPPAN presented a memerial from citi- 
zens of the counties of Jefferson and Brooke, Va., 
and the county of Washington, Pa., praying the 
establishment of a mail route from Steubenville, 
Ohio, to Washington borough, Pa.; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 


Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Finance, 
reported back, without amendment, the following 
bills from the House, viz: ` 

The bill making appropriations for certain for- 
tifications of the United States tor the half calendar 
year, beginning on the Ist day of January, and 
ending on the 30th June, 1843; and for the fiscal 
year, beginning on the 1st July, 1843, and ending 
on the 30th June, 1844; 3 

The bill making appropriations for the payment 
of naval pensions due on the 1st July, 1843, and 
the 1st January, 1844; and 

The bill making appropriations for the fulfil- 
ment of treaty stipulations with various Indian 
tribes, and for the current and contingent expenses 
of the Indian department, for the half calendar 
year, beginning on the Ist of January, and ending 
on the 30th June, 1843; and for the fiscal year, 
beginning on the Ist July, 1843, and ending on the 
30th June, 1844. 

On motion by Mr. ALLEN, the Committee on 
Pensions was discharged from. the further con- 
sideration of the bills from the House for the relief 
of Asa , and granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Isaac Plummer. f 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Pensions, 
reported back, without amendment, and with a rec- 
ommendation that it do not pass, the bill for the 
telief of John Carey. 

Mr. SMITH, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported back, with an amendment, House 
billto regulate the mode of paying over to the 
State of Alabama the two per cent. fund relin- 
quished to that State, by permitting the notes of the 
Bank of Alabama to be received from actual set- 
tlers, in payment for lands sold in that State.. Mr, 
S. said that toe bill had been amended to corres- 
pond with the Senate bill which had been reported 
from the Committee on Public Lands. 

On motion by Mr. KING, the bill was taken up 
as in committee of the whole,considered, and the 
amendments being adopted, it was reported to the 
Senate, and ordered to be engrossed for athird read- 
ing, and finally passed. 

Mr. GRAHAM, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported back, without amendment, and 
with a recommendation that they do not pass, 
House bill for the relief of Frances M. Lewis, 
widow of W. Lewis; and the bill for the relief of 
Mary Neale. 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Commitee on Naval 
Affairs, reported back, without amendment, the bill 
from the House authorizing. an examination and 
survey of the harbor of Memphis, Tennessee. 

Mr. BAYARD, also, made an adverse report on 
the petition of Ellen Dix, the widow of a deceased 
naval officer, praying for tae renewal of a pens ` 
sion. i 

Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported back, without amendment, and 


wiih a recommendation thatit do pass, the bilt from 
the House entitled “An act to authorize the elecuon 
` “or appointment of certain officers in the Territory 
of Wisconsin.” 

Mi. BATES, from the Committee on Pensions, 
reported back, without amendment, and with a 
recommendation that they be indefinitely post- 
poned, House bills for the relief.of Nancy Byrd, the 
widow of Baylor Byrd, a revolutionary soldier; and 
‘for the relief of Abraham Vanhorn. 

. Mr. BAGBY, from the Cemmitiee on Pensions, 
reported back, without amendment, and witha 
recommendation that. it do pass, the bill for the 
relief of Hannah Jenkins, the widow of J. Jenkins, 
deceased. 
~“ On motion by Mr. HENDERSON, the Commit- 
tee on Private Land Claims was discharged from 
the further consideration of the bill from the House 
for the relief of John McGinnis, a soldier of the 
late war. 

Mr. HENDERSON, from the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, reported back, with an 
amendment, House bill entitled “An act for the re- 
lief of the legal representatives of John Peters, de- 
ceased.” 

` Mr. SEVIER, from the Committee on Pensions, 
reported back, without amendment, and adverse to 
its passage, House bill for the relief of George 
Roush. 

Mr. EVANS submitted the following resolution; 
which lies over till to-morrow: 


_ Resolyed, That on and after Monday next, the hour of meet- 
ing shall be 10o’clock; and that the Senate take a recess on 
each day from 3 to 5 o’clock. 


EXPUNGING RESOLUTIONS. 

Mr. BAYARD made an ineffectual effort to 
have taken up for consideration the resolutions 
which he introduced in the early part of the ses- 
sion, to rescind the expunging resolutions. He 
made this effort, in accordance with instructions 
from the Legislature of the State of Delaware. 

Mr. BATES, under instructions from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, moved the Senate to proceed 
to the consideration of the bills from that commit- 
tee, and to postpone the previous orders of the day 
for that purpose. 5 

The motion was disagreed to. 

Several adverse reports from standing commit- 
tees on private claims were taken up, and con- 
curred in. 

Mr. BAYARD presented a memorial from 
Thomas Harris, and other surgeons in the navy, 
praying Congress not to reduce their pay; which 
was referred to the Committee on Retrenchment. 

Mr. BENTON submitted the following resolu- 
tion, which lies one day on the table, under the 
rule, viz: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re 
quesced, if compatible with his sense of the public interest, to 
communicate to the Senate a copy of the despatch received 
from Mr. Everett, dated the 3d of February instant; also, a 
copy of the despatch of Lord Aberdeen of December, 1841, to 
the American Secretary of State; and a copy of the answer, 
if any, which was given by the American Secretary to that 
despatch. 

The Senate then proceeded to consider the bills 
on the calendar, when the following bills from the 
House were taken up as in committee of the whole, 
considered, reported to the Senate, and passed, 
viz: 

The act for the relief of Joseph Hover and Abe- 
lard Guthrie; 

[This bill was amended on the recommendation 
of the Committee on Public Lands.]} 

The act for the relief of William G. Saunders; 

The act for the relief of John Wharry; 

The act for the relief of Benjamin J. Totten; 

The act granting to James Lowe $1,000 anda 
section of land; 

The act for the relief of William Allen; 

{This bill was amended on the recommendation 
of the Committee on Naval Affairs.} 

The bill from the House, entitled “An act for the 
relief of Mary Williams, widow of Jacob Wil- 
liams, deceased,” was taken up as in committee of 
the whole, on an amendment recommended by the 
Committee on Pensions. The amendment having 
been agreed to, the bill was reported to the Sen- 
ate, the amendment ordered to be evgrossed, and 
the bill to be read a third time. [This bill was 
subsequently passed.] 


The Senate bill to continue in force the act for the 
final adjustment of private land claims in the State 
of Missouri, approved the 9th July, 1832, and the 
act sapplemental thereto, approved the 2d March, 
1833, was taken up as in committee of the whole, 
considered, reported to the Senate, and ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading. 

The bill from the House for the relief of Mary 
Crawford, was taken up as in committee of the 
whole, on.an adverse report from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, a member of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, who had presented the adverse 
report, stated that he had fallen intoan error, and 
asked permission to withdraw the report frem the 
Senate. 

Permission was granted. 

Mr. BUCHANAN then explained the peculiar 
merits of the case. Mr. Crawford, the late hus- 
band of the widow for whose benefit the bill was, 
lost his life in an: attempt to save a sailor from 
drowning. 

No amendment being praposed to the bill, it was 
reported tothe Senate, read the third time, and 

assed. 

The following bills from the House were taken 
up asin committee of the whole, on adverse re- 
ports of committees: and being considered, were in- 
definitely postponed, viz: 

The bill for the relief of Richard Marsh; 

The bill granting a pension to Robert Poindex- 
ter, of Kentucky; 

The bill granting a pension to John Peak; 

The bill for the relief of Carter B. Chandler; 
and 

The bill for the relief of W. Haley. 

Senate bill for the relief of Andre Spear, widow 
of John Spear, late an invalid pensioner, was taken 
up as in committee of the whole, on an adverse re- 
port of the Committee on Pensions, and indefinitely 
postponed. 

The bill for the relief of Alice Usher was taken 
up as in committee of the whole. 

This bill proposed to give a pension to the widow 
of a soldier who deserted from the service during 
the Revolution. Those belonging to the Pension 
Committee, who had examined the case, maintained 
that, notwithstanding it appeared by the muster- 
rolls that the soldier deserted, yet they were satis- 
fied, from the mass of parol testimony before the 
committee, that the muster-roll was incorrect; or 
that if the individual did desert, yet he must have 
again resumed service. ' 

Those who opposed the bill maintained that it 
having appeared by the muster-roll that the indi- 
vidual deserted, and there being no record of his 
having returned to service, they were bound to 
take it as conclusive evidence thathe did not return 
to service; and they were unwilling to discredit 
amuster-roll by parol testimony—testimony, too, 
which, considering the imperfection of human mem- 
ory, could not be relied upon afier the lapse of so 
many years. The bill was defended by Messrs. 
PHELPS, BATES, an? HUNTINGTON; and op- 
posed. by Messrs. KING, BAGBY, CALHOUN, 
SMITH of Connecticut, and WOODBURY; when 

Mr. KING moved that the bill be indefinitely 
postponed; and, on that motion demanded the yeas 
and nays, which were ordered; and the question 
being put, the bill was indefinitely postponed— 
yeas 20, nays 19. 


THE BANKRUPT ACT. 

The Senate bill for the repeal of this act hav- 
ing been reported upon adversely by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, was indefinitely post- 
poned. 

The House bill for the repeal of the bankrupt 
law, with the amendments proposed by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, was then taken up for 
consideration as in committee of the whole; and 
the amendments were read. 

Mr. BERRIEN, after a few prefatory remarks 
in relation to the vacillation which would be 
chargeable on the legislation of the national coun- 
cils, should the bankrupt act be now repealed, al- 
luded to the instructions of the States, and regretted 
that, in consequence of them, he had to appeal to 
Senators whose ears were rendered deaf to all ar- 
gument; but, at the same time, he declared that, 
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although he, too, had been forbidden by the Legis- 
lature of his State to utter a word against repeal, 
his duty as an American Senator forbade him to 
obey such instructions. i 
He assumed that there was ih the Senate a de- 
cided majority in favor of a commercial bankrupt 
law. When, therefore, he presented these amend- 
ments, the object of which was simply to convert 
the act already on the statute-book into a mere 
commercial bankrept law; and when he was met 
with the cbjection that there was not time to inves- 
tigate their merits at so late a period of the session, 
he would reply, that if there was not time, it was 
owing to the unprofitable discussions. which had 
originated on the objecting side of the Senate; and 
if the argument of want of time was good in regard 
to the amendments, it was equally good as to the 
full investigation of the existing necessity for re- 
pealing the law. If there was not time to remodek 
it, there was not to.repeal it. The natural deduce 
tion, then, was, that the law should be let alone, at 
least till next session. But the amendments pro- 
posed by the Committee on the Judiciary were not 
obnoxious to the objection of want of time. The 
modification of the existing law had been the sub- 
ject of anxious deliberation with the Judiciary 
Committee during the whole of the present session; 
and all the lights of judicial inquiry and experience 
had been consulted. The result of this considera- 
tion had been the amendments now proposed. All 
the evils that had been complained of had been 
done away with, by the great mass of insolvency 
having been swept away within the last twelve 
months; and, from this time forth, thelaw will 
have to act prospectively. Now, then, was the ac. 
cepted time to establish a permanent commercial 
system of bankruptcy, suitable to the wants and 
advantages of a great commercial nation. 


Fie then proceeded to explain the objects and 
expected operations of the various amendments. 

The first proposition is, that so much of the ex- 
isting law as relates to voluntary bankruptcy shall 
be repealed, and to substitute the provisions of the 
bankrupt law of the 6th of William IV. Any in- 
solvent may go before the district court and file 
the declaration of his insolvency, which author- 
izes any creditor to sue out a commission of bank- 
ruptey; after which, the proceedings are to be the 
same as in eases of involuntary bankruptcy. This 
section is subject to various conditions, all ex- 
plained in the amendment itself. 

The next three amendments were definitions of 
the persons who may be made bankrupts, and the 
acts which constitute acts of bankrupicy. 

The fifth amendment relates to conveyances and 
assignments of a debtor’s property, which are made 
acts of bankruptcy. 

The remaining amendments relate to the choice 
of assignees by a majority in value of creditors; 
the certificate of discharge by the same majority; 
undivided responsibility in partnerships; regula- 
tions of the proceedings in court;and proof of 
debts. : 

He contended that the deliberate consideration 
of these modifications was within the time which 
might yet be devoted to the subject, before the 
expiration of this session. tie next read extracts 
from the answers. received by the Secretary: of 
State, to inquiries made of the judiciary. through« 
out the States, as to the operation of the law. He 
concluded that the States, classed as they were, into 
agricultural States and commercial States, were 
guided by their classification in the opinions they 
had expressed on the subject of repeal. The com- 
mercial states, chiefly interested in the benefits to 
be derived from a bankrupt law, desired the con- 
tinaance of the !aw, properly modified; while the 
agricultural States, feeling that the benefits of a 
bankrupt law would be felt most by the commer- 
cial States, and that, in the main, sucha law was 
not essential to themselves, were in favor of its 
repeal. This view of the agricultural States, he 
contended, was not founded in correct. principles; 
for the interests of the commercial States were 
also the interests of the agricultural States. He | 
denied that the frauds and evils predicted hadre- . 
sulted from the operation of the bankrupt law. 
The number of voluntary applications-for the ben- 
efit of the law had been but 32,899; 341 cases at 
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“ the whole number acted upon being 12,024. 


. contesting debtors and creditors. 
who. anticipated that 500,000. bankrupts would in-. 
_Stantly rash for the benefit of the law—and the 


acted upon; 34 in which discharges were refused; 
But 
the beneficial operation of the law had been felt 
chiefly in the compromises enforced by it upon 
Gentlemen 


least calculation was 100,000-—should now see that 


_ When so small a number as 32,000 applications, in 


reality, had been made, the indirect bene- 


~ fits of the law must bave been most conclusive in 
: dts favor. 


He also dwelt upon the evidence of the 
returns; that out ef 12,000 cases acted upon, only 
thirty had been refused their discharge on the 
ground of fraud. Mr. B. then summed up his 
Yeasons why the law should not be repealed. He 
also stated his reasons for the continuation of the 
law, properly modified. 

In conclusion, he contended that the repeal of 
the law would act most injuriously on the credit of 
the country abroad. 

: Mr. WALKER wished to offer an amendment; 
which was read, as follows: 

And be it further enacted, That, when any private incor- 
porated banking company shall fail, upon presentment to said 
ank of any of its notes, checks, or bills, to pay and redeem 
the same in specie, said failure shall be regarded as an act of 
bankruptcy; and the holder of said note, check, or bill, so neg- 
lected to be paid as aforesaid, may, upon affidavit of the facts, 
sworn to by said individual and at least two disinterested wit- 
nesses, proceed against said company as bankrupts, as in other 
eases epecified in this act: and the same proceedings shall be 
bad as in other cases; except that no certificate of discharge 
shail be deemed necessary or proper to be given to any stock- 

* holder of said company, except in cases where such stockhold- 
era may be personally responsible for the debts of such com- 
pany; and, in such case, said stockhholders shall be discharged, 
upon the same terms and restrictions as iu the other cases of 
final discharge authorized by this act. 

Mr, Warxer observed that he did not wish at 
all to obstruct the action of the Senate. But he 
felt bound to make the motion, in conformity with 
instructions from the Legislature of his own State. 
He had originally voted for the bankrupt bill, in 
oWedience to instructions; and since the period of 
its passage, the Legislature of his State had in- 
structed him to do two things: in the first place, to 
endeavor to make the bill more protective of the 
tights of creditors; and, secondly, to include bank- 
ing incorporations within the compulsory provi- 
sions of the bill. The amendments proposed by the 
Jadiciary Committee would accomplish his first 
object; and it was the purpose of the amendment 
which he had just laid upon the table to effect the 
second. 


Mr. BERRIEN said the ordinary course was to 
dispose of the amendment’s proposed by the com- 
mittee first. If the committee’s amendments are 
adopted, the Senator, having voted for them, can 
move his amendment; if rejected in committee, 
the Senator can then vote against the committee’s 
amendments, on the ground that his amendment 
had been rejected. 

Mr. KING said there appeared to him no dif- 
ficully in the case. When an amendment was offer- 
ed, whether reported by a committee, or presented 
by an individual, it was subject to be amended. 
He thonght it strictly in order to take the question 
upon the amendment of the Senator from Missis- 
sippi to the amendments of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. BERRIEN was proceeding to reply, when 

The CHAIR considered this a distinct proposi- 
tion, not analogous to the amendments or report of 
the committee; and thatit was, therefore, proper 
first to dispose of the committee’s amendments. 

Mr. KING contended that the question being on 
the committee’s amendments, it certainly was com- 
petent first to amend them and make them per- 
fect. 

‘The CHAIR still considered it was not compe- 
tent to introduce a new substantive proposition. 

Mr. WALKER desired it to be understood that 
he had no wish to obstruct the action of the Senate 
upon this subject; but his position was very pecu- 
liar, for, unless. the amendment he had offered be 
adopted, as well as those reported by the commit- 
tee, he would be compelled to vote for the repeal 
of the bankrupt bill unconditionally. 

Mr. CHOATE hoped the amendment of the 
Senator would be printed. Ashe understood it, 
the object was to reach banks not paying specie, 


the instance of ereditors; 50 applications not 
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as well as insolvent banks. He wished to have 
time to consider the amendment, and therefore 
wished it to be printed. . 

The CHAIR said that when the first amend- 
ment came up, the first of the Senator’s amend- 
ments might be offered as an amendment to the 
amendment. as ; 

Mr. BERRIEN observed ihat sucha course of 
proceeding would. necessarily involve inconsis- 
tencies. ; i 

After some general discussion on the point of 
order, 

The CHAIR put the question to the Senate 
whether the consideration should be given to. the 
amendments of the committee, or those proposed 
by the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. KING explained bis views of the propriety 
of sustaining the right of amending an amend- 
ment, 

Mr. EVANS ask in what particular form the 
Senator proposed to move his amendments. If he 
chose to move it as an amendment to that section 
describing the perschs who may be bankrupts, it 
would be perfectly in order; but certainly not as re- 
gards the first section. 


Mr. WALKER, to obviate all difficulty, would 
move itas an amendment to the 4th section. 

Mr. BERRIEN explained. 

Mr. WALKER would greatly prefer if the Sen- 
ate would allow the vote to be taken on his amend- 
ment; because, if he had to vote on the first three 
sections, it would be on propositions adverse to the 
repeal of the Jaw. 

Mr. ARCHER said he did not see how it would 
commit the Senator to vote for the first three sec- 
tions, on the supposition that his amendments 
would prevail; because he could reserve his vote, 
should his amendments fail, when the bill was re- 
ported back to the Senate. 

It was proposed that the Senate adjourn, or go 
into execntive session—the amendments of the 
Senator from Mississippi being ordered to be 
printed, 

The discussion was continued on the priority of 
amendments by Messrs. CONRAD, BUCHANAN, 
and WALKER; when 

Mr. EVANS hoped the- bill would pass over 
informally. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN hoped not; but 

Mr. TALLMADGE suggested that the Senate 
was not full, and that it would be better to fix an 
hour to-morrow for proceeding with the subject. 

The CHAIR observed, that there was an objec- 
tion to passing it over informally. It might be 
laid on the table, or postponed, but not passed over 
informally; ebjection being made. 

Mr. TALLMADGE moved to postpone the bill 
till to-morrow. 

This was decided in the negative—yeas 16, 
nays 17. 

Mr. BUCHANAN called for a division of the 
question on the amendments. 


Mr. BENTON suggested the propriety of taking 
the whole as one amendment; and, to give time 
for consideration, he moved to postpone the subject 
till to-morrow at 12 o’clock. * 

Mr. EVANS tock the ground that the whole of 
the amendments could be considered only as one 
amendment; and it was unquestionably in order, 
for the amendment of the Senator from Mississippi 
was first in order as an amendment to that amend- 
ment. i 

The CHAIR then decided that the motion of the 
Senator from Mississippi was in order. 

Mr. BERRIEN objected; and, wishing for time 
to consider the amendment, moved to postpone the 
subject till to-morrow at 12 o’oclock. 

The question of postponement was carried— 
ayes 20, noes 16 ` 
Mr. EVANS submitted the report of the Com- 
mittee of Conference on the disagreeing votes in 
relation to so much of the army bill as authorized 
the appointment of ten cadets from the country at 
large. ‘Phe report of the committee was, that the 
House recede from its disagreement to the Sen- 

ate’s amendment. 

The report was concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT pre tem. laid before the 
Senate a communication from the Treasury De- | 


——_ 


partment, stating that the annual statement on 
commerce and navigation could not be completed 
in time to transmit to Congress before the adjourn- 
ment, and recommending that. power be given to 
the Secretary of the Senate to receive it, and have 
it printed during the recess. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON moved an order giving 
the Secretary of the Senate authority to receive, 


` and to have printed, 2,000 copies of the statement 


above, in addition to the usua? quantity. ` 

Messrs. KING and ARCHER objected to the 
printing of so many, as useless, f 

Messrs. EVANS and HUNTINGTON main- 
tained that it was a document of great importance 
to the commercial. community, and hoped 2,000 
copies additional would be printed. 

Mr. BENTON svggested a modification of the 
number to 520; which suggestion the mover of the 
motion refused to yield to. j 

Mr. WALKER then suggested 1,500 copies. 
This was received; and the order, thus modified, 
was agreed fo, 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Senate 
acommunication from the Treasury Department, 
covering statements showing the official emolu- 
ments and expenses of the officers of the customs; 
which was crdered to be printed. 

Also, laid before the Senate a communication 
fromthe War Department, in compliance with a 
resolution of the Senate of the 21st instant, a copy 
of the contract entered into by Robert Fulton for 
the construction of certain steamers; which, on mo- 
tion of Mr. YOUNG, wes ordered to be printed. 

Also, laid before the Senate a message from the 
President of the United States, t-ansmitting, in 
compliance witha resolution of the Senate of the 
20ih instant, a report from the State Department, of 
the correspondence relating to the quintuple treaty; 
which was, on motion by Mr. BENTON, ordered 
to be printed. f 

On motion by Mr. ALLEN, the Senate then 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
-Fripay, February 24, 1843. 


Mr. McCLELLAN of New York presented the 
petition of Hannah Parkman and others, of the 
city of Hudson, New York, praying an extension 
of the widows’ pension act of July, 1838. 


MILITARY DISTRICTS. 

Mr. C. H. WILLIAMS asked the favor of the 
House to discharge the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union from the further consider- 
ation of the bill to divide the United States into 
two military divisions. 

Mr. GOGGIN opposed the motion; and alleged, 
as a reason for its net being adopted, that the 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs 
was absent, — 

Mr. C. H. WILLIAMS said the bill was a bant- 
ling of his own, and therefore -he thought he ought 
to be permitted to nurse it, without waiting for the 
members cf the Military Committee to return from 
New Jersey, Philadelphia, and all about the Union. 

The question was taken on the motion to dis- 
charge the Committee of the Whole from the fur 
ther cozsideration of the bill, and resulted—yeas 
63, nays 28. No quorum. 

The fo'lowing bills from the Senate wera read 
the first and second time, and referred: 

An set providing for holdicg a circuit court at 
Williamsport, in the wesiern district of Pennsylva- 
nia: referred to the Cox:mittee on the Judiciary, 
after an ineffectual effort, on the part of Mr. Bip- ` 
Lack, to have it taken up and passed. 

An act for the relief cf the West Feliciana Rail- 
read Company: referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

The navy appropriation bill, returned from the 
Senate with amendments, was taken up; and, af- 
ter the amendment had been read, was referred, 
on motion of Mr. FILLMORE, to the Committee 
on Naval Affaire. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a come 
munication from the Secretary of the Navy, in re« 
lation to the arrivals of American vessels in foreign 
ports: laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Also, a communication from the Treasury Des 


partment, showing the number and compensation 
of the clerks employed in tbat department. 

Also, a report from the Pest Office Department, 
made in compliance with the provisions of the act 
of 24 July, 1836, showing the operations of that de- 
partment for the past year; both of which were 
laid. on the table and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER communicated certain resolves 
of the Territorial Legislature of Wisconsin; which 
were laid on the table and ordered to be printed. 


MILITARY DISTRICTS. ; 

Mr. C. H. WILLIAMS renewed his motion to 
discharge the Committee of the Whole from the 
bill to divide the United States into two military 
districts; which motion was decided in the affirma- 
tive—ayes 88, noes not counted. 

-< Mr. W. then moved to take up the bill for con- 
‘sideration. 

Mr.GRANGER objected. 

Mr. C.H. WILLIAMS moved a suspension of 
the rules; which motion was lost. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL moved to take up the 
bill (No. 649) to suspend the operation of the sec- 
ond section of the act for the apportionment of 
Representatives among the several States, so far as 
the same may affect the election of members of the 
28th Congress, 

Mr. FILLMORE said he would not object, pro- 
vided the gentleman would move also to take up 
the bill regulating the taking of testimony in cases 
of contested elections, 

_ Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL said that he had no 
objection to take up that bill when the other was 
disposed of. 

Mr. TURNEY objecting, 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL moved to suspend the 
rules so far as they regarded the above two bills; 
which motion was carried—ayes 117, noes 30. 

The bill suspending the operations of the second 
section of the apportionment bill was then taken 
up and read. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL said that the object of 
‘this bill was simply to suspend the operations of 
the second section of the act for the apportionment 
of Representatives among the several States, so 
far asit affected the election of members of the 
next Congress. From present circumstances, there 
was every reason to believe that the preceding 
clauses of the apportionment law would go quiet- 
ly into operation, notwithstanding the loud clamor 
that was raised at it in various parts of the coun- 
try at the time of its passage. In every case but 
one, the people had given unequivocal evidence 
that it met their approval; and that single excep- 
tion was the State of New Hampshire, which he 
had no doubt would, in time, be induced to sup- 
port ite But the condition of things in New 
Hampshire was not the only obstacle to carrying 
the law into operation. In the State of Georgia, 
the elections came on previous to the time of the 
meeting of their Legislature; and though the Le- 
gislature on its meeting proceeded almost imme- 
diately to divide the State into congressional dis- 
tricts for the twenty-ninth Congress, yet the elec- 
tions for the twenty-eighth Congress having al- 
ready taken place, they had no power under the 
constitution to set them aside, and order new 
elections. The same state of things had happened 
in Missouri; but he was informed that a majority 
of the people of that State were in favor of the 
district system, and they would eventually adopt it. 

Mr. J.C. EDWARDS said that the gentleman 
was mistaken—-a majority of the Legislature be- 
lieved that the act of Congress was unconstitu- 
tional. 

Mr. CAMPBELL said that he would waive that 
point for the present; it was not necessary for his 
argument. Nearly a similar state of things ex- 
isted in Mississippi as in Georgia and Missouri. 
Under these circumstances, it appeared to him, 
abat not only sound policy, but justice required the 
passage of this law, or one of a similar character, 

f tbey refused to do it, they must exclude from 
Congress the representatives of three States, which 
have had no opportunity to comply with the pro- 
visions of the apportionment act. Persons who 
had been elected in these States would present 
themselves, claiming their seats here; and acol- 
jision would probably take place, such as had 


was for their interest or not. 
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never been witnessed in this country, It was true 
the Governor of Georgia had vetoed the bill passed 
by the Legislature of his State for laying it off 
into congressional districts; but this did not weaken 
the claim of the people of that State to be rep- 
resented here in the next Congress. It only showed 
that the Governor had such a contempt for the 
opinion of his constituents, that he would not per- 
mit them to judge for themselves, whether the law 
At the next meeting 
of the Legislature, the State will have a Chief 
Magistrate willing to carry the views of the peo- 
ple into effect. 

It might seem out of place for him, at this time, 
to enter into any argument in favor of the appor- 
tionment law; but he could not refrain from no- 
ticing a few of the considerations which, it ap- 
peared to him, ought to recommend it to favorable 
notice. One of its most important advantages was 
the securing equality and uniformity in elections. 
It could not fail to be perceived that the greatest 
inequality had hitherto existed. Thus, a State 
which elected by general ticket, wiih one-seventh 
of the population of the great State of New York, 
outvoted that great State three times to one. If 
gentlemen would make the calculation, they would 
find that every citizen of New Jersey exercised 
twenty times the political power cf a citizen of 
New York. He might go on with the illustration, 
and show that New Hampshire outvoted Pennsyl- 
vania, with three times her population. Gentle- 
nen who would observe the signs of the times, 
wold be convinced that this was an evil that was 
grow ng, and that would soon force every one of 
the Sia £s to adopt the general-ticket system. 

He then pointed out the tendency of the general- 
ticket sysiem to produce sectional divisions, dan- 
gerous even to the existence of the Union ivsetf. 
The reason why the people of this country were 
the most obedient to law of any people on the face 
of the earth, was simply because they believed that 
they lived under a Government of their own cre- 
ation, and in which, therefore, they could place 
confidence. But the modus operandi of the general- 
ticket system—the nomination of a ticket at some 
central point for which the people must vote, 
though the candidates were entirely unknown to 
them, or they need not vote at all—placed the pos- 
sessors of the franchise at the mercy of a central 
oligarchy; and thus distrust and dissatisfaction were 
occasioned. There were many other considera- 
tions, equal in importance to those he had men- 
tioned—yea, even much greater—which must rec- 
ommend the scheme he advocated to the American 
people. But as the subject was fully discussed at 
the last session of Congress, and as all those ques- 
tions had been long before the people, he should 
allude to a few only. The first to which he would 
allude was its importance in restoring the Demo- 
cratic principle of Government, which was now 
entirely destroyed. The next was, its importance 
in preserving the influence of the small States 
from the vortex into which the adoption of the 
general-ticket system would ingulf them—a crisis 
to which they were fast hastening. ‘Further its 
importance as a restoration of the voice of repre- 
sentatives, who were now entirely silenced by the 
general-ticket system. In addition to these, he 
enumerated other important points, and then ap- 
pealed to the House to pursue a system of concilia- 
tion and compromise, which was found at the 
foundation of our Government. 

He pursued his remarks at some length, and en- 
treated the House to avoid the scenes which must 
be witnessed at the commencement of the next Con- 
gress, if some such measure were notagreed upon, 
He then replied to some legal objections which had 
been raised, and by eminent authority showed 
that this was not suchan ex post facto law as the 
Constitution forbade. He quoted largely from 
Dallas’s reports, the opinions of Mr. Justice Chase, 
and Chief Justice Marshall, and likewise from the 
report of the Committee of Etections, in which 
this question was fully discussed. 

He concluded his remarks by expressing the 
hope that the bill would be allowed to pass, and 
thereby avoid much confusion which would ensue 
at the next meeting of Corgress, and which 
would, he thought, inevitably result; from the 


fact that, however: disposed the. House might be 
to repeal the present law directing the States to 
district their territory, such a measure could not 
pass the Senate. oe 
Mr. FILLMORE obtained the floor,and moved 
the previous question. : a 
Mr. TURNEY moved that the bill té laid.on the 
table. py SE 
Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL asked for the yeas. and. 
nays; which were ordered, zi 
The question was taken on laying the dillon ‘the 


“table, and resulied—yeas 71, nays 115,-‘as. fole 


lows: f 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Babcock, Barnard, Birdseye, 
Blair, Boardman, Boits, Briggs, Bronson, Jeremiah Brown, 
Burnell, Caruthers, John C. Clark, Staley N. Clarke, James 
Cooper, Cravens, Crawford, Dean, Deberry, John Edwards, 
Fessenden, Fillmore, Fornance, Goggin, P. G. Goode, Gordon, 
Granger, Green, Bays, Henry, Hopkins, Hubard, Hunt, James 
Irvin, James, Cave Johnson, John P. Kennedy, Andrew Ken- 
nedy, King, Lion, McKay, McKennan, Alfred Marshall, Mathiot, 
Mattocks, Meriwether, Morris, Morrow, Owsley, Partridge, 
Pope, Ramsey, Benjamin Randall, Alexander Randall, Rayner, 
Ridgway, Riggs, James M. Russell, Sanford, Shepperd,, Sny- 
der, Stratton, Summers, ‘Furney, }Undet wood, Joseph L. 
cane H. Williams, White, Winthrop, Yorke, and John Young 
—7i. 

NAYS—Messrs. L.W. Andrews, Arnold, Arrington, Atherton, 
Baker, Barton, Beeson, Bidlack, Borden, Bowne, Brewster, 
Aaron V. Brown, Milton Brown, Burke, William Butler, Wm, 
O. Butler, P. C. Caldwell, J. Campbell, W. B. CanipbeHl, T, J. 
Campbell, Casey, Chapman, Chittenden, Clinton, Coles, M. A. 
Cooper, Cowen, Cranston, Cross, Danie], G. Davis, R. D. Davis, 
Dawson, Doan, Doig, John C, Edwards, Egbert, Everett, Ferris, 
John G. Floyd, Gambie, Gentry, Gerry, Gilmer, Graham, 
Gustine, Gwin, Halsted, Harris, Holmes, Houck, Houston, 
Hudson, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R., Ingersoll, William. 
W. Irwin, Jack, John W. Jones, Isaac D. Jones, Lane, Lewia, 
Littlefield, Lowell, Abraham McClellan, Robert: McClellan, 
McKeon, Mallory, Marchand, Mathews, Maynard, Mitchell, 
Moore, Morgan, Newhard, Oliver, Oshorne, Parmenter, Fayne, 
Pickens, Plumer, Powell, Read, Reding, Rencher, Reynolds, 
Roosevelt, William Russel], Saunders, Shaw, Shields, Steen- 
rod, Stokely, Alexander H. II. Stuart, John T. Stuart, Sum- 
ter, Taliaferro, John B. Thompson, Jacob Thompson, Tilling- 
hast, Toland, Tomlinson, Trotti, Van Buren, Van Rensse- 
laer, Ward, Washington, Watterson, Weller, Westbrook, 
Edward D. White, Thos. W. Williams, Joseph L. Williams, 
Wise, Wood, and Augustus Young—115. 

The question recurring on the motion for the 
previous question, l 

Mr. MARK A. COOPER rose, and respectfully 
requested the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
FıLLMoReE] to withdraw the previous question for a 
few moments. Mr. C. said bis friend from South 
Carolina [Mr. CAMPBELL] had assumed to take the 
Governor of Georgia to task here, for an official act 
performed. He (Mr. C.) would be happy to have 
an opportunity to put bis friend from South Caro- 
lina right in this assumption, and to enable him to 
entertain some just views of State rights. 

Mr. FILLMORE refused to withdraw the pres 
vious question; the call for which was sustained, 
and the main question ordered to be now put. 

The bill was then ordered to its engrossment; 
and, having been read a third time, 

Mr. FILLMORE called the previous question 
on the passage; which was sustained. 

The yeas and nays were taken, and resulted— 
yeas 90, nays 91, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Arnold, Arrington, Atherton, Barton, Bee- 
son, Bidlack, Borden, Bowne, Brewster, Aaron V, Brown, 
Burke, William Butler, William O. Butler, John Campbell, 
William B., Campbell, Thomas J, Campbell, Casey, Chap- 
man, Clinton, Coles, Mark A. Cooper, Cowen, Cranston, 
Cross, Cushing, Daniel, Richard D. Davis, Dawson, Doan, 
Doig, John C. Edwards, Egbert, Everett, Ferris, Gamble, 
Gentry, Gerry, Gilmer, Gustine, Gwin, Halsted, Harris, Hast- 
ings, Holmes, Houck, Houson, Hubard, Charles J. Ingersoll, 
Jack, Isaac D, Jones, Lane, Lewis, Littlefield, Lowell, Abra- 
ham McClellan, Robert McClellan, Mallory, Marchand, Mitch- 
ell, Newhard, Parmenter, Partridge, Payne, Plumer, Pope, 
Reed, Reding, Rencher, Reynolds, Rhett, Riggs, Sanford, 
Saunders, Shaw, Shields, Snyder, Stokely, Alexander H. H. 
Stuart, Sumter, Taliaferro, Jacob Thompson, Tillinghast, 
Trotti, Van Buren, Van Rensselaer, Wallace, Watterson 
Westbrook, Edward D., White, Thomas W, Williams, and 
Wood—90. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Sherlock J, Andrews, Ay- 
crigg, Babcock, Baker, Barnard, Birdseye, Blair, Boardman, 
Botta, Briggs, Brockway, Bronson, Jeremiah Brown, Burnell, 
Caruthers, Chittenden, John C. Clark, Staley N. Clarke, 
James Cooper, Cravens, Crawford, Garrett Davia, Deberry, 
John Edwards, Fessenden, Fillmore, Giddings, Patrick G. 
Goode, Gordon, Graham, Granger, Green, Henry, Hopkins, 
Hudson, Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoli, James Irvin, William 
W. Irwin, James, Cave Johnson, John P, Kennedy, Andrew 
Kennedy, King, Linn, McKay, McKennan, Alfred Marshall, 
Mathiot, Mattocks, Maxwell, Maynard, Meriwether, Moore, 
Morgan, Morris, Morrow, Osborne, Owsley, Powell, Ram- 
sey, Benjamin Randall, Alexander Randall, Randolph, Ray- 
ner, Ridgway, William Russell, James M., Russell, Saltonstall, 
Shepperd, Steenrod, Stratton, John T., Stuart, Summers, 
Toland, Tomlinson, Triplett, Turney, Underwood, Washing- 
ton, Wehen Joseph ae ahaa H.: Williania, 
osep a iniams, inthrop, ise, Yorke, Augus 
Young, and John Young—91.. i eet: 


So the bill was rejected, 
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-of those who believed that. righteousness -exalteth 
ra. nation.. He. would, -therefore,:move - that: the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole, 


ito take ap the French spoliation bill, and do jus, 


tice. ; : . 
oy” Mr: MALLORY. moved a reconsideration of the 
vote just taken, on rejecting the bill to suspend the 
operations: of the apportionment act; and moved 
the previous question on the motion. Mr.M. 
«however, withdrew the motion at the request of 
Mr... WISE, who: promised to renew it, after ma- 
“king an explanation. : 
„Mr. WISE said that he voted forthe bill fixing 
the ratio: of- representation, because he believed 
that it was: necessary, and ought to pass, and he 
“did so, though he believed that the second section 
Was a nullity, and would be set aside by the next 
‘Congress. Now this bill proposed to repeal the 
‘section of a law, which he believed to be a nullity; 
and for him to vote for it, would be to declare that 
he believed that section to be operative. With this 
explanation, he would renew the motion for the 
previous question. 
The previous question was then seconded, and 
the main question ordered; when . 
Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL called for the yeas and 
mays on the main question; which were ordered, 
and resulted in yeas 93, nays 100, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Arnold, Arrington, Atherton, Barton, Bee- 
son, Bidlack, Borden, Bowne, Brewster, Briggs, Aaron V. 
Brown, Charles Brown, Burke, William Butler, Wm. O. 
Butler, Patrick C. Caldwell, Joho Campbell, William B. 
Campbell, Casey, Clinton, Coles, Mark A. Cooper, Cowen, 
Cranston, Cross, Cushing, Daniel, Richard D. Davis, Daw- 
son, Doan, Doig, Ferris, John G. Floyd, Charles A. Floyd, 
Gamble, Gerry, Gilmer, Goggin, Gustine, Halsted, Harris, 
Hastings, Holmes, Houck, Houston, Mubard, Hunter, Charles 
J. Ingersoll, Jack, John W. Jones, Keim, Littlefield, Lowell, 
Robert McClellan, Mallory, Thomas F. Marshall, Mitchell, 
Moore, Newhard, Parmenter, Payne, Pickens, Plumer, Red- 
ing, Rencher, Reynolds, Rhett, Riggs, Roosevelt, Sanford, 
Saunders, Shaw, Shields, William Smith, Snyder, Stokely, 
Alexander H. H. Stuart, Sumter, Taliaferro, Jacob Thomp- 
son, Tillinghast, Trotti, Van Buren, Van Rensselaer, Wal- 
lace, Ward, Watterson, Westbrook, Edward D. White 
Thomas W. Williams, Christopher Il. Williams, and Wood 
J NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Landaff W: Andrews, 8. 

. Andrews, Aycrigg, Babcock, Baker, Barnard, Birdseye, 
Blair, Boardman, Botts, Brockway, Brongon, Milton Brown, 
Jeremiah Brown, Burnell, Calhoun, Caruthers, Childs, Chit- 
tenden, John C. Clark, Staley N. Clarke, James Cooper, Cra- 
vens, Crawford, Garrett Davis, Deberry, John Edwards, 
John ©, Edwards, Everett, Fessenden, Fillmore, Thomas F, 
Foster, Giddings, William O. Goode, Gordon, Graham, Gran- 

er, Green, Hall, Hays, Henry, Hopkins, Howard, Hudson, 

ant, Joseph R. Ingersoll, James Irvin, William W. Irwin, 
James, Isaac D. Jones, John P. Kennedy, Andrew Kennedy, 
King, Linn, Abraham McClellan, McKay, McKennan, Al- 
fred Marshall, Mathiot, Mattocks, Maxwell, Maynard, Meri- 
wether, Morgan, Morris, Morrow, Osborne, Owsley, Pope, 
Powell, Ramsey, Benjamin Randall, Alexander Randall, 
Randolph, Rayner, Ridgway, William Russell, James M. 
Russell, Baltonstall, Shepperd, Steenrod, Stratton, John T. 
Swart, Summers, John B. Thompson, Toland, Tomlinson, 
Triplett, Turney, Underwood, Washington, Weller, Joseph 
L., White, Joseph L. Williams, Winthrop, Wise, Augustus 
Young, and John Young—100, 


So the motion for reconsideration was rejected. 


Mr. GWIN said that he was temporarily out of 
lhe hall, on business, when his name was called. 
He was anxious to vote for a reconsideration of 
the vote rejecting the bill. 

The SPEAKER said, if there was no objection, 
the gentleman could vote. 

Mr. BRONSON objected. 


CONTESTED ELECTION BILL. 


The SPEAKER announced the bill to regulate 
the taking of testimony in cases of contested elec- 
tions, and for other purposes, to be now in order. 

par SAUNDERS moved to lay the bill on the 
table. 

The yeas and nays were called for, and order- 
ed; and, being taken, resulted—yeas 86, nays 110, 
as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Arrington, Atherton, Beeson, Bowne, Brew- 
gter, Aaron V. Brown, Charles Brown, Burke, William Butler, 
William O, Butler, Patrick ©. Caldwell, Cary, Clinton, Coles, 
Mark A. Cooper, Cross, Cushing, Daniel, Richard D. Davis, 
Dawson, Doan, Doig, John C, Edwards, John G. Floyd, Gerry, 
Goggin, William O. Goode, Gordon, Gustine, Gwin, Harris, 
Hastings, Hays, Holmes, Hopkins, Houck, Houston, Hubard, 
Hunter, Charles J, Ingersoll, William W, Irwin, Cave John- 
son, John W. Jones, Keim, Andrew Kennedy, Lewis, Little- 
field, Lowell, Abraham McClellan, Robert McClellan, McKay, 
Mallory, Marchand, Mathews, Medill, Miller, Newhard. Oliver, 
Payne, Pickens, Plumer, Pope, Read, Reding, Reynolds, Rhett, 
Riggs, Roosevelt, Sanford, Saunders, Shaw, Shietds, Snyder, 
Steenrod, Sumter, Jacob Thompson; Trotti, Turney, Van 
Buren, Ward, Watterson, Weller, Westbrook, Wise, and 
Wood—86. 


Mr: HOLMES: then. observed that he was one. 
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NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Landaff W. Andrews; Sher- 
lock J. Andrews, Arnold, Aycrigg, Babcock, Baker, Barnard, 
Barton, Birdseye, Blair, Boardman, Borden, Botts, Briggs, 
Brockway, Bronson, Milton Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Burnell, 
Calhoun, William B: Campbell, Thomas J, Campbell, Caruth- 


ers, Casey, Childs, Chittenden, John C. Clark, Staley N. Clarke, | 


James Cooper, Cowen, Cranston, Cravens, Crawford, Garrett 
Davis, Deberry, John Edwards, Everett, Fessenden, Fillmore, 


Thos. F. Foster, Gamble, Gentry, Giddings, Patrick G; Goode, ` 
Graham, Granger, Hall, Halsted, Henry, Howard, Hudson, . 
Hunt, Joseph -R.- Ingersoll, James Irvin, James,: Isaac D. 


Jones, John P.: Kennedy, King, Linn, McKennan, Mathiot, 
Mattocks, Maxwell, Maynard, Meriwether, Mitchell, Moore, 
Morgan, Morrow, Osborne, Owsley, Powell, Ramsey, Benja- 
min Randall, Alexander Randall, Randolph, Rayner, Ridgway, 
William Russell, James M. Russell, Saltonstall, Sheppérd, 
Slade, Stokely, Stratton, Alex. H. H. Stuart, John T. Stuart, 
Summers, Taliaferro, John B. Thompson, Tillinghast, Toland, 
Tomlinson, Triplett, Trumbull, Underwood, Van Rensselaer, 
Wallace, Washington, Edward D. White, Joseph L. White, 
Thomas W. Williams, Joseph L. Wiliams, Winthrop, Yorke, 
Augustus Young, and John Young—110. 

So the motion to lay on the table was not car- 
ried. , 

Mr. HALSTED moved to amend ‘the bill so 

as to make it precisely like the bill passed at the 
last session, and the amendment was agreed to. 
» The bill was then ordered to be engrossed under 
the operatien of the previous question, and it was 
read a third time;and the question recurred on its 
passage, on which Mr. FILLMORE moved the 
previous question. 

Mr. WELLER called for the yeas and nays 
on the passage of the bill, which he said had been 
hurried through in such profound silence, that they 
scarcely knew whatit was. [Loud cries of “Oh, 
i’s the bill which Captain Tyler pocketed at the 
close of the last session;’? and ‘counter cries of 
“Well, as there are not ten days of the session 
remaining, he may pocket it again.”} 

The yeas and nays being taken, resulted—yeas 
105, nays 82, as follows: 

YEAS —Mesgrs. Adams, Allen, Landaff W. Andrews, Sher- 
lock J. Andrews, Arnold, Aycrigg, Babcock, Baker, Bar- 
nard, Birdseye, Blair, Boardman, Borden, Botts, Briggs, Brock- 
way, Bronson, Milton Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Burnell, Cal- 
houn, William B. Campbell, Thomas J. Campbell, Caruthers, 
Casey, Childs, Chittenden, John ©. Clark, Staley N. Clarke, 
James Cooper, Cowen, Cranston, Cravens, Crawford, Garrett 
Davis, Deberry, John Edwards, Everett, Fessenden, Fillmore, 
Gatcs, Gentry, Graham, Granger, Green, Halsted, Henry, 
Howard, Hudson, Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, James Irvin, 
James, John P. Kennedy, King, Linn, McKennan, Samson 
Mason, Mathiot, Mattocks, Maxwell, Maynard, Meriwether, 
Mitchell, Moore, Morgan, Morrow, Osborne, Owsley, Powell, 
Ramsey, Benjamin Randall, Alexander Randall, Randolph, 
Rayner, Ridgway, William Russell, James M. Russell, Sal- 
tonstall, Shepperd, Slade, Stokely, Stratton, Alexander A. H. 
Stuart, John T. Stuart, Summers, Taliaferro, John B. Thomp- 
son, Tillinghast, Toland, Tomlinson, Trumbull, Underwood, 
Van Rensselaer, Wallace, Washington, Edward D. White, 
Joseph L. White, Thomas W., Williams, Christopher Wil- 
liams, Joseph L. Williams, Winthrop, Yorke, Augustus Young, 
and John Young—105. 

NAYS—Messrs. Arrington, Atherton, Beeson, Bidlack, 
Bowne, Brewster, Aaron V. Brown, Charles Brown, Burke, 
William O. Butler, Patrick C. Caldwell, John Campbell, 
Cary, Clinton, Coles, Mark A. Cooper, Cushing, Daniel, Rich- 
ard D. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Egbert, Ferris, John G. Floyd, 
Thomas F. Foster, Gamble, Gerry, Goggin, William O. Goode, 
Gordon, Gustine, Hastings, Holmes, Hopkins, Houston, Hub- 
ard, Ilunter, Charles J. Ingersoll, William W. Irwin, Cave 
Johnson, John W. Jones, Keim, Lewis, Littlefield, Lowell, 
Abraham McClellan, Robert McClellan, McKay, McKeon, 
Mallory, Marchand, Alfred Marshall, Mathews, Medill, Mil- 
ler, Newhard, Oliver, Partridge, Payne, Plumer, Pope, Rey- 
nolds, Rhett, Riggs, Roosevelt, Sanford, Saunders, Shaw, Wil- 
tiam Smith, Snyder, Steenrod, Sumter, Sweney, Jacob Thomp- 
son, Trotti Turney, Ward, Watterson, Weller, Westbrook, 
Wise, and Wood—s2. 

So the bill was passed. 

Mr. FILLMORE then rose and moved that the 
House resolve itself into a Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

After much confusion, and a variety of ques- 
tions of order, the motion to go into comnnittee 
was put, and carried; and Mr. Fressenpen took 
the chair. 

Mr. GWIN moved to take up Senate bill to 
refund the fine imposed on General Jackson at 
New Orleans. 

Mr. FILLMORE proposed to take up the civil 
and diplomatic appropriation bill. 

Mr. GWIN hoped the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means would permit the com- 
mittee to consider this bill, in order that a vole 
might be taken upon itin the House. He did net 
desire to discuss it. He wanted action, and he 
hoped action would be had on the bill. 

Mr. FILLMORE would not object if it did 
not Jead to discussion; otherwise he must, as it was 
his. duty to press the appropriation bills. 

Mr. ADAMS said he wished to discuss the bill 
for the relief of Gen. Jackson. 


Mr. FILLMORE rose to a point of order. Do 
not the appropriation bills have. precedence of all 
others for consideration. in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The CHAIR decided that they had. 

Mr. GWIN inquired whether a vote would not 
be taken upon his motion to take up first-the bill to 
refund 'the fine imposed on General Jackson. 

The CHAIR decided not. E 

Mr. CUSHING named the bill to execute. the 
treaty of Washington. 

Mr. WINTHROP named the light-house bill. 

Mr. J..C.. EDWARDS named the bill allowing 
certain drawbacks. 

Mr. MEDILL named the Senate bill for the oc- 
cupation of Oregon. 

The CHAIR read the 75th rule of the House; 
according to which, general appropriation bills are 
to have preference over other bils, unless a ma- 
jority of the committee should otherwise order. 

The question was taken on the motion to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the civil and diplomatic 
appropriation bill, and it was carried—ayes 85, 
noes 52. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIA- 
TION BILL. 


The bill making appropriations for the ‘civil 
and diplomatic service of the United States for the 
fiscal year, beginning June 30, 1843, to the 30th of 
June, 1844, was taken up and read. 

Mr. G. DAVIS offered the following amend- 
ment as an additional clause to the appropriation 
for books, maps, &c., for the State Department: 


* For the payment of all claims which T. Allen has against the 
United States for printing 20 000 copies of the Compendium or 


` Abridgement of the Sixth Census by counties and principal 


towns; together with the tables of apportionment, as prepared 
at the State Department forthe use of Congress, the sum of 
$15,849 64; and for the payment of all claims which Blair & 
Rives have against the United States for printing 10,000 copies of 
the same document, $8,924 82, 


Mr.G. DAVIS called for the reading of the re- 
port of the select committee on the subject of the 
printing of the Compendium of the Sixth Census, 
and it was read. 

The amendment was agreed to nem. con. 

When the clause making an appropriation for 
the surveyor general of Iowa was read— 

Mr. DODGE of lowa offered an amendment, 
providing that the said surveyor general shall re- 
side within the district for which he is surveyor 
general, and discharge the duties of the said office. 

Mr. D. stated that he offered the amendment 
which he had just sent to the Chair, under a sol- 
emn sense of duty to his constituents, and to the 
public service. He had no personal ill feeling 
towards the present incumbent to gratify. But, 
sit, (said Mr. D.) the absence of the present in- 
cumbent, General James Wilson, from his post, 
has been so frequent, and so long protracted, as to 
call aloud for remedy or redress. It has been not 
only the subject of animadversion in the public 
press of the Territory and of the country; but, sir, 
it has been brought to my attention, as Delegate, 
in numerous letters, from gentiemen of the highest 
respectability, residing in the town of Dubuque— 
where the office is by law located—and in that vi- 
civity. One of these letters (said Mr. D.) I will 
send to the Chair, that an extract, which I have 
marked, may be read, for the information of the 
House, The extract is as follows: 


Dusvave, lowa TERRITORY, 
December 13, A.D. 1842, 

Dear Sir: I venture to trouble you on a subject that has be- 
come one of general complaint. I refer to the jaw of Congress, 
establishing the surveyor general’s office for Wisconsin and 
Iowa. There is no provision in that act, requiring the sur- 
veyor general to reside at the place where he is to keep his 
office; the consequence is, that the present incumbent, James 
Wilson, esq., resides with his family, about two thousand 
miles hence; and the consequence of that is, that out of. the 
twenty months he has enjoyed the emoluments of that office, 
he has not been here six months, all counted. If this js notan 
outrage, then I know not what is, When Mr. Ellis and Gen- 
eral Jones had the office, they were obliged to have their res- 
idence at this place, Ihave not the least doubt but that Con- 
gress intended that, by locating the office here, it also intended 
the incumbent should be located in the same place; but the in- 
genuity of some folks is a caution. Here is one specimen: by 
locating the office here, means that. the office-holder may re- 
side two thousand miles off. J think you would have no dife- 
ficulty in getting an amendment to that law, so as to requir, 
the incumbent to reside here with Ais famuly,if he has any 
as well as keep his office here. You must be very careful in 
framing the amendment, or Yankee cunniog will get the better 
of it. Tama Yankee myself, but J do. abominate these smooth, 


: 


tongued: silvey-heeled, office si 
iticians, playing such games with Western good nature, 
Mr. FILLMORE: inguired who was the writer 


. of the letter.. 


` Mr. DODGE replied that he did not wish to give 
the name of his correspondent, his permission to 
do so not having been given in the letter; but he 
would tell the gentleman from New York, that he 
(Mr. D.) endorsed the statements contained in that 
letter. So far as they related to the surveyor gen- 
eral, and for what he said and done in reference to 
this matter, he was ready and willing, at any time, 
to hold himself personally or in any ether way 
accountable to General Wilson, or any of his 
friende, here or elsewhere. 

__ Mr, D. said he would also read to the House an 
editorial article which appeared in the “Miner's 
Express,” of the 24ih of November last, (a news- 
paper published in the town of Dubuque,) strongly 
condemnatory ef the conduct of this public func- 
tionary, every word of which he believed was 
strictly true. 

Mr. D. commenced to read; when 

Mr. FILLMORE objected. He contended that 
it Was not in order to introduce newspaper articles 
of this character. He knew but little of this sur- 
veyor general, or of the manner in which he had 
discharged the duties of his office; but he would 
say, that he thought he should no more be required 
to keep his family in the Territory, than should a 
member of Congress be required to bring his fam- 
ily to Washington with him. 

Mr. DODGE said that the gentleman was argu- 
ing under a misapprehension. His amendment 
did not require the surveyor general to keep his 
family with him, butsimply to reside in the district. 

Mr. D. said that be was unwilling to take 
up the time of the House in the discussion of this 
subject; but if there was to be opposition to his 
amendment, he wished to show, by reference to 
the date of the annual report of this surveyor gen- 
eral, that it was not received until late in January, 
owing to his absence; when it should have been 
here, ready to be submitted to Congress at the com- 
mencement of the session. 

(Here there was a general cry over the House, 
‘Agreed! that’s right. We willadopt your amend- 
ment.”] 

The question was then taken; and the amend- 
ment was agreed to. 

Mr. MERIWETHER moved to strike out the 
item “for compensation of the secretary to sign 
patents for public lands, $1,500.” 

Mr. MEDILL and Mr. WELLER opposed the 
motion to strike out, 

Mr. BRONSON advocated the motion, and the 
transfer of the duties of that office to some existing 
clerk in the departments, rather than leaving them 
to be discharged by a secretary of executive ap- 
pointment (at present Mr. Robert Tyler.) 


Mr. TILLINGHAST, Mr. W. B. CAMPBELL, 
Mr. FILLMORE, Mr. WARD, Mr. EVERETT, 
Mr. HUNT, Mr. PROFFIT, and Mr. WISE, con- 
tinued a conversation in relation tu the propriety 
of making the change now proposed for some time 

Mr. MERIWETHER addressed the committee 
in favor of his motion, and in reply to the remarks 
of those gentlemen who had opposed it. 

Mr. G. DAVIS and Mr. ARNOLD foilowed 
in advocacy of the motion to sirike out the appro- 
priation. 

Mr. ADAMS addressed the committee for seme 
time, giving his testimony against bill 548, and also 
against the motion to strike out the appropriation 
for the President’s secretary. 

Mr. WELLER moved that the committee rise; 
which motion was rejected—ayes 61, noes 71. 

After some remarks from Messrs. BRONSON, 
and COOPER of Georgia, the question was taken 
on the amendment; and it was rejected-—~ayes 41, 
noes 87. 

On motion by Mr. WELLER, the committee 
then rose; and 

The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Saturpay, February 25, 1843. 
On motion by Mr. EVANS, the reading of the 
journal was dispensed with. 


seekers, and broken down pol- 


Le 
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- Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on Com- 


} merce, reported back, without amendment, and with 


a recommendation that it do pass, the bill from the 
House, making an appropriation to- test the prac- 


„ticability of establishing a system of electro-mag- 


‘netic telegraphs for the United States. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON, from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported back, without amendment, 
House bill entitled. “An act awenda‘ory of the act 
for the relief of sick and disabled seamen,” and 

Oa motion by Mr. HUNTINGTON, the above 
bill was taken up as in committee of the whole, 
considered, and, there being no amendment, it was 
reported to the Senaet; and, according to order, read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. H., also, from the Committee on Commerce, 
reported back, without amendment, House bill en- 
titled “An act for the better security of the lives 
of passengers on board of vessels propelled in 
whole or in part by steam,” approved July Tth, 
1838. 

Mr. PHELPS, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, made adverse reports (which were 
ordered to be printed) on the petition of the legal 
representatives of Chas. M. 'Thruston, an officer of 
the Revolution, praying commutation pay; and 
the petition of the heirs of William Williams, a 
captain in the army of the Revolution, praying for 
comrautation pay; and the petition of the heirs of 
Brighton Payne, an officer of the Revolution, 
praying for the allowance of half pay. 

Also, from the same committee, made an ad- 
verse report (which was ordered to be printed) on 
the bill from the House for the relief of Sylvia Un- 
derwood. 


On motion by Mr. BAGBY, 


Resolved, That the President be requested to communicate 
to the Senate, at the commencement of the next session of Con- 
gress, a statement showing the annual amount of the appropria- 
tions for the support of the recaptured Africans, from the com- 
mencement of such appropriations to the present time; also, 
the annual numberof recaptured Africans who haye had the 
benefit of such appropriations; also, the number of such recap- 
tured Africans now in the Liberia colony; also, the manner 
anil form, and by what agents, and at what expense, the money 
so appropriated has been applied to its object, and how account» 
ed for; also, a copy of the accounts showing the expenditure of 
such money for the year 1842, if rendered for that year; and if 
not, then for the last year for which such accounts may have 
been rendered; and whether there is reason to believe any other 
than recaptured Africans receive any benefit from said appro- 
priations, 

Several adverse reports of standing committees, 
on private claims, were taken up, and concurred 
in. 

The following resolution, introduced by Mr. 
Benton on yesterday, was taken up and agreed 
to, viz: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested, if compatible with his sense of the public interest, to 
communicate to the Senate a copy of the despatch received 
from Mr. Everett, dated the 3d of February instant; also, a copy 
of the despatch of Lord Aberdeen of December, 1841, to 
the American Secretary of State; and a copy of the answer, 
ifany, which was given by the American Secretary to that des- 
patch. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. Evans on yes- 
terday, providing that on and after Monday next 
the hour of meeting shall be 10 o’clock, and that 
the Senate take a recess on each day from 3 to 5 
o'clock, was taken up for consideration. 

Mr. BAYARD was opposed to thesecond branch 
of the resolution, providing for a recess; and called 
for a division of the question. 

Fhe question on the first branch of the resolu- 
tion was adopted on yeas and nays—yeas 29, 
nays 2. 

The question being on the second branch of the 
resolution, providing for a recess—— 

Mr. TAPPAN moved to strike out “5,” and in- 
sert “4”, 

This proposition was agreed to. 

The question recurring on the second branch of 
the resolution, Messrs. BAYARD and ARCHER 
opposed it, and Messrs. EVANS and BATES 
advocated its adoption. Then, the question being 
put, the second branch was rejected, on a count— 
ayes 13, noes 14, 

On motion by Mr. CRITTENDEN, the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs was discharged from the 
furiher consideration of the resolutions of the Legis- 
fature of the State of Arkansas, on the subject of 
the military defences for the protection of the Arkan- 
sas frontier; the resolutions of the Legislature of Indi- 
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ana, in favor of the passage of a law granting bonn- 
ty land to the militia and rangers who served in the 
last war; the bill making provision for. the pay- 
ment of some of the Missouri militia; and of the 
petition of Alvin C, Goell, praying encouragement 
for an invention for the manufacture of. fire- 
rockets. ' oe 

Mr. LINN presented a petition from Martin 
Fenwick, praying confirmation of his title to-a 
tract of land in Missouri; which was referred to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims, 

Also, presented joint resolutions of the Legisla~ 
ture of Missouri, in relation to the fine imposed on 
General Jackson by Judge Hall at New Orleans, 
asserting that that fine was unjustly imposed; and 
recommending the passage of a law for its uneon- 
ditional repayment, which were ordered to lie on 
the table, and be printed. 

Ca motion by Mr. EVANS, the. previous orders 
of the day were postponed, and the.Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration, as in committee of the 
whole, of the bill for regulating the currency of 
foreign gold and silver coins in the United States, 

Mr. EVANS moved to amend the bill, by stri- 
king out the fourth section, which, he hoped, would 
remove the objection heretofore urged against the 
bill by the honorable Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
BENTON. } 

Mr. BENTON was understood to acquiesce in 
the passage of the bill, if it was amended as pro- 
posed; believing that it might be safely passed in 
that form. 

The amendment was then agreed to; and there 
being no further amendment proposed, the bill 
was reported to the Senate, and was read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. EVANS, the bill to compute 
at the custom-honse, according to the Federal cur- 
rency, the value of German and other foreign 
coins, was then taken up as in committee of the 
whole. The bill was amended, on the motion of 
Mr. EVANS. It was then reported to the Senate, 
and, according to order, read the third time, and 
passed. r 

On motion by Mr. TAPPAN, the Senate then 
proceeded to consider bills on the general orders. 

The bill to authorize the making of permanent 
contracts for the transportation of the United States 
mail upon railroads, came up in order, as in com: 
mittee of the whole; but, without being considered, 
was, on the motion of Mr. EVANS, laid on the 
table. Subsequently, Fe ; 

Mr. MERRICK moved that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the above bill, It was his 
desire to have an expression of the opinion of the 
Senate upon it. The Senate, however, without a 
division, refused to consider it. 

The following bills from the House were then 
considered as in committee of the whole, reported 
to the Senate, and finally passed, viz: 

An act for the relief of John Core. 

An act for the relief of Thomas D. Gilson. 

An act for the relief of John E. Hunt and 
others. 

An act for the relief of Robert G. Ford. 

An act for the relief of Wm. Fabre, 

The bill from the House for the relief of George 
Randall, John C. Haskel!, and Elisha H. Homes, 
was taken up as in committee of the whole, on 
amendments recommended by the Committee on 
Claims. The amendments having been agreed to, 
the bill was reported to the Senate, and ordered to 

e engrossed for a third reading. 

On motion by Mr. WOODBRIDGE, the pre- 
vious orders of the day were postponed, and the 
Senate took up, asin committee of the whole, the 
bill reported from the Committee on the Library, 
proposing to contract for publishing the continuation 
of the old congressional debates, and for the publi- 
cation of the future congressional debates. 

Mr. W. explained the great importance, for the 
purpose of preserving a correct history of Congress, 
ofhaving the printing of the old debates completed, 
which bad been heretofore subscribed for; and 
especially for encouraging the reprinting and print- 
ing of the future debates, : i : 

Messrs. TAPPAN and BERRIEN made some 
remarks as to the proper manner of entering into 
the coniract. i 
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Mr. WRIGHT opposed the passage of the bill, | 
and moved to lay iton the table. i 

This motion was tested by yeas and nays, and 
decided in the negative—yeas 18, nays 23. 

: Mr. SEVIER expressed a. wish, if Congress 
was again to give encouragement to the publish-. 
ing and printing of those debates, that full reports 
of both sides of the question would be published, 
and not be tinctured by party bias, as heretofore. 

On motion by Mr. BAYARD, (for the purpose 
of proceeding to the consideration of the bank- 
rupt.bill,) the above bill was postponed till Mon- 
day. 

Engrossed bill to continue ia force the act for 
the final adjustment of private land claims in Mis- 

. souri, approved the 9:b of July, 1832, and the act 

supplemental thereto, approved the 2d March, 1833, 

was read the third time, and passed. 


THE BANKRUPT ACT.. 


The unfinished business of yesterday was then 
resumed; being the further consideration, as in 
committee of the whole, of the House bill for the 
repeal of the bankrupt act, and the amendments 
proposed by the Judiciary Committee; the pending 
question being on Mr. WaLker’s amendment, as 
follows: 


And be it further enacted, That, when any private incor- 
porated banking company shall fail, upon presentment to said 

ank of any of its notes, checks, or bills, to pay and redeem 
the same in specie, said failure shali be regarded as an act of 
bankruptcy; and the holder of said note, check, or bill, so neg- 
lected to be paid as aforesaid, may, upon affidavit of the facis, 
sworn to by said individual and at least two disinterested wit- 
nesses, proceed against said company as bankrupts, as in other 
cases specified in this act: and the came proceedings shall be 
had as in other cases; except that no certificate of discharge 
shall be deemed necessary or proper to be given to any stock- 
holder of said company, except in cases where such stockhold- 
ers may be personally responsible for the debts of such com- 
pany; and, in such case, said stockholders shall be discharged, 
upon the same terms and restrictions as in the other cases of 
final discharge authorized by this act.” 


Mr. CRITTENDEN thought it was useless to 
expend much time on this subject at so late a pe- 
riod of the session; and he therefore hoped the vote 
would be allowed to be taken on cach amendment 
without debate. i 


Mr. TAPPAN inquired if it was in order to 
offer an amendment to the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Mississippi. 

The CHAIR said it was not in order to move an 
amendment to an amendment of an amendment. 

Mr. SMITH of Connecticut stated his objection 
not only to the existing act, butto any amendment 
retaining the retrospective provision of the law; be- 
cause be considered any such provision an ex post 
facto law, which the Constitution inhibits, 

Mr. CHOATE opposed the amendment of the 
Senator from Mississippi, on the ground that it 
would narrow down the question to one of naked 
repeal. Viewing it in this light, he proceedeJ, at 
considerable length, to add to the reasons urged 
yesterday by the Senator from Georgia, [Mr. Brr- 
RIEN,} his convictions that the law, as proposed to 
be amended by the Judiciary Commitice, should 
be made a permanent commercial bankrupt sys- 
tem. He considered the good the law had already 
done, a pledge of the greater amount of good yet to 
be expected from its operation, now that the un- 
avoidable evils accompanying its first effecta had 
been exhausted. He said to his friends that, what- 
ever others might do, it was not for them to repeal 
the work of their own hands; it was their place to 
wait, and let their impatient successors execute the 
work of demolition. If the existing law was to have 
no other effect than that of a great insolvent law, 
operating solely on retrogpeciive eases, he ad- 
mitted it would be an. unconstitntional Jaw. And 
if it was now repealed, before it had time to operate 
prospectively, it would be obnoxious to the impu- 
tation of having been nothing, in fact, but an un- 
constiluticnal law. On th's ground, therefore, it 
was obvious that a repeal now would be an en- 
dorsement by Congress of the allegations of the ene- 
mies of the party in power, (bat the jaw was uncon- 
stitutional, He denounced the instability of legis- 
lation with which Congress would be chargeable, 
by the fact of not permitting a law, struggled for 
through forty years of solicitation, to remain a sin- 
gle year upon the statute-book. He maintained 
that, if there was a public opinion against the ex- 
isting law, there was certainly none against the sub- 


stitute now. proposed by the Jadiciary Commines; 
on the contrary, he insisted the modifications of 
that commitiee fully met not only the demands of 
the States which have expressed any sentiments on 
the subject, but the general wish of. the communi- 
ty. He then commented upon the several provis- 
ions of the substitute proposed by the Judiciary 
Committee, justifying them as just policy, and per- 
fectly in accordance with a constitutional power of 
establishing a permanent commercial system of 
bankrapicy. y 

He hoped the Senator from Mississippi would 
modify bis amendment, so that when a State bank 
suspends specie payments, a commission shall 
issue; and then, if it shall be found to be insol- 
vent, it shall be made amenable to the operations 
of the bankruptlaw. If the Senator so modified 
his amendment, he (Mr. Cuoatz) would vote for 
it, But whether the amendment was adopted or 
not, he prayed the Senator from Mississippi to 
unite with the friends of the substitute propesed by 
the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. SMITH of Connecticut declared he had 
heard nothing from the Senator which could in- 
duce him to change his opinion. He still denied 
that the Constitution delegated to Congress any 
power to pass retrospective laws, or to make laws 
which shall take away the property of one citizen, 
to vest it in another. He contended that the 
powers inferred from the Constitation, by those 
who had passed the present law, were two-fold— 
technical and popular; both of which they had 
turned entirely to the advantage of the debtor, and 
to the disadvantage of the ereditor. So that even 
in the popular sense, it could not be constitutional. 


Mr. HUNTINGTON explained the situation in 
which he was placed by the instructions of kis 
State. He pointed out the conrse he had hitherto 
uniformly pursued in relation to the subject ofa 
uniform system of bankruptcy. During that long 
period he pursued that course, because he was 
firmly persuaded a large majority of his constitu- 
ents were in favor of a bankrupt law. But he 
now was equally well persuaded that the great mass 
of his constituents had entirely changed their opin- 
ions, and were in favor of a direet repeal of the 
law. In voling, therefore, in conformity with the 

shes of his eenstiments, he did so beeause he 
fels satisfied of this change of opinion; not that he 
subscribed to the doctrine that, as a Senator, he 
was bound to cbey the authoritative dictation of 
his Legislature. He felt satisfied that, in the reso- 
lutions of his Legisiature, there was a full expres- 
sion of the publie sentiment of the State; and 
what he therefore admitted was, that he was bound 
to obey—not the instructions of the Legislature, 
but the public sentiment, of which the resolution 
of his State Legislature was, satisfactorily to his 
mind, the exponent. He also believed this-change 
of public opinion was general throughout the eoun- 
try; and therefore he felt perfectly justifiable in 
discharging a duty which the wishes cf his State 
had imposed upon him. Under these cireum- 
siances, he felt bound to vote for ihe repeal of the 
act. 

Mr. WALKER proposed to modify his amend- 
ment by striking out from the second line the 
word “private,” and also the word “cheeks,” 
and substituting the word “drafts.” He would be 
disposed to make some further modifications, were 
it not that he feared he would lose more votes on this 
side for his amendment, than he would gain on the 
other. 

He would occupy but a very few moments in 
presenting the arguments which he desired to offer to 
the Senate in favor of the propositien for ineluding 
banking corporations under thé’ operation of the 
bankrupt law. They were now (if the amend- 
menis reporied by the committee should prevail) 
about tomake a commercial bankrupt law. Were 
not incorporated banks connected with the com- 
merce cf the country? Were not incorporated 
bankers (within the technical language of the Jaw) 
traders? Why should they not, then, be included 
within the operation of the law,as well as any 
other traders or bankers? If the object of the bill 
was to give facilities to trade, and to enable the 
creditor to arrest the banker or the trader in his 
downward course-—to stop him at thefirst point of 
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peel 
bankruptey—to seize upon his effeets, and distribute 
them equally for the benefit of all his creditors,— 
why not apply the law to incorpora'ed companies 
as well as to unincorporated? He had heard noth. 
ing that even amounted to a plausible reason 
against ihe expediency of sucha provision. But 
they had been told that it was unconstitoticnal. 
He would ask, did not the Constitation confer upon 
Congress powers-as broad, full, and comprehensive 
upon the subject of bankruptcy, (a term, by tbe 
way, derived irom banks and bankers, and origi- 
naily intended to apply to them,) as upon any 
other. If such were not the case, how was it that 
a State was enabled to exempt individuals by 
granting them charters of incorporation? 

If individual bankers were within the meaning 
of the Constitution, by what authority was it that a 
State could interpose, and expunge that clause of 
the Constitution, by exempting them from its opera- 
lion? If a State could exempt an individual bar k- 
er, through the operation of a charter, why could it 
not extend a similar exemption to all cases, and, in 
fact, set aside every clause of the Constitution? 
The truth was, that the power to lay duties npon 
imports was not more explicitly conferred upon 
Congress, than the power to pass a general bank- 
rupt law. If a State ceuld interpose, through the 
medium of an act of incorporation, and render 
powerless a clause of the Constitution as far as re- 
gards the one, it could unquestionably do so as to 
the other. By the same rule which would exclude 
incorperated banking companies, incorporated com- 
panies of importing merchants would be excluded. 
And so, as regarded every other provision of the 
Constitution, the power of imposing ‘direct inter- 
nal taxes; for a State would only have to incorpo- 
rate a cerlain number of individuals, and by the 
mere act of incorporation to exempt them from the 
taxing power of Congress. He was as much op- 
posed as any one to extending the interpretation of 
the Constitution; but, when it did unquestionably 
delegate a power, he denied that it was within the 
power of any State, by an act of incorporation, or by 
any other mode, to exempt their citizens from its 
operation. ‘ 

A single word as to its expediency. Was there 
any part of the country which professed to be in 
favor of insolvent banks, or of an inconvertible 
paper currency? Upon this point, at least, he be- 
lieved there was no difference of opinion between 
the Democratic and the Whig parties. The latter 
professed to be in favor of specie-paying banks, 
And would they not be willing to separate the spe- 
cie-paying from the non-specie-paying banks—the 
solvent from the issolvent? Would they not ar- 
rest the operation of a bank which refused to dis- 
charge the very functions for which it was created, 
by furnishing a convertible paper currency, and 
commenced deluging the ccuntry with a deprecia- 
ted paper currency? If the Whig party, then, de- 
sire to terminate the disasters which had swept over 
the country, they woald be willing io make this 
alaw applicable to everybody, and operating with 
uniformity throughout every State cf the Union. 
Te desired to say much more upon this subject; 
but he was admonished to forbear, from the fact 
that only five legislative days remained of this ses- 
sion, 

Mr. ALLEN considered the law condemned by 
the undivided voice of the country. The House 
of Representatives, in conformity to the will of 
the people, had passed a bill for the repeal of the 
act. Tue Judiciary Committee, in reporting back 
that bill, had thought proper to propose a substi- 
tute, when there were yet bat five days of the ses- 
sion left for legislative action. An amendment 
had been offered by the Senator from Mississippi, 
for which he should vote; but even if it was ap- 
pended to the amendment of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, he should vote against the amendment as 
| amended; because he considered the only thing 

which could be done, with. propriety, at so late a 

period of the session, was to pass the repeal bill of 
! the House. The question was, then, repeal or no 
repeal. As for tinkering it up into a bankrupt sys- 
tem, within five days of the end of the session, 
it was all idle. - Therefore, be would vote 
against the amendments of the committee, if for no 
į other reason, because any amendment of the bill 
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of the House would have the effect to continue 
that odious law on the statute-book. 

Mr. CONRAD asked if it was competent to of- 
fer-an amendment to the amendment now pend- 
ing. - f 

The CHAIR intimated that it was not. 


. The yeas and nays, haying been called for on’ 


Mr. Watxer’s amendment, were ordered. 
Mr. KUNG asked that the amendment, as modi- 


‘fied, might be read. - 


It was accordingly read. 

_Mr. KING then said that he was favorable to 
the amendment reaching to private incorporations; 
but, as now modified, a collision with the States 
owning banks, or having stock in them, would be 
inevitable. He. hoped, therefore, the Senator 
would restore the word “private;” or he or his 
colleague should be obliged to move that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. WALKER, to remove the objection, agreed 
to modify his amendment, by adding, after the 
word “company,” the words “of which a State is 
not proprietor.” 

Mr. CONRAD suggested that a further modifi- 
cation was necessary—‘‘excepting cases in which 
a State shall be inteiested, or for the obligations of 
which a State shall be responsible.” 

Mr. WALKER cbjected to any further modifi- 
cation. 

The yeas and nays were then taken on Mr. 
Watner’s amendment; and it was decided in the 
negative—yeas 18, nays 24, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Bates, Benton, Buchanan, 


Choate, Crafts, Evans, King, Linn, McRoberts, Sturgeon, 
Tallmadge, Tappan, Walker, Wiliams, Woodbury, and 
right—18. 


NAYS—Messts. Archer, Barrow, Cathoun, Clayton, Con- 
rad, Crittenden, Cuthbert, Dayton, Fulton, Graham, Hender- 
son, Huntington, Kerr, McDuffie, Mangum, Merrick, Miller 
Phelps, Rives, Sevier, Smith of Indiana, Sprague, White, and 
Wilcox~-24, 


When Mr. CUTHBERT’S name was called, he © 


said he would vote “no’—simply declaring his 
determination not to vote for any bankrupt law 
whatever. 

The question now being on the amendments of 
the Judiciary Committee, 

Mr. CONRAD moved to strike cut the words 
“common law,” as there were some States which 
had no common-law system. 

This proposition was adopted. 

Mr. BENTON submitted an amendment, 
giving the district court of the District of Co- 
lumbia the jurisdiction of bankrupt cases in 
the District. He would content himself with 
saying that he should vote against the Judiciary 
Committee’s amendment, because no proper sys- 
tem can be arranged this session. The law 
now on the statute-book was unconstitutional ; 
and, therefore, he would not sanction its being kept 
alive in any shape or form. It was nothing under 
God Almighty’s heaven but a pore and simple 
compilation of insolvent debtors? acts from the 
reign of George the First to the present day, for 
the abolition of debts without the consent or au- 
thority of creditors. And no one actever yet in- 
vented, in itself amounted to such a wholesale re- 
pudiation of debts as this law, He would pay no 
more attention to a discharge under any such act, 
than be would toa bit of waste paper. Mir. B. 
further stated his objections, rot only to the exist- 
ing Jaw, but to the immature attempt to remodel it; 
contending that, being unconstitutional, the first 
thing proper to do was to repeal it 

Mr. BERRIEN asked if the Senator did not now 
depart from the grounds which he (Mr. BERRIEN) 
and the Senator (Mr. Benton] insisted upon in 
1824? 

Mr. BENTON said he did, because he was then 
wrong. He had seen abundant reasons for chan- 
ging the opinions he entertained at that period. 

Mr. BERRIEN remarked that his opinions had 
undergone no change. 

Mr. TALLMADGE had been in hopes'that the 
amendments proposed by the Judiciary Committee 
would be sufficient to remove the objecticns of the 
Senator from Missouri. He was now sorry to find 
that the removal of the objections to a bankrupt 
jaw on the other side, though met in the spirit of 


. concession by the committee, should now prove 


unavailing in mitigation of the hostility waged 


again-t the backrapt Jaw. tp epite of every con- 
cession, it now appeared that nothing shcit of a to- 
tal repeal would satisfy the otber side. Mr. T, at 
some length, argued that no commercial country 
could do without a permanent system of bankrup- 
cy. He argued the original severeign power of 
the individual States to enact bankrupt laws; and 
that, on the adoption of the Constitution, that pow- 
er was delegated to the General Government. The 
Government, he contended, had now the power as 
fully as it was ever owned by the separate States, 
or by Great Britain, with this only condition—that 
it shall be a system uniform in its operation 
throughout the States. He also maintained that 
Congress had the right, under the Constilution, to 
obliterate the obligation of contracts; and that a 
proposition was actually made in the convention, 
on the adoption of the Constitution, to restrain the 
Federal Government from exercising the power to 
pass a retroactive law, and to violate the obliga- 
tions of existing contracts; but that that proposition 
was voted down, there being but one vo:e in, favor 
of the proposition. The retroaction of the present 
bankrupt Jaw was fully discussed before it was 
passed; but the law has bad all its operation on 
past contracts, and can now apply only to prospect- 
ive cases. He undertook to say that public opin- 
ion (and particularly in his own State) was now 
more strongly in its favor than it had ever been be- 
fore the passage of the law. What would render 
it more mortifying to him than anything else was, 
that it should be repealed by the very Congress 
which enacted it, He would sooner cut off bis 
right hand, than set his name to ibis repeal. 


Mr. WOODBURY observed that he did not 
propose to enter, at this late hour, into a debate on 
the inexpediency or unecnstitutionalily of the pres- 
ent bankrupt law. But some reference having 
been made to the votes of Senators in 1828 on a 
former bill, he wouid therefore take this ccsasion 
to say that he then voted as he should now voie 
in substance, because he then, as now, believed, 
and then argued, thata law like this was notin 
conformity with the Constitution, or with sound 
public policy. The Senator from New York, (Mr. 
Tatimapes,] who has just taken his seat, contends 
that the States, after the Revolution, possessed all 
the power on this subject which England possezséd 
before. Granted. But that Senatcr seems, to 
overlook that, though the States possessed and then 
conferred on the General Government the power 
they possessed over bankruptey, they did not con- 
fer any over mere insolvencies. Before the Revo- 
lution, bankruptcies in England were matters as 
distinct from mere insolvencies, as arson was from 
larceny, or murder from piracy. 

The objects operated on by bankrupt laws were 
merchants and bankers; these by mere insol- 
vencies were farmers, and other classes not com- 
mercial. 

The character of the remedies in case of bank- 
ruptey was compulsory, and to bs used by credite 
ors; while, in that of insolvencies, it was volun- 
tary, and to be used by debtors. 

Hence, though the States, when they became 
sovereign and independent, could legislate for 
both, and separately or together; yet they confided 
to Congress merely the authority to legislate for 
bankruptcies, as these alone were connected with 
that business of commerce, the chief care over 
which had been intrested to the General Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. W. would keep his promise, and not enter 
into the diseassion of the constitutional questien, 
farther than to add—-that if England bad, since 
1789, given by law a broader meaning to the 
word bankrupt, or had since mixed up other classes 
than the mereantile in its operations, that cir- 
cumstance did not change the meaning of the 
word bankruptey, as then used in our Constitution. 
Nor did ii impose on our people and Siates the duty 
te alter the Constitution, so as to enlarge the 
meaning of that word. Nor did it justify us in 
holding its meaning to be changed with us, with- 
out a change being made first in the Constitution 
itself, by the proper authorities, 

To consume no further time, he would conclude, 
by merely reading to the Senate the resolution 
of instruction by the State of New Hampshire 
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to-himself and his colleague on this topic, and tbe 
reasons assigned for it. They were in Document 
No. 63, on our files at this session: 


“Resolved, That the bankrupt bill, in the form in which the 
late act passed, was, in oaropinion, both unconstitutional and 
inexpedient,and ought therefore to be annulled: 

“Because such, a bankrupt system as is authorized in the 
Constitution is one made for the benefit of creditors, and penal 
on defaulting debtors—no other having then been known or 
used: because most of the provisions of this bill are designed 
for the benefit of debtors, and are an insolvent systera for their 
relief, rather than to aid creditors: because the act is penal 
against merchants, while itis voluntary only as it regards all 
other persons; and such legislation, however merciful and lib- 
eralin itself, can never come within the power above named aa 
conferred on the General Government, but belongs and is re» 
served to the States, respectively: because, friendly as we are 
to honest debtors and honest creditors, we cannot countenance 
the General Government ir exercising control aver them, which 
has never been granted to it: and because we believe that the 
States not only possess al! power over cases of mere insolvency, 
put canexercise it wiser, so as to suit better the wants and 
condition of the population of each State, respectively: 
because, to allow the General Government, as in this bank- 
rupt bill, to interfere with cases not included in any bankrupt 
system known when the Constitution was adopted, tending to 
bring the trial of all contracts, and the jurisdiction of all debt- 
ors in the Union eonnected with insolvency, into the whirlpool 
of the Federal courts, is an alarming encroachment on State 
rights; because such an act, coupled with alike usurping pow. 
er used, at the last session, to transfer from the States the trial 
of all burnings and murders like those of McLeod, to the same 
Federal courts, and to dictate to the State sovereignties, or order 
them to make single distriets, under peril of disfranchisement, 
tends mostrapidly to prostrate all State independence, as well 
as to build up a frightful, mouopolizing, overshadowing despot- 
ism at the centre, which neither our fathers contemplated nor we 
should tolerate: because this bill disregards the sanctity of allex- 
isting contracts and the vested rights of creditors, and, at one 
sweep, both strips the States of authority always heretofore exer- 
cised in insolvent cases, even under the old bankrupt law of 1801, 
and robs the whole class of creditors, female as well as male, 
orphans and minors as well as adults, of rights and privileges 
deemed till now inviolate, and seeured by all the sacredness of 
private contracts and the strongest force of State legislation: 
and because the remnants of property owned by bankrupts 
are, by the provisions of this bill, mostly equandered in ex- 
penses, through the great distances, fees, and costs in the Fed- 
eral courts, paying little or nothing in most cases to creditors‘ 
while scarcely uny debtors are relieved, who, if honest, could 
not, without the act, compromise with those they owe; and, if 
dishonest, do not merit so easy and sudden an escape from their 
solemn obligations. 


Mr. BENTON asked if these were from the 
Granite State. 

Mr. WOODBURY replied yes. 

Mr. BENTON. They are true granite. 

The question was then taken on the Judiciary 
Committee’s amendments as amended, and result- 
ed in the negative—yeas 16, nays 30, as follows: 

YEAS—Messra. Barrow, Bates, Berrien, Choate, Clayton, 
Crafts, Dayton, Evans, ‘Henderson, Kerr, Miller, Phelps, 
Porter, ‘Vallmadge, White, and Woodbridge—16. 

NAYS—Meersrs, Allen, Archer, Bagby, Benton, Buchanan, 
Calhoun, Crittenden, Cuthbert, Fulton, Graham, Huntington, 
King, Linn, McDuffie, McRoberts, Mangum, Morehead, Rives, 
Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, Smith of Indiana, Sprague, 
Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, Wilcox, Williams, Woodbury, 
Wright, and Young—-30. 

Tre question then coming up on the repeal bill 
of the House— 

Mr. BENTON moved to strike out the proviso, 
which is in the following words: 

Provided, That this act shail not affect any case or pro- 
ceeding in bankruptcy commenced: before the passage of thia 
act, or any pains, penalties, or forfeitures incarred under the 
said act; butevery such proceeding may be continued to its 


final consummalon; in like manner as if this act had not been 
passed, 


Mr. BERRIEN would not question the decision 
of the Senate on the Judiciary Committee’s amend- 
ment; but he did hope the proviso in the House 
bill would not be stricken out. ‘To all the class of 
eases protected by this proviso, its excision would 
be the most manifest injustice. z 

Mr. BENTON proposed the same proviso asa 
substitute, which he had offered upon a former oc- 
casion upon the Senate’s bill, making the pending 
cases subject (o constitutional restrictions, and rer 
quiring the consent of a majority in value and 
number of the creditors necessary for the discharge 
of the bankrupts. On moving this amendment, he 
urged the same arguments in its favor which he 
had used on the former occasion alluded to. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said he had not intended to 
trouble the Senate with a single word on the bank- 
rupt bill, at this late period of the session; but as 
he had determined to vote against the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. BEN- 
Tow,] and would differ from some of his most val- 
ved political friends en this question, he felt it to 
ba a duty which he owed both to them and himself 
to make a very few observations on the subject. 
Should the amendment prevail, and the proviso 
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‘be stricken from the bill, it would deprive all those 


bankrupts of the benefit of the law whose cases’ 


were now pending, and who had not yet obtained 
their certificates -of discharge. 
-He should be extremely sorry if his constitu- 
tional opinions would deprive him of the power 
of voting in favor of this.proviso. In what condi- 
tion would both the bankrupts. whose cases were 
“now pending, and their creditors, be left, in case 
-it should not be retained? 
-Fhe -first class of desperate insolvents or bank- 
Tupts, who stood ready and eager to take the ben- 
filof the law immediately after its. passage, had 


already passed through the mill, and had been dis- ` 


charged ftom their debts, There were many in- 
dividuals who had been crushed to the earth, and 
“whose circumstances had been rendered desperate, 
by the discharge of their debtors and the con- 
sequent loss of debts honestly due to them, under 
this unjust and impolitic law. It was such indi- 
viduals who would chiefly suffer, should the 
amendment be adopted. They had struggled with 
misfortune as long as they could; and had finally, 
„at the last hour, applied for, the benefits of the 
bankrupt law. The proceedings in their cases 
were now in different stages of their progress; and 
he should consider it unequal, unfeeling, and un- 

- just to deprive the courts of the power of bringing 
them to a conclusion. It would be an extreme 
case, indeed, which could justify Congress in de- 
claring, after an individual had put himself to the 
trouble and the expense of instituting any pro- 
ceedings under the faith of their own laws, that he 
should bé arrested midway; and that, too, when he 
could not by possibility be restored to his former 
condition. 


But again: There was one State of the Union 
(he referred to the State of Missouri) where the 
district judge had decided the bankrupt law to be 
unconstitutional, and had refused to discharge any 
of the applicants for the benefit of its provisions. 
Strike out this proviso; and then, whilst debtors in 
all the other States had been discharged under the 
provisions of the law, no debtor in Missouri had 
ever enjoyed, or could enjoy, its benefits. 


Again: He asked what would become of the 
property of bankrupts now in the hands of their 
assignees, or under the custody of the law. This 
would present a scene of confusion worse con- 
founded. Strike out the proviso, and no distribu- 
tion of it could take place among their creditors; 
because the law under whose provisions it would 
have been made, had ceased to exist. This would 
lead to great injustice and endless litigation. 

In view of these circumstances, if he even en- 
tertained serious doubts of the constitutionality of 
the bankrupt law, he would suffer these doubts to 
operate in favor of retaining the proviso, and would 
leave it to the Supreme Court to decide the consti- 
tutional question in the last resort. Nothing but 
a clear conviction that the law was a violation of 
the Constitution, could induce him to sanction all 
these evils. 

Mr. B. said he was the only Senator of his party 
who had made a speech against the final passage 
of the present bankrupt law; and if he were dis- 
posed to glorify himself for the gift of propheey, 
he might refer to that speech, and it would be 
found that in every particular, with but one excep- 
tion, his predictions had been verified. Much, how- 
ever, as he was opposed to the passage of the Jaw, 
he did not believe it to be unconstitutional, This 
would appear from a few sentences of that speech, 
delivered on the 24ih July, 1841, which.he would 
read to the Senate. 

“Mr, B. said, as he had referred to the speech which he had 


made in the House of Representatives on this subject, nearly | 


twenty years ago, he felt bound to acknowledge that, upon one 

oint, he had falien into a then prevailicg error. Of this he 
fsa been fully convinced by the debate in the Senate at the last 
session. In 1822, it was his opiaion that the constitutional 
power of Congress was confined to traders, or that class of per- 
sons which were embraced by the bankrupt laws of England, 
at the time of the adoption of the Federal Constitution, This, 
he now believed, was too narrow a construction. The Consti- 
tution declared that ‘Congress shall have power to establish 
uniform laws on the subject of bankruptcies throughout the 
United States.” The subject of bankruptcies was thus placed 
generally under cur control; and wherever bankruptcy exist- 
ed—no matter what might have been the pursuits of the bank- 
rupt, whether he had been a trader or not--our power extended 
over him. It also, in his opinion, embraced artificial as well as 
natural persons, Was it not absurd to say that an individual 


manufacturer on one side of the street, at Lowell, might be sub- 
jected to the compulsory operation of a- bankrupt law, whilst 
two or three individual manufacturers on the other side of the 
same street, who had obtained-a charter of incorporation from 


the Legislature of Massachusetis, could thus.withdraw them- 


selves, in their corporate capacity, from the power conferred 
upon Congress over bankruptcies?” 

So that he had recanted, and that in good time, 
what he believed to have been his error when he 
first entered the House of Representatives. He 
and his friend from Missouri [Mr. Benton] were, 
in this respect, placed in a similar predicament. 
They. had beth changed their old opinions; and he 
regretted that they were still on opposite sides. 


He considered that it would be a very narrow 
construction indeed, to confine our power over the 
subject of bankruptcies, which had been conferred 
in the broadest and most general terms, to the pass- 
age of just such a bankrupt law as existed in Eng- 
land at the date of the Federal Constitution. All 
the lights of experience, and all the improvements 
in the science of. legislation, must then be disre- 
garded; and while the world was in a state of con- 
stant progression, we must. make a dead stand at 
the point where we found the English bankrupt 
law halfacentury ago. Surely the framers of the 
Constitution never intended any such absurdity. 
For his own part, he firmly believed that no bank- 
rupt law, based upon the English model, could ever 
exist for any length of time in this country. It 
would always destroy itself, after a brief experi- 
ence, Such a law was not applicable to a country 
of the vast extent of our own, where the Federal 
judicial tribunals were at sach remote distances 
from each other, and when it was acknowledged 
that Congress did not possess the power of confer- 
ring jurisdiction in cases of bankruptcy on the 
State courts. If they were ever to have a perma- 
nent and beneficial bankrupt system, they must 
look to other models than the English. Fortunate- 
ly, under the decision of the Supreme Court, cach 
State now possesses the unquestionable power of 
passing bankrupt Jaws which will relieve its own 
citizens from the obligation of debts contracted with 
other citizens of the same State subsequent to the 
passage of such Jaws. Nay, more: a discharge 
under a State bankrupt Jaw is valid even against 
the citizens of other States, er foreigners, who may 
eaccept a dividend of the debtor’s effects; and this 
will always be accepted in eases where any con- 
siderable dividend exists. Several of the States 
now have such bankrupt laws. But enough, and 
more than encugh, of this, 


The present law was said to be unconstitutional, 
because it was an insolvent, and not a bankrupt 
law; and that it applied not only to traders, but to 
all other persons. But it would be extremely diffi- 
cult to draw any line of distinction between insol- 
vency and benkrupicy. Both signified the inabil- 
ity of a debtor to pay his debts. This was the 
meaning of both terms, in the abstract. There 
was this difference between a bankrupt law and an 
insolvent law—that, whilst the latter discharged ihe 
person of the debtor only, the former discharged 
both the debtor and the debt. Bankruptcy was a 
gencral term: and even in England, although nom- 
inally none but traders were entitled to the benefit 
of the bankrupt laws; yet, ia reality, these laws 
had been extended, loug before the adoption of the 
Federal Constituticn, to many, very many persons, 
who could net, with any propriety, be denominated 
traders. Different acts of Parliament, and the most 
liberal judicial construction of the term “traders,” 
had extended their provisions to almost every class 
of the community. He might cite numerons in- 
Stances to prove this assertion, if time would per- 
mit, and if they were not familiar to every Senator. 
The policy of England had always been to extend 
still further and farther the operation of their bank- 
rupt Jaws to new classes of individuals. Whilst, 
therefore, he would be utterly opposed to the pass- 
age of any such bankrupt law for this country, he 
could not regard such a Jaw as a violation of the 
Constitution, merely because its benefits or its inju- 
ries were not confined to persons who might techni- 
cally and appropriately be called traders. The 
power conferred upon Congress by the Constitution 


was not limited to any class of persons, but ex- 
tended to the whole subject of bankrupteies; and | 


i wherever bankruptcy existed—whether among mer- 


chants, or farmers, or tradesmen—Congress might 
subject them to the operation of a bankrupt Jaw. 
But it had also been contended that this law wag 
unconstitutional, because it embraced cases of. vol- 
untary bankruptcy. Now, it was perfectly. well 
known to every person acqnainted with the history 
and operation of the English bankrupt law, that 
voluntary bankruptcy had existed. in that country 
in fact, though not in ‘form, for more thana cen- 
tury before the act of 6th George IV; and this act 
did no more than to recognise a practice Which had 
long prevailed. Insolvent debtors in England, be- 
fere the passage of this act, were in the constant 
practice of concerting with some one of their cred- 
itors to commit an act of bankruptcy, who was 
thereupon. to sue out a commission of bankruptcy, 
It was very true that, if this concert were estab» 
lished, the commission would be avoided. But, in 
the nature of things, it was almost impossible to 
prove the fact; and, at last, the statute of George 
IV expressly legalized such a proceeding. . A 
debter might now make a declaration of his insol- 
vency in the prescribed form, and this was an act of 
bankruptcy; and it was expressly enacted ‘‘that the 
bankrupt, and any creditor, or oiker person, con- 
certing such declaration, shall not invalidate the 
commission” Here, then, was voluntary bank- 
ruptey, to the same extent which it now existed 
under our present Jaw. The difference, between 
them was in form, notin fact. In both cases, the 
bankruptey was equally voluntary; and in both, 
the debtor chose his own time to make his applica- 
tion. He could not, then, say that our law was 
unconstitutional, because it recognised voluntary 
bankruptey. ' 


Neither could he agree with. the Senator from 
Missouri, that the law was unconstitutional be- 
cause it did not provide that, in order to procure 
his discharge, the bankrupt must obtain the con. 
sent of a majority of his creditors in number and 
value. He agreed entirely with him, that it would 
be unwise and inexpedient to pass a bankrupt law 
without such a provision; but that it would be un- 
constitutional, was altogether a different question. 
A bankrupt law was a law to discharge.an insol- 
vent debtor from. his debts, on the condition that he 
fairly and honestly surrendered all his property for 
the benefit of his creditors. The mode and the 
manner of this discharge must necessarily be left to 
the discretion of Congress, These must necessa. 
rily vary, according to the varying opinions of the 
Legislature, In England, formerly, four-fifths in 
number and value of the creditors must. have con- 
sented, It was now reduced to three-fifths; and the 
prevailing opinion, even there, now seemed to be, 
that it would promote the interest, both of the 
debtor and the creditor, not to require the assent of - 
any portion of the crediters to the debtor’s ĝis- 
charge. Under our old bankrupt law of 1800, 
two-thirds in number and value of the creditors 
were required to consent. The Senator from Mis- 
souri would now be satisfied with a majority. This 
was a mere incidental question, in passing any 
bankrupt law, which did not enter into its essence. 
And he could not say that such a law would not be 
a bankrupt law under the Constitution; although it 
might not require the consent of any portion of the 
bankrupts creditors to obtain the debtor’s dis- 
charge. ; 

Whilst every feeling of his heart was in favor of 
relieving those unfortunate debtors whose property 
bad already been removed from their own control, 
and placed in the hands of assignees, and who had 
incurred ihe trouble and expense of commencing 
proceedings, he was truly rejoiced. that no constitu- 
tional barrier interposed to prevent him from per- 
forming an act of humanity and justice. 

He would suggest another consideration: he, in 
commen with his political friends, was anxious 
that this law should be repealed before the close of 
the present session; that it shouid no longer be a 
blot upon our statute book; that it should no longer 
produce the injustice, iniquity, and fraud which 
had startled the minds of a vast majority of the 
American people, and.caused them to demand its re- 
peal. If the proviso from the present bill were strick- 
en out, and it were sent back to the House.thus 
amended, the probability was, that it would be lost 
allogether, and that the law would neither be 


tee aes 


amended. nor repealed. . Was it not wiser, then, for 
Senators to make the trifling concession of svffer- 
ing those who had already applied for its bene- 
fits.to obtain their. discharge, than to leave the law 
in full force for another. year? 

Mr. BAGBY, believing the existing law uncon- 
stitutional, should vote against any continuance of 
the law whatever, — 

Mr. BERRIEN asked if the Senator from Mis- 
souri confined his motion in the first instance sim- 
ply. to striking out the proviso; or did it include the 
proposition to. substitute his provisoes, 

Mr. BENTON said his object was to offer his 
amendments as a substitute; but he was indifferent 
how the vote was taken. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN hoped the naked question 
would be. taken on striking out the proviso. 

Mr; BERRIEN explained the predicament which 
would result from striking oat the proviso. 

Mr. SMITH of Connecticut remarked that, 
believing the Jaw to be unconstitutional, he should 
vote against its continuance in any form. 

The question was then taken on Mr. BEN- 
TON’S. amendment, and decided in the negative: 
so the motion to strike out the proviso did not pre- 
vail. 

Mr. TALLMADGE proposed aa amendment to 
the bill, as an additional section, granting $1 on 
each case pending, as remuneraticn to the judges 
who will have to sit upon the cases now pending, 
and which will be continued till final discharge un- 
der this bill. "This he considered but just. 

The amendment was, however, rejected. 

Mr. BERRIEN submitted an amendment, al- 
lowing the greater part in value of creditors to 
choose assignees in pending cases. Mr. B. saidhe 
was called upon to submit this amendment, in ac: 
cordance with a desire of the mercantile interest of 
Baltimore. He considered sach an amendment 
but just and proper to the immense interest in- 
volved, 

The amendment, as suggested, was read; and the 
question coming up— 

Mr. BUCHANAN said he would cheerfully vote 
for the proposition, if the Senator from Georgia 
would bring it up as a separate bill; bat he could 
not vote to append it to this bill, because he be- 
lieved it would have the effect to prevent the repeal 
of the law. It would have to go to the other 
House if amended, and could not be reached. 

‘Mr. BERRIEN persisted in the amendment, be- 
lieving that, if adopted, it could not have the effect 
apprehended by the Senator from Pennsylvania. 


Mr. CONRAD said he had received a comma-. 
nication, making an appeal to him‘of the same 
character. He, therefore, wished to record his 
vote in iis favor, and demanded the yeas and nays. 

Mr. ALLEN said he would with cheerfulness 
vote for the amendment; but, believing that the ef- 
fect would be, if adopted, to continue the present 
law. in operation, he would vote against it. If 
adopted, the bill would hage to return to the other 
House. 

The yeas and nays were then ordered on the 
amendment, and resulted in the negative—yeas 14, 
nays 35. 


Mr. CONRAD offered another amendment, to 
strike out the words “be and is hereby,” and insert 
after the words “forty-one,” the words ‘shall, 
from and after the 4th day of April next, be re- 
pealed.” He did. not propose this amendment 
with a view of retarding. the inevitable fate of the 
bill, nor in hopes that it would succeed, His ob- 
ject was to fulfil his duty in complying with the 
desire of his constituents. As this amendment was 
considered of great importance to his section of 
country, he should feel obliged to place his name 
on recordin its favor. He was deprived, by an 
arrangement he had made with an absent Senator, 
(by. pairing off with Mr. Simmons,) of voting against 
the repeal of the law. He hoped, however, the 
additional thirty days required by his constituents 
would. be. considered not an unreasonable request, 
Mr. C. then proceeded to point out the justice of 
this extension of the proviso, and dwelt with con- 
siderable energy on the instability of legislation 


whieh the repeal of the law by the same Congress 
which had enaoted it must necessarily involve. On i 
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which were ordered. 

The question being then taken on Mr. Conrap’s 
amendment by yeas and nays, resulted in the nega- 
tive—yeas 13, nays 32. , 

The bill was thea reported back to the Senate. 


Mr. TALLMADGE renewed his amendment | 


to allow ¢1 on each case pending, to the clerks of 
the courts; and on this he called for the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered. 


The amendment was again rejected—yeas 14, 
nays 34. ; 

Mr. TALLMADGE now moved to postpone the 
bill to the Ist Monday in December next; and, on 
this motion, he called for the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. 

This motion was negatived—yeas 14, nays 34. 

The bill was then read a third time; and, 

On the question ‘Shall this bill pass?” 

Mr. BUCHANAN called for the yeas and nays 


` which were ordered. 


The bill was then passed in the form in which 
it came from the House, without any amendment; 
ygas 32, nays 13, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Archer, Bagby, Payard, Buchanar, 
Calhoun, Crafis, Crittenden, Cuthbert, Dayton, Fulton, Gra- 
ham, Huntington, Kling, Linn, McDuffie, McRoberts, Mangum, 
Merrick, Morehead, Phelps, Rives, Sevier, Sprague, Sturgeon, 
Tappan, Walker, Wilcox, Williams, Woodbury, Wright, and 
Young-~-32. 

NAYS—Messrs. Barrow, Bates, Berrien, Choate, Clayton, 
Evans, Kerr, Miller, Porter, Smith of Indiana, Tallmadge, 
White, and Woodbridge—13. 

A communication was read from the Treas- 
ury Depariment—laid on the table, and ordered 
to be printed. 


RETRENCHMENT. 


Mr. MOREHEAD, from the Committee on Re- 
trenchment, to which was refered the bill from 
the House, (No. 548,) reporied the same back, with 
numerous amendments—one relieving all officers 
of the Government, who receive $1,200, and be- 
low, from ihe operations of the bill; and reducing 
all above that sum 123 per cent; another striking oui 
so much of it as reduced the pay and mileage of 
members of Congress, and substituling a provision 
reducing their mileage and pay 124 per cent. 

The bill was accompanied by a special report; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

The Senate then adjourned, 


HOUSE CF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, February 25, 1843. 


Mr. A. MARSHALL presented the petition of 
V. S. ROSE, and thirty-eight others, citizens of 
Islesboro’, Maine, asking an increase of duties on 
lumber and wood. 

Mr. PLUMER presented petitions, numerously 
signed by citizens of Pennsylvania, for the passage 
of a law prohibiting the transportation of the Uni- 
ted States mail and opening of post officeson the 
Sabbath. 

CHEROKEES. 

Mr. J. L. WILLIAMS moved the reconsider- 
ation of a vote by which, some few days ago, the 
House committed to a Committee of the Whole a 
joint resolution, authorizing the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury to pay such sums of money as had been 
awarded by the commissioners to claimants under 
the 17th article of the Cherokee treaty. 

After a few remarks from Mr. FILLMORE, 
Mr. CAVE JOHNSON, Mr. GWIN, and others, 
the motion of reconsideration was agreed to, under 
the operaiion of the previous question. 

Mr. J. L. WILLIAMS then submitted a substi- 
tute for the resolution, appended to which was a 
proviso, limiting the sam to be paid to $200,900. 

After the disposal of various motions to lay on 
the table, &c., the amendment was adopted—ihe 
sum of $200,000 having been first reduced to 
$100,000, on the suggestion of Mr. FILLMORE. 
‘Phe resolution was then ordered to be engrossed; 
and the question recurred on the passage, which, 
under the operation of the previous question, was 
agreed to by a majority of 80 to 79. 

Myr J.B. 
tion of the vole cn the passage of the resolution; 
on which he moved the previous question, 

Mr, GWIN rose, and inquired whether it was 


this amendment he called for the yeas and nays, 


WILLIAMS moved a reconsidera- ` 
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in order for him to give his views upon the resola- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER said it was not. , i 

Mr. C. H. WILLIAMS moved that the motion 
for reconsideration be laid on the table. 

After some conversation, and no little noise, 

Mr. J. L. WILLIAMS withdrew the motion to 
reconsider. ‘ 

Mr. RIGGS renewed it. 

Mr. TURNEY renewed the motion to lay the 
motion for reconsideration on the table. 

Mr. GWIN demanded. the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered: and the motion to lay on the 
table was rejected—yeas 86, nays 107. 

The question recurring on the motion for recon- 
sideration, l 

Mr. GWIN called for the yeas and nays; which, 
having been ordered, resulted in-yeas 95, nays 
86. 

So the motion of reconsideration was carried. 

Mr. WATTERSON submitted an amendment, 
which was agreed to, but the purport of which 
could not be obtained. 

The question again recurred on the passage of 
the resolution. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON said that he was de- 
sirous of saying a word or two upon tbis subject, 
though he regretted to inter’ere, on account of 
those interested in the claims. A very large fund 
had been placed in the treasury for the use of the 
Cherokees, to be expended by the Government for 
their benefit. He was fearful that a very large 
portion of this fund had been already misapplied, 
and that the Government would be called upon to 
repay it. He understood the whole amount of 
money so misapplied exceeded half a million of 
dollars. There was a balance, iu the treasury 
amounting to about $300,000. Under the treaty 
with the Cherokees, a board of commissioners was 
now sitting in this city, for the purpose of adjudi 
caiing claims under some of the articles of the 
treaty. The object of this resolution was to direct 
the issuance of certificates by the board of com- 
missioners upon the awards made by the board, 
and their payment at the treasury, without a re- 
view by the accounting officers. 

To the adoption of this course there was, to his 
mind, very great objections—objcetions insur- 
mountable. The fund was a trust fund, and, if 
misapplied by us, we should of course have to 
repay. Wehave directed its application by for- 
mer appropriations. Suppose. the adjudications 
should exceed the amount of money inthe treasury, 
then the claimants must be paid pro rata; then the 
payment to those now having their claims settled 
to the full amonnt would be erroneous, and we 
should have to repay any sum so misapplied. 

Besides, the duty of executing the treaty has now 
been devolved on the Executive Department. We 
have done our duty; we have made the appropria- 
tion; the board of commissioners is now silting; 
and it is the province of the Executive to pay all 
these claims within the provisions of the treaty. 
Why should the House undertake to prescribe 
the kind of evidence which the President should 
require, in paying out this fund? In all other cases, 
after the adjudications by the board, they are sub- 
mitted to the President; re-examined by the ac- 
counting officers; and, if within the provisions of 
the treaty, are paid. We had, the cther day, a 
case of this kind. Under the Florida treaty, the 
ecurts of the Floridasihad been directed. to adjudi- 
cate ciaims. They did adjudicate; and when their 
adjudications were examined at the treasury, Mr. 
Crawiord refused payment of a very large sum, 
because they were not within the provisions of the 
treaty; and the other day we were called on to 
pay the adjudications. The House refused, by a 
ven large majority—only twenty or thirty voting 
or it. 

If the present board should decide favorably 
upon claims not within the provisions of the treaty, 
and over which the board had no jurisdiction, that 
would be such a misapplication of the funds as 
would subject us to- its repayment, He contended 
that it was the duty of the President, before pay- 
ment was made, to see that the adjudications were - 
within the provisions of the treaty. 

But again: Suppose there was any fraud or core 
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ruption in the commissioners, (and he made: the 
supposition without the slightest disrespect to the 
present board of cammissioners,) and the com- 
missioners should issue a million of certificates:— 
were they to be paid at the treasury, without -any 
examination by the accounting officers of the treas- 
ury, or other officers of the Government? This 
course was unusual—so far as he knew, unprece- 
dented. He could not feel himself justified in thus 
opening the doors of the treasury to certificates 
issued by any. board of commissioners. - He regret- 
ted very much. the condition of the claimants, and 
wished that they had, or could, get their money; but 
he could not consent to set aside all the safeguards 
of the treasury, as regulated by law. All the guards 
provided for the. protection of. the treasury often 
proved insufficient; and this House ought not to in- 
terfere, or set them aside, without great delibera- 
tion; and, he hoped; would not do so in the present 
case. 

The debate was further continued by Mr. JAS. 
COOPER and Mr. GWIN. 

Mr. JOS. L. WILLIAMS then obtained the 
floor, and went into an explanation and defence of 
the objects of the resolution, aad replied to the 
various objections urged against its passage. He 
concluded by moving the previous question, 

Various gentlemen desired to explain; but the 
motion for the previous question was carried. 

Mr. EVERETT moved that the resolution be 
laid upon the table. 

The yeas and nays were ordered on this motion; 
and, being taken, resulted—yeas 87, nays 94, as 
follows: : 

YEAS—Messrs. Arrington, Atherton, Babcock, Baker, Bar- 
nard, Beeson, Birdseye, Bowne, Boyd, Brewster, Charles 
Brown, Burke, Burnell, William Butler, Calhoun, Casey, 
Btaley N. Clarke, Clinton, Coles, Cowen, Cravens, Daniel, 
Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, Deberry, Doan, Doig, 
Egbert, Everett, Fessenden, Fillmore, John G, Floyd, Charles 
A. Floyd, Gilmer, William O. Goode, Gordon, Gwin, Hall, 
Halsted, Vays, Houck, Houston, Hubard, Hunter, Hunt, 
Cave Johnson, John W. Joues, Isaac D. Jones, Linn, Little. 
field, Lowell, McKay, McKeon, Mallory, Alfred Marshall, 
Samson Mason, Mathews, Mattocks, Maxwell, Maynard, Me- 
dill, Mitchell, Morrow, Osborne, Payne, Proffit, Ramsey, 
Benjamin Randall, Alex. Randall, Randolph, Reding, Rencher, 
Riggs, Sewell, Shaw, Shields, William Smith, Snyder, 
Btanly, Steenrod, Stratton, John T. Stuart, Summers, Sumter, 
Triplett, Winthrop, Wise, and Yorke-~87, 

NAYS—Messrs, Allen, Landaf W, Andrews, Sherlock J. 
Andrews, Arnold, Barton, Billack, Blair, Botts, Bri 
Bronson, A. V. Brown, Milton Brown, Jeremiah Brown, P. 
Caldwell, John Campbell, William B. Campbell, Thomas J. 
Campbell, Caruthers, Childs, Chitenden, James Cooper, 
Mark A. Cooper, Crawford, Cross, Cushiag, Dawson, Dean, 
John ©. Edwards, Ferris, Fornance, Gamble, Gates, Gentry, 
Gerry, Giddings, Graham, Green, Gustine, Harris, Hastings, 
Henry, Hopkins, Howard, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Jn- 

ersoll, livin, James, John P. Kennedy, Lewis, Abraham Me- 
lchan, Robert McClellan, McKennan, Marchand, Mathiot, 
Meriwether, Miller, Moore, Morris, Newhard, Oliver, Par- 
menter, Partridge, Pendleton, Plumer, Pope, Powell, Rey- 
nolds, Ridgway, Roosevelt, William Russell, James M. 
Russell, Sanford, Slade, Stokely, Taliaferro, Tillinghast, 
Tomlinson, Trumbull, Turney, Underwood, Van Buren, 
Van Rensselaer, Wallace, Ward, Washington, Watterson, 
Weller, Westbrook, E. D. White; Thomas W. Williams, 
Christopher M. Williams, Joseph L. Williams, Wood, A. 
Young, and John Young--94. 

So the House refused to lay the resolution upon 
the table. 

The question recurring on the passage of ihe res- 
olution, 

Mr. ©. H. WILLIAMS called for the previous 
question; which was seconded, and the main ques- 
tion ordered. 

Mr. GWIN having called for the yeas and nays 
on the main question, they were accordingly or- 
dered; and, being taken, resulted in yeas 88, nays 
84. 

So the resolution was adopted. : 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL rose to a correction of 
the journal. His motion embraced three proposi- 
tions: First, to correct the count taken on the final 
passage of the bill to suspend the operations of the 
second section of the apportionment bill, which 
was reporied by the Clerk to be yeas 90, nays 91, 
instead of yeas 91, nays 91—which was the true 
count. The Clerk, Mr, C. said, was satisfied now 
that his report ofthe vote on the final passage of that 
bill was incorrect. His second proposition was, 
to add the vote of Mr. Anpaews of Kentucky, 
who voted in the affirmative, and whose vote was 
not recorded. The third propesition was, to allow 
Mr. Moors, who voted in the negative under a 
misapprehension, to correct his vote. Mr. An- 
paws having voted against the reconsideration, 


he went to him and asked him how it was he had 


` given such a vote, when he had previously ex- 


pressed his intention to vote for the bill. Mr. An- 
peews then informed him that he had voted for the 
bill on every question that was taken until the 
last; and he had then voted against the reconsider 

ation, in’ consequence of the remarks of the gentle- 


. mnan from Virginia, [Mr. Wee) - i 


Mr. ANDREWS of Kentucky said that, in rela 
tion to his vote, he had no dis:inet recollection on 
the subject. He had referred to gentlemen around 
him for their recollections on the subject, and they 
had informed him that he did not vote on the pas- 
sage of the bill; that he rose and addressed the 
Speaker, in order to have his name called; but, not 
being answered; he had. sat down, remarking that 
he did not care much about it. Under these cir- 
cumstances, he was unwilling to ask to have his 
name recorded. He voted against the reconsidera- 
tion, on the ground that several gentlemen—and, 
among the rest, the gentleman from Virginia—had 


taunted them with having passed a law that was a 


nullity. 


Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL said that, in justice: 
to himself, he wished to ask the gentleman ong 


question. When he went to him to ask him why 
be voted against the reconsideration, when he had 
promised to vote for the bill, did be not state that 
he had voted for it on every question that occur- 
red previous to that vote?’ He asked this question, 
in order to put himself right. 

Mr. ANDREWS of Kentucky said be would, 
with pleasure, put tbe gentleman right. When 
the gentleman came to him, he did state to him 
that he had been with him on every question till 
the vote on the reconsideration. 

The SPEAKER said that the Clerk would cor- 
rect the count cf the vote that was taken, making 
it 9Lto 91, The bill, therefore, was rejected. In 
relation to the vote of Mr. Anprews of Kentucky, 
the Speaker could not direct it to be recorded, un- 
less the gentleman himself desired it. 


LAND TAXES. 


Mr. REYNOLDS called up his motion to re- 
consider the vote Jaying on the table the bill to au- 
thorize the Legislature of Ilinois to tax the lands 
sold by the United States within the limits of that 
State. Mr. R. requested to have the law on the 
subject read. 

The SPEAKER said that it could not be done 
but by general consent; and the question was not 
debatable. 

Mr. BRIGGS asked if it was in order to move 
to go into Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER said that it was not. 

Mr. CASEY moved to lay the motion for re- 
consideration on the table; which motion was car- 
ried. 

Mr. C. H. WILLIAMS hoped the House 
would, by general consent, take up the bill to di- 
vide the United States into two military districts, 
Objections were made, He moved a suspension 
of the rales for that purpose. 

Mr. J. THOMPSON hoped ihe motion would 
be waived, to allow reports to be made from com- 
mittees. 

Mr. C-H. WILLIAMS did not withdraw his 
motion, but asked the previous question upon it. 

The motion to suspend was negatived. 

Mr. WISE asked permission to report the navy 
appropriation bill, with the Senate’s amendments 
thereto; which were ordered to be printed. 

` Mr. J. THOMPSON again appealed to the 

House to allow reports to be received from com- 
mitiees, as the opportunities to make them would 
be very few before the termination of the session. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD made an appeal in favor 
of ihe business of the District of Columbia, 

Mr. BRIGGS moved that the House resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. MALLORY obtained permission to present 

some papers, which were understood to relate to 
the exploring expedition. 
_. The House then agreed to the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Briass] to go 
into Committee of the Whole; and Mr. FESSENDEN 
took the chair. oe ot 


THE CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPRO- 


PRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed the consideration of the 
bill making appropriations for the civil and diplo- 
matic expenszs of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending the 30:h day of June, 1844; and pro- 
ceeded through all the items, without objection, un- 
til the Clerk arrived at those under the head of 
“Judiciary.°? ; i 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL moved to reduce the 
item appropriating $473,000 for defraying the ex- 
penses of the supreme, circuit, and district courts 
of the United States, &c., &c., by a deduction. of 
$100,000. i 

He advocated his amendment, to curb the ex- 
travagance which had sprung up in that branch of 
the public expenditures; and observed that, since he 
was in Congress, some years ago, the expenses une 
der this head had risen from $40,000 to upwards of 
$400,000 per annum. He pointed out various 
modes by which retrenchment might be effected— 
particularly the opening of the courts on certain 
days, and on those days transacting the business of. 
the courts; instead of opening them every day in 
the year, and closing them again, without the dis- 
charge of any duties. The latter course would ef- 
fect the saving of a large amount now paid to of- 
ficers, jurors, witnesses, &c., for attendance on 
those days when the couris were opened pro forma 
only. 

He alluded to the rejection of this item at. the 
last session of Congress, and its introduction after- 
wards in a bill-appropriating a sum for the Wyan- 
dot Indians—by which means it passed, in the con- 
fusion attendant on the close of a session, without 
the knowledge of many members on that floor, 
who would have opposed the appropriation if they 
had been Aware that it was reintroduced in that un- 
usual shape. He was himself one of those who 
were unconscicus of the passage of that item of 
appropriation; and his first information of that 
fact was derived from the newspaper reports of 
their proceedings, on the following day. ae 

He concluded by expressing a hope that the 
committee would reduce this item of appropriation, 
as they did at the last session. 

Messrs. FILLMORE, ADAMS, TILLING- 
HAST, and BARNARD, having made some ob- 
servations on the amendment— 

Mr. McCLELLAN of New York said the com-. 
mittee would recollect that, in the month of March 
Jast, the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, by a series of resolutions, called upon the 
Secretary of the Treasury to make an examination 
into the expenses of the jadiciary, which had of 
late grown up to an enormous amount. That ex- 
amination was made by the Solicitor of the Treasu- 
ry, under the direction of the Secretary of the 
Treasury; and his report was sent here on the 23d 
December last, and referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary for examination, and to report to the 
House in reference to those expenses. The chair- 
man of the Judiciary Committee, however, had tas 
ken no action on that subject. The report of the 
Secretary. of the Treasury recommended a fee-bill 
for the officers of the district and cireuit courts of 
the United States; and yet this Elouse had had no 
bill, nor even a report, from the Judiciary Commit- 
tee, on that subject. Now, if there was any branch 
of this Government in which corruption existed, it 
was in the judiciary, so far as the officers of the 
courts were concerned. It would be recollected 
that, in the month of March, a year ago, he intro- 
duced a resolution calling for returns of fees, pare 
ticularly in relation to the southern district of New 
York; but that resolution remained unanswered to 
this day, and not a particle of information had 
come in, in response toit. Jt was true that a re- 
port on ene branch of this subject had been made 
to this House; but he was told that a portion of 
that report had been abstracted either from the of- 
fice of the Clerk of this House, or from the office of 
Messrs. Gales & Seaton, their printers; it was that 
part of the report which contained the answer of 
the Secretary of the Treasury in relation to the 
fees of the officers of the different courts of the 
United States, and the amount of their receipts and 
emoluments. That document was ordered to be 


| Printed early in February, but it had not been 
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printed tothis day. Now, such were his views on 
this subject, that if any gentleman would move to 
reduce the- item $200,000, he would vote for it, 
until they could have some action on the subject, 
by which they should be enabled to act intelligibly. 
He saw no reason why clerks should receive 
$5,000, $16,000, or $15,000, for mechanical ser- 
vices, when the judges received only $3,500. 

Mr. BARNARD explained. 

Messrs. TILLINGH AST and SALTONSTALL 
addressed the committee in: extenuation of the 
charges made against the officers charged with the 
judicial expenditures, © ` 


Mr. GORDON spoke in favor of the reduction. 


He contended that, unless the appropriation was 
reduced $100,000, as proposed, there would not be 
any alteration in the exorbitant prices now charged 
in the fee-bills. True, the Solicitor of the Treas- 
ury had reported a plan for reducing the expen- 
ditures of the courts generally; but it must be 
manifest that there was not time to take it up, and 
act on it this session; and therefore to refuse to re- 
duce, would be equivalent to giving the go-by to 
the subject. 

The question was then taken on Mr. IncERSOLL’s 
amendment, and it was agreed to. 

Mr. MALLORY said he was instructed by 
the Commitiee on the Coast Survey to offer the 
following amendment: 

And be it further enacted, That the sum of one hundred 
thousand doliara be appropriated, eut of any money. in the 
treasury not otherwise appropriated, for continuing the survey 
of the coast of the United States: Provided, That this, and all 
other appropriations hereafter to be made for this work, shall, 
until otherwise provided by law, be expended in accordance 
with a plan of reorganizing the mode of executing the survey, 
to be submitted to the President of the United States by a board 
of officers which shalt be organized by him, to consist of the 
present superintendent, his two principal assistants, and the 
two naval officers now In charge of the hydrographical parties, 
and four from among the principal officers of the corps of 
topographical engineers; none of whom shall receive any addi- 
tional compensation whatever for this service, and who shall 


. sit ay soon as Organized. And the President of the United States 


shall adopt and cairy into effect the plan of said board, as 
agreed upon by a majority of its members; and the pian of 
said board shall cause to be employed as many officers of the 
army and navy of the United States as will be compatible with 
the successful prosecution of the work; the officers of the navy 
to be employed on the bydrographical parts, and the officers of 
the army on the topographical parts of the work. And no 
Officer of the army or navy shall hereafter receive any extra 
pay, out of this or any future appropriations, for surveys: 


Mr. MALLORY said it would be perceived by 
the House that this amendment proposed a total 
reorganization of the work; and if it should be 
carried out in the spirit of that amendment, it 
would correct many.of the abuses which some «f 
them believed to exist, and would effect a saving 
of some $20,000 or $30,000, by dispensing with 
the services cf numerous civil officers, believed 
not to be necessary, and substituting for them 
officers of the topographical corps and officers of 
the navy. The committee had left the plan of 
the survey to be decided on by a board of officers, 
and submitted to the President for his approval, as 
they had not been able to agree among themselves 
on any detailed plan. He had, to be sure, his 
own views as to how the work should be carried 
on; but as they did not meet the concurrence of a 
majority of the commiitee, he could not bring them 
before the House in the form of a report. Ashe 
had spoken at large on the subject, some days 
since, he felt no disposition to trespass on the time 
of the committee, but would leave the amendment 
in their hands, trusting thatit would be adopted. 

Mr. C. BROWN offered an amendment to the 
amendment, striking out $100,000, and inserting 
$40,000; together with a proviso, that the super- 
intendence of the coast survey shall be transferred 
to the Navy Department, and that the surveys skali 
be carried on by officers of the navy and of the 
corps of topographica! engineers. 

Mr. BROWN said that, in offering this amend- 
ment as.a substitute for that of the gentleman from 
Virginia, [Mr. Matiory,] he must in a few words 
express his opposition to the latier. ‘That amend- 
ment did not look to the practical reform which the 
House expected when this subject was last under 
discussion. He believed, that there was a decided 
disposition manifested in the House to get clear of 
the present head of the survey; yet the amendment 
of the gentleman brought him forward as the most 
Prominent member of 1. He thought the House 
decided, when the subject was up before, that the 


survey should be carried on by the cfficers of. the 
General Government; and he wished it to be carried 
on in that way now. He did not wish to pay some 
hundred thousand dollars as extra pay for officers 
taken from private life, when there were so many 
in the navy and army perfectly competent to per- 
form this service. This work had cost nearly a. 
million of-doliars by the emplcyment of Mr. Hars- 
ler and his civil assistants alone, without taking 
into consideration the pay of the officers of the navy 
and army who were engaged init. He believed 
that Mr. Hassler had retarded the work for years, 
and, from his knowledge of the man, hecould safely 
say that he was physically.and mentally incapa- 
ble of carrying it on properly—ineapable both by 
temper and by age.. He was like a hen with 
chickens around her, wko would suffer no one to 
meddle with them. He had seen enough of that 
department to be convinced that things were carried 
on in the most ridiculous manner init. For in- 
stance, Mr. Hassler had a work-shop heré in Wash- 
ington to repair his instruments; and when he was 
asked what he would do if any of his instruments 
got out of order while he was in New York or New 
Jersey surveying, answered that he would send 
them on to Washington. If any gentleman would 
read the letter addressed by the superintendent to 
Mr. Aycrigz, he would hardly (Mr. B. thought) 
pronounce bim a sane man. 

The following extract would show the whole 
character of ihe mind and temper of the man: 

“I have only to regret: that you, in the situation of a member 
of the select committee of investigation upon the coast survey, 
(hough your application is not made in that capacity, or with 
that authorizatioa,) have suffered yourself to be misled by such 
reports, which may oblige me to make your and this letter pub- 
Jic, which { think you might havea considerable interest to 
keep between us, by fairly and decidedly turn friendly to the 
work, as you stated at first, but which you have so much at- 
tacked, and to let me alone; who certainly have done nothing 
that could in any way in the world be taken il in me, neither 
in the work, nor against you, unless you should think: that I 
have no rightof self-defence, which belongs, by natural right 
to all, even the dumb creation, and { therefore shall not give up, 
having so plenty means for it on hand. Within ¿wo days, I 
hope to get your decision upon this poini, because Lam not 
sure of the use you mean to make Gfthe information, which I 
herewith give to you, in the fullest candor, Tam decidediy 
obliged to act, and so to act, that neither this country nor Eu- 
rope can remain io doubt upon the subject of your questions; 
you cannot but see, that the subject you attack, (namely, the 
accuracy of the base line,) belongs to the scientific world, which 
is not limited by the boundary of the United States, even as set- 
tled by the last treaty; that mathematics furnishes means to 
ascertain truth, which even politics cannot, (for even the de- 
cision of large assemblies by plurality of votes, has been cal- 
culated by maihematicians—see “Condouev’ Probabilite’ des 
decisions par la piuralite des voix.) 

Resides, please to observe. that every stroke you may think to 
do atthe coast survey, by raising doubts upon its accuracy, 


and reviling it, may be also a sitoke at some vessel, bearing, | 


perhaps, a friend or relation of yours, whose groans will cry 
vengeance upon you, for having prevented, or discredited, the 


execution ofan accuraie survey of the coast, upon which you f 


may be long in search of his corpse. 
With best wishes, your obedient servant, 
F. R. HASSLER. 

The Government would find it more useful to 
employ Mr. Hassler in calculating, mathemati- 
cally, the votes of Congress, than to conduct the 
survey. His friends say he knows more of mathe- 
matics than any man living; and he, in the above 
extract, hints that he can so calculate “the decision 
of large assemblies.” ‘Fhis would be of great ad- 
vanlage, as it was now found very difficult to get 
the votes of members. If Mr. Hassler couid cal~ 
culate these, the members could go home when 
they please. Let him, then, be appointed calcula- 
tor general of Congress; but he begged of them ‘to 
take him away from the coast survey, if they 
wished it ever to be made of use to the country. 
But this was wandering from the subject. 

Mr. B. said be had prepared some notes of 
the history of the work, but he would only 
refer io them now. The law of February 10, 
1807, created the coast survey, put it in the hands 
ef the President, and authorized him to use army 
and navy officers, navy vessels, astronomers, and 
other persons, 

In August, 1816, Mr. Hassler was appointed su- 
periatencent. fis agreement was to “make the 
principal triangvlation and consequent calculations 
himself; to instruct the engineer and naval officers 
employed under him; and he wanted two officers 
of engineers, topographical or others, and some 
cadets of said corps, in number according to eir- 
cumstances.” - 


April 14, 1818, that part of the law of 1807 was | 


repealed, which authorized the employment of other 
persons’than those belonging to the army and navy. 
Up to this time, over $55,000 were expendedjin be- 
ginning the work and buying instruments, for which 
purpose Mr. Hassler was in England from August, 
1811, to 1815. f 

Jane 10, 1832, the law of 1807 was revived, 
and Mr. Hassler was again appointed superin 
tendent, ‘Fhe work has ‘been going on ever since. 
The coast has been triangulated from Point Judith 
to Cape Henlopen, (say about 300 miles;) but 
only a part of the off-shore soundings have been 
taken. ‘here are about 3,000 miles of seaboard 
to the United States. $720,000 have been ex- 
pended already. . 

Iris stated, in Captain Swifts pamphlet, that 
the survey of the coast was under the Treasury 
Department, because Mr. Hassler was already en- 
gaged under that department, making weights and 
measures. These are all made now. 

When the ecast survey was begun, the topo- 
graphical corps existed but in name. In 1838, it 
was organized and enlarged, and is now an able 
and useful corps. : f 

Last year, Congress established a bydrographi- 
cal bureau in the Navy Department. There are 
numbers of naval officers capable of doing bydro- 
graphical duties under this bureau. 

The coast survey is the most important topo. 
graphical and hydrographical work in the country. 
We have a topographical anda hydrographical 
bureau, yet neither cf them has any connexion 
with tbis great national work. ae 

Mr. Hassler has jus: published from the opinion 
of the Marquis of La Place, (Chamber of Peers, 
session of 1816-17 ) upon the French survey, 
this valuable suggestion, viz: ‘Perhaps even the 
great number of get graphical engineers which our 
present state of peace allows to employ in this 
work, to which itis palvful te see them strangers, 
would render its execution more prompt, and less 
expensive.” 

The Florida war is now over; many works of 
internal improvement are suspended; there must be 
topographical officers enough for the coast survey. 

The Russian Government has employed an able 
American engineer to perform an important scien- 
tifiz work; but that wise Government requires that 
all the assistants skall come from its corps of ens 
gineers, which is composed of army and navy offi- 
cers, 

if the coast survey is to be a useful public work, 
let the officers conduct it under their bureaus. The 
cfficers would then take a pride in this duty, and 
do it well, and do it cheap. The supervision of 
the bureaus would occasion system, fidelity, and 
entire responsibility. 

More than $30,000 are now paid annually to 
citizens, for salaries, out of the coast survey appro- 
priation, This could be saved, by employing ofi- 
cers. Make exclusive use of them, and half the 
present aanual appropriation would suffice. 

Can the Treasury Department manage the sur- 

ey undersiandingly? The Secretary of the Treas- 
ury has already enovgh to do in the line of his 
duty; and, az far as the survey is concerned, a 
clerk in the Treasury Department is the secretary. 

Can a citizen superintendent, of closet and scien 
tific habits; er can a clerk in the Treasury Depart- 
ment, manage, with efficiency and economy, so 
many laud and water parties, officers, men, vessels, 
and beats? ; 

The Navy Department pays out of the navy 
appropriation the officers and men now lent to the 
Treasury for the survey. The Secretary of the 
Navy appears to have no control over the expend- 
itures of this part of the naval appropriation. 
He does not even select the officers detailed for 
this duty, though he knows his own material best, 
and these who are most suitable. This navy duty 
has become treasury patronage, with commands, 
estra pay, &e. 

The Treasury Department has charge of the 
vesseis; they are bought by the coast survey ape 
propriation; the off-shore soundings are only in part 
taken. There are not vessels enough, and of the 
right sort, to take these soundings and in the righ 
way. Steamers are wanted. Tbe survey ap- 
propriation cannot bear the expense; but if the Nae 
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vy Department had charge of the hydrography, it 
could pät suitable vessels on the’ coast squadron, 
_andemploy them on thé coast survey, agreeably 
to the law of 1807. ; 
.', Last-year the ‘vessels did no. soundings until 
about. the Ist. of June, although the spring opened 
early, The treasury had-not the means to equip 
» the vessels until the appropriation ‘bill passed.Con- 
gress.” But if the navy bad- charge of vessels,. the 
few-naval stores they wanted might. have-been fur- 
nished from the havy stores, or given from second- 
hand articles not on charge at the yards. Had good 
atrangements been made, the Delaware bay might 
readily have been finished last fall, and the chart 
ef it got out at once. ee 


Now, the topographical corps makes surveys for 
defences; the navy officers make charts along the 
coast; and the ‘coast survey goes over the same 
place a third time. If the officers did this work, the 
army might get the military information, and. the 
navy the bydrographical knowledge, which the inter- 
est of the country requires that each of these 
branches of the ‘public defence should have; and 
this, atjthe expense of but one survey; for, at places 
where.defences might be required, the survey could 
be done with the utmost minuteness. 


The officers of the army and navy need not 
clash, The topographical corps (aided by 
junior navy officers willing to serve under that 
bureau—and the recent Florida war and the pres- 
ent coast survey, system, show that navy officers are 
willing to serve, for the public good, under other 
departments than their own) would do the to- 
pography and furnish the shore line. The hydro- 
gtaphical officers would receive the shore line, 
take the soundings, and make the chart. The same 
principle is now at work, and works well. The 
navy officers. now get the shore line from the citi- 
wens. in the shore parties. 


“The President could direct the War and Navy 
Secretaries to make such rules, through the bureaus, 
as would obviate every difficulty. 


‘Employing officers would secure for the public, 
system, ecofiomy, and despatch. The informa- 
tion obtained would be got by the right persons and 
kept in the right hands. Government would have 
complete command of the persons eraployed; and 
should the work ever be suspended, might, at 
pleasure, set them to work again on the same duty. 


Under any aspect of the matter, Mr, B. said he 
could not see the propriety of continuing Mr. Hass- 
Jer; or, indeed, of employing any civilians in the 
work, Mr. Hassler’s assistants, he understood, 
were men of high character and qualifications, and 
might, if free from bis paralyzing influence, carry 
on the work with more expedition; but, believing 
as he did, that their services could be dispensed 
with, he could not authorize their retention. The 
survey he wished to be prosecuted without delay; 
and all he wanted was, to have it under the most 
efficient management. If it was found that the 
officers of the navy and army were not competent, 
it could be remedied hereafter; but it was due to 
them to give them a fair trial, before they were 
condemned. Certainly they ought not to be dis- 
graced and condemned in advance. It was an in- 
sult to them to suppose that Mr. Hassler was the 
only man in the country capable of superintending 
this work; and that they could not carry on the sur- 
vey of our coast by triangulation. They had been 
for some time, and were now, surveying the lakes; 
and he believed their surveys would be equally cor- 
rect with Mr. Hassler’s, We had a bureau of 
hydrography of the navy, and a corps of topo- 
graphical engineers, which were expressly created 
to perform this kind of service; while there was the 
military academy at West Point, which qualified 
the officers to perform it. The people would hardly 
believe that these officers (educated at the expense 
of the Government) were not capable of perform- 
ing the services for which they were educated; and, 
if they thought so, they would be for abolishing that 
institution. They would say that these officers should 
be dismissed, and others appointed in their places, 
who were qualified. 

There was no officer of the Government, except 
the President of the United States, who received so 
much from the treasury as Mr, Hassler. Mr. B. 


here read from the printed 


GLOBE. 


report of the evidence 
taken before the committee the: following extract: : 
GQ, What sum is allowed to Mr. Hassler; annually, for ex 


> penses, exclugive of compensation? — 


A. Salary $3,000, and expenses $3,000. -_ ; 
Q. For cil tptehnosibe yp this-§3,000'designed?. Isit for per- 
sonal expenses? : d 


_, A. Isuppose it isthe expenses of living. 


Q. Is he paid for other expenses when he goes into the field? 
A. We is furnished with an instrument carnage and horses 


“for the instruments and himself, and a baggage wagon besides, 


for instruments, at the publicexpense, <- s s 
Q. Is it the samecarriage which he is accustomed to use in 
Washington? ` X AN : 
A. Yes. 
Ü. Are horses-and men paid at the public expense for the: 


- carriage and wagon through the year? 


A. Yes; four horses, one permanent driver, and one other 
man, who also assists about the office.” ` 


Besides al! this, Mr. Hassler had recently moved 
into the coast-survey building, and thereby lived 
rent. free. A- majority of the committee would 
agree with him, that this officer was pressing like 
an incubus on the survey. He never could ac- 
knowledge that there was no other man in the 
country capable of carrying on this work. . This 
might have been the case when he was first ap- 
pointed, thirty years ago; but since that time they 
had a number of officers edacated at the military 
academy, while many others in the civil walks of 
life had qualified themselves for scientific employ- 
ments? He was sure that the officers of the army 
and navy were competent to perform this work. 
There was but little now for the topographical en- 
gineers to do; and he had no doubt that many of 
them, as well as officers of the navy, would be glad 
to be employed on the coast survey. Indeed, sev- 
eral efficers of the navy had told him that they 
would like such employment, rather than be idle, 
as they then were. 

From the rate the coast survey had thus far 
proceeded, it would take more than a hundred 
years to complete it. Certainly this was too slow. 
He hoped, therefore, a change would be made. In 
the language of the report of Mr. Aycriaa: “We 
should then have the survey conducted on a sys- 
tem of practical utility, and moving right end fore- 
most.” 

Mr. EVERETT made some remarks in too low 
a tone to be heard by the reporter, but he was 
understood as opposing the amendment. 

The committee then rose, and reported progress. 

Mt. CAVE JOHNSON offered a resolution 
for adoption. ; 

Mr. WISE objected to its receptioti. 

The resolation was a3 follows: ~ 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be instruct- 
ed to inquire into the expediency of so modifying the 2lst ar- 
ticle of the rules and regulations for the government of the 
navy, prescribed bythe act of 234 April, 1800, as to provide 
that the authority given by that article toa court martial to 
punish the crime of murder, when committed by any officer, 
seaman, or marine belonging to any publie vessel of the Unite 
States, without the territorial jurisdiction of the same, shall not 
be exercised when the person charged with haying committed 
such murder shall have. arrived within the territorial jurisdic: 
tion of the United States, and can. be arrested and held to an- 
swer by the civil courts; and that, in all such cases, the juris- 
diction of the circuit court of the United States, for the circuit 
into which the person charged with such crime shall first be 
brought, or in which he shall be apprehended, shall have exclu- 
sive jurisdiction and cognisance of the offence. 


Mr. PROFFIT offered a resolution in relation 
to the disregard of a resolution passed by the 
House, some twelve months ago, calling upon the 
Secretary of the Treasury for returns of officers 
who retain possession of public moneys, including 
forfeitures and penalties; but, as objection was 


made, it was not received. Is was as follows: 
Whereas the House of Representatives did, on the 29th June, 
1842, adopt the following resolutions: 


« Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 


to inform this House whether any collectors, or other officers of | 


the customs, have retained and still hold any moneys received 
by them, from fines, penalties, and forfeitures, accruing since 
the 3d March, 1841; and if any such officer does retain moneys, 
the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to furnish to 
this Mouss the names of such officers, and the amount so re- 
tained. 

“ Rsolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to inform this House whether any opinion of the Attorney Gen- 


eral has been given on the subject of the rightof retention, by i 
officers of the customs, of moneys now accruing under the head | 


of ‘fines, penalties, and forfeitures; and if any such opinion 


has been given, the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed 


to furnish this House with a copy of the same. 

“Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to inform this House. whether he has ordered any officer of the 
customs, retaining moneys accruing since the 3d March, 1841, 
under the head of ‘fines, penalties, and forfeitures,’ to pay said 
moneys into the treasury of the United States; and whether 
any officer of the customs has refused or -neglected to pay over 
said moneys; if so, the Secretary of the Treasury is directed to 


furnish the names of such officers neglecting or refusing to obey 

his order.” oa 
‘And whereas nearly eight months have now elapsed, and‘ no 

answer to these resolutions has‘ been transmitted to this House; 
herefore, . R 

+ Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to 

: inform this House why, it 18 that these resolutions have not been 
answered. E : 


< Also, whether any correspondence has taken place between 
the Secretary of the Treasury and the First Comptroller, or 
any other officer, on the subject of answering these reso} utions; 

: and, if any correspondence has taken taken” place, the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury is directed to transmit to this House a 
copy of the same. ” TE s 

Also, that the Secretary of the Treasury- inform .this. House- 
what are the causes of the great delay in answering resolutions 
of this House; and whether any reorganization of t e Treasury 
Department is necessary, to insure a more efficient attention to 
‘the orders. of Congress. es 

Mr. PROFFIT said that, if resolutions of the 
House—especially of the importance of those which 
had ‘been passed nearly: eight months—could thus 
remain neglected, it should not be his (Mr. Pror- 
rir’s) fault, If Government officers can hold over 

public moneys, and thus silently be suffered to 
become defaulters, he (Mr. Prorrit) would not be 
: responsible for so gross neglect of public duty. Let 
those who refuse to call for information, or neglect 
to enforce the orders of this House, calling: for in- 
formation, bear the odiam’of any defalcation which 
may take place. i 

On the motion of Mr. EVERETT, 10,000 extra 
copies of the repòrt of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, on the state of the ‘finances, were or- 
dered to be printed. ge ts vee 

Mr. J. P. KENNEDY submitted a resolution 
directing the printing of the usual number of extra 
copies (10,000) of the annual commercial state- 
ment, so goon as it should be received from the 
Treasury Department. 

Mr. FILLMORE moved to amend the resolu- 
tion, by adding a like number of copies of the 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury, in an~ 
swer to the resolution of the House adopted on the 
234 instant. 

Mr. J. L. WILLIAMS moved, as an amend- 
ment to the amendment of the gentleman from 
New York, [Mr. FILLMORE,] that 5,000 extra 
copies of the report of the select committee on re- 
trenchment (Mr. Gimer’s] be printed. 

The question was taken on the last motion, and 
the Speaker decided it to be lost, 

Mr. J. L. WILLIAMS called for acount; but 
withdrew bis call, at the request of many members, 
who apprehended that a count would show that 
no quorum was present. 

The amendment of the gentleman from New 
York (Mr: FıuLmorE] was agreed to; and, after an 
ineffectual effort on the partot Mr. A. V. BROWN 
to have the resolution laid on the table, it was, as 
amended, adopted. ; 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a number 
of executive communications; Which were all laid 
on the table, or referred, and ordered to be printed. 

A communication from the Treasury Depart- 
ment, in answer to a resolution of the 23d Febru- 
ary, transmitting a statement of the outstanding ap- 
propriations on the 3a of March, 1841, and the 
available means of the treasury at the same period; 
also, the outstanding appropriations and available 
means estimated for the 3d March, 1843. 

A communication from the Treasury Depart- 
ment, transmitting the report of J. W. P. Lewis, 
engineer, on the condition of the light-houses in the 
United States. 

A communication from the Treasury Depart- 
ment, showing the official emoluments of the vari- 
ous officers of the customs during the past year. 

A communication from the Treasury Depart- 
ment, supplementary to the report upon steamboat 
navigation in the Mississippi river, and on ihe 
Northern lakes, 

A communication from the War Depariment, 
transmitting a statement of the contingent expendi- 
tures of that department. 

A communication from the Post Office Depart- 
ment, exhibiting the number of persons employed 
in that department, 

A communication from the War Department, in 
answer to the resolution of the House asking for 
the reasons for the reduetion of General Gaines’s 
pay. The communication states that the pay was 
‘reduced in consequence of the act of last session 
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reducing the army, by which General Gaines, who 


ismajor general by brevet, has the command of 
only four regiments, and is, therefore, according to 
the regulations of the army, only entitled to ihe 
pay: of brigadier genera}, 

Mr. TOLAND esked leave to cffer a resolution, 
(not read; and the purport, therefore, not known.) 

Mr. WISE objected to the intrcduction of the 
resolution. 

Mr. TOLAND persisting in his effort to get the 
reeolution in, 

Mr. WELLER moved an adjournment. 

Tellers were called for on the motion, (Messrs. 
Totanp and WHLLER,) who reported ayes 54, 
noes 63. 

So the House refused to adjourn—no quoram 
voting. 

The SPEAKER suggested that the report of the 
Conference Commitiee on the army bill be now ta- 
ken up and acted on. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. TOLAND renewed the effort to get in his 
resolution. 

Mr. WISE again objected. 

Mr. L. W. ANDREWS moved a cail of the 
House. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON moved that the 
House adjourn; oa which motion tellers (Messrs. 
Ayprews and A. V. Brows) were appointed, 
They reported ayes 58, nces 55. 

So the House adjourned. 

Hovse of REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 25, 1843. 
To the Editor of the Globe; 
In the Globe of yesterday, on the bill to suspend 


the operation of the second section of the act re- | 


quiring the States to be divided into congressional 
districis, the remarke of Mr. CaMPESLL of South 
Carolina, and an explanation of mine on ihe same 
subject, are so reported as to make an erroneous 
impression, Fhe following is the part of the re- 
portto which I alluce: 

“Mr, CAMPRELL said that in the Siate of Geor- 
gia, the elections came on previcus to the time of 
the meeting of their Legislature; and though the 
Legislature on its meeting proceeded aimost im- 
mediately to divide the State inio congressional dis- 
tricts for the twenty-ninth Congress, yet the elec- 
tions for the twenty-eighth Congress having already 
taken place, they had no power uncer the con- 
stitution to set them aside, and order new elec- 
tions. The same state of things had happened in 
Missouri; but he was informed that a majority of 
the people of thai State were in favor cf the district 
system, and they would eventually adopt it. 

“Mr. J.C. Epwarps said that the gentleman 
was mistaken—a majority of the Legislature be- 
lieved that the act of Congress was unconstitu- 
tional.” 

This language conveys the idea that I said “the 
gentleman was mistaken” in his information “that 
a majority of the people cf ihat State (Missouri) 
were in favor of the district system, and they would 
eventually adoptit.” It was not my intention to 
convey this idea. Isaid nothing in refere 
opinions of a majority of the people on 
ject. The remark made by the gentleman from 
South Carolina, in allusion to the opiaions of the 
people, and as to what they mightever tually do on 
the subject of districting the Siate, did not cateh 
my attention. I explained in reference to the ac- 
tion and opinion of the Legislature only; and what 
I said was this: 

“The gentleman is mistaken as to the action of 
our Legislature. Ihave been recenily informed 
that the Legislature of Missouri have refused to 
district that State. I believe a majecrity cof the 
Legislature deem the act of Congress requiring 
them to district the Stee unconstitutional? [ 
might have added, that a refasal to district the 
State was proof of this opinion; and that, even if 


ibey believed Congress had the power to district, 
yet they denied the power of Congress to com- 
pel the State Legislature to district for them. 

I said nothing as to the opinion of the people of 
my State. I said nothing as to their future action 
on this subject. I knew nothing. 

Very respecifully, 
J. C. EDWARDS. 
To the Editor of the Globe: 

Sır: In the report of congressional proceedings 
of Thursday, February 23, contained in the Globe 
of Friday eveving, February 24, itis said “Mr. 
Titincuast offered, as an amendment to’ the 
amendment, $100,000 for Hell-gate, in New 
Yerk.” 

This isan error. The amendment referred to 
was offered by Mr. Rooszvent of New York— 
not by me. i voted against it. The two amend- 
ments offered by me (with notice that, if they fail- 
ed here, I should renew them on another cceasion) 
were—one for the survey on Block Island, and one 
for removing obstrvetions in Providence river, 

Very respectfully, yours, 
J. L. PILLINGH 4ST. 

February 25, 1843. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, February 27, 1843. 

Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Finance, 
made a report (which was ordered to be printed) 
adverse to tho passage of the bill for the relief of 
Samuel Hoffman. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a memoria! from the 
counties of St. Lawrence and Franklin, New York, 
praying ior the esiablisiment of a post route. He 
remarked that he did not expect that any action 
could be bad upon it this session; but, with a view 
that the papers wight be preserved, he presented 
them, and moved that they be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. Agreed 
to. 

On motion by Mr. EVANS, the previous orders 
were postponed, and the bill to permit the entry of 
merchandise ia certain cases free of duty, was 
taken up,read ise second time, and considered as 
in committee of the whole. 

Mr. EVANS explained the propriety of the pas- 
sage of this bill. He said that some persons had 
lately invented a valuable machine for the purpose 
of raising wrecks. Two vessels had already been 
raised by it in the river Delaware, by which a great 
improvement had been effecied in the navigation 
of that river; these vesseis having heretofore form- 
eda kind of bar or obstruction there. The rais- 
ing of those vessels was a very expensive and haz- 
ardous undertaking. In the two cases alluded to, 
some crockery, &c., had been saved from the wrecks 
alluded to. ‘This bill proposed that those goods, 
and all goods saved in like manner, should be ad- 
mitted free of duty,as an encouragement to the 
inventors to progress in such useful labors. 

Mr, WOODBURY mace some remarks in favor 
of the bill. 

Mr. KING was fearful that the revenues were 
not sufficiently guarded by it. 

Mr. EVANS replied, that its provisions were 
properly guarded. Those goods were to be ad- 
mitted free, under such regulations as may be pre- 
seribed by the Seeretary of the Treasury. 

There being no amendment proposed to the bill, 
it was reported to the Senate, and ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading. 

Eloase bills for the relief of Nancy Tompkins 
and of Conrad House were taken np as in commit- 
tee of the whole, on adverse reports of the Com- 
miitees on Claims and Naval Affairs, and indef- 
nitely postponed. 

Mr. TAPPAN presented a petition from citizens 
of Jefferson county, Ohio, asking Congress to in- 
ierfere in the case of Mr. Kendall, and restore him 
fo personal liberty. 

Mr. BAPPAN remarked that a bill bad been 


i 


carefully prepared and reported by the Committee 
on Claims upon this very subject; and, uniess it 
was taken up and acted upon at once, it could not 
be passed this session. Its provisions would not 
at all affect the demand of Stockton & Stokes, but 
merely suspended the imprisonment until one year 
after the Supreme Court shall have rendered final 
judgment. He, therefore, moved that the previous 
orders of the cay be postponed, and that the bill 
be taken up. 

The question being put, it was carried in the af- 
firmatize; and the bill was taken up, read the 
second time, and considered as in committee of the 
whole. 

Mr. WRIGHT said the bill was merely a. bill 
to amend the act relating to imprisonment. for 
debt in the District of Columbia. The Committee 
on Claims, which reported the bill, were decidedly 
of the opinion that Congress should noi interfere, 
by its legislation, with the judgment which had 
been rendered against Mr. Kendall, at this time— 
the case having been carried up to the Supreme 
Court on an appeal. The committee, in examining 
the ease, found (which was new to allof them) by the 
laws which related to the imprisonment for debt in 
thi: District, at this time, that when a debtor was 
in charge on execution by any person, he may 
take the bounds for twelve months, and then, if 
he does not pay the debt, he is placed at once in 
close confinement. AN that the bill proposed to 
do inthe matter was to modify the insolvent law, 
so that the debtor could not be placed in close con- 
finement pending an appeal, nor until one year 
after the Supreme Court shall have rendered a final 
judgment. 

Mr. GRAHAM said, if the bill was passed, it 
would make the insolvent laws the same as they 
have been in North Carolina ever since the Revo- 
lution. 

There being no amendment proposed, the bill 
was reported to the Senate, and ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading. 

On motion by Mr. GRAHAM, the previous or- 
ders were postponed, and the bill from the House 
for the relief of James S. Calhoun was taken up, 
as in committee of the whole, on an amendment 
from the Committee on Claims. The amendment 
having been agreed to, the bill was reported to the 
Senate, and ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 

Mr. BATES, from the Committee on Pensions, 
reported back, with sundry amendments, the bill 
frora the House granting pensions to certain widows 
of revolutionary soldiers. The amendments were 
ordered to be printed. 


Mr. TAPPAN, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, made adverse reports on the petition of the 
widow of Joshua Raymond, a soldier of the Revo- 
lution, and the petition of Joseph Thompson and 
John Gould, for pensions; also, on the petitions of 
Mary Spence and Philip King, and the resolutions 
of the Legislature cf Vermont in favor of the re- 
vival of the law granting a pension to the widows 
of revolutionary officers and soldiers who were 
married prior to 1794. 


Mr. HENDERSON, from the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims, reported back, without amend- 
ment, and with a recommendation that it do pass, 
the bill for the relief of Antoine Vasques and 
others.” 

Also, reported back, and adversely to its passage, 
House bill entitled “An act to confirm to Elizabeth 
Burris, her heirs and assigns, their title to a tract of 
Jand.” 

Mr. SEVIER, from the Committee ou Pensions, 
made an adverse report on the petition of John 
Bosworth for a pension; which was ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. S., also, reported back from the same com- 
mittee, without amendment, the bill for the relief 
of Daniel Penhallow. 

On the suggestion of Mr. KING, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the several bills on the cal- 
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endar; when the fol'owing were taken up as in com- 
mittee of the whole, considered, reported to the 
Senate, and ordered io be engrossed fora third 
reading, viz: 

The bill for the relief of Richard Patton. 

The bill to revive the act entitled “An act to en- 
able claimants to land within the limits of Missouri 
and the Territory of Arkansas, to institute pro- 
ceeedings to try the validity of their claims,” ap- 
proved the 26th of May, 1824; and the act amenc- 
ing the same, and extending the provisions of said 
acts to claimants to land within the States of 
Louisiana and Mississippi. — 

{Mr. SEVIER made some remarks in favor of 
the above bill.] 

The bill for the relief of Charles M. Keller. 

The bill to repeal certain parts of the act en- 
tied “An act respecting the organization of the 
army, and for other purposes,” approved the 23d 
of August, 1842. ; 

The bill for the relief of Joseph Bryan, Har- 
rison Young, and Benjamin Young. 

[This bill was amended, on the suggestion of Mr. 
BAGBY, so as to read for the heirs of Harrison 
‘Young.j 

The bill declaring Robbinston, in the State of 
Maine, to be a port of delivery. 

The bill to extend the Patent Office to Ninth street, 
came up as in committee of the whole. 

Mr. KING was opposed to the erection of any 
new public buildings now. 


Messrs. TAPPAN and KERR made some re- 
marks on the necessity of continuing the construc- 
tion of this building, to supply the wants of the 
Patent department. 

Mr. KERR made several propositions to amend, 
which were agreed to. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate, and 
ordered to be engrossed, as amended, for a third 
reading. 

The bill of the Senate authorizing a survey and 
examination of the harbor of Memphis, Tennessee, 
came up for consideration; but was, on the motion 
of Mr. BAYARD, laid on the table,—a_ bill from 
He House for the same purpose being on the cal- 
endar. 


Mr. WOODBRIDGE, from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported back, withanamendment, and 
with recommendation that it do pass, the bill for 
the protection of commerce on the Northwestern 
lakes. 


The bill to apply ceriain alternate sections of the 
public domain towards the completion of works of 
internal improvement in the State of Michigan, 
and for other purposes, was taken up as in com- 
mittee of the whole, on amendments of the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, proposing to strike out the 
3dand 4th fsections giving 500,000 acres to pay 
off the debts for the railroads and canals, and com- 
pleting the same. 

The bill was then read. 

Mr. KING inquired the length of the road and 
canal along which the sections of land were to be 
granted. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE said the canal was 200 
miles in length, and the railroad 160 miles. 


Mr. KING objected that heretofore no grants 
had been made to States for similar purposes ex- 
tending beyond two miles on each side of the roads 
or canals belonging to the State; but tbis bill pro- 
posed to give ten miles wide, for 360 miles in 
length, to the State of Michigan. This would be a 
precedent for other States to make the like demands. 


Mr. WOODBRIDGE referred to the report of 
the Committee on the Public Lands as a justifica- 
tion for the bill. The same principle of granting 
alternate sections of land along the public works of 
Ohio, Illinois, and Indiana, was that upon which this 
pill was framed. He contended that the Uniied 
States never lost acent by these grants, because 
the price of the reserved alternate sections was al- 
ways doubled by the improvements made by the 
States. f 

The bill was then reported to the Senate, and 
the amendments of the commitiee of the whole 
were concurred in. 

Mr. McROBERTS asked how much land was 
granted to the State of Michigan by this bili? 


Mr. WOODBRIDGE replied, one-half of each 
five alternate sections of land along the works. 

Mr. McROBERTS referred to the grants hith- 
erto made to Obio; and, taking it for granted that 
the quantity donated by this bill would be found 
considerably beyond the amount given to Ohio, 
there was no other way of doing justice to all the 
new States but to adopt some settled principle. 
The donation now asked for Michigan would be 
a partial one, if granted. He was in favor of giv- 
ing Michigan as. much land as Ohio, but not 
more. Michigan, by this bill, would get a mil- 
lion of acres of land, while Arkansas gets none 
at all. 

Mr. SMITH of Indiana maintained that the 
grant thus made to Michigan would be no loss 
whatever to the United States, as the General Gov- 
ernment would receive just as much money for 
the alternate sections reserved, as for the whole if 
no improvements were made. 

Mr. WALKER did not object to the grant of 
lands to the State of Michigan; but was utterly op- 
posed to any such principle as that of granting 
lands, as the 3dand 4th sections had proposed, to 
the payment of the debts of the States. Since 
these two sections had been stricken out, he would 
now vote for the bill. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON considered this bill an act 
of justice due to the State of Michigan, as well as 
the United States. He, therefore, hoped it would 
receive the sanction of the Senate. 

Mr. GRAHAM asked whether the land granted 
was ten miles wide. 

Mr. KING explained that the grant was five 
miles wide on each side of the works and alternate 
sections. 

Mr. WRIGHT asked whether the bill referred 
to Jands belonging to the United States only. 

Mr. SMITH of Indiana explained, that where 
the land had been previously sold, other lands 
would be selected. 

Mr. WRIGHT observed, that where alternate 
sections are already sold, the consideration of the 
increased price cannot be realized by the Govern- 
ment. He hoped, therefore, the grant would ex- 
tend only to unsold lands. 

Mr. ALLEN suggested that the amendment 
should be made to avoid that predicament; be- 
cause it would otherwise be a grant to carry on 
these public works at the expense of the public 
treasury. 

Mr. BERRIEN agreed that there was a diffi- 
culty, and suggested the propriety of passing over 
the bill informally, with a view of giving time for 
the friends of the biil to remove the objections. 

The bill was accordingly passed over inform. 
ally. 
Mr. WALKER, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported a bill for the relief of John Grant; 
which was read, and ordered to a second reading. 
PUBLICATION OF THE DEBATES IN CON- 

GRESS. 

The Senate bill, No. 128, entitled “A bill for the 
publication of the debates and proceedings of Con- 
gress, in a continued series, and to authorize one or 
more contracts for that purpose,” being called up, 
on the motion of Mr. BAYARD, at whose instance 
it had been laid on the table on Saturday— 

Mr. WRIGHT objected, that, as the bill would 
necessarily induce debate, it would bave the effect 
of obstructing all other bills on the calendar enti- 
tled to immediate action. 

Mr. KING suggested the propriety of letting it 
lie over, if it was intended to pass any of the bills 
on the calendar, as serious objections entertained 
against this measure would necessarily lead to a 
protracted Giscussion. 

Mr. BAYARD remarked, that the bill having 
been laid on the table on Saturday, upon his mo- 
tion, he thought it incumbent cn him to make the 
motion now to take it up. 

Mr. KING moved to lay the bill on the table. 


Mr. SEVIER requested the Senator would sus- | 


pend bis motion for a moment. 

Mr. KING having assented, 

Mr. SEVIER made a short explanation in refer- 
ence to an impression he had, regarding the party 
character of the Register of Debates, published 


by Gales & Seaton; which he bad been since as- | 


sured by those gentlemen wasa misconception on 
his part. 

Mr. BENTON, as an instance that the Register 
of Debates contained but a one-sided report of 
congressional proceedings, referred to the lengthy 
discussions on the subject of the Bank of the Uni- 
ted States, in which all the speeches in favor of 
the bank are given in full, and those in opposition 
cut short, or suppressed. He particularly pointed 
out one speech he had made himself, on which he 
had bestowed great labor and research, and which 
it took him two full hours to deliver, that Messrs. 
Gales & Seaton, in their publication of the pro- 
ceedings in Congress, paid for by the Government 
as an impartial view of the debates, cut off to half 
a finger’s length; and by which he (Mr. B.) was 
represented as if he had only spoken two minutes, 
instead of two hours, and then broken down; for 
the conclusion of the paragraph is, that he (Mr. 
B.) “gave way.” {Much laughter.] 

Mr. WALKER also opposed any proceedings 
on this bill, necessarily involving the complete ob- 
struction of bills on the calendar, upon which so 
many public and private interests were dependent. 
He thought it would be much better for the Sena- 
tor from Delaware to consent to lay this bill on the 
table; and if this proposition were changed to a mo- 
tion to take up his resolution fcr the employment 
ofa corps of reporters, he would feel disposed to 
give him his support. 


Mr. BAYARD, in substanee, remarked that the 
resolution aliuded to by the Senator from Missis- 
sippi would not reach to the object contemplated 
by this bill, which is retrospective, and proposes 
the collection and publication of the debates in 
Congress from the year 1789 to theend of this 
session; whereas the resolution with regard to em- 
ploying a corps of reporters, is prospective, and 
Jooks to the correct and faithful publications of the 
proceedings in Congress hereafter. 

With regard to the prospective measure con- 
templated by the resolution to which the Senator 
had alluded, all be had to say was, that, whenever 
itshould be deemed expedient to take it up, he 
would be in favor of any efficient practical mode 
of attaining the object in view. That some such 
arrangement for insuring a full, fair, and impar- 
tial record of proceedings was indispensably ne- 
cessary, must be manifest to every one who wit- 
nessed the debates in the Senate on all political 
subjects involving the opinions of the two great 
parties into which the country was divided. It 
was very well known that, in general, very full 
reports of the proceedings in the Senate were pub- 
lisbed in the Globe daily; and, upon ordinary sub- 
jects, not partaking of a political complexion, very 
fair and impartial reports they were. But the 
moment any subject of a party character was to 
be reported, there was an obvious deviation from 
this line of impartiality. Then, from some cause 
or other—it may be, not from any disposition of 
the reporters aciually to do injustice, but as a ne- 
cessary result of having to prepare their matter for 
a paper taking a very decided part in politics, 
they seem to be, to say the least of it, eareless how 
they represent the opinions of the party opposed 
to their friends, and take especial care to devote 
all their attention to the side which expresses sen- 
timents most analogous to those of the readers of 
their paper. As an instance, he would refer to the 
Jate debate on General Jackson’s fine, in which his 
own remarks were represented as the most wishy- 
washy affair imaginable. He did not complain of 
this; for it was an inevitable consequence of leav- 
ing the matter without any control, entirely de- 
pendent upon the private enterprise of party pa- 
pers. Nor should it be understood that he ques- 
tioned the ability of the Globe reporters to make 
proper reports; fer he had already admitted that, 
upon general subjects, the reports were exceed- 
ingly good. He would even do them the justice 
to say that, in the running proceedings, not having 
any bearing on party predilections, the reports were 
admirable. 

Mr. BUCHANAN renewed the motion of the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. Kine] to lay the bill 
upon the table, and on this motion he called for 
the yeas and nays; which were ordered. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 


` 


lay the bill on the table, and resulted in the nega- 
tive—yeas 19, nays 25, as follows: 

YEaS—Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Benton, Buchanan, Cal- 
houn, Cuthbert, Fulton, King, McRoberts, Sevier, Smith of 
Connecticut, Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, Wilcox, Williams, 
Woodbury, Wright, and Young— 19, 

NAYsS—Mesers. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, 
Chuate, Clayton, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Graham, Hen- 
derson, Huntington, Kerr, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, More- 
head, Phelps, Porter, Smith of Indiana, Sprague, Tall- 
madge, White, and Woodbridge—25, 

Mr. ALLEN said it was obviously impossible to 
pass this bill, without such an opposition as must 
lead to a most protracted debate. He put it to the 
Senators on the other side, whether they could 
stand justified before the country for obstruct- 
ing the public business by this attempt to 
force through such a bill, subjecting the exhausted 
treasury of the Government to an expenditure of 
half a million of dollars, for no other necessary 
purpose but the reward of their partisan press? 
Could they plead any public necessity for this 
measure? What necessity could they plead, but the 
real one—that of sustaining the political organ of 
their party? What did the people care for this 
publication? What did they want with it? If mem- 
bers of Congress had occasion to refer to old de- 
bates, they could do so at any time in the library 
of Congress, They had the same materials there, 
that were to compose this publication. They had 
the Register of Debates from 1824 to 1837, and 
the Congressional Globe and Appendix from 1837 
to this date. And he would here say that the Con- 
gressional Globe and Appendix, already published, 
and continuous in course of publication, contained 
the most extensive, accuraie, and impartial reports 
ever before published, and a greater amount of 
matter than had ever been offered to the public at 
so small acharge. This was a publication open 
to every member of Congress to correct, aad pub- 
lish in the most authentic form, both his remarks 
in running debate, and speeches at large. The 
Appendix was devoted to speeches written out by 
members themselves; so that, if the reporters unin- 
tentionally make mistakes, these inaccuracies stand 
corrected in the Appendix. And as to information 
of the proceedings of Congress to be given to 
the people, did not this very publication effect 
more than Congress itself could effect? for it 
has already a most extensive circulation, and 
reaches to every part of the Union. What more 
could be effected by a contract of Government to 
publish it over again? There was obviously no 
necessity for incurring the expense of republishing 
the Congressional Giobe and Appendix. So much 
for that part of the bill. Now, with regard to the 
other proposition—that of reprinting the old de- 
bates from 1789 to 1824, and purchasing 1,000 
copies of the Register of Debates from 1824 to 
1837—he would ask, how much money all this 
was to cost? He would venture to say that the 
expense cvuld not fall short of half a million of 
dollars. It was easy to judge by experience. Mr. 
A. then referred, somewhat in detail, to theexpend- 
itures by Congress from time to time on similar pub- 
lications—-such as the Documentary History of the 
Revolution, the Register of Debates, &e. He as- 
sured the Senators on the other side it was not pos- 
sible for them to pass this bill, without such an op- 
position as must necessarily involve a protracied 
discussion, which would obstruct all other busi- 
ness. He therefore hoped they would yield toa 
motion he should make—which was, to postpone 
the bill indefinitely; and on this motion he called 
for the yeas and nays, which were ordered. 

Mr. McROBERTS reminded Senators that there 
were but five days of the session to complete the 
vast amount of business yet awaiting the actions? 
the Senate. It must be quite obvious that, to ac 
complish all this necessary and important business, 
the whole of that time would te required, even 
without debate; and it was equally obvious that, if 
this bill was persisted in, it would be opposed and 
discussed to an indefinite extent, rendering it im- 
possible to devote any attention to the general cal- 
endar. He therefore hoped they would allow the 
motion of postponement! to prevail. 

Mr. WOODBURY said there was one point of 
view which ought to satisfy gentlemen that this was 
no time to press such a bill as this. It was, that 
this proposition would have to be carried out on 
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borrowed money. Now, he would ask, was there 
not an obvious impropriety, setting aside all con- 
siderations as to the inexpediency or imperfection 
of the plan proposed, to borrow money at six per 
cent. interest, fer any such purpose as this? 

Mr. WRIGHT adveried to the principle of dis- 
tributing books to members of Congress al the pub- 
lic expense, which he had hoped the Senate had 
long since repudiated. This bill, he considered 
nothing more nor less than a proposition to resume 
that practice. Congress wasto pay as much for 
1,000 sets of these publications, as would enable 
the publishers to lay aside another thousand sets 
for future operations on Congress. The thousand 
sets first purchased by Congress were to lumber 
the rooms of the library (ill they became a nuis- 
ance, and then Congress was to be called upon to 
distribute them to its own members. When that 
thousand sets become thus exhausted, succeeding 
Congresses will think themselves unfairly dealt 
with, if they too are not to get sets of the same 
books. They will be told by the publishers that 
they have only to pass a resolution to purchase the 
reserved copies in their hands, and that is sure to 
be done. Thus the surplus copies of the publish- 
ers are sure to be ordered. What had it cost Con- 
gress, during the past two or three years, for books 
thus distributed? Not less, he believed, than be- 
tween sixty and seventy thousand dollars. 

He asked who was to be the author of the com. 
pilation of the Debates in Congress, from the year 
1789, and who was to measure the extent cf the 
work? Who could tell what matter is either pub- 
lished or suppressed in the compilation? 

The stereotyped resolution in Congress is, that 
all such books as have hitherto been distributed to 
members of Congress, shall be procured for mem- 
bers who have not received any; and if any new 
books are ordered, they are to be included. Thus 


| the whole mass is kept moving, increasing in ex- 


penses as it progresses. 

As to the published Register of Debates by Gaies 
and Seaton: he read from the debates of 1832 a 
paragraph sneering at the remarks of Mr. Hill 
in the Senate; and also another in relation to Mr. 
Benton in the same year, wherein it was stated in 
conclusion that the Senator then “gave way.” 


Mr. BENTON. Broke down, I suppose. [Laugh- 


er] 

Mr. WRIGHT continued. He referred again 
to allusions made to a speech of Mr. Hill on the 
subject of the Bank of the United States, which occu- 
pied between two and three hours; but is dismissed 
with a sneer at his practice of reading from co- 
pious notes prepared for his speeches. Mr. W. 
also referred to a speech made by himself in the 
House of Representatives on the tariff, in 1828, 
which had cost him a vast deal of labor and re- 
search, and which, in fact, embodied the only ar- 
guments of importance urged on his side of the 
question; yet he had been unable to find the slight- 
est reference to that speechin Gales & Seaton’s 
Register of Debates, although he had furnished the 
publishers with a corrected copy cf it, in printed 
form, to be placed in its proper place. 

If it should be the opinion of Congress that the 
debates from 1789 should be published, a revision 
ought to be made, and important questions of con- 
stitutional law should be selected in preference to 
unimportant subjects. 

He produced the Congressional Globe and Ap- 
pendix for the twenty-fourth Congress, which he 
took as an average of the size of the series, and 
computed that the proceedings of each Congress 
would make six volumes; so that the republication 
of the Congressional Globe and Appendix would 
make sixty volumes. In allusion to Gales & 
Seatcn’s Register of Debates proposed to be re- 
published or purchased, and the number of vol- 
umes necessary to give the debates from 1789 to 
1824, he calculated that the whole could not, even 
at a moderate estimate, be computed at less than 
100 volumes; so that 1,000 sets would comprise 
100,000 volumes; which, at the price propored, 
($5 per volume,) would amount to $500,000. 

Alluding to the remarks of the Senator from 
Delaware, in reference to reporis of proceedings— 
when the matter published amounted to ten or 
twelve columns daily, there were necessarily many 
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inaccuracies, inevitable from the fact of the repor- 
ters not hearing distinctly what is said, or failing 
to catch the ideas intended to be ecnveyed; which 
showed ihat a republication of such reports, au- 
thenticated by the sanction of Congress, would 
present anything but a correct and faithful regis- 
ter of what was said and done. It was obvious, 
then, that it weuld be improper to become responsi- 
ble for such republications. 

But, independently of all considerations of de- 
tail, he would ask, was it, at this late period of the 
session, proper to persist in pressing forward a bill 
which must consume the time that ought to be de- 
voted to the business of the session yet to be dis- 
posed of? 

Mr. CALHOUN hoped the motion to postpone 
would prevail. He was utterly amazed to find, 
from the caleulation of the Senator from New 
York, that this was a proposition to give half a 
million of dollars to one company of printers, and 
he supposed not less than a quarter of a million to 
another—making $750,000, in all, chargeable on 
the treasury. 

We would ask the chairman of the Committee 
on Retrenchment what would be the aggregate 
amount deducted from the salaries of officers and 
persons in the public service, should the amend- 
ment to the reform bill of the House be adopted. 

Mr. MOREHEAD replied, that the reduction of 
123 per cent. would effect a saving of something 
like $460,000. The House retrenchments would 
probably make the amount $150,000 more. 

Mr. CALHOUN, on this information, continued 
his remarks—the purport of which was, to show 
the mockery of professing a zeal for retrenchment, 
in clippings from the salaries of public servants 
to the extent of four or five hundred thousand dol- 
lars, while this bill proposed to squander $750,000 
among four printers. 


Mr. ALLEN said that, when he first caw this 
bill, he felt considerable surprise at finding in it 
the proposition to include the publication of the 
Congressional Globe and Appendix in the vast 
job contemplated. This surprise led him to make 
some inquiry on the subject, and he was pleased to 
find—as, indeed, from what he knew of the editor 
of the Globe, he confidently anticipated—that he 
had nothing whatever to do with the proposition, 
nor had he any idea of its being in the bill, till 
brought to his notice by this debate. He (Mr. 
A.) had farther learned from the editor of the 
Globe, that, so far from approving this proposition, 
he would not only repudiate any participation in 
such a proceeding, but utterly denounce the whole 
thing in the editorial columns of his paper. 

What, then, he(Mr. A.) would ask, could have 
been the object of putting the Congressional Globe 
and Appendix in the bill at all, in conjunction 
with the Register of Debates and contract with 
Gales & Seaton for publishing the proceedings 
of Congress from 1789 to 1824, but to enlist both 
sides of this chamber in favor of a measure which 
was to result in the benefit of the organs cf both 
parties? He was far from impating such motives 
to any Senator, much less to the estimable and 
honorable individuals composing the Library Com- 
mittee; for he felt well assured they originated 
outside this Capitol. But he would ask those who 
built upon such foundations, did they imagine that 
Democratic Senators could be brought to vote 
in silence upon this bill, because it contained a 
proposition to confer upon their party organ 
a profitable contract? If they did, they were 
grossly ignorant of the great principles which 
actuated the Democracy, of which they were 
the delegated exponents. Mr. Aren here 
denounced, with much energy, the proposition to 
include Blair & Rives in this monstrous job. He 
also dwelt upon the principles which should actuate 
all legislation, with a view of showing that, there 
being no necessity for these contracts, but that 
arising out of the cupidity of individual publishers. 
It was a gross outrage on the powers intrusted to 
Congress to legislate for any such purpose. 

Mr. CALHOUN expressed his extreme gratifi- 
cation at the Senator’s intimation that the editor of 
the Globe had so promptly denounced the intro. 
duction of his name into this bill. He hoped, 
therefore, in justice to that talented editor, that 


when in order, an amendment would be made to 
strike from the bill the names of Messrs. Blair & 
Rives. 

The question was then taken on Mr. ALLEN’s 
motion to postpone the bill indefinitely, and result- 
ed in the negative—-yess 21, nays 22, as fol- 
lows: 


VEAS--Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Benton, Buchanan, Calhoun, 
Clayton, Cuthbert, Fulton, King, McDuffie, McRoberts, Se- 
vier, Smith of Connecticut, Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, Wil- 
cox, Williams, Woodbury, Wright, and Young—21. y 

WNAY=—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, 
Choate, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Graham, Henderson, 
Huntington, Kerr, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Por- 
ter, Smith of Indiana, Sprague, Tallmadge, and Woodbridge 


—2. 

Mr. BUCHANAN would have been very glad, 
if, before this bill had been pressed upon the Sen- 
ate; some report had been prepared, affcrding some 
information as to what this measure was to cost. 
He would tell the Senator from South Carolina 
what all this meant. It meant to give the two 
party papers of this city a good fat job, out of 
which they could clear $100,000 each; and also to 
give members of Congress $500 apiece, in the 
shape of books. That was the foundation upon 
which the whole thing was to rest. 

The question at last resolved itself iato this: 
‘Were Senators prepared, within five days of the 
close of the present Congress, to vote $100,000 to 
each of their party editors, $500 apiece to them- 
selves, and to burden the treasury with a further 
debt of half a million of dollars? Mr. B. proceed- 
ed to comment at large upen the nature of the 
proposition, the details of the bill, and the conse- 
quences of not having yielded to the motion to 
postpone. 

Mr. McROBERTS moved to recommit the bill, 
with instructions to submit a report, showing what 
number of volumes of the Register of Debates are 
already published, and for what years; and what 
number of volumes will be required to complete 
the work, together with the probable expense. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE said this amendment 
would fall short of the object proposed by the Sena- 
tor from Illinois. The committee bad no means of 
estimating the number of volames which the work 
would require, and, consequently, the exact ex- 
pense. The committee had done all that was in 
its power to do, by stip sJating that, wherever possi- 
ble, the work should be confined to one volume for 
each session, and each volume should contain 700 
pages. He also stated the impression of the com- 
mittee as to the necessity of the measure, 

Mr. McROBERTS pointed out that portion of 
the first section of the bill in which the committee 
could make theamendment he desired. He was 
quite satisfied, that if the bili were recommiited, the 
Committee on the Library could obtain full infor- 
mation for the report required, by making the in- 
quiry of Blair & Rives. 

Mr. McDUFFIE was quite sure that no Senator 
could be more willing than he wasto approve of a 
proposition to collect and publish all valuable de- 
bates in Congress, from the foundation of the 
Government, in a proper form, properly selected, 
and brought forward ata proper time. If ajudi- 
cious selection of such debates were properly made, 
it would, he conceded, be most valuable. But he 
was opposed to the indiscriminate republication of 
everything reported; for that would involve the ac- 
cumulation of such a quantity of trash, that he 
doubted if be would pay the cost cf transporting one 
hundred volumes of it to bis residence. 

Mr. ARCHER remarked, that the gentlemen on 
the other side had misapprebended the course pur- 
sued by the gentlemen on his side. This was the 
last day of the seision, but one,on which Senate 
bills could be sent to the other House. They had, 
therefore, abstained from debate, not because they 
could not justify the bill, but because they were un- 
willing either to spend time themselves, or to induce 
others to spend it. Gales & Seaton had been se- 
lected as contractors, because they alone possessed 
the necessary materials for compiling the work re- 
quired. And as to expense, he considered the fears 
of the gentleman had greatly exaggerated all prob- 
ability. If he could have been brought to view the 
matter in the light in which they viewed it, he 
would hesitaie; but he had no such apprehensions. 


Wor weuld the cost, even at a reduced amount, 
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become a charge on the treasury all at once. The 
publication would naturally extend through a num- 
ber of years; and the probability was, that there 
would be little or nozexpenditure this year. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Me- 
Ropert’s amendment, and decided in the neg- 
ative—yeas 22, nays 23, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Benton, Buchanan, Calhoun, 
Clayton, Cuthbert, Fulton, King, McDuffie, McRoberts, Rives, 
Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, 
Wilcox. Williams, Woodbury, Wright, and Young—22, 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, 
Choate, Conrad, Dayton, Evans, Graham, Henderson, Hunt- 
ington, Kerr, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Porter, 


Smith of Indiana, Sprague, Talimadge, White, and Wood- 
pridge—23. 

Mr. HENDERSON suggested that a satisfac- 
tory limitation to the expense might be effected by 
striking out that portion of the bill providing for 
the purchase of the debates from 1824 to 1837, 
of which copies are already extant; and limiting 
the number of volumes to be pnblished from 1789 
to 1824, to twelve volumes; and those from 1837 to 
the end of this session, to seven volumes. 

Mr. KING was quite certain that Senators on 
both sides were unprepared to give this measure 
that deliberation which it required. If brought 
forward at a proper time, some plan might be ma- 
tured by which a competent person could be em- 
ployed, in whom both parties would have confi- 
dence, to prepare a proper digest, which would be 
intrinsically more valuable than the work now pro- 
posed to be publisked—at a cost of three or four 
hundred thousand dollars, at the very least. 

Mr. HENDERSON, with a view of carrying 
out his suggestion, pointed cut those parts of the 
bill which might be so altered as to insure his ob- 
ject of bringing the expense below $100,000. 

Mr. WRIGHT made an explanation, correcting 
some misconceptions he had of the provisions of 
the bill when he speke before. He bad since ex- 
amined it more attentively, and he found it even 
more exceptionable than he had supposed. He 
found that the publication required of Gales & 
Seaton, from 1789 to 1824, was to be “such as in 
the series already published;” that is, their Regis- 
ter of Debates, the impartiality of which he and 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Benton] had al- 
ready pointed out. Such faithful and impartial 
collections of debates he did not want to see paid 
for and authenticated by the General Government 
again. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE explained the views of 
the Committee on the Library, which had satisfied 
them that no other persons were possessed of the 
same valuable and necessary materials for the 
work, and that none could accomplish it so well. 

The question next in order was an amendment 
moved by Mr. Tappan, to strike out Gales & 
Seaton and Blair & Rives, leaving the matter open 
to competition, by advertisement and proposals, on 
which the yeas and nays were called for, and or- 
dered. 

Mr. TAPPAN said his object in submitting the 
amendment was, to free the bill from all ap- 
pearances or tencencies of a partisan character. 
If Gales & Seaton had the only materials for the 
publication, they could of course make the most 
advantageous proposals. But he felt satisfied there 
was as good a collection of materials in the Library 
of Congress, as any Gales & Seaton could possibly 
possess. 

Mr. WOODBURY asked how many volumes 
already porchased and published were on hand. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE said, in part, Congress 
had been supplied; and with regard to those on 
hand, this bill did not apply. 

Mr. WOODBURY said there was the more 
reason for recommiltting the bill. It was a prop- 
osition to publish and purchase. Why purchase, 
if there are volumes on hand? He would tell the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. ARCHER] that there 
are seven volumes by Blair & Rives, and thirteen 
by Gales & Seaion, on the hands of ihe publishers— 
which, at $5, are to cost $100,010; and that will 
be a charge directly on the treasury. One import- 
ant effect of advertising fer proposals to contract 
for the publication, wouid be, that, instead of hav- 
ing to pay $5 per volume, the Government would 
not pay more than $2 50. ` 
Mr. BUCHANAN remarked, that, according to 
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the computation of the Senator from New. York, 
there would be $150,000 to be paid to Gales. & 
Seaton, and $50,000 to Blair & Rives, on the 4th 
of March, for those portions of the publications re- 
quired by this bill, which those gentlemen have on 
hand ready for delivery. For, if each of these 
proprietors have 1,000 copies of the printed works 
on hand, they can be delivered on that day, and 
both together get checks on the treasury amount- 
ing to $200,000. a 

Mr. ALLEN said he found, on examination, 
that the debates during the first session in which 
he had been in Congress formed four volumes of 
the standard size required by the bill; therefore, he 
took it for granied that he might assume, as a fair 
average for the whole term from 1789 to the pres- 
ent time, two volumes per session—not taking 
account of extra sessions; so that, the period being 
54 years, 108 volumes would be required; which, 
at $5 each, would make, for 1,000 copies, $540,- 
000. 

This, then, was the new burden to be put upon 
an exhausted treasury; and for what? To enrich 
a couple of editors of partisan newspapers——the 
most monstrous proposition ever heard of under 
any Government. And this proposition comes 
from those who prate so much about retrench- 
ment! But he saw, when the matter was placed in 
its true light, an evident shrinking—the gentlemen 
were not prepared to stand up to it. And he could 
tell them that, if their bitterest enemy were anx- 
ious to stimulate them to rush heedlong upon their 
own destruction, a more effectual mode of doing it 
could not be effected than to urge them to pass 
this bill. But he and his friends had a higher duty 
to perform than that of letting the opposite party 
rein itself; they had to do their duty to the coun- 
try, and save it from the infliction of such a mon- 
strous outrage. 

Mr. WALKER, from the beginning, saw that 
the editor of the Globe had nothing to do with the 
introduction of his name into this bill, His de- 
nunciation of such use of bis name was no more 
than he anticipated. The Globe never had been a 
participator in these beok jobs. But he would be 
glad to know how much had been paid to Gales 
& Seaton on such jobs. He would venture to 
say that not less than from one to two hundred 
thousand dollars of the public money had been thus 
disposed of, for the promotion of party purposes. 

He hoped that, by this time, the friends of this 
bill had seen enough to convince themselves that 
it could not be passed. After so many hours of 
vainly attempting it, it was surely time for them to 
abandon their purpose. 

Mr. WOODBURY adverted to the fact that the 
statutes of New Hampshire were published in the 
best style—each volume containing 600 pages—at 
$1 75 per volume. Gentlemen did not seem to be 
aware of the magnitude of the undertaking. They 
were about contracting for 100,000 volumes.—equal 
to the largest of the public libraries. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Tapran’s 
amendment, to leave the publication open to com- 
petition, and resulted in the negative—yeas 20, 
nays 22, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Bentoa, Buchanan, Calhoun, 
Cuthbert, Fulton, King, McDuffie, McRoberts, Rives, Sevier, 
Smith of Connecticut, Surgédn, Tappan, Walker, Williams, 
Woodbury, Wright, and Young-~20, 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, 
Choate, Dayton, Evans, Graham, Henderson, Huntington, Kerr, 
Mangum, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Porter, Smith of Indiana, 
Sprague, Tallmadge, White, and Woodbridge—22, 

Mr. BENDERSON ihen moved the several 
amendments he had proposed, by which the num- 
ber of volumes from 1783 to 1824 would be limit- 
ed to twelve; and the debates already published in 
the Register of Debates, from 1824 to 1837, would 
be left cvt; the number of volumes from 1837 to 
1844 being limited to seven, 

These amendments, and all alterations of the 
bill requisite in consequence of them, were adopted, 
without any division on the question. 

By one of these amendments, the Congressional 
Globe and Appendix, and the names of Blair & 
Rives, were strieken ont of the bill. 

Mr. KING moved to strike out the words, “and 
purchase;” which was agreed to. 

Mr. McROBERTS moved to strike ont “1,000 
copies,” and insert “300 copies;” and on this mo- 


tion. he called for the yeas and nays; which were 
ordered. 

Mr. TAPPAN suçgested that 100 would be more 
than were wanted for the use of the General Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. McROBERTS accepted the suggestion, and 
made his motion to strike out 1,000, and insert 
100. 

The question was then taken, and decided in the 
negative-—yeas 19, nays 21, as follows: 


VEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Benton, Buchanan, Calhoun, 
Cuthbert, Fulton, King, McVuffie, McRoberts, Rives, Sevier, 
Smith of Connecticut, Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, Williams, 
Woodbury, and Wright—19. 

NAYS--Messre. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Berrien, Choate, 
Conrad, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Graham, Henderson, 
Hantington, Kerr, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, Porter, Smith of 
Indiara, Tallmadge, White, and Woodbricge~21. 

Mr. WRIGHT moved to amend the third sec- 
tion, by striking out the words “to be distributed in 
such manner as Congress shail hereafter direct;” 
on which he called forthe yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. 

The question on this amendment was taken, and 
resulted in the negative--yeas 19, nays 21, as fol- 
lows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Benton, Buchanan, Calhoun, 
Cuthbert, Fulton, King, McDuffie, McRoberts, Rives, Sevier, 
Smith of Connecticut, Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, Williams, 
Woodbury, and Wright—19. 

NAYS--Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Berrien, Choate, 
Conrad, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Graham, Henderson, Kerr, 
Mangum, Merrick, Miller, Porter, Smith of Indiana, Tallmadge, 
White, and Woodbridge—21. 


Mr. TAPPAN moved a proviso, tbat the dis- 
tribution of such copies shall not be made by this 
nor any future Congress; on which the yeas and 
nays were called for, and ordered. 

The question was then taken on this amendment, 
and decided in the affirmative~yeas 26, nays 11, 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Archer, Bagby, Benton, Buchanan, 
Calhoun, Conrad, Crittenden, Cuthbert, Fulton, Graham, Hen- 
derson, King, McDuffie, McRoberis, Mangum, Rives, Sevier, 
Smith of Connecticut, Smith of Indiana, Sturgeon, Tappan, 
Walker, Williams, Woodbury, and Wright—26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bates, Berrien, Choate, Dayton, Evans, 
Kerr, Merrick, Miller, Tallmadge, White, and Woodbridge—11, 

Mr. McROBERTS moved that the Senale do 
now adjourn, On this question he called for the 
yeas and nays; which were ordered. 

The Senate refused to adjourn—ayes 14, noes 
2L 
Mr. ALLEN moved to insert a proviso, that, 
“before any contract or agreement made under the 
provisions of this bill, and entered into, shall be 
binding, such contract shall be reported to both 
Houses of Congress; and, useless approved of by 
them, shall not be valid. On this question he 
called for the yeas and nays; which were or- 
dered. 

The question was then taken on this amend- 
ment, and decided in the negative—yeas 19, nays 
22, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs, Allen, Bagby, Benton, Buchanan, Calhcun, 
Cuthbert, Fulton, King, McDuffie, McRoberts, Rives, Sevier, 
Smith of Connecticut, Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, Williams, 
Woodbury, and Wright—19, 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, 
Choate, Conrad, Crittenden, Daytos, Evans, Graham, Hen- 
derson, Huntington, Kerr, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, Porter, 
Smith of Indiana, Tallinadge, White, and Woodbridge—22, 

Some verbal amendments were made at the sugges- 
tion of Messrs. KING and HENDERSON, render- 
ed necessary in consequence of the names of Blair 
& Rives having been stricken out. 

Mr. WRIGHT moved to strike out the words 
“such-as are contained in that pertion of the se- 
ries already published.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. WRIGHT next moved to strike out the 
4th section, which was that making the appropria- 
tion for carrying out the proposition. 

On this motion he called for the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered, and resulted—yeas 19, nays 
23, as follows: 


YEAS—Measrs. Alien, Bagby, Benton, Buchanan, Calhoun, 
Cuthbert, Fulton, King, McDuffie, McRoberts, Rives, Sevier, 
mith of Connecticut, Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, Williams, 
Woodbury, and Wright—19. 

NAYS8—Messts. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, 
Choate, Clayton, Conrad, Crittenden, Dayton Evans, Gra- 
ham, Henderson, Huntington, Kerr, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, 
Porter, Smith of indiana, Tallmadge, White, and Wood- 
bridge-—23. 


Mr. TAPPAN moved to strike out the words 
“Gales & Seaton,” and insert “some sultabl: 
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person willing to contract,” &. He asked the 
gentlemen opposite what confidence they would 
have in the impartiality of Blair & Rives, in se- 
lecting materials for such a publication? And if 
they would not be willing to intrust them, how 
could they ask the Democratic party to have confi- 
dence in the impartiality of Gales & Seaton. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE said, possibly the objection 
might have some weight, if the proposition was for 
Gales & Seaton to write speeches and debates for 
publication; but the contract was to be simply for 
republishing speeches and debaies already pub- 
lished. 

Mr. BUCHANAN had no disposition to cast 
any imputation on Gales & Seaton’s integrity; nor 
did he imagine the Senator from Ohio had. By 
an arbitrary rule, just adepied at the instance of 
the Senatcr from Mississippi, [Mr. Huwperson,] 
the debates from 1789 to 1824 were io be com- 
pressed into 12 volumes; and ihe power to select, 
compress, and cut down these debates, was to be 
given to Gales & Seaton. Now, if he (Mr. B.) 
was in the present majority, he would not—at least 
he thought he could not-—persuade bis friends to 
choose Blair & Rives for execu'ing such a task. 
Such a man as Jared Sparks would be a proper 
person to make the compendinm; for, notwith- 
standing all thathad been said, he considered Jared 
Sparks an honest man. [The French map being 
mentioned.) Ay, notwithstanding ibe French map. 

Mr. BENTON. That map kiiled him, sir. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN pointed cut a few reasons 
which induced him and his friends to prefer Gales 
& Seaton to any cne that could be selected. They 
alone possessed the materials for the compilation. 

Mr. BENTON remarked thai he could find, in 
the Library of Congress, abundance of materials 
for the compilation; and, he would veniure to say, 
far better than Gales & Seaton cou'd possibly have. 

Mr. CRIETENDEN had no doubt the Senator 
so believed; but he was equaily certain he was mis- 
taken. Mr. C. then passed a warm enlogium on 
Mr. Gales, and concluded by declaring be did not 
know a man so well qualified for she task in every 
particular. 

Mr. BUCHANAN disclaimed any imputation 
inconsistent with the highest respect for Gales & 
Seaton. What he said, and intended to say, was, 
that no party editors should have the compilation; 
for, unless a person, so associated with party, were 
an angel, he could not divest himself of some pre- 
judice likely to operate unconsciously. Without 
knowing it, he would necessarily find himself giv- 
ing preference to the speeches of his own party, or 
overestimating their value, and underestimating 
those of the opposite party. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN (if he understood the Sen- 
ator) supposed he wouid hardly intrust this publi- 
cation to any but an angel. Now, if ihe Senator 
can get an angel to turn editor, ne was ready to 
give him the preference over Gales & Seaton; but, 
as the work must in reality be cone by mortal 
man, and not by angels, he would sooner take 
Gales & Seaton than others, when all must have 
some political feeling in a country like this, and no 
one else had equal abilities and materials for per- 
forming the task. 

Mr. BUCHANAN knew the Senator had a 
greatdeal of the milk of humar hindness in his 
composition, but he did not suppose it would carry 
him so far as to say that Nicholas Biddle weuld 
be an impartial person to choose forselecting maie~ 
rials for the history of the United States Bank. 
And as to angels, he could hardiy persuade 
himself that the Senaior would prefer them to 
Gales & Seaton as editors of this work. 

Mr. BENTON now preduced and referred to 
numerous Jarge volumes of newspapers from the 
Library of Congress, containing a continuous series 
of debates from 1789 to the late war; from which 
he showed that debates were reported in fall, and 
in the handsomest siyle. 

Mr. SEVIER asked the Senator to give way for 
a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. BENTON said there was no occasion. He 
was quite fresh and vigorous, and had jast waked 
up from the sola, where he had recruited himself 
for this night’s work. He meant first to prove 
that others could perform this task quite as well, if 


not better, than Gales & Seaton. 
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The messengers 
were bringing him in the folios as quick as they 
could, and had yet a cartload in reserve. 

Mr. SEVIER moved an adjournment; and on 
this question called for the yeas and. nays; which 
were ordered; and 

The Senate refused to adjourn—yeas 19, nays 21. 

Mr. BENTON then proceeded to turn over: the 
debates in the folios of newspapers before him, 
commenting on them as he proceeded. While do» 
ing so, seme laughter occurred; upon which he said 
this bill was nota subject fer joking, it was too 
abominable for that-—it was damnable. - He could 
tell gentlemen it would and should be fought 
against, if every day and night, without intermis- 
sion, tili the 4th of March, was to be spent in the 
contest. It should go abroad in every direction, 
and to the most remote recesses of the Union, that 
the public business had been entirely superseded at 
the close of the last session of this expiring Con- 
gress, to enable gentlemen from whose hands | the 
power they had so much abused was departing, to 
pension their partisan press. Mr. B. spoke with 
great energy and effect for more than half an hour, 
pointing out all the iniquities of this proposition. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Tappan’s 
amendment to strike out “Gales & Seaton” and ine 
serta “suitable person,” &e.; and decided in the 
negative—yeas 16, nays 19, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Benton, Buchanan, Calhoun, 
Fulton, King, McRoberts, Sevier, Smith, of Connecticut, Tap, 
pan, Wiicox, Williams, Woodbury, Wright, and Young-—16 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Berrien, Clayton, Critteri- 
den, Dayton, Evans, Graham, Henderson, Huntington, Kerr, 
Mangum, Miller, Morehead, Porter, Smith of Indiana, Sprague, 
Tallmadge, and Woodbridge—19. 

Mr. ALLEN observed that the Senate having: 
been eight hours in session, it was now time to ad~ 
journ. He, therefore, moved an adjournment, and 
called for the yeas and nays; which were ordered. 

The Senate again refused to adjourn—yeas 16, 
nays 20, as follows: 

YEAS—Messsrs, Allen, Bagby, Benton, Buchanan, Calhoun® 
Fulton, King, McRoveris, Sevier, Smith, of Connecticut, Tap~ 
pan, Wilcox, Williams, Woodbury, Wright, and Young—16, 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Berrien, Clayton, 
Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Graham, Henderson, Huntingtons 
Kerr, Mangum, Miller, Morehead, Porter, Smith of Indiana,’ 
Sprague, Tallmadge, and Woodbridge—20. 

Mr. WOODBURY moved to strike out the 
words “45 per vulume,” and insert “$3 per volume.? 

On this motion the yeasand nays were called 
for, and ordered; and resulted—yeas 16, nays 20, 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Benton, Buchanan, Calhoun} 
Fulton, King, McRoberts, Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, Tap~ 
pan, Wilcox, Williams, Woodbury, Wright, and xoung 16. 

NAYS—Meesrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Berrien, Clayton, 
Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Graham, Henderson, Huntington, 
Kerr, Mangum, Miller, Morehead, Porter, Smith of Indiana, 
Sprague, Tallmadge, and Woodbridge—20. 

Mr. WOODBURY next moved to amend the 
4th section, by making the appropriation only ex- 
tend to the present year, leaving each succeeding 
year to be appropriated for in the ordinary appro- 
priation bills. 

On this amendment the yeas and nays were calle 
ed for, and or Jered; aad resulted—yeas 16, nays 20, 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Benton, Buchanan, Conrad, 
Fulton, King, McRoberts, Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, Tap- 
pan, Wilcox, Williams, Woodbury, Wright, and Young—16. 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Berrien, Clayton, 
Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Graham, Henderson, Huntington, 
Kerr, Mangum, Miller, Morehead, Porter, Smith of Indiana, 
Sprague, Tallmadge, and Woodbridge—-20. 

Mr. BENTON said there was. one part of the 
bill which admitted of amendment as long as a 
figure of it held together—he meant the proposition 
of paying for 1,000 copies. He hada great many 
amendments to offer on that point; and to give him- 
self latitude enough, he would begin with a rise of 
50 copies over the rejected number moved as a sub- 
stitute by the Senator from Ilinois; and so going on, 
50 ata time, till he could get some of his amend- 
ments to stick, He did not doubt that the stars 
now beaming in on the windows, would give way 
to the rising sun before they were all got through. 
He would begin with 150 He therefore moved 
to strike out 1,000, and insert 150; and on this mo- 
tion required the yeas and nays. It would bea 
good day’s werk to tave the country half a mil- 
lion of dollars in one day; and it made him quite 
fresh and vigorous to think of it. He feltthat he 
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could hold out a couple of days and nights, with- 
ont sleeping or eating, to effectso much good. His 
friends had been now nine hours battling the mon- 
ster, and he would try his hand for nine hours 
more, The Senator from Kentucky had made a 
very accurate calculation the other day, that 40 or 
50 bills might have been passed in the two hours 
which had been devoted to Sir Robert Peel’s con- 
struction of the treaty; and, by the same rule; the 
nine hours lost in persevering with this bill, might 
have-enabled the Senate to pass 300 bills awaiting 
the action of Congress. All this was to fasten on 
the treasury this great printing job for a partisan 
ress. 
į The question was then taken on the motion to 
substitute 150 for 1,000, and decided in the nega- 
tive—-yeas 17, nays 20, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Benton, Buchanan, Calhoun, 

Fulton, King, McRoberts, Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, Tap- 
an, Welker, Wilcox, Wiliams, Woodbury, Wright, and 
oung—17, 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Berrien, Clayton, 
Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Graham, Henderson, Huntington, 
Kerr, Mangum, Miller, Morehead, Porter, Smith of Indiana, 
Sprague, Tallmadge, and Woodbridge—20. 


Mr WALKER moved to lay the the bill upon 
the table; and, on this motion, called for the yeas 
and nays; which were ordered. 

The question was then taken on bis motion, and 
decided in the negative—yeas 16,nays 21, as fol- 
lows: 


YEAS— Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Benton, Buchanan, Fulton, 
King, McRoberts, Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, Tappan, 
Walke 
~1 


r, Wilcox, Williams, Woodbury, Wrght, and Young 


NAQS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Berrien, Clayton, 
Conrad, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Graham, Henderson, Hunt- 
ington, Kerr, Manguin, Miller, Morehead, Porter, Smith of 
Indiana, Sprague, Talimadge, and Woodbridge—21. 

Mr. BENTON next moved to strike out 1,000, 
and insert 200; and on this he called for the yeas 
and nays; which were ordered. 

The question was then taken on the amendment, 
and resulted in the negative—yeas 16, nays 18, as 
follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Alien, Bagby, Benton, Buchanan, Fulton, 
King, McRoberts, Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, Tappan, 
v er, Wilcox, Williams, Woodbury, Wright, and Young— 

NAYS—Messrs. Barrow, Bates, Berrien, Clayton, Conrad, 
Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Graham, Huntington, Kerr, Man- 
gum, Morehead, Porter, Smith of Indiana, Sprague, ,Tall- 
madge, and Woodbridge—18. 


Mr. BERRIEN moved to strike out 1,000, and 
insert 950, 

Mr. KING could see no reason why either 1,000 
or 950 copies should be specified. It was perfectly 
clear that the cbject was to subscribe for that num- 
ber of copies not wanted, merely to put that much 
money in the pockets of the contractors. He had 
been present at the conclusion of many sessions, 
but had never seen anything so exceptionable as 
this. The books were not wanted—certainly not 
to the extent of even 950. The Senator is very adroit, 
but he cannotescape. (Mr. Banton: he can’t escape.] 
He had been desirous of divesting the bill of itsparti- 
san character, but the proposition was rejected. He 
believed the people would cry out shame, asa 
Senator from New Jersey, the other day, on another 
subject, applied to the Senators on this side. 

Mr. SMITH of Connecticut observed, that had 
the people of this country not been exceedingly 
credulous, the Whig party would not have had the 
opportunity this day to draw from the treasury 
half a million of dollars, to be given to their 
political friends; but what he rose for was, to ad- 
jure the Senate to turn their attention to the private 
bills for the relief of destitute and deserving claim- 
ants. 

Mr. BENTON had listened with pleasure to the 


appeal of the Senator from Alabama, upon genile- f 


men on the other side to give the data upon which 
they claimed 1,000 or 950. 

In the Arabian Nights Entertainments there were 
1,001 stories; but no reason was rendered for that 
particular number, neither could gentlemen give 
a reason. He professed to be a reasonable man, 
and he wanted the reason in this case. As the 
proposition now stood, there was not the semblance 
of a reason why the number should be 950. The 
British Parliament introduced a sliding scale of 
duties—perhaps the Senator from Georgia would 
consent to a sliding vote upon this question. 

Mr. BERRIEN stated that his object was to 
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counteract a purpose that was avowed for deiay. 
The Senator from Missouri had given notice that 
he would begin with 150; and, that failing, would 
rise progressively 50 ata time; and, therefore, he 
(Mr. B.) proposed a motion to substitute 950. He 
proceeded to argue that it was the opposite side 
which was obstructing the public business. 

Mr. ALLEN complimented the Senator from 
Georgia upon the fair, frank, and manly manner 
in which ‘he had placed the issue of responsibility. 
The question then was, How came this bill up? 
It was by the vote ofa majority in this body—out 
of its order on the calendar—and by a motion to 
lay aside all previous orders to give it a preference. 
The Senate was asked to swallow this bill with all 
its enormities. But it shonld be resisted by motion 
after motion till twelve o’clock at night on the 3d of 
March. And one motion he would make would be 
to lay iton the table, with a view of taking up the 
retrenchment bill; and then, if gentlemen voted 
down that motion, let both parties go before the 
country with those two bills in their hands. And 
all the real necessity of this bill was to give a party 
printer an enormous job. The Senator said a good 
deal about the rights of the majority. All this 
was every good; but the majority had no right to 
distranchise the minority. 

Mr. WALKER called the attention of the Sen- 
ate to the calendar of 13th February, to show that 
this bill was not reported to the Senate on that day. 
He asked, when was it reported to the Senate? 

The CHAIR answered, on the 16th of Feb- 
ruary. 


Mr. WALKER, in continuation, said the num- 
ber of the bill was 128; and he found only five 
other bills of later numbers. How, then, did it 
happen that this bill should be taken up in prefer- 
ence to any previous bills on the calendar? Was 
it for a public necessity, or a private necessity? 
‘Was the emergency that of the country, or that of 
an individual? It was one of a grossly partisan 
character. 

This was a question on which he was ready to 
go before the country, and vindicate the stand the 
Democracy had made. If this bill had been 
reached in its regular order, there might have been 
some little pretext for maintaining its place. Would 
any Senator deny that there were many bills on 
the calendar of vastly more interest than this bill 
to provide for a partisan printer? 

Mr. WOODBURY asked, when had this subject 
been introduced, and how? 

The CHAIR said, by resolution, on the 15th of 
February. 

Mr. WOODBURY then asked what publie in- 
terest required that all other business should be sac- 
rificed for this bill. 

Mr. SMITH of Connecticut pointed to the im- 
propriety of the course now pursued by the friends 
of this bill, as the strongest proof that it was they 
who should bear the responsibility of the obstruc- 
tion which this discussion had occasioned, He 
moved to postpone the bill, with a view of taking 
up the pension bill for the relief of the widows of 
the soldiers of the Revolution. 

The motion was negatived. 

The question then recurred on Mr. BERRIEN’S 
motion to substitute 950 for 1,000. 

Mr. BAGBY characterized the course pursued 
by the majority on this bill as the most extraordi- 
nary that he had ever witnessed on this floor. In 
al] measures, two questions were to be considered: 
first, whether a proposition was necessary; and, 
next, whether there were means to carry it out. 
Here was a case wholly destitute of those requi- 
sites. 

This bill ought to be called a bill for the relief of 
cerlain partisan editors; and, in justification of that 
ttle, gentlemen had refased to insert an amend- 
ment that this work should be confided to a ‘‘suit- 
able person.” 

Mr. SMITH of Connecticut moved to postpone 
the bill till Wednesday, in order to take up the bill 
for the relief of the widows of revolutionary sol- 
diers. i 

Mr. MOREHEAD asked whether the National 
Intelligencer was not the organ of the administra- 
tions of Mr. Jefferson, Mr. Madison, and Mr. 
Monroe? 


Mr. BAGBY said he believed that, as long as 
the editors could make money out of the adminis- 
trations alluded to, they were; but, the moment 
they found they could make more by the opposite 
party, they went over to it, and have so continued 
ever since. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said he understood they were 
the organs—and the confidential organs—of the ad- 
ministration during the war; and that they stood 
by Mr. Madison on the bank question. 

Mr. BAGBY asked this question: If the Senate 
was prepared to confide the history of Jefferson, 
Madison, Monroe, and Wasbington, to persons who 
had shown themselves opposed to the principles of 
these greatmen?. Would it be proper to confide 
the parliamentary and constitutional history of the 
country to the opponents of the principles of Jef- 
ferson, Madison, Monroe, and Washington? He 
would not go to a prejudiced jury, nor to a preju- 
diced author, for an impartial verdict or a history. 
He wanted the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
but the truth. He did not ask for a Democratic 
author to compile such a work, and God forbid he 
should ask fora Whig author. 


Mr. WRIGHT rose to say a few words in ref- 
erence to a collateral issue made by the Senator 
from Georgia. It was, as to who and what party 
should bear the responsibility of delaying the pub- 
lic business. Gentlemen had talked of the rights 
of the majority; and be had also a few words to 
say in favor of the rights of the minority. That 
minority has a constituency at home, whose inter- 
ests it is their duty to take care of. Now, by the 
vigorous resistance made by the minority to-day, 
the constituency of all had been saved $200,000. 
That was not a bad day’s work. It was worth 
contending for. Itis pressed as the most import- 
ant bill on the calendar. Was not the minority 
entitled to form its own opinion on that point? 
There are but five bills on the ealendar later than 
this. The present bill is 128. Of the other five, 
two bave been passed. A third is a private bill; 
and the last is a proposition to give lands to the 
States for the deaf, dumb, and blind. And now, 
because a bill, which is narrowed down to a profit- 
able job to partisan printers, is opposed, the minor- 
ity is to be chargeable with obstructing the public 
business, by resisting it! This wasan issue upon 
which he was perfectly ready and willing to go be- 
fore the country. 


Mr. HENDERSON said, if be could have fore- 
seen what the minority now considered their duty 
and their right, he should have had no part in 
bringing forward this bill. It has become simply 
a question whether the majority can passa bill. 
Are they to yield up their judgment, and become 
as if they were the minority? Could he have fore- 
seen this delay of the public buslness on the 
calendar, he would much sooner have foregone the 
bill; but, when it now assumes the position, wheth- 
er the majority is to surrender up its rights, he 
could not entertain the idea of making any sacri- 
fice. 

Mr. BAGBY moved an adjournment; on which 
motion he called for the yeas and nays; which were 
ordered. 

The Senate refused to adjonrn—yeas 16, nays 
18, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Benton, Buchanan, Calhoun, 
Fulton, King, McRoberts, Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, Wal- 
ker, Wilcox, Williams, Woodbury, Wright, and Young—l6. 

NAYS—Messrs. Barrow, Bates, Berrien, Dayton, Evans, 
Graham, Henderson, Huntington, Kerr, Mangum, Miller, 
Morehead, Porter, Simmons, Smith of Indiana, Tallmadge, 
and Woodbridge—18. 

The pending question was to postpone this bill 
till Wednesday, for the purpose of taking up the 
bill for extending the five year pension law for the 
widows of the revolutionary soldiers. 

Mr. BUCHANAN stated that, upon every prin- 
ciple of duty and feeling, he felt bound to vote for 
this postponement, that the bill for the relief of the 
widows of the revolutionary soldiers might be 
taken up. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
postpone til Wednesday, and decided in the nega- 
tive—yeas 16, nays 17, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Benton, Buchanan, Calhoun, 
Fulton, King, McRoberts, Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, Wal- 
ker, Wilcox, Williams, Woodbury, Wright, and Young—16, 

NAYS—Messrs, Barrow, Bates, Berrien, Crittenden, Dayton, 


Evans, Graham, Henderson, Kerr, Mangum, Miller, Morehead, 
Porter, Simmons, Smith of Indiana, alimadge, and Woed- 
bridge—17. 

Mr. SEVIER said he had hitherto abstained 
from taking part in the debate; and it was not his 
purpose now to consume much time, but merely to 
mark, as it was his habit to do, everything which 
occurred in the natare of a partymovement. About 


this time two years ago, the Senate was engaged, 
according to its usual practice, in electing a printer; 
and the minority on that occasion. being the party 


which now forms the majority, didnot think itunbe- 


coming to contendjuntil a very late hour, and then, 
finding that their opposition was likely to beunsuc- 
cessful, to leave the Senate without a quorum. And 
he could mention some other instances where an ex- 


ample had been set by gentlemen opposite, (then in 


aminority,) which, if followed now, would ena- 


ble the minority to contend successfully. He 
perceived, however, that his friends opposite had 
changed their views, and were now of the belief that 
it was the duty of the minority not only to stand 
their ground, but to submit to the will of the 
majority without resistance. 

Yes, you cut and ran, but we kave not followed 
your illustrious example; and, besides, we might, 
by following your example in another instance, 
save ourselves the trouble of offering resistance 
now. A contract was made, and bonds entered 
imto with a public printer; and yet you did not 
scruple to break that contract, and give the print- 
ingto another; and now, when, according to the 
course of human events, you find your power 
almost at an end—-when you find yourselves on 
your death-bed——when you are about ‘breathing 
your last~already enveloped in your shrouds—I 
will not say, as was said by the former distinguish- 
ed Senator from Kentucky, in reference to his 
political opponents—that you are about to enter 
the cart with ropes about your necks—you are dis- 
posed to bequeath a sort of legacy to these same 
printers, for whose benefit you broke the contract wiih 
Blair & Rives; and I confess they richly deserve such 
a bequest at your hands, for they have managed 
your cause with ability; they bave given you power 
and responsibility for a time; they have made you 
what you are; and you would be an ungrateful set 
of fellows if you refused to reward them. Iam 
surprised that you gave up the $200,000, and 
agreed to make the donation only $60,000. I 
would have gone to the whole extent, and not abated 
a dollar. Now, notwithstanding the notable exam- 
ples you have set us, we do not intend to run away; 
we will sit ia our places until the hand of the clock 
points to the hour of twelve; and we shall be suffi- 
ciently rewarded for holding outa few hours longer, 
if we shall succeed in preventing this job by (which 
you would be the better enabled to carry on the 
war against us) from being effected, 


Mr. CRITTENDEN entertained a sincere re- 
gard for the Senator who had just sat down, and, 
knowing it was contrary to his usual habit, he 
felt at a loss to know why he had indulged in that 
course of personal asperity, calculated to effect 
nothing but angry feelings. What argument was 
there in such taunts as, “you are on the last 
gasp’—“‘going to your death”—and the Senator 
could hardly forbear saying, "like criminals in 
carts with ropes about your necks.” 


Mr. SEVIER interposed to state that what he 
had said was, that he would not apply tothe Whigs 
the epithets of Mr. Clay to the Democratic party 
when going out of power, that they were like crim- 
inals going to their deaths with ropes about their 
necks, 

Mr. CRITTENDEN asked, was it magnani- 
mous to make even this allusion to a great man, 
now in private life, who had once been the grace 
and crnament of this hall. 

Mr. SEVIER disclaimed any unparliamentary 
use of that Senator’s language. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN did not really know upon 
what grounds gentlemen assumed the despotic 
taunts which they were so liberal in throwing out 
against ihe party now in power. He rather 
Monghi they would find their anticipations ground- 

ess. 

As to the course pursued by his friends when in 
the minority, he would ask, Was it not better to 
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quit the hall, than to try to defeat the will cf the 
majority by mere brute torce? 

Since it had come to a mere question of physical 
endurance, and the gentlemen opposite had fully 
proved their capacity for defeating the rights of the 
majority, he would, to put an end to such a con- 
test, move to go into executive session. 

Mr. PALLMADGE hoped not: his motto was— 
“Never say die.” 

The yeas and nays were then called for and or- 
dered on the motion to go into executive session; 
and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 18, 
nays 15, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Benton, Buchanan, Calhoun, 
Crittenden, Fulton, Graham, King, McRoberts, Sevier, Smith 
of Connecticut, Walker, Wilcox, Williams, Woodbury, 
Wright, and Young—18. 

NAYS—Messrs. Barrow, Bates, Berrien, Dayton, Evans, 
Henderson, Huntington, Kerr, Mangum, Miller, Porter, Sim- 
mons, Smith of Indiana, Tallmadge, and Woodbridge—15. 

So the Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
executive business; and, having spent a short time 
therein, at 10 o'clock, p. m., adjourned—having 
been 12 hours in session, without intermission. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, February 27, 1843. 

Mr. A. MARSHALL presented the petition of 
Albert Reed, and seventy-seven others, cilizens of 
Lineolnville, Maine, praying for an increase of 
duties on lumber and fish. 

Mr. LOWELL presented the petition of John 
Balch, jun., and forty-nine other citizens of Pres- 
colt, Maine, praying Congress for an additional 
duty on sawed lumber, spars, piles, wood, bark, 
&e., from the British Provinces; which was refer- 
red to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HASTINGS presented the memorial of 
37 farmers of Carroll county, Ohio, asking Con- 
gress to equalize the tariff, and in just reference to 
their staples of wool and hides. 

Also, the memorial of 18 farmers of Columbiana 

county, Ohio, on the same subject. 
Mr, H. DODGE presented the petition of Samuel 
Lane, of Milwaukie county, Territory of Wiscon- 
sin, asking Congress to refund to him a certain 
amount of money overpaid by him in the pur- 
chase of a tract of Jand in the Milwaukie land dis- 
trict. 

Also, a petition from the town of Racine, Racine 
county, Territory of Wisconsin, asking Congress 
that a tri-weekly mail may be established from Ra- 
cine to East Troy, in the county of Walworth, by 
the way of the town of Rochester. 

Mr. BOYD presented the memorial of Dr. John 
B. Hubbard, and 43 other citizens of Mills’s Point, 
Kentucky, in favor of relieving A. Kendall from 
all liability on account of a judgment obtained by 
Stockton and Stokes against said Kendall, for cer- 
tain acts of his as Postmaster General: referred to 
the Committee of the Whole. 


Mr. TILLINGHAST asked leave to present a 
resolution from the Committee on the Library, au- 
thorizing the purchase of so many sets of the laws 
of the United States, not exceeding eighty, as may 
be necessary to replace those which have been lost, 
provided tbat the same can be purchased at a cost 
not exceeding five dollars a volume. 

Objected to, and not received. 

Mr. BRIGGS called up his motion, made some 
days since, to print 2,500 extra copies of the report 
of the Committee on the Post Office Department, 
and called for the previous question on the motion. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON desired, before the 
House voted, to see the papers whieh it was pro- 
posed to print. 

The SPEAKER said they were not in the 
House, having been sent to the printer, on the 
order to print the ordinary number of copies. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON asked if he was not en- 
titled to have the papers read, about which he was 
called to vote. 

The SPEAKER said they could not be read, 
because they had gone to the priniers. : 

The previous question having been seconded, 
and the main question ordered, 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved to lay the whole 
subject on the iable; which motion was decided in 
the negative—yeas 72, nays 85. 

The motion to print was then agreed to. 
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Some conversation then ensued between Messrs. 
HOPKINS, A. V. BROWN, and the SPEAKER, 
on the vote by which the bill of Mr. J. CAMPBELL, 
to suspend the districting seetion of the apportion- 
ment bill, was lost a few days ago, and to which 
Mr. Campsete called the attention of the House 
on Saturday. It was not understood to lead to 
anv action of the House. 

On motion of Mr. GENTRY, the following bill 
was taken up, read a third time, and passed: 

An act to perfect the titles to lands south of the 
Arkansas river, held under New Madrid locatiens, 
and pre-emption rights, under the act of 1814. 

Mr. WISE presented a communication from 
Lieutenant Hunter, of the United States navy, in 
relation to his submerged propellers; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

On motion of Mr. TRUMBULL, a resolution 
was agreed to, authorizing the Clerk of the House 
to continue the employment of Simon Brown, a 
messenger in his department, during the recess; 
his services being necessary, there being many 
thousand volumes of books to be despatched to the 
members of the present Congress. 

Mr. TOLAND submitted a resolution to author- 
ize the Select Committee on the case of Mr. Jona- 
than Roberts, the recently removed collector of 
Philadelphia, to sit during the sessions of the 
House. 

Mr. W. W. IRWIN objected. 

Mr. TOLAND moved a suspension of the rules; 
but the motion was not agreed to, (83 voting in the 
affirmative, and 65 in the negative,) the majority 
being less than two-thirds. 

The House having resolved to terminate the de- 
bate on the civil and diplomatic appropriation bill 
at 3 o’elock to-day— 

Mr. FILLMORE moved that the House resolve 
itself into a Committee cf the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. YORKE wished to offer a resolution of in- 
quiry. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. ADAMS also desired to offer a resolution. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. HOUSTON wished to make a report from 
a standing committee. 

Objection was made. 

The question was taken on going into committee, 
and decided in the affirmative--~ayes 102, noes not 
counted. 

Before the Speaker left the chair, 

Mr. ADAMS rose, and asked leave, by general 
consent, to offer a resolution providing that, when- 
ever a vacancy shall occur on the bench of the Su- 
preme Court, the vacaney shall be supplied by the 
appointment of a citizen from one of the r on-slave- 
holding States; and all succeeding vacancies that 
may happen shall be supplied in like manner, until 
four-fifths of the judges shall be citizens of the non- 
slaveholding States; and concluding with a resolu- 
lion directing the Committee on the Judiciary to 
bring in a bill forthwith to carry the above pro- 
visions into effect. 

Mr. BOYD and others objected to the reception 
of the resolution. 

Mr. ADAMS asked for the yeas and nays on its 
adoption. 

The SPEAKER said they could only be taken 
by general consent. 

CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 

The House then resolved itself into a Committee 
ofthe Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Fus- 
SENDEN in the chair,) and tock up the bill making 
appropriations for the civil and diplomatic service 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30th, 1844. 

The pending question was upon the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
C. Browx] to the proposed amendment of the 
Select Committee, to the item for the “survey of the 
United States, including compensation of superin- 
tendent and assistants, one hundred thousand dol- 
lars;” which amendment provides that hereafter the 
superintendence of the coast survey shall be placed 
in the hands of the Navy Department, and con- 
ducted by navy officers; and that the appropriation 
shall be $40,000, instead of $100,000. 
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Mr. EVERETT gave his views at length upon 
the subject. 

Mr. RANDOLPH defended his colleague [Mr. 
Ayckiac] for the course he had pursued in re- 
lation to the coast survey. Living, as they did, 
on the Atlantic coast, and witnessing, annually, 
wrecks strewed on their shores, and poor weather- 
beaten mariners crawling to land, and begging 
their way through the country, with bare heads 
and exposed feet, they were extremely anxious 
that the coast survey should be hurried on, that 
mariners might have the guidance of charts, and, 
by their aid, be enabled to avoid those points on 
which their vessels, with their cargoes and their 
hopes, were wrecked together. He next examined 
the mode of operation ef Mr. Hassler, the superin- 
tendent of the coast survey, and the progress he 
had made, to show the necessity of resorting to a 
change, both of persons to execute the work, and 
of the system by which it was to be accomplished. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD expressed a desire to offer 
some remarks on an amendment he intended to 
submit hereafter, and which he would be prevented 
from offering by the arrival of the hour of three 
o’clock. 

The CHAIR decided that it would not be in 
order. i 

Mr. WISE expressed the hope that the commit- 
tee would come toa vote upon the amendments. 
He hoped that which had been offered by his col- 
league, [Mr. MALLORY,] and which, after the full- 
est conference, had received the approval of four 
out of five of the select committee on the const 
survey, would be adopted. 

Mr. RANDOLPH offered an amendment, which 
the Chair decided to be out of order. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON said it struck him that these 
coast surveys ought to be dismissed entirely. Some 
gentlemen seemed to think Mr. Flassler was the 
only man in the country capable of carrying on the 
coast survey. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL wished to know who 
said so, 


Mr. AYCRIGG remarked that many members 
had said so. He heard Mr. Hassler say so himself. 


Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL said that what he and 
other gentlemen who had defended Mr. Hassler 
contended, was, that by his attainments and 
experience he was the most capable and proper 
person in the country to carry on the survey. They 
did not, however, contend that Mr. Hassler was the 
only man who was capable of conducting it. 


Mr. MALLORY remarked that the work was 
now unfinished; and to take it altogether out of the 
hands of those who had conducted it thus far, 
would be doing an injury. He thought that the 
work should be taken out of their hands, but not 
suddenly and abruptly, without securing to the 
Government the benefit of their experience. 


Mr. CAVE JOHNSON contended that, as the 
Select Committee proposed to organize the board 
of officers of the coast survey, Mr. Hassler and 
his assistants would constituie a majority, and, 
therefore, have control over the whole work. 

Mr. MALLORY said he would explain that 
also. It was known that he entertained no very 
great respect for Mr. Hassler; yet it was due to 
him, as late superintendent of the survey, that he 
should be placed in a situation where he could ex- 
plaia bis conduct and illustrate his views. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON said it was not neces- 
sary to give him a majority on the board in order 
to do that. 


Mr. MALLORY said he would not have a ma- 
jority. Two of Mr. Hassler’s assistants differed 
from him materially. Mr. H., then, did not have 
a majority, but it was a fair board. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON said the board ought to be 
constituted of army and navy officers—the besi 
qualified being selected—and not by men whese in- 
terest it would be to carry on the survey in the most 
expensive way. 

Mr. C. BROWN remarked that his amendment 
would bring about the object which the gentleman 
desired. 

Mr. CALHOUN next obtained the floor, and 
read from a report of the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, made some years since, to show that the sur- 


res 


vey could not be advantageously carried on by | 


navy officers. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. C. 
Brown, ] reducing the appropriation from $100,000 
to $45,000, and the amendment was negalived. 

Mr. RANDOLPH offered an amendment appro- 
priating $10,000 to reduce the field notes already 
taken to paper, in lieu of the $100,000 for carrying 
on the survey in future. 

Mr. MALLORY opposed the amendment, and 
contended that it would confer on the superintend- 
ent more power than he now possessed. It would 
not effect the reform which it was intended to bring 
about, and the $10,000 would do nobody any good 
but Mr. Hassler. 

The amendment was rejected, 

The question recurred upon the amendment of 
the select committee, offered by the gentlemanifrom 
Virginia, [Mr. Mattory,] and published in the 
proceedings of Saturday. 

It was agreed to without a division. 

The clause appropriating $13,381 69 forthe sup- 
port of the pententiary in the Distriet of Co- 
lumbia having been read— 

Mr. BOARDMAN offered an amendment, re- 
ducing the appropriation to $5,000. He knew of 


nothing peculiar in that institution to render so | 


large an appropriation for its support necessary. 
The penitentiary in his State, as well as the peni- 
tentiaries in several other States, paid their own ex- 
penses; and the institution here, by proper manage- 
ment, might be made to do the same thing. He 
thought the adoption of the amendment would com- 
pel those who had the power to do so, to reorganize 
the institution. 

Mr. FILLMORE said that he had been informed 
that contracts had been made for the services of the 
convicts, which had noi yet expired; and this was the 
reason why the expenses could not yet be reduced. 
Though he believed it right to punish men for 
crimes, yet he could not go so far as to shut them 
up and starve them, which would be the case at 
this penitentiary if the amendment were adopted. 
Ifanything could be done to reorganize the insti- 
tution, he would readily agree to it. He did not 
pretend to know much about this institution; but he 
had reason to believe that it had been improperly 
managed, 


Mr. BOARDMAN answered that there was mon- 
cy enough to last till next July, so that the prison- 
ers could notstarve before the meeting of the next 
Congress. He believed that the reduction cf the 
appropriation would compel the inspectors to ap- 
point proper officers who would reform the institu- 
uon. 

Mr. MALLORY said that one of the reasons for 
the grear cost of the penitentiary was the shortness 
of the time for which so many of the prisoners 
were sentenced. Many of them were sentenced 
for only twelve months, and were released before 
they could learn a trade, so as to be profitable to 
the Government. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD said that the reason why 
so much money was annually paid out to keep 
these prisoners from starving, was the improper 
management of the institution. Most of the hands 
were empleyed in making shoes; and, instead of 
the superintendent’s purchasing materials, and 
having the work done on the account of the insti- 
tution, and sold at a profit, the hands were hired 
out to a man named Hoover, who was making a 
very profitable speculation of it. He had been fur- 
nished with a comparative statement, showing the 
prices paid by the master workmen of this city to 
their journeymen, and the prices paid by Hoover to 
the penitentiary for similar work; from which it 
appeared that the penitentiary received from 200 
to 300 per cent. less than the prices paid by master 
workmen to their journeymen in this city. Now 
it was by keeping these hands working for com- 
paratively nothing, for favorites, that the Govern- 
ment sunk annually some $15,000 on this institu- 
tion. He believed that the reduction of the appro- 
priation would compel the inspectors to put their 
work up to the prices of other manufacturers here, 
and by this means effect the reform that was so 
much needed. He did not, however, believe thai 
the appropriation should be reduced so low as 


$5,000. A reduction to $10,000 would, in his 
opinion, below enough. A 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia said that, if the prac- 
tices complained of existed, it was not the fault of 
the superintendent. He had only to execute. the 
duties of kis office according to law. He knew 
that that officer had complained of the system, and 
said that, if he bad the right to purchase materials, 
and have the work done and sold on account of the 
penitentiary, he could double his money. One 
of the reasons of the great cost of the penitentiary 
was that referred to by his colleague. The convicts 
could not learn a trade, so as to be profitable to the 
institution, in so short a time as twelve months. 
The evil complained of could not be corrected by 
reducing the amount of the appropriation. It was 
only by a change of the existing system of dispo- 
sing of the work of the convicts, that a reform 
could be effected; and, from some inquiries he had 
made, he had ascertained that this had lately been 
done. 

The question was then put on the amendments 
and it was agreed to. i 


CANAL ACROSS THE ISTHMUS OF DA~ 
RIEN. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD offered an amendment, ap- 
propriating $5,000 for the employment of an agent 
to inquire into the progress and character of the 
work now going on to connect the Atlantic and 
Pacific Oceans by a canal across the Isthmus of 
Darien, and to ascertain upon what terms the same 
may be used by the citizens of the United States. 

Mr. FILLMORE raised the point of order, that 
the amendment could not be received, inasmuch as 
it contemplated an appropriation for an object not 
reccgnised by law, 3 

This question was discussed by Messrs. ADAMS, 
UNDERWOOD, FILLMORE, CUSHING, and 
C. J. INGERSOLL; and, 

The CHAIR having decided the amendment to 
be out of order, 

Mr. CUSHING appealed; when 

The committee, on taking the question, overs 
ruled the decision of the Chair. 

After a few words from Mr. FILLMORE and 
Mr. CUSHING, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD made some remarks on the 
importance of this undertaking to the commerce of 
this country, but particularly to the valley of the 
Mississippi. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL also advocated the se~. 
curing to the commerce of this country the ad- 
vantages that were to be derived from facilities of 
transit across the Isthmus. 

Mr. CUSHING proposed so to amend the 
amendment, as to embrace a railroad as well as, 
or in lies of, a canal, in the contemplated means 
of crossing the Isthmus. 

Mr, KING advocated the appointment of an 
agent to convey the American mail across the 
Isthmus—the Governments of England and of 
France now having agents for that purpose. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD agreed to modify his 
amendment by the iutroduction of the word “come 
munication,” instead of “canal”? or “railroad,” or 
any other descriptive term, so that the objects of 
all gentlemen might be embraced; and the amend- 
ment was agreed to. 

Mr. J. P. KENNEDY submitted an amendment, 
to appropriate $4,000 to repave the public store of 
the city of Baltimore; whieh, after a few words 
from Mr. MERIWETHER and Mr. KENNEDY, 
was adopted. 

Mr, SHIELDS submitted an amendment ap- 
propriating $5,000 for the repairing of the circuit 
and district court room of the United Siates at (as 
was understood) Mobile, where the honorable gen- 
Ueman said the courts were held in a portion of the 
custom-house, which was set apart for that pure 
pose, 

Mr. KING moved to insert $50,000 for a cus- 
iom-house at Savannah: rejected. 

Mr. TILLINGHAST moved to insert 4500 for 
a survey of Block island, according to a resolution 
of the House: rejected. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved to strike out the 
appropriation of $100,000 for the custom-house at 
Boston; and called for tellers. 


“The question was. taken, and resulted—ayes 54, 
noes 58: no quorum. 

A second count by tellers was had, and resulted 
—ayes 76, noes 66. 

So ihe motion to strike out was agreed to. 

Mr. WINTHROP moved to insert $50,000 for 
paying the contractors, under contracis made by 
the Government of the United States, for comple- 
ting the Boston custom-house. 

Mr. KING moved to amend the amendment, by 
adding $25,000 for the eustom-house at Savannah. 

The CHAIR ruled this amendment out of order. 

The amendment of the gentleman from Massa- 
ehusetts [Mr. Winrarop] was rejected. 

‘Mr. MALLORY moved to insert $50,000 for 
the Boston custom- house. 

Mr. PROFFIT moved to amend the amendment, 
by adding “for paying contracts made without au- 
thority of law:” rejected—ayes 36, noes not 
counted. 

The question was taken on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Maubory,] and 
resulted-~ayes 71, noes 47. No quorum. 

On again taking the question, the amendment 
was adopted—ayes 86, noes 40. 

Mr. HOLMES moved to strike out $8,000 ss 
the sum appropriated towards the repair of the 
Charleston custom-hcuse and port office, and insert 
in lieu thereof, “seven thousand andten dollars:” 
rejected. 

Mr. McKAY offered an amendment, making an 
apptopriation for the rebuilding of the custom- 
house at Wilmington, N. C., wbich was burnt 
bythe great fire of 1840. 

Mr. FILLMORE said tre amendment, being for 
the creation of a new work, was not in order; and 
the Chair su decided, 

Mr. TILLINGHAST offered an amendment 
appropriating $450 to make a survey of Block 
Island. 

Mr. MERIWETHER moved to add 
$35,000 for a custom-house at Savannah. 

The CHAIR ruled both of these amendments out 
of order. 

Mr. FILLMORE moved that the appropriation 
for making out registers of vessels, lists of crews, 
&c., be reduced from $10,000 to $4,000: agreed 
to. 

A metion was made by some member (who was 
not seen) to strike out the appropriation of $150 for 
lighting Pennsylvania avenue: rejected without a 
division. 


thereto 


CITY WATCH. 


On motion of Mr. FILLMORE, an amendment 
was adopted appropriating $300 for contingencies, 
fuel, lights, &c., for the city watch. 

BOOKS. 

The clause appropriating 947,162, for payment 
for books ordered by the resolution of the House of 
the 8th August, being read—~ 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON cbjected to the appro- 
priation, on the ground that it was for an object not 
recognised by law. 

The CHAIR decided that it was in order. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved to strike it out; 
which motion was rejected. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL offered an amendment 
appropriating $5,600 for a commercial agent to 
Europe: rejected. 

DOCUMENTARY HISTORY. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved to strike out the 
clause appropriating $27,650 for the Documentary 
History of the United States: rejected. 

Mr. MERIWETHER then offered an amend- 
ment to the section, providing that the work shall 
not be extended beyond the third volume: re- 


jected. 
COAST OF AFRICA. 

Mr. JOHN P. KENNEDY offered an amend- 
ment appropriating $5,000 for the payment of z 
commercial agent, to reside at Liberia, or on the 
coast of Africa: rejected. 

On motion by Mr. FILLMORE, an amendment 
was adopted appropriating §$800 for an index to 
the decuments connected wiih the offices of the 
First Comptroller and First Auditor of the Treas- 


ary. 
Mr. FILLMORE offered an amendment appro- 
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priating $10,000 for the pas ment of the agen's em- | 
ployed to negotiate the late loans; which amend- 
ment was agreed to. 

Mr. OSBORNE offered an amendment appro- | 
priating $10,000 for rebuilding the beacon at Black 
Rock, Connecticut. 

Mr. O. asked leave to explain the objects of his 
amendment; but was called to order by several, 
and not allowed to proceed. 

Mr. OSBORNE next asked to have a communi- 


cation from the Treasury Department on the sub- | 


jeet read. 

Objected to by several. 

The CHAIR directed the 
saunication; and, the Clerk having read a part of 
it~ 

Mr. PAYNE interrupted him, and asked the 
Chair if that paper could be read, after its beiag 
objected to. 

_ The CHAIR said that he did not hear the objec- 
hors. 

Mr. PAYNE said that objections were made by 
several gentlemen on his side of the House. [A 
vcice on the extreme right: “And by several on 
this side, also.”] Mr. P. wished to know if objec- 
tions were listened te from one section of the 
Union, and not the other. 

The CHAIR. Not by the present incumbent of 
the chair, 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, sir, how does it happen 
that objections have been received in a case simi- 
lar to the present, while the objections now made 
were not received? 

The CHAIR said that he permitted the paper to 
be read, observing that it would be read if no ob- 
jections were made; and that he did not hear any 
objections. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well; it seems, sir, that you did 
not wish to kear them. 


Mr. GILMER said that the fact of the Chair’s | 


not hearing the objections was no reason why the 
reading should be allowed to goon. As soon as 
he was informed that objections were made, it was 
his duty to arrest the reading. 

The CHAIR decided differently, and directed 
the Clerk to proceed with the reading of the paper; 
which was accordingly done. 


Mr. TURNEY wanted to know the difference 


between this amendment of the gentleman from j 


Connecticut, and the one of the gentleman from 
Worth Carolina [Mr. McKay.] Both were to re- 
build works that were destroyed. The one offered 
by the gentleman from North Carolina was decided 
to be out of order, while the one of the gentleman 
from Connecticut was decided to be in order. 


The CHAIR said that the gentleman from Ten- | 


nessee was not in order. 

Mr. KING said that the very paper just read 
showed that the amendment was ott of order; for 
it proposed to build a new work. 

The CHAIR said that the gentleman from Geor- 
gia was not in order. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. PROFFIT offered an amendment to pro- 
vide that the sarveys of light-houses shall be under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury. j 

The amendment was negatived. 

Mr. POWELL offered an amendment appro- | 
priating $5,000 for the completion of the Potomac 
bridge; which was agreed to. 

Some cther amendments were propesed and neg- 
atived. i 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL offered an amendment 
to appropriate 4590 for a consul at Beyrout; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. BOTTS submitted an amendment, to bein- | 
serted immediately after the items under the head | 
of “foreign intercourse,” providing that no part of 
any appropriation thereby made should be ap- 
plied to the payment of the salary or outfit of any 
minister, chargé des affaires, or oiher foreign rep- 
resentative, who may be appointed to any post 
now vacant, or in which a vacancy shall exist 
during the present session of Congress, unless 
the appointments to fill such vacancy shall be 
made by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate. 

The amendment was agreed to—76 voting in the | 
affirmative, and 67 in the negative. 


Clerk to read the com- | 


i vey.) 


Mr. BOARDMAN offered an amendment to 
the items making appropriations for the Post Of- 
fice Depariment, providing that no special or trav- 
elling agent of the Post Office shall receive more 
tban $1,000 perannum, in addition to $2 a day for 
his travelling cxpenses. The amendment was 
agreed to. 

Some other unimportant amendments were then 
made. 

Mr. TILLINGHAST, by instruction cf the Li- 
brary Committee, offered an amendment, eppropri« 
ating $20,000 for publishing an account of the dis- 
eoveries of the exploring expedition, under the su- 
pervision of the Joint Committee on the Library. 

This amendment was agreed to—-ayes 91, noes 
not counted. 

Mr. L. W. ANDREWS moved that the commit- 
tee rise, (half past 4 o'clock :) rejected—-ayes 6T. 
noes 69. 

Mr.C J. INGERSOLL offered an amendment, 
authorizing a quarter’s extra pay to the clerks, of- 
ficers, pages, &c., of the House. 

The CHAIR ruled the amendment out of order. 

The several amendments offered to the bill by 
ihe Committee on Pablic Buildings (with one ex- 
ception) were adopted. 

The amendment of the Commiitee on Public 
Buildings appropriating $30,000 for the ereetion of 
a new building to accommodate the Warand Navy 
Departments, was ruled out of order. 

Mr. BOARDMAN offered an amendment, ap- 
propriating $200 to two firc companies, near the 
Capitol and the Presidenv’s House: rejected. 

Mr. KING proposed an amendment, inserting 
$105,000 for carrying the mail across the isthmus 
of Darien: rejected, f 

Mr. BRONSON offered a proviso, limiting the 
expenses of the courts of the United States, (partie. 
ulars could not be gathered:) agreed to. 

Mr. GILMER moved to reduce the appropria- 
tion for the Comrnissioner and other officers of the 
General Land Office, and their clerks, from 
$98,500 to $95,000; the effect of which will be to 
cat off the salaries of the Recorder and Solicitor of 
the General Land Office: agreed to--ayes 91, noes 
not counted. 

At five minutes to 5, Mr. WELLER moved 
that the committee rise, and report the bill, The 
motion was agreed to, and the committee rose. 

Amidst a genera! siruggle, Mr. AYCRIGG ob- 
tained the floor, and offered an amendment to the 
bill (understood to be ia relation to the coast sur- 
He also called the previous questicn. 

Mr. HUNTER rose and asked leave to offer a 
resolution of inquiry. 

Leave having beea given, 

Mr. HUNTER offered a resolution requesting 
the Secretary of the Treasury to cause an examin- 


' ation to be made into the justice of the claim of 


Robert C. Jennings, Jas- Roddy, and others; and 
make a report io the next session of Congress, 

The resolution was agreed to. 

The following message was received from the Pre- 
sident of the U. States, in reply to a resolution of the 
House of the 22]instant, communicating a report 
from the Secretary of State on the subject of the 
claim set up by the British Government to visit 
American vessels, together with the correspondence 
between Lord Aberdeen and Mr. Everett on the 
subject: 


Wastuneron, February 27, 1843. 
To the House of Representatives: 

In compliance with the resolution of the House 
of Representatives of the 22d instant, requesting 
me to communieate to the House ‘whatever cor- 
respondence or communication may have been ree 
ceived from the British Government respecting the 
Presideni’s construction of the late British treaty 
concluded at Washington, as it eoncernsan alleged 
right to visit American vessels,” I herewith trans- 
mit a report made to me by the Secretary of State. 

I have also thought proper to communicate 
copies of Lord Aberdgen’s letter of 20th December, 
1841, to Mr. Everett; Mr. Everetvs letter of the 
23a December, in reply thereto; and extracts from 
several letters of Mr. Everett to the Secretary of 
State. 

I cannot forego the expression of my regret at 


il the apparent purport of a part of Lord Aberdeen’s 
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despatch to Mr. Fox. I had cherished the hope 
that all possibility of misunderstanding as to the 
true construction of the 8th article of the treaty 
lately concluded between Great Britain and the 
United Siates, was precluded by the plain and well- 
weighed language in which it is expressed. The 
desire of both Governments is to put an end, 
as speedily as possible, to the slave-trade; and 
that desire, I need scarcely add, is as strongly 
and as sincerely felt by the United States as 
it can be by- Great Britain. Yei-it must not 
be forgotten that the trade, though now uni- 
versally reprobated, was, up to a late period, 
prosecuted by all who chose to engage in it; 
and there were unfortunately but very few Chris- 
tian powers whose subjects were net permitted, and 
even encouraged, to share in the profits of what 
was regarded as a perfectiy legitimate commerce. 
It originated at a period long before the United 
States had become independent; and was carried 
on within cur borders, in opposition to the most 
earnest remonstrances and expostulations of some 
of the colonies in which it was most actively prose- 
cuted. Those engaged in it were as litile liable to 
inquiry or interruption as any others. Its charac- 
ter, thus fixed by common consent and general 
practice, could only be changed by the positive as- 
sent of each and every nation, expressed either in 
the form of municipal law or conventional ar- 
rangement. The United States led the way in ef- 
forts to suppress it. They claimed no right to dic- 
tate to others, but they resolved, without waiting 
for the co-operation of other powers, to prohibit it 
to their own citizens, and to visit its perpetration 
by them with condign punishment. I may safely 
affirm that it never occurred to this Government 
that any new maritime right acerued to it from the 
position it had thus assumed in regard to the 
slave-trade. If, before our laws for its suppreo- 
sion, the flag of every nation might traverse the 
ocean unquestioned by our cruisers, this freedom 
was not, in our opinion, in the least abridged by 
our municipal legislation. 


Any other doctrine, it is plain, would subject to 
an arbitrary and ever-varying system of maritime 
police, adopted at will by lhe great naval power 
for the time being, the trade of the world in any 
places or in any articles which such power might 
see fit to prohibit to ils own subjects or citizens. A 
principle of this kind could scarcely be acknowl- 
edged, without subjecting commerce to the risk of 
constant and harassing vexations. 


The attempt to justify such a preiension from 
the right to visit aud detain ships upon reasonable 
suspicion of piracy, would deservedly be exposed 
to universal condemnation; since it would be an at- 
tempt to convert an established rule of maritime 
law, incorporated as a principle into the interna- 
tional code by the consent of all nations, into a 
rule and principle adopted by a single nation, and 
enforced only by its assumed authority. To seize 
and detain a ship upon suspicion of piracy, with 
probable cause and in good faith, affords no just 
ground either for complaint on the part of the na- 
tion whose flag she bears, orclaim of indemnity on 
the part of the owner. The universal law sanc- 
tions, and the common good requires, ihe existence 
of such arule. The right, under such circum- 
stances, not only to visit and detain, but to seareh 
a ship, isa perfect right, and involves neither re- 
sponsibility nor indemnity. But, with this single 
exception, no nation has, in time of peace, any au- 
thority to detain the ships of another upon the high 
Seas, on any pretext whatever, beyond the limits of 
the territorial jurisdiction. And such, I am happy 
to find, is substantially the doctrine of Great Brit- 
ain herself, in her most recent official declarations, 
and even in those now communicated to the House. 
These declarations may well lead us to doubt 
whether the apparent difference between the two 
Governments is not rather one of definition than of 
principle. Not only is the right of search, proper- 
ly so called, disclaimed by Great Britain; but even 
that of mere visit and inquiry is asserted with qval- 
ifications inconsistent with the idea of a perfect 
right. 

In the despatch of Lord Aberdeen to Mr. Eve- 
rett, of the 20th of December, 1841, as also in that 


jast received by the British minister in this coan- 
try, made to Mr. Fox, his lordship declares that if, 
in spite of ail the precaution which shall be used 
to prevent such occurrences, an American ship, 
by reason of any visit or detention by a British 
cruiser, “should suffer Joss and injury, it would 
be followed by prompt and ample remuneration;” 
and in order to make more manifest her inten- 
tions in this respect, Lord Aberdeen, in the des- 
patch of the 20th of December, makes known to 
Mr. Everett the nature of. the instructions given to 
the British cruisers. These are such as, if fath- 
fully observed, would enable the British Govern- 
ment to approximate the standard of a fair fin- 
demnity. That Government has, in several cases, 
fulfilled her promises in this particular, by making 
adequate reparation for damage done to our com- 
merce. It seems obvious to remark, ihat a right 
which is only to be exercised under such restric- 
tions and precautions, and risk, in case of any as- 
signable damage, to be followed by the conse- 
quences of a trespass, can scarcely be considered 
anything more than a privilege asked for, and 
either conceded or withheld on the usual principles 
of international comity. 


The principles laid down in Lord Aberdeen’s 
despatches, and the assurances of indemnity there- 
in held out, although the utmost reliance was placed 
on the good faith of the British Government, were 
not regarded by the Executive as a sufficient secu- 
rity against the abuses which Lord Aberdeen ad- 
mitted might arise in even the most cautious and 
moderate exercise of their new marilime police; 
and, therefore, in my message at the oprning of 
the last session, I set forth the views entertained by 
the Executive on this subject, and substantially af- 
firmed both our inclination and ability to enforce 
our own laws, protect our flag from abuse, and ac- 
quit ourselves of all our duties and obligations on 
the high seas. In view of these assertions, the 
treaty of Washington was negotiated; avd upon 
consultation with the British negotiator as to the 
quantum of force necessary to be employed, in or- 
der to attain these objects, the result to which the 
most deliberate estimate led was embodied in the 
8th article of the treaty. 


Such were my views at the time of negotiating 
that treaty, and such, in my opinion, is its plain 
and fair interpretation. I regarded the 8th article 
as removing all possible pretext, on the ground of 
mere necessity, to visit and detain our ships upon 
the African coast, because of any alleged abuse of 
our flag by slave-traders of other nations. We 
had taken upon ourselves the burden of prevent- 
ing any such abuse, by stipulating to furnish an 
armed force regarded by both the high contracting 
parties as sufficient to accomplish that object. 

Denying, as we did and do, all color of right to 
exercise any such general police over the flags of 
independent nations, we did not demand of Great 
Britain any formal renunciation of her pretension; 
still less had we the idea of yielding anything our- 
selves in that respect. We chose to make a prac- 
tical settlement of the question. This we owed to 
what we had already done upon this subject. The 
honor of the country called for it; the honor of its 
flag demanded that it should not be used by others, 
to cover an iniquitous traffic. This Government, 
Lam very sure, has both the inclination and the 
ability to do this; and, if need be, it will not con- 
tent itself with a fleet of eighty guns; but, sooner 
than any foreign Government shall exercise the 
province of executing its laws and fulfilling its ob- 
ligations—the highest of which is to protect its flag 
alike from abuse or insult—it would, I doubt not, 
put in requisition for that purpose ite whole naval 
power. The purpose of this Government is faith- 
fully to fulfil the treaty on its part; and it will not 
permit itself to doubt that Great Britain will com- 
ply with it on hers. In this way, peace will best 
be preserved, and the most amicable relations 
maintained between the two countries. 


JOHN TYLER. 
The Clerk had read but a small portion of the 
message, when the reading was arrested; and, 
On motion of Mr. BOTTS, 
The House adjourned. 
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IN SENATE. 


Tourspay, February 28, 1843. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a communicaiion from the Treasury Depart- 
ment, transmitting statements of contracts, of pay- 
ments made for miscellaneous claims, and of ex. 
penditures from the marine hospital fund; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WHITE, frem the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported back, without amendment, and 
with a recommendation that it do pass, the bill 
from the House entitled “An act to repeal so much 
of anact making an appropriation for the tempo- 
rary support of certain destitute Kickapoo Indians, 
as relaies to the payment of clerks charged with 
their business ag trustees.” 

Mr. SEVIER, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, made an adverse report (which was order- 
ed to be printed) on the petition of Samuel Bing- 
ham. 

On motion of Mr. S., the same committee 
was discharged from the further consideration of 


_the petition of Benjamin Crawford, praying indem- 


nity for losses sustained in consequence of having 
his trading establishment broken up by officers of 
the United States, 

Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Finance, 
reported back, without amendment, the bill from the 
House authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 
to refund to David Watkinson & Co. a part of 
the duties imposed on a certain quantity of tin and 
iron imported by them into the port of New York. 

Also, reported back, with an amendment (which 
was ordered to be printed) the bill from the House 
for the re-issue of treasury notes, and for other 
purposes. 

Mr. E. also, from the same committee, to 
which was referred the bill from the House to pro- 
hibit any extra allowances to officers of the Govern- 
ment, reported the same back, with the opinion of 
the committee that the passage of the bill was un- 
necessary, extra allowances being now prohibited. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented a memorial from 
Lexington, Kentucky, setting forth that, in conse- 
quence of obstructions in the navigation of the 
Western rivers, great loss of life and property was 
sustained, and asking Congress to make some pro~ 
vision for the removal of such obstructions. The 
petition was ordered te lie on the table, ` 

The following engrossed bills were read the third 
time, and passed, viz: 

The bill for the relief of Richard Patten. 

The bill to revive the act entitled “An act to en- 
able claimants to land within the limits of Missouri 
and the Territory of Arkansas to institute pro- 
ceedings to try the validity of their claims,” ap. 
proved the 26th of May, 1824; and the act amend- 
ing the same, and ex'ending the provisions of said 
acts to claimants to land within the States of Lou- 
isiana and Mississippi. 

The bill for the relief of Charles M. Keller. 

The bill to repeal certain parts of the act enti- 
tled “An act respecting the organization of the 
army, and for other purposes,” approved the 23d 
of August, 1842. 

The bill for the relief of Joseph Bryan, Harrison 
Young, and Benjamin Young. 

The bill declaring Robbinston, in the State of 
Maine, to be a port of delivery. 

The bill to extend the Patent Office to Ninth 
street. 

The bill to permit the entry of merchandise re- 
covered from shipwrecks, in certain cases, free 
from duty. 

The bill to apply certain alternate sections of the 
public domain towards the completion of works of 
internal improvemeat in the Siate of Michigan, 
and for other purposes, was ordered to be engross- 
ed, after being amended in several particulars, on 
the suggestion of Mr. SMITH of Indiana. This 
bill was subsequently passed. 

The bill to amend the laws relating to imprison- 
ment for debt in the District of Columbia, was 
read the third time, and passed. 

The bill for the relief of Duncan L. Clinch was 
considered as in committee of the whole; and, there 
being no amendment proposed, it was reported to 
the Senate, and ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. This bill was subsequently passed. 


The bill to settle the title to Pea Patch island, 
was taken up as in committee of the whole. 

Mr. CLAYTON said the biil was imperfect in 
several particulars; and he moved an amendment, 
giving pewer to the commission created by it to 
compel tbe attendance of, and to administer oaths 
to, witnesses; and limiting the reception of evidence 
by the commission to such as was admissible by the 
rules of law, &e. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. MILLER was understood to inquire wheth- 
er the parties had consented to the terms of the 
bill. 

Mr. CLAYTON replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. WOODBURY remarked, that he would 
move to strike out that portion of the bill making 
appropriation to satisfy the award, unless it would 
interfere with the arrangement between the parties. 
It would be in time to make the appropriation 
when the award was fixed. 

Mr. CLAYTON replied, that that provision of 
the bill was a part of the arrangement; and, unless 
it was retained, it would defeat the compromise. 

Mr. MILLER moved an amendment, the pur- 
port of which was not heard; which was opposed 
by Messrs. CLAYTON and BAYARD, and finally 
disagreed to. 

Mr. WOODBURY said he could not vote for 
the bill to pay an award which was not to be as- 
certained by an officer of the Government, who 
was responsible to the Government. The award 
should also be ascertained before the appropriation 
was made. 

Mr. KING did not perceive that there could be 
any objection to making the conditional appropria- 
tion in the bill. Tae bill, he believed, was well 
guarded. 

There being no further amendment proposed, the 
bill was reported to the Senate, and ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading. It was subsequently 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion by Mr. SEVIER, the Committee on 
Pensions was discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the petition of Joshua Reynolds, an officer 
of the Revolution, praying the revival of the pen- 
sion act of July, 1838. 

On motion by Mr. BATES, the Committee on 
Pensions was discharged from the further ecnsid- 
eration of the petition of the widow of Joshua 
Conkey, praying for a pension; and from the peti- 
tion of Azel Spalding, for compensation for his 
services as pension agent. 

Mr. HENDERSON, from the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, reported back, without 
amendment and witha recommendation that they 
do pass, the following bills from the House, viz: 

The bill for the relief of Hugh Riddle, of the 
State of New York. 

The bill to revive an act entitled “An act for the 
relief of John Darlin.” 

The bill for the relief of Mary McGee and Su- 
san Pierce, heirs at law of George Neilson. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE, from the Committee on 
Commerce, to which memorials and resolutions of 
State Legislatures upon the subject had been re- 
ferred, reported a bill for the protection of com- 
merce and the construction of harbors on the 
lakes; which was read, and ordered to a second 
reading. 

Mr. F BERRIEN, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported back, without amendment, the 
bill from the House relating to the taking of testi- 
mony in cases of contested ‘elections, and for other 
purposes. 

Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Patents 
and the Patent Office, reported back, without 
amendment, and with a recommendation that it 
do pass, House pill for the relief of Samuei K. 
Jennings. 

Mr. DAYTON, from the Committee on the 
Public Buildings and Grounds, reported back, 
without amendment, House bill for the relief of 
Jobn Skirving. 

Mr. TAPPAN, from the Committee on the 
Library, reported ‘back, without amendment, and 
with a recommendation that it do not pass, the 
bill for the preservation of the collection of natural 
curiosities furnished by the exploring squadron, 
and from other sources. 
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Mr. ARCHER, from the Commitlee on “The bill to selile the title lo Pea Patch island, || Mr. ARCHER, from the Committee on Foreign | 
Relations, reported back, without amendment, and 
with a recommendation that it do pass, the House 
bill to provide the means of future intercourse be- 
tween the United States and the Government of 
China. 

On motion by Mr. MERRICK, the Senate took 
up, as in committee of the whole, the bill for the 
reduction of the rates of postage. 

Mr. MERRICK explained that this bill, as it 
now stood, was founded on the idea that the bill 
to suppress the transportation of mailable matter 
by private expresses, and the bill to make perma- 
nent contracts with railroad companies for trans- 
porting the mail, would become laws at this ses- 
sion. Though ene of the bills—that for the 
suppression of private expressec--had passed the 
Senate; yet, he had no hope that either could be 
got through the other House this session. If those 
bills had become Jaws, a great reduction could 
have been made in the rates of postage. The de- 
partment could have encountered the great reduc- 
tion proposed in this bill, if such had been the 
case; but, failing to accomplish their passage, the 
head of the department could not give his consent 
to the reduction proposed by this bill. 

Mr. M. then proposed to amend the bill so as to 
provide that for all distances under 5 miles, 
there shall. be a charge of 5 cents postage on let- 
ters; for all distances over 30 miles, and not ex- 
ceeding 100 miles, 10 cents postage; for all over 
100, and not exceeding 220 miles, 15 cents; for 
all over 290, and net exceeding 400 ‘miles, 20 cents; 
and for all distances exceeding 400 miles, 25 cents 
postage. This, he said, was in accordance with 
the recommendation of the Postmaster General. 


Mr. SIMMONS suggested that considerably more 
revenue would be obtained by the department, if 
the rate of postage for carrying letters for thirty 
and forty miles was fixed at 10 cents, instead of 15 
cents. 


Mr. MERRICK said ke could not, at this late 
day of the session, undertake to accept, or consent 
to the adoption, of any proposition in lieu of the 
responsible recommendations of the head of the de- 
partment. It was too late in the session to under- 
take to prepare a sysiem of measures different from 
that proposed in the amendment he had sabmitted. 
Considerable improvement would be effected by 
the passage of the bill, by conforming the rates of 
postage to the Federal coin. If the amendment 
suggested by the Senator was adopted, it would ef- 
fect too greata reduction. He hoped it would not 
pass. 

Mr. WRIGHT remarked thai the bill, instead 
of proposing reduction in the rates of postage for 
distances now chargeable with 124 cents postage, 
actually increased it from 123 to 15 cents. He 
asked the chairman of the Post Office Committee 
whether he would have any objection to fixing the 
distance at 150 instead of 100 miles as chargeable 
with 10 cents postage. 


Mr. MERRICK said it was impossible to do 
otherwise than as was proposed by his amendment. 
It was true there was an increase on the letters 
heretofore chargeable with 12% cents postage—the 
postage on such letters was increased to 15 cents; 
but those now chargeable with 184 cents would be 
hereafter subject to 15 cents postage only. There 
was a diminution of the postage in the aggregate, 
though there was an increase in this particular. 

Mr. WRIGHT, after a few remarks, moved 
to strike out 100, and insert 150; the effect of 
which would be, if adopted, to make all letters 
carried that distance chargeable with 10 cents posi- 
age only. 

After a few remarks by Messrs. MERRICK, 
KING, and WRIGHT, the question was taken on 
the amendment proposed by the latter Senator, and 
disagreed to. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
proposed by the chairman of the Post Office Com- 
mines [Mr. MerRicK,] and it was agreed to. 

Mr. MERRICK moved another amendment, 
(which was agreed to,) striking out three, and insert- 
ing one cent for drop letters. 

There being no further amendment proposed to 
the bill, it was reported to the Senate, and ordered 


“The bill to sellle ibe title lo Pea Patch island, || Mr. ARCHER, from the Committee on Foreign || to be engrossed for a ‘third reading. This bill was 


subsequently read the third time and passed. 

On motion by Mr. EVANS, the Senate then 
procecded to consider, as in committee of the whole, 
the bill making appropriations for the fulfilment of 
treaty stipulations with the Indian tribes, and for 
the support of the Indian department for the half 
calendar year of 1843, and the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1844. 

Mr. EVANS moved to amend the bill, by re- 
ducing the appropriation for the fulfilment of the 
treaties with various tribes, for the fiscal year, from 
$757,675 to $749,065; which sum, he said, was 
amply sufficient. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EVANS moved another amendment, which 
was understood to authorize the transfer of moneys, 
heretofore appropriated, from one head of appro- 
priation to another. Mr. E. explained that 
this was rendered necessary to enable the depart- 
ment to settle the accounts of the distursing offi- 
cers, Those officers stood charged on the books of 
the department as defaulters, ` because they had, in 
the prosecution of the war in Florida, been com- 
pelled to take money appropriated to one specific 
object, and apply it to another object. They were 
not, in fact, indebted to the Government one cent; 
but if they should die, they would stand charged on 
the books of the department as defauliers. This 
amendment was, therefore, intended merely to give 
authority to the Secretary to transfer money from 
one head of appropriation to snother, to enable the 
accounts of the officers to be closed up and balanced 
on the books. 

Mr. WOODBURY remarked, that the only ob- 
jection he had to this course was, that it was comune 
tenancing the application, by the disbursing offi- 
cers, of more meney to any object than was in- 
tended by Congress to be applied to such object. 
It was, in effect, giving the power of appropriation 
to the disbursing. "officers. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill was 
reported to ihe Senate 

Mr. TAPPAN inquired whether there was any 
appropriation in the bill to satisfy the treaty stipu- 
lations with the Wyandot Indians. 


Mr. EVANS replied, that there was no such 
appropriation in the bill, nor had any application 
been made for such an appropriation. It appeared, 
by the treaty with those Indians, that it was agreed 
that they should be paid, for their improvements on 
the land purchased from them, such an amount, on 
a fair valuation, as those improvements were 
worth. It was estimated at the department that 
ihe amount to satisfy the value of this property 
would not exceed $20,000. Appraisers were ap- 
pointed to ascertain the value of the improvements; 
and, on an examination of some papers from the 
department, it appeared that the persons appointed 
to make ihe appraisements had reiurned appraisals 
to the amount of $125,000, instead of $20,000, as 
contemplated. The Commissioner of Indian 'Af- 
fairs had expressed bis surprise at the valuation 
affixed to some of the properiy. Under the cir- 
cumstances, he (Mr. E.) did not think it would be 
proper, without further investigation of the matter, 
to make any appropriation for the purpose. 

Mr. TAPPAN remarked, that the Government 
had stipulated to pay whatever, on appraisement, 
the property was ascertained to be worth. He 
presumed the appraisers were some particular 
friends of the present Administration. If improper 
persons had been appointed as appraisers, and the 
apprat isement was exorbitant, it was no fault of 
the other party to the agreement; and, whatever the 
amount of the valuation was, they were entitled to 
it by the stipulations of the treaty. It was no rea- 
son for withholding the appropriation from the In- 
dians, because those appointed to protect the rights 
of the Government had returned an exorbitant 
valuation. All that was left the Government to do 
now, was, to make the appropriation. He there- 
fore ‘moved to amend the bili, by inserting the sum 
of $125,937 24, the amount of the appraisement. 

Mr. WHITE of Indiana made some remarks, 
showing the exorbitant character of the valuation 

attached to some of the huts and fruit-trees by the 
appraisers. 

Mr. EVANS remarked, that the land acquired 


364 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


ney 


from those Indians, he believed, amounted to only 
about 20,000 acres; and he considered the amount 
of the valuation five times as great as it should 
have been. 

Mr. ALLEN expressed himself in favor of the 
amendment. 

Mr. TAPPAN demanded the yeas and nayson 
the amendment, which were ordered; and the ques- 
lion being put on agreeing to it, it was decided in 
the negative—-yeas 12, nays 18. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate; and the 
amendments of the committe: being concurred in, 
it was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 
Subsequently, the bill was read the third time, and 
passed. ; 

On motion by Mr. EVANS, the Senate took up, 
as in committee of the whol-, the bill making ap- 
propriation for certain fortifications for the half 
calendat year of 1843, and for the fiscal year endirg 
on the 30:h June, 1844. 

Mr. EVANS said no amendment had been pro- 
posed to this bill; that ii cid not appropriate ihe ess 
timates of ‘he department by one half. 

Mr. SEVIER, after a few remarks in favor of 
an appropriation to repair and rebuild Fort Gib- 
son; which he said had been estimated fer, moved 
$25,000 for that purpose. 

` Mr. EVANS opposed this amendment; and 

Mr. CRITTENDEN suggested that the appro- 
priation was not called for, as the Secretary had 
stated that, in his opinion, the means of defence 
on that frontier were ample, and that there was 
not the least danger of any difficulty there. 

Mr. SEVIER replied, showing the importance 
of the apprepriations. The Legislature of his 
State, believing it of much importance, bad in- 
structed his colleague and himself to make an 
effort to procure an appropriation to strengthen tie 
defences on the Arkansxs frontier. He asked, if 
no danger was apprehended on that frontier, why 
was it that a whole regiment of troops hed been 
placed there, without adequate barracks to protect 
them? 

The question was then taken on the smendment 
proposed by the Senator from Arkansas, and re- 
jected——ayes 15, noes 16. 

Mr. SEVIER then proposed an amendment, ap- 
propriating $15,000 for repairing and rebuilding 
Fort Gibson. 

The question was put on this amendment, and 
it was adopted. 

The bill was then reported io the Senate. The 
amendments of the commiltce of the whole were 
concurred in, and the bill was ordered to be en- 
grossed fora third reading. Lt was subsequently 
read the third time, and passed. 

The bill for the relicf of James S. Calhoun was 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BATES moved to postpone the previous 
orders, for the purpose of taking up the bill re- 
viving the act of July, 1838, granting pensions to 
widows of revolutionary officers aud soldiers. 

The question was put ou the motion, and it was 
disagreed to. 

Toe bill of the Senate to limit the use and to cor- 
rect the abese of the frenking privilege, was taken 
up asin committee of the whole, 

Mr. MERRICK explained the provisions of the 
bill; when 

Mr. MOREHEAD movcd to lay the bill on the 
table. 

Mr. MERRICK demanded the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered; and, being taker, were—-yeas 
25, nays 10. 

So the bill was laid upon the table. 

The bill relating to the application of the two 
per cent. fand of Mississippi having been returned 
from the House, with an amendment, was, on mo- 
tion by Mr. WALKER, taken up; and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill for the reiief of Mary W. Thompson, 
the widow of the late Lieut. Col. Thompson, of 
the army of the United States, was taken up as in 
committee of the whole; and, having been amended 
on the motion of Mr. EVANS, was reported to the 
Senate, and ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. H was, subsequently, read the third time, 
and passed. 

On motion by Mr. EVANS, the bill making ap- 


prepriaticns for the naval pensions for the half 
calendar yeer ending 30:h June, 1843, and the 
fiscal year ending on 30th June, 1844, was taken 
vp as in committee of the whole. 

Mr. WILLIAMS moved to strike from the bill 
the clause appropriating some $16,000 for the pay- 
ment of pensions fo the widows and orpbans under 
the act of the 31 of March, 1837. Mr. W. said 
this law was repealed in August, 1841, and he 
could not conceive by what right the Commissioner 
cf Pensions still. admitted cases under it. Con- 
gress had repealed the law; and if its act was thus 
disregarded, the only thing that it could do to make 
its act of repeal effectual, would be to withhold 
any appropriation for such pensions. 

Mr. EVANS explaised that the Committee of 
Ways and Means in the other House had called 
upon the Commissioner cf Pensions to assign 
reasons why this appropriation was called for un- 
deran act which had been repealed by Congress. 
He informed the commitiee, that though the ect of 
1837 had been repealed, stilt rights which had been 
acquired under it prior to its repeal, could not be 
affected by sech repeal. The department had so 
construed the mater, as to allow pensions to the 
time of the repeal to such persons as were entitled 
under the act of 1837. He said it merely involved 
a question of construction of law; and it was with 
Congress to determine whether the construction 
given by the Commissioner was the correct one. 

Mr. W!LLIAMS made some further remarks in 
opposition to the appropriation, which were not dis- 
tinetly beard. 

The question was then put on the amendment, 
and carried in the affirmative—ayes 16, noes not 
counted. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate, and or- 
Cered to be engrossed for a third teading. The bill 
was subsequently read the third time, and pasted. 

The bill for the relief of Nancy Poleresky was 
taken up asin comtnittee of the whole, end, afier 
2 few words by Messrs. EVANS, KING, BATES, 
and McDUFFIE, as to whether there was not a 
new principie involved in its provisions, and there 
being no proposition to amend the bill, it was re- 
ported to the Senate, and ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading. The bill was subsequently 
read the third time, and passed. 

Senate bill 55, for the relief of Jamcs Taylor, 
was taken up asin committee of the whole, on an 
adverse report of the Committee on Claims, and 
indefinitely postponed. 

The follewing bills were then taken up as in 
commitiee of the whole, considered, reported to 
the Senate, and erdercd to be engrossed fora third 
reading; and were subsequently read the third time, 
and passed: 

The bili for the relief of Daniel G. Skinner, of 
Alabama; 

The bill for the relief of John R. Williams. 


DISTRICT BANKS. 

The bill to extend the charters cf the District 
banks came up nextin order, as in committee of 
the whole, 

Mr. ALLEN moved that it be indefinitely post- 
poned, aad on that motion demanded the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered. 

Mr. MILLER said it was a matter of consid- 
erable interest to the District that the chariers of 
these banks shouid be renewed. 

Mr. ALLEN said this bill for many years in 
succession had given rise to considerable discus- 
sion, and he hoped it would net now be allowed io 
interfese with the business of the Senate. 

Mr. MILLER observed thai the charters would 
expire in July, 1844, and it was essential that they 
should know whether they were to have an ex- 
tension of them, ‘They would not be able to ac- 
eommedaie the public, if lett in a state of uncer- 
iainty; and if they were admitted by gentlemen to 
be of «ny utility to ihe public at all, ke hoped the 
biil wouid be at onee acied upon. 

Me. PAPPAN said there were some provisions 
ia the bill which they had not time to examine. 

Mr. ALLEN contended that there was no ne- 
cessity for rechartering these banks. He believed 
there were no petitionscon the subject, and he did not 
believe it was desired by the public; if so, the bill 
could be passed at the next session. 


Mr. ARCHER observed, that if the charters 
were certain to be renewed at the next session, he 
thought there could be no objection to renew them 
now. It would bea very advantageous thing for 
the community that they should have timely 
notice. 

The question of indefinite postponement was 
decided in the negative—-yeas 17, nays 25. 

The bill was then taken up as in committee of 
the whole; when 

Mr. KING moved to lay the bill on the tabel 
for the present, in order to proceed with other 
business. Upcn this question the yeas and nays 
were ordered. and resuited—yeas 18, nays 28. 

Mr. ALLEN then moved to amend the bill by 
adding the following proviso: 

Provided, That the stockholders of each of said banks shall, 
from and after the taking effect of this act, be liable in their 
individual character and private property for all the issues 
made and other obligations contracted by said banks, respece 
tively, in the same manner, andto the same extent in all re- 
specis, as are partners of unchartered copartnerships and’ firms 
for the obligations contracted by such copartnerships and firms. 

Mr. A. proceeded to observe that the question 
of chartering banks was not a new one, and pub- 
lic opinion was almost unanimous upon the princi- 
ple of making bank stockholders liable, severally, 
for the debts and liabilities of their banks. There 
had been sufficient epportunity: during the early 
part of this session to bring forward this bill; but 
ithad not been done, and it appeared evident to 
him that it was rot intended that there should be 
any investigation into the affairs of these banks. 

It was, he said, perfectly in accordance with 
one cf the principles of bank tactics, to apply-for 
a recharter at a time so near the end of the session 
as to make it impossible to enter into any investi- 
gation or cebate upon the subject; and he put it to. 


| Senators, whether they were ready to say to the 


people, You shall trust. these bank directors, als 
though they refuse to be responsible, They refuse 
to have charter’, unless they have with their char- 
ters the privilege of indiscriminate and ilimitable 
plunder. The question had been frequently before 
the people, and he had never seen an assemblage 
of the sovereign people—the only power in tbis 
country which was incorruptible and undefiled— 
he had never seen such an assemblage in which 
(whatever their opinions upon other matters) there 
Were not at least a hundred to one in favor of 
the proposition of individual liability. He desired 
the yeas and nays upon his motion. 


Mr. MILLER hoped that this question was not 
to be again agitated. There bad been no com- 
piaint made in reference to them; and he believed 
no reasonable objection could be urged against 
granting them an extension of their charters. He 
denied that the bill had been purposely kept back. 

Mr. ALLEN asked why this bill should be 
pressed upon them now, when another long session 
was to intervene before the expiration of their char- 
ters. The welfare of the banks—the advantage, 
the interests of the banks,—-these were the consider- 
ations which were io urge them forward; while 
popular opinion, rolling into this Capitol from 
every quarter, like a caiarac!, condemnatory of the 
principle of irresponsible banks, was to be totally 
disregarded. But he was told there were petitions 
in favor of rechartering these banks. Yes, petitions 
which hac never been allowed to be read; petitions, 
of what nature no one knew. He would not go 
into the question of the general utility of banking. 
It was a momentous question—a question fraught 
with serious consequences te this country. He de- 
sired that it should come up at a time when a 
thorough and full discussion might be had upon it; 
and he could not consent to pass an act of this de- 
scription, at a time when the public mind was so 
deeply drawn to an investigation of the great ques- 
tion of banking, until a thoreugh investigation of 
that subject could be had. The American mind 
would not submit much longer to be trifled with. 
There was a power in the people which they did 
not delegate; and that power would yet be mani- 
fested, They were disposed to suffer while evils 
were sufferabie; but they had likewise a siern and 
resolute will to redeem themselves from bondage 
and oppression in every form. 

Mr. CONRAD desired to know whether, upon 
the question of making individual stockholders reé-. 
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sponsible, it was in order to discuss the question of 
popular rights? 

Mr. ALLEN contended that he was only follow- 
ing the practice which prevailed in that body. 

Mr. MILLER regretted that the gentleman from 
Ohio had diverted hiscensures from the banks, and 
directed them against him. He intended that it 
should be shown to the pubiic by whose instrument- 
ality it was that the bill had been delayed. The 
gentleman had aceused him of having brooded 
over this bill for a very long time; and yet the gen- 
tleman himself declared he was not prepared to 
act on the subject, but required a Jong session in 
which to discuss it. The gentieman bad denounced 
all banks; did the people think with him? ne would 
ask. No; the people stood by their contracts, and 
falfilled them; it was the gentiemanalone who was 
desirous of destroying them. 

Mr. ALLEN said the Senator had set cut with 
the assumption that it was his intention to cast a 
censure upon him for the performance cf his duty. 
In this he was mistaken; but he must be permitted 
to speak, with the severity it deserved, of an at- 
tempt to obtain, for a period of ten years, a charter 
for these banks, without even the privilege of ask- 
ing for the reasons upon which such an application 
was founded. He trusied Senators would join 
with him in giving a wholesome rebuke to those 
who were desirous cf fastening upou the people of 
this District these banks, with all their imperfections 
on their heads, by their opposition to the passage of 
this dill. 

Mr. WRIGHT appealed to the Senate, in con- 
sideration of the period of the session and, the cor- 
dition of the business, to permit this bill to be laid 
aside for the present, that the more pressing besi- 
ness might be proceeded with. 

Mr. MILLER refused to aveede to any posi- 
ponement. 

Mr. SIMMONS urged that the question shen'd 
be taken upon the bill, without further debate. 

Mr. BENTON observed that it had been the in- 
variable custom to bring forward bills of this na- 

„tare at so late a period of ihe session as to render 
it impossible to consider them maturely. 


Mr. BARROW said, the course pursued by Sen- 
ators on the other side, in relation to this bill, as 
well as to that which bad been ander considera- 
tion yesterday, convinced him that it was the duty 
of Senators on this {the Whig] side to Jet them 
know, once for all, that the business of the Sen- 
ate would be proceeded with in the regular mode; 
and the responsibility of arresting the action of the 
Senate, if they persisted in doing so, would rest 
where it properly belonged. 

Mr. WALKER. What, sir, has it come to this: 
that when a bill for charteriag balf a dezen banks 
at a time—and not merely for a single year, but 
for ten years—~is under consideration, no amend- 
ment is to be offered, and no diseus:ion permitted? 
I know the actual power, and the claim to power, 
on the part of the banks, is great indeed; bai I 
certainly never expected to bezr that, upon a:king 
a charter from the representatives of the S:ates and 
the people, when fair and proper amendments 
were offered, all discussion was to be suppressed, 
and the vote to be taken in silence. And 1 will 
say to the Senator from Louisiana, and others upon 
that side, that, if they have not been enlightened by 
the experience of the jas: five years-~~by the light 
which bas been shed upon the subject of banking 
since the special session of 1241—ibey certainly 
stand alone among the mass of the people of the 
country. Within the last twoor three years, we 
have had an experience upon this subject equal to 
the experience of centuries. Like the light which 
has been travelling from the more distant cf the 
fixed stars, ever since the cieation of the world, 
we are beginning to receive light upon this im- 
portant subject. 

One single word as regards the amendment, 
What is ic? To render the stockholders individu- 
ally responsible for the money they issue. They 
ask the privilege of making money, not by coin- 
ing, but by stamping a money value upon paper. 
They ask the privilege of exercising this a‘tribuie 
of sovereignty, by making money out of that 
which has no intrinsic value, and for the redemp- 
tion of which they are not responsible. What is 


the respon-ibiliiy of these banks? A preieaded 
amount of stock. But who knows how much stock 
is there in reality}—how much has been abstracted 
by losses, by peculation, and bank frauds? There 
may not be a dollar iheve. I do hope that an 
amendment of this kind, the justice of which is so 
plain and palpabie, will be adupted. 

The question upon the amendment was then ta- 
ken, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Benton, Buchanan, Calhoun, Cuth- 
bert, Henderson, King, MeDuffie, McRoberts, Sturgeon. Tap- 
pan, Walker, Wilcox, Woodbury, Wright, and Young—l6, 

NAYS—Miesers. Archer, Barrow, Bayard, Berrien, Choate, 
Clayton, Conrad, Crafts, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Graham, 
iluntington, Kerr, Mangum, Miller, Morehead, Porter, Rives, 
Simmons, Smith of Indiana, Sprague, Tallmadge, White, and 
Woodbridge—25, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. RUCHAMNAWN said he bad an amendment 
to offer, and he desired the yeas and nays upon it. 
He ihought the great evil of the banking system 
was, that, although allthe States had determined 
that a snspension of specie payments should be a 
forfeiture ef the charter, yet there was po efficient 
machinery provided by law to carry that forfeiture 
into effect. His object was to make it the duty of 
the law cflicer of the Government to prececd 
ageins: such bank, wihcut waiting for a formal 
complaint or information. He desired a voie upon 
this amerdment by yeas and nays; for he believed 
the unanimity cf the Senate, upon this point, wouid 
produce a great deal of good. 

Mr. Bucuanan’s amendment was read as fele 
lows: 

That, if any of the said banks shall hereafter suspend specie 
payments, or refuse to pay on demand any of their notes, de- 
posites, or other obligations, in specie, itshall be the duty of 
the district attorney for the District of Columb ; oficio, 
to file a bill before the proper court, whose duty it s a, UPON 
legal proof of the fact, to decree the forfeiture of the charter of 
said defaulting k, and place it ina state of liquidation, acd 
wind up its affairs according to the rules and practice of a court 
of chancery; first paying outof the assets of each of the 
banks, respectively, all the holders of their notes in preference 
to all other emands against them, and to apportion the re- 
maining assets pro rata among all the other creditors,’ 

Upon this amendment the seas and nays were 
taken, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Archer, Bagby, Barrow, Bayard, 
Benton, Berrien, Buchanan, Cheate, Clayton, Conrad, Crafts, 
Crittenden, Cuthber:, Dayion, Evans, Graham, Henderson, 
Huntington, Kerr, King, McDutlie, McRoberts, Mangum, Mil- 
Jer, Porter, Smith of Indiana, Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, 
White. Wiliams, Woodbury, Wright, and Young—a3, 

NAY—Mr. Morehead—1, 

Mr. BENTON then rose and said, as the biil 
had just been amended so as to prevent the banks 
from issuing their own suspended paper, yet, as 
that amendment did not prevent them from issuing 
the suspended paper of other banks, he would move 
an amendment which would embrace the latter. 

Mr. Benton’s amendment was read, as follows: 

SEC. 3. And be tt further enacted, That neither of the banks 
shall circulate or receive, pay out, or in any Way use, any paper 
currency which is not equivalent io gold and silver coin; and 
all contracts and transactions founded on suck suspended or de- 
preciated notes or bills of suspended banks, and every violation 
of this section, shall.be a violation of the charter of the bank, 
anda forfeiture thereof. 

Mir. CRITTENDEN proposed a modification of 
the amendment, so as to make it read as follows: 

Sec, 3. And beitfurther enacied, That neither of the banks 
shail circulate the notes or bills of suspended banks; andevery 
violation of this section shall be a viclation of the charter of the 
bank, anda forfeiture thereof. 

Upon this question the yeas and nays were— 

YEAS.--Messrs, Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Conrad, 
Crafts, Criitenden, Dayton, Evans, Graham, Kerr, Mangum, 
Miller, Morehead, Porter, Simmons, Smith of Indiana, Sprague, 
Talimadge, and Woudbridge—20. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alien, Bashy, Benton, Buchanan, Cuthbert, 
McRoberts, Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, Woodbury, and Wright 
—it. 

The amendment as amended was concurred in; 
and upon tbe question of the engrosement of the 
bill, and ordering it for a third reading, 

Mr, WRIGHT rose and called upon the chair- 
man of ihe committee by whom the bil had been 
reported, to state how far the direcicrs of these 
banks had complied with the provision of ikeir 
former charters, which required that all loans to 
avy president, cashier, or director, or any officer of 
the bank, io a greater amount than $10,000, should 
be regularly reduced at the rate of 25 per cent. 
annually. 

Mr. MILLER replied that he kuew pothing 
about i. 

Mr. WRIGHT. 


Then all I have to sey is, 


er 
we are called on to recharter these banks for a pe- 
riod of ten years, while the chairman of the com- 
mittee who bronght the bill before the Senate, and 
pressed its immediate passage, to the exclusion of 
all other business, and who has taken the whole 
session to investigate the matter, does not know 
wheiker a provision so important as this has been 
complied with, it is Ume for the Senate to hesitate; 
for Í consider this one cf the most material pro- 
visions for the purpo:e of reducing these institu. 
tions to a state of soundness. 
Mr. BENTON then moved the following: 

And be it further enacted, That the act for continuing the 
charters of said banks sha}! be null and void in every case in 
which any one of said banks shal! not have complied with the 
terms, conditions, and provisions of the acts by which they 
have been heretofore continued. 

Upen this amendment, the ycas and nays were 
taken, as follows: 

YVEAS—Messre. Allen, Bagby, Benton, Cuthbert, King, Stur- 
geon, Tappan, Walker, Woodbury, Wright, and Young—ll. 

NAYS-~-Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Berrien, Crafts, 
Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Graham, Huntington, Kerr, Man- 
gum, Miller, Morehead, Porter, Simmons, Smith of Indiana, 
Sprague, Tallmadge, aud Wooubridge—20, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Upon the question of the engrossment of the 
wH, the yeas and ways were as foliows: 

Y¥EAS-~Messrs. wr, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, 
Crafis, Critteriden, Dayton, Evans, Graham, Huntington, Kerr, 
Mangum, Miller, Morehead, Porter, Sevier, Simmons, Smith of 
ladiana, Sprague, Tallmadge, and Wooabridge--22, 

NAVWS--—Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Benton, Cuthbert, McRoberts, 


i Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, Woodbury, Wright, and Young 


The bill was accordingly ordered to be engrossed, 
andread a third tine, 

The bill for the relief of Tames S. Calhoun, 
having been returned from the House with an 
amendment to the amendment of the Senate, was 
taken up for consideration—the question being on 
concurring with the amendment of the Honse. 

Mr, KING inquired what was the effect of the 
amendment. 

Mr. GRAHAM said the effect of the amend- 
ment of the House was to restore the bih to what 
it was when it came from the House, 

Mr. KING was entirely opposed to it; and he 
moved that the Senate insist oo its amendment, 
and ask fora commitice of conference. 

Messrs. WRIGHT and WOODBURY were op- 
posed to having any appropriating clause in the 
bill. They maintained that there was great im- 
propriety in irnsting any officer to make an award 
for cons: quential damages, as was proposed by this 
amendment of the House. It was right that Con- 
gress should see the award first, before appropria- 
ting money for it, 

Seme further debate was had on the bill, between 
Messrs. BERRIEN, KING, WRIGHT, and GRA- 
HAM, on the impropriety of making a specific ap- 
propriation in this bill, when the Committee on 
Claims were unanimously opposed to it, 

The Senate finally disagreed to the amendment 
of the House, and insisted on its own amendment; 
and, f 

On motion by Mr. BERRIEN, a committee of 
conference of three, on the part of the Senate, was 
authorized to be appointed by the Chair, to take 
inio consideration the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses. 

The bill to amend the insolvent acts of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, having been returned from the 
House with en amendment, exempting females 
irom the operation of the imprisonment portion of 
ibe insolvent law, was taken up, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in by the Senate. 

Seyeral House bills were read twice, and appro- 
priately referred. 

Mr. TAPPAN made some remarks on the pro- 
priety cf first disposing of Senate bills to which no 
objection would arise. His suggestion, however, 
was not yielded to. 

On motion by M 
on the Je 
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BERRIEN, the Committee 

3 discharged from the farther 
consideration of use bill directing the running 
of tbe northern line of the reserve of the half-breed 
Sac and Fox tribe of Indians, by the treaty of 
the Aih of August, 1824. 

Mr, B. also madea report from the Committee 
onthe Jediciary, touching the title of the First 
Municipality of New Orleans to a lot of land in 
that city: ordered to be printed. 
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‘Senate bill granting a pension to David Welch, 
and the bill for the relief of Robert P, Lewis, were 
taken up as in committee of the whole, considered, 
reported to the Senate, and ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading. 


CUMBERLAND ROAD BILL. 

The bill making appropriations to continue the 
Cumberland road was called, in its order on the 
calendar, at five o’clock in the evening. 

‘Mr. SMITH of Indiana said he had not charge 
of the bill; but be was very anxious that the bill 
should be passed. This was the first time it had 
been called, and it was impossible to get it taken 
up oat of its order. He exceedingly regretted that 
the period was so late. This was the last day at 
which bills of the Senate could be sent to the 
House; and it was suggested that the House had 
adjourned. He said that the rules might be sus- 
pended to-morrow, to send the bill to the House, 
if it could be passed. He assured Senators that 
the appropriations for the road would be pressed 
until the work was completed. 

Several Senators suggested that, at this late pe- 
riod, it would be useless to proceed with the bill, 
as it would lead to debate, and defeat the whole 
calendar; and could not be acted upon in the House, 
if it were passed. 

The bill, on motion, was then laid on the table. 

House bill, making appropriations to carry into 
effect the Ashburton treaty, was read twice, and 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

On motion by Mr. BAYARD, the Senate then 
proceeded to the consideration of the special orders. 

Senate bill, providing for the publication of the 
debates and proceedings of Congress, (about which 
there was so much discussion on yesterday,) being 
the first on the list of the special orders, was, on 
the motion of Mr. WOODBRIDGE, passed over 
informally. He presumed the Senate had no dis- 
position to ccntinue the discussion upon it. It 
might, therefore, be considered as having been 
consigned to the tomb of the Capulets. 

The bill to refund to Massachusetts the balance 
due her for disbursements during the late war with 


Great Britain, came up, as in committee of the’ 


whole, on an adverse report of the Commitlee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN moved to amend the bill, 
by reducing the amount of appropriation in it from 
$272,716 to $227,176 48. 

Mr. C. then explained the propriety of the 
amendment; and trusted, after its adoption, no ob- 
jection would be made to the bill. The bill merely 
allowed to Massachusetts, on the same principle 
that allowances bad been made to other States for 
like services. 

Mr. BENTON said no allowance had been 
made to other States on the principle involved in 
this bill. 

Mr. TAPPAN made some remarks against the 
bill; in the course of whicb, he alluded to the re- 
fusal of Massachusetts, during the war, when our 
soil was invaded, to permit her militia to muster 
into the service of the United States. He main- 
tained that (with the exception of the claims for 
compensating the heirs of the traitor Hull for the 
surrender of our soil and our army) there never 
was a more iniquitous claim before Congress. It 
was as absurd and wicked as the Hail claim, 

Mr. CRITTENDEN made an appeal to gen- 
tlemen not to recur to them, but to permit the little 
aberrations from the straight line of duty of the old 
Bay State to be buried in oblivion. He admitted 
that she acted improperly; {but her course was 2t- 
tributable rather to the heat of party than toa 
want of patriotism. He maintained that other 
States bad been paid upon the very principles of 
this bill, for the services of their militia; and in- 
stanced the State of Connecticut, 

Mr. WRIGHT made some remarks against the 
bill. He recurred to the scenes which agitated the 
country at the time Massachusetts refused to per- 
mit ber militia to be mustered into the service of 
the United States; after a review of which, he said 
he could not vote that State a delar. 

Mr. BATES defended his State from the asper- 
sions which had been cast npon it. He contended 
that Massachusetts was entitled to thé balance 
provided for in the bill, unless the law-makers in- 
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tended to become the law-breakers. He contended 
that Connecticut and Rhode Island had been paid 
for disbursements made during the war, on the 
very principle which was involved in this bill; and, 
unless it was intended to make Massachuseits an 
exception, she should be allowed the balance due 
her torthwith. < 

Mr. ALLEN spoke at some length against the 
bill, urging that, if it was passed, it would be justi- 
fying and rewarding a revolt against the Union by 
a part of the Union—a revolt, too, in favor of a 
foreign enemy; for alt who, in times of such peril, 
refused to fight for their country, took sides with 
the enemies of their country. Such was, in effect, 
the course of Massachusetts during the war. He 
hoped the bill would not pass. 

Mr. WOODBURY appealed to the Senators on 
the opposite side not to press this bill, to the exclu- 
sion of so many important bills on the calendar. If 
they persisted in such course, he had an amend- 
ment to propose to it, to pay the claims of New 
Hampshire. 

Some conversational debate took place here, be- 
tween Messrs. EVANS, WOODBURY, CRIT- 
TENDEN, and BATES, as to the claims of New 
Hampshire, and as to the understanding, in the 
early part of the night, that, if this bill gave rise to 
debate, it would be laid over. The matter was 
terminated, however, by the bill being reported to 
the Senate. The amendment of the committee of 
the whole was concurred in, and the bill was or- 
dered to te engrossed for a third reading. 

On motion by Mr. ARCHER, the Senate, at 
half past 8 o’clock, proceeded to the consideration 
of executive business; and, after some time spent 
therein, adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, February 28, 1843. 


Mr. H. DODGE presented a petition from the 
inhabitants of the town of Rochester and vicinity, 
Racine county, Territory of Wisconsin, asking 
Congress to establish a tri-weekly mail from the 
town of Racine, passing Rochester, to the town of 
East Troy, in Walworth county. 


Also, presented the petition of the inhabitants of 
East Troy, Walworth county, Territory of Wiscon- 
sin, asking Congress to establish a tri-weekly mail 
from the town of Racine, by the town of Rochester, 
to the town of East Troy, to intersect the Milwaukie 
and Janesville route. 


Mr. PAYNE presented the petition of sundry 
citizens of Alabama, asking the establishment of a 
mail route from Linden, Alabama, to Almuche, in 
Marion county Mississippi: referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD of Maine offered the fol- 
lowing resolutiou; which was adopted: 

Resolved, That, during the remainder of the present session, 
the House will meet at 10 o’clock, a. m. 

The following bills from the Senate were cever- 
ally read twice, and referred: 

The bill regulating the currency of foreign gold 
and silver coins in the United States. 

The bill to continue in force the act for the final 
adjustment of private land claims in Missouri, ap- 
proved 9th July, 1832; and the act supplemental 
thereto, approved 2d March, 1833. 

The bill fixing the value of certain foreign mo- 
ney in accounts and computation at the custom- 
houses. 

The bill to revive the aet entitled “An act to en- 
able claimants to land within the limits of Missouri, 
and the Territory of Arkansas, to institute pro- 
ceedings to try the validity of their claims,” ap- 
proved 26th May, 1824; and an act amending the 
same, and extending the provisions of said act to 
claimants to land within the States of Louisiana 
and Mississippi: referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims. 

The bill to apply certain alternate sections of the 
public domain towards the completion of works of 
internal improvement in the State of Michigan, 
and for other purposes: referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

The bill amending the laws regulating imprison- 
ment for debtin the District of Columbia: referred 
to the District Committee. 
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The bill to extend the Patent Office to 9th street: 


referred to the Committee on the Public Buildings. 

The bill for the relief of Joseph Bryan, H. 
Young, and Benjamin Young: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

The bill for the relief of Richard Patten: refer- 
red to the Committee on Naval Affairs. , 

The bill to repeal certain parts of.an act entitled 
“An act respecting the organization of the army, 
and for other purposes,” passed 23d August, 1842: 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill declaring Robbinston, inthe State of 
Maine, to be a port of delivery: referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

The bill to permit the entry of merchandise re- 
covered from shipwreck, in certain cases, free of 
duty: referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. 

The bill for the relief of Charles M. Keller: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Patents. 

The bill from the Senate entitled “An act to amend 
an actentitled ‘An act to establish the northern 
boundary line of the State of Obio, and to provide 
for the admission of the State of Michigan into the 
Union, upon the conditions therein expressed,’ ap- 
proved June 15th, 1836°— 

Having been read a second time, Mr. HOWARD 
moved that it be referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lie Lands. 


Mr. DODGE of Wisconsin resisted the motion. 
He moved that the reference be to the Committee 
on Territories. Mr. D. stated that, although the 
title of the bill did not imply, and the House might 
not know, it was, nevertheless, a bill relating to 
the disputed boundary between the Territory of 
Wisconsin and the State of Michigan; and, as 
such, there was no propriety in its going to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. It should most 
unquestionably go either to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, or that of Territories. He (Mr. D.) 
preferred the latter, 

The question was then taken on Mr. Howarn’s 
motion, and it was rejected. 

It then recurred on the motion of Mr. Dopage, and 
the bill was referred to the Committee on the Ter- 
ritories, 

The House bill for the relief of James S. Cal- 
houn, returned from the Senate with an amend- 
ment, was read, and, together with the Senate’s 
amendment, referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. BARTON, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported a resolution directing the Secretary of 
War to report to the House, at the next session of 
Congress, certain information in regard to the ser- 
vices of such of the Florida militia as have not 
been paid for the same: adopted. 


Mr. BURKE presented certain resolutions of the 
Legislature of New Hampshire; which were laid 
on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COWEN, from the Committee of Claims, 
presented a resolution referring the claim of Joseph 
Nock to the Secretary of the Treasury, to consider 
and report thereon, 


COMMERCIAL AGENT IN AFRICA. 

Mr. JOHN P. KENNEDY, from the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, to whom had been referred, at 
the last session, the memorial of the general con- 
vention of the friends of African colonization, 
made a report, accompanied by a joint resolution, 
providing for the appointment of a commercial 
agent to reside on the coast of Africa. 

The resolution having been read and referred, 

Mr. KENNEDY moved the printing of the res 
port, and the engraving of the accompanying 
map. 

Mr. ADAMS wished to inquire of the chairman 
of the Committee on Commerce whether the com- 
mittee bad been informed that any question had 
been made or settled by the Government whether 
these colonies, so called, were colonies of the Uni- 
ted States. 

Mr. JOHN P. KENNEDY replied that the 
proposition submitted in this report presented an 
inquiry into this question—what were the relations 
of these colonies to the Government of the United 
States? The committee had expressed no opinion 
on the subject, but proposed to refer it to the Sec- 
retary of State, to report to the House what the res 


lations of these colonies were, and what they ought 
to be, to the United States. 

Mr. ADAMS expressed a wish to have an ex- 
tra number of copies of the report printed; and he 
was happy to hear that the question was to be dis- 
cussed in the Congress of the United States. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON objected to the printing 
of the map, on the ground of the abuses that had 
heretofore existed in this description of work; but, 
on being assured by Mr. KENNEDY that the cost 
would not be over one hundred dollars, withdrew 
his objection, with the understanding that the mo- 
tion should be so modified as to direct the engra- 
ving, provided it could be done for that sum. 

Mr. KENNEDY having accordingly modified 
his motion, 

Mr. BUTLER of South Carolina moved to lay 
it on the table; which motion was rejected. 

The question on printing was then taken and 
carried. 

Mr. KENNEDY then gave notice of his inten- 
tion to move the printing of three thousand extra 
copies. 

Mr. RAYNER, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill for the relief of Ferguson & 
Read; which was twice read, and referred. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Connecticut, from the same 
committee, reported a bill to establish a port of de- 
livery atthe city of Lafayette, Louisiana; which 
was read three times, and passed. 


ARMY BILL. 


Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee of Confer- 
ence, appointed on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
army bill, reported that the joint committee had 
agreed to recommend to the House to recede from 
its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate, 
and that said amendments be adopted. 

GUN CARRIAGES. 


Mr. B. RANDALL submitted a resolution, that 
the Secretary of the Navy report to the House, at 
the next session, a statement showing the improve- 
ment in gun-carriages made by Lieutenant J. G. 
Van Brunt: adopted. 

MARINE HOSPITALS. 

Mr. SHERLOCK J. ANDREWS, from the 
Committee on Commerce, reported a bill making 
an appropriation for the construction of marine 
hospitals on the Western waters: read twice, and 
referred, 

LAW AGENT IN FLORIDA. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, reported a bill providing for the appoint- 
mentofalaw agent in Florida: which was read 
twice, and referred. 

On motion by Mr. BRONSON, 

The Committee of the Whole was discharged 
from the further consideration of the biil from the 
Senate, in relation to the two per cent. fund of the 
State of Mississippi; and the same having been 
taken up in the House, was ordered to be engrossed, 
and then read the third time and passed. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON, from the Committee 
on Public Lands, to whom had been referred the 
bill from the Senate in relation to donations of 
lands to certain persons in Arkansas, and the Sen- 
ate bill for the relief of John Hutchins, reported 
them.-severally without amendment. 

Mr. HOWARD, from the same committee, to 
which had been referred the bil! from the Senate 
supplementary to the act entitled “An act to seitle 
titles to lands in Arkansas,” reported thesame with- 
out amendment. 

Mr. MORROW, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, moved to discharge the Committee of the 
Whole from the furtber consideration of the biil 
to provide for the sale of certain tands in the States 
of Ohio and Michigan, ceded by the Wyandot 
Indians; and the same being taken up in the House, 
was ordered to be engrossed, and then read the 
third time and passed. 

Mr. BRIGGS, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reperted a joint resolution 
to authorize the Postmaster General to settle and 
allow certain accounts of J. and P. Voorhees. 

It was read three times, and passed. 

Mr. BARNARD, from the Committee on the 
Judiciaiy, to which was referred the petition of the 
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western judicial district of Virginia, and the peti- 
tion of the members of the bar in said district, 
praying an increase of salary of their district judge, 
reported that the committee had agreed to recom- 
mend an increase of $200, and instrucied him to 
move the same as an amendment to the bill now 
pending before the House, to regulate and fix the 
salaries of district judges, when said bill should be 
before the House for its action. 

He also moved that the committee be discharged 
from the further consideration of various papers; 
which was agreed to. 


Mr. SAUNDERS, from the same committee, re- 
ported Senate bill for the relief of certain inhabit- 
ants of Florida, with a substitute for the entire 
bill. 

On the motion of Mr. ADAMS, the biil was laid 
on the table. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, from the same com- 
mittee, reported, without amendment, a Senate bill, 
the tide of which was not heard, 

Mr. M. BROWN, from the same committee, 
reported a bill to change the times of holding the 
circuit and district courts for the district of East 
Tennessee; which was read three times, and passed. 

Mr. CROSS, from the Commitee on Private 
Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of the 
legal represeniatives of Jobn Baker, deceased; 
which was read twice, and committed. 

Mr. DEBERRY, from the Committee on Agri- 
culture, made several unfavorabie reports; amongst 
others, one on the memorial of M. R. Bartlett. 

Mr. MOORE, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported a Senate bill; and, on his 
motion, the committce was discharged from the 
further consideration of varions papers. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, from the Committee of 
Ways and Means, reported Senate bill for the re- 
lief of the West Feliciana Railroad Company; 
whick, on his motion, was laid on the table. 

On motion of Mr. M. BROWN, the Commitiee 
on the Judiciary was discharged from the further 
consideration of the memorial of the Legislature 
of the Territory of Iowa, for an increase of the 
jurisdiction of justices of the peace in actions of 
debt, to a sum not exceecing $100. 

Mr. PENDLETON, from the Military Commit- 
tee, asked the House to take up the bill to divide 
the United States into two military districts. 

Mr. J. COOPER objected to its being taken un 


out of order. 


Mr, C. H. WILLIAMS hoped the House would 
discharge the Committee of the Whole from ihat 
bill; itinvolved no priaciple, being simply an act of 
justice; and he promised, if the House would take 
it up, that he would move the previous question. 

Some conversation ensued, and ultimately Mr. 
C.H. WILLIAMS moved a suspension of the 
rules; but, on a division taken by tellers, the vole 
was 88 in the affirmative, and 47 in the negative— 
the motion was therefore lost; the majority being 
less than two-thirds. 

Mr. BURNELL, from the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Lewis 
C. Sartori; which was read twice, and committed 
to the Committee of the Whole. He a'so moved 
that the same committee be discharged from the 
case of Purser Wim. Speiden; which was agreed to, 

Mr. ADAMS, from the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, by direction cf the committee, asked to be 
discharged from the further consideration of cer- 
tain resolutions of the Legislature of Alabama, in 
favor of the ennexation of Texas to this Union. 

He also, asan individual member of the com- 
mittee, desired to efer a resolution on that subject. 

Mr. WISE objected to the reception of the reso- 
lution, and it was not received. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, reported a bill fer the re- 
lief of Mary Ann Linton; which was read twice, 
and committed, 

He also obtained the discharge of the ccmmittee 
from a Jarge mass of papers. 

Mr. McKENNAN, from the Committee on 
Roads and Canals, reported a bill to authorize the 
Secretary of War to direct experiments io be 
made to test the practicability and utility of J. W, 
Kirk’s Mississippi boat-fender, and making an ap- 
propriation of $1,000 for that purpose. 
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It was read twice, and Mr. McKENNAN 
moved that it be put upon its passage, instead of 
being committed. 

Mr. W. SMITH objected. 

Mr. McKENNAN moved a suspension of the 
rules. 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia strenuously objected to 
the motion, and said, if the course pursued by 
many genilemen was persisted in, we should have 
expenditures fcr experiments of every humbug 
that could be thought of, 

Mr. ADAMS moved to lay the motion to sus- 
pend the rules on the table, and asked for the yeas 
and nays; which were ordered, on a count by tellers. 

Mr. McKENNAN then said he did not desire to 
consume the time of the House, and would, there- 
fore, withdraw his motion to suspend the rules, and 
move that the matter be referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. The mo- 
lion was agreed to. 

Mr. StEENROD, from the Committee on 
Roads and Canals, reported a bill for the comple- 
tion of the Cumberland road east of the State of 
Ohio; which was read twice, and referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. BOARDMAN, from the Committee on 
Public Buildings, reported a bill to provide for the 
erection ef two buildings for the accommodation of 
ihe War and Navy Departments: read twice, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. YORKE offered a resolution, which was 
adopted, calling upon the Secretary. of the Navy 
to report to Congress the number of persons who 
were attached to the Florida squadron, according 
to the plan cf Lieut. McLaughlin, from 9th Octo- 
ber, 1841, to 9ih October, 1842. 


THE ARMY BILL. 


Mr. ALLEN moved that the report of the Con- 
ference Committee on the army bill be taken up, 
and passed upon. 

The motion was agreed to, and the report of the 
committee read. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON inquired what was the 
effect of the conference. 


Mr. ALLEN replied that the House committee 
had receded from the disagreement of the House to 
the Senate amendment, adding ten cadets to be ta- 
ken at large. 


Mr. CAVE JOHNSON hoped that the House 
would not agree with the committee in their recom- 
mendation to recede. He was for bringing down 
this academy. 


Mr. ALLEN explained the reasons which had 
induced the Committee of Conference to agree to 
add ten cadets to be taken at large. They viewed 
it as a matter of common justice to those army and 
navy officers whose sons wouid be excluded by the 
fact that they did not happen to reside permanent- 
ly in any one congressional district, 

Mr. STANLY hoped that the report would be 
agreed lo, and the power given to the President to 
appoint the ten additional cadets, 

Mr. ADAMS urged, as a reason foradopting the 
report of the conference ecmmitie, that, in case of 
its rejection, the whole army bill might be lost. 

Mr. EVERETT advocated, and Mr. CAL- 
HOUN opposed, the report of the conference com- 
mittee. 

Mr. FILLMORE moved the previous question, 
which was sustained; and the conference report 
agreed to by the House—ayes 88, noes 52. 

Mr. L. W. ANDREWS, from the Committee 
on Reyclutionary Pensions, made an adverse re- 


port. 

Mr, TILLINGHAST, from the Committee on 
the Library, reported a resolution authorizing the 
Clerk of the House to purchase for the Library of 
Congress so many sets of the Laws of the United 
States as might be necessary to complete the sets 
now in the Library. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON said that this resolu- 
tion involved a large and useless appropriation, 
and therefore be moved that it be referred to the 
Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER decided that it would not be 
necessary for the resolution to go to the Committee 
of the Whole. 
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_. Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved that the resolu- 
tion be laid on the table. 

This motion was agreed tco—ayes 77, noes not 
counted. 


IMPRISONMENT FOR DEBT. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee for 
the Districtof Columbia, reported, without amend- 
meni, the bill from the Senate amending the laws 
regulating imprisonment for debt in the District of 
Columbia. 

The bill was taken ap and read. 

Mr. HOLMES offered an amendment, provi- 
ding that no female shall be imprisoned on mesne 
or final process. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNEON sugzesied to the gentle- 
man from South Carolina that this amendment in- 
volved the necessity of sevding the Lill back to ihe 
Senate, and it might be thus Jost. He thought the 
gentleman had betier reserve bis amendment for 
the House billto abolish imprisonment fer debt. 

Mr. HOPKINS bad no idea that the Lill named 
by. the gentleman from Tennessee could be reached 
at this period of the session. Tle thought the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina had better persist in 
his amendment, and on it he would move the pre- 
vious question. 

The amendment wss thea, under the operation 
of the previous question, agreed to. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON suggested to the gentle- 
man from Kentucky (Mr. Unperwocp] to call up 
his bill to abolish imprisonment for debt in the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD accordingly moved to take 
up that bill. 

Mr. FILLMORE appealed to the gentleman to 
let the general appropriation bill, on which the 
previous question had been moved, be passed, and 
sent to the Senate. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD renewed his motion to take 
up the bill to abolish imprisonment for debt in the 
District of Columbia; bat 

Mr. FILLMORE insisting on giving the prefer- 
ence to the general appropriation bill, that bill, 
being the first business in order, was taken up; and 
the previous question being seconded, and the main 

question ordered, 

The first question was stated by the Chair to be 
the amendment made by the gentleman from New 
Jersey, (Mr. Aycrice ] 

{The amendment, in substance, provides that 
the further prosecution of ihe coast survey shall be 
discontinued; and that $10,000 be appropriated to 
enable Mr, Hassler and his assistants to redree to 
paper the notes now on hand, which were taken 
in the field during the last summer; and that a re- 
purt should be mace to Congress at the next scs- 
sion, containing a plan for earrying on the work 
in future.} 

Mr. WISE objected that the amendment was not 
in order; but, 

The SPEAKER overruling the objection, 

Mr. AYCRIGG ealled for the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered; and, on taking the question, 
resulted in yeas 75, nays 107; thus rejecting the 
amendment, 

The Clerk then read allthe amendments which 
had been made in Committee of the Whole; which 
were concurred in, with some exceptions, which 
were reserved for the aciion of the LfLouse. 

The firstamendment to which exeepion was 
made, was the item appropriating $3,000 for a 
commissioner to the Sandwich Islands. 

Mr, RAYNER made the objection, and calied 
for the yeas and nays thereon; but they were not 
ordered. He then called for tellers, and they were 
ordered, and Messrs. Reap and James were ap- 
pointed. The amendment was concurred in— 86 
voting in the afirmative, and 38 inthe tive. 

The next amendment to which objection was 
made, was that making an appropriation for 
an agent to make inquiries respecting the commu- 
nication between the Atlantic and the Pacific 
oceans by the Isthmus of Darijev. 

Mr. FILLMORE called for tellers, and Messrs. 
Linn and Mepit were appointed, and reported 
Q5 in the affirmative, and 160 in ihe negative; so 
the amendment was not concurred in. 

The next amendment to which objection had 
been made, was the proviso introluced by Mr. 
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Borts, to prevent the payment of any sum ap- 
propriated by items under the head of “fore'ga 
intercourse,” for salaries or outfits of any minister, 
chargé des affaires, or other foreign representatives, 
appointed to any post now vacant, or that may 
become vacant during the present session of Con- 
gress, unless such appointment shall be made by 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate. 

Mr. W. SMITH called for tellers. 

Mr. McCLELLAN of New York called fer the 
yeas and nays, and they were ordered., 

The amendment was rejected—yeas 60, nays 
101, as follows: 

YVEAS—Messrs. Landaff W. Andrews, Arnold, Babcock, 
Birdseye, Blair, Boardman, Bronson, Milton Brown, William 
B. Campbell, Thomas J. Campbell, Caruthers, Casey, Chit- 
tenden, James Cooper, Cowen, Cranston, Cravens, Crawford, 
G., Davis, John Edwards, Fessenden, Fillmore, Gamble, P. G. 
Goode, Graham, Howard, Hudson, J. R, Ingersoll; James, John 
P. Kennedy, King, Linn, McKennan, Samson Mason, Mat- 
tocks, Maxwell, Maynard, Meriwether, Mitchell, Moore, Mor- 
gan, Osborne, Owsley, Pearce, Pendleton, Powell, Rayner, 
Ridgway, Slade, Stanly, Suratton, John T. Stuart, Summers, 
Toland, Underwood, Van Rensselaer, Wallace, Washington, 
Joseph L. Williams, and John Young 60. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Sherlock J. Andrews, Ar 
rington, Barton, Beeson, Bidlack, Borden, Bowne, Brewster, 
Aaron V. Brown, C. Brown, Burke, Burnell, Wm, Butler, 
Patrick C, Caldwell, Calhoun, Cary, Chapman, Coles, Mark 
A. Cooper. Cross, Cushing, Daniel, Richard D. Davis, Dean, 
Deberry, Doig, Juhn C. Edwards, Ferris, John G. Floyd, Chas, 
A. Floyd, Foyrnance, Gates, Gerry, Giddings, Giliner, William 
O. Goode, Gordon, Granger, Gwin, Hail, Farris, Henry, 
Holmes, Hopkins, Houck, Houston, Hubard, Hunter, Charles 
J. Ingersoll, William W. Irwin, Cave Johnson, John W. 
Jones, Isaac Ð. Jones, Littlefield, Lowell, Abraham Mc- 
Clellan, Robert McClellan, McKay, McKeon, Mallory, 
Marchand, Alfred Marshall, John Thomson Mason, Me- 
ditl, Morrow, Newhard, Parmenter, Pickens, Plumer, Pope, 
Proffit, Read, Reading, Rencher, Reynolds, Riggs, Rodney, 
Wm. Russell, James M. Russell, Saitonstall, Sanford, Saund- 
ers, Sewell, Shaw, Shepperd, Shields, Wm, Smith, Suyder, 
Steenrod, Stokely, Sumter, Jacob Thompson, Tomlinson, 'Frot- 
ti, Turney, Van Buren, Ward, Westbrook, Winthrop, Wise, 
and Wood—101. 

The several amendments adopted in Committee 
of the Whole on the recommendation of the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings, were then adopted, 

All of the amendments having been passed upon, 
the bill was ordered to its engrossment. 

li was then read a third time, and passed. 

Mr. C. H. WILLIAMS called up his motion to 
discharge the Committee of the Whole from the 
further consideration of the bill to divide the Uni- 
ted Strtes into two military districts. It was put, 
and agreed to, (as the reporter understood, amid 
the gencral noise in the hall. 

Several gentlemen gave notice of their intention 
to submit motions to take up particular bills in 
Committee of the Whole. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a num- 
ber of executive com munications, viz: 

A message from the President of the United 
States, iransmilting certain correspondence between 
the Department of State and the Spanish minister 
to this Government: referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A communication from the Navy Department, 
transmitting statistics in relation to the expendi- 
tures of that department for stationery and job 
printing: laid on the table, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A communication from the Treasury Depart- 
ment, stating the number and compensation of 
ofticers of the customs: laid on the table, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A communication from the Treasury Depart- 
ment, in answer to the resolution of the 6th of Au- 
gust, calling for a statement of the accounts of 
navy officers: laid on thet able, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A communication from the Treasury Depart- 
ment, in answer to the call for information in rela- 
tion to the pay, &c., of the commissioners of the 
loan: laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

A communication from the Treasury Depart- 
ment, transmitting, in accordance with acts of 
Congress, a list and statement of unsettled accounts 
in that department; laid on the table, and ordered 
to be printed. ~ 


AMOS KENDALL. 

The SPEAKER asked leave to submit the 
resolutions of the State of Maine, in favor 
of a release of Amos Kendall, late Postmaster 
General of the United States, from the judgment 


given against him by the court of the Distriet of 
Columbia. 

The resolutions were laid on the table, and or- 
dered to be printed. | 


PRE-EMPTION RIGHTS, 


Mr. CHAPMAN asked the favor of the House 
to take up and pass the bill ‘explanatory of an 
act granting pre-emption rights to certain settlers 
on the public lands,” 

The bili was read through; and having been or- 
dered to its engrossment, was read a third time, 
and passed. , 

On motion by Mr. CUSHING, the House re- 
solved itself into Commitee of the Whole, (Mr. 
Summers of Virginia in the chair.) 

Mr. CUSHING then moved to take up the bill 
to carry into effect the treaty of Washington. 

Mr. BRIGGS moved to take up the Post Office 
bill. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Maryland moved to take up 
the warehousing bill. 

Mr. WINTHROP moved to take up the light- 
house bill. 

The question was first’ taken on Mr. Cusnine’s 
motion, and it was earried. 


TREATY OF WASHINGTON. 


So the committee agreed to take up the bill pro- 
viding fer carrying into effect the treaty of Wash- 
ington; and, the bill having been read, 

Mr. McKEON said he was aware that this was 
about the jast chance that the House had to send 
bills to the Senate, and that the time of the House 
ought not to be unnecessarily taken up. His in- 
tention, therefore, was lo express to the committee, 
in the most concise manner, his objections to the 
treaty, and his reasons for voting against carrying 
it into effect. ; s 

His first objection to the treaty made during the 
last summer, was, that while it was contemplated 
throughout the whole country that it should be the 
settlement of all the important questions of dis- 
pute between the two countries, yet thattreaty left 
open and unsettled the most important of them. 
If gentlemen would refer to the State papers laid 
on the table yesterday, and which had not yet met 
the public eye, they would find that Mr. Everett 
was informed by the British minister that Lord 
Ashburton would go to the United States prepared 
to settle all the questions of dispute between us 
and Great Britain, He would not enumerate all 
the unsettled questions, but it was well known 
that several yet remained open. Unfortunately, 
that treaty left open an important question, which 
one of its articles (the 8th) was supposed to settle; 
and it weuld be remembered that this (one of the 
most serious objections to that treaty) had become 
realized by the construction the British Govern- 
ment has put on it. He referred to the claim of 
the right of visitation set up by Great Britain, and 
Mans had always been opposed in the United 

tates. 


If gentiemen would refer to the last despatch of 
the President of the United States, they would find 
that this question remains as it did years ago; and 
from the want of information to Congress on the 
subject, one would suppose that no correspondence 
in relation to it bad taken place. It seemed that 
this 8th article of the treaty had been inserted with- 
outa particle of explanation; and this became the 
more remarkable, as this question had, since 1815, 
been seriously agitated, not only in the United 
States, but in Hurope. The British archives were 
crowded wiin documents from the different powers 
of Europe, endeavoring to effect arrangements 
with Great Britain on the subject. The House 
might be surprised at his now raising objections 
io this treaty, considering that it had become the 
law of the land. But on ihis he started no new. doc- 
trine; he only made the same objections as were 
made by the republicans of that day to. Jay’s 
treaty, Like that celebrated treaty, this one had 
been condemned by the voice of the whole country. 
And here he must be permitted to express the hope 
tbat this treaty would not be called the treaty of 
Washington. He hoped the name of Washington, 
who had so emphatically warned his countrymen 
against entangling alliances with foreign powers, 
would not be associated with this treaty; but that 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


PUBLISHED BY BLAIR AND RIVES, AT ONE D 


OLLAR PER SESSION, IN ADVANCE. 


BITH Cona.......3D SESS. 


WEDNESDAY, MARCH 8, 1843. 


VoLtums 12- ---No. 24. 


Continued frem No. 23. 


it should be either called the Ashburton treaty, or 
called after the American negotiator, who had 
proved himself, on this occasion, as well as during 
the last war, a British advocate. 

Since the last war, the Britsh Government had 
been assiducusly endeavoring to extend their naval 
power, and to acquire the right to superintend the 
police of the seas. The first pretext they seized on 
to extend this power, was that of the suppression of 
the slave-trade. Here Mr. M. adverted to the 
négotiations of the British Government at the con- 
gress of Vienna—the quintuple treaty—and the 
treaty with France on the subject; and read va- 
rious passages from the correspondence between 
the French and British Governments, as well as 
the correspondence of our Secretaries of State, 
(Mr. Van Buren and Mr. Forsyth,) commenting 
on them as he proceeded. 

He further. quoted the language of Sir Robert 
Peel, in the British Parliament, to show the extent 
of British assumption cn this subject; and next, the 
opinion of Lord Stowell on the law of nations, as 
applicable thereto. He likewise quoted from the 
writings of Governor Cass, while minister of the 
United States to France, to show the American 
view of the question; and concluded with some re- 
marks strongly in opposition to the insulting claim 
set up by Great Britain, and in exposure of her 


tyrannical proceedings in China, Affghanistan, and . 


other portions of the world; while she was avow- 
edly the champion of humanity, and when under- 
taking to be the high sheriff of the seas, and to 
visit and search American ships. 

Mr. CUSHING rose to present, very briefly, his 
views of the controversy which had sprung up be- 
tween the Governments of Great Britain and the 
United States, respecting the construction of the 
8th article of the treaty of Washington; and he 
thanked Heaven that, as a member of the Congress 
of the United States, he could rise to sustain and 
defend the construction of that treaty as given by 
the Chief Magistrate of this Union, in opposition 
to that of the Prime Minister of an adversary for- 
eign nation, and in maintenance of the honor and 
interests of the United States. He then proceeded 
to divest the question of extraneous interpretations, 
and applied to it the law of nations, as laid down 
by Lord Stowell; and wenton to assert that this 
assumed right of search was first asserted in a des- 
patch of the Duke of Wellington, addressed to the 
Prince Talieyrand. 

On the despatch of Lord Aberdeen, in October, 
1841; on his despatch of the 20:h December, 1841; 
on his recent despatch, laid before the House on 
yesterday; and on the speech of Sir Robert Peel, 
which he took to bea prepared exposition of the 
views of the British Government—he assumed that 
all pretext for any right of search was removed, 
with the exception of what was conceded by the 
treaty. He would remark, (and called the attention 
of the committee to the fact,) that the negotiations 
and the legislation of England with regard to the 
right of search went hand in hand. There were 
two remarkable facis, io which he would cal! the 
attention of the country, in the progress of the 


parallel system of negotiation and legislation pur- | 


sued by England. The first was the act of Par- 
liament in 1839, giving to British cruisers unlimit- 
ed authority to detain and search al} vessels sus- 


pected in any manner of being engaged inthe | 
Alongside of this act of Parliament: | 


slave-trade, 
he placed the quintuple treaty, a copy of which he 
had made, and should embody in bis speech when it 
should be written out at length. Both the act of 
Parliament and the quintuple treaty contained the 
same provisions, totidem verbis, 

Now, he would call the attention of the country 
to the fact, that, let Sir Robert Pecl contend for any 
construction he pleased of the treaty cf Washing- 
ton, a Step was thereby mace cn the part of the 
United States, in advance of all o'her powers, on 
the subject of the reciprocal right of search. The 


United States, instead of agreeing to a reciprecal 
right of search, had substituted for it concerted 
cruising. He contended that the point which was 
gained by the United States in the treaty of Wash- 
ington had had the effect of rolling back English 
negotiations in Europe. Had not the treaty of 
Washington been adopted—had the United States 
conceded the idea of a reciprocal right of search, 
the practical effect would have been, that the re- 
ciproeal right of search would have become inter- 
polated in the law of nations. The United States 
prevented that consummation. What, he asked, 
remained? In the message of the President, one 
view of the treaty was assumed, and in the speech 
of Sir Robert Pee! another. Sir Robert Peel con- 
ceded all that wasasked in regard to the belligerent 
right of search, and also as regards the conven- 
tional or reciprocal right of search; but said there 
was a right to visif, distinct from the right of search, 
which he declared would be assumed and exer- 
cised. 


Now, the question he proposed to inquire into 
was this: Was there such a thing as the right 
to visit, distinct from the right of search? 
In all the books on international !aw—books 
written generally upon the continent of Eu- 
rope—the right was aiways expressed in these 
terms, “droit de visite.” This was the only expres- 
sion on the subject. Now, there, was a right of 
visiting ships, exercised under the sanatory laws of 
our country; also, a right to visit, exercised under 
our revenue laws. But these were municipal 
rights of visit—not the right to visit upon the un- 
appropriated parts of the ccean, covering a large 
space of the globe. 


Sir R. Peel assumed that a cruiser had the right 
to visit vessels on the high seas, to see if the flag it 
puts outis the right flag. Now, suppose, accord- 
ing to this doctrine, a British cruiser should meet a 
vessel bearing the fiag of the United States. The 
commander goes on board and challenges the flag. 
The master exhibits the ship’s register and other 
papers, showing the nationality of his vessel. If 
the flag may be assumed to be not authentic, why 
may not the papers? May not the authenticity of the 
papers be called in question with as much propriety 
as the authenticity of the flag? If the boarding offi- 
cer may go behind the flag, why not also behind 
the papers, to the ship’s crew and cargo? Where, 
then, he asked, was the distinction between the 
right to visit and the belligerent right of search? 
He could find none. Either the assumed right of 
visitation was a nullity, or it was the right of 
search under another name. He, therefore, de- 
nied the construction put upon the treaty by Sir 
R. Peel, and affirmed that of the President of the 
Urited States. 

On comparing the letters of Lord Aberdeen and 
the message of the President, what would be found? 
Did Lord Aberdeen claim the tight of visitation in 
either of those letters? Lord Aberdeen disavowed 
the right to visit an American vessel. What, then, 
did he claim the right to do? This, it must be re- 
membered, was a question of universal maritime 
right. Once admit the right to visit onr vessels, 
and it would subject us to burdens ten-fold greater 
than the reciprocal right of search. The right to 
visit and inquire, would be made to cover every 
object for the attainment of which the American 
flag could be unfurled. Lord Aberdeen claimed 
the right of a British cruiser, when he saw a ves- 
sel which he bad reason to believe was a Brilish 
vessel, and which he would, therefore, have the 
right to seize, to enter upon and detain it. But 
how? Not as an American vessel. He could 
not icuch her asan American. He would enter 
her as a Portuguese, a French, a Spanish, a pirate, 
orseme other vessel, which be would be auzhor- 
ized to seize, If it proves to be an American ves- 
sel which he has entered, tben he hascommitted an 
aggression, and owes reparation for it. Was this 
a right of search, cr of visitation? No; it was a 
responsibility--a perilous responsibility. 


These were views on which he was prepared to 
Jive or die, in peace or in war. He would con- 
cede to no Government the right to visit or search 
our ships; avd if an admiralty order should be is- 
sued in England for that purpose, it would be an 
aggression, and he should be for coming to an 
understanding on the subject. : 

He was of the opinion that we had cause to re- 
gret that we had entered into any sentimental legis- 
lation. The only delicate point in this matter was, 
a question in the law of nations which might arise 
upon the piracy act of Congress. It was a false 
step, he considered, on our part, to enact the piracy 
law with regard to the slave-trade;. and here, whilst 
he forbore, on account of the delicacy of the sub- 
ject, from further alluding to it, he must do justice 
to the ability of his colleague, [Mr. Apams,] whose 
good advice, had it been followed, would have en- 
abled us to avoid the difficulties under which we 
now labored. 

After a few further remarks, he concluded by 
moving that the committee rise, with a view to the 
adoption of a resolution to take the bill out of 
committee, 

The motion was agreed to; and the committee 
rose. 

Mr. YORKE then offered a resolation, that all 
debate in Committee of the Whole on the above 
bill should cease in half an hour, and that the com- 
mittee should then proceed to vote on the amendments 
pending, and such amendments as might be offered; 
after which, to report the bill to the House. Mr. Y. 
having called for the previous question on the 
above resolution, 

Mr. ANDREWS of Kentucky moved to lay it 
on the table: rejected—ayes 35, noes not counted, 

Under the operation of the previous question, the 
resolution was then adopted. 


The House then again went into Committee of 
the Whole, (Mr. Summers in the chair,) and re- 
sumed the consideration of the same bill. 


Mr. ADAMS got the floor, and observed that he 
merely rose to say that, in the short time allowed 
for debate on this question, he would forego the 
few remarks he intended to make on the subject, 
and would yield to other gentlemen who desired 
to participate in the discussion. 

Mr. EVERETT next obtained the floor, and 
said that he did not intend to take up the whole 
half hour allotted to the discussion of this bill. 
He had but few remarks to make before offering 
an amendment, which he proposed to submit to the 
House, and should condense them as much as pose 
sible. He first wished to say that he thought the 
treaty an extremely good one, for the very simple 
reason—that it settled difficulties, in themselves of no 
minor consequence. Secondly, to say that he should 
vote fer the appropriation to pay Maine and Mas- 
sachusetts the sums awarded them, but with the 
hope that his native State of Massachusetts 
would not receive a dollar of it. He hoped she 
would not take it—nvut because it was not within 
the treaty-making power, but because if these 
two States were willing to rest under the imputation 
of having sold their country, he could hereafter 
make no manner of compiaint of the “thirty pieces 
of silver.” He was not one of those who be- 
lieved that the country belonged to Maine; and, 
therefore, he refrained from voting on the resclu- 
tion of the House affirming that proposition, and 
that the rights of Maine to the country would be 
maintained at all hazards. He believed, under all 
the circumstances, that we got a pretty good bar- 
gain in making this treaty. He came now to the 
right of visitation, about which so much had been 
said; and this, he took it, was pot a British, but an 
American question. When presented as a British 
question, every man in the House rose in opposi- 
tion to it; but when presented as an American 
question—-asithe claim of the United States against 
the whole world—he hoped it would meet with a 
more favorable reception. With this brief preface, 
he begged leave to offer his amendment, exhibiting 
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“his views of all that could be said on the subject. 
Mr. E. then submitted the following: 

And be it further enacted, That it shall be the duty of the 
commander of each of said vessels of said naval force to visit 
all vessels found on the coast of Africa, or within one hundred 
leagues thereof, which he shall have reason to suspect to be 
American, and to be engaged in the slave-trade, for the sole pur- 
pose ofascertaining whether such vessel be American; and if 
found not to be American, such commander shal! give to the 
captain of the vesselso visited a certificate stating the name 
of his vessel, the name and rank of the commander, the date of 
the visit, and the time of detention of the vessel visited—a 
memorandum of which visit, with the reason therefor shall be 
placed on his log-book; and report the same to the Secretary 
of the Navy. 

Mr. E. continued, that this bill proposed to send 
a fleet of 80 guns to the coast of Africa, for the 
purpose of suppressing the slave-trade. Now, he 
contended that the duties required of the command 
er of this squadron, by the amendment he had just 
offered, was absolutely necessary to enable them 
to render the least beneficial service. For what 
purpose were these vessels to be sent there? Not 
to‘interfere with the vessels of other nations, but 
with American vessels. You have, said Mr. E., by 


your laws, declared the slave-trade piracy; and your | 


‘ vessels, therefore, are to act against pirates, and to 
ascertain whether the vessels they find on that 
coast are pirates or not. Your object is to suppress 
this class of piracy; and how can you do it, unless 
you bave the right of visi? If you deny that right, 
you must take the ground that the flag protects the 
ship: and if you find Turkish colors on a ship that 
has the name of the “Sarah Ann, of New York,” 
on her stern, you have no right to visit her. But 
take the other ground; and if the commander of 
one of your vessels finds the name of the Sarah 
Ann, of New York—or of Baltimore, if you please— 
on a pirate, no flag will protect her. 

Everybody knew that at this day the flag was 
no evidence of the character of ithe vessel. Ves- 
sels engaged in the slave-urade would know very 
well where the American cruisers and British 
cruisers were; and when they came in sight of the 
former, would hoist some other flag, and hoist the 
American flag when they came in sight of the lat- 
ter. It would be perfectly idle and a waste of 
money to send our squadron to the coast of Africa, 
unless they were directed to visit all vessels under 
the American flag, and asse:t the right of visit as 
an American right. It was said that the right of 
search was found in the law of tations as a belli- 
gerent right; and that, pot being in a state of war, 
this right did not exist. What were the laws of 
mations? Had they derived their force from the 
contentions of nations, or had they derived it from 
the general consent cf nations in amity? Bat, 
granting it to be a belligerent right only: the 
United States had declared war against piracy, and 
could exercise this right while they were carrying 
on that war. How did vessels of war act in cases 
of piracy? Had they not the right to board vessels 
suspected to be piratical? and was not the 
United States at war with those who were pirates? 
But again: Was the House aware of the fact, that 
this right had been uniformly exercised by our 
ships of war? Our squadrons on the coast of Afri- 
ca, engaged in suppressing the slave-trade, had al- 
ways exercised this right; and so had our cruisers 
in the West Indies while searching for pirates. 
He would maintain the right to visit these vessels 
at all hazards, otherwise our own seas would be 
covered with pirates. If we refused this right, what 
would be thought of us in Europe? All Europe 
was engaged in the suppression of the slave-trade; 
and could we say to the British that they should 
not board our vessels for the purpose of ascertain- 
ing, not whether they were American, but whether 
they were British? Al distinction was lost in the 
assertion that there was any analogy between the 
right of visitation and the right of search. The 
right of visit was not only essential to the pro- 
tection and preservation of a lawful commerce, as 
well as the suppression of the slave-trade, but we 
coula not stand before the world without conce- 

ing it. 

Mr, ALLEN rose to reply to some observations 
made bythe gentleman from Vermont, which he 
deemed a reflection on the States of Massachu- 
setis and Maine; and, afier speaking a few min- 
utes, the Chairman announced that the tine lim- 
įted for the debate on this bill had expired, 


Mr. CUSHING then moved to fill up the blank 
in the bill with the sum of $217,728. 

Mr. BRIGGS moved a modification, so as to 
specify the proportion of that sum to be paid to each 
of the States of Massachusetts and Maine. | 

Mr. CUSHING accepted the modification. 

Mr. MERIWETHER moved to strike out the 
section providing for the maintenance of the squad- 
ron on the African coast. 

The motion was negatived. , 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved to strike out the 
section appropriating $300,000 to Maine and Mas- 
sachusetts. 

The motion was lost. 

Mr. Evererr’s amendment being in order— 

Mr. A. V. BROWN asked for tellers, and Messrs. 
Tituinanast and Roosevetr were appointed. The 
amendment was negatived: 22 voting iu the affir- 
mative, and 105 in the negative. . 

The committee then rose and reported the bill to 
the House; ard the amendment of the committee 
was concurred in. The bill was then ordered to 
be engrossed; and, on the question of its passage, 

Mr. L. W. ANDREWS called for the yeas and 
nays; which being ordered, resulted—yeas 137, 
nays 40, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs, Adams, Allen, Sherlock J. Andrews, Ar- 
nold, Arrington, Aycrigg, Baker, Barnard, Bidlack, Birdseye, 
Blair, Boardman, Borden, Botts, Bowne, Briggs, Bronson, 
William Butler, William ©. Butler, Patrick ©. Caldwell, 
Calhoun, John Campbel}, William B. Campbell, Thomas J, 
Campbell, Caruthers, Cary, Chapman, Childs, Chittenden, 
Clinton, Coles, Mark A. Cooper, Cowen, Cranston, Craw- 
ford, Cross, Cushing, Daniel, Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, 
Deberry, Doig, Everett, Fessenden, Fillmore, John G. Floyd, 
Fornance, Thomas F. Foster, Gamble, Gates, Gentry, Gid- 
dings, Patrick G. Goode, William O. Goode, Gordon, Graham, 
Granger, Hall, Harris, Henry, Holmes, Houck, Howard, Hu- 
bard, Hudson, Hunter, Joseph R. Ingersoll, James Irvin, 
William W. Irwin, John P. Kennedy, Lewis, Linn, Littlefield, 
Robert McClellan, McKennan, Mallory, Alfred Marshall, 
Thomas T, Marshall, Mathiot, Mattocks, Maxwell, Maynard, 
Mitchell, Moore, Morgan, Morrow, Oliver, Osborne, Owsley, 
Parmenter, Pearce, Pendleton, Pickens, Powell, Proffit, Ram- 
sey, Benjamin Randall, Randolph, Rencher, Ridgway, Riggs, 
Rodney, Roosevelt, William Russell, J. M. Russell, Salton- 
stall, Saunders, Sewell, Shepperd, Slade, Stanly, Stokely, 
Stratton, A. H. H. Stuart, John T. Stuart, Summers, Sumter, 
Taliaferro, Richard W. Thompson, Tillinghast, Toland, Trip- 
lett, Trotti, Trumbull, Underwood, Van Buren, Ward, Wat- 
terson, Westbrook, Edward D. White, Joseph L. White, 
Thomas W. Williams, Christopher H. Williams, Joseph L, 
Williams, Winthrop, Wise, and Yorke—137, 

NAYS—Mossrs. Landaf W. Andrews. Atherton, Beeson, 
Boyd, Aaron V. Brown, Charles Brown, Burke, Casey, Cra- 
vens, Dean, John C, Edwards, Charles A. Floyd, Gerry, Gil- 
mer, Hopkins, Houston, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jack, Cave 
Johnson, Keim, Andrew Kennedy, Abraham McClellan, Mc- 
Kay, McKeon, Marchand, Mathews, Medill, Meriwether, Mil- 
ler, Newhard, Payne, Rayner, Reding, Reynolds, Shaw, 
Shields, Steenrod, Jacob ‘Thompson, and Turney —40. 

The bill was therefore passed. 

Mr. ALLEN of Maine moved a reconsideration 
of the vote by which the bill was passed, and the 
previous question on the motion. 

The previous question was sustained, and the re- 
consideration put, and lost. 

Mr. L. W. ANDREWS moved the House ad- 
journ. 

Mr. BRIGGS inqnired whether this was not the 
last day bills could be sent to the Senate. 

The SPEAKER replied that it was, unless the 
House should suspend its rules. 

Mr. McKENNAN asked for the yeas and nays 
on the motion to adjourn; but they were not order- 
ed. 
Tellers (Messrs. Bricas and WELLER) were or- 
dered on the motion, who reported—ayes 95, noes 
not counted. 

_ So the House, ata quarter past 5 o’clock, ad- 
journed. 


IN SENATE. 
Wenpnespay, March 1, 1843. 


Mr. YOUNG, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, reported back to the Senate the bill 
No. 47, heretofore referred to that committee, 
granting an additional quantity of land to the State 
of Ilinois, to aid in the completion of the Illinois 
and Michigan Canal, with a recommendation by 
the committee in favor of its passage. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted Wy the Senate and House of Representa. 
tives of the United States of Americain Congress assembled, 
That, in addition to the lands heretofore granted to the State of 
Illinois, for the purpose of assisting in the construction of the 
Blinois and Michigan Canal, there is hereby granted to the said 
State the further quantity of four hundred and seventy-cight 
thousand five hundred and seventy-eight acres, to aid in the 


completion of the said work. The said lands to be selected by 
an agent or agents to be appointed by the Governor of the said 
State, in sections, half sections, quarter sections, and half 
quarter sections, from any of the unreserved lands belonging 
to the United States within the limits of the said State: Pro. 
vided, That such selection shall be made under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States, and shall 
not extend to any lands to which the right of pre-emption may 
attach under the existing laws of Congress. 


Mr. BATES, from the Committee on Pensions, 
made reports (which were ordered to be printed) 
adverse to the passage of the following House bills, 
viz.: i 

The bill for the relief of John Everly; 

The bill for the relief of Elizabeth Dawkins; and 

The bill for the relief of John P. Schuyler. 

Mr. SMITH of Indiana, from the Committee 
on Public Lands, reported back, without amend- 
ment, and with a recommendation that it do pass, 
the bill from the House providing for the sale of 
certain lands in the States of Ohio and Michigan, 
ceded by the Wyandot tribe of Indians, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. S., from the same committee, to which was 
referred the bill from the House entitled “An act 
explanatory of an act supplemental to an act en- 
titled ‘An act granting pre-emption rights to set- 
tlers on the public lands,’ approved June 22, 1838,” 
reported the same back without amendment. Mr. 
S., said there were other bills on the file containing 
precisely the same matter. The committee, there- 
fore, had not thought it necessary to recommend 
the passage of this bill. He hoped the other bills 
alluded to would be taken up and passed. 

The resolution which was submitted on yester- 
day by Mr. Watxer, calling upon the Secretary of 
the Treasury to communicate to the Senate, at the 
next session of Congress, the whole operations of 
the landed system, was taken up and agreed to. 

Mr. SEVIER, from the Committee on Pensions, 
reported back, without amendment, and with a 
recommendation that it do pass, the bill from the 
House for the relief of Ruth Mathiot. 

Mr. WOODBURY, from the Committee on 
Claims, reported back, without amendment, the 
bill from the House for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives of Robert A. Kelly. 

On moticn by Mr. BUCHANAN, the Senate 
proceeded te consider the House bills on the calen- 
dar; when 

House bill entitled “An act for the relief of 
Lloyd J. Bryan,” was taken up, as in committee of 
the whole, on an adverse report of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs; and it was indefinitely post- 
poned. 

The following House bills were then considered 
as in committee of the whole, and finally passed, 
Viz: 

An act for the relief of Robert Ramsay. 

An act to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to es- 
tablish the northern boundary Jine of the State of 
Ohio, and to provide for the admission of the State 
of Michigan into the Union upon the conditions 
therein expressed.” 

An act for the relief of John Javins. 

An act for the relief of John Hicks, 

House bill entitled “An act for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Major General Baron De 
Kalb, deceased,” was taken up, as in committee of 
the whole. 

Mr. BENTON made some remarks against its 
passage. 

Mr. PHELPS stated that the bill had been res 
jected by the Senate at the last session; but it was 
again passed by the House this session, and was 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 
That committee did not know what other course 
to take, than to report the bill back to the Senate, 
and submit it to its decision. He (Mr. P.) was in- 
dividually opposed to the claim. He moved that 
it be indefinitely postponed. 

The question was put on this motion, and it was 
carried in the affirmative. 

House biil entitled “An act for the relief of the 
heirs, or the assignees of the heirs, of Isaac Todd 
and James McGill,” was taken up as in committee 
of the whole, on an amendment from the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands. 


Mr. TAPPAN moved that the bill be laid on 
the tables but withdrew the motion at the sugges- 
tion o ` 


: Mr. SMITH of Indiana, who made some re- 
marks on the principle involved in it. He main- 
tained that it would be to the interest of all parties 


“to pass the bill as proposed to he amended. 


Messrs. KING and TAPPAN made some re- 
marks in opposition, and Messrs. PORTER, HEN- 
DERSON, and BATES in favor of the bill; when 

Mr. TAPPAN renewed his motion to lay the 
bill on the table, and on that demanded the yeas 
and nays; which were ordered. 

The question was then taken and decided in the 
negative—yeas 13, nays 24. 

The bill was still further debated by Messrs. 


. YOUNG, BENTON, HENDERSON, TAPPAN, 


KING, McROBERTS, and MeDUFFIE in oppo- 
sition to, and by Messrs. SMITH of Indiana, 
WOODBRIDGE, and LINN, in favor of, its pas- 
sage. 

The amendment was then agreed to, and the 
bill was reported to the Senate; and the question 
now being, ‘Shall the bill be engrossed for a third 
reading?” 

Mr. McROBERTS demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

The question was then put, and decided in the af- 
firmative, yeas 21, nays 13. 

Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported back, without amendment, and 
with a recommendation that it do pass, the bill from 
the House to change the time of bolding the eir- 
cuit and district couris for the eastern district of 
Tennessee. 

On motion of Mr. B., the above bill was taken 
up asin committee of the whole, for consideration; 
when 

Mr. TAPPAN moved to amend the bill by add- 
ing an additional section, repealing the act ap- 
proved 9:h June, 1842, amendatory of the act of 
10th March, 1838, changing the time of bolding 
the circuit and distriet courts for the district of 
Ohio. 

Mr. BERRIEN said this proposition was before 
the Judiciary Committee, and that committee 
was unable as yet to concur in the repeal of that 
law. He trusted, however, that this bill would not 
be encumbered with a debatable question, which 
the Senator from Obio desired. 

Mr. TAPPAN remarked that the bill for this 
purpose had not been referred to the Judiciary 
Committee, and that he felt it to be his duty, under 
instruction from the Legislature of bis State, to 
press the repeal of the law alluded ic. 

Mr. BERRIEN szid the resolutions to which the 
Senator from Ohic had alluded, in favor of the re- 
peal of that law, were referred to the Judiciary 
Committee; and the committee were not enabled to 
concur on the propriety of its repeal. He hoped 
the amendment would not be pressed. 

Mr. ALLEN made some remarks in favor of the 
amendment. The necessity which caused the 
change of the place for holding the courts in Ohio, 
did not now exist; for the bankrupt law, which super- 
induced that necessity, kad been repea'ed. The 
Legislature of bis Sate had instructed their Sena- 
tors to vote for the rep‘a! of the law. He hoped 
it would be repealed. He demanded the yeas and 
nays on the amendment, which were ordered; and 
the question being put on its adoption, it was de= 
cided in the negative—yeas 16, nays 21. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate, read the 
thir{ time according to order, and passed. 

Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Finance, 
reported back, with an amendment, the bili from the 
House making appropriation for the completion of 
the public buildings in Florida. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, repotied a Dill for the relief of the 
widow of Captain Zantzinger; which was read, and 
ordered to a second reading. f 

Mr. EVANS moved that the Senate take a re- 
cess, from 3 to 5 o'clock. 

Messrs, BENTON and WOODBURY opposed 
it 


The question being put on the motion, it wasde- 
cided in the negative——ayes 18, noes 24. 

The bili for the relief of Robert P. Lewis, and 
the bill granting a pension to David Welch, were 
read the third time, ard passec. 


i 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


DISTRICT BANKS. 

The bill to extend the charters of the District 
banks for ten years from July, 1844, came up for 
a third reading. 

Mr. TAPPAN demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

_ Mr, ALLEN moved to lay the bill on the table, 
on the ground that, if passed to day, it could not 
go to the House, under the rule. 

Mr. WRIGHT hoped Senaters would not waste 
time upon the bill, as it could not go to the House, 
without a suspension of the joint rules, unless by 
the unanimous consent of the Senate. That being 
the case, he could assure Senators on the other side 
that any resolution to suspend the joint rule in 
which this bill was included, would be objected to. 

Mr. ALLEN now submitted a question of order, 
whether the bill could be read the third time to- 
day. k 

The CHAIR said it could be read the third time 
and passed to-day; but could not be sent to the 
other House, unless by a suspension of the joint 
rule prohibiting the transmission, within three days 
of the end of the session, of original bills from 
one House to the other. 

Mr. ALLEN, such being the decision of the 
Chair, withdrew his question of order, and moved 
to lay the bill on the table, and on that motion de- 
manded the yeas and nays; which were ordered. 

The question was then taken on that motion, and 
decided in the negative—yeas 16, nays 27, as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Benton, Buchanan, Calhoun, 
Linn, McRoberts, Smith of Connecticut, Sturgeon, Tappan, 
Walker, Wilcox, Williams, Woodbury, Wright, and Young 

NAYS--Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, 
Choate, Clayton, Conrad, Crafts, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, 
Graham, Henderson, Huntington, Kerr, Miller, Morehead,‘ 
Phelps, Porter, Rives, Simmons, Smith of Indiana, Sprague 
Tallmadge, White, and Woodbridge--27, 

Mr. BENTON adverted to the improper course 
pursued, in bringing forward bills of this character 
during the last days of the session. The bill (Sen- 
ators were aware) could not go to the other House. 
It was, therefore, a useless waste of time to pass 
bills to no purpose. 

The question now being, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. BENTON demanded the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered; and the question being put, it 
was decided in the affirmative—yeas 26, nays 17, 
as foliows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, Choate, 
Clayton, Conrad, Crafts, Crittenden, Dayton, Graham, Hender- 
son, Huntingion, Kerr, Mangum, Miller, Morehead, Phelps, 
Porter, Rives, Sevier, Simmons, Smith of Indiana, Sprague, 
‘Talmadge, and Woodbridge—26. 


NAYS--Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Benton, Buchanan, Calhoun, 
King, Lien, McDuffie, McRoberts, Smith of Connecticut, Stur- 
y 


geon, Tappan, Walker, Williams, Woodbury, Wright, and 
Young—l7. 

House bill entitled ‘An act for the relief of Su- 
san Brum,” was taken up as in committee of the 
whole, on an adverse report of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and indefinitely postponed. 

The bill entitled “An act to refund to Massachu- 
set's the balance due her for disbursements during 
the late war wiih Great Britain,” came up on its 
third reading. It was read the third time. 

Mr. WRIGHT demanded the yeas and rays on 
the question, Shail the bill pass? which were or- 
dered. 

Mr. WALKER made some remarks against the 
passage of the bill. 

The question was then put, and the bill was 
passed by the following vote—yeas 27, nays 19, 
viz: 

YEAS—Messrs. Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, Choate, 
Clayton, Conrad, Crafts, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Graham, 
Henderson, Huntington, Kerr, Mangum, Miler, Morehead, 
Phelps, Porter, Simmons, Smith of Indiana, Sprague, Tall- 
madge, White, Williams, and Woodbridge -27. 

NAYVS—Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Benton, Buchanan, Calhoun, 
Fulton, v, Linn, McDuffie, McRoberts, Sevier, Smith of 
Connecticut, Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, Wilcox, Woodbury, 
Wright, and Young—19. 

Mr. EVANS moved to suspend the joint rules, 
so as to permit the above bill, the District bank 
bill, and two private bills of the Senate, to be sent 
to the other House. 

Mr. ALLEN objected to the motion. 

The CHAIR decided that, objection having been 
rade, ihe motion could not be entertained to-day. 

Mr. EVANS hoped that it would be suspended, 


to permit the two private bills to be sent to the 
House. 

Objection was made. i 

The House bill entitled “An ac: for the relief of 
Asahel Lee, Harvey Lee, and Lemuel Lee,” was 
taken up as in committee of the whole, on amend- 
ments of the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PHELPS opposed the adoption of the 
amendment, and showed that the bill should pass 
as it came from the House. 

The question was put on the amendment, and it 
was rejected. : 

The bill was then reported to the Senate, read 
the third time according to order, and passed. 

The following bills from the House were then 
taken up as in committee of the whole, considered, 
reported to the Senate, and finally passed, viz: 

An act for the relief of John Drysdale. 

An act for the relief of Johnson Patrick. 

An act for the relief of James Sweetman. 

An act for the relief of Thomas King. 

An act for the relief of John F. Wiley. 

An act for the relief of Joseph Nimblett. 

An act for the relief of Horace Wetherell, 

An act granting a pension to Israel Thomas. 

House bill entitled “An act for the relief of the 
widow of Captain William Royall, deceased,” was 
taken up as in committee of the whole, on an ad- 
verse report of the Committee on Pensions. . 

After a few remarksfrom Messrs. BATES, CRIT- 
TENDEN, YOUNG, BUCHANAN, WOODBU- 
RY, and PHELPS, the question on concurring in 
tbe report of the committee was pul, and decided 
in the negative—ayes 13, noes 14. The bill was 
then reported to the Senate, and ordered to a third 
reading. Andthe question being, Shall ihe bill 


ass? 
j Mr. WILLIAMS demanded the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered; and, being taken, resulied in 
the negative—yeas 13, nays 16. 

So the bill was rejected. f 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Peusicns, 
reported back, without amendment, and with a 
recommendation that it do pass, the House bill for 
the relief of Josiah Westlake. 

Also, reported back, from the same committee, 
without amendment, and with a recommendation 
that they do pass, the bill for the relief of Nancy 
Wilson, and the bill for the relief of Robert Ley- 
tor’s children. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE submitted the folowing 
which, after a few remarks in its favor, was adopte 
ed, viz: i 

Resolved, That of the charts and maps emanating from the 
Topographical Bureau, reported to Congress duri 
or which may be hereafter reported, and ordered t 
there shal! be struck off fifty additional copies for t 
the Topographical Bureau. 

Mr. ARCHER, from the Committee o 
eign Relations, reporied back, without ax 
the bill from the House to provide for carrying inia 
effect the treaty between the United States and 
Great Britain, concluded at Washington, on the 9:b 
of August, 1842. 

On motion by Mr. KING, leave was gra to 
withdraw the papers of William Walker from the 
files. 

The Senate bill for the relief of certain officers 
of the late surveying and exploring expedition, was 
taken up, as in committee of the whole. 

Mr. BAYARD explained the propriety of this 
bill, and hoped the remaining special orders would 
also be proceeded with. 

Mr. BUCHANAN objected, on the ground that 
the Senate bills could not be sent to the Houe, 
without a suspension of the rules. He moved to 
postpone the special orders, wita a view al pro- 
ceeding with the general orders. 

Mr. BAYARD made some further explanation 
in favor of the special orders. 

Mr. CALHOUN urged the propriety of pio- 
ceeding with the general orders. 

The question was taken on postponing the special 
orders, and taking up the general orders, and 
decided in the affirmative—ayes 24, noes not 
counted. 

The general orders then being announced, House 
bill No. 596, being an act for the relief of Joseph 
W. Reckless, came up for consideration. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON said this bill would lead 


+ 


the table. 

The bill was accordingly laid on the table. 

Phe following House bills were taken up as in 
‘éotamittee of the whole, considered, reported to the 
Saté, and finally passed, viz: 

The bill for the relief of Richard Coke, jr., 
Robert Anderson, and George Southall. 

‘The'bill for the relief of Charles B. Hall of Cin- 
cinnati. 

‘Phe bill for the relief of Samuel Lord. 

The bill supplemental to the act of 24th May, 

1828, to continue a copyright to John Rowlett. 

The bill for the relief of James -B. Sullivan, of 
Ahe county of Rapides, in the State of Louisiana, 
-Camended.) 

Tae bill for the relief of Samuel M. Asbury, 
(with amendments.) 

The bill to transfer to the trustees of Centre 
College, in Kentucky, the lands heretofore granted 
to the Kentucky Asylum for teaching the Deaf and 
Dumb. 

The bill for the relief of Edward Bartlett, late 
consul of the United States at Lima, in Peru. 

The bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Daniel Brent, deceased, late consul of the Uni- 
ted States at Paris, (with amendment.) 

zane bill for the relief of Allen Rogers, (amend- 
ed.) 
The bill for the relief of Benjamin Truslow. 

The bill to continue in force the act for the pay- 
ment of horses aad other property lost in the mili- 
tary service of the United States, (with amend- 
ments. ) 

The bill for the relief of Richard Rush. 

The bill for the relief of Charles Gerdon, owner 
of the schooner Two Sons, and the legal represent- 
atives of the crew of said vessel. 

The bill for the relief of Peters, Moore, & Co., 
(with amendment.) 

The bill for the relief of Andrew Fisher. 

The bill for the relief of Jonathan Britton. 

The bill for the relief of William Gale. 

The bill for the relief of S. & M. Richie. 

The bill for tbe relief of Knott Martin and Ar- 
nold Martin, owners of the fishing-schooner Only 
Son, and others. 

The bill for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Lieut. W, S. Eveleth, 

The bill for the relief of the heirs of Philander 
Smith and James Young. 


The bill to set aside certain reservations of lands, 
on account of live oak, in the southeastern district 
‘ot Louisiana. 

The joint resolution directing certain papers, re- 
lating to titles to lands in Louisiana, 10 be return- 
ed to the General Land Office. 

D bill for the relief of Garret Vliet, (as amend- 
ed. 
The bill for the relief of James Gray. 

The bill for the relief of Joseph R. Chandler. 

The bill for the relief of Charles Waldron. 

The bill for the relief of George A. Winslow. 

The bill for the relief of John Skirving. 

The bill to provide in certain cases for the sale 
of real estate of infants in the District of Columbia. 
The bill for the relief of John Randolph Clay. 

The bill for the relief of Gorham A. Worth, one 
of the sureties of Samuel Edmonds, deceased. 

The bill to allow a pension to Nancy Wil- 
liams, the widow of David Williams, who was one 
of the captors of Major Andre. 

Joint resolution relating to patents for bounty 
lands, (with an amendment.) 

The bill to reduce the salary of the surveyor of 
the port of Camden, New Jersey, 

(Mr. MILLER moved to amend this bill, so as 
to limit the reduction of the salary to $500, instead 
of $250; but it was disagreed to.] 

The bill for the relief of Solomon Emmerson. 

The bill for the relief of Jeremiah Kimball, (with 
amendments.) 

The bill for the relief of Elizabeth Gresham, the 
widow of George Gresham. 

The bill for the relief of Elizabeth Towers. 

The bill to fix the compensation of the Com- 
missioner of Public Buildings was passed with an 
amendment. 

The Lill for the relief of John Wolfenden. 


to discussion. He, therefore, moved to lay it on 


salar sista aacuatemameaimimmeaenancened 


up as in committee of the whole, and laid on the 
table, viz: . 

The bill for the relief of Alexander H. Everett. 

The bill for the relief of John A. Smith. 

The bill for the relief of George E. Johnson. — 

This bill was laid on the table, after much dis- 
ussion.: 

The following bills from the House were then 
taken up as in committee of the whole, and indefi- 
nitely postponed, viz: 

The bill for the relief of Gideon A. Perry. 

The bill for the relief of Samuel B. Tuck. 

The bill for the relief of Benjamin Evans. 

The bill for the relief of Samuel Neely. 

The bill for the relief of Jobn Farnham. 

The bill for the relief of the heirs and legal repre- 
sentativesof William Lomax... 

The bill for the relief of Mrs. Anne W. Angus. 

The bill for the relief of Thomas H. Brown. 

The bill for the relief of D. and J. Wilkinson. 

The bill for the relief of the owners, master, and 
crew of the schooner Codhook, of Blue Hill, Maine. 

The bill for the relief of Levi Eldredge and 
others. 

The bill for the relief of the owners of the 
schooner Three Brothers. 

The bill for the relief of John Patten, jr., owner 
of the fishing-schooner Credit, and the master and 
crew of said vessel. 

The bill for the relief of Abner Lowell and 
others, owners of the fishing schooner William. 

The bill for the relief of William Ellery, owner 
of the fishing-schooners ‘Sevo and Ida, both of 
Gloucester, Massachusetts, and others. 


The bill for the relief of John H. Russell, and 
others, as owners, master, and crew of the fishing- 
schooner Lucy Ann. 

The bill for the relief of Mary Broadstreet, Amos 
Tappan, and others. 

The bill for the relief of Barnabas Baker, jr., 
and others, owners of the fishing-schooner Union, 
of Dennis, Massachusetts. 

The bill for the relief of Joshua Knowles, jr., 
and others, owners and crew of tne fishing-schooner 
Garnet. 

The bill forthe relief of Teackle Savage, ad- 
ministrator of Bolitha Laws. 

The bill for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Francis Pellicer. 

The bill for the relief of William Patterson. 

The bill for the relief of Elizabeth Whiteman. 

The bill for the relief of Sampson Brown. 

The bill for the relief of Mary Barry, widow 
and administratrix of Thomas Barry. 

The bill for the relief of Prudence Couch. 

The bill granting a pension to David Munn. 

The bill for the relief of Mary Elder. 

The bill for the relief of Jane Maguire, widow 
of Major Thomas Maguire, deceased. 

The bill for the relief of Patrick Masterton. 

The bill for the relief of Leah Tenure. 

The bill for the relief of Henry Freeman. 

The bill for the relief of Elizabeth Harris, 

The bill for the relief of Joseph Watson. 

The bill for the relief of George Hommill. 

The bill for the relief of George P. Pollen and 
Robert Colgate. 

The bill for the relief of S. Morris Waln. 


The bill from the House for the relief of Major i 


Themas Harrison was taken up as in committee of 
the whole; and aftera long discussion, in which 
Messrs. DAYTON, WALKER, CALHOUN, 
BATES, BENTON, SEVIER, SIMMONS, and 
ALLEN, participated, 

The bill was indefinitely postponed—yeas 18, 


nays 15. 

Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee of Confer- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the bill for the relief of James S, Calhoun, re- 
ported the result of that conference, in the form of 
a substitute for the amendments disagreed to; which 
substitute was adopted by the Senate, allowing 
nothing for consequential damages, but $15,900 
in full satisfaction for all claim against the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. ARCHER desired to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill making appropriation to satisfy 
the stipulations of the Ashburton treaty. . 


The following bills from the House were taken 


Mr. BENTON said: that bill could “be disposed 
of to-morrow. He therefore moved ‘an adjourn: 
ment; which motion was disagreed toon yeas and 
nays—yeas 7, nays 21. 

The bill for the relief of Thomas Weaver and 
Jacob Heyberger, sureties of the Norristown and 
Valley Railroad Company, was taken up “as in 
committee of the whole. 

Mr. PORTER moved to amend the bill by add- 
ing, as an additional section thereto, the Senate 
bill to remit duties on railroad iron, on certain con- 
ditions. h 

Mr. WRIGHT moved that the bill be pagsed 
over informally; for he had no doubt that the 
amendment proposed would lead to debate. 

Mr. WALKER hoped that the bill would not be 
passed over. He thought that the Senate would 
readily see the impropriety of amending a private 
bill, which was just in itself, by a general bill in- 
volving a great principle, and which would require 
a great deal of discussion before it could be dis- 
posed of. f 

Mr. PORTER made some remarks in justifica- 
tion of his course, and on the propriety of passing 
this bill, which merely gave further time to the 
railroad companies to import railroad iron free of 
duty. He thought it was germane to the bill bes 
fore the Senate. He hoped the Senate would take 
a vote upon it, and indulge him with the yeas and 
nays on the amendment. 

Mr. CONRAD said that the bill was analogous 
to the bill which was proposed to be amended; 
and, if it was passed, would tend to cheapen the 
transportation of the mail on railroads, : 

Mr. WALKER said it was vain and nugatory 
to send such a bill to the House, when it was 
known that that body bad rejected the bill to remit 
duties in favor of the Petersburg Railroad Com- 


any. 

P Messrs. WRIGHT and ARCHER suggested 
that the bill should be passed over informally. 
This suggestion was acquiesced in by the Senate. 

The bill in relation to the exemplification of 
the records of land patents, and other evidences 
of title, and amendatory of the act entitled “An 
act to reorganize the General Land Office,” was 
taken up as in committee of the whole, on an 
amendment of the Committee on Public Lands, 
proposing (as it was understood by the reporter) to 
transfer the duties now performed by the secretary 
to the President, in signing patents, to the Recorder 
to the Land Office. This amendment led to dis« 
cussion, in which Messrs. McROBERTS and 
WALKER participated in opposition to the amend- 
ment, and Mr. SMITH of Indiana in favor of it. 
The bill was, however, passed over informally till 
to-morrow. 

Mr. WALKER submitted the following resolue 
tion; which lies one day on the table, under the 
rule, viz: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States cause to 
be investigated by the judges of the superior courts of Florida, 
in their respective districts, all losses of property suffered by 
the inhabitants of said Territory, in consequence ofthe Semi- 
nole hostilities since the commencement thereof, in the year 
1835; and that the testimony and opinions of said judges in such 
case be reported to this body when completed: Provided, That 
any expenses attending the investigation be provided for, and 
paid by, the said Territory of Florida. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON gave notice thathe should, 
on to-morrow, move the Senate, at the hour of two 
o’clock, to proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 

Mr. MOREHEAD, on leave, introduced a joint 
resolution to authorize the translation of a pamph- 
let in the Navy Department, on the culture and 
preparation of hemp; which was read twice. 

Mr. M. remarked that this pamphlet (which was 
in the Russian language) was upon a subject of 
great interest to the people of Kentucky; and ask- 
ed that the resolution might now be passed. 

Mr. WRIGHT did not object to such course, 
but thought that, Cangress having provided agents 
to go to Kentucky and inspect and purchase hemp, 
it,was as littteas the great hemp-growing inter- 
est could do to pay the small sum which would be 
required to pay for iranslating this pamphlet. 

Mr. WILLIAMS objected to its consideration; 
when, 

On motion by Mr, SIMMONS, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

-O AWupwespay, March 1, 1843. 

‘Fhe House met this morning at 10 o’clock. 

Mr, WESTBROOK presented the petition of citi- 
zens of Mauch Chunk, Pennsylvania, for the issu- 
ing $200,000,000 of stock, to be distributed among 
the States and Territories, and District of Colum- 


bia. 
AMOS KENDALL, 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD presented to the House 
the fòllowing resolutions of the Legislature of 
Maine: 

Resolved, That while it is the duty ofa free Government to 
protect ihe people from injustice and oppression, it is also 

wind to sustain and defend its officers and agents in an honest, 
firm, and rigid discharge of their duties and trusts. That while 
all infringement of the laws should be visited with merited pun- 
ishment, Teparation of injuries ineurred in the conscientious and 
impartial performance of their official functions should be 
prompt and complete. g 

Regolved, That, in the execution of his duties as Postmaster 
General of the United States, the honorable Amos Kendall 
evinced not only talents of the highest order, but unswerving 
and unpurchasable integrity; exalted and disinterested patriat- 
ism; never-tiring industry and zeal for the public weal; and 
engle-eyed watehfulness of peculators and swindlers, which 
have never been surpassed in the history of the Government, 
and entitle him to the gratitude of the nation. 

Resolved, That in resisting what he deemedto be an un- 
just and exorbitant claim upon the Post Office Department, 
for which he is now incarcerated within the jail limits of the 
city of Washington, Mr. Kendall acted witha single eye to the 
public good, and with a deep sense ofanimperative duty as a 
public servant. 

Resolved, That the rank injustice of suffering a public ser- 
vant, thus meritorious, to be placed in durance—not for any 
defaication or misconduct, but on account of his fidelity to the 
Government—is a stain upon the national honor, which, as far 


ag it can be done by Congress, should be speedily erased. 

Resolved, That our Senators in Congress be instructed, and 
our Representatives requested, to exert all fair and honorable 
means to have the judgment on which the Hon. Amos Kendall 
js now imprisoned, for withholding his official sanction to the 
claim of Stockton & Stokes on the Post Office Department, 
cancelled by the Treasurer of the United States;‘and also to have 
the said Kendall allowed and paid, from the public treasury, 
the costs and expenses incurred by him in defending the suit of 
the said Stockton & Stokes against him, together with such fur- 
ther sum for damages, by reason ofsaid suit and imprisonment, 
as may be a full remuneration therefor. 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be transmitted, 
by the Governor, to eac of the Senators and Representatives 
in Congress from this State, and to the President of the Senate 
and Sperkec of the House of Representatives of the United 

tates, 

In tHe Housz or REPRESENTATIVES, February 20, 1843. 


Read, and passed. 


DAVID DUNN, Speaker. 
In SENATE, February 21, 1843. 


Read, and passed. 
EDWARD KAVANAGH, President. 


February 21, 1843. Approved: 
JOHN FAIRFIELD, 

Mr. DAVIS of New York also presented reso- 
lutions of the Legislature of New York, instructing 
the Senators and requesting the Representatives 
from that State in the Congress of the United States, 
to use their exertions to procure, if possible, at the 
present session of Congress, the passage of a law 
entirely relieving Amos Kendall from all and every 
personal responsibility and damage in consequence 
of a certain judgment against him in favor of 
Stockton & Stokes, for certain of his official acts 
while Postmaster General of the United States. The 
resolution was laid on the table. 

On the motion of Mr. BARNARD, the follow- 
ing resolution was adopted: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to cause 
@ plan and estimates to be prepared at the topographical bu- 
rean, or otherwise within his department, and jaid before Con- 
gress at the next session, for a room or apartment in the Capi- 
tol, or to be added thereto, for the better accommodation of the 
sittinga of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. BARNARD also presented a communica- 
tion from the authorities of the city of Albany, in 
relation to the condilion of the navigation of the 
Hudson river. 

Mr. T. W. WILLIAMS, from a committee, re- 
ported Senate bill declaring Robbinston, in the 
State of Maine, a port of delivery. 


Mr. BIRDSEYE, from the Committee on Pri- | 


vate Land Claims, made an adverse report upon 
the petition of Ellen Duval, in behalf of her late 
husband, E. W. Duval; which was laid on the 
table. 

Mr. CHILDS, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill for the relief of John H. 
Hodges, of Baltimore; which was read twice, and 
committed. 

SENATE BILLS. 

The following bills from the Senate were read 

twice, and referred: 
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An act for the relief of Duncan L. Clinch. 
An act declaring Robbinston, in the State of 
Maine, to be a port of entry. ; 

‘An act to settle the title to the Pea Patch island, 
in the river Delaware. 

An act for the relief of Mary W. Thompson, 
widow of the late Lieutenant Colonel Thompson, 
of the army of the United States. 

An act for the relief of Nancy Polereesky. 

An act for the relief of Daniel Q. Skinner, of 
Alabama. i 

An act for the relief of John R. Williams. 

Mr. HOWARD, from the Committee on the 
Public Lands, to which was referred the bill from 
ihe Senate, entitled “An act to apply certain alter- 
nate sections of the public domain toward the com- 
pletion of works of internal improvement in the 
State of Michigan, and for other purposes,” report» 
ed the same without amendment. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House took up the bill entitled “An act 
making. appropriations for fulfilling treaty stipu- 
lations with the various Indian tribes, for the 
half-calendar year beginning the Ist day of Janu- 
ary, and ending the 30th day of June, 1843; and for 
the fiscal year, beginning the Ist day of July, 1843, 
and ending the 30th day of June, 1844; which 
bad come from the Senate with certain amend- 
ments. The amendmenis were concurred in. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, 
in compliance with a resolution ot the Heuse of 
the 28th day of June, 1842, a report respecting 
fines, penalties, and forfeitures received and re- 
tained by collectors and other officers of the rev- 
enue. 

Also, a report from the Secretary of State, 
which, with the documents accompanying it, fur- 
nish the information requested by the resclution of 
the 18th February, which called for any corre- 
spondence between the representatives of foreign 
governments and the United States in relation to 
the operation of the present tariff laws or treaties 
existing with foreign governments. 

CLERKS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a memo» 
rial from Noah Fletcher, a clerk of eighteen years 
standing in the office of the Clerk of the House, 
who has discharged the duties of engrossing and 
enrolling clerk, praying for an inquiry, by a select 
committee, into his services, that he may Te- 
ceive payment for the present session of Con- 
gress, &c. 

Mr. McKENNAN moved that he be paid for 
his services for the present session; and that he 
be continued in the employment of the House. 

After a few words from Mr. HOPKINS, Mr. 
UNDERWOOD, and others, 

Mr. W. SMITH moved to lay the whole subject 
on the table. 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia asked for the yeas and 
nays on the motion to lay on the table. They 
were not ordered. 

Mr. SAUNDERS called for tellers on the yeas 
and nays. They were not ordered. 

Tellers (Messrs. Smirna and McKennan) were 
ordered on the motion to lay on the table; who re- 
ported—ayes 34, noes 88. 

So the House refused to lay the resolution on 
the table. 

Mr. MERIWETHER rose, and inquired wheth- 
er it would be in order to move to dismiss Matthew 
St. Clair Clarke, as Clerk of the House. 

The SPEAKER said, no. 

Mr. BABCOCK called for a division of the ques- 
tion on the resolution. 

The question was taken on the first part—by 
which authority is given to pay Mr. Fletcher for 
his services as clerk this session. It was agreed 


to. 

Mr. HOPKINS called fer the yeas and nays 
upon the second division of the resolution—by 
which authority is given to continue the said clerk 
(Fletcher) in office. They were ordered. 

On taking the vote, the result was--yeas 64, 
nays 67. 
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“So the House determined that Mr. Noah Fletcher 
shall not be continued in office. 

Mr. SUMMERS rose and moved to reconsider 
the vote just taken, and took the occasion to make. 
a statement in reference to the action of the Clerk 
of the Hlouse cn the resolutions to reduce the force 
of his office. Inu the course of his remarks, he 
read extracts from the depositions of one of. the 
clerks, (Mr. Fletcher,) and one of the messengers, 
(Mr. Brown,) showing that they had never been 
turned out of office. 

Mr. BRIGGS made a stemement, in explanation, 
in behalf of the Clerk; after which, 

Mr. SUMMERS withdrew his motion. 

Mr. KEIM offered a resolution that Mr. King- 
man, one of the superseded clerks, should be placed 
on the same footing with Mr. Fletcher, by being 
paid for his services during the session; which 
resolution was agreed to. 

On motion by Mr. FILLMORE, the bill making 
appropriation for fortifications, as amended by the 
Senate, wastaken up, and the amendments con- 


| curred in. 


Mr. KING of Georgia moved to take up the 
message of the Senate asking a committee of con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Heuses 
to the amerdment to the biil for the relief of 
James S. Calhoun; which motion was agreed to, 
and a committee of conference was appointed on 
the part of the House. 

On motion by Mr. WISE, the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, (Mr. McCretian, of New York, 
in the chair.) 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. WISE moved that the committee take up 
the bill making appropriations for the naval ser» 
vice for the half calendar and the fiscal year, ter- 
minating on the 30th of June, 1844, which had 
come from the Senate, with some amendments. 

Mr. TILLINGHAST moved that the commit- 
tee take up the two joint resolutions introduced 
from the Library Committee; the one in relation 
to the statue of Washington by Greenough, and the 
other in relation to Gordon’s Digest. 

The motion of the gentleman from Virginia was 
agreed to. 

‘The first amendment of the Senate was one by 
which they struck out the provision of the House, 
that the head of the Bureau of Provisions and 
Clothing should hereafter be a captain in the navy. 

Mr. MALLORY defended the provision of the 
House which the Senate had stricken out; and cot: 
tended that, to pay a civilian while so many cap- 
tains were unemployed, was a waste of expendi- 
ture which ought to be retrenched. 

Mr. BURNELL also addressed the House on 
the amendment. 

Mr. C. BROWN also defended the provision of 
the House, and contended that captains in the 
navy were better adapted for the office in question 
than a clerk in one of the departments at Wash- 
ington. Captains in the navy would have more 
sympathy with the sailors, and take better care that 
they were not wronged. i 

Mr. KING was desirous of offering an amend- 
ment by which he proposed to substitute a purser 
for a captain as the head of this bureau. 

The CHAIRMAN decided that the amendment 
was not now in order. 

Mr. WISE addressed the committee in defence 
of the present head of this bureau; and read a let- 
ter from the Secretary of the Navy addressed to 
Mr. Evans of the Senate on that subject. 

Some conversation took place upon pointa of or- 
der; after which, 

Mr. REYNOLDS rose, and addressed tbe com- 
mittee in opposition to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate. He contended that a captain was a proper 
officer to be placed at the head of the Bureau of 
Blothing, instead of a civilian, as Mr. Goldsbo- 
rough. He urged that, by employing an officer 
of the navy, (and there were many ‘waiting or- 
ders,”) there would be a saving of $3,000 per 
annum to the Government. Though asmailsum, 
he thought that everything should be saved which 
it was in the power of Congress to prevent being 
expended, without absolute injury to the service. 

Mr. McKENNAN hoped that gentlemen 
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would confine themselves strictly to the question 
before the committee. He then went into a de- 
fence of the propriety of continuing the office of 
head of the Bureau of Provisions and Clothing in 
the hands of a civilian. The duties of the office 
should be filled by a mercantile, and not a mili- 
tary man. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON urged the expediency 
and economy of placing the office in the hands of 
an ofheer of the navy. He replied to the gentle- 
man who had eulogized Mr. Goldsborough, and 
said that all the abuses in the department grew up 
under the administration of the Navy Board, of 
which Mr. Goldsborough was the secretary. He 
preferred to have a purser at the head of the Bu- 
reau of Clothing; but, rather than have a civilian, 
at additional expense to the Government, he was 
Willing to take a post-captain. 

Mr. EVERETT thought that the House had 
acled unwisely in adopting the proviso, and that 
they ougkt now to adopt the amendmentof the 
Senate. He thought a greater saving would be 
effected by retaining in this office a man of busi- 
ness and an accountant, rather than a naval cap- 
tain, than the whole pay of that officer. 

Mr. GWIN wished to inquire of the chairman 
ef the Committee on Naval Affairs, [Mr. Wisz,] 
whether Mr. Goldsborough contracted for the fue} 
used by the steam-ships that have been laid up, 
owing to the enormous expenses incurred in keep- 
ing them afloat. 

Mr. WISE said he did not know. 
not, 


Mr. GWIN was anxious to ascertain this fact, 
and who was responsible for these contracis; for 
he believed that outrageous abuses had been com- 
mitted in supplying this fuel. He had offered a 
resolution, six or seven weeks ago, calling upon 
the Secretary of the Navy for information in 
regard to these contracts and purchases. That 
resolution remains unanswered to this day. He 
thought the Secretary would be more appropriately 
employed in giving the House important informa- 
tion thus called for, instead of reading us lectures 
on our legislative action. He must say that the 
letter just read by the gentleman from Virginia, 
[Mr. Wise] in which the Secretary characterizes 
our action as absurd, was impertinent—to say the 
least of it, 

Mr. WISE said that the gentleman was entirely 
mistaken in his construction of the Secretary's re- 
marks. He would read what he had said, and let 
the House decide whether the gentleman had done 
the Secretary justice. 

Mr. GWIN said that the committee must per- 

ceive, trom the extract of the letter read by the gen- 
teman from Virginia, that he had done the Secre- 
tary no injustice. He says it is absurd to suppose 
that a captain in the navy can perform the service 
now required of Mr. Goldsborough by virtue of 
his office. This House passed a proviso to this 
bill, requiring this service to be performed bya 
captain of the navy; and hence our action is char- 
acterized by the Secretary as absurd. He was not 
dispesed to silently receive lectures from any de- 
partment of the Government for our action, for 
which we are responsible to the country. He be- 
lieved this proviso was proper and legitimate, and 
he hoped the House would adhere to it. These 
duties, he believed, were now performed by sub- 
ordinate officers of the navy—samples only of the 
article te be bought being submitted to the head of 
the bureau, who had no knowledge, except through 
these officers, whether the article proposed to be 
sold corresponded with the sample. 
Fie hoped that, before this House adjourned, 
an answer would be received to his resolution, sent 
to the Secretary six weeks ago. He believed that 
there has been a most wasteful expenditure of the 
public money in purchasing fuel for these steam- 
ships, and he hoped the Secretary would not with- 
held the information asked for. 
Mr. WISE. Where were these purchases made? 
Mr. GWIN., At Pensacola; where, he under- 
stood, fifteen dollars a ton had been paid for a 
large amount of coal not worth five dollars per 
ton. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Kine] 
had stated to this House that this coal was useless 
as to the purpose for which it was purchased. He 


He supposed 
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wasin favor of putting the most rigid restrictions 
upon the expenditures of this department, which 
had swelled to such an enormous amount, 

Mr. MALLORY said he would appeal to the 
House to maintain its own rights against the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, or anybody else that would say 
that its action had been absurd.. He moved the 
proviso which the Senate's amendment proposed to 
strike out; and, if time was allowed him, he could 
demonstrate that the notions of the Secretary, and 
not his, were absurd. What did the Secretary of 
the Navy know abont Mr. Goldsborough? ‘He 
recollected what oceurred in the committee, and 
the proposition of the department to make an ex- 
travagant appropriation for this bureau, and the 
committee’s cutting it down to $17,000. There 
was no place in the bill, as reported by the com- 
mittee, for Mr. Goldsborough; and he never dream- 
ed, when he voted for it, that this gentleman would 
have been placed at the head of one of the bureaux. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. McKen- 
nan] had talked about the mercantile knowledge 
of Mr. Goldsborough, and his knowledge of the va- 
rious and complicated accounts of the Navy De- 
partment. Now, this gentleman came to the com- 
mittee with a bundle of papers to show that the 
Navy Department had no accounts at all. Why 
all this confusion in the accounts of the depart- 
ment, abont which they had heard so much, grew 
up during the administration of this Mr. Goldsbor- 
ough. What did they now see? Why, the offi- 
cers of the navy, at the different stations, pur- 
chasing provisions and clothing, and receiving 
their orders from this man, lolling at his ease in 
one of the highest departments of the Government 
here at Washington. All the orders to officers of 
the navy should emanate from one of superior 
grade; and the adherence to this principle was one 
of the best modes of keeping up discipline. He 
had no idea, as one of the Naval Committee, that 
this gentleman would ever have been placed at the 
head of a bureau. He thought a captain should 
be placed at the head of it; and, if that could not be 
done, a purser would do as well. 


Mr. HOLMES regretted that, upon a question 
whieh concerned one of the most important branch- 
es of our national defence, appeals similar to that 
of his friend from Mississippi and his friend from 
Virginia, [Messrs. Gwin and Matiory,] should 
be made to their passions, when they should take 
counsel of their reason. He called upon the 
House not to be influenced by appeals such as 
these. The Secretary of the Navy was a logician, 
and had, in his letter, merely intended what was 
called a reductio ad absurdum, without putting it in 
logical form; but, at the same lime, intending no 
offence to the House. 

Mr. McKENNAN expressed the opinion that 
the debate was continued long enough; and he 
rose to make a motion that the committee rise, in 
order that he might submit a resolution fixing a 
time on which the debate should terminate. Mr. 
McK., however, withdrew his motion at the re- 
quest of 

Mr. KING of Georgia, at whose instance the 
third section of the original bill was read, in order 
to bear out the statement he had made. 

Mr. FILLMORE did not object to the motion for 
the committee to rise; but he wished some part of 
the discussion to be allotted to the subject of the 
dry-docks at Brooklyn and Pensacola, rather than 
that the whole lime should be taken Up in discuss- 
ing these two appointments; for, after all, these 
abuses could not be remedied by legislation, but 
must be left to the discretion of the departments. 

Mr. McKENNAN renewed his motion that the 
committee rise. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL endeavored to obtain 
the floor; but the Chair decided that the motion of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania was first in or- 
der. 

The question was then taken on McKuwwan’s 
motion, and it was negatived—ayes 54, noes 74. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL then offered an amend- 
ment to the amendment, as follows: “Provided, 
That no part of this appropriation shall be applied 
to the support of a squadron to be kept on the coast 
of Africa.” Mr. I said that this amendment was 
offered for the purpose—which he trasted would not 


as 
be denied by the House—of enabling a respectable 
and considerable minority in that House to express 
their views on the subject of that part of the late 
treaty to which it referred. 

Mr. FILLMORE raised the point of order, that 
the amendment had no relevance to the proviso it 
proposed to amend. 

The CHAIR decided the amendment to be out 
of order. 

Mr. C. J, INGERSOLL said that he had not 
been in the habit of trespassing on the time of the 
House, and he therefore hoped that some oppor- 
tunity would be allowed him of explaining his 
views in relation to the important bill that was 
passed yesterday. A large minority had been 
compelled to vote on that—certainly one of the most 
important questions of the session, without the op- 
portunity to say one word except the solitary No. 
It was not his intention to take up the time of the 
House by entering at length into the subject; but 
he wished merely, in vindication of himself, and 
those who thought with him, to explain the reasons 
why he could not approve of the late treaty. 


Mr. WISE raised the point of order, that the re- 
marks of the gentleman were not relevant to the 


subject before the committee. 


The CHAIR decided that the remarks of the 
gentleman were not in order. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL asked if he was to un- 
derstand the Chair that, on a naval appropriation 
bill, and in Committee of the Whole, it was not in 
order for him to discuss any portion of the bill. 

The CHAIR said that it would be in order to 
discuss any part of the bill, but not to discuss the 
treaty. There were other amendments, to which 
it would be in order for the gentleman to attach his 
amendment, oo 

Mr. STANLY offered an amendment, providing 
that all provisions and clothing of every kind for 
the navy should hereafter be furnished by contract 
to the lowest bidder, after advertisements for sealed 


| proposals in the public papers, &c.; but, at the 
| suggestion of several gentlemen, withdrew the. 


amendment, with the intention of offering it at 
another stage of the bill, 

Mr. WISE stated his point of order against the 
admissibility of the amendment of the gentleman 
from North Carolina, [Mr. Svanzy;] and, after a 
few words from Messrs. WISE, STANLY, FES- 
SENDEN, and others, 

Mr. STANLY withdrew his amendment, 

Tellers were then called for, on the question of 
concurring in the amendment of the Senate; and 
Messrs. Matiory and ATHERTON were appointed; 
and they reported 52 in the affirmative, and 83 in 
the negative. 

The third, fourth, and fifth amendments of the 
Senate were then concurred in. 

The sixth amendment of the Senate struck out 
the proviso of the House, by which it was required 
that the head of the Bureau of Surgery and Medi- 
cine should have seen a certain number of years 
sea service. 

Mr. WISE addressed the committee on this 
amendment, objecting to “legislating men out of 
office;” and contending that sea service was not 
the best school to fit a man to discharge the duties 
of the head of this bureau. 

Mr. T.J. YORKE, as the chairman of the Se 
lect Committee on the Expenditures of the Navy 
Department, made some observations (as was un- 
derstood) in behalf of Dr. Barton, the present head 
of the Bureau of Surgery and Medicine, of whose. 
worth he had had an opportunity to form an opin- 
ion while in discharge of his duty as a member of 
the select committee; but he spoke in so low a tone 
or voice, that his observations were not distinctly 

eard. 

Mr. A. H. H. STUART rose and stated that it 
was due to Dr. Barton that he should explain the 
result of the investigation which he had made into 
the expenditures of Dr. Barton’s bureau. He 
went there, having no acquaintance with him, and 
with a previous prejudice against him, which was 
not removed by the Doctor’s eccentric manners, 
He now believed that he was a good officer, and 
had introduced a good system. He referred to the 
abuses which existed in the surgical department of 
the navy, and instanced the Florida squadron, com- 


posed of five or six small vessels, and six bun- 


dred men; which, during eight months, cost $2,076 


for liquors alone for the sick. For filling an ice- 


house with one hundred tons of ice, $1,000 was 
paid; $500 for the freight of the ice, and $125 for 


the chaff which was put around it, to keep it from 


melting. In some cases, $4 a gallon was paid fer 
For sheep for the 
sick, $1,200 was paid. Not a dollar appeared as 
credited to the hospital fund, although such large 


milk; $12 a dozen for fowls. 


expenditures were made for hospital stores. Dr. 
Barton’s system removed abuses. 
cular, which had offended the navy officers, was 


merely a premonitory circular posted on the liquor 
cases, telling the officers to use the liquors with 
moderation. Dr. Barton required the surgeons to 
give receipts for all stores carried to sea, and ac- 


count for them in the proper manner. 


He eulogised Dr. Barton at some length, and 
concluded by expressing the hope that he would be 
retained as an honor and an ornament to the naval 
service, and as a man whose very independence 


of character had made him enemies. 


Mr. FESSENDEN opposed the amendment of 
the Senate, and sent to the Clerk’s table, to be 
read, a portion of Dr. Barton’s report, for the pur- 
pose of proving that his style was unintelligible, 
He said he had no feeling 
against Dr. Barton, nor any care about him—not 


and without meaning. 


even being acquainted with bim by sight. 


After some further remarks from Mr. FESSEN- 


D 


the service of the Government. 


reau, which would in future prevent the fraudsand 


abuses in the medical department which had been 


so loudly complained of; and he highly commend- 
ed the gentleman for the facilities he had afforded 
to the committee in ferreting out and exposing those 
abuses. He held in his hand a bill of the particu- 
lars of the medicines furnished to the little Florida 
squadron under the command of Lieut. J. T. Mc- 
Laughlin, which consumed, in eight months, one 
half of the large appropriation for the medical ser- 
vice of the navy for the year—say nearly $16,000. 
Among these, were to be found six bottles of cham- 
pagne, $5; (Champagne for the sick!) port wine, 28 
galls. and 4 bottles, $338; 15 galls. and 160 bottles 
of madeira, $256; claret, 7 boxes 7 galls. $575; 
12 galls. of gin and 14 jugs, $55; whiskey, $32; 
Newark cider, $66; brown stout, $248; porter, 
$530; ale, $228; bitters, g1 50—making, in all, 
over $2,000 for liquor salone, for only eight months. 
Such were the facilities afforded by Dr. Barton to 
the committee, that they were able to expose all 
those abuses. For these reasons, he should vote 
for the continuance of this officer; and he thought 
the country indebted to him for the reform he had 
introduced in his department. 
Mr. MALLORY made some remarks in oppo- 
sition io the amendment, and in censure of Dr. 
Barton; and read one of his circulars to show the 
confused and unintelligible manner in which he 
wrote. 
Mr. WISE replied, and produced a letter from 
Commodore Decatur, in which Dr. Barton’s quali- 
fications were spoken of in the highest terms. 
Mr. JOS. R. INGERSOLL made a few re- 
marks testifying to the high qualities of Dr. B. as 
a medical man, and the value of his services. 
Mr. FILLMORE moved that the commitiee 
rise, for the purpose of offering a resolution fixing 
on a time for taking the bill out of committee; 
which motion was agreed to, and the committee 
rose and reported progress. 
Mr. FILLMORE offered a joint resolution, sus- 
pending the 16th joint rule, which prohibits the 
sending bills from one House to the other on the 
last three days of the session. 
Mr. WELLER objected; and asked for the yeas 
and nays. 
Mr. FILLMORE said that it was indispensable 
that the rale should be suspended, in order to pass 
several bills, 
Mr. WELLER said, that whenever the particu- 


His liquor cir- 


EN 

Mr. MORGAN addressed the committee in sup- 
port of the amendment of the Senate, and in àe- 
fence of Dr. Barton, whom he characterized as 
one of the most faithful and intelligent officers in 
The Doctor, he 
said, bad introduced a system and order in his bu- 
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Jat case occurred, in which it became necessary to | 


suspend the rale, it could be done for that case. 

Mr. FILLMORE said that the rule requiring a 
vote of two-thirds did not apply to the 16h joint 
rule. 

The CHAIR said that was true; but the resolu- 
tion itself, to suspend the rale, could not be receiv- 
ed without a suspension of the rules. 

Mr. FILLMORE then moved a suspension of 
the rules. 

mr. PICKENS hoped the gentleman from New 
York would specify the bills he wished to suspend 
the rules for. The object of the joint rule was to 
prevent hasty and imperfect legislation; and if 
they suspended the rule indefinitely, it would pro- 
duce the very evil. the 16th joint rule was intended 
to prevent. 

The SPEAKER said that, by a reference to the 
precedents on this subject, be found that a majority 
only was necessary to suspend this joint rule, 

Mr. WELLER inquired if the resolution itself 
was in order, without a suspension of the rules of 
the House. ; 

The SPEAKER replied that it was not, if any 
gentleman objected. 

Mr. WELLER said that he objected when the 
resolution was first offered. 

Mr. C. BROWN called upon the gentleman 
from New York to say for the transmission of what 
bills he wished the rule suspended. 

Mr. FILLMORE said it was impossible to say 
what bills the House might pass during the day. 

The SPEAKER then explained to the gentleman 
from New York, that, as the reception of the reso- 
lution was objected to, it would require a majority 
of two-thirds to get it before the House. 

Mr. FILLMORE moved a suspension, neverthe- 
less, for this day only. . 

Mr. WELLER called for the yeas and nays, 


* and they were ordered; and, being taken, resulted— 


yeas 89, nays 70. 
So the rules were not suspended. 
Mr. FILLMORE moved a resolution to termi- 
nate debate on this bill in Committee of the Whole 
at fifteen minutes past 3 o’elock. 

[Cries of “Oh, say 3 o'clock.” It was now ten 
minutes to 3 o'clock. J 

The resolution, as originally proposed, was 
agreed to; and the House again resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole, (Mr. R. MeCLeLLaN in 
the chair.) 


Mr. GORDON resumed the debate in Committee 
of the Whole, by observing that, some days ago, he 
made a short speech on this bill, and in advocacy 
of general reforms in the navy; and he took occa- 
sion to charge abuses in relation to the stores 
of ships; but, on that occasion, the gentleman 
from Virginia denied that there were any such 
abuses. 

Mr. WISE denied that he had done so. 

Mr. GORDON congratulated the gentleman on 
a change of sentiment on that subject. 
Mr. WISE denied that he had changed his 


ground. 
Mr. GORDON continued, and commented on 


the convenient manner in which some gentlemen - 


one day denied that any abuses existed; and on 
another day, when it was necessary to sustain 
a particular officer in the navy, took different 
ground. 

There was one position assumed by the gentle- 
man from Virginia [Mr. Wise] which he could 
not approve of. It was that where he contended 
that sea-service was nota good school for a sur- 
geon in the navy. It was,in his opinion, a schooi— 
a practical school—where a knowledge of diseases 
and of climates could best be acquired. Diseases, 
as all knew, differed as climates differed; and 
there should, in his opinion, bea man at the head 
of the Medical Bureau acquainted with endemical 
diseases. No man who filled the station of head 
of the Bureau of Surgery could possibly be any the 
worse off for having been at sea. He was glad to 
see that the gentleman from Virginia was disposed 
to abandon the ground assumed on a former ceca- 
sion, and now came forward, for the purpose of 
saving an officer, to testify to the existence of 
abuses in the department. 

Mr. WISE remarked that he would say to the 
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gentleman from New York, that he was mistaken 
if he supposed he had changed his ground. Did 
he understand the gentleman to say that he had 
changed his ground in order to save a particular 


man? 

Mr. GORDON said he did not make such a 
charge against the gentleman. What he had in- 
tended to express was, that the gentleman, although 
he had heretofore always defended the schemes of 
the Secretary of the Navy, yet, on the present ot- 
casion, when the merits of Dr. Barton were under 
discussion, he departed from his usual position, 
and admitted that there were abuses in the Navy 
Department. 

Mr. WISE said he bad, on a former occasion, 
when the gentleman charged that the officers of the 
navy had provided for their dinners out of the 
public stores, declared that the charge was without 
proof, and defied the gentleman to the proof. If 
the gentleman had then said that there were abuses 
in the application of the hospital fund, he should 
have expressed his concurrence in the sentiment. 

Mr. GORDON said he did charge that the ofi- 
cers gave dinners and enteriainment to foreign 
princes and grandees cut of the publie stores, He 
now repeated that charge. He wished to know 
what became of all the wine which was put on 
board of our ships, unless it was used by the offi- 
cers at their entertainments? Would the gentle- 
man undertake to say that wine out of the public 
stores was not used at these entertainments? 

He should be willing to go against the proviso, 
and to save Barton, if he were satisfied that Dr. 
Barton were a man of sound common sense. He 
had evidence that Dr. B. had introduced many 
useful reforms, and was, in some respects, a good 
officer. He did not always jadge by a man’s style; 
but Dr. B. was certainly very queer. Téere was 
more of fancy and moonshine than of common 
sense in his communications. He had no doubt 
that the Doctor would make a very good poet; and 
should he turn his attention to literature, instead 
of hard practical service, would acquire some fame. 
After a few more remarks, he concluded. 

Mr. FILLMORE wade a few remarks on the 
subject of docks, and explained the objects of the 
amendment proposed in relation to the contem- 
plated dry decks at Brooklyn and at Pensacola. 
He expressed the opinion that we had not yet exe, 
perience enough to justify the erection of a floating 
dry-dock on any plan. 

The time being out, the committee proceeded. 
to vote. 

The question was first taken on concurring with 
the Senate in their rejection of the proviso exclu~ 
ding any person from the post of head of the Bu- 
reau of Medicine who had not seen five years sea- 
service; (“Barton or no Barton,”) and resulted— 
yeas 90, nays 35. 

So the committee agreed to retain Dr. Barton in 
office. 


DRY-DOCKS. 


The question next recurred on the amendments 
of the Committee on Naval Affairs to the amends 
ments of the Senate in relation to dry-docks. 

The Senate proposed to insert a clause declaring 
that— 


The Secretary of the Navy is hereby directed not to apply 
or expend any part of the appropriation of one hundred thou- 
sand dollars, mentioned in the ninth clause ofan act of Congress 
approved on the fourth day of August, one thousand eight 
hundred and forty-two, entitled “An act making appropriations 
for the naval service for the year one thousand eight hundred. 
and forty-two,” nor the uvexpended balances of former appro« 
priations mentioned in said act, for the construction of a floatin, 
dock at Breoklyn, or inthe harbor of New York; and this shall 
not be understood as reviving or conferring any authority to pro~ 
ceed with the construction of a dry-dock in said harbor, the 
making of which was provisionally suspended by the said ninth 
clause of said act; but the said sum of one hundred thousand dot- 
lars, appropriated as above mentioned, shall be applied to the 
construction of a floating dock at Pensacola, of capacity for the 
repair of frigates of the smaller class, and upon such plan as the 
Secretary of the Navy shall approve. 


The Committee on Naval Affairs recommended 
a non-concurrence in this amendment; and that all 
of the same after the word “directed” be stricken 
out, and the following inserted in Meu thereof: 

To apply the appropriation mentioned in the ninth clause of 
an act of Congres, approved on the fourth day of August, one 
thousand eight hundred and forty-two, entitled “Anact makin 
appropriations for the naval service for the year one thousan 
eight hundred and forty-two,” and the unexpended balances of 
former appropriations mentioned in said act, to the construetion 
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of a floating-dock at Breoklyn, New York, 
ferred by the commigsioners appeinted for that purpose; and 
that the sum. of one hundred thousand dollars be, and is hereby, 
appropriated for the construction of a floating-dock at Pensa- 
cola, of capacity for the repair of frigates of the smaller class, 
upon such plan-as the Secretary of the Navy shall approve. 


Messrs. J. L. WHITE and McKEON offered 

amendments to the Senate’s amendment; which 
. were severally rejected, and copies of which could 
not be obtained. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT offered an amendment, the 
effect of which was to insert $100,000 for a float- 
ing-dock at Pensacola, and to leave the appro- 
priations for the dry-dock at Brooklyn on the same 
footiag upon which they were placed by the act of 
last session. 

‘The question was then taken on Mr. Roosrvert’s 
amendment, and it was rejected. 

The question was ther taken on concurring in the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and decided in the negative. 

The question then recurred on concurring in the 
amendment of the Senate,and it was decided in the 
affirmative—ayes 75, noes 68, 

The question coming up on the amendment of 
the Senate, appropriating $5,000 for defraying the 
expenses of an agent authorized by the joint reso- 
lution of January, 1843— 

Mr. STANLY offered an amendment to it, pro- 
viding that the provisions, clothing, &c., of the navy 
shall be furnished upon contract, to the highest bid- 
der, after advertisement for sealed proposals in the 
public papers. 

Mr. PARMENTER offered a verbal amend- 
ment, which was accepted as a modification by 
Mr. Sraxuy. 

‘The committee then rose, and reported the bill to 
the House. 

Some conversation ensued between Messrs, 
FILLMORE, TILLINGHAST, WISE, FERRIS, 
and others, respecting the Brooklyn dry and float- 
ing-dock question; which was ultimately termina- 
ted by the previous question. 

The report of the Committee of the Whole on 
the first amendment was concurred in. 

On the second amendment, in relation to the Bu. 
reau of Provisions and Clothing, the question was 
put in the affirmative form, ona concurrence with 
the amendment of the Senate; and‘the vote—taken 
by Messrs. Mrpitt and T. J. CAMPBELL, as tell- 
ers—was 72 in the affirmative, and 66 in the nega- 
ative. The effect of this vote is to leave this bu- 
reau as at present organized. 

The third, fourth, and fifth amendments were 
concurred in. 

The question was then taken on agreeing to the 
report of the Committee of the Whole, recom- 
mending a concurrence in the amendment of the 


Senate on the subject of the instructions in relation. 


to dry-docks. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the result 
was-—yeas 85, nays 89. 

So the House refused to concur. 

The next amendment of the Senate (verbal) was 
concurred in, 

The amendment of the Senate providing for an 
agent on the subject of water-rotted hemp, was also 
concurred in. 

The bill was then returned to the Senate, and 
will there await the determination of that body to 
adhere or recede. 

NAVY PENSIONS. 

On motion of Mr. FILLMORE, the House took 
up the bill making appropriations for navy pen- 
sions, and concurred in the amendment of the Sen- 
ate thereto. 

The report of the Conference Committee on the 
disagreement in relation to the bill for the relief of 
James S. Calhoun, was taken up, and agreed to. 

At 5 o'clock, Mr. WELLER moved an adjourn- 
ment: carried. 


IN SENATE, 
Tuourspay, March 2, 1843. 

The reading of the journal having been dis- 
pensed with, the following engrossed bills were 
read the third time, and passed, viz: 

House bill for the relief of Garret Vieit; and 

House bill entitled “An act for the relief of the 
heirs, or the assignees of the heirs, of Isaac Todd 
and James McGill.” 


upon the plan pre: 


-vessels propelled, in whole or in 
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The PRESIDEN £ pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Navy Department, 
giving information that letters had been received 
trom the American minister at the court of St. 
Petersburg, and from the American ccnsul at 
Odessa, transmitting documents in the Russian 
language on the subject of the cultivation and 


preparation of hemp; which, on motion of Mr.. 


YOUNG, was ordered to lie on the table. 

Also, laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Commissioner of the General Land Of- 
fice and the Register of the Treasury, transmitting, 
in compliance with resolutions of the Senate of the 
18th instant, a statement of ihe total amount of the 
two per cent. fund arising from the net proceeds of 
the sales ef the pablic lands in the State of Ohio; 
and a statement of the entire cost of the Cumber- 
land road, &c.; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 5 

Mr. WRIGHT presented joint resolutions of 
the Legislature of New York, on the subject of the 
imprisonment of Mr. Kendall, under the judgment 
obtained by Messrs. Stockton & Stokes against 
him. Mr. W. said that, inasmuch as a bill had 
already passed on the subject of these resolutions, 
he would merely move that they be laid on the 
table: agreed to. 

On motion by Mr. WRIGHT, leave was grant- 
ed to Elisha Ketchum to withdraw his petition and 
papers from the files. 

On motion by Mr. YOUNG, the same privilege 
was granted to John Dowling. 

On motion by Mr. LINN, the same privilege 
was granted to the heirs and legal representatives 
of Julian Bugue, and the sureties of Thomas 
Hempstead. 

Mr. PHELPS, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reperted back, without amendment, and 
with a recommendation that it do pass, the joint 
resolution from the House, to provide for the pay- 
ment of awards under a treaty with the Cherokee 
Indians. 

Mr. PHELPS, from the Committee on Claims, 
reported back, without amendment, and with a rec- 
ommendation that it do pass, the bill from the 
House for the relief of Gamaliel E. Smith. 


On motion by Mr. EVANS, at a subsequent part 
of the day, the previous orders were postponed, and 
the above bill was taken up as in committee of the 
whole, considered, reported to the Senate, and 
finally passed. 

Mr. PHELPS, trom the Committee on Pensions, 
reported back, without amendment, the bill for the 
relief of George Naddle. 

Mr. CHOATE, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Samuel H. 
Thompson; which was read, and ordered to a sec- 
ond reading. 

Several adverse reports of the standing commit- 
tees, on private claims, were taken up and concur- 
red in by the Senate. 


‘a, On motion by Mr. HUNTINGTON, the previ- 
‘ous orders of the day were postponed, and the 


House bill entitled “An act to provide for the bet- 
ter security of the lives of passengers on board of 
part, by steam,” 
approved July 7, 1838, was taken up, as in com- 
mittee of the whole. 

Mr. H. made some remarks on this bill, show- 
ing the great importance of it to give better secu- 
rity to the lives of persons travelling on steamboats. 
It modified the law of 1938, so as to dispense with 
the use of chains in the management of the tiller. 

The amendments proposed by the Committee on 
Commerce having been agreed to, the bill was 
reported to the Senate, and finally passed. 

On motion by Mr. KING, and by general con- 
sent, the vote on the adoption of the amendments 
of the Committee on Commerce on the above bill, 
was reconsidered. The amendment of the com- 
mittee, striking out the 8th section of the bill 
(which section makes provision for testing steam- 
boat boilers) was then disagreed to, and the bill 
was then passed as amended. 

Mr. YOUNG submitted the following resolution; 
which was agreed to, viz: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be directed to re- 
ceive the report to be made by the Secretary of the Treasury, 


in compliance with the resolution of the Senate of the 30th of 
July, 1842, in relation to the public lands, in the recess of the 


Senate; that the same be printed under his inspection; and that 
one thousand copies, in addition to the usual number, be print- 
ed for the use ofthe Senate, and distributed as other public 
documents. 

The resolation submitted by Mr. WALKER on 
yesterday, was taken up for consideration, and 
read as follows, viz: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States cause. to 
be investigated by the judges of the superior courts of Florida, 
in their respective districts, all losses of property suffered by 
the inhabitants of said Territory, in consequence of the Semi: 
nole hostilities since the commencement thereof, in the year 
1835; and that the testimony and opinions ofsaid judges in gych 
case be reported to thisbody when completed: Provided, That 
any expenses attending the investigation be provided for, and 
paid by, the said Territory of florida. 


Messrs. GRAHAM and BAYARD made some 
remarks in opposition to the resolution, on the 
ground that the President had no power to impoce 
such a duty on the judges; and that it would be 
a constructive implication that Congress would 
hereafter render satisfaction for the losses of prop- 
erty there, regardless of the principles which had 
regulated its past action. 

Mr. WALKER differed with those Senators as 
tio the construction which they bad placed on the 
resolution. The power (he said) had been hereto- 
fore exercised to instruct judges in such cases; and 
the resolution did not, in the least degree, imply 
any obligation on Congress to satisfy claims for 
the losses of property there, without regard to the 
circumstances under which it was destroyed. 

Mr. BUCHANAN moved to lay the resolution 
on the table; which motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BATES, from the Committee on Pensions, 
reported back, without amendment, the bill for the 
relief of Lyman N. Cook; which, on his motion, 
was taken up and considered as in committee 
of the whole, reported to the Senate, and finally 
passed. 

Mr. SEVIER submitted the following resolus 
tion; which was read, and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to ascer- 
tain, and report at the next session of Congress, the value and 
extent of the claims ofthe Western Cherokees upon the United 
States, growing out of their treaty stipulations. 


Oa motion by Mr. GRAHAM, the Committee 
on Claims was discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the petition of the legal representatives 
of Patrick Gray and George Mayo, 

Mr. MERRICK, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, reported back, without 
amendment, the joint resolution from the House 
authorizing the Postmaster General to settle with 
J. & P. Voorhees. 

The bill for the relief of Boyd Reilly, author- 
izing the Secretaries of War and Navy to allow him 
compensation, not exceeding ten thousand dollars, 
for the use of his vapor-bath in the army and 
navy, was taken up for consideration, as in com- 
mittee of the whole. 

Mr. GRAHAM could not vote for an appro- 
priation of $10,000 on an alleged invention. He 
gave notice that be would call for the yeas and 
nays on the passage of this bill. 

Mr. MERRICK said the limitation was $10,000; 
but the Secretary of War and Secretary of the 
Navy might award only one or two thousand dol- 
lars, if the invention was worth no more. 

Mr. YOUNG said the claim had increased 
every time it had come up, and that had been four 
or five times. He moved to amend the bill, by 
striking out $10,000, and inserting $5,000. 

Mr. MERRICK opposed the amendment; and 
insisted that no one could tell the value of the in. 
vention till the subject was investigated, as pro- 
posed in the bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS urged that $5,000 would be 
an ample sum for the limitation, 

Mr. SEVIER asked if it was the same bill 
which had passed the Senate so often before. 

Mr. MERRICK said it was. 

The question was taken on the amendment, and 
it was adopted. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate, and 
read a third time. 

On the question of the passage of the bill, Mr, 
GRAHAM called for the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. 

Mr. ALLEN said he would vote for the bill, be- 
cause the publie service bad been enjoying the ad- 
vantages of the invention. 

Mr. LINN remarked, that ten yeare ago this bill 
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had passed the Senate, after having undergone the 
scrutiny of a committee of doctors, of which he 
was one. He bore testimony to the invention being 
an admiraore one, and to its having been found of 
the greatest service to the army and navy. 

The bill was then passed—yeas 20, nays 9. 

The bill for the relief of the Stockbridge tribe 
of Indians, in the Territory of Wisconsin, was taken 
up, and considered as in committee of the whole, 
reported to tbe Senate, and finally passed. 

Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Finance, 
reported back, with amendments, the bill making 
appropriation for the civil and diplomatic service 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1844. 

Mr. E, gave notice that he would at 2 o'clock 
ask the Senate to take up the above bill for con- 
sideraticn; and, on his motion, the amendments 
were ordered to be printed. 

Mr, E. said two bills hzd been returned from the 
House, with amendments. He moved that they 
be taken up. The motion was agreed to; and 

The Senate then took up the bill making ap- 
propriation for the payment of naval pensions, 
which had been returned with a disagreeing vote to 
the amendment of the Senate striking out the sum 
of $16,000 for the satisfaction of pensions due 
under the navy pension law of 1837, which bad 
been repealed in August, 1841. 

Then, on motion by Mr. E., the Senate receded 
from its amencment, 

The bill making appropriation for the support of 
the naval service for the half-calendar year end- 
ing in June 30, 1843, and the fiscal year ending in 
June 30, 1844, having been returned from the 
House with sundry amendments, and with a disa- 
greeing vote to the amendment of the Senate on 
the subject of the erection of a floating deck at 
New York, was taken up for consideration. The 
amendments of the House were concurred in; and, 

On motion by Mr GRAHAM, tbe Senate in- 
sisted on its amendment on the subject of the fvat- 
ing dock. 

This bill was subsequently returned to the Sen- 
ate-—the House adhering to its disagreement to the 
Senate’s amendment, and asking for a committee 
of conference; when, 

On motion by Mr. EVANS, the President pre 
tem. was authorized to appoint three conferees 
on the part of the Senate, to take the disagreeing 
votes into consideration. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. Evans on yes- 
terday, to suspend the 16th joint rule, for the pur- 
pose of permitting the bill to recharter the District 
banks; and the biil to refund to Massachusetts the 
balances due for disbursements during the late war 
with Great Britain; and several private bills, (to be 
sent to the other House,) was taken up for consid- 
eration. 

Mr. ALLEN objected to the suspension of the 
rule, so far as it regarded the bill in to recharter 
the banks of the District of Columbia; and he, there- 
fore, called for the yeas and nays on the adoption 
of the resolution. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the ques- 
tion was taken—-yeas 22, nays 15. So the 16th 
joint rule was suspended. 

Mr. BERRIEN, from ihe Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported back, without amendment, the 
House bill for the relief of Richard Sneed; which, 

On motion of Mr. GRAHAM, was then taken 
up, as in committee of the whole; and, being con- 
sidered, was reported to the Senate, and finally 
passed. 

Mr. LUNN submitted the following resolution; 
which lies on the table one day, under the rule, 
viz: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be request- 
ad to communicate to the Senate, at ihe next session of Con- 
gress, euch information as he may be able to procure respecting 
the foreign markets for provisionsand breadstuffs, the products 
of the United States; the manner ia which such markets are 
affected by the tariff and commercial regulations of different 
countries: the prospects and means of extending such markets; 
and any improvements that may be required in the preparation 
of such products for foreign consumption. 

The. unfinished business of yesterday was re- 
sumed—being the further consideration of the bill 
in relation to the exemplification of the records of 
land patents, and other evidences of title, and 
amendatory of the act entitled “An act to reorgan- 
ize the General Land Office’—as in committee of 


the whole, on an amendment of the Commitee or 
Public Lends, proposing to transfer the daties now 
performed by the seeretary to the President, in sign- 
ing patents, to the Recorder of the Land Office. 

Mr. SMITH of Indiana wished the first two 
propositions of the amendment to be adopted— 
leaving that part in relation to the secretary to the 
President for the last question. 

The first amendment was to strike out the pre- 
amble of the bill; which was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to sirike out the third 
section, and insert the substitute, repealing the act 
authorizing the appointment of a secretary to the 
President. 

Mr. WALKER objected to the joint question of 
striking out the section and repealing a law. 

Mr. SMITH of Indiana, to disembarrass the 
subject, would consent to make two questions of 
the amendment. 

This not being in order, the amendment of the 
Committee on Public Lands was, by assent, re- 
jected; and then 

Mr. SMITH of Indiana moved, simply, to sirike 
out the 3d section. 

Mr. WALKER called for the yeas and nays on 
this question; which were ordered. 

Mr. ALLEN opposed the proposition to strike 
out the third section, and pointed out the peculiar 
circumstances which called for its adoption. 

Mr. SMITH of Indiana stated the views of the 
Committee on Public Lands, upon which they had 
come to the conclusion that this section should be 
stricken out. 


Mr. ALLEN replied, showing that the difficul- 
ties of title to military lands or one side of the 
Scioto river prevented the improvement of the 
country, while, on the opposite side, where the 
titles are derived from patents of congressional 
Jands, the highest state of cultivation and improve- 
inent prevails. This bill, in the form in which it 
came frum the House, would effect the greatest 
benefiis. 

The subject was further discussed by Messrs. 
SMITH and ALLEN; when 

Mr. EVANS gave notice, that if the question was 
to lead to further debate, he should move to lay it 
on the table. 

The question was then taken on striking out the 
third section, and decided in the affirmative—yeas 
27, nays 11. 

Mr. SMITH now moved to insert the substitute 
of the Committee on Public Lands. He proposed 
that the question sbould be taken without de- 
bate. 

The proposition was to dispense with the office 
of secretary to the President of the United States 
for signing patents, by transferring the duties to 
the office of the Recorder of Land Patents. 

Mr. KING thought the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Pablic Lands ought to be satisfied with 
the amendment already made. He conceived it 
would be far more reasonable to abolish the office 
of Recorder in the Land Office, than that of secre- 
tary to the President. He suggested that the pres- 
ent state of things be left to continue till next ses- 
sion, and then let an examination be made so as to 
ascertain what office can be best dispensed with. He 
was opposed to this mode of legislating against an 
individual. 

Mr. SMITH said this was not a proposition of 
the Committee on Public Lands alone, but had 
come from the House, which had recommended the 
provision in another bill, but ithad been stricken 
out; and his object was to put it in this bill, to 
which it was more appropriate He thought the 
mere mechanical duty of signing patents was one 
of labor better suited to a laboring man than to a 
gentleman at large; for, of 52,060 patents sent for 
signature last year, 26,000 only were signed; and 
although the duties were not performed, nobody 
could expect that the President would remove his 
own son on a charge of neglect of duty. 

Mr. MERRICK opposed this proposition at the 
present time, and entreated his friend [Mr. Smitx] 
to withdraw it, . 

Mr. BENTON was entirely opposed to the prop- 
osition. He stated the circumstances under which 
Congress had come to the determination that the 
President should have a member of his own house- 
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hold to sign patents. And as to the patents not.be- 
ing all signed during the last year, it should be rec- 
ollected that other duties were to be performed; for 
Congress had been nearly two years in session. 

Messrs. WALKER, BERRIEN, BUCHANAN, 
and others, declared their opposition to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was then taken, and the substitute 
was yejected, without a division. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, the amend- 
ments made in committee were adopted, and the 
bill was read a third time and passed. 

Mr. BARROW, from the Commitee on Com- 
meree, reported back, without amendment, the biil 
making the city of Lafayette, in Louisiana, a port 
of delivery. 

Mr, EVANS, from the Committee on Finance, 
reported back, without amendment, the joint reso- 
lution in relation to certain property purchased for 
the Uniied States in the city of Detroit. 

Mr, WHITE presented a petition from citizens 
of the town of Franklin, in Indiana, praying for a 
reduction in the rates of postage; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. i 

On motion by Mr. BAYARD, the Senate bill for 
the relief of certain officers of the late surveying 
and exploring expedition was iaken up as in com- 
mittee of the whole, considered, reported to the 
Senate, and ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 

GEORGIA RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. CUTHBERT presented certain resolutions 
passed by the Legislature of Georgia on the 19th 
of December last; but which, in consequence of 
his long absence from Congress, (resulting from 
the bad state of his health,) he had not received 
when they were first transmitted to him; and 
which, consequenily, it was not in his power to 
present till now. It would be seen, by the resolu- 
tions themselves, that he was instructed by his 
Legislature to lay them before the Senate of the 
United States. 

The resolutions were then read; being the same 
heretofore published through the newspapers, con- 
demnatory of the political course of the Hon. J. 
M. Berrien, one of the Senators of the United 
States from Georgia. 

Mr. BERRIEN presented certain counter-reso- 
lutions, passed by aa opposite portion of the Legis- 
lature, and other persons. 

These resolutions were also read; being lauda- 
tory of Mr. Beraren’s political course. 

Mr. CUTHBERT spoke, at considerable length, 
in justification of the general principles of the reso~ 
lutions he had presented. 

Mr. BERRIEN replied at equal length. 

The discussion between the two Senators con- 
tinued for some time, and will be hereafter pub- 
lished. 

The motion to print, although not formally 
made on the presentation of the resolutions, was 
undersiood to be ihe pending question. 

On inquiry by the CHAIR as to that under- 
standing, 

Mr. CUTHBERT said that such was his pur- 
pose; and he requested that it would be considered 
as if that motion had accompanied the presentation 
of the resolutions, 

On the question of printing, 

Mr. LINN called for the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. 

The vote was then taken, and resulted—yeas 21, 
nays 24, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Benton, Buchanan, Calhoun, 
Cuthbert, Fulton, Hendersor, King, Linn, McBuffie, McRoberts, 
Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, Wil- 
cos, Williams, Woodbury, and Wright-—21. 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Choate, 
Clayton, Conrad, Crafts, Dayton, Evans, Graham, Huntington, 
Kerr, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Phelps, Porter, Simmons, 


Smith of Indiana, Sprague, Tallmadge, White, and Wood. 
bridge—24. 


So the resclutions were not ordered to be printed. 
THE TREATY OF WASHINGTON. 
The House bill making provision for carrying 
out the treaty of Washington, lately made with 
Great Britaip, was then taken up, as in committee 
of the whole. 
Mr. BENTON said this scheme of the African 


378 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


squadron became worse and worse. Every step 
taken in it isa new blunder. Commenced in viola- 
tion of the Constitution, as he believed—in viola- 
tion of the policy of the country—contradicted in 
its essential meaning by Sir Robert Peel—already 
pregnant with the seeds of war;—here, in addition 
to all this, is an indefinite appropriation for its sup- 
port. Specific appropriations are the policy of eur 
Government—one of the great reforms inireduced 
by Mr. Jefferson. Before Mr. Jefferson’s time, 
appropriations were made in mass for different 
branches of service; and the administration ap- 
plied, more or less, to different branches. This 
was a source of abuse, which the change of parties 
in. 1800 corrected. Specific appropriations were 
then introduced, and have been adhered to since, 
until now, when a great departure from itis at- 
tempted. The naval appropriation for the year is 
large: eight millions were asked by the Secretary. 
I do not know exactly how much has been granted. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Maine said six millions. 

Mr. BENTON. Very well, Six millions! and 
out of this, the Secreiary of the Navy is to take 
what he pleases for the African squadron, To this 
I object. I want a specific sum named, according 
to the safe practice and laudable reform introduced 
by Mr. Jefferson. We have three services for our 
navy—a home service for a home squadron; an 
Aftican squadron for suppressing the slave-trade; 
and the protection ef commerce by the navy gener- 
ally. Here are three different services, and each 
should have itsown appropriation—so much for 
the home squadron, so much for the African, and 
so much for the rest of the navy. The present in- 
definite appropriation violates this rule, and en- 
ables the Secretary to confound expenditures, and 
to hide the real expense of the Afvican squadron, 
He is to take what he pleases out of six millions; 
and there is no way to avcertain how much he 
takes. In fact, he may send the whole navy there, 
and make this business of negro hunting on the 
coast of Africa cost us six millions of dollars per 
annum. Itis an extravagant supposition that he 
will do so; but it will be bad enough if ke takes 
any large part of it; and, with a policy which could 
originate such a squadron, there is no knowing 
what extravagance will ensue. 

Mr. B. was more and more opposed to this 
squadron. Tie considered it unconstitutional. He 
believed the treaty-making power had no right to 
dispose of our navy by a treaty with a foreign na 
tion; that the army and the navy were in the hands 
of Congress—the two Houses of Congress—and 
could not be taken out of their hands by the treaty- 
making power. Upon the principles of this treaty, 
the President and Senate, and any foreign nation, 
may take the whole navy out of the hands of Con- 
gress, and bind it for any number of years to any 
foreign service; and even for objects moral, and not 
political. 


Mr. B. was against the policy of this squadron. 
It was a violation of the established policy of the 
Government. No entangling alliances; no quitting 
our own, to stand on foreign ground. Such were 
the words of Washington—such the obvicus inter- 
estofthe country. For fifty years we had refused 
these alliances. In 1834 President Jackson most 
formally rejected the very one which is now agreed 
to. In that year the British minister at Washing- | 
ton (Sir Charles Vaughan) pressed this very con- 
vention upon us. President Jackson directed Mr. 
Forsyth to refuse it, and to declare “that the deter- 
mination of the Government was definitively formed, 
not to enter into any convention cn the subject.” In 
1840 Mr. Van Buren instantly rejected the arrange- 
ment made on this subject by a British and an 
American naval officer. Until 1842, under all 
administrations, the policy of the country was 
inexorable—to have none of these foreign 
connexions: in that year this policy was departed 
from. The very convention was made which 
President Jackson, in 1834, had pointedly refused; 
and already we see the evils of sucha departure 
from a wise policy. Besides this indefinite appro- 
priation of money, we have dissension about the 
treaty itself. The Britisa Government construes 
it one way: we construe it another; and the Presi- 
dent, in his message to the House of Representa- 
tives, evidently construes it both ways; and then | 


contemplates a contingency in which he may see 
it necessary that the Government shall send its 
whole naval force to Africa! Very much like war, 
this! Anda fine commentary on the peace treaty! 
Its very authors already speaking of a contingency 
which may arise under it, and which may send 
car navy to Africa, to protect our vessels there 
from British visitation. 

Mr. B. said there were other things in the bill to 
which he should not object. Sofar as it provided 
for carrying into effect all that came within the 
scope of the treaty-making power, he should make 
no objection, much as he disliked the treaty. But 
this provision for the squadron he held to be un- 
constitutional, and a gross and fatal departure from 
the wise and old-established policy of the country. 
To this part he objected, and should take all proper 
occasions to manifest his oppesition to it. The 
session was now expiring; much business was 
pressing. He could not make aspeech; but he 
could not lose the opportunity of placing himself 
fully and unequivocally before the country as ut- 
terly opposed to this African squadron—a squad- 
ron which, besides entangling us in a foreign alli- 
ance, involves a vast expenditure of money, and 
sends the tenth part of our navy to Africa at a time 
when we are denying appropriate defence to the 
West—dismounting our dragoons on the frontiers 
of Missouri and Arkansas, and retrenching 12% 
per cent. from the pay of oflicers whose whole pay 
is now barely adequate to the support of themselves 
and families. 

Mr. ALLEN submitted an amendment, to come 
in at the end of the 6th section, to the effect that 
the sum to be applied to the support of the squadron 
on the coast of Africa shall not exceed $240,000. 
Mr. A. said that this amount was the same as the 
estimates of the department. 

Mir. ARCHER said the Senator from Missouri 
{Mr. Benton] had acted in perfect good-faith with 
the assurances which he gave on yesterday—that 
he would consume but a few moments in the dis- 
cussion of this bill, That was the reason which 
induced him to abstain from making any reply to 
the remarks of that Senator, except as to one 
point—that this bill appropriated an amount in 
gross, subject to he applied in the discretion of the 
Executive. He (Mr. A.) contended that there was 
no violation of the nsual practice in this case; 
the appropriation was necessarily subject to be ap- 
plied according to the discretion of the Executive. 
As to striking out the 6h clause of the bill, he 
had no objection to it whatever; for be considered 
the provision contained in that clause to be whoily 
unnecessary. There was no specifie provision 
requisite, in order to give to the Executive the 
power of making the application of the sum ne- 
cessary to carry the provisions of the treaty into 
effect. 

Mr. CALHOUN said there was no specific ap- 
propriation, because no additional expense was 
added to the existing expenses of the navy. If ro 
treaty had been made, the same difficulty would 
exist with regard to the right of visitation, The 
treaty had not created the difficulty;it had grown 
outof other subjects; and it a war should here- 
after tale place, in consequence of the British in- 
sisting upon the right of visitation, so far from the 
treaty being responsible for producing it, we would 
be, in consequence of the existence of the treaty, 
in an infinitely better position than before; be- 
cause we would then have not only the law of nations 
in our favor, but that which was infinitely sironger, 
and which could not fail to command the sympa- 
thies of the world—the express stipulations of a 
treaty. He believed the interpretation put upon it 
by the President was the true interpretation. He 
would not consume the time of the Senate upon 
this matter. -He did not think there was the 
slightest necessity for the amendment; and he would, 
therefore, vote against it. 


Mr. ALLEN said he thought it right and proper 
that the American people should know something 
about the additional expense which would be en- 
tailed upon this Government by the treaty. Under 
the present bill, the Executive might go on and 
appropriate ten millions of dollars. It was for 
this reason he was desirous of fixing upon a specific 
sum; for, unless some limit were given to the ex- 


penditure in this way, it could never be ascertained 
how much expense the treaty had entailed upon 
the Government. He asked for the yeas and nays 

upon the motion. : 

Mr. EVANS said if the gentleman would refer 
to the report of the Secretary of the Navy, he 
would find that no additional expense was to ba 
incurred; a change of destination fora part of the 
gross amount was all that would be required. 

Mr. ALLEN said he believed it was not custo- 
mary to put the whole number of the vessels com- 
posing the American navy into commission at 
once, during a time of peace, 

The allegation of the Senator from Maine, was, 
that the same number of ships would be employed 
without the treaty as with it. One of two things 
must, then, be the case: either that too few ships had 
heretofore been employed—[Mr. EVANS. That 
is it]—or else that a greater number than was ne 
cessary were to have been commissioned without 
reference to the treaty. 

Mr. CALHOUN said that the object of the Sen- 
ator from Obio now turned out to be, to ascertain 
the additional expense which this country would be 
subjected to, in consequence of the treaty. He 
submitted, in all candor, to that Senator, whether 
there would be any additional expense, as it was 
requisite, at all events, to have a large force upon 
the coast of Africa; and whether the whole ex- 
pense of that force was to be attributable to the 
existence of the treaty. And he would submit to 
the Senator a still stronger question. The Sena- - 
tor was aware of the existing state of things in this 
country; and he was also aware that Great Britain 
had acquired the right of visitation and supervision 
partly by our own agency and example. We 
had, ourselves, induced her to take the course she 
had. We were the first to condemn the African 
slave-trade; and yet it was well known that all 
slavers were in the habit of making fraudulent 
use of our flag. He submitted, then, whether, 
upon considerations of honor and duty, we were 
not bound te send vessels to that coast, to prevent 
such abuses; and whether the charge incurred for 
that purpose should be attributed to the treaty. 


Mr. ALLEN observed that, if the Senator’s argu- 
ment was good, there was no occasion for us to | 
enter into a treaty at all; and its only effect 
would be to place ourselves under an obligation to 
do that which we were bound to do before. But 
he had yet to learn that there was a necessity for 
keeping one-tenth of our fleet upon the coast of 
Africa, He would undertake to say that the ex- 
penses incurred by reason of the treaty would 
more than quadruple the expense which without 
it, would have been requisite for that branch of 
the public service. He was opposed to that article 
of the treaty upon higher grounds, Great Britain 
possessed the greatest maritime power of any na- 
tion upon earth; she had twenty guns to our one; 
she was, consequently, by this arrangement, dis- 
posing of one-tenth of our naval force, and, to that 
extent, weakening our power. Eighty guns, to us, 
were something; to her, nothing. This was a very 
important consideration, independently of the 
enormous increase of expense. 

Mr. ARCHER entreated the Senator from South 
Carolina not to persist in raising a general debate 
upon the subject of the treaty; and he appealed— 
and he thought his appeal would not be in vain— 
to the Senator from Ohio, whose motion had given 
rise to this discussion, to forbear protracting the 
debate at this time. A single word would suffice to 
dismiss the whole subject. The question whether 
it was our policy to have a certain number of guns 
upon the Afr.can coast, could not now by possibil- 
ity arise—and why? Because we were bound by 
treaty stipulations. Whether expedient or not, 
we were bound to employ that particular number 
for the next five years, in the suppression of the 
slave-trade. He submitted to the honorable Sen- | 
ator from Ohio, whether he desired to be instru- 
mental—no matter whether he deemed the force too 
great or not—in involving this country in the com- 
mission of a breach of public faith? That honor- 
able Senator, and the Senator from Missouri, 
Seemed to regard the sixth clause of this vill as 
Something extraordinary. And he confessed that 
he himself regarded it as an extraordinary propo- 


jamanna a 
sition, that a portion of the naval foree of the 
country should receive its destination from. Con- 
gress. Congress might, with equal propriety, indi- 
cate what force should be sent to the Pacific, and 
what to the Mediterranean. Who ever heard be- 
fore that this was a part of the duty of Congress? 
Was Congress to engross everything—to dictate 
everything? No: this had not been the practice of 
the Government of the United States. It was a 
matter which ought to be left to the Executive— 
and why? The reason was very obvious: because 
at one part of the year a greater force might be 
required at a given place, than at another part of 
the same year. 


Mr. CALHOUN said the Senator had admon- 
ished him— 

[Mr. ARCHER. Not admonish, but request.] 
—not togointothe debate. There was no necessity 
for the admonition; for he did not intend even to 
be driven into a general discussion. Fie bad one 
word, however, to say to the Senator from Ohio, in 
jastice to himself, and to those who thought with 
him upon this subject; and it was, that when the 
Senator proposed 10 show what expense should be 
incurred, he ought to be prepared to show what 
force was necessary. It appeared that the Sena- 
tor was not prepared; and, therefore, there would be 
a fallacy, to some extent—and, in his cpinion, toa 
great extent—if the particular amount specified by 
the Senator should be fixed upon. 

Mr. RIVES said the amendment ought not to pre- 
vail, because it is utterly inconsistent ¢ b the pro- 
vision that eighty guns shouid be kept afloat on 
the coast of Africa. A proviso to ihe sixth section 
of the bill, that the expense of the African squad- 
ron shall not exceed $240,000, weuld amount io 
a prohibition of carrying out the express stipula- 
tion ef the treaty in that pariioniar. Onc of ihe 
important objections made by the Senaior irom 
Missouri, was that, by force of treaty, this Guvern- 
ment undertakes to settle how the pablis a:med 
force shall be employed—a power which the Sena- 
tor denies to belong to the treaty-making power. 
But the sixth section of this bill shows that this 
power is effectually checked by the Jegisiative ac- 
tion necessary to its approval. Mir. R. enlarged 
upon this view, and proceeded at eonsideratle 
length to review the circumstances under which 
this compact with the British Government became 
the best and only policy which the Government of 
the United States could adopt. He expressed his 
firm conviction that the British cruisers, let what 
will be said in or oat of Pariiament, wili not, pend- 
ing this treaty, attempt to interfere with Armerean 
vessels; and that there will be no exerc of the 
right of visitation on the coast of Africa, heretofore 
asserted by Great Britain, He, for one, denied— 
what he was sorry to find the President of the Uni- 
ted States bad been betrayed into the adn n ef, 
in his message—that Great Britain could have any 
right of visitation; for he maintained that an entry 
on board an American vessel, ever under the cir- 
cumstances here supposed—whether under the 
name of visit or search—would be, in the eye of 
the law of nations, a trespass, involving a legal 
responsibility for the act in every case; that the 
measure of that responsibility migh! be miigated 
and extenuated, according to cireumstances; bat 
thatin no case could a right-—far less a “perfect” 
right—be recognised, on the part of a ‘foreign 
cruiser, tò enter on board an American vessel on 
the high seas, in time of peace, to ascertain her 
nationality or character by an examination of her 
papers, &c., or for any other purpose; that the deck 
of an American vessel should be held as inviolabie 
as the precincts of the national territory; that a 
British cruiser, suspecting a vessel sailing under 
the flag of the United Slates to be a pirate or 
slave-trader of some power which had conce- 
ded the right of search, might, upon her re- 
sponsibility, enter on board such vessel, but she 
would do so at her peril; and, if the ves- 
sel turned out to be a bona fide American ves- 
sel, an act will have been committed, drawing af. 
ter it all the legal consequences of a trespass, 
for which indemnity and redress, correspond- 
ing to the circumstances of the case, would be 
due. The position which he sought to estab- 
lish—and which he thought it of the highest import- 
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ance to maintain, both in regard to the consistency 
and integrity of the maritime code, and for the 
practical security of national independence—is, that 
there is no right, on the part of a British cruiser, 
in any case, to enter the deck of an American 
vessel on the high seas in time of peace; and that 
whatever circumstances of suspicion, real or im- 
aginary, “‘feltor feigned,” may lead to it, as soon as 


„the vessel thus entered and detained’ on the high- 


way of nations is discovered to be a bona fide Amer- 
ican vessel, a legal responsibility for the act as a 
trespass acerues. If this responsibility be admitted, 
(as it would seem to be in the later communications 
of the British Government,) the very admission 
nullifies the alleged right, and reduces it to a solecism 
in language. He hoped and believed effectual 
steps would be taken between this Government and 


Great Britain to guard against any inference of a ; 


conceded right of visitation to be drawn from the 
incautious admission in the President’s message. 

The sixth section of this bill was particularly 
commended to him, as recognising the principle that 
legislative concurrence was indispensable to the 
treaty making power, by giving Congress a veto, 
through the exercise of its right of making appro- 
priations, in withholding the means of carrying out 
a treaty improperly made. 

Mr. EVANS said it was his purpose to move a 
recess as soon as this question was disposed of. 
He appealed to Senators on both sides to abstain 
from debate, in consideration of the arrear of 
business on the calendar. 


Mr. RIVES protested against the lecture of the 
Senator from Maine. He had heretofore abstained 
from the expression of bis opinions, and did hope 
that, situated as he had been, he would have been 
allowed halfan hour for presenting his views. 

Mr. ARCHER renewed bis appeal to the Sen- 
ate, and particularly to the Senator from Ohio, to 
let the question be taken on the pending amend- 
ment. 


Mr. ALLEN modified bis amendment, by ma- 
king the sum $281,000. 
_ The amendment was negatived without a divis- 
ion. 

The bill was then reported back to the Senate. 

Mr. KING had listened with great pleasure to 
the remarks of the Senator from Virginia, [Mr. 
Rives,] particularly with regard to the denunciation 
of the British claim to the right of visitation. He 
wished to know of the chairman of the Committee 
on Foreign Relations whether that portion of the 
President’s message relating to the right of visita- 
tion, as regards suspected piracy, is correctly given 
in the printed copies of the message; and if so, 
what was the exact understanding of the princi- 
ple. 


Mr. ARCHER replied that he understood the 
law of nations to relate to piracy proper—not the 
piracy of the slave-trade. 


Mr. LINN made allusion to a particalar in- 
stance of supposed piracy in the slave-trade, in 
which an acknowledged outrage had been commit~ 
ted onan American vessel. And with regard to 
the harshness of language indulged in by Ameri- 
can legislators against Great Britain, he asked did 
it not arise out of the fact that Great Britain was 
always the aggressor against the rights of the 
United States, and therefore the language of resent- 
ment was natural. Te asked what reparation had 
been provided for the outrages on American ves- 
sels. 

The bill was then read a third time, and passed. 

Mr. WRIGHT asked the Senate to take up the 
bill in relation to the steamboat law. He proposed 
a modification of the Senate’s amendment, which 
would reconcile al! difficulties between the two 
Houses. ; 

The modification was adopted, and the bill was 
read the third time and passed. 

Mr. EVANS moved to take a recess till six 
o'clock. 

Mr. MERRICK objected. 

Mr. McDUFFIE asked whether experience had 
not satisfied him that, after dinner, gentlemen 
would be more disposed to make long speeches 
than before it. 

Mr. EVANS replied that he never made long 
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speeches ata period of the session calling for ate 
tion rather than debate, 

The question was then taken on the motion of- 
Mr. Evans, and the Senate took a recess till six 
o'clock. 


EVENING SESSION— 6$ o’clock, p. m- 


The Senate resumed its session. 

The CHAIR informed the Senate that a joint- 
resolution bad just been presented from the House, 
explanatory of the act for the relief of Thomas 
King. It was the opinion of the Chair that the 
joint resolution could not be received without a 
suspension, by the House, of the 16h joint rale, 
whieh prohibits the sencing from either House to 
the other any bill or resolution criginating within 
the last three days of the session. 

Mr, KING said it would be necessary to return 


| the resolution to the House. 


Mr. SEVIER said it was a bill merely to cor- 
rect an error in the phraseology of a law, which 
passed this session; and he hoped, by unanimous 
consent, the Senate would agree to receive it. 

Mr. KING replied that the Senate could not re- 
ceive it by unanimous consent. The rule was im- 
perative. It made no difference what the charac- 
ter of the Dill was. Though the bill was unim- 
portant, the principle involved was thesame. He 
moved that the Secretary of the Senate be di- 
rected to return the joint resolution to the House, 
accompanied by a message, expressing the opinion 
of the Senate that it could not be received unless 
by a suspension, on the part of the House, of the 
jointrule. The order was agreed to. 

The Senate bill, fixing by computation the value, 
at the custom-house, of certain German and otber 
foreign coins, having been returned from the 
Tlouse with sundry amendments, was taken up for 
consideration; and, after a few remarks by Mr. 
EVANS, those amendments were concurred in. 

The joint resolation reducing the rates of post» 
age, having been returned from the House with 
sundry amendments, was taken up for considera- 
tion; when 

Mr. MERRICK said, during the recess of the 
Senate he took that opportunity to examine the 
amendments of the House; and it was his opinion, 
upon such an examination, that the Senate could 
not, with propriety, concur in them. The bill 
which passed the Senate, fixed the rate to the 
Federal coin, and graduated it according to dis- 
tances throughout the Union; butthe amendments of 
the Howse proposed to strike out these provisions 
of the Senate bill,and to substitute a provision. 
regulating the postage according to weight; a proe 
vision which he believed would be destructive of 
the revenues of the department. He moved that 
the Senate disagree to the amendments of the 
House, 

The Senate disagreed, and the bill was returned. 

Mr. LINN submitted the following resolutions 
which lies one day on the table: 


Resolved, That the report of Lieutenant Freemont, of the 
Topographical Engincers, be printed, for the use of the Senate, 
and the map and drawings engraved; and that thousand 
extra copies be printed; and that the work be done under the 
revision and correction of the Topographical Burean, and each 
extra copy be covered with stout colored paper; and that one 
hundred copies be delivered to the Topographical Bureau, for 
distribution. 


Mr. WALKER submitted the following resolu- 
tion, which lies over one day: 


Resolved, That there be printed, under the authority of the 
Topographical Bureau, three hundred copies of the large out- 
line map of Mr. Nicolet’s geographical exploration west of the 
Mississippi river; and fifteen hundred copies of the same map, 
reduced to a convenient and suitable size, with the topograph- 
ical details, to accompany the report, or descriptive memoir, of 
the country which it is intended to ilustrate. 


Mr, MERRICK expressed a wish that the Sen- 
ate would proceed to the consideration of execu- 
tive business; to which the Senate refused to 
yield. 

On motion by Mr. EVANS, the Senate proceeded 
to consider, as in committee of the whole, the bill 
from the House to authorize the reissue of treasury 
notes, and for other purposes. 

The questios pending being the following amend- 
ment proposed by the Committee on Finance, 
viz: 

Suc. 3. And be it further enacted, That, in lieu of issuing 


the treasury notes in the manner authorized by the first sec: 
tion of this act, the President, (if, in his opinion, it shall be for 
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the interest of the United States so to do,) may cause any of 
said notes now outstanding to be redeemed and cancelled as 
they become due, if the Secretary of the Treasury cannot re- 
deem them out of the funds in the treasury, by an issue of 
stock of the United States for the amount thus redeemed, in 
the same form, for the same time, and under the same restric- 
tions, limitations, and provisions, as are contained in an act 
approved April fifteen, eighteen hundred and forty-two, en- 
titled “An act for the extension of the loan of eighteen hundred 
and forty-one, and for anaddition of five millions of dollars 
thereto, and for allowing interest on treasury notes due,” ex- 
cept that no commissions shall be allowed or paid for the nego- 
tiation of such business. 


Mr. EVANS said that the Senate were aware 


that there were now outstanding something like. 


eleven and a half millions of treasury notes. Of 
that amount, near $4,000,000, according to his rec- 
ollection, were due on presentment at the depart. 
ment; and the holders might at any moment pre- 
sent them. and demand payment; and the residue 
(about $7,000,000) would fall due within the year. 
In fact, he might say that the whole $11,000 000 
were payable this year. Thee was nothing which 
prevented the presentation of those notes to the 
department now, butthe resolution of last session 
authorizing the payment of interest entil they were 
redeemed. It was cbvious that, if gentlemen 
would look at the state of the treasury, they would 
see that it was utterly impossible to redeem this 
year any partof the outstanding treasury notes, and, 
at the same time, to carry on the operations of the 
treasury. Near $3,500,000 of those notes were 
not on interest atter they become due, but the 
rest were. Congress did not provide that interest 
should continue until the redemption of those 
three and a half millions. The object to be effect- 
ed bythe amendment was to place those treasury 
notes now falling due on the same foundation as 
the previous issues—-that was, that as long as they 
were outstanding, ibey should be entitled to interest. 
The very moment those notes cease to bear inter- 
est, he could assure gentlemen they would be re- 
turned upon the treasury. The object, therefore, 
was to continue those three and a half millions on 
the same footing that the previous issues were. 
The Committee on Finance hat agreed on the pro- 
priety of the amendment pending; so that, if the 
Secretary could not redeem the notes as they fall 
due, out of the means at his command, during the 
present year, he conld exercise the discretion 
whether he would take them up, or fund them 
under the limitations of the act of 1849—which 
limitations were all caleulated to gnard the treas- 
ury. The committee had examined this matter with 
as much deliberation as they could; and they be- 
lieved that it was expedient and proper, instead of 
issuing new treasury notes, to leave the discretion to 
the Secretary either to fund those outstanding, or 
not, as he might think best under the circum- 
stances, If gentlemen would look at he matier, 
they could not expect that the treasury would be 
able to redeem $11,000,000 of notes outstanding, 
and carry on its operations, out of the means for 
the year. The true question was, in fact, whether 
they could get along even without the redemption 
of any of the notes. It was as much as they could 
do to meet the ordinary expenditures of the Govern- 
ment from the accruing revenue. Mr. E. then 
went on to show what would be the receipts for 
the year. The passage of this bill would not in- 
crease the public debt. 


There was no mode of increasing it, unless Con- 
gress authorized it. The Senator on the other 
side, [Mr. McDurrix,] the other day, without look- 
ing at this matter, told the Senate that the public 
debt was $30,000,000, and was rapidly going up 
io $40,000,000; and that, before the end of the 
year, it would be $40,000,000. He (Mr. E.) de- 
sired to say that ıt was utterly impossible that 
there could be such an increase, unless the Senate 
and this Congress authorized ii. Therefore, he 
could say that there was an outstanding debt of 
$25,000,000 only; of which $11,000,000 were treas- 
ury notes, and the rest the loans which had been 
authorized at the last and preceding sessions of 
Congress. Mr. E. went on still further in an ar- 
gument, to show that it was utierly out of the power 
of the Government, either in the year 1843 or 
1844, to redeem those $11,000,000 of treasury 
notes, and also the $5,000,000 loan, Bic would 
fall due before 1845. The committees, therefore, 
proposed now to restore the 34 millions of treasury 
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notes to the former loan, of which it was, in fact, 
a part—that amount of treasury notes kaving been 
issued in Jieu of the loan. 

Mr. BENTON made some remarks, which were 
not distinctly heard, bat to which 

Mr. EVANS replied, showing what would be 
tbe condition of the treasury at the end of the year. 
He differed, not only with the conjectural estimates 
of the department, but with the opinion of the 
Ways and Means Committee of the other House. 
He believed that the revenue from customs would 
be $15,000,000; and he would not be surprised if it 
should go up to $17,060,000, instead of $13,000,000, 
as supposed. He greatly feared that the revenue 
would be too large—not for the wants of the treas- 
ury, but for the good of the country. His opinion 
was founded upon the fact, that there was a super- 
abundance of money in the great commercial em- 
porium (New York) seeking investment. He 
feared that that superabundance would lead to im: 
proper speculation, and would cause to be brought 
into the country more geods than were necessary 
for proper and ordinary consumption. 

Mr. SUCHANAN understood that the whole 
effect of the bill would be to enable the Secretary 
of the Treasury to fand so much of the outstand~ 
ing treasury notes as (he necessities of the treasury 
might require. They must either do that, or cre- 
ate a cause for assembling an extra session, which 
he believed to be one of the greatest curses that 
could befall the country. He preferred the alter- 
native of conferring power to fund the treasury 
notes. 

Mr. KING inquired of the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. Evans} whether, if they funded the notes, 
there would be any limitation as to the tine— 
whether they would be redeemed at the pleasure of 
the holder, or the option of the Government. 

Mr. EVANS said they would be funded on the 
same conditions, and on the same time, as was pro- 
vided for in the loan law. 


Mr. WOODBURY next took the floor, and made 
an elaborate and very able speech (which will be 
published hereafter) showing the absolute necessi- 
ly of making some provision to enable the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to meet the demands upon the 
treasury for the year. Heshowed that, with all 
the anticipated means, both from lands and cus- 
toms, it would be utterly impossible to redeem any 
of the treasury notes now falling due. The only 
question with him, then, was, whether they should 
go on and authorize a reissue of the notes falling 
due, or leave the discretionary power with the Sec- 
retary to. fund so much of the notes as was neces- 
sary to keep the wheels of the treasury in opera- 
tion. He was opposed to the re-issue, for two rea- 
sons: one was, that it was not so economical as 
funding the notes; and the other was, that it gave 
too much countenance to the idea of a Govern- 
ment paper circulation. He could only justify the 
issue of treasury notes as a means of anticipating 
the revenue, to meet the pressing demands on the 
treasury. Hemuch preferred a loan to a resort 
to treasury notes. 

Mr. W. then went on to show that the revenue 
anticipated for the year, according to the Secreiary’s 
own showing, would be totally inadequate to sup- 
ply the treasury, and to prevent a new accumula- 
tion of debt. He believed that the income had 
been overrated. Mr. W. then went on to show to 
what extent the debt had accumulated under the 
Whig administration of the Government. He ad- 
verted to the resolutions introduced by the Senator 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Clay,} before he retired from 
the Senate, which set forth the declaration, that it 
was the duty ef the Government to provide within 
the year the means for carrying on the Government 
for the year; and maintained that the present ma- 
jority of Congress, instead of complyieg with that 
declaration of duty, had widely departed from ii; 
that they had permitted the debt to go on aceumnu- 
lating from year to year, by millions. He saw no 
mode of providing within the year the means to 
carry on the Government during the year, except 
by having a proper reveoue tariff, and by resorting 
to the wise system of legislation (which the present 
party in power should have resorted to) of brieg- 
ing down the expenses of Government to the in- 
come of the Government. 


P NEEE woman ine renrn 


Mr. CRITTENDEN said the Senator seemed 
to be exceedingly indignant with something. What 
wasii? The amendment, or the bili? : 

Mr. WOODBURY observed that, so far from 
that, he was in favor of the amendment. 


Mr. EVANS asked what, then, was the Senator 
doing but scolding him, (Mr. E.,) or somebody, 
for introducing an amendment which he is going to 
vote for? He (Mr. E.) was really ashamed to feel 
himself called upon to explain for the fourth or 
fifth time, in vain, the extent of the debt, the esti- 
mates of the revenue, and the fact that the treas- 
ury notes to be met are enly re-issues of the very 
treasury notes which the Senator himself either 
originated or sanctioned. 

The Senator says he agrees with him (Mr. E) 
on all the essential points of the bill. Why, then, 
consume time in debate? The Senator wants to 
see and examine a mass of figures, and to make 
calculations; but to what purpose? Now, if it was 
to prove there would be only seven millions of 
revenue for the year, he (Mr. E.) would make. a 
prediction the reverse of the Senator’s—he would 
say that the revenue of the year would be $15,000,- 
000; he would go further, he would say $17,000,000. 
The imports of February are coming up—those of 
March will be more? Ifgentlemen want to make the 
revenue fail, they have only to keep making their 
predictions, and promising that they will repeal the 
tariff bill, and every cther measure of this Con- 
gress, on the first day of next session. If they suc- 
ceed in persuading importers that they will bring 
down duties by the Ist of January next, these im- 
porters will hold off from ordering importations, 
and the gentlemen can succeed in breaking down 
the treasury, and thereby verify their predictions. 
Let this tariff stand but two years, and it will be 
proved that the revenue can effectually carry on 
the Government. 


The Government complaint of this moment is, 
the embarrassment occasioned by cash duties. 


Money is exceedingly plenty. The banks in 
New York have nine millions of specie in their 
vaults; they cannot lend it out safely at even 5 per 
cent. It is now going into the commerce of the 
country. The danger is, that, for the last quarter 
of this year, the imports will be too large—not for 
the treasury, but for the interests of the country. 
He verily believed the whole revenue of the year 
would exceed $15,000,000. He knew there were 
counteracting causes; a reduction on the price of 
the great staple, cotton, for instance, But he ex- 
pected the price would revive. 


Large importations of specie had been coming 
in during the last year. This cannot continue 
long; goods must come in instead of specie. 

The opinion of the best informed merchants in 
Boston and New York is, that the imports of the 
last quarter of the year will be such as to give 
$15,000,000 of revenue for the year. 


The Senator thought he discovered some want 
of information or concealment in the estimates of 
the revenue. He referred to reports from the 
Treasury Department, wherein a difference in the 
estimates appeared. This arose out of goods being 
siored, which did not pay duties on the arrival, 
but did in sixty days. On this account, the esti- 
mate, in one of those instances, embraced the re- 
ceipts of revenue, including half a million froma 
former quarter; and ‘‘accruing revenue” meant 
the revenue of the quarter on the importations of 
the quarter. 

Mr. WOODBURY would make a short expla- 
nation, not intending to make a speech, or to scold 
the Senator from Maine, as he supposed. As to 
the Senator’s allusion to his administration of the 
treasury: was it not the fact, that all the treasury 
notes outstanding when he left the treasury 
amounted only to $5,500,000? 

Mr. EVANS. Did not the Senater recommend 
and assent to the issue of five and a half millions 
more? 

Mr. WOODBURY replied that he had assented 
to the issue of five and a half millions of new 
treasury notes, to take up the old ones, . 

Mr. EVANS. No, sir; no. Five and a half 
millions of a new issue, to supply the treasury. 

Mr. WOODBURY assured the Senator he was 


mistaken. Mr. 


lage. 
“Mr. BUCHANAN begged that the question 
drotiid be allowed to be taken. The Senator from 
Wath Carolina had said, before the recess, that 
thére was danger of gentlemen being more eloquent 
after dinner than before it. He (Mr. B.) be- 
Tieved his prediction was about to be verified. His 
friend from New Hampshire and his friend from 
Maine bad enlightened the Senate with disquisi- 
tions on tariff, revenue, treasury notes, and other 
things, while no question was pending; for all 
reed to vote for the amendment. Now, with the 
avy calendar yet to be disposed of, and the long 
fist of nominations to be considered in executive 
#ebsion, he asked, was it proper to be disposing of 
‘the last few hours of the session in useless disquisi- 
tions? He went for action—action—action ! 

Mr. CALHOUN made some remarks, concur- 
‘ring in the views expressed by the chairman of the 
Committee on Finance, that tthe revenues would 
pe, in all probability, largely increased before the 
end of the year. He grounded his belief on the 
‘amount of exports, which, he assumed, would be 
about one hundred millions, which would be re- 
turned in the form of goods dutiable; though it 
was possible a portion mightgbe returned in the 
form of State stocks, or be smuggled in; in which 
latter cases, the revenues would be lessened to the 
‘extent of the returns in that form. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill 
was reported back to the Senate, where the 
‘Amendment was concurred in. The bill was then 
read a third time, and passed. 


‘CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIA- 
TION BILL. 


Mr. EVANS moved to take up the House bill 
No. 804, “making appropriations for the civil and 
diplomatic expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending the 30ih day of June, 1844.” 

The bill was then taken up for consideration as 
in committee of the whole, and the amendments 
reborn onees by the Committee on Finance were 
read. 

The first amendment was: 
and the employment of all the persons for which appro- 


tiations are hereinbefore made in said department, are hereby 
legalized and authorized in the same manner as similar em- 
ployment were legalized in the other Executive departments 
7 the act of August 26, 1842.” 


After said amendment, to insert: 


“To defray the expenses of distributing the remaining num. 
heraof the Census and Statistics, according to a resolution of 
Congress, $2,500.” 


The first branch of the amendment was adopted, 
as was also the second. 

The next amendment was to strike out the pro- 
viso, page 3, and insert: 


“Por expenses of printing 20,000 copies of the Compendium 
of the Sixth Census, heretofore required by law to be printed 
under the direction of the Secretary of State, a sum not ex- 
ceeding 843,579 60: Provided, however, That, before the 
said account is paid, it shall be the duty of the Secretary of 
State, or other proper accounting officer, to ascertain, from one 
or more disinterested practical printers, what would be con- 
sidered a fair and just compensation for composition, press 
work, and paper; and that so much,and no more, be allowed.” 


Mr. WOODBURY hoped the chairman of the 
Finance Committee would explain that amend- 


W. then explained the matter at 


ment. 

Mr. EVANS remarked that the Census proper 
was printed by Blair & Rives. By an act of 1841, 
the Secretaty of State was authcrized to cause a 
Compendium of the Census to be printed-—that is, 
a digest; of which 20,000 copies were ordered. 
The Secretary of State directed Mr. Alten to print 
this Compendium. He did so, The namber of 
volumes ordered has been received and distributed. 
The House agreed to pay Mr. Allen—not the 
amount contracted for, but the amount of ex- 
penses—leaving nothing for profit. The House 
went on the supposition that there was no authority 
of law by which the Secretary of State could order 
the printing when the order was made. There was 
a question as to the printing of 10,000 copies of the 
Compendium by Blair & Rives; the clerk of the 
department affirming that there was authority, 
and the Secretary of State denying it. But the 
matter at issue now was this: the Committee on 
Fiñance viewed the award of the House as barely 
io cover the expense; and felt satisfied that award 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


of the usual rate always aliowed for such printing. 
The printing of the Census proper was (as said be- 
fore) done by Blair & Rives, under the authority of 
the former Secretary of State, (Mr. Forsyth;) and 
the Compendium was printed by Mr. Allen, under 
the authority of the sueceeding Secretary of State, 
and according to the law of 1841. Congress ap- 
propriated upwards of $131,000 to pay for the 
printing of the Census proper. 

The printing of the Compendium was goisg on 
at the same time. The House thought there was 
no law authorizing the order for printing the Com- 
pendium; but they did not go back to see whether 
there had been any more law fer ordering the print- 
ing of the Census proper. For both, there was the 
same authority—that of the Secretary of State. 

Now, he ventured to say that the actual expense 
of printing the Compendium—the sum actually 
out of pocket—was not less than $25,000. Good 
faith required that the full price of the contract 
should be paid, Before the law of 1841 was passed, 
Blair & Rives also commenced printing the Com- 
pendium, cn the authority of the clerk of the de- 
partment, who said the Secretary had authorized 
him to make the order. But this the Secretary 
denied; and, when the law cf 1841 was passed, he 
notified Blair & Rives not to proceed with the 
printing. Notwithstanding this notification, they 
proceeded with, and printed, their 10,000 copies. 
Now, he was not willing to pay them on the ground 
of contract; but he would agree, at any moment, to 
pay them a fair compensation, and take the work 
off their bands. This they were not willing to ac- 
cept; and, therefore, they were left out. And an- 
other reason he had for letting Blair & Rives lie 
over, was, that, if the gentlemen opposite were to 
be in the plenitude of the power they anticipated 
next year, they could pay Blair & Rives them- 
selves. 


Mr. WOODBURY showed that, at the time 
alluded to by the Senator, the work was consider- 
ably in advance by Blair & Rives, on the authority 
of the clerk of the department, resting upon the 
assurance of being authorized by the Secretary of 
State. Now, the committee of the House had in- 
vestigated the matter thoroughly, and had come to 
the conclusion that both Blair & Rives and Allen 
should be paid their full expenses. The bill shontd 
either be suffered to stand as it is, or, if one of the 
printers is advanced in price, so ought the other, 

Mr. BERRIEN asked the Senator from New 
Hampshire ifhe denied the authority of the Sec- 
retary of State as to making the contract; that the 
contract was entered into; and if it was, that it was 
fulfilied? 


Mr. WOODBURY said he would read a part of 
the report of the committee in the other House. 

Mr. EVANS made a question of order, on 
reading a document of the other House as authority 
in the Senate. 


Mr. WOODBURY said he meant to read it as 
part of his speech. 


The CHAIR thought it was in order to read such 
matter as part ofa speech. 

Mr. EVANS withdrew his question of order. 

Mr. WOODBURY read the extract from the 
report of the Committee in the House. He then 
demanded the same justice for Messrs. Blair & 
Rives, which was intended for Mr. Allen. 

Mr. HENDERSON made an inquiry, which 
Mr. EVANS answered. 

Mr. HENDERSON then stated his impression 
of the state of the case. 

Mr. EVANS and Mr. HENDERSON diseuss- 
ed the question at issue between them for some 
time. it was in relation to the reduction cf 20 
per cent. on the public printing of Congress; and 
whether it affected this contract or not. 

The amendment was then adopted. 

The next amendment, being merely verbal, was 
adopted; as also the sueceeding amendment. 

The next amendment was to correct several ver- 
bal errors. It was adopted. 

The last amendment was: “To defray the ex- 
penses of taking care of and preserving the botan- 
ical and horticultural specimens brought home by 
the squadron of the exploring expedition, under the 


was wrong, and that it shouid have been in favor - 
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direction and control of the Joint Committee on 
the Library, $1,200. 

It was adopted. 

The amendments of the Committee on Finance 
having been all gone through, 

Mr. EVANS moved (on the recommendation of 
the Library Committee) an amendment appropria- 
ting $5,000 for removing the statue of Washing- 
ton from the rotundo in the Capitol, to the east side 
cf tbe Capitol grounds, with a view of placing it 
oa a pedestal, under shelter, and ina proper posi- 
lien. 

Mr. KING adverted io the several propositions 
at first made for placing the statue in the rotundo, 
and atso his original proposition to place it in the 
public grounds. He bad at first objected to its 
being placed in tbe rotando, having foreseen that it 
wonld not answer. 

Mr. EVANS remarked that Mr. Greenough 
was here; and probably a better time never would 
arrive for making this necessary removal. The 
sum was small, and he hoped the amendment 
would be adopted. 

Mr. KING asked where it was to be placed. 

Mr. EVANS replied, just where the Senator 
himself bad first recommended. 

Mr. ALLEN thoughta sitting statue never could 
be placed in any light to show better than where 
it was. He should vote against the removal. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. EVANS next proposed an amendment ap- 
propriating $25,000 for the improvement of the 
Hudson river, and advocated its necessity and pro- 
priety at some length. He had resisted 100 amend- 
menis wih which he bad been importuned; but 
this was one so important, that he could not avoid 
offering it. 

Mr. KING said, if the Senator insisted on this 
amendment, and it should be passed, he would be 
importuned—and with great justice—by Senators 
from al! quarters ot the Union, for local appropria- 
tions of similar character, Why should this be 
put in, to the exclusion of other claims? He would 
not vote for one cent to be applied to internal im- 
provement until the chairman of the Finance Com» 
miitee should satisfy him that the Government 
could be carried on, and have a surplus in the 
treasury, without a resort to borrow money. Why 
was not this amendment presented to the Finance 
Committee, so that it could be investigated? 

Mr. EVANS maintained his right as an individ- 
val Senator to offer an amendment. He said he 
had refused 100 amendments pressed upon him 
as chairman of the Finance Committers; and would 
resist them, come up when or how they might. 
This amendment he offered on his own responsi~ 
bility, not as chairman of the committee. 

Mr. KING, acting upon the principle which he 
wished to see carried out by others, had refrained 
from asking appropriations for his own State, more 
necessary for general navigation than this; and he 
would oppose everything of the kind, till the treas- 
ury wasin a condition to justify such appropria- 
tions, 

Mr. TALLMADGE insisted that, in consequence 
of the act of the General Government on a former 
occasion, certain improvements of the Hadson 
river were commenced; but they had been sus- 
pended, three years ago. The result was, that a 
bar was forming, which would destroy the naviga- 
tion of that river, unless this $25,000 was granted, 
to remove it. The appropriation was justifiable, 
on the ground of reparation of an evil created by 
the General Government, 

Mr. BERRIEN felt himself in the same condi- 
tion ss the Senator from Alabama: he had much 
to ask for in favor of bis own State, but refrained, 
cn account of the condition of the treasury. He 
was therefore obliged io vote against the amend- 
ment. 

The question was then taken on the amendment, 
and resulted in the negative-—ayes 15, noes 19, 

Mr. EVANS next moved an amendment, ap- 
propriating $1,350—$1,300 of it for the salary 
fixed by law for the reporter of the Supreme Court 
of the United States, and $50 arrear due on last 
year’s salary. 

The anfendment was adopted. 
Mr. HUNTINGTON, by direction of the Com- 


988 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


-Mittee on Commerce, moved an amendment, ap- 
propriating $1,000 for paying an agent for having 
the mail carried across the Isthmus of Panama. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. GRAHAM moved an amendment, to ap- 
propriate $15.000 for purchasing a new site, and 

commencing a building for a custom-house at Wil- 
mington, North Carolina, (in addition to the pro- 
ceeds of present site,) provided the whole cost shall 
not exceed $40,000. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. TALLMADGE moved to increase the com- 
pensation of special Post Office agents from $1,000, 
proposed by the bill, to $1,500; which would be 
$100 less than their former salaries. 

Mr. SEVIER asked how many special agents 
there were? i 

Mr. HUNTINGTON was about to make the 
same inquiry. 

Mr. TALLMADGE said the number was, he 
believed, seven or eight. 

Mr. EVANS remarked that there were ten spe- 
cial agents. He explained their duty. The pres- 
ent Postmaster General, on coming into office, 
found there were a certain number of these agents 
at $1,600 a year each; and he made a change, rais- 
ing the number to ten, and reducing the salaries to 
$1,200 each. Subsequently, finding he could not 
have suitable persons to do the duty at that rate, he 
raised the salaries to $1,500. 

Mr. MERRICK hoped the amendment would 
prevail. ‘This was a valuable class of officers, 
and they should be paid a suitable salary. It was 
impossible to expect proper persons to take the of- 
fice at $1,000 salary. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. BAYARD moved an amendment appropria- 
ting $800 to reimburse the Chamber cf Commerce 
of Philadelphia for expenses incurred in keeping 
up a light at Cape Hienlopen. 

The amendment was adopted, 

Mr. BAYARD also moved an amendment ap- 
propriating $20,000 for Babbitt’s anti-attrition 
metal, purchased under contract, by the Secretary 

of War. He stated that on the 29th of Augast 
last, an act of Congress was passed, authorizing 
the Secretary of War to make this contract. This 
anti-attrition metal is one of the mest valuable in- 
ventions of modern times. It saves at least ones 
half of the oil commonly used by steam-engines, 
If all the steam-engines employed by the Govern- 
ment be taken into account, it will be found that 
the saving will be immense. It amounts to at Jeast 
$1 per day for each engine—making $300 a year, 
and probably $6,000 on all the engines employed 
by the Government. 

Mr. CHOATE made a short explanation as to 
the appropriation not having been brought forward 
sooner. 


Mr. HUNTINGTON asked, was it proper thus 
to ratify a contract by an appropriation? What 
committee of the Senatehad considered and report- 
ed ov the subject? 

Mr. BAYARD read the letter of the Secretary 
of War in relation to it. The article was now in 
use for all the steam-engines employed by the 
United States Government. Tts value was fully 
tested by the new and beautiful vessel, the Union, 
and that trial was decisive that the invention would 
be an immense saving in the public service. 

Mr. EVANS thought it would be time enough 
to make the appropriation next session, 

Mr. CHOATE made some farther explanation, 
as to the recommendation made last session to 
give authority to the Secretary of War for adjust- 
ing and ratifying the contract. 

The subject was further discussed by Messrs. 
EVANS, CHOATE, &c. 

The amendment, however, was rejected—ayes 
17, noes 19 

Mr. SEVIER moved an amendment, restoring 
to the same rate as formerly the pay of the wateh- 
men of the War Department, by striking out the 
bulk sum of $710, and inserting $1,270. 

Mr. EVANS understood the proposition to be, 
to increase the pay of the watchmen of the War 
Department to what it was formerly. The sub- 
ject was fully investigated last session,M@nd the pay 
of the watchmen of all the departments was equal- 


i 


ized. He was averse to this distinction, as well 
as to any departure from the established rate 
agreed upon last session. He did rot think this 
the time or mode of effecting the object. He was 
in favor of better pay for the subordinate officers 
in the public service; but let it be done in a proper 
way, and at a proper time. 


Mr. SEVIER urged the claims of these watch- 
men, and decried the paltry economy of ‘cutting 
down the wages of these poor men. 

The amendment was rejected—ayes 15, noes 


Mr. DAYTON proposed an amendment rec- 
ommended by the Committee on Public Build- 
ings, in relation to the furnaces in the Treasury 
building. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. KERR proposed an amendment appropri- 
ating $6,000 for Johnson’s patent iron window- 
shutters for the basement story of the Treasury 
building. He read the letter of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, explaining the advantages and neces- 
sity of applying this invention to the Treasury 
building. : 

Mr. EVANS asked what was the use of these 
iron shutters? In regard to fire, the Treasury 
building is well protected by watchmen; and in 
regard to thieves, what, in the name of heaven, 
would they have to find in the treasury under its 
present condition? If thieves get into it, they 
will find all their labor lost. It will be time 
enough to get this fanciful protection when it can 
be of any use. Itis not wanted at all. 

Mr. KERR begged Mr. Johnson’s own recom- 
mendation of the shutters would be read. 

The Secretary of the Senate read it in part; 
when, 

Mr. MERRICK begged his colleague would re- 
frain from reading all the authorities with which 
he was about to fortify this proposition. Nobody 
doubted that it was avery fine shutter; and if it 
was indispensable to the safekeeping of the mo- 
ney in the treasury, it would, as a matier of 
course, be adopted. 

Mr. KERR begged his colleagne would let the 
reading go on. 

The Secretary of the Senate then proceeded with 
the reading. 


Mr. KERR had but one single word to add. 
He then proceeded for some time with his re- 
marksin support of the merits of the invention, 
and concluded by recommending the adoption of 
his amendment, 


Mr. BUCHANAN asked if this bill wasto be 
made an omnibus for all sorts of appropriations? 
Was it proper, at 10 o’clock on the last night cf 
the session of an expiring Congress, to proceed 
with such a proposition, in the direct teeth of the 
report of the Commissioner of Public Buildings, 
and the sense of the whole Serate? 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE moved an amendment, 
with a proviso, fixing the price of the printing done 
for this Congress at the rates ef the resolution of 
the 3d of March, 1819—that is, to restore the 20 
per cent. which it had been reduced. 

Mr. KING opposed the amendment. Could 
anybody tell what reason there was for raising 
the price of printing 20 per cent., when everything 
eise had come down? 

Mr. SIMMONS said that, in consequence of 
the work having been cut down to half what it 
usually was, and the reduction of 20 per cent. on 
the price baving been made on the supposition that 
the quantity of printing would be the same, the 
printers of both Houses bad lost money on the 
printing for this Congress. 

Mr. EVANS said the subject had been called 
to his notice this morning, but he had since forgot- 
len it. He contended that, when the reduction of 
20 per cent, was agreed upon, it was on the pre- 
sumption that the quantity of printing would con- 
tinue to be the same as usual. But there had been 
such a falling of in the usual printing of extra 
numbers cf documents, that it was impossible for 
the printers to do the work at the reduced price, 
without loss, 

He read astalement of the printer of the Senate, 


to the effect that there would be a dead loss on 
bis contract for doing the work of this Congress, 

Mr. ALLEN denounced this mode of springing 
upon the Senate, by surprise, at ten o’clock on the 
last night of the session, another printing job. 
After the signal defeatof the monstrous job attempt- 
ed two nights ago, he little expected that another 
job of the same kind would be attempted. . He 
should have the yeas and nays on this job too. 
Retrenchment, indeed! Gentlemen commenced the 
Congress with zeal for retrenchment, and now end 
it with far more earnest zeal for the augmentation 
of expenditures. 

He protested against having this proposition 
sprung upon the Senate at midnight, after a three 
months’ session, during which it might have been 
brought forward, and when it could have been prop- 
erly investigated and discussed. Till this moment, he 
had never heard apy complaint on the part of the 
public printers. There was another book-job, 
too, in this bill, which he hoped some gentleman 
would vote to strike out. He alluded to the ap- 
propriation of $47,000 for books distributed to 
members of Congress, according to a former res- 
olation of ibe House. Did gentlemen want to 
job out the treasury? Job, job, job! It was all 
jobbizg—book-jobbing, printing-jobbing—and now, 
nocturnal jobbing, @ 

Mr. WRIGHT understood that Mr. Allen had 
virtually no interest in this printing; having sold 
out the Madisonian establishment. He believed 
he had undertaken a much better job in Missouri 
Man ihis printing, even with the 20 per cent. 
added, 


Mr. W. commented at some length upon the 
retrenchment movement made by gentlemen now 
in power, at the beginning of this Congress, both 
in regard to the resolution reducing the price of 
printing, and the plan of curtailing the printing, 
by referring all the propositions to print toa Com- 
mitiee on Printing. The proposition now was, to 
restore a rate, which is to put $6,000 into Mr. 
Allen’s pocket; and if it was confined to him, it 
would, perhaps, be hardly worth while to say 
much—aware that bis quantity had really been 
cutdown, Bat itisto apply to the other House, 
in which there has been no committee on printing, 
and in which there has been as much extra print- 
ing done as usual. There have been extraerdi- 
nary largenumbers of extra documents ordered by 
the Fouse during this Congress to be printed. He 
fally believed the printing of this session, at the 
prices of 1819, would amount to as much as that 
of any session for the last ten years. He was 
aware that, so far as the Senate was concerned, the 
priotivrg hed been commendably reduced; but 
once thry went beyond the Senate, the application 
of the 29 per cent. toa contract entered into ata 
reduced rate, must result in nothing but a gift of so 
much money to a party printer. 

The subject was further discussed by Messrs. 
WOODBURY, SIMMONS, CALHOUN, and 
EVANS. 

The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment, and resulted in the affirmative—yeas 24, 
nays 19, as follows: 


YEAS 


Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, 

Choate, rad, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Kerr, Mangum, 
Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Phelps, Porter, Rives, Simmons, 
Sriti of Indiana, Sprague, Tallmadge, White, and Wood- 
ridge—24, 

NAYS—M x Allen, Bagby, Benton, Buchanan, Calhoun 
Fulton, Henderson, King, Linn, McRoberts, Sevier, Smith of 
Connecticut, Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, Wilcox, Williams, 
Woodbury, and Wright—19, 

Mr. WOODBURY moved to strike out the item 
of $47,000 for bocks authorized to be purchased by 
a simple resolution of the House at the last ses- 
sion. 

Mr. EVANS mentioned that the books had been 
purchased, received, boxed up, and sent of to 
members already, by the Clerk of the House, un- 
der a resolution cf the House of Representatives; 
and they were to be paid for. It was, therefore, 
obvicusly useless to resist the payment now. 

Mr. BENTON asked, bow they were bought 
without money? 

Mr. EVANS said they were bought, but not 
paid for; nor could they be paid for till this appro- 
priation was made. 


Mr. BENTON asked, at what price the books 
were. bough? 

‘Mr. EVANS said he did not know. 

Mr. BENTON asked in what stage the bill now 
wast 

Mr. EVANS said, on its third reading. 

The CHAIR observed that the bill had been 
read twice, and could receive its third reading on 

. to-morrow. 

Mr. BENTON. Then, in that case, I cannot 
stop it by any opposition of mine. If I could do 
so, this book item should come out, or the bill 
should be lost. 


Mr. TAPPAN made a few observations on the 
impropriety of the House, by a simple resolution, 
incurring a debt which Congress should be called 
upon to make an appropriation to pay; and that, 
too, for the distribution of property te the members 
themselves. 

Mr. ALLEN found, on reference to the journal 
of the House, that the House, on the 8th of Au- 
gust, passed a resolution to adjourn on the 22d; 
that Mr. Morris introduced the resolution for the 
purchase of these books, and immediately moved 
the previous question, Under the operation of the 
previous question, it was passed—yeas 89, nays 71. 
Thus $50,000 worth of books were ordered to be 
purchased and distributed to the members of the 
House, without any money to pay for them. Had 
the House any right to authorize its Clerk to incur 
a debt; and, after the debt was incurred, to make 
an appropriation to pay it? There must be an end 
put to this business. A case must be made before 
the country upon this course. The people must 
be told of it on the stump. They are asleep, while 
you, now, at midnight, are voling away their 
money to yourselves or your partisan printers. But 
they shall be told of it. The yeas and nays must 
go to them. 


The question was then taken on Mr. Woop- 
pury’s amendment to strike out the $47,000 appro- 
priation for books to members of Congress; and it 
was decided in the negative—yeas 14, nays 23, as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messts. Allen, Bagby, Benton, Buchanan, Fulton, 
King, Linn,McRoberts, Sevier, Sturgeon, Tappan, Williams, 
‘Woodbury, and Wright—14. 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, 
Choate, Conrad, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Henderson, 
Kerr, Mangum, Miller, Morehead, Phelps, Porter, Simmons, 
smith of Indiana, Sprague, ‘Fallmadge, White, and Wood- 
bridge--23, 

Mr. BAYARD moved an amendment authoriz- 
ing the settlement of accounts for extra pay to the 
officers of the exploring expedition. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. LINN moved an amendment, appropriating 
$2,000 for extra clerk-hire for the surveyor gen- 
eral of Missouri. 

Mr. EVANS said it was quite unnecessary, as 
there was, on the next page, an appropriation of 
$21,000 for extra clerk-hire to the surveyors gen- 
eral, and the surveyor general of Missouri would 
get his just proportion. 

Mr. LINN withdrew his amendment. 

The bill was then reported back to the Senate; 
and the question being on concurring in the amend- 
ments of the committee of the whole, 

Mr. WOODBURY asked that the amendment in 
relation to paying for the Compendium of the 
Census should be excepted. 

The other amendments were concurred in. 

The question being on the amendment of the 
committee of the whole, striking out the amount 
awarded by the House to Messrs, Blair & Rives, 
and increasing the amount to Mr. Allen, for print- 
ing the Compendium of the Census Returns, 

Mr. WOODBURY moved to insert the names 
of Blair & Rives, so as to place them on the same 
footing with Allen, in regard to the work done by 
them—ihey having printed the Compendium under 
the first contract. 

Mr. EVANS admitted that the House uuder- 
stood that both printers stood upon the same 
ground; but the Finance Committee of the Senate 
did notso understand it. They believed that there 
was a regular contract with Allen, but nove with 
Blair & Rives. He was willing to take the work 
off the hands of the latter ata fair valuation, but 
not as being bound to do so under contract. 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. WRIGHT called for the yeas and pays; 
which were ordered. He wished io make a few 
remarks on this subject of printing. Blair & 
Rives were the legal printers of Congress, under a 
contract solemnly made by the Senate—which con- 
tract was subsequently repudiated, and Mr. Allen 
was inducted in their place. 

Mr. EVANS interposed, to say this was not for 
the printing of the Census—it was for the printing 
of the Compendium. 

Mr. WRIGHT observed that the legal printers 
of Congress, Blair & Rives, were duly employed 
by contract to do the work, authorized by the Sec- 
retary uf State. The Secretary of State had au- 
thorized the contract. They were, therefore, enti- 
tled to the pay for the printing, and could recover 
it in any court of law. 

Mr. EVANS said taat was a question at issue. 

Mr. WRIGHT remarked that he knew all about 
it, and was well satisfied that the Secretary of Siate 
did authorize the contract. 

Mr. HENDERSON submitted a modification, 
providing that the price paid to Messrs. Blair & 
Rives, and to Mr. Allen, should not exceed the 
price of printing contracted for by this Congress. 

Mr. WOODBURY had no objection to this mod- 
ification. 

Mr. WALKER contended that, in any court of 
law or equity, if the United States permitted itself 
to be sued, Blair& Rives would recover damages 
for the whole of the printing. 

Mr. EVANS observed that this did not relate to 
the Census; it was the Compendium—quite a dif- 
ferent thing. 

Mr. WALKER said it was no more a different 
thing, than an index was a different thing from the 
main work to which it belongs. Mr. W. showed 
how the work was authorized by the department, 
and carried on, in good faith, by Blair & Rives; 
and that, on a full and impartial investigation by 
the committee of the House, it was decided that 
they should be placed on the same footing. 

Mr. WRIGHT called for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Weop- 
Bury’s amendment, and decided in the affirma- 
tive—yeas 24, nays 13, as follows: 


YRAS-—Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Bayard, Benton, Buchanan, 
Calhoun, Fatton, Henderson, King, Linn, McRoberts, Mangum, 
Rives, Sevier, Sturgeon, Tallmadge, Tappan, Walker, Wilcox, 
Williams, Woodbridge, Woodbury, Wright, and Young—24. 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Berrien, Conrad, Crittenden, Day- 
ion, Evans, Kerr, Miller, Morehead, Phelps, Porter, Smith of 
Indiana, and White—13. 

So the amendment on the amendment was adopt- 


ed; and the amendment as amended was concurred 


in. 

Mr. BAYARD renewed his amendment, relating 
to Babbitt’s anti-attrition metallic patent, appropria- 
ting $20,000 to pay the contract. 

It. was adopted. 

The amendments were then ordered to be en- 
grossed, and the bill to be read a third time. 

Mr. EVANS submitted a resolution to suspend 
the 17:h joint rule. 

Mr. BENTON objecting— 

The resolution was laid over one day. 

Mr. EVANS moved to suspend the previous 
orders, for the purpose of taking up the joint reso- 
Jution to cuntinue an additional clerk in the Sec- 
ond Auditor’s office. 

The request was complied with; and the joint 
resolution was taken up, considered, read three 
times, and passed. 

Mr. BERRIEN moved to proceed to the consid- 
eration of Hfoure bill 806; which was agreed to. 

House bill 806 was, accordingly, taken up as in 
commitiee of the whole, considered, reported, read 
a third time, and passed. The title of the bill was: 
KA bill for the survey of the Northern line of the 
reservation of the half-breeds of Sac and Fox 
tribes of Indians under the treaty of the 4th Au- 
gust, 1804.” 

Mr. HUNTINGTON moved to proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was concurred inj and, at half-past 
11 o’clock, p. m., the Senate went into executive 
session. 

After considerable time spent in secret session, 
the Senate resumed its legislative session; when 

The following bills from the House were taken 
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up, considered as in committee of the whole, re- 
ported to the Senate, and passed, viz: ‘ 

Resolution for continuing an additional clerk in 
the Second Auditor’s office. 

The bill for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Robert T. Spence. 

The bill for the relief of John Hodgkin. 

The bill for the relief of Samuel Weller. 

The bill providing for the settlement of elaims 
for supplies furnished the Florida militia. 

The act authorizing an examination and survey 
of the harbor of Memphis, Tennessee. 

The bill to authorize the election and appoint- 
ment of officers in the Territory of Wisconsin. 

Tte bill for the relief of Hannah Jenkins, widow 
of James Jenkins, deceased. 

The bill for the relief of John McGinnis, a sol- 
dier of the late war. 

The bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of John Peters, deceased. 

The bill for the relief of Elizabeth Dawkins. 

The bill for the relief of Daniel Penhallow. 

The bill to authorize the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to refund to David Watkinson & Co. a part of 
the duties imposed on a certain quantity of tin and 
iron imported into the port of New York. 

The bill for the relief of Hugh Biddle, of New 
York. 

The bill for the relief of Mary McGee and Su- 
san Pierce, heirs-at-law of George Neilson. 

The bill to revive the act for the relief of John 
Davlin. 

The bill for the relief of Samuel K. Jenkins. 

The bill for the relief of Robert Leyton’s chil- 
dren. 

The bill for the relief of Nancy Wilson. 

The bill for the relief of Ruth Mathiot. 

The bill for tbe relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Robert A. Kelly. 

The bill for the relief of George Waddle. 

The bill Girecting the survey of the northern line 
of the reservation for the half-breeds of the Sac 
and Fox tribe of Indians, by the treaty of August 
4, 1824. 

The joint resolution directing the payment of 
certificates of awards issued by the commissioners 
under the treaiy which the Chickasaw Indians. 


The joint resolution in relation to certain prop- 
erty purchaged for the United States in the city of 
Detroit. 


The joint resolution to authorize the Postmaster 
General to settle with J. & V. Voorhees, 

The fellewing House bills were taken up as in 
committee of the whole, considered, and indefinite- 
ly postponed: 

The bill to provide for the payment of the Iowa 
militia called into service in December, 1839. 

The bill for the relief of the representatives of 
Henry Hoffman, deceased. 

The bill for the relief of Jacob Miller. 

The bill for the relief of Rebecca Guest. 

The bil for the relief of Seth Sweetser. 

The bill for the relief of Samuel Edgecomb. 

The bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Lieutenant T. W. Smith. 

The bill for the relief of Robert T, Norris. 

The bill granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
Piumer. 

The bill for the relief of Asa Davis. z 

The bill granting a pension to John Carey, a 
man of color. 

Tne bill for the relief of Naney Byrd, the widow 
of Baylar Byrd, a revolutionary soldier. 

The bill for the relief of Abraham Van Horn. 

The bill for the relief of Sylvia Underwood, 
mother of Lieutenant Underwood, deceased. 

The bill for the relief of Samuel Huffman. 

The bill to confirm Elizabeth Borriss, her heirs 
or assigns, ina tract of land, 

The bill to prevent extra allowances to any offie 
cer of the Government; and 

The bill granting a pension to Josiah Westlake. 

The following House bills were then taken up 
as in committee of the whole, considered, and 


i finally laid on the table, viz: 


The bill for the relief of Jos. W. Newcomb; and 

The bill to provide for the erection of a marine 
hospital at Key West, in the Territory of Florida. 

The Senate then, at 2 o'clock a. m. adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, March 2, 1843. 


Mr. PAYNE presented a memorial of the Legis- 
lature of Alabama, praying a reduction and gradu- 
ation of the price of the public lands: referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. REYNOLDS presented the memorials and 
resolutions from the General Assembly of the State 
of Ilinois, and had them referred to the appropri- 
ate committees, to wit: 
= En Stating the propriety of settling the Oregon 
question with Great Britain, and urging the subject 
on the consideration of the Government of the Uni- 
ted States. It is also stated, in the resolution, that it 
was a grievous omission in the late treaty not to 
settle the Oregon boundary with the other bounda- 
ry questions; and that the question should not be 
delayed any longer. 

2. Proposing a reduction on the postage of let- 
ters, &c. 

This subject is urged on the consideration of 
Congress, with facts, and great force of argument. 
It is regarded in the memorial as a duty on Con- 
gress to reduce postage generally. 

3. Praying an appropriation of money to im- 
prove the navigation of the Western waters. 

Many facts are referred to, which will satisfy 
Congress that the improvement of those rivers is 
indispensable to the commerce of the Wesiern 
country. 

4. Praying the reduction of duties on certain in- 
dispensable articles of consumption. 

It is stated that it is unequal and unjust to com- 
pel one section of the Union to support other sec- 
tions of the same country by any act of Congress; 
that the article of salt is indispensable; that one 
family uses almost as much of this article as 
another; that the imposition of taxes ought to be in 
proportion to the amount of property each individ- 
wal may own. The present act of Congress makes 
no such discrimination; but imposes as much tax 
on a poor man for salt, as on a person worth mil- 
lions. The operation of this act (states the memo- 
rial) is so unjust and unequal, that it ought to be 
forthwith repealed. 

5. Praying an amendment in the pre-emption 
laws, so as todo justice to the aciual settler. 


GENERAL JACKSON'S FINE. 


After the journals had been read, Mr. WHITE 
of Louisiana obtained the floor, and said that he 
was induced to seek the attention of the Chair this 
morning, for a personal explanation. He said he 
had been attacked, and sorely insulted, in the face of 
the House—not, indeed, in his individuality; for, 
as to that, if every bone in it were fractured, he 
would not deem it a thing worthy of the Speaker's 
notice—but (he said) when he spoke of himself in 
this connexion, it was only as the impersonation of 
those he represented; and this, he hoped, was not 
too bold an allegory. The people of his Siate, he 
said, and his immediate constituents more espe- 
cially, had been vilified and misrepresented in de- 
bate here. 

It has been stated—and the authority of Gen- 
eral Jackson’s opinions has been invoked in sup- 
port of the idea—that a large portion of the people 
whom I represent were spies and traitors in the 
last war; that they were hostile to the cause in 
which the country was engaged; and were ready 
to join the enemy in opposition to their brethren in 
arms. 

Sir, (said Mr. W.,) those statements have gone 
abroad uncontradicted. Mo opportunity has oc- 
curred, under the rules and modes of proceeding, 
to contradict or examine them. Jnsome twenty or 
thirty hours more, this session is to close; and then 
these aspersions will pass into your Registers of 
Debate as the materials cf future history. 

Mr. W. said he really conceived it to be due to 
truth, to justice, to an abused portion of the people 
of the United States, and to the reputation of our 
common country, that some liltle chance should be 
given to the Representative of those thus wronged, 
to examine the grounds of the obloquies, in order 
te see how far they may be founded in fact or rea- 
sen, or to what extent they are fallacious, and sus- 
ceptible of refutation. i 

How (he inquired) was this to be aecomplished? 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


There was some difficulty in it, he confessed, in the 
present juncture. The way he would propose was 
this: The subject-matter on which those objection- 
able statements had been made—the remission of 
General Jackson’s fine—was before the House in 
a variety of shapes. Among them was bill No. 
12, from the Senate. He would move that, as soon 
as the House shall go into Committee of the Whole, 
an hour be devoted to the consideration of that bill, 
in order to afford him the opportunity of some ex- 
pression in the premises. : 

Several gentlemen expressing themselves to the 
effect that the standing committees had better first 
be called for reports, after which it might be done— 
Mr. W. said he had no objection to that. Any 
course was agreeable to him, which afforded a 
reasonable prospect of attaining the end. 


MERCHANDISE RECOVERED FROM SHIP- 
WRECK. 


On motion by Mr. FILLMORE, the Committee 
of Ways and Means was discharged from the 
bill to permit the entry of merchandise recovered 
from shipwreck, in certain cases, free from duty; 
and the same having been ordered to be engrossed, 
was read the third time and passed. 


FOREIGN COINS. 

Mr. FILLMORE, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported, without amendment, the bill 
from the Senate regulating the currency of for. 
eign gold and silver coins in the United States; 
and, the same being considered by the House, was 
read ike third time, and passed, 


PEA PATCH ISLAND. 

Mr. JOS. R. INGERSOLL, from the same 
committee, reported, with several amendments, 
the bill from the Senate to settle the title to the 
Pea Patch Island, in the Delaware. 

The amendments having been read, 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL asked that the bill be 
put on its passage, by general conseat. 

Mr: WELLER called for the reading of the 
bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Maryland objected to the 
third reading of the bill at this time, under the ap- 
prehension that it would lead to debate. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL then moved to refer it 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union; which motion was agreed to. 


WEIGHTS AND MEASURES OF THE UNI. 
TED STATES. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL submitted a joint reso- 
lution, requesting the President of the United 
States to present to the British Government a set 
of the standard weights and measures of the United 
States, to replace those destroyed in the Jate fire in 
London: adopted. 

BRITISH TREATY. 

Mr. POPE rose and explained that he was un- 
avoidably absent when the final vote was taken 
on the bill to carry into effect the late treaty with 
Great Britain, so that his name did not appear 
among the yeas and nays on that vote. He wish- 
ed to state that, had he been present, he would 
have voted for the bill. 


PRIVATE BILLS, 


Mr. GIDDINGS moved that the Committee of | 


Claims be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the Dill for the relief of Daniel Skinner, 
and the bill for the relief of Richard Patten; which 
motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COWEN then explained and advocated the 
bill for the relief of Richard Patten, and meved 


that it be taken up in the House, and put upon its ; 


passage; which, being agreed to by general consent, 
the bill was read the third time, and passed. 


FOREIGN COINS, 

Mr. JOHN P. KENNEDY, from the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, reported, with several amend- 
ments, the bill from the Senate to fix the value of 
certain foreign moneys in the accounts and com- 
putation of the custom-houses; and the amendments 
baving been read, 

Mr. ADAMS made an inquiry, which led to ex- 
planatory remarks from Mr. PICKENS and Mr. 
WINTHROP. The amendments of the commit- 
tee were then ccncurred in; and the bill was read a 
third time, aad passed. 


Mr. WINTHROP, from the Cemmittee on 
Commerce, made a report on a communication 
from the Treasury Department, on the subject of 
light-houses on the Eastern coast. 


COLORED SEAMEN. 


Mr. WINTHROP moved that the House take 
up the resolutions appended to the report some 
time since made by him in relation to the imprison- 
ment of colored seamen in Southern ports. He 
said it was too late, at this period of the session, to 
discuss the subject at any length; yet, while he 
hoped the House would take a vote on the resolu- 
tions, he would not move the previous question. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved to lay the sub- 
ject on the table. 


Mr. WELLER called for the reading of the res- 
olutions. 

The Clerk accordingly read the resolutions as 
follows: 

Resolved, That the seizure and imprisonment, in any port 
of this Union, of free colored seamen, citizens of any of the 
States, and against whom there is no charge butthat.of enter- 
ing said port in the prosecution of their rightful business, is a 
violation of the privileges of citizenship guarantied by the 
2d section of the 4th article of the Constitution of the United 
States. 

Resolved, That the seizure and imprisonment, in any port 
of this Union, of free colored seamen, on board of foreign ves. 
sels, against whom there is no charge but that of entering said 
portin the course of their lawful business, isa breach of the 
comity of nations, isincompatible with the rights of all nations 
in amity with the United States, and, in relation to nations with 
whom the United States have formed commercial conventions, 
is a violation of the 6th article of the Federal Constitution, 
which declares that treaties area part of the supreme law of 
the land, 

Resolved, That any State laws, by which certain classes of 
seamen are prohibited from entering certain ports of this Union, 
in the prosecution of their rightful business, are in contraven+ 
tion of the paramount and exclusive power of the General Gov- 
ernment to regulate commerce. 

Resolved, That the police power of the States can justify no 
enactments or regulations which are in direct, positive, and 
permanent conflict with express provisions or fundamental 
principles of the national compact. À 

Mr. WINTHROP called for the yeas and nays 
on the motion to lay the resolution on the table, 
and they were ordered; and being taken, resulted as 
follows—yeas 86, nays 59. 

So the motion prevailed. 

Mr. B. RANDALL, from the Committee on 
Commerce, made various adverse reports. 

Mr. HOWARD, from the Committee on the 
Public Lands, reported Senate bill entitled “An act 
for the relief of John R. Williams,” without amend- 
men‘; and he asked the House to put it on its 
passage. 

Aftera few words of explanation, the bill was 
read a third time, and passed. 


DISTRICT BANKS. 


Mr. POWELL, from the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, reported a joint resolution to 
continue the charter of certain banks in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; and the same having been read, 

Mr. PICKENS inquired whether this was an 
original bill of the House, or a bill from the 
Senate. 

The SPEAKER said that it was an original 
joint resolution reported from a committee, 

Mr. PICKENS observed that a joint resolution 
was in the nature of a bill, and could not, without 
a suspension of the 16th joint rule, be sent to the 
Senate. 

The SPEAKER said that the joint resolution was 
in fact a bill, and, if passed, could not be sent to 
the Senate without a suspension of the rule. 

Mr. POWELL called for the second reading 
of the resolution. 

Mr. WELLER observed that it could not be 
read the second time but by general consent, and 
he objected to it. 

The SPEAKER said that, when the second 
reading of a bill was objected to, the question 
then arose, ‘Shall it be rejected?” 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia raised the point of or- 
der, that a bill on the same subject had already 
been reported, and was now before the Commit- 
tee of the Whole. This bill was then out of or- 
der, under the rule prohibiting the introduction of 
two bills on the same subject. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD wished to correct the gen- 
tleman in point cf fact. This resolution was dif- 
ferent from the bill in Committee of the Whole, 
for the reason that it contained a provision allow- 
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ing Congress, at any time hereafter, to alter or re- 
peal it. ae : 
"Phe: SPEAKER overruled the point of order of 
Mri:-Syatu. PED: . ? 
Mr. SMITH of Virginia then moved to-lay the 
zesolution on the table. 

«(Mr CAVE JOHNSON caled for the yeas and 
nays; which being ordered, the question was taken, 
and the motion was rejected—yeas 72, nays 89. 
So the resolution was not laid on the table.. 7 

The question then recurred, “Shall this joint reso- 
lution be rejected?” and the yeas and nays bav- 
ing been ordered, the question was taken, under the 
_ Operation of the previous question, and decided in 

the negative—yeas 77, nays 92. 

YEAS—Messrs.. Arrington, Atherton, Beeson, Bidlack, Brew- 
ster, Aaron V. Brown, Charles Brown, Burke, William O. 

tler, Patrick C. Caldwell, John Campbell, Wiliam B. 
‘Campbell, Caty, Casey, Chapman, Clinton, Coles, Daniel, 
Richard D. Davis, Dawson, Doan, John ©. Edwards, Eg- 
bert, John G. Floyd, Charles A. Floyd, Fornance, Gerry, Gil- 
mer, William O. Goode, Gordon, Gwin, Harris, Hopkins, 
Houston, Hubard, Hunter, Charles J, Ingersoll, Cave John- 
son, John W. Jones, Keim, Andrew Kennedy, Linn, Littlefield, 
Lowell, Abraham McClellan, Robert McClellan, McKay, Mal- 
lory, Marchand, Alfred Marshall, Medill, Miller, Mitchell, New- 
hard, Parmenter, Payne, Pickens, Plumer, Reed, Reding, 
Reocher, Reynolds, Riggs, Sanford, Saunders, Sewell, Shaw, 
Shields, Slade, Snyder, Steenrod, Jacob Thompson, Trotti, 
Turney, Van Buren, Wallace, Watterson, Weller, Westbrook, 
and John Young—77. 

NAYS—Messts. Adams, Landaf W. Andrews, Baker, Bar- 
nard, Blair, Borden, Botts, Brockway, Bronson, Jeremiah 
Brown, Burnell, Calhoun, Thomas J, Campbell, Caruthers, 
Childs, Chittenden, John. ©. Clark, James Cooper, Cowen, 
Yranston, Cravens, Crawford, Cushing, Garrett Dats, De- 
erry, John Edwards, Everett, Fessenden, Fillmore, Thomas 
F: Foster, Gamble, Gentry, Giddings, Goggin, Patrick G. 
Gogde, Graham, Granger, Green, Halsted, Henry, Howard, 
Hudson, Joseph R. Ingersoll, James Irvin, James, Wm. Cost 
Johnson, 1. D. Jones, J. P. Kennedy, King, Lane, McKennan, 
Samson Mason, Mathiot, Mattocks, Maxwell, Maynard, Meri- 
wether, Moore, Morgan, Morris, Morrow, Osborne, Pendleton, 
Pope, Ramsey, Benj. Randall, Alexander Randall, Randolph, 
Ridgway, Rodney, William Russell, James M. Russell, Salton- 
stall, Shepperd, Stanly, Stokely, Stratton, Alexander H. H, 
Stuart, Jobn T. Stuart, Summers, Taliaferro, John B. Thomp- 
son, Richard W. Thompson, Tillinghast, Toland, Triplett, 
Trumbull, Underwood, Washington, Edward D. White, Joseph 
L. White, Thomas W, Williams, Christopher M. Williams, 
Joseph L. Williams, Winthrop, Wise, Yorke, and Augustus 
Young—92. - 


So the bill was not rejected. 


Mr, ATHERTON then offered the following 
amendment: 

And bett further resolved, That all the stockholders, and all 
who may become stockholders, in said banka, shall be liable in 
their individual and private capacity, as copartners, forthe debts 
and liabilities of the banks in which they are respectively stock. 
holders, accruing during the time when they are stockholders 
insaid banks, 

Mr. A. said this amendment involved important 
principles; and had it been generally adopted in the 
legislation of the people of this country with re- 
gard to banks, many evils, frauds, and disasters 
would have been prevented. Nothing was so cer- 
tain as that the only way to prevent the misman- 
agement of money, was to make those who were 
interested liable for the misdeeds of their agents. 
Whe principle of an individual liability had gen- 
erally been adopted in England, where associated 
‘wealth was generally allowed greater privileges than 
in this country; and he could notsee why it should 
not be generally adopted here, where the privileges 
of the people were so mnch more numerous and 
enlarged. 

With regard to the banks of the District of Co- 
lumbia, let it be admitted that it was expedient to 
recharter them: did it follow that sveh a step was 
necessary at this time? It would, he-thought, be 
Setting a bad example, to recharter these insita- 
tions, without inquiring into their past conduct and 
their present condition. No. report whatever had 
sbeen submitted showing their liabilities, their capi- 
tal’ stock, whether they- had always redeemed their 
bills, and how they had been generally managed. 
-How ‘was this bill brought before the present Con- 
gress? Not until the three last days of its session, 
when there could not be sufficient time allowed to 
debate its‘provisions. Why the necessity of re- 
chariering these banks at all the present session, 
When: their charters did not expire until July, 1844? 


Why not leave it to the next. Congress, who would 
have ‘sufficient time io examine into the mailer 
without baste, and thoroughly find out the condition 
of those banks?) He wished to know if the banks 
shrunk from investigation. If they did, it was but 
a poor argument why Congress, as the guardians 
of public rights, should recharter them, and give 
into their desires. 

Mr. WELLER opposed the resolution; and en- 
tered into a detailed statement of the pretences un- 
der which the various extensions of the charters of 
these banks-had been made since 1836—the most 
prominent. being thatthey wanted time to wind up 
their affairs. He also alieged against them a vio- 
lation or evasion of the conditions on which their 
charters were extended, and the purchase, by their 
officers, of their own depreciated paper and stock— 
thereby committing flagrant wrongs on widows 
and orphans, whose limited means were thus in- 
vested. And he asked if such conduct was to be 
justified by this House? and whether this resolution 
was thus to be passed through the House by a spe- 
cies of legerdemain, by which the rules of the 
House were evaded? Hé@ called the attention of 
the House to the fact, that the next Congress would 
be in session on the 4th December next. whereas 
the charters of these banks would not expire until 
the succeeding July. If, then, there was good rea- 
son to extend these charters, he thoughtit should be 
left to the next Congress to judge of that reason 
and that necessity; and that this Congress should 
not apticipate the legislation of i's suecessor—es- 
pecially if it were done from a fear that the next 
Congress would not extend the charters on the 
same terms as this Congress was willing to do. 

Mr. FILLMORE rose and inquired if the morn- 
ing hour had not expired? 

The SPEAKER replied that it had. 

Mr. FILLMORE then called ‘for the orders of 
the day. 

Mr. WELLER said he was desirous to offer a 
few remarks on the amendment which had been 
submitted. 

The SPEAKER replied that the orders of the 
day had been called for. 

Mr. WELLER then observed that he supposed 
he should have the floor to-morrow. 


The SPEAKER replied that he would, during 
the morning hour. 
TWO HUNDRED MILLION NATIONAL 
STOCK. : 
Mr. W. COST JOHNSON asked the gentleman 


.from New York to withdraw his demand for . the 


orders of the day, to allow him to make a report. 

Mr. FILLMORE said he would consent to the 
presentation of any reports which would not lead 
to any debate. . 

Mr. W. C. JOHNSON then rose to present a 
report from the select committee appointed to con- 
sider. the memorials on the subjeet of issuing 
200,000,000 of national stock; and he was pro- 
ceeding to make some explanatory statements, 
when 

Mr. PICKENS said he should object, if this sub- 
ject was to give rise to debate at this late period of 
the session. 

Mr. W. C. JOHNSON then submitted his re- 
port, and moved that it be printed. The report 


concluded with the following resolution: 


Resolved, That it is expedient to employ the credit of the 
Government of the United States for the relief of the States, to 
the extent prayed for by the memorialists. 

Resolved, That — committee be instructed to prepare 
and report a bill accordingly. 


Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL begged permission to 
offer a ec 4 in connexion with the motion of 
the gentleman irom Maryland, to direct the print- 
ing of 5,000 extra‘copjes of both the report of 
the gentleman from Maryland, and the report 
some time since made on the same subject by the 
Committee.of Ways and Means, 

Mr. W. C. JOHNSON hoped the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania would allow the question ‘first 


t)-be taken on the simple propositionto.print the 
usual number. "s ‘ 

Mr. ADAMS said he had a resolution which 
he wished to offer as a substitute for the resolution 
of the gentleman from Maryland. It was as fol- 
lows: ; 

Resolved, That the repudiation, by any State of this Union, 
of any debt to foreigners, coutracted by authority of the Legis- 
lature of the said State, is a violation of the Constitution of the 
United States, in the first paragraph of the tenth section of the 
first article, which provides that no State shall pass any lawim- 
pairing the obligation of contracts, | f y 

Resolved, That if any State of this Union shall, by or in con- 
sequence of such repudiation, involve herselfin war with any 
foreign power, the Congress of the United Stateshas no power 
to involve them, or any other of the States of this Union, or the 
people thereof, in such war. i i 

Resolved, Thatin the event of such war, the State involving 


herself therein, will. cease thereby to be a State of thie Union, 
and will have no right or claim to aidin her defence from the 
United States,or any of them. 


Mr. W. C. JOHNSON again appealed to gen- 
tlemen to allow the vote to be taken on the ques- 
tion of printing. , 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL pressed his motion to 
print extra numbers of the two reporis desig- 
nated. 

Mr. TURNEY objected. , 

The SPEAKER said, as objection was made, 
the motion would have to go over. ; 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL moved a suspension of 
the rules. 

Mr. A. V. BROWN called for the yeas and - 
nays, and they were ordered. d 

The SPEAKER explained to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts that the gentleman from 
Maryland did not ask for the consideration of 
his resolutions at this time, but merely the printing 
of the report. 

The previous question was moved on the ques- 
tion of printing, and it was sustained by the. 
House. : 

Mr. A. V. BROWN called for. the :yeas and 
nays on the motion to print the amendment. 

Some irregular conversation ensucd, and the 
reading of Mr. Apams’s amendment was .again 
called for, and read accordingly. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL wished to offer an 
amendment, but it was ruled out of order, 

Mr. ADAMS hoped the House would not be 
afraid to express its opinions. 

Mr. C. BROWN asked if it would bein order to 
move that all the schemes be rejected. 

The SPEAKER said, No; but a motion to lay 
on the table would bein order. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON moved to lay the 
whole subject on the table. 

This motion was followed-by considerable con. 
fusion in all parts of the hall; and various-gentle- 
men rose to questions of order, £ 

Mr. J. THOMPSON inquired what would be 
the efect of withdrawing the motion to lay on the 
table. ‘ 

The SPEAKER said it would bring the House 
to a vote on the motion to print the substitute of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams.] 

Mr. J. THOMPSON then withdrew his mo- 
tion. 

The question was taken on the moticn to print 
the substitute above mentioned, and decided in the 
negative—-yeas 72, nays 108, as follows: 


YEAS—Measrs. Adams, Allen, Landaf W: Andrews, 8. J. 
Andrews, Arnold, Aycrigg, Baker, Barnard, Blair, Boardman, 
Borden, Botts, Briges, Brockway, Bronson, Jere. Brown, Bur- 
nell, Calhoun, Childs, Chittenden, John O, Clark, Staley N. 
Clarke, James Cooper, Cranston, Cravens, Garrett Davis, 
Deberry, John Edwards, Everett, Fessenden, Fillmore, Gid- 
dings, Goggin, Granger, Henry, Howard, Hudson, Joseph R. 
Ingersoll, James, Wm. Cost Johnson, John P. Kennedy, Lane, 
Linn, McKennan, Mathiot, Mattocks, Maxwell, Morgan, Mor. 
ris, Morrow, Osborne, Pendleton,» Pope, Benjamin Randall, 
Alexander Randal!, Randolph, Rodney, Wiliam Russell, 
James M. Russell, Saltonstall, Slade, Stanly, Tillinghast, To- 
land, Trumbull, Van Rensselaer, Edward D: White, Thomas 
W. Williams, Christopher H; Williams, and Winthrop—72. 

NAYS—Messrs. Arrington, Atherton, Barton, Beeson,” Bid 
Jack, Birdseye, Bowne, Brewster, Aaron V.. Brown, Charles 
Brown, Burke, William Butler, Wm. O.Butler,. Patrick ©. 
Caldwell, John Campbell; William B. Campbell, Thomas J. 
Campbell, Caruthers, Casey, Clinton, Coles, Mark-.A;:Gooper, 
Cowen, Cross, Daniel, Richard D. Davis, Dawson, Dean, 
Doan, Doig, John C. Edwards, Egbert, John G. Floyd, Chas, 


seë 


A. Floyd, Fernance, Gerry, William O. Goode, Gordon, Gra- 
ham, Gwin, Harris, Hastings, Hays, Houck, Houaton, Hubard, 
Hunter, Charles J. Ingersoll, Cave Johnson, John. W. Jones 
Yana D. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Littlefield, Lowell, Abraham 
McClellan, Robert McClellan, McKay, McKeon, Mallory, 
Marchand, Alfred Marshal, John T, Mason, Meriwether, 
Miller, Mitchell, Moore, Newhard, Owsley. Parmenter, Payne, 
Pickens, Plumer, Powell, Read, Reding, Rencher, Reynolds, 
Rigga, Roosevelt, Sanford, Saunders, Sewell, Shaw, William 
Smith, Snyder, Sprigg, Steenrod, Stokely, Alex. H.-H. Stuart, 
Sumter, Taliaferro, John J. Thompson,Triplett, Trotti Un- 
derwood, Van Buren, Wallace, Ward, Washington, Watter- 
son, Weller and Westhrook—-108. 


Mr. BRIGGS. then moved to lay. the whole sub- 
ject on the table; which motion was agreed to. 


JONATHAN ROBERTS. 


“Mr. TOLAND, from. the Select. Committee on 
the case of Jonathan Roberts, late collector of the 
port of Philadelphia, made a report, accompanied 
by a resolution that the committee be discharged 
from the further consideration of the subject. 

The report was laid upon the table, and ordered 
to be printed, and the resolution agreed to. 

Mr. GILMER rose and asked leave to withdraw 
a motion to reconsider the vote by which the 
House had passed a bill granting a section of land 
to the town of Fair Play, in the Territory of Wis- 
consin. The effect of the withdrawal of the mo- 

tion: is to send the bill to the Senate. 

Mr. SLADE asked leave to present certain reso- 
lutions of the Legislature of Vermont. 

“Objections being made, 

Mr. SLADE moved the suspension of the rules; 
but the motion was rejected. 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania, from the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, to which had been refera 
red the bill from the Senate for the relief of Joseph 
Bryan, reported the same without amendment. 


SECOND REGIMENT OF DRAGOONS. 


Mr. WM. O. BUTLER, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, to which had been referred the 
bill from the Senate to repeal certain parts of the 
act “for the organization of the army and for other 
purposes,” approved 23d August, 1842, reported 
the same without amendment. 

Mr. WM. 0. BUTLER then moved that the 
bill be put upon its passage, and moved the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. ADAMS hoped the bill would not pass. T 
swept away all the reform that was made in this 
branch of the service at the last session. 


The SPEAKER remindéd the gentleman from 
Massachusetts that, the previous question having 
peen called for, debate was not in order. 

Mr. BRIGGS suggested that, as the bill contem- 
plated new appropriations, it must be considered in 
Committee of the Whole. 


The SPEAKER said that it would be necessary 
to refer it to the Committee of the Whole. 

~ Mr. WM. O. BUTLER accordingly moved that 
the bill. be referred to the Committee of the Whole 
un the State of the Union. 

Mr. ADAMS moved to lay it on the table; and, 
on this question, he called for the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered; and, 

On taking the question, it was decided in the 
negative-—yeas 63, nays 114. 

The question was then put on referring the bill 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and decided in the affirmative, without a 
division. 

Mr. MOORE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, asked leave to report the bill from the Sen- 
ate to authorize the States of Missouri, Louisiana, 
and Arkansas, to institute proceedings to try the 
validity of their claims. 

Objections being made by several— 

' Mr. MOORE moved the suspension of the rules; 
but the motion was negatived. 


CODE FOR THE NAVY. 


Mr. WISE, from the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, reported a joint resolution, providing that the 
code of rules and regulations for the government of 
the navy of the United States, prepared by the Sec- 
retary of the Navy and the Auorney General, un- 
der the resolution of the last session, be submitted 
to Congress ai its nex! session; and that, until then, 
said code shall be put ix operation, and printed, 
for the use of the navy. 

Objected to by several, and not received. 


LIVE OAK. 2° oe 
Mr. GRAHAM moved that the House resolve 

itself into Committee of the Whole, for the pur- 

pose of taking up the Dill. to protect the live-oak 


. timber of the United States in Florida; but the mo- 


tion was not agreed to. © > ` a . 
Mr. CARUTHERS, on leave, introduced a joint 


| resolution to correct a’ mistake in the bill for the 


relief of Thomas King, directing the Secretary of 
War, and not the Commissioner of Pensions, to 
place his name on the pension roll. - : 


NAVY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House proceeded to the consideration of the 
navy appropriation bill, which had come back from 
the Senate with the action of that body on the 
amendments there o. 

The Senate had concurred in all the amendments 
save the one in relation to the Brooklyn dry-dock; 
and the question came up in the House on receding 
from itsamendment in that respect. 

Mr. WISE hoped the House would recede, so 
that the House and the Senate might concur, and 
the bill be passed. . 

Mr. FILLMORE hoped that the House would 
not recede; and he went on to give his reasons for 
desiring the House to pursue that course. He con- 
cluded by moving the previous question; which was 
sustained by the House. 

Mr. R. McCLELLAN called for the yeas and 
nays on the question of receding; and, being order- 
ed, they resulted thus: Yeas 78, nays 98. 

Mr. WISE then moved the appointment of a 
committee of conference; which was agreed te. 

The House then took up several bills, which had 
come from the Senate with various amendments— 
the whole of which were concurred in. 


REDUCTION OF POSTAGES. 


The bill from the Senate entitled “An act to re- 
duce the rates of postages,” was read twice. 

Mr. BRIGGS offered the following amendment: 

Strike out the first section of the bill, and insert, 
in lieu thereof, the following: 


On all letters weighing not more than one-quarter of an 
ounce, avoitdupois, for any distance not exceeding fifty miles, 
five cents, 

On all letters for any distance over fifty miles, ten cents. 

On ail letters weighing more than one-quarter, and not over 
one-half ounce, double the above rates; and the same rates of 
postage for every additional quarter of an ounce weight on all 
letters weighing more than half an ounce. 

Onall drop-letters, five cents. 

Bac. 3. And be it further enacted, That, from and after 
the first day of January next, all existing laws granting the 
privilege of franking, or receiving free of postage, any letters, 
packets, or papers of any kind, to members of Congress, the 
Secretary of the Senate, the Clerk of the House of Representa- 
tives of the United States, and to any and all other persons, ex- 
cepting the President, ¢x-Presidents, and widows of persons 
who have been Presidents of the United States, and excepting, 
algo, the Postmaster General, the Assistant Posumasters Gener- 
al, and the Auditor of the Treasury for the Post Office Depart- 
ment, be, and the same are hereby, repealed: Provided, how- 
ever, That the privilege of franking and receiving letters, pa- 
pers, and packets, free of postage, 
General, the Assistant Postmasters General, and to the Auditor 
of the Treagury for the Post Office Department, shall extend 
to such mattersonly as relate to the business of their offices. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That, from and after 
the first day of January next, the postage on all letters, papers, 
and packets, that may be lawfully sent by mail, received by or 
directed to the members of either House of Congress, during the 
sessions thereof, and the postage onall letters, papers, and 
packets, that may be lawfully sent by mail, received by the 
Secretary of the Senate or the Clerk of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States, relating to the business of the 
office of thesaid Secretary or Clerk, shall be paid outof the 
contingent iunds of the respective Houses, 


Mr. B. addressed the House at length in support 
of bis amendment., . 


Mr, HOPKINS replied to Mr. Bricas, expressing 
his objections to the amendments of the latter. 

Mr. WISE moved the previous question; and it 
was sustained by the House. 

Mr. HOPKINS moved to lay the bill and the 
amendments on the table. 

On this motion tellers were called for and ap- 
pointed; and they reported 76 in the affirmative. 

Mr. BRIGGS called for the yeas and nays; and, 
as they were ordered, the count by tellers was sus- 
pended. The yeas and nays wére then taken as 
follows: yeas 62, nays 

Mr. FILLMORE calféd for the reading of the 
amendments; and they were read accordingly. 

The questien was then taken on the first division 
of the amendment of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. Briaas,] by which letters are to be 
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ranted to the Postmaster: 


eee 


charged—for 50 miles or under, 5 cents; over 50 
miles, 10 cents, &c. . l . 

The amendment was agreed to—yeas 88, nays 
54. ; 

The question recurred on the second division of 
the amendment—i. e. that which prohibits and lim- 
its the franking privilege, except incertain cases. 

This portion of the amendment was rejected— 
yeas 73, nays 83. 

The question recurred on the third. division of 
the amendment, avhich provides for the payment 
of the postage of members of Congress on letters 
addressed to them on public business, out of the 
contingent fund of the House; and, on taking the 
question, the amendment was rejected without a 
division. ‘ 

The question coming up on the passage of the 
bili— 

Mr. RHETT moved to lay it on the table; which 
motion was rejecied—yeas 57, nays 80. 

The bill was then passed, under the operation of 
the previous question. : 

Mr. WISE then rose-and,stated that the Senate 
had taken a recess until 6 o’clock, and he wished 
to move that the House take a recess also. [It 
was now half-past 4 o’clock,} i 

Mr. FILLMORE suggested that the House 
should dispose of some Executive messages, which 
were on the table of the Speaker. eee? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD hoped the House would go 
on with the business in order; for they would not 
be able to do any business after a recess. He ob- 
jected to everything but the regular order of busi- 
ness. 


Mr. WELLER was vunderstocd fo move that 
some particular bill be taken up; but it was not 
agreed to, nor was the title of the bill heard... Great 
confusion ensued, the prevailing object being to 
avoid a recess. Ultimately, the House took up 
some bills which had come with amendments made 
therein by the Senate, with which the House con- 
curred. They were as follows: 


An act for the better protection of the lives of 
passengers by vessels propelled in whole or in part 
by steam. 

An act reorganizing the General Land Office. 

Mr. FILLMORE said he had received a letter 
from the chairman of the Committee on Finance of 
the Senate, informing him that the Senate had 
taken a recess until six o’clock; and that, as several 
very important appropriation bills were still to be 
acted upon, it would be necessary to hold a night 
session. Under these circumstances, he intimated 
his wish that fhe House ‘should take a recess. 
[Loud cries of “No—no recess.”] f 

Mr. UNDERWOOD desired a joint resolution 
to be first acted upon, which had come from the 
Senate, for the suspension of the 16ih joint rule of 
the two Houses, to permit certain specified bills to 
be transmitted from the Senate to the House. On 
this subject he moved the previous question. 

Mr. READ moved to lay the resolution on the 
table, and on this he called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered, and resulted as follows: 
yeas 78, nays 81.. 

Mr. BOWNE moved that the House adjourn, 
(5 o'clock.) f ; 

Mr. FILLMORE hoped that the House would 
not adjourn, inasmuch as, by the joint rules of. the 
two Houses, this was the last day on. which bills 
could be sent to the President. 

The yeas and nays were ordered on the motion - 
to adjourn. The result was—yeas 64, nays 92. 

So the House refused to adjoura. 

Mr. WELLER moved that there be a call of 
the House. - i 

The yeas and nays were taken on this motion, 
aod resulted—yeas 62, nays 85. ` 

So the House refused to order a call. 

Mr. ANDREWS of Kentucky meved that the 
House adjourn. 

Mr. J. C. CLARK objected, that the motion was 
not in order tiil there had been some business ac» 
tion of the House. 

The SPEAKER cverruled the point of order, 
saying that there had been a motion for a call of 
the House, and the question was taken on it, 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON called for the yeas and 


nays on theadjournment; which were ordered, and 
resulted in yeas 75, nays:79. 
-Bo the Hoiise refused to adjourn. 

‘The question recurring on the resolution, 

Mr. TURNEY moved to lay it on the table. 

Mr. FILLMORE submitted that the motion was 
notin order, as there bad already been a similar 

_ motion made and rejected, while no business had 
been done since. rare 

Mr. C: W. WILLIAMS appealed to the friends 
of the resolution to withdraw from it the obnoxious 

“measures, as it was evident they stopped all the 
business of the House. 
` Mr. CAVE JOHNSON said that if it was the 
intention cf gentlemen to pass through, at this late 
hour, this Massachusetts claim which had been de- 
feated for twenty-five years, without a word of de- 
bate or explanation—— i l 

{Loud cries of “Order, order,” drowning tlie rest 
of the sentence. } : 

The SPEAKER here decided upon Mr. Fitt- 
more’s point of order, overruling it on the ground 
that the right to make this motion at any time was 
essential to the business of the House. ° > 

Mr. FILLMORE appealed. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved to lay the appeal 
on the table. 

Mr. MASON of Ohio moved that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr..C. H. WILLIAMS asked if it would be in 
order to move to lay the resolution on the table. 
[Loud cries of ‘There is a question of order.”] 

Mr. SAMSON MASON asked if it would be in 
order to move to go into Committee of the Whole. 


The SPEAKER was understood to say that it | 


would. 

Mr. S, MASON said he wished to move that the 
House go into Committee of the Whole on the bill 
conterning the regiment of dragoons. 

Mr. FILLMORE reqnesteil the gentleman who 

“moved the previcus question on the joint resolu- 
tion from the Senate, to withdraw his motion, so 
that any bill mentioned in the list appended there- 
to, if objectionable, might be excepted and stricken 
out; and that the rest might then be acted upon. 
[Cries of “Strike ont the bank bill, and the other 
can pass; or they will all be lost together.” 

The SPEAKER suggested that there were three 
propositions in the resolution; on each of which a 
distinet vote might be called for. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON suggested that a dis- 
tinet' vote be taken on each bill mentioned in the 
list from the Senate. 

[Loud eries of “It cannot be done.) 

Mr. FILLMORE, (despendiagly.) Well, there 
is no. other way, then, IT take sn appeal from the 
decision of the Chair. 

[Loud cries cf “Fhe yeas and nays,” and laugh- 


fer.J - 

Mr. CAVEJOHNEON moved to lay the appeal 
on the table. 

[Cries of “Fhe yeas and nays,” and great con- 
fasion.) 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON said, if they were to be 
compelled to act upon bills of so much importance, 
both to the House and to the country, without any 


opportunity for a single word of debate, and with- ` 


out ab opportunity to inquire into the goodness or 
baduéss of ‘these banks, cr the justice or injustice 
of. extending their charters- 

Mr. UNDERWOOD rose to a question of or- 
Pa Receive the bilis, (ne said,) and then discuss 
them. 

Mr. CAVEJOHNSON. Why, you will not al- 
low. discussion. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. You do not know. [Great 

confusion-—the &rrager beating with his mallet on 
i desk, and loudly calling the gentiemen to 
order. 
The SPEAKER said the only question. before 
the House was, “Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the House?” and not the 
bank bills. It was simply a-question of ‘Is the 
Chair rightor wrong?” 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON asked to be excused 
from voting on that question. [Loud cries of “Yeas 
and nays. on ‘that, and laughter.] 

Mr. C: H- WILLIAMS said he had moved, 
some time ago, that the House resolve itself into 
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Committee of the Whole. [Cries of—“The “yeas 


and nays on that.”] > ` 

Mr. BOTTS rose and moved an adjournment. 

Mr.-L. W. ANDREWS demanded the yeas and 
nays; but 24 gentlemen rose in favor of the mo- 
tion, Tellers were demanded on taking the yeas 
and nays, and they were ordered; and Messrs. 
CatHoun and WELLER were appointed. The yeas 
and nays were ordered and taken. 


Mr. BOTTS rose before the decision was an- 
nounced, and said that he had learned that, if the 


Howe adjourned, it was likely that the civil and . 


diplomatic bill would be lost: he should therefore 
change his vote, No. [A voice was heard to say— 
“Why, then, you vote against your own motion,” 
and laughter.] 

The SPEAKER then announced the vote to be 
83 in the affirmative, and 86 in the negative. The 
motion was, therefore, not carried. 

Mr. C. H. WILLIAMS moved that the House 
go into committee. 

Mr. FILLMORE rose and, expressed the hope 
that the matter in hand would be dropped, rather 
than risk the defeat of the three appropriation bills 
which were pending before the two Houses. He 
had just returned from the Senate, where he was 
informed by the chairman of the Finance Com- 
mittee that the civil and diplomatic appropriation 
bill had not been disposed of in that body, and the 
enrollivg of which bill would require ten to twelve 
hours. He, therefore, urged that it was indispen- 
sably necessary to pass that bill to-night. 

Mr. ADAMS made an inquiry as to the effect 
ofadjourning, and Mr. FILLMORE replied; but 
none of the conversation was heard above the sur- 
rounding noise. 

Mr. GILMER rose to make an inquiry. He 
wished to know whether it required a suspension 
of the [6th joint rule in order to act upon the 
biis which had been sent to the Senate, but 
amended in that body. 

The SPEAKER said, No. 

Mr. GILMER. Then the objection of the gen- 
dleman from New York [Mr. Fittmorx] falls to 
the ground. 

The SPEAKER then observed to the gentleman 
from New York that he was informed by the Clerk 
that the appropriation bills. were already enrolled, 
and it would be only necessary to add to them such 
amendments as should beadopted by the Senate. 

Mr. FILLMORE said he had his information 
from the chairman of the Finance Committee. He 
would inquire whether the Speaker did not mean 
to say engrossed. 

The SPEAKER said he was informed, upon 
specific inquiry, that the bills were enrolled. 

The Senate announced their disagreement to the 
amendment of the House to the bill for the reduc- 
tion of postages. : 

Mr. J.Q. FLOYD moved that the House ad- 
journ. 

Mr. C. H. WILLIAMS asked for the yeas and 
nays; which were taken, and resulted—yeas 89, 
nays 76. 

So the House, at seven minutes before 7, ad- 
journed. 

IN SENATE, 
Faipay, March 3, 1843. 

The reading of the journal was dispensed with. 

Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Finance, 
to which was referred the House bill to authorize 
the settlement of the accounts between the United 
States and Richard M. Carter, reported the same 
back, with a recommendation that it be indefinitely 
postponed; and, 

On motion by Mr. EVANS, the previous orders 
were postponed, and the above bill was taken up 
as in committee of the whole, and indefinite by 
postponed. : 

Mr. EVANS, from the same committee, reported 
back, with amendments, the bill from the House 
concerning money received by certain publie 
officers before they can be disbursed, and for other 
purposes. Mr. E. said, though the committee had 
recommended amendments, they could not recom- 
mend the passage of the bill, On his motion, the 
bill was then taken up as in committee of the whole, 
and indefinitely postponed. 
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Mr. BATES, from the Committee on Pensions, 
made adverse reports‘on_ the petitions of Samuel 
C. Mabson and Jacob Rose. The reports were 
coneurred in by the Senate. ` ee 

The House bill making appropriation to test the i 
plan for electro-magnetic telegraphs, was read the 
third time, and passed. pii 33 

Mr. STURGEON presented a petition from 
James P. Alien, and other citizens of the United 
States, and a petition from a number of citizens of 
Pennsylvania, praying the issue of Government 
stock, based on the public domain; which. were 
ordered to be printed. ; 

On motion by Mr. WILLIAMS, the adverse Te- 
ports of. the Committee on Naval Affairs on the pe 
titions of Benjamin Franklin and Charles L. Wil- 
liamson, were taken up and concurred in.. 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, submitted a communication from William 
W. Hunter, of the United States navy, in relation 
to war steamers; which, on his motion, was order 
ed to be printed. ; . 

On motion by Mr. SEVIER, the vote on the 
adoption of the resolution below was reconsidered, 
viz.: ; i : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed ta ascer-. 
tain, and report at the next session of Congress, the value and 
extent of the claims of the Western Cherokees upon the United 
States, growing out of their treaty stipulations. 

Mr. S. then moved to amend the resolution, by. 
adding the following, viz: 

That is to say, that portion of the Cherokees known and de- 
signated as the old sestlers west of the Arkansas; which claims 
are set forth in ee memorial of the 16th April, 1842, signed 
John Rodgers, and others. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the resolu- 
tion, as amended, was then adopted. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. Evans cn yese. 
terday, proposing to suspend the 16h joint rule, 
to permit certain bills to be sent to the other House, 
was taken up; and, after being amended, on his 
motion, to suspend the 17th joint rule so far as to 
allow all bills and resolutions which were passed 
yesterday, and those which might pass to-day, to 
be presented to the President for approval, it was 
adopted. 

Onmotion by Mr. WHITE, the previous orders 
were postponed, and the Senate proceeded to con- 
sider, as in committee of the whole, the bill for the 
relief of George E. Johnson. After a few. remarks 
by Messrs. WHITE, EVANS, and MOREHEAD, 
the bill was amended, on the motionof Mr. 
EVANS. There being no further amendment, it 
was reported to the Senate, read the third time, and 
finally passed, as amended. : 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE, from the Committee on 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill from the 
House to repeal an act entitled “An act to extend 
the collection district of Wiscasset,” reported the 
same back without amendment, and with a recom- 
mendation that it be indefinitely postponed. 

This bill was then taken up, as in committee 
of the whole, on the question of indefinite post- 
ponement; and, after a few remarks by M@ssrs. 
WILLIAMS, KING, EVANS, WOODBRIDGE, 
and HUNTINGTON, the vote was taken, and de- 
cided in the negatives There being no proposition 
ta amend the bill, it was reported. to the Senate, 
and finally passed. ee 

House bill entitled “An act to authorize the ine 
vestigation of alleged frauds under the pre-emption 
laws, and for other purposes,” was taken up, 
read the third time, and passed. 

A message was received from the House, asking 
the Senate to suspend the 16th and 17th joint rules, 
for the purpose of receiving, and permitting to be 
sent to the President, the following bills, which had 
been amended by the House, viz: . 

The bill granting a pension to David Welch; 
anå ; 

The bill for the relief of Thomas King. -- 

On motion by Mr. EVANS, the above message 
was taken up for consideration; arid, on his mo- 
tion, the proposition of the House to suspend the 
joint rules was amended, by inserting the bill for 
the relief of Robert B. Lewis. The proposition, in 
this form, was concurred in by the Senate. 

PENSIONS TO WIDOWS, : 

Mr. BATES said, as most of the business on the 

calendar had been disposed of, he would'ask the 


386 


attention of the Senate:to.bill No. 655, making ap- : 
propfiitions for the widows of the officers-and | 
soldiers of the Revolution. . He had made several - 
attempts to bring this subject.before the Senate, but { 


without effect; and he now made the motion to 
postpone all the previous orders, with a view to take 
up. that bill. 


"Mr. KING said the would be glad if the Senator | 


would: alow. him.to. dispose of a bill for the relief 


of-apoor soldier of: the Revolution, which he was | 


convinced would -take up no time, and. then the 
pension bill: could be called up immediately after- 


wards. i 
Mr. BUCHANAN, (sotto voce.) Don’t give way; 
he means to vote against our bill, i - 

:Mr. BATES said he could not consent that 
5,000 widows of the officers and soldiers of the 
Revolution should give place for anything or any- 


bédy. : 

“Mr. BUCHANAN thought it unreasonable as 
well as ungallant in his friend from Alabama to 
desire to make 5,000 widows give way for one 
poor old soldier. Such was his understanding of 
the gallantry of by-gone days, that 5,000 soldiers 
‘would gladly give way for one of the’ gentler sex, 
and.:particularly those standing in the light which 
these estimable ladies did, as relicts‘of the heroes of 
the" Revolution. or 
„Mr. KING said the bill he desired to. have acted 
on, wasfor one who had done the State some -ser- 
vice; while the widows, who seemed to claim so 
Tage a share of the gentleman’s sympathy, never 
did any service, nor did their husbands. These old 
women had married over and over again, and now 
came to claim pensions from the Government. 
These were beautiful times, indeed, to make gra- 
tuities of half a million of dollars to old women 
who never rendered any service whatever to the 
country. i 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Order. . 

"Mr. KING, (smiling.) How does the Senator 
make out his point of order? 

‘Mr. BUCHANAN, (playfully.) The point of 
order I make is, that the Senator from Alabama 
should speak of these ladies as old. It was not 
pleasant to him to hear them .thus spoken of; and 
he was quite sure it must be less so to them. To 
be serious, however, on this matter, he bad been 
instructed unanimously by his State to support the 
measure; and, rigid as he was known to be where 
all-matters of appropriation were concerned, he 
should vote for this bill with as much pleasure as 
he’ever did for anything in his life. He did not 
mean to go into the discussion of the pension sys- 
tem; all he desired was to have some definite ze- 
tion on the bill. These ladies had before received 
the bounty of the Government; and why take it 
from them now, when they were some seven or 
eight years older than they were, and most of them 
on the extreme verge of life? To refuse them this 
litle pittance, be held would be unkind, unjust, 
and ungrateful to the memory of their departed 
husb@nds. What was the difficulty on this matter? 
It had been said that the times were unpropitious; 
‘that the amount is large, &c.; yet, they could sit 
and discuss, at midnight, joint resolutions to give 
thousands upon thousands to persons who were 
better paid than any other officers under Govern- 


ment, while this body sought to refuse a small pit- ° 


tance to those meritorious old ladies—the relicis of 
departed heroes of the Revolution. 

Mr. WALKER thought the bill might as well 
be taken up; for when the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania appeared at the head of his five thousand 
widows, he was a very formidable opponent, and 
Dot easily beaten. 

The question was then taken on the motion of 
‘Mr. Bares, to postpone all the previous orders, with 
a view te take up the bill; and decided in the af- 
firmative—yeas 23, nays 10, 

So the bill was taken up. 

‘Mr. BATES, chairman of the Committee on 
Pensions, rose and explained the bill at some 
length, going into detail, and pointing out the ob- 
jeets of the committee in the amendments they 
had proposed. The bill, as it came from the 
House, would- make the nnmber as computed from 
eight to nine thousand, and the amount required 
ould have been somewhere about eight or nine 


“punfired thousand dollars. 
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the commiitee, if adopted, would-make the pension 
to extend to all married prior to 1794, to com- 
mence from the 4th of March, 1843. This.would 
place some five or six thousand on the list, and, 
for the first year, would require between three and 
four hundyed thousand dollars. Very few of these 
widows were under the age of. seventy; and all 
knew how rapidly the sands of life run at this age, 
Most of these ladies had been engaged during the 
war of the Revolution, but their marriages. had not 


| been consummated until after the perils of ‘the Rev- 
į olution had ceased. | 


Mr. McDUFFIE. The Senator seems to speak 
knowingly of these matrimonial engagements. He 
(Mr. McD.) did not very well know what. per- 
sonal knowledge the chairman. could have of the 
matter; but it seemed to him that engagements that 
lasted eleven years were rather too long. 

Mr. McD. moved to amend the Dill by stri- 
king out “ninety-four,” and inserting “eighty- 
three;” so that no pension under this act should be 
paid to any widow who was married to the revolu- 
tionary soldier or officer after the year 1783. 

Mr. BUCHANAN suggested that the amend- 
ment, if it prevailed, would operate a defeat of the 
bill. He thought it better, therefore, to take a di- 
rect vote upon its passage. 

Mr. McDUFFIE rose to ask upon what princi- 
ple of policy or justice a claim could be set up by 
a widow, whose marriage had taken place subse- 


quently to the termination of the war, to a pension, | 


founded upon the services of her husband during 
the war.. The husband, during his life, had re- 
ceived a pension, enuring to her benefit, as well as 
his own; and he demanded by what right a pension 
could be claimed on the part of the widow, unless 
it were shown that she had participated in the 
struggle, and been subjected to the privations inci- 
dent to the time. 


Mr. BATES said pensions, in these cases, were . 


claimed upon two grounds. First, upon the same 
ground upon which a widow would be entitled to 
demand and recover the debt of her deceased hus- 
band. The revolutionary soldjers had never been 
paid for their services; and it was just, therefore, 
that their widows should receive pensions. Another 
ground was, the gratitude due to the revolationary 
soldiers, who rendered to their country the most im- 
portant services. Upon considerations both of jus- 
tice and gratitude, this Government ought to con- 
tribute to render ihe remainder of their lives com- 
fortable. 

The amendment of Mr. McDurriz was nega- 
tived—yeas 15, nays 24, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Benton, Berrien, Calhoun, Olay- 
ton, Dayton, Graham, King, McDuffie, McRoberts, Mangum, 
Walker, Woodbury, Wright, and Young—15. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Barrow, Bates, Buchanan, 
Choate, Crafis, Crittenden, Evans, Fulton, Huntington, Kerr, 
Linn, Phelps, Porter, Simmons, Smith of Connecticut, Smith of 
Indiana, Sprague, Sturgeon, Tallmadge, White, Wilcox, and 
Woodbridge—24. 

Mr. SMITH of Connecticut sustained the bill, 
not on the ground of a gratuity, but because the fe- 
males of that day were all more or less compelled 
to make sacrifices, and had besides rendered ma- 
terial service. 

Mr. McROBERTS asked what they were about 
todo? Here was an attempt to expend some six 
or eight hundred thousand dollars for a gratuity 
to widows of the Revolution. Where was the 
money to come from? How were they to get it? 
Was not the treasury bankrupt, and were they not 
now borrowing money for the ordinary expenses of 
the Government? He would move to strike out 
“five,” and insert “one” year; and then let the next 
Congress doas it pleased. 

The question was taken on this amendment, and 
decided in the negative—ayes 16, noes 23. 

Mr, MERRICK inquired if any appropriation 
had been made for. carrying into effect the bill? 

Mr. BATES said there was no appropriation, of 
course, until the bill passed; and, if it should pass, 
he would move to insert $380,000. 

Mr. YOUNG thought the present a most unpro- 
pitioas period for the passage of such a bill. Here 
they were, at the close of a Congress, seeking to 
anticipate business which appeared to him to be- 


long of right to the succeeding one. It was not j 


~The amendment of 


` proper that an expiring Congress—~indeed, he might 


almost say, a dead Copgress-—should attempt, to 
fix a system; when it was known that great changes 
had been made under the census,of 1840, and 
changes, also, in their own body. He-would, there- 
fore, move to lay the whole subject-en the table; 
and on that question he asked the yeas and nays. 
The question having been taken, there appeared 
yeas 17, nays 22. : É 
YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Benton, Berrien, Calhoun; Clayton, 
Cuthbert, Dayton, Graham, King, McDuffie, McRoberts, ler, 
Tappan, Walker, Williams, Wright, and Young—17. t 
AYS—Messrs. Allen, Barrow, Bates, Buchanan; Choate, 
Crafts, Evans, Huntington, Kerr, Linn, Merrick, Phelps, Porter; 
Simmons, Smith of Connecticut,- Smith of-Indiana, Sprague, 
Sturgeon, Tallmadge, White, Wilcox, and Woodbridge—22, 
Mr. GRAHAM desired to call the attention of 
the Senate to this subject, conceiving, as he did, 
that it involved principles. of importance. We 
had commenced with the soldiers, and that was 
right; we had extended it to their widows, and of 
that he did not so much complain. And now, here 
Was: a proposition to give five years’ pensions. to 
all those who married prior to 1794. : 
Mr. BATES. ` No, sir; no such thing in the bill. 
Mr. GRAHAM was glad to hear that much. In 
this case, no expectations had- been excited. You 
have already allowed them five years’ pensions, and 
now you are about to grant an. additional gratuity 
of five years more, when it. was neither - required 
by justice nor policy; but, above all; now-——when 
they were borrowing—to vote $380,000 for gratuities, 
seemed to him most strange. 


Mr. ALLEN said, as the House had sent the bill 
to them, it would have required millions of dollarg 
to have met all the cases embraced in #. The sġb- 
ject had been carefully considered by the intelli- 
gent and industrious chairman of the Committee 
on Pensions, who, after mature ¢eliberation, had 
proposed the amendment which they had beard. 
Mr. A. gave, as an additional reason for his sùp- . 
portof the amendment of the Senate, that the 
hopes of those ladies bad been excited; and as they 
had been made the recipients of the bounty of the 
Government, they would feel more keenly the de- 
privation than those who had never enjoyed it. He 
should vote for the bill, therefore, not with any 
desire to extend the pension system, but to relieve 
those who had been taught to look for it, and 
which to refuse now would be considered a griev- 
ous disappointment; at a time when, above all 
others, they would be least able to bear it. In his 
opinion, it would be the height of human cruelty 
to withhold it. 


Mr. KING said the Senator from Ohio seemed 
to take great credit to himself that he had not ta- 
ken the House bill, which would have given away 
millions, but one that only cost some three or four 
hundred thousand dollars. Where was the differ- 
ence ‘in principle? For his own part, he did not 
know but he should prefer the House bill. Where 
was the necessity of pensioning those who had al- 
ready once been pensioned? They all knew how 
this bill came to be passed in the first instance; 
and that it was from the importunity of one who 
was herself cut off from all its benefits after ithad 
been passed. On what principle of justice did the 
‘bill proceed? Where was the merit of being mar- 
ried prior to 1794, or subsequent? Why bad the 
committee fixed on that particular period?—as 
though it was a great merit to have married a day 
sooner or a day later. Was that the great sympa- 
thy of gentiemen—to give all their bounty to one 
class, and to withhold it from another,on the 
ground that to have extended it would have been 
too onerous on the treasury? If that be so, would 
it not be better-to give to those who had married 
since 1794, and had never received it? 

What possible excuse could there be for giving 
a pension to one who marries a day earlier than 
another? Suppose a gentleman goes home to his 
constituents, and sees two of these widowsliving side 
by side; one of whom is made the recipientof the 
bounty of the Government, because she fortunately 
happened to marry a day earlier than her neighbor, 
who, though marrying a day later, may bave been 
the widow of a brave and gallant officer or soldier. 
What possible excuse could there be for any such 
proceeding? To do exact justice, we must pension 


i all. The idea of a Senator voting for sucha bill, 


beeause we had excited hopes, seemed to him the 
host extraordinary. argument. he ever listened to. || 


Heleéuld tel gentlemen that he knew many of 


these ‘widows who were ladies of fortune; and you |i 


give these pensions to the rich, while you exchide 
others. . The law, he was aware, could not discrim- 
inate; because it must take time for its element; 
and he mentioned these things to show that the bill 
could not rest on-any ground of justice or policy. 


This whole matter of pensions: was wrong in the |; 


first! izistance. It is generally the first step that 
costs. When the bill was first presented, the cry 
was that these widows. were old and helpless, and 
they: were pensioned for five years; and now. they 
are older, and. must be pensioned for a further five 
years: What merit was there in these women mar- 
rying-officers and soldiers of the Revolution after 
the war, that they should be-eatitled to. pensions? 
{Matches with the officers were desirable, and highly 
creditable to them; and they were very fortunate in 
obtaining them. Did they suffer any losses from 
the marriage after the close of the war and as late 
as 1794? of were they harassed by revolutionary 
troubles? No, sir. Go to the Pension Office, and 
yew will find that most of these widows who had 
married those old revolutionary officers, soon af- 
ter their deaths provided themselves with young 
husbands. 

Mr: ALLEN said the Senator from Alabama 
had: gone into a statement of same of the requisites 
of-a good husbands He had spoken of the revo- 
lutionary. soldier as being strong, robust, and able- 
bodied, and that such a husband ought to be con- 
sidered a spfficient compensation to any woman 
for enduring privation and hardships incident to a 
state of war, without granting them a sum of 
money out of the public treasury. This argument 
did not serve to satisfy him that a pension was un- 
necessary. The Senator had stated, also, that 
some of these widows were wealthy; but that did 
not alter the case, in his estimation. The law 
must necessarily be uniform—and a uniform law 
could not’ be made to reach the case of every indi- 
vidual. It could not be supposed that a law which 
was of itself broad and general, could possibly mete 
out exact justice to every individual. There could 
not be such a law, so long as there was so great a 
diversity among the men upon whom the law was 
to operate. 


Mr. WALKER said the only reason he had 
heard offered in favor of this bill, which had any 
weight with him, was, that these widows had en- 
joyed their pensions for five years already; and 
that their expectations had been raised that they 
would be continued. He would have been glad 
if gentlemen by whom this argument was urged, 
had listened to it in regard to the cases of pensions 
in the navy. The law, in that case, had been per- 
mitted to expire; that law provided that the widows 
of those who died of casualties or diseases con- 
tracted in the service of the country should receive 
pensions, It was intended to apply to those who 
were actually the wives of seamen at the time of 
service. The argument could have no foice, now, 
coming from those who opposed it in that case, 
Only $64,000 was required in the casehe referred 
tø; to pension the widows of those gallant men who 
met their fate upon the ocean; the widows of such 
men. ‘as: Neale and Lewis—men who conferred 
honof upon their country, and who proved that the 
power of Great Britain was not invincible: these 
pensions were refused, while bere it was proposed 
at one'swoop to: appropriate $380,000 to pension 
those who married soldiers long after the war had 
terminated. 

Mr. BUCHANAN observed tbat discussion, 
at this stage of the bill, must be ceath to it; and, 
if he were to follow the example of the Senator 
from Mississippi, and go into the discussion of the 
question of the navai pension fund, and the pro- 
priety of pensioning the widows of naval officers, 
by the very consumption of time in the discussion 
the bill must necessarily bedefeated. 

His friend from: Alabama was very much op- 
posed to'ihe-bill, because, forsooth, (to use the lan- 
guage of the Senator from New Hampshire,) all 

` the. widows of revolutionary soldiers, who were 
married at any time previous to 1800, were not in- 
cluded. His expansive benevolence embraced the 
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whole. He had told them ‘that he would not vote 
for any, unless thé whole were included. He (Mr. 
| B:) was not disposed, under existing circumstances, 
to go so far. 

In. regard to the question now before them, he 
believed that public sentiment was far in advance 
. of the action of Congress. Many of the State 
| Legislatures had moved in the matter; and he be- 

lieved ninety-nine in a hundred of the people at 

large were favotableto the granting of sach pensions 
: as now proposed. Every person could point to 

cases, within his own immediate vicinity, of des- 
` titate widows of revolutionary soldiers, who are 

supported by the liberality of their friends; and 

who, in case the bill did not pass, must go the 

poor-house. Although he was opposed to extend- 
| ing the system of granting pensions, yet he thought 
this a class of cases which should not be neglected, 
It wasadmitted that those who were wives during the 
war ought to receive pensions; but, it was said, 
those who were married afterwards ought to be ex- 
cluded. Was this so? . Suppose it had beea made 
optional wilh any one of those gallant men 
who: served in the revolutionary war, whether 
he should receive a pension during bis own 
life, or whether his widow, after his death, should 
receive it: what would have been his decis- 
ion? Every one of them would have said, Re- 
lieve the distresses of the wife of my bosom. Du- 
ring my own Jife, I can afford her protection and 
support; but when that protection is withdrawn— 
. when I am removed by death, and she is thrown de- 
fenceless on the world—then let ber be taken under 
the protection of the Government which I have 
served. While he was opposed to the system of ex- 
tending pensions to new cases, be thought there 
was much force in what was stated by the Sena- 
tors from Massachusetts and Ohio. These widows 
had been in the habit of receiving the bounty of the 
Government, and they had not calculated upon 
that bounty being withdrawn; and if it should be 
withdrawn, they would be left infinitely more help- 
less and dependent than if they had never received 
acent, He would ask bis friend from Alabama if, 
for the purpose of manifesting his gratitude towards 
his friend far.advanced in life, he had taken that 
friend under bis immediate protection, and furnish- 
ed to him or her an annuity for five years, whether 
he would consider it the part of an honorable man 
to abandon that friend at an advanced period of 
life, and deprive him of the bounty which his be- 
nevolence had bestowed? He thought to debate 
the bill would be to kill it. 

The bill was reported to the Senate; when 

Mr. McROBERTS said he should renew his 
proposition, which had failed in committee, to strike 
out “five years,” and insert ‘tone year.” The next 
Congress could fully and fairly represent the 
wishes of the people; and they ought to be heard on 
the subject. The idea of spending money, when 
they were now without, and borrowing—and that, 
100, on the eve of a new Congress coming in— 
was too monstrous to be thought of. 

(Mr. McR. was prevented, by a violent cold, and 
cough which accompanied it, from proceeding. ] 

Mr. BENTON said he was extremely sorry to 
perceive that the Senator from Illinois was unable, 
in consequence of the state of his health, to do jus: 
tice to his feelings on this occasion. He sincerely 
sympathized with the honorable Senator, and 
would take, up his argument just where the 
honorable Senator had stopped. This expiring 
Congress, now in the agonies of death, was 
continuing to incur debts for five years to 
come. lt was like the blunder committed by 
Congress when they attempted to recharter the 
Bank of the United States for a period which 
would run into the representation under a new 
census and a new apportionment. Congress should 
do the legitimate business of its term, and nothing 
beyond. He thought the Senator from Illinois had 
taken a very forcible ground of objection. He 
was willing to extend pensions to those whe were 
participants in the alarms, the dangers, and the 
sufferings of the Revolution, being actually the 
wives of soldiers oy offieers at the time; but he 


never was willing to extend them to a period since 
_ the Revolution. Persons might be pensioned un- 
der this-act, who were not born atthe time of the 
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Revolution. There might have been widows, who 
were married at the age of thirteen, born:sinee the 
surrender of Cornwallis, and who-had had no share 
whatever in the perilsand pains of the wat; and yet, 
under this bill, they would be entitled tothe bounty 
of the Government: In this way, the system 
might be carried down to the present. time: An 
old revolutionary officer, just going: out of; the 
world, might marry a young girl for the. purpose 
of entitling her to receive a pension; and she might 
live to draw that pension for eighty years. He 
thought the proposition of the Senator from Tilinois 
was a very just and commendable one; and he 
would give it his hearty concurrence. 

Mr. ALLEN said he thought there was very 
great force in- the remarks made by the Senator 
from Illinois and the Senator from Missouri upon 
the prepriety of leaving to a future Congress to 
legislate upon this matter, without depriving these 
widows in the mean time of their pension. He 
should vote for the motion, believing; ashe did; 
that, in all the great questions of money and power; 
the people should be fully and thoroughly repre- 
eented. . 

The question was then taken upon the amend- 
ment of Mr. McRosenrs, to strike out “five” years; 
and insert “one” year; and decided in the afirmi © 
tive-—yeas 24, nays 21, as follows: f 

YEAS—Mesers. Allen, Archer, Bagby, Bayard, Benton, Ber. 
rien, Calhoun, Clayton, Conrad, Crittenden, Dayton, Fulton, 
Graham, Henderson, Linn, McDoffie, McRoberts, Mangum, 
Miller, Tappan, Walker, Williams, Wright, and Young—%. 


NAWS—Messrs. Barrow, Bates, Buchanan, Choate, Crafts; 
Evans, Huntington, Kerr, Merrick, Morehead, Porter , Rives; 


Simmons, Smith of Connecticut, Smith of Indiana, Sprague, 
Sturgeon, Tallmadge, White, ‘Wilcox, and Woodbridgé—Z1, 
So the amendment was adopted. 
Upon the passage of the bill, the yeas and nays 
were as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs, Allen, Bagby, 
Choate, Crafts, Evans, Fulton, 
vick, Miller, Morehead, Porter, 
Connecticut, Smith of Indiana, 
Wilcox, and Woodbridge—25. "i; 
NAYS—Mesers. Benton, Berrien, Calhoun, Clayton, Critten- 
den, Cuthbert, Dayton, Graham, Henderson, King, McDuffie, 
Mehoberts, Mangum, Tappan, Walker, Wright, and Young: 
The Senate then took a recess until half-past 5 
o'clock. 


Barrow, Bates, Buchanan; 
untington, Kerr, Linn, Mer- 
Sevier, Simmons, Smith: of 
Surgeon, Tallmadge, White; 


EVENING SESSION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tem, laid before the body 
a message from the President of the United Biatés, 
transmitting a report received from the director. of 
the mint, and showing its operations for the year 
1842; which was ordered to be printed. 

Also, a communication from the State Depart- 
ment, eficlosing information in relation to the com- 
modities imported from foreign countries; which 
was ordered to be printed. 


LIEUTENANT FREMONT’S EXPEDITION 
TO THE ROCKY MOUNTAINS.. 


A communication was received from the War 
Department, in answer to a call heretofore gnade 
for the report of Lieutenant Fremonv’s expesitien 
to the Rocky Mountains. $ 

Mr. LINN moved that it be printed forthe use 
of the Senate; and also that one thonsand extra 
copies be printed. * , a 

In support of his motion, Mr. L. said, that. in 
the course of the last summer a very interesting 
expedition had been undertaken to the Rocky 
Mountains, ordered by Colonel Abert, chief of the 
Topographical Bureau, with the sanction of the 
Secretary at War, and executed by Lieutenant 
Fremont of the topographical engineers. The 
object of the expedition was to examine and re- 
port upon the rivers and the country between the 
frontiers of Missouri, and the base of the Rocky 
Mountains; and especially to examine the char- 
acter, and ascertain the latitude and longitude of 
the South Pass, the great crossing-place in these 
mountains on the way to the Oregon. All the ob- 
jects of the expedition have been accomplished, 
and in a way to he beneficial to science, and in- 
structive to the general reader, as well as useful to 
the Government. i 

Supplied with the best astronomical and bar- 
ometrical instruments, well qualified to use them, 
and accompanied by twenty-five voyageurs] enlisted 
for the purpose at St. Louis; and trained tó all the 
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hardships and dangers of the prairies aud the - 


mountains; Mr. Fremont left the mouth of the Kan- 
sas, on: the frontiers of Missouri, on the 10th of 
June; ‘and, in the almost incredibly short space of 
feur months, returhed to the same point, without 
an’accident toa man, and with a vast mass of use- 


ful observations, and many hundred specimens in 


botany and geology. Sees 

` In exeeuting his. instructions, Mr. Fremont pro- 
ceeded up the Kansas’ river far enough to ascer- 
fain its character, and. then crossed over to the 
Great Platte, and pursued that river to its source in 
the mountains, where the Sweet Water (a head 
branch of the Platte) issues from the neighbor- 
hood of the South Pass. He reached the Pass on 
the 8th of August, and describes it as a wide and 
low depression in the mountains, where the ascent 
isas easy as that of the hill on which this Capitol 
stands, and where a plainly-beaten wagon road 
leads to the Oregon through the valley of Lewis’s 
river,'a fork of the Columbia. He went through 
the Pass, and saw the head-waters of the Colorado, 
of the Gulf of California; and, leaving the valleys 
to indulge a laudable curiosity, and to make some 
useful observations, and. attended by four of his 
men, he climbed the loftiest peak of the Rocky 
Mountains, until then untrodden by any known hu- 
man being; and, on the 15th of August, looked 
down upon ice and snow some thousand feet be- 
low, and traced in the distance the valleys of the 
rivers which, taking their rise in the same elevated 
ridge, flow in opposite directions to the Pacific 
ocean and to the Mississippi. From that ultimate 
point he returned by the valley of the Great Platte, 
following the stream in its whole course, and solv- 
ing all questions in relation to its navigability, and 
the character of the country through which it flows. 


Over the whole course of this extended route, 
barometrical observations were made by Mr. Fre- 
mont, to ascertain elevations both of the plains 
and of the mountains; astronomical observations 
were taken, to ascertain latitudes and longitudes; 
the face of the country was marked as arable or 
steril; the facility for travelling, and the practica- 
bility of routes, noted; the grand features of nature 
described, and some presented in drawings; milita- 
ry positions indicated; and a large contribution to 
geology and botany was made in the varieties of 
plants, flowers, shrubs, trees, and grasses, and 
rocks and earths, which were enumerated. Draw- 
ings of some grand and striking points, and a map 
of the whole route, illustrate the report, and facili- 
tate the understanding of its details. Hight carts, 
drawn by two mules each, accompanied the expe- 
dition; a fact which attests the facility of travelling 
in this vast region. Herds of buffaloes furnished 
subsistence to the men; a short, nutritious grass, 
sustained the horses and mules. Two boys, (one of 
twelve* years of age, the other of eighteen, f) besides 
the enlisted men, accompanied the expedition, and 
took thek share of its hardships; which proves that 
boys, gs wellas men, are able to traverse the coun- 
try to the Rocky Mountains, 

The regult of all his observations, Mr. Fremont 
had condensed into a brief report—enough to make 
a document of some ninety or one hundred pages; 
and, believing that this document would be of gene- 
ral interest to the whole country, and beneficial to 
science, as well as useful to the Government, I 
move the printing of the extra number which has 
been named. 


In making this motion, and in bringing this re- 
port to the notice of the Senate, I take a great 
pleasure in noticing the activity and importance of 
the Topographical Bureau. Under its skillful and 
vigilant head, [Colonel Abert,] numerous valu- 
able and incessant surveys are made; and a mass 
of information collected of the bighest importance 
te the country generally, as well as to the military 
branch of the public service. This report proves 
conclusively that the country, for several hundred 
miles from the frontier of Missouri, is exceedingly 
beautiful and fertile; alternate woodland and prairie, 
and certain portions well supplied with water. 
It also proves that the valley of the river Platte has 


“Randolph Benton, son of Senator Benton. 
Henry Brant, son of Col, Brant, of 8t. Louis, Mo. 


. grants to the west of the Rocky: Mountains, 


: Senate that the bill should be returned. -This order 


a very rich soil, affording great facilities for emi- 


‘The printing was ordered. 

The CHAIR here announced to the Senate that 
a mistake had been made in engrossing the amend- 
ments to the civil and diplomatie appropriation 
bill, - The amendment adopted by the Senate, giv- 
ing $500 additional to the mail agests of the Post 
Office Department, had been ‘inadvertently over- 
looked; and it was engrossed at $1,000, as it came 
from the House. The bill had been returned to 
the other House, 

Mr. EVANS suggested that the bill could be 
sent for; and he moved an order directing the Sec- 
Tetary to proceed to the House, and announce by 
message, the fact of the error, and the wish of the 


was agreed to, 

On motion by Mr. WOODBRIDGE, the pre- 
vious orders were postponed, and the Senate took 
up for consideration, as in committee of the 
whole, the bill for the protection of commerce on 
the western shores of Lake Michigan. The amend- 
ments of the Committee on Commerce having been 
adopted, the bill was reported to the Senate, and 
finalfy passed; the title having been amended by 
striking out the words “western shores.” 


Mr. HUNTINGTON moved the Senate to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business, but 
waived the motion on the suggestion of 

Mr. MERRICK, on whose motion the Cemmit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads was dis- 
charged from the further consideration of all mat- 
ters now pending before it. 

On motion by Mr. KERR, a similar discharge 
was made with reference to the Committee on Pat- 
ents and the Patent Office, 

On motion by Mr. HUNTINGTON, a similar 
discharge was made with reference to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 


On motion by Mr. BERRIEN, a similar dis- 


charge was made with reference to the Judiciary 
Committee. 

On motion by Mr. SMITH of Indiana, a simi- 
lar discharge was made with reference to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. ` 

On motion by Mr. BAYARD, a similar dis- 
charge was made with reference to the Naval Com- 
mittee. 

. On motion by Mr. TALLMADGE, a similar 
discharge was made with reference to all the re- 
maining committees, 

The joint resolution for the relief of Benjamin 
Ogle Tayloe, was taken up as in committee of the 
whole; and, having been amended on the sugges- 
tion of Mr. KING, was reported to the Senate, 
and ordered to be engrossed as amended.. » 


TREASURY NOTE BILL. 


The bill to authorize the re-issue of treasury 
notes, and for other purposes, having been returned 
from the House with a disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate authorizing the funding of three 
and a half millions of the notes outstanding, to run 
for twenty years, was taken up for consideration. 

Mr. EVANS said the amendment authorizing 
the funding of those notes was one of considerable 
importance; and he was strongly impressed with the 
propriety of insisting on it. He believed it was 
adopted by a unanimous vote of the Senate. He 
was entirely at a loss to know on what ground it 
was that the House refused to concur. He was 
strongly of the opinion that the law, to be effective, 
should pass in the form in which it was passed by 
the Senate. If it could not pass in that shape, it 
was absolutely necessary that it should pass in 
some form: that was dictated by every considera- 
tion of necessity, 

Mr. WOODBURY concurred in the propriety of 
passing the bill in its present form; and, in accord- 
ance with that sense of propriety, he moved that 
the Senate insist on its amendment, and ask for 
a committee of conference. 

The Senate insisted; and, 

On motion by Mr. EVANS, the Chair was au- 
thorized to appoint a committee on the part of the 
Senaie, to consist of three. 

On motion by Mr. SMITH of Indiana, the pre- 
vious orders were postponed, and the Senate took 


up for consideration, as in committee of the whole, 
House bill entitled “An act providing for the sale 
of certain lands in the States cf Ohio and Michi- 
gan, ceded by the Wyandot Indians, and for other 
urposes.”? . F 
Mr. SMITH of Indiana explained the provi- 
sions of the bill; it was to.authorize the sale of the 
lands- acquired by treaty from the Wyandot 
Indians. e ; 
Mr. WHITE said that, by the provisions of the 


_ treaty by which the land of the Wyandot Indians 


was ceded, the United States stipulated to pay those 
Indians for their improvemenis such sum as, upon 


. appraisement, they were found to be worth; the ap- 


praisers to beappointed by the United States. These 
appraisers had awarded to the Indians $125,957.21. 
Mr. W. said the Secretary of War had recom- 
mended an appropriation to cover the amount of 
the award. He therefore moved to amend the bill 
under consideration, with an additional section, 
appropriating fer that purpose the sum of $105,- 
957 21. He remarked that $20,000 had been al- 
ready appropriated for the purpose. This amount 
would make up the full award. fae 

Mr. KING was opposed to paying such an enor- 
mous sum. They were told, in the discussion on 
the appropriation to pay for the land, that the 
amount required to pay for these improvements 
would not be more than $20,000. The sum paid 
for the land was enormous. Having approved of 
the sum stipulated for the land, they were now 
called upon to appropriate more than $125,000 for 
the improvements of a handful of Indians, which 
could not have been anything but hutg and afew 
fruit trees. Thissum was most enormous—unless, 
indeed, those Indians were even more civilized 
than the whites on the frontiers, and had erected 
for themselves splendid tenements, and laid out 
pleasure-grounds, abounding with beautiful shrub- 
bery, and fountains, &e. Who would undertake 
to say that such was the case? Noone. Who 
were the agents, and by whom were they appoint- 
ed, who had awarded such an unreasonable amount 
for the mere buts of a handful of Indians? 


Mr. WHITE replied ihat Moses H. Kirby and 
John Waters were the agents—one of whom, he 
knew, was reputed to be a most highminded and 
honorable man. The other be did not know. 

Mr. KING continued his remarks, at some 
length, against the amendment. He considered 
lhe award a fraud. He hoped the amendment 
would not be agreed to, on the limited information 
they now possessed. Hie was as willing and as 
ready to do justice to the red man as the white; 
but he could not sanction such an award, believing 
it to be a fraud on the Government. No man in 
his scnses, who knew anything of the Indian char- 
acter, their mode of living, and the nature of the 
improvements, could believe, for a moment, that 
those improvements were worth anything like the 
amount proposed to be appropriated. 

Mr. TAPPAN remarked that the Secretary of 
War should not have selected such men as would 
do injustice to the United States. But the appraisers 
had been selected according to the stipulations 
of the treaty; and they had made an award. How 
could they help themselves? They must fulfiltheir 
contract with the Indians. The United States con- 
tracted under the treaty to pay such sum for the 
improvements of those Indians, as appraisers, to be 
appointed by the Goverment, should award to them. 
The United States had exercised her rights under 
the treaty—had appointed appraisers to protect ber 
interests. They have made the award. He (Mr. T.) 
would rather pay $100,000,000 than consent to a 
violation of treaty stipulation by this Government 
with the humblest tribe of Indians. If there had been 
proper officers appointed, it would have been man- 
aged better. Ifthe people did not wish to be sad- 
dled with such enormous awards, they must see 
and know whom they putinto power. The Wyan- 
dots were the innocent party; they were not instru- 
menial in placing those men in office. He boped, 
iherefore, the amendment would prevail. 

Mr, EVANS said this amendment had been dis- 
cussed two or three times before; he hoped the Sen- 
ate would, therefore, take a vote upon it. It was of ` 
the uimost impcrtance that the Senate should pro- 
ceed with other business. 


“ Mr. WHITE said he felt no further interest in 
‘this matter, than a desire that the United States 
should fulfil its treaty obligations. 

Mr. McDUFFIE said he did not regard this as 
‘ah arbitration at all. There was no judgment 
binding on the United States. It was, in fact, 
merely an ex parte investigation for the informa- 
tian of the mind of the Executive. 

‘Mr. SEVIER endeavored to show that it was 
an arbitrament binding on the United States 
"Phe question was then taken on the -proposed 
amendment, and it was disagreed to, 

* Mr. TAPPAN remarked that it was unwise to 
pass a bill to seil lands which they had not pes- 
session of, They could not get possession of the 
taads, until every provision of the treaty was ful- 
ed. : 
“The bill was then reported to the Senate, read 
the third time, and passed. i 

Mr. BATES, from the Committee on Pensions, 

reported back, without amendment, and wiih a 
recommendation that it do pass, House bill entitled 
“An act for the relief of Joseph Ellery; and on his 
motion, it was taken up, and considered as in com- 
mittee of the whole, reported to thg Senate, and 
finally passed. 
- On motion by Mr. SEVIER, the bill for the relief 
of Thomas King, which had been returned from 
the House with an amendment, was taken up, and 
the amendment was concurred in. 

The joint resolution from the House, explana- 

tory of the act for- the relief of Thomas King, was 
taken up, as in committee of the whole, considered, 
reported to the Senate, and finally passed, 
On motion by Mr. EVANS, the Senate took up 
for consideration the message from the House re- 
turning the civil and diplomatic appropriation bill, 
with certain disagreeing votes. The one was a dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate restor- 
ing the Congress printing, for this Congress alone, 
to the prices fixed by the joint resolution of 1819— 
that is, to allow Gales & Seaton, printers to the 
House, and Thomas Allen, printer to the Senate, 
twenty per cent. over the prices they contracted to 
do the printing for. d 

Mr. EVANS moved that the Senate insist on 
all iis amendments, and ask a committee of confer- 


ence. 

Mr. WRIGHT moved to except the amend- 
ment giving twenty per cent. additional for ‘ye Con: 
gress printing, and demanded the yeas and nays on 
it.. They were ordered. 

Mr. ALLEN wished the Senate to bear in mind 
that at 10 o’clock at night, on the last night of the 
session, they were called to vole on a proposition 
to give to Gales& Seaton and Thomas Allen, 
printers to this Congress, twenty per cent. more 
than they agreed to give them in the contract for 
doing the Congress printing. If there was any jus- 
tice in giving more than the contract called for, 
why did not the party (the Whig party) which was 
friendly to the proposition, go a little farther, and 
give fifteen per cent. to Blair & Rives for execu- 
ting the printing of the last Congress. Those gen- 
tlemen executed the printing for fifteen per cent. 
below the prices of the resolution of 1819—and fif- 
teen per cent. less than was now proposed to give 
the present printers. Where was the justice in 
such proceeding? > 

The question on insisting on this amendment 
was then put, and decided in the affrmative—yeas 
26, nays 20, as follows: 


YEAS—Messis. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, 
Choate, Clayton, Conrad, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Graham, 
Henderson, Kerr, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Phelps, 


Porter, Simmons, Smith of Indiana, Sprague, Tallmadge, 


White, and Woodbridge—26. 


NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Benton, Buchanar, Calhoun, 


Cuthbert, Fulton, King, Linn, McDuffie, McRoberts, Sevier, 
Smith of Connecticut, Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, Wilcox, 
-Williama, Woodbury, and Wright—20. 

The Senate then insisted on its amendment, giv- 
ing Thomas Allen and Blair & Rives the full price 
for the printing of the Compendium to the Sixth 
:Gensus. 

The Senate then. receded from its amendment 


‘legalizing the appointment of certain clerks in the 


“State Department. 
On motion by Mr. EVANS, the Chair was au- 


thorized. to appoint three conferees on the part of 
the Senate, to confer with a like number on the 


` one which he had anticipated. 
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part of the House, touching the disagreeing -votes 
on the remainder of the amendments. 

On motion by Mr. 
conference was appointed by the Ghair, to meet a 
like committee on the partof the House, to con- 
sider the disagreeing votes between the two Houses 
on the bill to reduce the rates of postage to the 
Federal coin. j 


THE MISSION TO CHINA. 


On motion by Mr. ARCHER, the previous or- | 


ders were postponed, and the Senate took up for 
consideration, as in committee of the whole, the 
bill to provide the means for future intercourse be- 
tween the United States and the Government of 
China, which was read, as. follows: 


Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
That the sum of forty thousand dollars pe, and the same is 
hereby, appropriated and placed at the disposal of the President 
of the United States, to enable him to establish the future com- 


mercial relations between the United States and the Chinese ! 


empire on terms of national equal reciprocity; the said sum to 
be accounted forby the President, under the restrictions and in 
the manner prescribed by the act of lst of July, 1790, entitled 
“An act providing the means of intercourse between the 
United States and foreign nations.” 


Mr. WRIGHT desired to know why so large 
a sum as $40,000 was necessary to be appropriated 
in this case. 


Mr. ARCHER said he would answer the in- | 


quiry of the gentleman from New York. The 
question was a very fair and reasonable one, and 
The bill provided 
that $40,000 should be appropriated for the pur- 
pose of establishing a commercial intercourse with 
China. It was not intended that the salary of the 
minister, or agent, tegether with his outfit, should 
exceed $18,000, the amount usually appropriated for 
such purposes. But it would be perceived that 
there was a considerable variance between this and 
other cases, by reason of the remoieness of the 
country to which our agent was to be sent. The 
object could hardly be accomplished in a single 
year; indeed, from the singular usages of the peo- 
ple of China, it was not certain in what manner 
our minister would be received; and a sum, there- 
fore, much larger than the ordinary outfit of a min- 
ister would, be required. A provision would have 
to be made for an interpreter; and it was very well 
known to the Senate that, in our intercourse hith- 
erto with Mahometan countries, it had always 
been necessary to bestow presents. It could not 
be known for what length of time the negotiations 
would be in progress. Supposing them to occupy 
two years, this appropriation would be insufficient. 
This, be thought, was a sufficient answer to the in- 
quiry of the gentleman from New York; and he 
hoped this bill, to which he thonght very great im- 
portance should be attached, would meet the gen- 
eral approval of the Senate. 

Mr. WRIGHT said the explanation was not at 
all éatisfactory to"him, as to the necessity for ap- 
propriating so large a sum. It seemed to him that 
the same argument would require that they should 
appropriate for a minister to England a sum suf- 
ficient for the whole time he was to be kept there. 
The appropriation for an agent in China could be 
voted every year, in the same manner as appropri- 
ations for ministers at all foreign courts. 

Mr. BENTON took many objections to this mis- 
sion, to the bill which provided for itr, and to the 
motives in which it was founded. He considered 
the mission unnecessary for any public purpose; 
he held the bill 10 be fraudulently contrived, to 
cheat the Senate out of its control over the ap- 
pointments under it, and to hide the waste of the 
money it appropriated; and he considered the mo- 
tives for the mission to be wholly personal and in- 
dividual, and invented as an indemnification to 
one person for vacating his place for the benefit of 
another. 

That there was no necessity for a treaty with 
China, was proved by the fact that our trade with 
that country had been going well without one for 
half a century, and was now growing and increas- 
ing constantly. It was a trade conducted on the 
simple and elementary principle of ‘here is one,” 
and “there is the other’”—all ready-money and baid- 


«money work—no credit-system, no paper-mMoney. 


For a long time this trade took nothing but silver 
dollars. At present it is taking some other arti- 


MERRICK, a committee of | 
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cles, and especially a goodly quantity of Missouri. 
lead. ‘This has taken place without a treaty, and 
without an agent at $40,000 expense. All things 
are going on well between us and the Chinese. Our 
relations are purely commercial, conducted on the 
simplest principles of trade, and unconnected with 
political views. China has no political connexion, 
with us. She is not within the system, or cirele, of 
American policy. She can have no designs upon 
us, or views in relation to us; and we have no need 
of a minister to watch and observe her conduct. 
Politically and commercially, the mission is use- 
less. Religiously, it must be still more so; and 
even if our form of government admitted of mis- 


| sions to propagate the faith, an unfrocked priest 


would not be the instrumest to do it. The mission 
is not created for the public service, but for an ins 
dividual. ‘The gentleman is “eut and dried” who 
is to have it. It is made for a man; and he is 
waiting to take the place the instant it is cre- 
ated. 6 


The bill was astudied fraud. It provided. for 
sending an agent to China, without fixing his grade 
or compensatign: it placed §40,000 in his hands, 
and exempted him from accounting fori. Tt was 
fraudulent in three points: in the appointment of 
the agent—in the amount of his salary—-and in 
the accountability for his expenditures. By the 
Constitution, all ministers are to be appointed by 
the Senate; but this minister to China isto be 
called an agent, and sent out by the President with- 
out the consent of the Senate; and thus, by impos- 
ing a false name upon the minister, defraud the 
Senate out of their control over the appointment. 
The enormity of the sum shows that the mission is 
to be more expensive than any one ever sent from 
the United States; and that itis to be one of the 
first grade, or of a higher grade than any known in 
our country. Nine thousand dollars per annum, 
and the same for an outiit, is the highest compen- 
sation Known to our service; yet this $40,000 mis- 
sion may double that amount, and still the minis- 
ter be only called an agent, for the purpose of cheat- 
ing the Senate out of its control over ihe appointment. 
The bill is fraudulent ia relation to the compensation 
to be given to this ambassadorial agent. No sum 
is fixed, but he isto take what he pleases for him- 
self and his suite. He and they are to help them- 
selves; and, from the amount allowed, they may 
help themselves liberally. In all other cases, sala- 
ries and compensations are fixed by law, and 
graduated by time; here, there is no limit either of 
goney or time. This mission goes by the job— 
forty thousand dollars for the job—without regard 
to time or cost. A summers work, or a year’s 
work, it is all the same thing—it is a job, and is 
evidently intended to enable a gentleman, who 
loves to travel in Europe and Asia, to extend his 
travels to the Celestial Empire at the expense of the 
United States, andto write a book. The setilement 
of the accounts isa fraud upon the treasury. In 
all cases of foreign missions, except where secret 
services are to be performed, and spies and inform- 
ers to be dealt with, the accounts are settled 
at the Treasury Departwent, by the proper account- 
ing officers; when secret services are to be covered, 
the fund out of which they are paid is then called. 
the contingent foreign intercourse fund; and are 
settled at the State Department, upon a simple cer- 
tificate hat the money has been applied according 
to its intention. It wasin this way that the no- 
torious John Henry obtained his $50,000 during 
the late war; and that various other sums have 
been paid out to secret agents at different times. 
To this Ido not object. Every Government, in 
its foreign intercourse, must have recourse to 
some agents, and have the benefit of some 
services, which would be defeated if made public; 
and which must, therefore, be veiled in secrecy, 
and paid for privately. This must happen in all 
Governments; but not so in ihis case of the Chinese 
mission. Here, secrecy is intended for what our 
own minister, his secretary, and his whole suite, are 
to receive. Not only what they may give in bribes 
to Chinese, but what they take in pay to themselves, 
isto be a secret. Allis secret and irresponsible! 
And it will not do to assimilate this mission to the 
oldest Goversment in the world, to the anomalous 
and anonymous missions to revolutionary countries. 


ma 


Sach an analogy has been attempted in defence of 
this mission, and South American examples cited; 
but: the cases are not analogous. Informal agen- 
cies, with secret objects, are proper to revolution- 
ary ‘objects; but here is to-be a public mission, and 
an imposing one—the grandest. ever sent out from 
thé United States—and the London mission vacated, 
in order to supply the man thatis to fill.it. To 
attempt to assimilate such a mission to a Jobi 
Henry case, or to a South American agency, is 
absurd and impudent; and is a fraud upon the sys« 
tem’-of aceountability’ to which all our missions 
are subjected. ; 

The expense of the mission is great and unparal- 
Jeled, It is double the expense of a mission to the 
first courts of Europe; and, besides that, involves 
the. expense of a new minister to England. The 
Chinese minister and suite are to have $40,000; the 
gentleman who goes to London in place of Mr. 
Everett will have near $20,000. That gentleman 
is to ké the Secretary of State; and thus $60,000 are 
to be paid to get him to London! to get a genile- 
man to London, whose name cannot be submitted 
to the Senate for that appointment.« I repeat it: 
this whole conception of a Chinese mission; now 
brought forward for the first time in the history of 
our country, is a- contrivance to vacate the London 
mission, in the recess of the Senate, in order to fill 
it with a gentleman who might not be able to pass 
the Senate. This is the object! and $60,000 for 
such an object, when the treasury is bankrupt, is 
attempted——when retrenchment is proclaimed— 


. and when 12% per centum is proposed to be taken 


from ‘the salaries of all officers, civil, naval, and 
wiilitary! i , 
I repeat it: this mission is not created for the 


; country, but invented for a man; and he is now 


waiting to take it, and to goand bump his head 


: ninereen times against the ground, in order to pur- 


chase the privilege of standing up before his Celes- 
tial Majesty. ; 

‘And this is our work in the last night of this 
Congress. Itis now midnight: and, like the mid- 
night which preceded the departure of the elder 
‘Adams from the Government, the whole time is 
spent in making and filling oflices. Providing for 
‘avorites, and feeding out of the public crib, is the 
only work of those whose brief reign js drawing to 
a close, and who have been already compelled by 
public sentiment to undo a part of their work. 
The bankrupt act is repealed by the Congress that 
made it; the distribution act has shared the same 
fate; and, if they had another session to sit, the 
mandamus act.against the States, the habeas cor- 
pus against the States, this Chinese mission, and 
all the other acts, would be undone. It would be 
thé true realization of the story of the queen who 
unravelled at night the web that she wove during 
the day. As it is, enough has been done and un- 
done to characterize this Congress—to entitle it to 
the name of Ulysses’ wife—not because (like the 
virtuous Penelope) it resisted seduction—but be- 
cause, like her, ils own hands unravelled its own 


work. 

Mr. ARCHER desired to say a very few words, 
in order to allay the apprehensions of the Senator 
‘from Missouri, who seemed so exceedingly dis- 
turbed at the idea that the formation of commercial 
relations with China could only be purchased at 
the price of the sacrifice of the dignity of this coun- 
try in the person of our ambassador. 
assure the honorable Senator that the sacrifices 
which his patriotic enthusiasm had Jed him to ap- 
prehend were not likely to be realized. It was 
perfectly true, as the honorable Senator had stated, 
(for he was seldom mistaken in historical matters,) 
that hitherto sacrifices of dignity, amounting to 
ignominy, had been required by that nation; but 
he had the pleasure of informing the honorable 
gentleman from Missouri that the treaty stipula- 
tions between that country and Great Britain pro- 
vide for the abolition of those ceremonies, 

(Mr. Benton. Very good! and our minister 
can creep in behind the British minister, and claim 
the protection of Queen Victoria’s petticoats.] 

The honorable Senator himself, he was sure, if 
he would condescend to accept the mission, would 
be enabled to render to this country the signal ser- 
vice of opening a trade with three hundred and 


He could. 


. 


fifty millions of people, without any such sacrifice . 


of dignity—-without so much as a single bump of 
the head. But, seriously, he would appeal ta the 
whole. Senate to say whether it was not desirable 
to negotiate commercial arrangements with China, 
especially as she had expressed a desire to extend 
to this conntry the benefits of trade upon equal 
terms with Great Britain. He put it. to the good 
sense of the honorable Senator from Missouri, how 
he could reconeile ‘it with his ideas of justice to this 
country, to throw obstacles in the way of effecting 
an object so desirable? The expense would not be, 
in any considerable degree, greater than that of 
establishing intercourse with other nations. There 
need be no apprehensions on the score of a mis- 
application of the money. It was not to be in the 
character of an. ordinary mission; it was.an extra- 
ordinary mission; and in consideration of the dis- 
tance, and the peculiar. character of the Govern. 
ment, it would be necessary that a’ larger sum 
should be appropriated for its expenses than was 
required for ordinary missions. The Senator must 
see that the mission, in itself, was a matter of great 
importance; and, if successful, would result in the 
attainment of great advantages to this country. 

Mr. BENTON thought they had enough to do, 
without meddling with the Celestial Empire. 

Mr. BAYARD moved to lay the bill upon the 
table. 


Upon this motion, the yeas and nays were taken. 


as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Bagby, Bayard, Benton, Conrad, Cuthbert, 
Fulton, Henderson, Linn, McRoberts, Mangum, Miller, Porter, 
Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, Sturgeon, Tappan, White, and 
Wright—18. 

NAYS—Mesasrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Berrien, Buchanan, 
Choate, Clayton, Crafts, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Graham, 
Huntington, Kerr, Morehead, Phelps, Rives, Simmons, Smith of 
Jadiana, Spragne, Tallmadge, Woodbridge, and Woodbury— 


Mr. BENTON then moved to strike out all after 
the word “reciprocity”—the effect of which would 
be to leave the appropriation without any restric- 
tion. . 

Upon this motion, the yeas and nays being ta- 
ken, resulted as follows: , 

YEAS—Messs. Allen, Bagby, Bayard, Benton, Cuthbert, 
Fulton, Henderson, King, Linn, McRoberts, Mangum, Mil- 
ler, Porter, Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, Sturgeon, Tappan, 
White, and Wright—19. 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Berrien, Buchanan, 
Choate, Clayton, Conrad, Crafts, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, 
Graham, Huntington, Kerr, McDuffie, Morehead, Phelps, Rives, 
Simmons, Smith of Indiana, Sprague, Tallmadge, and Wood- 
bridge—24. 

Mr. WOODBURY said, being himself friendly 
to the passage of the bill, he wished to see it contain 
eertain limitations;—they could, at all events, do 
noharm. One which he would propose, was, to 
provide that the compensation to be given to 
any one person should not exceed $9,000. , 

Mr. ARCHER said he should have no sort of 
objection to the introduction of such an amend- 
ment, except that it would lead to the necessity of 
sending the bill back to the House of Representa- 
tives; and, if the gentleman would refer to the aet 
by which these appropriations were restricted, he 
would find that his object was already attained by 
the bill as it stood. 

Mr. WOODBURY said the reason why he 
thought it better to introduce into this bill the spe- 
cific provision, was, that the act which was referred 
to had expired. 

_Mr. WALKER said there could be no possible 
difference where reference was made-to a partic- 
ular act, whether that act had expired or not. The 
provisions of the act referred to would apply, by 
whatever name the agent might be designated;— 
whether he might be called commissioner, agent, 
or ambassador, the provisions of the act would ap- 
ply as strictly as if they were embodied in the new 
act. 

Mr. ARCHER said this was precisely his view, 
and he did not, therefore, conceive an amendment 
to be necessary. If, however, it was thought re- 
quisite, he had not the slightest objection that it 
should be so amended. 

The amendment was adopted. 

‘Mr. BENTON said the language of the bill was 
studiously ambiguous. Whether the person to be, 
employed was to be a commissioner, a chargé, or 
an agent, was not expressed. He now desired to 
know whether it was to be understood that the 
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persoh or persons to be appointed, were.to be ap- 
pointed by the President without the consent of the 
Senate. Re 

Mr. ARCHER said he had to answer to that, 
that the gentleman himself was. just as competent 
to inform the Senate upon this point as he ( 
Arcuer) was. He had no information regardin 
it; but he would put it to the honorable Senatof to 
say of what importance the designation of the per- 
son was, provided the salary was restricted so as 
nct to exceed $9,000. Would it be any gratifica- 
tion to the gentleman, if he informed him that, he 
was to be called plenipotentiary? i 

Mr. BENTON said he deemed himself sufi- - 
ciently justified by the answer of the honorable 
Senator in making theinquiry. He did not expect 
that that Senator was cognisant of the counsels 
of the framers cf that bill. He (Mr. B.) hada 
curiosity to know who it was that was to be sent 
upon this mission, and it was his right to inquire. 
He was not disposed to sit there and see the Senate 
defrauded of the rights which belonged toit, in pass- 
ing upon an appointment of the highest gradë in 
the gift of the Government, where $40,000 was to 
be appropriated, and without any accountability. 

Mr. CONRAD said he would make a motioa, 
which would obviate the objection of the honorable 
Senator. He submitted a motion, to the effect 
that no agent be appointed without the consent of 
the Senate. 

Upon this motion, the yeas andnays were taken, 
as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Archer, Bagby, Bayard, Benton,. 
Calhoun, Conrad, Crafts, Crittenden, Cuthbert, Dayton, Ful- 
ton, Graham, Henderson, King, Linn, McRoberts, Mangum, 
Merrick, Miller, Phelps, Porter, Rives, Sprague, Sturgeon, 
Tappan, Walker, White, Williams, Woodbury, and Wright 

31. 


~ NAYS—Messrs.- Barrow, Bates, Choate, Clayton, Evans, 
Kerr, Smith of Indiana, Tallmadge, and Woodbridge—9; __ 


The bill was then reported to the Senate; and, 
being engrossed, was read the third time, and 
passed. 

A message was received from the House, inform- 
ing the Senate that the House adhered to its disa- 
greement to the amendments of the Senate to the 
civil and diplomatic appropriation bill, and had 
agreed to a Committee of Conference. 

Mr, EVANS, from the Committee of Confer- 
ence on the part of the Senate, on the disagreeing 
vote of the House to the amendment of the Senate 
to the treasury note bil, authorizing the funding of 
three and a half millions of treasury notes, report- 
ed that the conferees on the part of the two Houses 
had agreed to recommend to the House to recede 
from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate; and to the Senate to agree to an amend- 
ment to the amendment, providing that any stock 
issued in lieu of the treasury notes falling due shall 
be redeewable in ten years. 

The Senate concurred in the report of the com- 
mittee. : 

Mr. MERRICK now moved that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. 


BILL NO. 548. 


Mr. MOREHEAD hoped the Senator from 
Maryland would permit him to make a motion to 
proceed to the consideration of the bill from the 
House (No. 548) which kad been reported from the 
Committee on Retrenchment, with several amend- 
ments, This was the last chance that would offer 
for takingitup. - 

Mr. MERRICK said he could not yield; 548 
could be disposed of after;they had finished the ex- 
ecutive business. : 

[This was the last that the reporters heard of bill 
No. 548.] 

The motion of Mr. Merrick was then agreed to; 
and the Senate proceeded io consider executive 
business. After some time spent therein, the Sen» 
ate resumed legislative business. . 

The door leading to the reporter’s gallery not 
having been opened for some time after the Senate 
resumed legislative business, the reporters are un- 
able to state precisely what occurred between the 
resumption of business and the admission of the 
reporters to the gallery. When they entered, 

Mr. KING was on the floor, denouncing, with 
much warmth, the proposition to give the printers 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


econ e ia, 


of the présént Congress 20 per cent. more fur ex- 
eguting the public printing than they bad contract- 
édfor., He looked upon it as a most corrupt pro- 
ceeding—a robbery committed upon the pockets of 
the people. E 

The. reporters. now understood that it was.the 
report of the Committee of Conference. on the dis- 
agreeing votes on the civil and diplomatic. bill, that 
was under discussion. i 

°- mr. EVANS said, if it was the object of gen- 
tlemen to defeat the bill, they could no doubt effect 
ie by continuing the: diseussion. For bis part, he 
had no'such object, and. should therefore not say 
another word. 

Mr. WRIGHT observed, that having taken a 
considerable part in this debate last night, he was 
perbaps:obnoxious to the inference to be drawn 
from the Senator’s remarks. He should not, how, 
ever, now: occupy the time of the Senate, except 
merely toask if he was right in certain facts which 
he proposed now to state. And the first fact which 
he supposed’ to exist was, that the printers for the 
House of Representatives of the last Congress 
were paid 15 per cent. below the rates of printing 
authorized by the resolution of 1819. The next 
fact was, that the printers of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the present Congress contracted to do 
the printing at 5 per cent. below the rates of print- 
ing for the last Congress. And the next fact was, 
that the provision now introduced into this bill 
proposes to give the present printers 20 per cent. 
“above the price stipulated by their own contract. 

If be was right in these simple facts—and he be- 
lieved. he was—there was another question in ref- 
efence to compensating the printers of Congress 
for work cther than that of contract work for the 
House. And that question was in relation to both 
the present printers of the Senate and the late print- 
ets, in connexion with the subject of printirg the 
Compendium of the Census. ; 

The same majority who wish to add 20 per cent. 
to the contract price of printing for the present 
printers, deny to the late printers either their con- 
tract price, or the expenses out of pocket in doing 
the work of their contract. And this refusal was 
groutided, as an honorable Senator had admitted 
and avowed, on the assumption that the late print- 
ers’ to Congress had made themselves so rich by 
their contract as printers; at prices 15 per cent, be- 
low the rates of the resolution of 1819, that they 
could have no claim on ihe charity of Congress to 
do them even the jastice of paying them their due. 
Now, he believed it was very true that those gen- 
tlemen had become rich on the fair profits of their 
contract as printers for Congress. He was even 
willing to say, with the gentlemen opposite, that 
they got all they contracted for, and they deserved 
nothing from the charity of Congress. But if it be 
so-—that the late printers, at rates 15 per cent. be- 
low the rates of 1819, made a fortune out of their 
contract; and that the present printers of the House 
of Representatives had, previously, for a period at 
least five times as long, enjoyed the printing con- 
tracts at the rates of 1819, and therefore should 
have made a fortune as much larger than that of 
the late printers as their time was longer, and their 
prices were higher;—on what principle of common 
sense, or reasonable pretence, did they now come 
forward asking Congress for this charity? 

He was told, indeed, that the argument out of 
doors was, that their contract with the present 
Congress was a losing contract--that the prices 
did not afford them a fair compensation for the 
work they did. ‘Well, if that really was so, the 
jobs must have been vastly more extensive, which 
the late printers had to do, if they enabled them 
in two or three sessions to make ample fortunes 
with barely 5 per cent. more than. the rates con- 
tracted for by the present printers. But here 
again comes another question of fact: were the 
printing jobs executed by the printers of. the late 
Congress really more extensive, or of greater. 
magnitude, than those executed by the printers of 
the present Congress?. And he met this question 
at once, by an unqualified assertion that they were 
not. He-had.the fact from an intelligent member 
of the.other House—an observant man, on whose 
jadgmentthe fullest reliance might be placed—that 


not only the ordinary printing for, this Congress. | 


| 


was as extensive as that of any Congress for the 
last twenty years; but that the extra numbers of 


copies ordered. of documents deemed important, 


were more frequent and greater than the 
average of the whole twenty years, So much, 
then, for the justice, equity, and.reasonableness of 
this claim cf 20 per cent. additional on the prices 
of printing: contracted for by the printers of the 
House of Representatives for this Congress. 

Now, he was very willing toadmit that the print- 
er of the Senate was not to be considered as stand- 
ingon the same ground.. The rules and practice 
of the two Houses have not been atell in compar- 
ison. He was ready. to say, in all candor, that not 
‘only had the ordinary printing of the Senate been 
considerably curtailed, but that, in consequence of 
the reference of malters heretefore considered sub- 
jects for printing toa Commitiee on Printing, the 
number of extra copies of general documents was 
not as great as the printer might have expected. 


But he believed the usual practice was still pursued | 


in-repard to ordering. the- standard extra copies of 
particular documents—such as the President’s mes- 
sage and accompanying documents, &c.; from 
which the main profits:of the printer were derived. 

He would not, however, take up the time of the 
Senate, further than.to say, that it cerlainly was 
not unreasonable.of those who were unable to per- 
ceive any just ground for this claim; to ask to re- 
cord their names against a proposition to bestow a 
gitt upon printers who have had such opportuni- 
ties of making their fortunes, merely because they 
were either neglectful of advantages in their: own 
hands, or improvident in reaping the benefits they 
were afforded. 

Mr. WOODBURY inquired of the Chair who 
were the Committee of Conference? 

The CHAIR replied: Oa the part of the House, 
Messrs. FiıLumorn, Borrs, and G. Davis. On the 
part of the Senate, Messrs. Evans, TALLMADGE, 
and SEVIER. 

Mr. WOODBURY then rose and remarked that 
his purpose was merely to observe that it appeared 
to him the Senate now proposed to vote away vol- 
untarily, as a gift, thirty or forty thousand dollars 
out cf borrowed. money. It could not even be said 
that a claim had been set up by anybody for this 
gift. There was no memorial; no petition; no case 
proved; no evidence to show that the printers had 
suffered loss by their contract. There was nothing 
but a vague and general supposition of gentlemen, 
who knew nothing of the details of the printing 
business—resting, merely, on the assertions of 
the individuals who were to be the benefi- 
ciaries of the gift. If there had been a pe- 
tition or a memorial setting up a claim, it 
could bave been referred to a committee; and 
some investigation might have been made. There 
might have been a report from the Commiltee on 
Claims; and if a bill was presented, it would have had 
to go through the ordinary stages of legislation, 
giving a full opportunity for sifung its merits; and 
there could be no doubt of justice being done to 
both the claimant and the public. But, instead of 
that, as presumptive evidence that the proposition 
could not stand the'test of scrutiny, suddenly, on the 
last night of the session, it is introduced as a rider 
on an appropriation bill, which it is well known 
must be passed; and, without time for deliberation, 
jnquiry, or reflection, a large sum is voted away, 
without being subjected to practical legisiation at 
all. It was, to say the least of it, exceedingly ir- 
regular, Ifthe party had suffered any grievance 
by transactions with Congress, why not take the 
course required of every other citizen, and apply 
in due form, at a seasonable period of the session, 
by petition and memorial. If the claim was sound 
and good, it would be sure to meet with a fair re- 
port from the proper standing committee. But here 
nothing of the kind was done, evidently because there 
was neither just ground of complaint nor reason- 
ableclaim: Without thattestimony of claim requir- 
ed from every other citizen, by a mere rider on a gen- 
eral appropriation bill, a large gift is made to an 
individual, (for it is not shown ibat it is anything 


` else than a gift;) and that, too, under circumstances 


so suspicious and indefensible, that it cannot fail 
to meet public condemnation. Gentlemen on the 
opposite side, under all the circumstances, ought, 


“for their own sakes, to recede 
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at once from their 
Itis a glaring act of abuse of the 
legislative powers, of injustice to the public, and 


amendment. 


of inexcusable burden on the treasury, It could 
not be defended on the ground that riders were 
qnite common on appropriation bills; for never till 
now did he recollect of any rider being put upon 
an appropriation bill, unless it was the substance of 
a matured, specific bill, thoroughly investigated 
aud previously discussed, or recommended by a Te- 
port of some committee. Nothing of this kind had 
been done in regard to this proposition. It was a 
matter of mere gratuity, kept out of sight till the 
last moment, and then suddenly pressed forward in 
a manner that defied either investigation, delibera- 
tion, or opposition. No possible injustice can be 
done to the party by lettung the matier lie over, to 
undergo the ordinary course of legislation hereaf- 


ter. 

Mr. WALKER remarked, that there was a 
great deal of ordinary legislative business yet to 
be disposed of, for the despatch of which but a few 
hours of the session yet remained. He did not 
even allude to the large quantity of executive busi- 
ness to be disposed of, but to the most important 
bills of the session, awaiting the action of the Sen- 
ate. It was plain, then, that the vote should be 
taken without further debate. He should vote with 
his friends on this occasion now, as- he had done 
from the beginning, in relation to this proposition. 
But he prayed that the vote should now be taken. 

The question was on concurring with the report 
of the Commitee of Conference. — 

The report wasread. It recommends: 

ist. That the House recede from its disagree~ 
ment to the amendment of the Senate, increasing 
the pay of the printers to the present Congress to 
the rates allowed by the joint resolution of 1819, 


94, That the Senate recede from its amendment, 
increasing the pay of T. Allen, and of Blair & 
Rives, for printing the Compendium of the Sixth 
Census. But the committee also recommends the 
adoption of a clause, providing that nothing con- 
tained in this bill shall operaie as a bar to the 
claims of Allen and Blair & Rives, hereafter, for 
the full amount of compensation for executing the 
printing of the Compendium. . 


3d. That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the Senate’s amendment, by which the appro- 
priation for the salaries of the Recorder and Soli- 
citor of the General Land Office is retained. 


4th. That the House and Senate recede from the 
several amounts named by them as the salaries of 
travelling agents of the Post Office Department; 
and that the sum of $1,250 be fixed as the annual 
pay of those officers. 

‘A division of the question, was demanded. 

The CHAIR said he had examined with much 
anxiety the subject of the division of a question on 
the report of a Committee of Conference, and had 
come to the conclusion, on the reasonableless of the 
case, that it would be exteedingly embarrassing to 
admit ef any such division. He hoped, therefore, 
it would meet the approval of the Sewate that 
he' should decide that the question did not admit of 
a division. 

The call for the division of the question was not 
urged; and the yeas and nays having been. called 
‘for, and ordered, the question was taken on con- 
curring with the report of the Committee of Con- 
ference, aud decided in the affirmative—yeas 27, 
nays 17, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, 
Choate, Clayton, Conrad, Crafts, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, 
Graham, Henderson, Kerr, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, More- 
head, Phelps, Porter, Rives, Simmons, Smith of Indiana, Tall- ~ 
madge, White, and Woodbridge— 27. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Benton, Buchanan, Calhoun, 
Cuthbert, Fulton, King, Linn, McRoberts, Sturgeon, Tappan, 
Walker, Wilcox, Williams, Woodbury, and Wright—17. 

On motion. by Mr. PORTER, the Senate re- 
sumed the consideration, as in committee of the 
whole, of the bill for the relief of Thomas Weaver 
and Jacob Heyberger, sureties of the Norristown 
Railroad Company. 

Mr. PORTER withdrew the amendment he pro- 
posed, to add, as an additional section to this bill, 
the bill permitting railroad iron te be imported 
free of duty. 
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<The bill was then reported to the Senate, and 
passed. , 

On mótion by Mr. WRIGHT, leave wasgranted 
to withdraw from the files the petition and papers 
of Sarah Barker. 
> On motion by Mr. ARCHER, leave was granted 
‘to. withdraw from the files the petition and papers 
of Richard Harris and Nimrod Farrow. 

On. -motion by Mr. MERRICK, leave was 
granted to withdraw the papers of William Jones. 

On: motion by Mr, BUCHANAN, leave was 
‘granted lo withdraw the papers of Mr. McMurtrie 
from the files. 

On motion, the Senate, about 10 o’clock, pro- 
ceeded to ihe consideration of executive business; 
‘and, whatever of legislative business the Senate 
‘transacted after that hour, the reporters had no 
Means of ascertaining, not having had access to the 

gallery. They remained in and about the vesti- 
bule and rotundo till half-past 2 o’clock, a. m., at 
which hour the doors of the Senate were thrown 
open; but that body kad thea closed its labors, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, March 3. 


‘The reading’of the journal of yesterday was in 
part dispensed with. ~ 

Mr. LOWELL presented the petition of Byron 
W. Darling, and 144 other citizens of Blue Hill, 
-Maine, praying Congress for an additional duty on 
sawed lumber, spars, piles, wood, bark, &c., from 
the British provinces; which was referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

On motions severally made by Messrs. CARU- 
THERS and BIRDSEYE, the 16th and 17th joint 
rules were suspended, so as to admit certain pri- 
vate bills to be sent to the Senate and the Presi- 


‘dent. 
COTTON RIGGING. 
Mr. PICKENS offered the following resolution: 


Resolved, 'That the Secretary of the Navy report to the next 

` Congress all the evidence and facts that can be obtained in re- 

lation to the fitness and use of cotton as an article for sails and 

roping in the navy, and shipping of the country; and, also, 

“that the Secretary of War report tothe next Congress on the 
fitness of the same article for tents, dc, 


Mr. CAVE JOHNSON offered as an amendment 
the following: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy inform this House 


what has caused the delay in making the annual statement, re- | 


quired by the resolution of the Mouse of August 24, 1842, 
showiag the “amount of expenditure of each vessel for the pre- 
ceding year, including ali expenses in repair thereof, and for 
thearmamentand equipment thereof, and all expenses in keep. 
ing her afloat, ifafloat; or in duck, if Jying up; also, the num- 
ber of days during the year that each ship was actually at sea; 
and that a similar report of each ship hereaftor built or pur- 
chased be made, s0 as to exhibit an annual and aggregate ac- 
count of the costs and expenses of each ship, and the service 
rendered by it to the country; and, also, specifying the amount 
of materials, as well as the amount for labor in the buildiag or 
repairing each ship; which said annual statement is to be 
made the “firet week in January in each year, or ag early 
thereafter as practicable.” 


Mr. WISE objected to the amendment, and it 
was not received. 

The resolution was then adopted. 

Mr. LINN, from the Committee on Public 
Expenditures, made a report. Mr. L. cffered 
a resolution calling for information as to the pum- 
ber of defaulters since March, 1841; but objection 
was made. 

Mr. STANLY wished the House to take pp a 
bill for the relief of Mrs. Mary W. Thompson, 
widow of the late Colonel Thompson. 

' Mr. TALIAFERRO made a speech in behalf of 
Nancy Poleriski. 

The bill for her relief was taken up, and passed; 
and the rules suspended, so as to permit it to be 
sent to the President. 

Mr. STANLY moved to take up the bill above 
mentioned, (for the relief of Mrs. Thompson.) 

The bill was taken up, and passed. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL made a report, from the 
Committee of Ways and Means, embodying a 
plan for the classification of the officers and clerks 
of the Government: laid on the table, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PRINTING CHARTS. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL offered a resolution, 
making it the duty of the Clerk to furnish fifty 
copies of all maps and charis furnished by the 
Topographical Bureau, to that bureau; and also 


* 


| 


4 


i 


i 


Copies cf all scientific documents printed by order 
of the House. ` x 

Mr. I. stated that these officers were in the habit 
of preparing maps and charts for Congress, which 
were printed, and they received no copies what- 
ever. 

Mr. FILLMORE offered an amendment, author- 
izing the printing of the charis accompanying the 
report from the War-Depariment in relation to 
Jake harbors—provided the cost of the same shall 
not exceed the cost of the paper aud press-work 
used, i ` 

‘The amendment was agreed to; and the resolu- 
tion, as amended, was adopted. 


COMMERCIAL AND FINANCIAL STATIS- 
TICS. 
Mr. SHIELDS offered the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, 
required to procure, through the consular and diplomatic agents 
of this Government abroad, and such other means as to him 
may seem most suitable, full and accurate information as to-the 
wholesale and retail prices in foreign markets, during the year 
commencing on the lst day of December last, of all commodi- 
ties upon which duties are levied under existing laws, as well 
as of such as are imported free of duty—with the rates of in- 
surance, freight, and commissions, usually chatged at the 
piaces of export upon said commodities, when imported into 
this country; the modes and terms of sale customary there; 
the average rates of exchange during each month in said year; 
and the truc par of exchange between this and each foreign 
country: ajso, as to the duties of export and import; and, as 
far as practicable, the various internal taxes levied upon such 
commodities, either in a crude, partially manufactured, or 
wholly complete state; together with the rates of wages in the 
various branches and occupations of labor and of personal 
service in the business of commerce and trade. And it shall 
be his duty, also, to procure, from said consuls and diplomatic 
agents, full and regular files of price-current sheets, for said 
year, at each of the most important foreign markets; and such 
other documents and publications as may exhibit truly the in- 
formation called for in this resolution-—which shall be trans- 
mitted to this House at the next. session of Congress; and from 
which, together with the reports received from said agents, and 
such other information as may be obtained, he shall compile, 
and have printed, for the use of this House, a document, em- 
bodying all the information called for, arranged in such manner 
asto be most convenient for reference and comparison—exer- 
cising special care, in all instances, to give said information in 
Federal currency, weights, and measures. 


Mr. BRIGGS offered the following as an amend- 
ment: 


Resolved, That the Clerk cause to be prepared a general 
statistical statement ofthe funding system of the United States 
and oí Great Britain, by Jonathan Elliot, to he accompanied by 
such tabular facts of other nations, touching the same subject, 
as may tend to more fully illustrate said statement. 

Mr. MERIWETHER wished to know how 
much less than ten thousand dollars this latter 
scheme would cost. 

No answer was heard 

The amendment was agreed to, and the rezolu- 
tion, as amended, adopted. 

The SPEAKER snbmitted a series of executive 
communications; which were laid on the table, 
and ordered to be printed. 

At the instance of Mr. POPE, the bill for the 
relief of George Harrison was taken up and passed. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD called up the bills reported 
from the Committee for the District of Columbia; 
and, after some oppositien, the following were 
passed; 

The bill to provide for the completion of the 
lunatic asylum in Washingtona City. 

The bill to provide for the completion of the 
Potomac bridge. 

The biil making an appropriation for the sup- 
port of the lunatics now in the Baltimore Asylum, 
until the asylum in this city shall be completed. 

The bill incorporating the orphan asylum and 
female free school in Alexandria, 


POST ROUTES. 


Mr. W. SMITH moved to take up the bill from 
the Senate to repeal certain parts of the act of 31st 
August, 1842, establishing certain post routes; 
which bill was reported from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, with a recommenda- 
tion that it be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. FILLMORE objeeted. - 

Mr. W. SMITH moved a suspension of the 
rules; but the motien was not carried. 

Mr. S. said he had obtained a decision, and was 
satisfied. 2 

Mr. GWIN moved that the House go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. A. V. BROWN endeavored to persuade 


the House to take up and pass the bill for the re- 
lief of Walker, Caruthers, & Co. 

A message was received from the Senate, an- 
nouncing the suspension by that body of the 17th 
joint rule, which prohibits bills which pass to-day 
from being sent to the President. : 

The resoluticn of the Senate suspending this rule 
was agreed to. f 

Mr. GWIN still insisting on his motion to go 
into committee, it was put and lost. 


RATES OF POSTAGE. 


The act to reduce the rates of postage was taken 
up; the question being on the disagreement of the 
Senate to the amendments of the House. 

Mr. BRIGGS meved that the House insist on its 
amendments; and 

Under the operation of the previous question, 

athe motion was decided in the affirmative. 


GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Aszury Dicxins, esq., their Secretary, returning 
the civil and diplomatic appropriation bill, with 
certain amendments; and, 

On. motion of Mr. FILLMORE, the same was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. : 

Mr. FILLMORE submitted a ‘resolution, provi- 
ding that all debate in Committee of the Whole on 
the civil and diplomatic appropriation bill shall 
cease in one hour afier the bill shall be taken up 
in committee; and that the committee shall then 
proceed to vote on the amendments of the Senate 
thereto, together with sach amendmentsas may be 
made to the same. Aier which, the bill and 
amendments shall be reported to the House. 

‘This resolution was adopted. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WISE, from the managers on the part of the 
Committee of Conference appointed to confer on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments to the naval appropriation bill, made 
the following report: 

The managers on the part of the House of Representatives, 
on the disagreeing vote of the two Houses on the 6th amend» 
ment of the Senate to House bill No. 659, report that they have 
conferred with the managers onthe part of the Senate, and rec- 
ommend to the House of Representatives to adopt, asa substi- 
tute for the said amendment of the Senate, the following provis- 
ion, to wit: 

“And the Secretary of the Navy is hereby directedto canse 
an examination to be made of the expediency, practicability, 
and probable expense of constructing a dry-dock in the harbor 
of New York, upon the plan of using, as an elevating power, 
the water of the Croton aqueduct, and of sufficient capacity to 
rebuild or repaira 74:gun ship; and to cause an examination of 
any other plan or plans of a dry-dock or floating dock in eaid 
harbor, deemed worthy by the Secretary to be reported upon; 
aud to report the result of such examination, with his opinion 
thereon, to the next session of Congress. And all further ex- 
penditures, under the appropriations heretofore made for the 
dry-dock in said harbor, shall be suspended untilthe Ist day of 
January next. And the sum ofone hundred thousand dollars 
shall be, and the same hereby is, appropriated for the construc. 
tion of a floating dry-dock at Pensacola, of capacity sufficient 
for the repair of frigates of the smaller class, and upon such 
plan as the Secretary of the Navy shall approve.” 


Mr. Wise having moved the previous question 
on adopting the report, 

Mr. CALHOUN raised the question of order, 
that the report must be considered in Committee 
of the Whole, on the ground that it involved new 
appropriations. 

Mr. WISE denied that any new appropriation 
was involved in the report; and, after a brief con- 
versation between Messrs. WISE and CALHOUN, 

The SPEAKER overruled the point of order. 

Mr. FILLMORE called for a division of the 
question, so as to take it, first, on that part of the 
report relating to the Brooklyn dry-dock; and, sec- 
ond, on the remainder of the report. 

Mr. WISE contended that the report was not 
susceptible of a division; that, although it embraced 
two propositions, yet, being the result of a com- 
mittee of conference, in which one of the proposi- 
tions would not have been accepted without the 
other, the report itself was a whole, and could not 
be divided. 

The SPEAKER having decided that the report 
was susceptible of division, 

Mr. WISE calied for the yeas and nays; which 
baving been ordered, the question was taken, first, 
(under the operation of the previous question,) 
on the first branch of the report, relative to. the 


Brooklyn dry-dock, and decided in the affirmative 
—yeas 149, nays 20. - 

The question was then taken on the second 
branch of the report, and also decided in the affirm- 
ative-—yeas 100, nays 23. > 

GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
.On motion by Mr. FILLMORE, the House re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole, (Mr. 


McKennan of Pennsylvania in ihe chair,) and ~ 


took up the amendments of the Senate to the civil 
and diplomatic appropriation bill. 

The amendments having been read— 

Mr. FILLMORE said that he would make an 
explanation of the several amendments, before 
passing on them in committee. 

The first amendment related to the printing of 
Congress; simply declaring, by law, that resolu- 
tions of the two Houses separately shall not cong 
trol the settlement of the accounts for this object; 
and the effect of it is to raise the prices of the print- 
ing of the House up to what they were under the 
law of 1819. 

The next amendment related to the appropria- 
tion made in the House for defraying the expenses 
of printing what was called the Compendium of 
the Sixth Census. This House made an appro- 
ptiation covering the actual outlay of the persons 
who did the work; and the Senate had increased 
that appropriation, providing that the accounts 
shall be setiled and paid for at the rates paid by 
the House for its printing. He confessed it seemed 
to’ him to be but reasonable that thése persons 
shonld be paid as well for their Jabor, with some 
reasonable profit, as for their actuat outlay. 

He proceeded to notice the other amendments of 
the Senate in succession, with brief explanatory re- 
marks, which were not beard with distinctness at 
the reporters’ desk. 


Mr. PICKENS addressed the ecmmittee in op- 
position to the amendment by which the pay of 
the printers to this House was to be increased, and 
showed that the reduction in the price of printing 
which had been agreed upon at the commence- 
ment of the session was reasonable and just, as the 
printing could now be done wilh greater cheap- 
ness than formerly. He hoped, therefore, that the 
well-considered retrenchment which the House 
had effected would not ibus be defeated by an item 
in the civiland diplomatic appropriation bill, at 
this last hour of the session, He also made some 
ebservations expressive of his views on other 
amendments in the bill, particularly advocating 
a concurrence in those which proposed to remove 
the stame of Washington to a place in which it 
would do credit to the artist and to the country, and 
to pay just extra compensation to the gallant offi- 
cers of the exploring expedition, by whom valua- 
ple public services were rendered to the country. 

Mr. G. DAVIS next obtained the floor; but he 
was stopped by 

The CHAIRMAN, who said there were gentlc- 
men standing near the speaker, [Mr. Davis,] in 
the aisle, who must take their seats. 

{Mr. Prorrir of Indiana was the gentleman 
particularly alluded to. He was employed, with 
Mr. Wisg and others, at the desk of Mr. FILLMORE, 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
(who had the civil and diplomatic bill in charge,) 
in an examination of the amendments which the 
committee had to.act upon; the manuscript copy in 
the care of Mr. Fintmore being the only one to 
which the members had access. | 

Mr. PROFFIT expressed his astonishment at 
the peremptory and unusual manner in which the 
Chairman had commanded him to take his seat. 
He said that was the only place where he could see 
the amendments made to the bill; and he thought 
he had a right to examine those amendments upon 
which he should be called to give his vote, 

The CHAIRMAN (peremptorily:) The gentle- 
man from Indiana must take his seat. 

Mr. PROFFIT stood for a moment, evidently in 
great asionishment, and then said, firmly: Sir, I 
will not take my seat. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indi- 
ana is.ordered to take his seat. 

A great sensation was instantaneously created, 
and much. confusion ensued. Some half a dozen 
gentlemen sprang to the floor, and each addressed 


| North Carolina, was taken up. 


‘to be paid Thomas Allen for printing 20,000 copies 
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the Chair; the Chairman peremptorily ordering the 
gentleman from Indiana to his seat at the same 
time. Some observations were made on the hyper- 
Criticism of the Chairman, who had corrected the 
gentleman from South Carolina, (Mr. Pickens,] 
who, in the hurry of debate, addressed the Chair- 
man as “Mr. Speaker,” instead of “Mr. Chair- 
man,” and on the unusual strictness of discipline 
which he was so peremptorily enforcing; and others 
called upon the committee to rise, that the lan- 
guage of the gentleman from indiana might be re- 
ported to the House. Of the latter, there were Mr. | 
G. DAVIS, Mr. A. H. H. STUART, Mr. BRIGGS, 
and some others. 

Mr. BOTTS protested against the conduct of- 
the Chairman. He asserted posilively that the 
gentleman from Ind:ana was not cut of dtder; and 
he begged the Chairman to bear in mind tbat the 
House of Representatives was nota school-house. 
[Cries of “order,” and confusion.} 

Mr. WISE (who was also at Mr. FILLMORE’S 
desk) rose, and, with great blandness of manner, 
appealed to the House to let this matter drop. He 
hoped, on this last day of the session, nothing te- 
rious would grow out of such a circumstance. He 
would be responsible for his friend (Mr. Pnorrir] 
that he would keep order. 

Mr. OLIVER, dering these proceedings, had 
drawn Mr. Prorrir to his desk, and succeeded in 
pouring oil on the troubled waters; and the affair 
was allowed to terminate. 


Mr. GARRETT DAVIS then proceeded to dis- 
cuss the amendment which proposed to pay Messrs, 
Blair & Rives and Mr. Allen for printing the Com- 
pendium of the Sixth Census, going over the well- 
known detailed statement of that business. 

Mr. W. SMITH made some explanatory state- 
ments. 

Mr. J. C. CLARK then replied to the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, [Mr. G. Davis,} and advo- 
cated the payment to Mr, Allen of the amount 
stated in the bill. ; 

Mr. GORDON opposed ‘the item proposing an 
increase of pay to the printers to this House; and 
stated that the present printers were instrumental 
in procuring a reduction of the price of printing to 
the amount of five per cent. below that at which it 
had been done by Messrs. Blair & Rives; and that, 
at that price, they could do the printing ata living 
profit. They had thus driven other printers from 
the course of compeiition; and now, at the close of 
the session, they were to bave the original prices 
restored, by which at least $25,000 would be put 
into their pockets. He protested against such a 
procedure, 

After a few remarks from Mr, FILLMORE and 
Mr. MERIWETHER, the question was taken, 
by tellers, on the amendment proposing to give ad- 
ditional pay to the printers, and the committee re- 
fused to concur; the vote being—ayes 60, noes 66. 

The question next recurred on the amendment or 
the Senate, striking out $15,849 64, as the amount 


of the Census, and $8,924 82 to be paid to Blair 
& Rives for printing the same document; and in- 
serting, in lieu thereof, a clause directing a sum not 
exceeding $43,579 66, to be paid to Thomas Al- 
len, and not exceeding $24,050 to be paid Blair & 
Rives for printing the same document—with a pro- 
viso that neither Thomas Allen nor Blair & Rives 
shall be paid ata greater rate than that paid for 
ihe public printing at the present session of Con- 
gress—the charges to be verified by practical print- 
ers. 

Afier a verbal amendment by Mr. Fintmore— 

The question was taken upon the amendment of 
the Senate abovelstated, and it was lost—ayes 50, 
neos not counted. 

-The next amendment of the Senate, legalizing 
the clerks and officers employed temporarily at 
resent, was rejected. 

The next amendment of the Senate, reinstating 
the appropriation of the salaries of the Recorder 
and Solicitor of the General Land Office, which had 
been stricken out by the House, was agreed to— 
ayes 66, noes 60. 

The next amendment, making an appropriation 
of $40,000 for a custom-house at Wilmington, 
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Mr. BARNARD moved to amend it; by adding 
thereto a clause making an appropriation of $60,- 
000 for the preservation and repair of ‘works for 
the improvement of harbors and navigation of 
rivers heretofore commenced, and for which no ap- 
propriation has been made this session. 

Mr. W. SMITE! contended that the amendment 
was notin order. 

The CHAIR decided it was. 

Mr- MERIWETHER moved to amend the 
amendment by adding $40,000 for. a custom-house 
atSavannah. Rejected. 

The amendment of the genileman from New 
York [Mr. Barnarp] was also rejected—ayes 54, 
noes not counted. 

Various amendments to the amendment of the 
Senate were offered and rejected—by Mr. BOARD- 
MAN, $10,000 for a new light-house at New Ha- 
ven; by Mr. WASHINGTON, $10,000 for a cus- 
tom-house 2t Newbern, North Carolina; by Mr. 
KING, $20,000 for a custom-hoouse at Savannah, 
Georgia. 

The amendment of the Senate above mentioned 
was then agreed to. i 

The next amendment, making an appropriation 
for three months’ exira allowance to the officers of 
the exploring expedition, was concurred in—ayes 
84, noes not counted. 

The next amendment, appropriating $1,200 for 
preserving the botanical specimens breught home 
by the exploring squadron; and $5,000 for remov- 
ing the statue of Washington, and erecting a tem- 
porary covering over it, in the front grounds of 
the Capitol, under the direetion of Mr, Greenough, 
was concurred in. 

Also, the amendment appropriating 1,000 for 
an agent to superintend the transmission of the 
mail from Chagres, across the isthmus, to Pa- 
nama. 

Also, the amendment appropriating $1,454 for 
palling down the old furnaces, and erecting new 
ones, underneath the rctundo of the Capitol, ac- 
cording to the proposition of John Skirving. 

r. CALHOUN made an ineffectual attempt lo 

obtain an appropriation of $4,000 for completing 
the ventilation of the Capitol. 
‘ ‘The next amendment of the Senate, increasing 
the salaries of the travelling agents of the Post 
Office Department from $1,000 to $1,500, was non= 
concerned in. 

The amendments being all through, 

Mr. FILLMORE moved that the committee 
rise, aud report the bill. 

Mr. PROFFIT inquired whether it would be in 
order to move an amend ment respecting his refusal, 
on the order of the Chairman, to take his seat. 

The CHAIRMAN proceeded to make a state- 
ment. 

Mr. PROFFIT wished to know whether the 
amendment he bad intimated would be in order. 

The CHAIRMAN said not. : 

Mr. PROFFIT said he designed to appeal to the 
House in relation to the manner in which he had 
been treated. . 

During the sitting of the committee, several mes- 
sages were received from the Senate and the Presi- 
dent; and several bills. returned from the Senate 
wiih amendments were committed; 

The committee then rose, and reported the bill 
with the amendments. 

Mr. L. W. ANDREWS moved the previous 
question; which was sustained, 

The question first came up on concurring in the 
amendments of the Senate, providing that neither 
of the two Houses shall, by resolution of its own, 
fix the prices of the public printing—the effect of 
it being to raise the prices of tbe printing of the 
two Houses 20 per cent., or what they were under 
the joint resolution of 1819. 

The yeas and nays having been ordered, the 
question was taken on this amendment, and de- 
cided in the negative.—-yeas 59, nays 88, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Landaff W. Andrews, Barnard, 
Barton, Birdseye, Blair, Boardman, Borden, Botts, Briggs, 
Brockway, Thos, J. Campbell, Childs, John C. Clark, Jas. 
Cooper, Cranston, Cravens, Cushing, Everett, Fillmore, Gates, 
Granger, Hall, Howard, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Wm. W. Irwin, 
William Cost Johnson, Isaac D, Jones, John P. Kennedy, 
King, Linn, McKennan, Mathiot, Mgrgan, Morris, Morrow, 


Pearce, Pope, Powell, Proffit, Alexander Randall, Slade, Alex 
_ ander H, H, Stuart, Taliaferro, Richard W, Thompson, Tiling» 
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hast Tomlinson, Triplett, Trumbull, Van Rensselaer; Edward 
Dy White, Joseph L. White, Thomas W. Williams, Christopher 
H: Williams, Joseph L. Williams, Winthrop, Wise, and Au- 
gustus Young—59. 

» NAYS—Messre. Sherlock J.. Andrews-Arnold, Arrington, 
Babcock, Baker, Beeson, Bowne, Boyd, Brewster, Aaron V. 
Brown, Milton Brown, Charles Brown, Burke, Burnell, Patrick 
Cc. Caldwell, Calhoun, William B. Campbell, Caruthers, Casey, 
Chapman, Clinton, Coles, Cowen, Garrett. Davis, Richard D. 
Davis, Dawson, Dean, Deberry,. Doig, John G. Floyd, Charles 
A} Floyd, Gamble, Gilmer, Qordon, Graham, Harris, Hopkins, 
Houck, Houston, Hubard, Charles J. Ingersoll, Cave Johnson, 
John W. Jones, Keim, Lewis, ‘Littlefield, Lowell, Abraham 
McClellan, Robert McClellan, McKay, John Thomson Mason, 
Mattocks, Maxwell, Medill, Meriwether, Miller, Mitchell, Moore, 
Oliver, Osborne, Owsley, Parmenter, Payne, Pickens, Ramsey, 
Rayner, Read, Reding, Rencher, Reynolds, Riggs, Rodney, 
Rogers, Roosevelt, Wilham Russell, James M. Russell, Sewell, 
Shaw, Shields, Wm. Smith, Snyder, Stanly, Steenrod, Stratton, 
Trotti, Turney, Watterson, and Yorke—838, : : i 


So the amendment was not concurred in. 
+i The next question was on concurring in the 
amendments of the Senate in relation,to printing 
the Compendium of the Sixth Census; and, the 
proviso adopted in Committee of the Whole hav- 
ing been adopted, 

The question was taken on concurring in the 
amendment as amended, and decided in the neg- 
ative—ayes 55, noes 94, as follows: 


YEAS--Messrs. Adams, Allen, Baker, Barnard, Barton, 
Birdseye, Blair, Borden, Briggs, Brockway, Jeremiah Brown, 
Childs, John ©. Clark, James Cooper, Cranston, Cushing, 
John Edwards, Everett, Fillmore, Gates Gilmer, Howard, 
Hudson, Joseph R. Ingersoll, William. W, Irwin, Jobn P. 


Kennedy, King, Linn, McKennan, Morrow, Oliver, Osborne," 


Pearce, Pope, Powell, Ridgway, Saltonstall, Slade, Snyder, 
Stokely, Alexander H. H. Stuart, Richard W. Thompson, 
Tillinghast, Toland, Tomlinson, Triplett, Trumbull, Van 
Rensselaer, Wallace, Edward D. White, Thomas W. Wil- 
liams, Christopher H. Williama, Joseph L, Williams, Winthrop, 
and Wise—56. 

NAYS—Mesars, Landaff W. Andrews, Arrington, Atherton, 


Babcock, Beeson, Boardman, Bowne, Boyd, Brewster, Bron-. 


son, Aaron V. Brown, Milton Brown, Charles Brown, Burke, 
Burnell, Patrick C. Caldwell, William B, Campbell, Ca- 
ruthers, Casey, Chapman, Clinton, Coles, Mark A. Cooper, 
Cowen, Cravens, Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, Deberry, 
Doig, John G, Floyd, Charles A. Floyd, Graham, Granger, 
Halsted, Harris, Hays, Hopkins, Houck, Houston, [ubard, 
Charies J. Ingersoll, Cave Johnson, Isaac D. Jones, Keim, 
Lewis, Littlefield, Abraham McClellan, McKay, McKeon, 
John Thomson Mason, Mathiot, Mattocks, Maxwell, Maynard, 
Medill, Meriwether, Mitchell, Moore, Morgan, Owsley, Par- 
menter, Partridge, Payne, Pickens, Plumer, Benjamin Randall, 
Alexander Randall, Rayner, Reding, Rencher, Riggs, Rodney, 
Rogers, Roosevelt, William Russell, James M. Russell, 
Sewell, Shaw, Shepperd, Shields, William Smith, Sprigg, 
Stanly, Steenrod, Stratton, John T. Stuart, Taliaferro, Trott, 
Turney, Van Buren, Watterson, Joseph L. White, Yorke, 
and Augustus Young—94, 


Mr. FILLMORE here moved that the House 
take a recess from 4 to 6 o'clock; which motion, 
by general consent, was agreed to. 

The question was-next taken on the amendment 
of the Senate, legalizing the employment of cer- 
tain clerks in the State Department; and it was 
not concurred in. 

The question was then taken cn the amendment 
of the Senate, defraying the expenses of distribn- 
ting the remaiaing copies of the printed returns of 
the Sixth Census—2,500. This amendment was 
concurred in. 


‘Phe question was taken on concurring in the 
amendment of the Senate, restoring the appropria- 
tion for the salaries of the Solicitor and Recorder 
of the General Land Office, which had been struck 
out by the House. ~ s 

Mr. GILMER called for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered: and, on taking the question, 
it was decided in the negative—yeas 62, nays 79, 
as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs, Adams, Allen, Barnard, Birdseye, Board- 
man, Bowne, Childs, Clinton, James Cooper, Cowen, Garrett 
Davis, Dawson, Everett, Fillmore, Gates, Granger, Holmes, 
Howard, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, William 
Cost Johnson, John P. Kennedy, King, Linn, Lowell, McKen- 
nan, Samson Mason, Mattocks, Maxwell, Maynard, Morgan, 
Morrow, Oliver, Pearce, Plumer, Pope, Randolph, Rayner, 
Rodney, James M. Russell, Saltonstall, Sanford, Slade, Wm. 
Smith, Stanly, Stokely, Toland, Tomlinson, Triplett, Trum- 
bull, Van Rensselaer, Watterson, Westbrook, Edward D. 
White, Joseph L. White, Thomas W. Williams, Christopher 
H. Williams, Joseph L. Williams, Winthrop, Wise, Yorke, 
and John Young—62. : 

NAYS—Messts, Arrington, Atherton, Babcock, Beeson, 
Boyd, Brewster, Briggs, Brockway, Aaron V, Brown, Charles 
Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Burke, Burnell, Patrick ©. Cald- 
well, William B. Campbell, Casey, Chapman, Chittenden, 
Coles, Mark A. Cooper, Cranston, Richard D. Davis, De- 
berry, Doig, John C. Edwards, John G. Floyd, Charles A. 
Floyd, Fornance, Gilmer, Graham, Halsted, Harris, Hastings, 
Hays, Hopkins, Houck, Houston, Hubard, Hudson, Cave John- 
son, John W., Jones, Keim, Lewis, Littlefield, Abraham Me- 
Cleilan, Robert McClellan, McKay, McKeon, John Thomson 
Mason, Mathiot, Medill, Mitchell, Owsley, Parmenter, Payne, 
Ramsey, Benjamin Randall, Alexander Randall, Reed, Red- 
ing, Rencher, Ridgway, Rogers, Roosevelt, William Russell, 
Revell, Shaw, Shields, Snyder, Steenrod, Stratton, Alexander 


| 


H, H. Stuart, John T. Stuart, Trotti, Turney, and Under- 
wood—79, 


The other amendments were all concurred in. 
TREASURY NOTE BILL.. 


Mr. FILLMORE moved that the House take 
up the treasury note bill, which had come from the 
Senate with an additional section as an amendment. 

The question was agreed to. : 

Mr. FILLMORE explained the object of the 
amendment, and moved the previous: question 
upon it, which was sustained by the House. 

The amendment was not concurred in. 


MILITARY DIVISIONS OF THE UNITED 
STATES, 


On the motion of Mr. C. H. WILLIAMS, the 
House resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. ATHERTON in 
the chair,) and took up bill No. 792, being a bill 
to divide the United States inte: two military dis- 
tricts. 

Mr. STANLY addressed the committee on this 
bill, in opposition to it. . f 

Mr. ©. H. WILLIAMS replied to the gentle- 
man from North Carolina, who, he said, had evi- 
dently not examined the bill, and did not under- 
stand it. : 

The debaie was continued by Mr. JAMES 
COOPER, who moved that the committee rise, 

The motion. was agreed to, and the House took 
a recess for two hours—it being now 4 o’clock. 


EVENING SESSION. 


At 6 o’clock the chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole [Mr. ATHERTON] resumed the chair. 


MILITARY DIVISIONS OF THE U. S. 


The pending question was a motion that the 
committee rise. 

Mr. C. H. WILLIAMS hoped that the com- 
mittee would not rise without reporting the bill. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
rise. The Chair reported ayes 12, noes 34. 

Mr. ADAMS demanded thai the fact that there 
was ho quorum present be reported to the House. 

Mr. ©. El. WILLIAMS called for a count. 

Tellers reported ayes 8, noes 69. 

Mr. ADAMS insisted upcn the fact being re- 
ported to the House. 

After ineffectual attempts on the part of several 
gentlemen to prevent the committee (rom rising— 
Mr. A. insisting on his demand— 

The CHAIRMAN decided that the fact that 
there was no quorum must be reported to the 
House. 


The commitiee rose, accordingly, and reported 
the fact, 


Mr. ADAMS moved that there be a call of the 
House, and called forthe yeas and nays on the mo- 
tion; which were ordered, and resulted—yeas 45, 
nays 79. . 

So the House refused to order a call. 

Mr. C. H. WILLIAMS offered a resolution, di- 
recting that all debate in Committee of the Whole 
on the bill to divide the United States into two mil- 
itary districts shall cease in fifteen minutes after 
the House shail go into Committee of the Whole. 
The resolution was agreed to. 

The bill authorizing a re-issue of treasury notes 
was returned from the Senace—that body adhering 
to its amendment. 

On motion of Mr. FILLMORE, the House ad- 
hered to its disagreement; and a committee of con- 
ference was ordered to be appointed. 

The bill from the Senate, to provide for holding 
a eircuit.court of the United S:ates at Williams- 
port, in the western district of Pennsylvania, was 
read a third time, and passed. 

The joint resolution for the relief of Benjamin 
Ogle Tayloe, returned from the Sendte with an 
amendment, was next taken up, : 

Mr. Q. DAVIS moved that the bill be laid on 
the table. After much noise, agreed tomayes 78, 
noes 47. . 

The Senate’s amendment to the bill for the relief 
of John Skirving was concurred in. 

Also, the Senate’s amendment to the bill grant- 
ing pensions to certain widows and revolutionary 
soldiers. g 

Also, the amendment of the Senate to the bill 


for the. protection of. commerée on 
shores of Lake Michigan. 

Also, the amendinents to the bill in relation to 
pre-emption rights.’ [Title not heard.] 

The bill from the Senate for the relief of- Robert 
B. Lewis was réad-thice times; and: passed: . - 

The bill granting a pension to David: Welch 
failed at first, for want of two-thirds to ‘suspend the 
rules. sek 

Mr. C. H. WILLIAMS called for tellers, which 
were ordered; and the motion to suspend was car- 
ried—ayes 96, noes 34, CY 

The bill was then passed. 


LADIES. : 
On motion of Mr. WELLER, it was: unani- 
mously resolved that, for this evening, ladies should 
be admitted on the floor of the hall. 
ə The SPEAKER, by general consent, laid before 
the House several Executive communications: 


MILITARY DISTRICTS, ` 


On motion of Mr. C. H. WILLIAMS, at 7 o'clack, 
the House resolved itself into Committee. of-the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and resumed. the 
consideration of the military district bill. 

After much confusion, and several’ attempts, in- 
effectually made; to lay the bill aside, witha view 
to take up ether business, (i. e, the fine bill, &.) 
the committee rose and reported it to the House. 

Mr.C. H. WILLIAMS moved the previous 
question. 

Mr. WISE moved that the bill be laid on the 
table. 

Mr. YORKE asked the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. 

Mr. WISE. withdrew his motion. 

And the question recurred on the demand for the 
previous question; which was seconded. 

And the main question was ordered to be taken, 
(being on the engrossment.) 

Mr. W. SMITH asked the yeasand nays, which 
were ordered; and, being taken, were—yeas 98) 
nays 69, as follows: ; 

YEAS—Messrs. Landaff W, Andrews, Arnold, Arrington, 
Atherton, Babcock, Barton, Beeson, Bidlack, Blair, Boardman, 
Botts, Bowne, Brewster, Bronson, Aaron V, Brown, Milton 
Brown, Charles Brown, William Butler, William Q. Butler, 
Green W., Caldwell, John Campbell, Thomas J. Campbell, 
Caruthers, Cary, Casey, Chapman, John ©, Clark, Clinton, 
Cranston, Cross, Daniel, Richard D. Davis, Dean, Debderry, 
John C. Edwards, Ferris, Charles A. Floyd, Fornance, Gam- 
ble, Gentry, Gilmer, Green, Harris, Hastings, Hays, Houston, 
Charles J. Ingersoll, Cave Johnson, Keim, Lane, Lewis, Lit 
tlefield, Lowell, Abraham McClellan, Robert McClellan, 
McKeon, Mallory, Thomas F. Marshall, John Thomson Mason, 
Medill, Miller, Morgan, Oliver, Parmenter, Payne, Pickens, 
Plumer, Pope, Randolph, Rayner, Reding, Reynolds, Riggs, 
Rodney, Rogers, Shepperd, Sprigg, Steenrod, Stokely, Stratton, 
John T. Stuart, Summers, Jacob Thompson, Tillinghast, T'o- 
land, Triplett, Turney, Underwood, Van Buren, Ward, Wash. 
ington, Watterson, Weller, Westbrook, Edward D. White, 
Cnrintopher H. Wiliams, Joseph L. Williams, and Augustus 
voung— 98. " 

NAYS—Messrs, Adams, Allen, Sherlock J, Andrews, Baker, 
Barnard, Birdseye, Briggs, Jeremiah Brown, Calhoun, Childs, 
Chittenden, Coles, James Cooper, Cowen, Cravens, Crawford, 
Cushing, Garrett Davis, Everett, Gates, Patrick G. Goode, 
Graham, Granger, Hall, Halsted, Hopkins, Houck, Howard, 
Hudson, Wiliam Cost Johnson, John P. Kennedy, King, Linn, 
McKay, McKennan, Samson Mason, Mathiot, Mattocks, Max- 
well; Meriwether, Morris, Osborne, Pearce, Powell, Ramsay, 
Benjamin Randall, Alexander Randall, Rencher, Ridgway, 
Roosevelt, William Russell, James M. Russell, Saltonstall, 
Saoford, Sewell, Shaw, Slade, William Smith, Snyder, Stanly, 
Tomlinson, Trotti, Van Rensselaer, Joseph L. White, Thomas 
W. Williams, Winthrop, Wise, Yorke, and John Young—69. 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading at this time. 

And, having been read a third time, the bill was 
passed. 

Mr. P. G. GOODE, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, made a report. oa 

A message was received from the Senate, sta- 
ting that that body receded from its third amend- 
ment to the general appropriation bill, but in- 
sisted on its others. 


GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

At the request of Mr. FILLMORE, this bill was 
taken up. The House, on his motion, persisted 
in its disagreement to the amendments: of the Sen- 
ale, anda Committee of Conference was ordered 
to be appointed. g 

THE SPEAKER'S ADMINISTRATION. 

Mr. WELLER of Ohio, on leave given, bad 
presented the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the thanks of this House be offéred to the 
Hon. Joun Wire, forthe able, impartial, and dignified mens 


the “western 


th Congress, 

‘And Mr. CHAS. BROWN, having stated that 
he-suppdsed the yeas and nays would not be taken 
on the resolution; but that he, for one, could not 
vate for it, proceeded (amidst much manifest sen- 
fion in the hall) to make some remarks. 

[e ‘did not intend, he said, to make a speech.on 
the resolution, though he was opposed to its adop- 
tion. The vote he was about to give was not his 
own. He was here the representative of some 
68,000 of the people of these United States, and 
when he was asked to vote that the Speaker of 
this House had acted, as Speaker, in an impartial 
manner, he could not assent to it. 


Mr. McKEON interposed, and, remarking ‘that 
it-was. rather early in tbe evening to enter upon 
thigsubject, appealed tothe gentleman to permit 
this. eubjectto lie over until they could dispose of 
the business before them. 

Mr. BROWN declined to comply with the re- 
quest, and proceeded. The people he represented 
here, he said, had interests, and they had a right 
in ‘some. way or other to have them represented in 
this House. In the formation of the committees 
of. this. louse at the last: session, Mr. B. had been 
placed on a committee that had. no relation to any 
of those interests of his constituents in the most 
remote manner. He had refused to serve on that 
committee, and had given his reasons therefor to 
the House. That committee had no duties to per- 
form in which his constituents had any interest 
whatever. In the formationof the committees of 
this House, again bis name did not appear. 

[A distant voice: “It ought not to appear.”} 

Mr. B. put it to gentlemen that his name bad as 
good .a right there as the gentleman’s name, al- 
ihough he did come from Kentucky. That por- 
tion.ef the people of Philadelphia which he repre- 
sented had as good a right as the people of Ken- 
tncky, or asthe people of any other place, to be 
heard, and to have their interests consulted here; 
and when they were insulted, or at least neglected, 
he gould not stand here in a craven spirit to vote 


_ that the Speaker had discharged his duties in an 


impartial manner. For the Speaker, in all the pri- 
vate relations of life, Mr. B. had the highest re- 
spect; but the vote he was about"to give was of 


- some public consequence or of no consequence, 


and he could not vote for the resolution; and he 
might say that, in many instances, the Speaker had 
not-eonducted himself, as Speaker of the House, in 
an impartial manner; but he left the House to 
judge for itself. For one, sianding here as a 
Representative of the people, and feeling that the 
Speaker had not treated them and their representa- 
tive in this hall with justice, Mr. B. deemed it his 
duty to pronounce in this House that the Speaker 
had not done the duties of Speaker of the House 
of. Representatives. 

Mr. B. had heard a voice say that he (Mr. B.) 
ought not: to have been placed there. 

[A distant voice: “Yon did; I repeat it. 
it on-my own authority and responsibility.] 

Mr. B. continued. When he had entered this 
hall.as a Representative of a portion of the people 
of these United States, he had come in here asa 
Representative second to none. He was the Rep- 
reseniative of 68,000 people; they had thought 
proper to send him here—to dignify him es a Rep- 
resentative of the American people; and no man here, 
no matter how old he might be, or how high out of 
this House, had any better claims to be heard than. 
he had. They were all equal on this floor; and, 
for one, he had not been sent here to play second 
fiddle to any man; nor should he do it. He would 
vote, so far as the personal relations between him- 
self and the Speaker were concerned, in honor of 
the Speaker; but he could not say that he had acted, 
with reference to his publie duties, in an impartial 


I say 


manner. 

Mr. PICKENS rose to make an appeal to those 
gentlemen with whom it had been his pride and 
pleasure to act on ail great publie questions. He 
hoped they would make no opposition to the pres- 
ent resolution. Mr. P. well remembered when, on 
a similar occasion, a similar resolation had been 
tendered.to a Speaker who had presided with dis- 


tinguished ability over the House, that it -was as- 


ich he has discharged the duties of 8 peaker during the 


aranne eran nanen tennant pena tnns 
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sailed with bitterness—I allude to Mr. Speaker 
Polk. [thought then it was unkind and und gni- 
fied, and think so:still. It was unworthy of the oc- 
casion. And let usnot now imitate an example 
set us by our opponents, which it does not become 
us to follow. Where they.acted wrong, let us do 
right. Let us,on this -oceasion, in our closing 
scenes, act with liberality and generosity. 

Mr. Speaker, I came here a member in 1834, 
soon after I was of an age to be eligible; and I can 
say, Without arrogance, that there has been no 
great public question that. has.arisen, from that 
time to the present, in which I have not taken an 
ective and decided part; and on-any measure in- 


| volving vital principle, 1 think I can say that I 


+ would be amongst the last to yield. It has been 


my habit, on all sach measures, to be firm-and de- 
cided, and even sometimes ultra. But, while it 
has been my pride to take the highest and most un- 
compromising grounds upon questions of principle, 
yet, in everything involving the mere courtesies 
of life, and personal liberality, it is the glory of my 
nature to yield, where generosity demands it. 

I lock wpon the present resolution as involving 
no principle, but as an act ofusual compliment, 


| habitually paid in every civilized assembly to its 


H 


į 


| 
| 
i 


| undertake to say thatthe presiding officer of this 


| conformity with his (Mr. W.’s) views; er that, in 


presiding officer; and I trust my friends will net do 
anything to mar the appropriate harmony of the 
occasion. Let us remember that it is the lot of 
humanity to err, and that itis the glory of a mag- 
nanimous nature to forgive and to forget. Ihave 
been engaged in the fiercest and most bitter con- 
flicts that have occurred upon most of the discus- 
sions of the day; and yet I can lay my hand upon 
my heart, and, as I am about to retire, declare, 
in the utmost sincerity, that I have at this moment 
not a single unkind feeling towards any. one with 
whom it has been my pleasure to be thrown to- 
gether in all the associations of this House. 

Mr. Speaker, this Congress has done enough io 
engender bitter and hostile feelings amongst mem- 
bers upon this floor; and it has also done enough 
to sow the seeds of discord, wide and deep, through- 
out the Confederacy. And now that we are about 
to close our labors, let us not, in our expiring mo- 
ments, show that (like the savage) we can harbor 
vengeance and malignity even in the dying hour. 
Let us seize upon this cccasion (which has always 
been considered fit and proper) to mingle together 
in harmony, and exhibit all the nobler attfibutes of 
magnanimity and generosity. 

Sir, we are about to part, and many of us forever. 
In God’s name, let us part in peace; and may every 
unkind recollection of the pest be absorbed in one 
common feeling —and that, a burning, devoted attach- 
ment te our common country, her honor, and her glory. 
Tam ready to vote with cheerfulness for the reso- 
lution. 


Mr. WELLER said he had no expectation, in 
bringing forward this resoiution, that it would have 
provoked a discussion; although, if he had reflected 
upon the character of some in this House, he 
might have anticipated that it would meet with op- 
position from certain quarters. 

This was an act of courtesy (continued Mr. W.) 
which had always been extended to the -presiding 
officer of this House at the close of every Congress. 
He believed there was.not a single instance in the 
history of this American Congress, where a similar 
resolution had not been presented and passed upon 
by a majority of this House. Mr, W. didnot 


House had always acted, as presiding officer, in 


the appointment of the committees of this House, 
or in the decisions of questions of order, the Speaker 
had pursued such a course, and given such decis- 
ions, as he should have given; bat he undertook to 
say that the Speaker had discharged his duty as 
faithfully as was possible for a man operated upon 
by the same feelings and influences thet operated 
upon them all. They were all fallible; the Speak- 
er was a party man, and he (Mr. W.) was a party 
man—an ultra party man. Mr. W. would oppose 


the Speaker and the majority of this House upor — 


any of the questions involving those great princi- 
ples on which he stood before the country, as warm- 
ly and ardently as the gentleman from Pensylva- 
nia [Mr. Brown] would; but he was not willing to 
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carry bis opposition so far as that it should degen- 
erate into malignity, Fle was not wiiling to stand 


before this House, and exhibita personal malignity. 


Mr. BROWN asked an opportunity to explain. 

The SPEAKER pro tem. [Mr. Brraas] called the 
House (wbich was at this moment in great confus- 
sion) to order, and requested gentlemen to resume 
their seats and preserve order. It was impossible 
to proceed with decorum, unless this was done. 

Mr. BROWN (Mr. Wetter yielding the floor) 
said he had expressly staied that he had not an 
unkind feeling towards the Speaker, and he had 
said so in truth; and no gentleman on this floor 
had aright to suppose, or to say, that he had any 
other than Kind feelings. But he voted for his 
constituents; and he could not, in justice to them, 
vote that the conduct of the Speaker had been im- 
partial, when he believed the contrary. 

Mr. WELLER resumed. He had understood 
the gen'leman from Pennsylvania to say that he 
had not had that place upon the committees ef this 
Hovse that his merits would entitle him to. The 
gentleman had certainly assigned that as one of the 
reasons which-would influence his vote. 

Mr. W. had no wish to prolong this discussion. 
He hoped—about to separate as they were, many of 
them never to meet again—tbat they would sepa- 
rate with the kindest feelings towards each other. 
He had submitied this resolution upon his own 
responsibility—though as violently opposed to 
the Speaker of this House upon political principles 
as any man within the sound of his voice—as an 
act of courtesy, of generosity, of magnanimity, 
which no Congress had ever refused. He was 
willieg, for his part, to take the responsibility of 
that act here and before the country. Let gentle- 
men who desired go against it; be should record 
his vote upon the journal in favor it, 

Mr. BURKE (across) was understood to say he 
shon'd vote against it. 

Mr, WELLER. The gentleman might go 
against it ifhe chose. Mr. W. did not pretend to 
dictate to any man as to his vote. 

It was for this House (Mr. W. continued) to dee 
cide whether, in this case, they would refuse to ex- 
tend this act of courtesy to the Spealrer of this 
House, at a period when they were about to sep- 
arate, never again to meet in this hall; and he 
hoped and trusted that the spirit of magnanimity 
and generosity which should characterize every 
true Democrat would be found to actuate every 
man with whom he asscciated here. 


Mr. CUSHING obtained the floor; but yielded 
it, for purposes of explanation, at the request of— 

Mr. WISE, who said he had not one word to 
say—and for many reasons—upon the resolution 
proposed to the House at this time; and he certain- 
ly should not have taken the floor, but for some res 
marks which had been made by the gentleman from 
South Carolina, [Mr. Pickens,] in which, although 
the gentleman had disclaimed intending any per- 
sonal reproach to bim (Mr. W.) or to any other 
gentlemen, yet (Mr. W. was understood to say) he 
had seemed to disapprove of the precedent. But 
the gentleman had undertaken to say that that was 
a precedent unworthy of example; and had under- 
taken to say, further, that it had sprung from a 
spirit of malignity. : 

Mr. PICKENS said he had stated tbat he had 
thought at that time that it was unkind and undig- 
nified. 

Mr. WISE was. understood to say that the oppo- 
sition to that resolution had not sprung from him, 
Opposition to such a resolution never could origin- 
ate with him. But when it had been presented to 
him at that time, the judgment which many formed 
was, that either that resolution was a compliment 
of substance, or of mere form. If it wasa compli- 
ment of mere form—“yours truly,” or “your obe- 
dient servant,” or “dear sir,” toa letter——why, then 
it was worse than a poor complimenl: it was 
“damning a man with faint praise.” But if it was 
meant to be a serious judgment, (he spoke of the 
past,) if it wasintended to declare as truth the abil- 
ity, impartiality, and dignity of the Speaker, they 
were bound to sit in judgment, and to render a ver- 
dict; and wot a verdict of mere form, but upon their 
opinions, under their oaths, a verdict upon the con- 
duet, upon the administration of the Speaker, of 
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truth or of untruth, of jastice or of injustice; and it 


had nothing to do with the question of generosity. 
He- cared not how generous a. man` might. be. 
Though his generosity might be unbounded, no 
man hada right to vote what he did not think to 
be true: No man had a right to render a judgment 
for mere form, which judgment he did not really 
entertain. This was the principle which had gov- 
erned that precedent; and it had been regarded as 
the only mode either of rewarding a faithful, im- 
partial, dignified Speaker, or of punishing one. who 
possessed not those qualities. 


In reply to some remarks of the gentleman from 


Ohio, [Mr. W ELLER,] Mr. Wise had only to say 
` thatit would be the meanest malignity for any 
gentleman to refuse a vote of thanks to a Speaker 
who, all believed, had tried ‘honestly and conscien- 
tiously to discharge his duties-tto justify a vote of 
this kind merely on party grounds. He could not 
vote either upon one side or the other, although be 
had always been a party man, like the gentleman 
from Ohio, He could not vole as a partisan, or act 
asa partisan, were he Speaker; for that partisan 
spirit which actuated them in the keat of debate, 
and in their usual business here, oaght entirely to 
be excluded from the human bosom when an‘in- 
dividual took that chair. : : 

Mr. W. remarked, in conclusion, that he had 
merely risen tọ vindicate tko who, ona former 
occasion, had voted against a similar resolution, 
which had been alluded to. 


Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL observed that be should 
not have said one word but for what bad fallen 
from his particular friend and colleague, {Mr. 
Brown,] who had first addressed the House. 
Should he act as a private individual,-actuated 
only by feelings and griefs of a personal nature, 
he might perhaps as bitterly and as heartily vote 
against this resolution of thanks as any other mem- 
ber of the House. When he first came here, 
thirty years ago, he had been placed upon the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and he confessed he felt 
nota little repugnance to find himself thrust down 
by the present Speaker to the tail of that commit- 
tee. And when he had attempted his maiden 
speeeh on the floor of the present Congress, the 
House would recollect how repeatedly and in how 
overbearing a manner he had been called to order 
by the Chair for irrelevancy; so often, indeed, that 
had he not been rather a cool old genileman, he 
should have been quite overcome by it. But Mr. 
I. entirely agreed with his colleague [Mr. Brown] 
that he had here no right to vote. as an individual; 
he acted here as the representative of one hundred 
thousand men, women, and children, and as 
amember of the great American family. And 
as to the charge upon the Speaker of having acted 
as a party man, did they not all belong to political 
parties of some description? And did not his col- 
league know that he was in a minority here? And 
were they bound to expect from the presiding offi- 
cer——from any presiding officer—under such cir- 
cumstances, anything different from what they had 
received? Mr. I. had been in that hail when one 
of the most brilliant, powerful, and eloquent men 
that this or any other country had ever produced 
presided in that chair; and he had witnessed, at that 
time, as atall other times had happened, both be- 
fore and since, the selection of committees made 
in part on political and party grounds. This was 
to be looked for; and, unless the Speaker acted on 
feelings of odious, open, and despicable paxtiality 
in distributing the appointments of the House, the 
members of the House were bound to vote in the 
belief that he had done no more than to act in con- 
formity to those free Democratic principles in 
which they all lived, moved, and had their polit- 
ical being as American citizens. Mr. I. was free 
to confess that, during the first session he had been 
here, he had for a time-felt sore, and felt annoyed 
by the course of the Chair in regard to him, and 
considered himself as not without some reason to 
complain, (though he never complained unless the 
ease was very hard indeed, for it never did any 
good, or proéured a man any respect;) but, during 
the last two sessions, he thought the course of the 
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Speaker had well entitled him to a vote of thanks. 


like that now proposed, and he should vote it most 
cheerfully. 


He would add that, in bis jadgment, we owed 
something, we owed much, to the country; we 
owed something, we owed much, to our own free 
institutions; we owed something; too, and very 
much, to bistory. -He was rot at liberty, because 
he, as an individual, might suppose the composi- 
tion of the committees of the House to be im- 
proper or inexpedient, to refuse, on. that account, 
his vote of thanks to a presiding officer who had, 
in the general, done his best to preserve impar- 
tiality in admiuistering the duties of the Chair; 
and such he did, in his conscience, believe had 
been the aim and endeavor of the present Speaker. 
He had thought, during the last six weeks, that the 
Speaker had been to blame for many things. For 
example, Mr. I. had hardly been able to step into 
the lobby, or even to move into verious parts of 
the House itself, without being interrupted by 
“lobby members” and other persons. This he 
presumed to be, at least in part, the fault of the 
Speaker. But it was a part of their legislation 
which every gentleman owed to every otber gen- 
tleman, to say for him, if it could with truth be 
said, that he had discharged his public duty in an 
impartial, fair, and dignified manner. And Mr. I. 
would here say, that he felt entirely free to ac- 
knowledge that, had he been placed in that chair, 
he doubted greatly whether he should have be- 
haved as well, upon the whole, as this Speaker 
had dne. Mr. I. again observed, that he agreed 
with his colleague [Mr. Brown] that it was their 
duty, ‘on occasions like these, to act and vote, not 
for th:mselves personally, but for their constitu- 
ents—for their country—for history, and not for 
party in any’ form. Let him ask the gentleman 
from Virginia, [Mr. Wasr,] and all others, what 
had been the consequence of the withholding, by 
this House, of a vote of thanks from Mr. Speaker 
Polk? It kad made him Governor of one of the 
most respectable States of this Union. [A voice: 
“Not at all—not in the least.”] He could tell that 
gentleman thathe was mistaken; it had operated 
greatly in producing that very result. 


Mr. TURNEY here interposed, and remarked 
that the House had not, in point of fact, withheld 
its vote of thanks from Mr. Speaker Polk; neither 
had the attempt to doso had any the least infu- 
ence en the gubernatorial election in Tennessee. 

Mr. INGERSOLL resumed. As to that, he had 
not the honor of Leing a citizen of that State, and 
was not, therefore, as well entitled to speak as 
the gentleman mightbe, But he had been about 
to ask what were the feelings of the people in cases 
of this kind? Did they sympathize with the per- 
sonal resentments of members here? Members 
themselves were, while within these walls, ia the 
very focus of most powerful passions; they hated 
one and loved another, and were often brim full of 
wrath and resentment; but the moment they stepped 
without those doors, they got out of the charmed 
circle in which they had thus been spell-bound, 
and found that they were in a very different re- 
gion. The people were always disposed to be 
generous and forgiving, and they looked with but 
little approbation on the cherishing of an opposite 
spirit by gentlemen leaving these halls. For him- 
self, he must in candor say, that while he had 
voted against most of those political measures 
which Mr. Speaker White approved, and wovld 
have preferred that they should not succeed, he 
could not find it in his conscience or in his breast, 
and as a duty he owed to patriotism and to the 
country, to withbold his vote of thanks on such an 
occasion; and though the yeas and nays should be 
ordered, he must continue to act under this con- 
viction, and record his name in favor of the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania said that he did 
not know that the refusal of his colleague, [Mr. C. 
Brown,] who had first addressed the House, to 
vote in favor of the pending resolution, would de- 
tract anything from the honor which the Speaker 
might receive from its adoption. He was, indeed, 
rather inclined to believe that bis colleague’s vote 
in its favor would have been understood as casting 
some degree of suspicion on the Speaker’s integri- 
ty;-and he suspected very much that that officer 
would rather rejoice that he was without the vote 
of a man who would refuse to vote a resolution 


of common courtesy. Mr. C. said he had not 
risen with any purpose of entering into a quarrel 
with his colleague, What people was it that he 
represented on this-floor? “Fhe citizens of Phila- 
delphia, or a portion of them. - And had his con- 
stituency been treated unjustly or slightingly by the 
Speaker in his appointment of the standing com- 
mittees of that House? Let gentlemen look at the 
facts, and then the gentleman would find that his 
vociferous accusations would not go very far 
against recorded history. The Committee of Ways 
and Means had a member from Philadelphia placed 
upon it; the Committee on Commerce had another 
member from Philadelphia; the Committee on the 
Judiciary had another gentleman from Philadel- 
phia, and, at the first session of this Congress, had 
had two; and yet the gentleman could get up here 
and avail himself of a moment like this to obtrude 
his private griefs, and pour out on that House the 
bitterness of his gall. Mr. C. was informed that 
his colleague had at one time been appointed a 
member of the Committee on Commerce, but had 
nhever-once met the committee. 

[Mr. Brown. At the extra session—it met but 
once. } 


Thus it appeared, not only that three of the most 
weighty and important committees of the House 
had each a member from the city of Philadelphia, 
but his colleague himself was placed by the Speaker 
on the Committee of Private Land Claims. This, 
however, it seemed, was, in his estimation, a sta- 
tion quite below his merits; he had been most 
unjustly and injuriously slighted, and so had his 
constituents in his person, because the Speaker had 
not placed him at the head of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, or of the Committee on Com- 
merce. And now, at the closing moment of the 
session, he was found moved by private griefs, 
and what Mr. C. (to use no harsher epithet) would 
calla vain ambition, to pursue a course which Mr. 
C. would venture to predict was likely to-prove 
less an injury than a relief to him against whom 
it was aimed. Mr. C. would appeal to the num- 
ber of times his colleague had occupied the floor 
during this Congress. What one member, even 
on the most impcrtant committees of the House, 
had oftener consumed its time? The gentleman 
might probably have thrown great light upon its 
deliberations; or, if he had thrown none at all, 
(which might be the opinion of some,) Mr. C. at 
any rate remembered to have read in the history 
of Rome that the gabbling of a goose once saved 
the capitol. [Laughter] His colleague, it ap- 
peared, was disposed to complain that he had been 
placed upon what he esteemed too mean a commit- 
tee for a person of his distinction—the Committee 
on Private Land Claims; though at the head of 
that commitiee was a gentleman from Louisiana, 
[Mr. Moors,] to act with whom would be no dis- 
honor to ene of far higher claims than his col- 
Jeague could pretend to. 

Mr. BROWN, who had several times attempted 
to interpose, here obtained the floor for explana- 
tion, and said that the whole of his colleague’s 
remarks were based upon what was not a fact. 
Mr. B. wag not on that committee. Let the gen- 
tleman confine himself to matterof fact, and not 
proceed upon mere fiction. ` 

Mr. COOPER, resuming, said he would very 
soon explain how the matter of fact stood. His 
colleague had been placed upon that committee by 
the Speaker, and his name had stood as a member 
of it for eight months, during all which time Mr. 
C. doubted if he had once been present at any meets 
ing of the committee—certainly not half a dozen 
times. [A voice: “Not once.”}] And because. the 
business of the committee had accumulated through 


bis inattention, his name had been put off from 
the roll of iis members, a 


The CHAIR here called to order. 

Aar come desultory remarks on the question of 
order— : 

Mr. COOPER resumed, and said that he hoped, 
when an attack like this, and at such an hour, was 
made upon the presiding officer of that House, he, 
(Mr. C., ) who felt his State disgraced by the con- 
duct of his colleague, might be permitted to state 
what were the facis in reference to that gentleman; 
as well as his colleague to state his allegations in. 


regard tothe Speaker. Mr. ©. repeated the asser- 
tion, that this colleague of his, though a member 
of a committee of much importance, and on whose 
hands a vast amount of business was thrown, had 
not attended the committee half a dozen times in 
nine months, and that therefore——— f 

Here Mr. C. was again called to order; when, 
after a good deal of confusion, he said that he had 
no desire to violate the order of the House, or to 
proceed out of order; nor did he esteem it to be cut 


of order to state what was a fact—that his col- 


league had been removed from the committee for 
negiect and inefficiency. 

Here the confusion was greatly increased. 

Mr: PAYNE called the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania to order; and the point which he wished 
to make was this: Was it in order fora member to 
speak of another as having, by his conduct, dis- 
graced his State? ; 

Mr. C. BROWN hoped the gentleman from 
Alabama would not press his point of order. His 
colleague was a disgrace to the House, and nothing 
he could say could disgrace him below what he 


was. 

Mr. COOPER said that, as he considered the 
subject not worth the controversy, he would resign 
the floor, and resume his seat; which he did. 


Mr. CUSHING said he took the floor in the hope 
that a motion he proposed to make, before he re- 
sumed his seat, might have the effect of putting an 
end to this most unseasonable and very painful de- 
bate. He was himself ready to vote this resolu- 
tion; he should do so, viewing it as an act of cour- 
tesy due to the Speaker of the House. They were 
now approaching the end of a most agitated Con- 
gress—a Congress involving the greatest amount of 
intense political passion of any which had existed 
in the entire history of our Government; and he 
deeply regretted that in this, the closing hour, 
when they were about to bid each other adieu—it 
might be forever—instead of parting as friends, as 
fellow legislators, as fellow-citizens of the republic, 
and, he might say, as gentlemen—they were indul- 
ging in these, the expiring moments of their politi- 
cal existence, in a bitter and exasperated personal 
debate. 

If there was any man on that floor who had 
cause to feel that, in ‘the personal and party con- 
tests which had marked the history of this body, 
during both its present and its past session, injus- 
tice had been done to him, Mr. C. was that man. 
He felt it; he knew it; but he was ready to sacrifice 
all recollection of personal umbrage.at the altar of 
the common good, and of an affectionate desire for 
the peace and honor of that House. It might be 
that he was about to leave that floor but to enler on 
a still more agitated theatre—to go back to the peo- 
ple again upon questions which agitated the coun- 
try as much as they did that House, if not more. 
But he desired tu leave that hall with feelings of 
the kindest regard to every member, and, above all, 
towards him who had occupied that chair. That 
charity might be extended to himself, he desired 
first to show charity towards others. He fally re- 
alized for himself, and he called upon the House 
to realize and to consider, under what unspeakable 
embarrassments, both political and personal, from 
the division and subdivision of parties, the duties 
of the Chair had been periormed; and, in view of 
this, if he, or if other gentlemen, should feel that, 
on this or on that occasion, their pride of place 
might not have been gratified by the Chair, he ap- 
pealed to them, he appealed to himself, to east from 
them all such recollections, with all unkind feelings 
which might be called up by them—so that they 
might, in parting, press hand to hand, with nothing 
put emotions of mutual regard and good-will. 

Under views like these, he should close the few 
words he had ventured to present, by moving the 
previous question. 

-And, by ayes §9, noes 58, the demand was sec- 
onded. : 

And the main question (i. e., on the adoption of 
the resolution) was ordered to be taken. 

Mr. ANDREWS of Kentucky asked the yeas 
and nays; which were ordered. 

Mr. WISE moved to be excused from voting on 
this occasion; and he did so, in part, that he might 


obtain the opportonity of occupying a moment in 
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vindicating himself from a charge which bad gone 
the rounds of the country, and which he availed 
himself of the present opportunity to repel, once 
and forever. He entertained the most kindly feel- 
ings towards the Speaker of that House—a gentle- 
man who had, on all occasions, treated Mr. wW. 


with the utmost urbanity, courtesy, and deference, . 


and with whom he had received and reciprocated 
the personal courtesies of life; and he now declared 
here, before God and his country, that the’ reasons 
which induced him to ask to be excused from vo- 
ting on the present resolution, were not reasons of 
a personal nature. A slander had gone abroad, 
which represerted Mr. W.’s course bere to have 
sprung from a sense of disappointment in not hav- 
ing been able to reach the high station which had 
been occupied by the Speaker cf that House—a 
station to which there was none unčer this Govern- 
ment be should prefer. He would not affect to 
say that be never had desired it: it was a station 
fit to be the summit of ambition to any man whose 
bosom was the seat of just and laudable aspira- 
tions. Bat he did here solemnly declare, and with 
as positive certainty as the infirmity of ovr nature 
enabled any man to speak of the motives of his own 
heart, that in no one act of his public life had ke 
been actuated towards that gentleman by any sense 
of personal or political disappointment. The con- 
trary, whether whispered secretly by the insidious 
tongue of slanderous malignity, or openly bruited 
through the columns of a corrupt and venal press, 
he here pronounced to be a falsehood. He left this 
declaration to be remembered—yes, to be remem- 
bered; and he was perfectly serious in his request 
to be excused from voting. 

< The question being pul, the request of Mr. Wise 
was not complied with. 

This question was then taken, and the vote re- 

sulted as follows: yeas 141, nays 17. 


TREASURY NOTE BILL. 


Mr. FILLMORE moved that the House take 
up the treasury note bill, for the purpose of acting 
upon an amendment from the Senate, on which a 
Committee of Conference had made a report. 

Mr. MERIWETHER called for the reading of 
the report. 

[Messages were received from the Senate and 
the President.] 

Mr. MERIWETHER rose to make an inquiry. 
He wished to Lnow whether the report of the Com- 
mittee of Conference provided that bonds should 
be issued, in lieu ef treasury. notes, and redeema- 
bie in ten years. 

The Clerk read the report of ihe Conference 
Committee; but it was not intelligibly heard, above 
the noise which universally prevailed. 

Mr. MERIWETHER moved to lay the report 
on the table. This motion was rejected. 

The previous question was then sustained. 

Mr. J. C. INGERSOLL asked for the yeas ard 
nays on concurring with the Conference Commit- 
tee in their report. ‘They were ordered. 


concurred in—yeas 99, nays 73, as follows: 


YEAS—Mesers. Adams, Allen, Landaf W. Andrews, Sher- 
lock J. Andrews, Arnold, Aycrigg, Babcock, Baker, Barnard, 
Barton, Blair, Boardman, Borden, Bowne, Briggs, Bronson, 
Jeremiah Brown, Calhoun, Thomas J. Campbell, Cary, Childs, 
Chittenden. John ©. Clark, James Cooper, Cowen, Cranston, 
Cravens, Cushing, Richard D. Davis, Deherry, Everett, 
Ferris, Fillmore, Thomas F. Foster, Gamble, Gates, Granger, 
Green, Hail, Halsted, Houck, Howard, Hudson, William W. 
Irwin, William Cost Johnson, Isaac D. Jones, Keim, John P. 
Kennedy, King, Linn, Robert Mceletlan, McKennan, Thomas 
E. Marshall, Mattocks, Maxwell, Maynard, Morgan, Morris, 
Morrow, Oliver, Osborne, Pope, Powell, Ramsey, Benjamin 
Randall, Atex. Randell, Randolph, Ridgway, Riggs, Rodney, 
William Russell, James M. Russell, Saltonstall, Sanford, 
Shepperd, Shields, Slade, Soliers, Sprigg, Staniy, Stokely, 
Stratton, Alex. H. H, Stuart, Summers, Sumter, Taliaferro, 
Tillinghast, Toland, Tomlinson, Trombull, Underwood, Van 
Rensselaer, E D. White, Thomas W. Wiliams, Joseph L, 
Williams, Winthrop, Yorke, and John Young—99. 
NAYS—Messrs. Atherton, Beeson, Bidlack, A. V. Browo, 
Milton Brown, Charles Brown, Burke, P. C. Caldwell, John 
Campbel!, William B. Campbell, Caruthers, Casey, Chapman, 
Clinton, Coles, Cross, Daniel, Garrett Davis, Dean, Doig, 
Jobn G. Floyd, Charles A. Floyd, Gilmer, Patrick G. Goode, 
Graham, Gwin, Harris, Hastings, Hays, Hopkins, Houston, 
Bubard, Charles J. Ingersoll, Cave johnson, Andrew Ken- 
nedy, Lane, Lewis, Littefieid, eh, Abraham MeCleilan, 
McKeon, J. 'f. Mason, Mathiot, Medill, Meriwether, Miller, 
Moore, Owsley, Parmenter, Payne, Pinmer, Rayner, Read, 
Reding, Rencher, Reynolds, Rogers, Roosevelt, Sewell. Shaw, 
William Smith, Snyder, Steenrod, John T. Stuart, Jonn B. 
Thompson, Richard W, Thompson, Triplett, Trotu, Turney, 


$ Weller, Westbrook, and Christopher I. Williame-—73. 


The report of the Committee of Conference was 
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A pile of enrolled bills were signed by the 
Speaker. 

Mr. FILLMORE moved that the Honse act up- 
on the report of the Conference Committee on 


THE CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRI- 
ATION BILL. 

The report was read. It recommends: : 

ist. That the House recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendment of the Senate, increasing 
ibe pay of the printers to the present Congress: to, 
the rates allowed by the joint resolution of:h8E9°. 

9d. That the Senate recede from its aniéndment, 
increasing the pay of T. Allen, and of Blair & 
Rives, for printing the Compendium of the Sixth 
Census. But the committee also recommends the 
adoption of a clause, providing that nothing con- 
tained in this bill shall operate as a bar to the 
claims of Ailen and Blair & Rives, hereafter, for 


. the full. amount of compensation for executing the 


printing of the Compendium. 

34, That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the Senate’s amendment, by which the appro- 
priation for the salaries of the Recorder and Solicit- 
or of the General Land Office is retained. 

Ath. That the House and Senate recede from the 
several amounts named by them as the salaries of 
travelling agents of the Post Office Department; 
and that the sum of $1,250 be fixed as the annual 
pay of those officers. 

Mr. FILLMORE explained the report, and 
hoped it would be adopted. Fle moved the pre- 
vious question; which was sustained. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON acked the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. * 

A division of the question was called. 

The question was therefore taken on the first rec- 
ommendation of the Committee of Conference, 
(the effect of which is to increase the pay of the 
printers to Congress to the prices of 1819.) 

This recommendation of the commiitee was 
agreed to—yeas 80, nays 78. 

Mr. ANDREWS of Kentucky moved a recon- 
sideration of the vote just taken. 

Mr. BOTTS moved to lay the motion for recon- 
sideration on the table; which motion was carried— 
yeas 93, nays 63, 

Mr. C. H. WILLIAMS asked leave to offer a 
resolution suspending the joint rule -in relation to 
the military district bill. 

And Mr. J, R. INGERSOLL made a similar mo- 
tion as to the joint resolution in relation to weights 
and measures, 

Objection being made, the rules were suspended, 
and the resolution (under the operation of the pre- 
vious question) was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. CUSHING, certain maps of 
the Northeastern boundary were ordered to be 
printed. 


Mr. GRAHAM asked the House to take up the 
bill in relation to the preservation of live-oalk 
timber. k 

Mr. G. moved that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of ihe Union be discharged from the 
consideration of said bill; which motion was 
agieed to. 

And the bill was read a third time and passed. 

The rule was suspended to enable the bill to be 
sent to the Senate. 

Mr. ANDREWS of Kentucky, remarking that 
during his service as a member of this House he 
had not asked a favor in behalf of himself and 
his constituents, and making an urgent appeal in 
behalf of the parties concerned, asked leave to 
offer a resolution providing that the messengers 
and attendants of the House should be paid the 
same compensation as those of the Senate, 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia objected. ; 

Mr ANDREWS moved a suspension of the 
rules. 

Mr. MERIWETHER moved to lay the motion 
on the table. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON asked the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered, and being taken, resulte 
ed in yeas 70, nays 77. 

So the rules were not suspended, 
APPROPRIATIONS, ORDINARY AND EX- 

TRAORDINARY. 


Mr. BEESON offered the following resolution;on 


which,-after being read for information, ke moved | 


a suspension of the rules: negatived. 
“Whereas by a resolution adopted on the 23d ult., the House 


directed. the Secretary of the Treasury, among other things, to - 
report the amount of the appropriations for each year, from - 
the 4th of March, 1829, tothe 4th of March, 1843, exclusive of : 


public debt.and trust funds: > >- 


And whereas it 1s necessary to a fair and full understanding - 
of the financial economy of the several administrations inter- | 


vening, thata thorough discrimination should be made between 


‘expenditures, ordinary and extraordinary, of that eventful : 


period; and also between appropriations made of unborrowed 
ahd borrowed moneys: therefore, 


: HORDE That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to | 
report to thts 


House a statement showing the amount of the ap- 


propridtions for each year, from the 4th of March, 1829, to the . 


4th of March, 1843, discriminating between appropriations or- 


dinaty—such as those for the support of the civil administra- © 
tion, army. anà navy, personel and materiel, on the peace estab- : 


lishment-—and exiraordinary, such as not only public debt and 
trustfunds, but also such as those made on account of the Flor- 
ida war; purchases of Indian lands; removal of Indians; pay- 

ent for property taken for public use, and injuries committed 

uring hostilities; donations to objects in the District of Colum- 
pia; survey of the coast; claims of States for war debts; taking 
the census; duties’ refunded; materials fur increase of the navy; 
durable public buildings, roads, bridges, canals, breakwaters} 


improvements in rivers and harbors; fortifications, pensions, . 


gratuities; exploring expedition, &c.; distinguishing, also, be- 
tween appropriations made from unborrewed, and those from 
borrowed moneys; and that said report he appended to, and 
published with, the report directed by the House, on the 23d 
ult. to be made on the subject of public expenditures. - 

‘Mr. ATHERTON, from the Committee of 
Ways and Means, made an unfavorable report on 
the petition of Amos Wade, praying for remission 
.of duties. 

Mr. SMITH ot Virginia moved to take up the 
bill No. 25, for the relief of Mrs. Nourse. 

Mr. STEENROD moved to take up the bill No. 
32, fixing the compensatian of pension agents. 

Mr. SMITH moved that the Committee of the 
‘Whole be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of bill No, 25; and 

Mr. STEENROD moved that the Committee of 
the Whole be discharged from the further consid- 
eration of bill No. 32. 

All these motions were pronounced out of order. 

[During this, time, and, indeed, the whole of the 
evening session, there was a great deal of noise and 
confusion; numbers of members trying to obtain 
the floor, and offering motions which were either 
out of order, or not heard by the Chair.] 


GENERAL JACKSON'S FINE. 


Mr. GWIN moved that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole, for the purpose of 
taking up the bili to refund the fine of General 
Jackson. 

Mr. J. P. KENNEDY called for the yeas and 
nays. 

Great confusion ensued; but ultimately the yeas 
and nays were taken, apd they resulted as follows: 
yeas 77, nays 83. - 

Mr. CUSHING submitted the usual - resolution 
for the appcintment of a committee to wait upon 
the President, and inform him that, if he had no 
further communication to make, the two Houses 
of Congress were ready to adjourn. 

Mr. J. R, INGERSOLL wished, first, to call up 
a motion for the printing cf 5,000 extra copies of 
the reports of the two committees on the two hun- 
dred million national stock projet. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO also moved that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole be discharged from some bill 
in relation to the Patent Office; but its precise ob- 
ject was not heard. . 

After some other irregular proceedings, Mr, 
Cusutne's resolution was adopted. 

Mr. PROFFIT offered a resolution to pay extra 
compensation to the clerks and messengers of the 
House; but, as it was objected to, it was with- 
drawn. ` 

Mr. J. P. KENNEDY was understood to move 
a modification of Mr. J. R. IxncERsoLn’Ss motion, 
so as to fix 3,000 as the extra number of copies of 
the reports to be printed. 

Mr. BEESON offered an amendment; but, as 
the previous question had been moved on Mr. J. 
R. Incersonr’s motion, it was not in order, 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved to lay the mo- 
tion on the table; and it was carried. 

Various motions were made; but they were ob- 
jected to, and were not acted upon. 

‘Mr. ADAMS offered a resolution which was un- 


derstood to be declaratory of some general princi- - 


ples in relation to the capture at Monterey, . 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. _ 


TOREROS EN 


As objections were made, he moved a suspension 


i “of the rules. : 


Mr. MALLORY. called for the yeas and: pays; 
and, being ordered, they resulted as follows—yeas 
74, nays 83. . 

‘Mr. BEESON moved a suspension of the 


-Yules, in order to enable. him toget in his resoju- 


tion. The motion was- rejected. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL offered a resolution, di- 
reciing the Clerk to pay. the several. pages, mes: 
sengers, &c.,-of the House, $100 each in addition 
to their.regular compensation. 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia objected to the recep- 
tien of the resolation. 

Mr. C. H. WILLIAMS moved a suspension. of 
the rules, in order to get the resolution in. 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia asked for the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered: thereupon, the resolution 
was withdrawn. 4 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON asked if the hour.of 12 
bad not arrived? and wishéd to know if a mo- 
tion to adjourn was not in order. 

The CHAIR requested the gentleman to sus- 
pend his motion a moment. 

Mr. LEVY attempted to have passed a resolu- 
tion, calling on the Secretary of the Navy for in- 
formation in relation to the construction of a ma- 
rine hospital at Key West, in Florida. 

The SPEAKER said the hour of 12 had arrived, 
and no new business could be introduced. 

Mr. T. F. MARSHALL rose and said he moved 
that there be printed, for the use of the House, 
20,000 extra copies of the report of the gentleman 
from Maryland, [Mr. W. C. Jounson,]} in relation 
to the $200,000,000 scheme for advancing the 
credit of the country. è 

[Many members: “The motion is not in order.”] 

Mr. MARSHALL said he would withdraw the 
motion so soon as he had spoken. 

After some conversation between the SPEAKER 
and Mr. MARSHALL, the latter withdrew his 
moticn, ; 

While the House was waiting for action on the 
part of the Senate, conversation occurred at inter- 
vals on various subjects of no interest, on the part 
of several members, interspersed with sundry 
pauses. At last, 

Mr. PICKENS observed that he had repeatedly 
known the House to adjourn without hearing from 
the Senate, which had business apart from its con- 
nexion with the House of Representatives. The 
Senate was now in executive session, and there 
was no reason why the House should wait for it. 

The SPEAKER inquired whether the gentleman 
proposed to send a separate message to the Presi- 
dent from this Honse? 

Mr. PICKENS said he did. 

{Here there was another pause. ] 

Mr PICKENS moved that a committee wait on 
the President of the United States, and inform him 
that the House of Representatives, having transact- 
ed all the business before it, was ready to adjourn, 
provided he had no further communication to make 
to them: carried, and Messrs. Pickens, Wise, 
and Joser R. inasusoLL, were appointed the 
committee. 

After a few moments— 

Mr. PICKENS, from the abovementioned com- 
mittee, returned, and reported that they had per~ 
formed the duty assigned. them, and had received 
for answer that the President had no further com- 
munication to make to this branch of Congress; 
and he wished them a happy return to their homes, 
and the enjoyment of the society of their families. 

Mr.. PICKENS then moved that the House ad- 
journ sine die; which being carried. 

The SPEAKER addressed the House as fol- 
lows: 

Genttemen: Before I declare, for the last time, 
your adjournment, allow me to tender to each and 
every one of you my grateful thanks for the atten- 
tion and respect I have invariably received as your 
presiding officer; and especially for the flattering 
expression of favorable opinion contained in the 
resolution ordered be entered on your journal 
this night. 
indebted to the kindness of this House, than its jus- 
tice, in the adoption of this resolution. 

I trust, however, I shall ever cherish all those ` 


THE END, 


Yet I cannot but feel that I am more . 


emotions of gratitude and affection which so signal 


an instance of your generosity ‘ought to inspire. 
Whilst the censure of-this body eannot.be consid- 
ered a trivial punishment, its praise can-never, be 
esteemed an: ordinary compliment. ‘Next to the 
satisfaction arising -from.a -consciousness.of bay- 
ing discharged my duty, is the approbation of those 
who have been constant witnesses of - my official 
conduct. kt was’ with diffidence and hesitancy, 
knowing well the high but .just.responsibility.of 
this station, that I persuaded myself to engage in 
the discharge of its.delieate..and,ardnous: duties. 
Nothing but the hope that I should-receive.the,cor- 
dial support of the liberal of al sides in this, Fonse 
could have induced me to undertake so difficult a 
task. 7 

Itake pleasure in stating that my most-sapguine 
expectations of candor. and fayor. have. been more 
than realized. Amidstall the excitement growing. ot 
of animated debates upon the great interests of the 
country, which have so. often .and.so deeply im- 
pressed iall our minds, and enlisted the warmest 
feelings-of the heart, I bave experienced a uniform 
politeness from every quarter of this House. When, 
in the trial of opinion upon. questions of import- 
ance and difficulty, this. House has been equally 
divided, and my vote has heen. demanded by the 
rules, I have invariably found, in that. kalf of the 
members from whose judgment I have differed, a 
disposition to allow me the same freedom of délib- 
eration and independence of thought which they 
asserted for themselves. 

The position I have occupied since my elevation 
to this Chair has made it my duty to scan elosely 
the progress of business in this House; and I owe 
it to truth and justice to declare, without reference 
to party, that I have witnessed an industry, a pa- 
triotism, and independence, a series of information 
and eloquence, that would bave done honor to any 
deliberative assembly in any age or country. 

Well am I convinced, in despite of the recent. ef- 
forts that have been made, in various quarters, by 
misrepresentation and traduction, to weaken the 
publie respect and coufidence in the immediate 
Representatives of the people, that the scrutiny of 
time will prove this. House to be the sanctuary of 
the Constitution—the citadel of civil liberty—the 
palladium of this republie.. It is here—it is here, 
in this grand inquest of the nation—here, if any- 
where, that resistance will be made to the silent 
arts of corruption, or to the daring encroachments 
of power: and if the Constitution, the sacred char- 
ter of American freedom, be destined to perish*by 
the ruthless band of the demagogue or the usurper, 
(which God avert!) here, upon this floor, it will 
breathe jts last agonies—its dying gasp. 

In the course of our deliberations, in a moment 
of commotion and exeitement, I am sensible I 
may, at times, have wounded the feelings of mem- 
bers. I have never arrested the progress of busi- 
ness, to enter into explanations. My position in 
this chair made it impossible for me to do so,.with= 
out endangering the order and dignity of this 
House. Besides, the moment of irritation is not 


the most propitious time for satisfactory explana- . 


tions. I bave chosen, at the hazard of injustice to 
my motives, to leave my justification to the calm 
and sober reflection of members. On my part, I 


have no wrongs to complain of from any individ- , 


ual upon this floor. If any have been intended or 
done, they have long since been forgiven and for- 
gotten. I thank my God I have no memory for in- 
juries. ; , 
We are now about to part—many, very many of 
us, never to meet again. Let us separate as social, 
mora] beings should separate-—as friends, as broth- 
ers. May the honor of this House, and the honor 
of this nation, be the paramount ambition of us 
all. No matter what may be our future desti- 
ny—whether in private or public life—let ail the 
ends we aim at be our country’s, God’s, and 
Truth’s. Os 

With cordial wishes for your health and happi- 
ness, and fervent prayers for the peace, prosperity, 
and lasting liberty of our common country, I. pro- 
nounce this House adjourned without day. 

The address was received with loud expressions 
of gratification. 

‘And the House, sine die, adjourned. 
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REPORT troller and the clerks and mes-. For miscellaneous items - - 
` P senger in his office - - 7,625 In the Treasurer’s office: 
OF THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE OF REP- For compensation of the First. Audi- For miscellaneous items - - 
RESENTATIVES OF THE U.sS., tor and the clerks and messenger In the Solicitor’s office: , 
In complidnee with the “Act to authorize the appoint- in his office - - - 9,950 For blank books, binding, and station- 
ment of additional paymasters, and for other pur- For compensation of the Second Au- ery - a ~ : g 
poses,” passed July 4. 1836. ditor and the clerks. and messenger For. labor - ot - - 
in his office - - -. 10,705 49 For extra clerk-hire - - - 
_ Orrick of tHe House or Reps. U. S, For compensation of the Third Audi- In the Register’s office: é 
March3, 68" tor and the clerks, messenger, and For blank books, binding, and station- 
In obedience tothe 6th section of the “Act toau- assistant messenger in his ofice - 19,175 ery - - ~ - - 
thorize the appointment of additional paymasters, For compensation of the Fourth Au- For labor  - - x - 
and for other purposes,” passed July 4, 1836, which ditor and the clerks and mes- For printing - ° - 7 se 
requires “the Secretary. of the Senate and the Clerk senger in his office - =- 10,075 For miscellaneous items - a 
of the House of Representatives, as soon as may For compensation of the Fifth Audi- In the General Land Office: 
be.after the close of each session of Congress, to tor and the clerks and messenger in For blank books, binding, stationery, 
publish a statement of all appropriations made du- hisoffice - - - - 7,400 and parchments -~ - - 
ring the session; and also a statement of the new For compensation of the Treasurer for labor - - . e- 
offices created, and the salaries of each, andalso of the United States and the clerks For printing - °° . z 
a statement of the offices the salaries of which are in- and messenger in his office - 6,875 For miscellaneous items - - 
creased, and the amount of such increase,” the For compensation of the Register of For compensation of the su erintend- 
Clerk of the House of Representatives submits the the Treasury, and the clerks, mes- ent and eight watchmen of th esouth- 
accompanying statements. senger, and assistant messenger in east executive building -~ a 
MW. ST. CLAIR CLARKE, his office - = - - 14,300 For contingent expenses of said 
Clerk Ho. of Reps. For compensation of the Commis- building, viz: 
-- sioner of the General Land Office, For labor = - - 7 
Statement of appropriations made for the half calen- and the recorder, solicitor, draughts- For fuel and light ~- eo. fe 
dar year ending 30th June, 1843, and the jiscal man, assistant draughtsman, clerks, For miscellaneous items - - 
year ending 30th June, 1844, during the 3d ses- messenger, and packers in his office, 49,250 WAR DEPARTMENT. 
sion of the 21th Congress of the United States of Bef sompan hin ot me PaT or For compensation of the Secretary of 
America, commencing December 5, 1842, and end- esseheet Re pace Ti Z 6,200 War, and the clerks, messenger, 


ing March 3, 1843. 


EL. R, No. 615. For the civil and diplomatic ex- 
ses of Government for the half calendar year 
ending the thirtieth day of June, eighteen hundred 


and forty-three. 

For compensation and mileage of 
Senators and Members of the House 
of Represematives and delegates 
from the Territories - 

For compensation of the officers and 
clerks of the Senate and House of 
Representatives -~ - - 

For stationery, tuel, printing, and all 
other incidental and contingent ex- 
penses of the Senate - - 

For stationery, fuel, printing, and all 
other incidental and contingent ex- 
penses of the House of Representa- 
tives - - - - 

For compensation of the principal 
and two assistant librarians and 
messenger of the Library of Con- 
gress - : - - 

For contingent expenses of said li- 
brary - - - - 

For purchase of books for said library 

For purchase of law books for said li- 
brary - - - - 

For compensation of the President of 
the United States. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 


For compensation of the Secretary of 
State, and the clerks, messenger, 
and assistant messenger in this de- 
partment - - - - 

For incidental and contingent ex- 
“penses of said department, inclu- 
ding publishing and distributing the 
laws - - - - 

For compensation of the superinten- 
dent and three watchmen of the 
northeast exceutive building - 
, For contingent expenses of said 

building, viz: 

For labor - - - - 

For fael and light - - - 

For miscellaneous items  - - 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


For compensation of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, and the clerks, mes- 
senger, and assistant messenger in 
his office. - - * - 

For compensation of the First Comp- 
troher, and the clerks, messenger, 
and. assistant messenger in his 
office: Heg re - 

For.compensation ofthe Second Comp- 


$3366 , 888 
20,274 


35,000 
125,000 


2,250 


400 
2,600 


500 
12,500 


13,150 


12,650 
672 50 


600 
700 
350 


13,925 


11,475 


For the incidental and contingent 
expenses of the Treasury De- 
parument, viz: 

In the office of the Secretary of 
the Treasury: 

For blank-books, binding and sta- 
tionery - - - - 

For newspapers and periodicals - 

For labor - - - 

For extra clerk-hire - - - 

For printing, (including the printing 


of the public accounts,) ~ ~ 
For sealing ship registers ~ - 
For miscellaneous items - - 


For translating foreign languages 


Tn the office of the First Comptroller: 


For blank books, binding, and station- 
ery - - - - 

For labor - - ~ - 

For extra clerk-hire - - 

For miscellaneous items - - 


Tn the office of the Second Comptroller: 


For blank books, binding, and station- 


ery - 

For labor - - 

For extra clerk-hire - 

For miscellaneous items 
In the office of the First Auditor: 

For blank-books, binding, and station- 


ery -~ - 
For labor - - - - 
For extra clerk-hire . - - 
For miscellaneous items ~ - 
In the office of the Second Auditor: 
For blank books, binding, and station- 
ery - - - - - 
For labor - - = 
For extra clerk-hire - - - 
For miscellaneous items - 
In the office of the Third Auditor: 
For blank books, binding, and station 
ery - - - 
For labor - 
For extra clerk-hire 
For miscellaneous items - - 
In the office of the Fourth Auditor: 
For blank books, binding, and station- 
ery - - - - 
For labor - - - 


For extra clerk-hire - 
For printing - , - 
For miscellaneous items ` 
Tn the office of the Fifth Auditor: 
For blank books, binding, and station- 
ery - - - : 
Forlabor = | 
For extra clerk-hire - : 5 


and assistant messenger in his office 
For compensation of the Commission- 
er of Indian Affairs, and the clerks, 
messenger, and assistant messenger 
in his office - - - - 
For compensation of the Commission- 
er of Pensions,and the clerks and 
messenger in his office - - 
For compensation of the clerk and 
messengerin the office of the Com- 
manding General - - - 
For compensation of the. clerks and 


jutant General - - - 
For compensation of the cleszs and 
messenger in the office of the Quar- 
termaster General ~ ~ - 
For compensation of the clerks and 
messenger in the office of the Pay- . 
master General - - - 
For compensation of the clerks and 
messenger in the office of Clothing 
and Equipage at Philadelphia - 
For compensation of the clerks and 
messenger in theoffice of the Com- 
missary General of Subsistence - 
For compensation of the clerks and 
messenger in the office of the Chief 
Engineer -~ - - ~ 
For compensation of the clerks and 
messenger in the office of the Sur- 
geon General - - - 
For compensation of the clerks and 
messenger in the office of the Colo- 
nel of Ordnance - - - 
For compensation of the clerks and 
messenger in the Bureau of Topo- 
graphical Engineers ~ . 
For compensation of the superintend- 
ent-and four watchmen of the north- 
west executive building - - 
For contingent expenses of War De- 
partment, viz: 
In the office of the Secretary of War: 
For blank books, binding, and station- 
ery - - - - = 
For newspapers and periodicals 
For labor - - : 
For printing - - - 
For miscellaneous items - 
For books, maps, and plans -~ 
For extra clerk-hire : - - - 
In the office of the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs: 
For blank books, binding, and station- 
ery. - - > - 
For labor = - A S 
For miscellaneous items ” * 


messenger in the office of the Ad- - 


Tn the office of the Commissioner of 
> Pensións: 
For blank books, binding, and. station- 
ae tinting - - - ~- 
For fuel ~ ~ = - 
For miscellaneous items - 
‘In. the ofice: of the. Commanding 
General: 
For miscellaneous items - - 


In the office of the Quartermaster 


General: 
For blank books; binding, and station- 
, For: haber - - ~ = 
For printing - = 
For miscellaneous jtems - 
Tn the offt@e of the. Chief Engineer: 
Forblank books, binding, and station- 
ery - = 
For- printing - ` ` š 
For miscellaneous items - 
In the office of the Colonel of ord. 
nance: 
For blank book, binding, and station- 
ery” 
For. printin g- - - > 
‘For miscellaneous items - ~ 
In. the Bureau of Topographical 
Engineers: 
ro beni books » binding, and station- 
For Tavor - - E 
For miscellaneous items 
For the northwest executive build- 
ing: 
For labor - - - - 
For fuelandlight - - ~ 
For miscellaneous items - - 


NAVY DEPARTMENT. 


For compensation of the Secretary of 
the Navy, and the clerks, messen- 
ger, and assistant messenger in his 
office - 

For contingent expenses of said office, 
including blank books, binding, sta- 
tionery, extra clerk-hire, printing, 
labor, miscellaneous items, and 
newspapers and periodicals - 

For compensation of the chief of Bue 
reau of Navy-yards and Docks, and 
the draughtsman, clerks, and mes- 
senger in i his office - - 

For the contingent expenses of Bu- 
reau of Navy-yards and Docks ~ 

For compensation of the chief of Bu- 
reau of Construction, Equipment, 
and Repair, and the assistant con- 
structor, clerks, ant messenger in 
his ofice - 

For contingent expenses of said bu- 
reau, including blank books, sta- 
uionery, printing, labor, and miscel- 
laneous items - 

For compensation of the chief of Bu- 
reau of Provisions and Clothing, 
and the clerks and messenger in his 
office - 

For contingent expenses of said bu- 
reau, incInding blank books, sta- 
tiouery, binding, and miscellaneous 
items 

For compensation of the chief of Bu- 
reau of Ordnance and Hydrogra- 
phy, and the draughtsman, clerks, 
and messenger in his office - 

For contingent expenses of said bu- 
reau 

For compensation of the chief of Bu- 
reau of Medicine and Surgery, and 
the clerks and messenger in his of- 
fice ~ z 

For contingent expenses of said bu- 
„reau, including blank books, bind- 
‘ing, stationery, and miscellaneous 
items - 

For compensation of the superintend- 
ent and three watchmen of the south- 
west executive building ~- - 


For contingent expenses of said 
building, viz: 


For labor - - z 2 
For fuel and lights ~ - ʻ 
For miscellaneous items F z 


9,675 


250 


3,550 


250 


4,700 
250 


2,600 


450 


668 


162 
675 
575 


Postmasters General, and the clerks, 
messenger, and three assistant mes- 
sengers, and two watchmen, of -the 
Post Office Department- - - 
For contingent expenses of said 
department, viz: 


For blan books, binding, and station- l 


ery - 

For newspapers and periodicals 

For fuel and oil 

For printing - - - 

For labor - - - 

For one day-watchman - 

For ‘compensation of temporary 
clerks - 

For compensation of the Auditor for 
the Post Office Department, and the 
clerks, messenger, and assistant 
messenger in his office -~ - 

For contingent expenses of said 
office, viz: 

Eor blank books, binding, pna station- 


E E oe ER i 


ery : 
For printing blanks - - a 
For labor - 2 s 
For miscellaneous items - - 


SURVEYORS AND THEIR 
CLER 


For compensation of the surveyor 
eneral northwest of the Ohio, and 
e clerks in his office - 

For compensation of the surveyor 
general in {Illinois and Missouri, 
and the clerks in his office - - 

For compensation of the surveyor 
general in Arkansas, and the clerks 
in his office - - 

For compensation of the surveyor 
generalin Louisiana, and me clerks 
in his office - - 

For compensation of the surveyor 
general in Mississippi, and the, 
clerks in his office - 

For compensation of the surveyor 
general in Alabama, and the clerks 
in his office - - - 

For compensation of the surveyor 
gnora i in Florida, and he clerks 
in his office ~ - 

For compensation of the surveyor 
general in Wisconsin and Iowa, and 
the clerks in his office - - 

For compensation of the secretary to 
sign patents for public lands - 

For compensation of the Commission- 
er of Public Buildings in Washing- 
ton city, and the three assistants as 
draw-keepers at the Potomac bridge, 
including oil, firewood, and repairs, 

UNITED STATES MINT AND 

BRANCHES. 

For compensation of the officers and 
workmen of the mint at Philadel- 
phia, viz: 

For the director 

For the treasurer 

For the chief coiner 

For the assayer - 

For the melter and refiner 

For the engraver - 

For the assistant assayer 

For four clerks - 

For wages to workmen 

For specimens of ores and coins to be 
reserved at said mint - 

For compensation of the officers and 
workmen of the branch mint at 
Charlotte, in North Carolina, viz: 

For the superintendent - - 

For the assayer - - - 
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F'or the coiner - 3 

For the clerk - - - 

For wages to workmen - - 

For compensation of the officers and 
workmen of the branch mint at 
Dahlonega, Georgia, viz: 

For the superintendent 

For the assayer - 

For the coiner - 

For the clerk - -` 

For wages to workmen 


| 
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PO ST OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 


f For compensation. of the Postmaster _ 
+ General, and the three Assistant 


37,150 


2,750 


1,750 
750 


2,325 


For incidenta} and contingent ex- 
penses of said branch, including 
tnel, materials, stationery, taxage, 
and ‘wastage of gold. 

For compensation of the officers and 
workmen ofthe branch mintat New 
Orleans, viz: 

For the superintendent 

For the treasurer - 

For the cojner - 

For the a$sayer - 

For the melter and refiner 

For two clerks - 

For wages to workmen 

For incidental and contingent ex- 
penses of said branch, including 
fuel, stationery, materials, and 

j wastage of gold and silver - 


GOVERNMENTS IN THE TER- 
RITORIES OF THE UNITED 
STATES. 

For compensation of the officers of 
Wisconsin Territory, viz: 

For Governor + - - 

For three judges - $ . = 

For secretary 

For contingent expenses of said Ter- 
ritory 

For compensation and “mileage of the 
members of the Legislative Assem- 
bly of said Territory, pay of offi- 
cers, printing, stationery, fuel, fur- 
niture, and all other incidental and 
miscellaneous objects : - 

For compensation of the officers of 
Iowa Territory, viz: 

For Governor - - - 

For three judges - - - 

For secretary - 

For contingent expenses of said Ter- 
ritory 
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For compensation of “the officers of 


Florida Territory, viz: 

For Governor - - - 

For five judges - - - 

For secretary - 

For contingent expenses of said Ter- 
ritory 

For compensation and mileage of the 
members of the Legislative Coun- 
cil ofsaid Territory, pay of officers, 
stationery, fuel, printing, and all 
other incidental and miscellaneous 
objects, including the private secre- 
tary of the executive office - 


JUDICIARY. 

For compensation of the officers of the 
Judiciary, viz: 

For the Chief Justice of the Supreme 
Court - 

For eight associate judges “of said 
court - 

For the district judge of Maine ~- 

For the district Judge | of New Hamp- 
shire 

For the district judge of Massachu- 
setts - 

For the district judge ‘of Vermont ~ 

For ame district judge of Rhode Isl- 
an 

For the district judge ‘of Connecticut 

For the district judge of New York, 
northern district - 

For the district judge of New York, 
southern district, - 

For the district judge of New Jersey 

For the district judge of aed cal 
nia, eastern district - 

For the district judge of Pennsylva- 
nia, western district - - 

For the district judgeof Delaware ~ 

For the district judge of Maryland - 

For the district judge of Virginia, 
eastern district - 

For the district judge of Virginia, 
western district == - 

For the district judge of Kentucky - 

For the district judge of Tennessee 

For the distriet judge of Ohio - 

For the district judge of North Caro- 
ina 

For the district judge of South Caro- 
ina - 

For the district judge of Georgia - 

For the district Judge of Louisiana - 


175. . 


175 


27,125 
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For the district ates of Mississippi 
For the district judge of Indiana . - 
For the district judge of Illinois - 
For the district judge of Alabama - 
For the district judge of Missouri - 
For the district judge of Michigan -~ 
For the district judge of Arkansas 
For the chief justice of the District of 
Columbia 

For two associate judges of said Dis- 
trict 

For the judge of the criminal court of 
said District - 

For the judge of the orphans’ court 
of Was: ington county, in said Dis- 
trict 

For the judge of the orphans’ ‘court of 
Alexandria county, in said District 

For the attorney general of the United 
States, and the ‘clerk and messenger 
in his ‘office, and the contingent ex- 
pense thereof - 

For the reporter of the decisions of 
the Supreme Court - - 

For the district attorney of Maine - 

Forthe district Attorney of New Hamp- 
shire - 

For the district attorney of Massachu- 
setts - - 

For the district attorney of Vermont 

For the district, SHornay: of Rhode 
Island - 

For the district attorney of Connecti- 
cut - 

For the district attorney of New York, 
northern district - 

For the district attorney of New Jer- 
sey - 

For the district attorney of Pennsyl- 
vania, eastern district - - 


For the district attorney of Renney’ 
vania, western district - 

For the district attorney of Delaware 

For the district attorney of Maryland 

For the district attorney of Virginia, 
eastern district - 

For the district attorney of Virginia, 
western district —- 

For the district attorney of Tennes- 
see, eastern district - 

For the district attorney of Tennes- 
see, western district 

For the district attorney of Tennes- 
see, Jackson district - 

For the district attorney of Kentucky | 

For the district attorney of Ohio - 

For the district attorney of North 
Carolina -~ - - - 


For the district attorney of Sonin 
Carolina - 

For the district attorney of Georgia - 

For the district attorney of Louisiana, 
eastern district - 

For the district attorney of Louisiana, 
western district - 

For the district attorney of Mississip- 
pi, northern district - 

For the district attorney of Mississip- 
pi, southern district 

For the district attorney of Indiana - 

For the district attorney of Ilinois - 

For the district attorney of Alabama, 
northern district -~ 

For the district attorney of Alabama, 
southern district -~ - 

For the district attorney of Missouri 

For the district attorney of Michigan 

For the district attorney of Arkansas 

For the district attorney of Florida, 
eastern district - 

For the district attorney of Florida, 
middle district - 

For the district attorney of Florida, 
western district - 

For the district attorney of Florida, 
southern district ~- 

For the district attorney of Florida, 
Apalachicola district - 

For the district attorney of Wiscon- 
sin 

For the district attorney of Iowa - 

For the marshal of the district of 
Maine ~ 

For the marshal of the district of New 
Hampshire + * a » 


100 
125 


For the marshal of the district of Ver- 
mont 

For the marshal of ‘the -district of 
Rhode Island  - 

For the marshal of the district c of Con- 
necticut . 

For the marshal of the district of New 
York, northern district = 

For the marshal of the district of New 
Jersey 


For the marshal of ‘the district of f 


- Pennsylvania, western district  - 

For ie i marshal of the district of Del- 
awa 

For ihe, marshal of the district of Vir- 
ginia, eastern district - 

For the marshal of the district of Vir. 
ginia, western district - 

For the marshal of the district of 
North Carolina - 

For the marshal of the district ‘of Ken- 
tucky 

For we marshal of ‘the district of 


For the marshal of the ‘district ‘of Ten- 
nessee, eastern district . ~ 

For the marshal of the district of Ten- 
nessee, western district - 

For the marshal of the district of Ten- 
nessee, Jackson district - 

For the marshal of the district of Lou- 
isiana, eastern district - 

For the marshal of the district of Lou- 
isiana, western district - 

For the marshal of the district of Mis- 
sissippi, southern district ~ - 

For the marshal of the district of Mis- 
sissippi, northern district -~ - 

For the marshal of the district of Indi- 
ana - 

For the marshal of the district of ii- 
nois - 

For the marshal of the. district of Ala- 
bama, northern district - 

For the marshal of the district of Ala- 
bama, southern district - 

For the marshal of the district of Mis- 
souri 

For the marshal of ‘the district of 
Michigan - 

For the marshal of the district of Ar- 
kansas - 

For the marshal ‘of the “district of Flor- 
ida, eastern district - - 

For the marshal ofthe district c of Flor- 
ida, middle district 

For the marshal of the district of Flor- 
ida, western district - 

For the marshal of the district of Flor- 
ida, southern district - 

For the marshal of the district of Flor- 
ida, Apalachicola district - 

For the marshal of the district of 
Wisconsin - - 

For the marshal of: the district of 
fowa - 

For defraying the expenses of the Su- 
preme, Circuit, and District Courts 
of the United States, including the 

“District -of Columbia; also, for ju- 
rors and witnesses, in aid of the 
funds arising from’ fines, penalties, 
and forfeitures incurred in the year 
eighteen hundred and forty-three 
and preceding years; and likewise 
for defraying the expenses of suits 
in which the United States are con- 
cerned, and of prosecutions for of- 
fences committed against the Uni- 
ted States, and for the safekeeping 
of prisoners, including expenses 
under the bankrupt law -~ 


MISCELLANEOUS. 
Annuities and grants: 
To Josiah H. Webb - - - 
To Rachael Dohrman - A 


To Elizabeth C. Perry - 

For compensation of the two keepers 
of the public archives in Florida - 

For expenses attending the prepara- 
tion of the results and account of 
the exploring expedition, for the 
publication thereof, ordered by: 
Congress =~ 

For the support and maintenance of 


100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
200 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 


100. 


100 
109 
100 
100 
100 
- 100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 


238,000 


25 
150 
200 


500 


20,000 


the penitentiary of the District of 
Columbia - - 
To make good a deficiency in the 
eighteen months ending the thir- 
tieth or June, eighteen hundred and 
forty-three; and estimated deficien- 
cy in the year ending on the thir- 


tieth of June, eighteen hundred- 


and forty-four, in the fund for the 
relief of sick and disabled seamen, 
as established -by the acts of the 
third of May, eighteen hundred 
and three - - 
For carrying on the work of the new 
custom-house building at Boston - 
For the discharge of such miscellane- 
ous claims not otherwise provided 
for, as shall be admited in due 
course of settlement at ne Treas- 
ury - - 
LIGHT-HOUSE ESTABLISH- 
MENT. 


For supplying the light-houses, con- 
taining two thousand six hundred 
and seventy-eight lamps, with oil, 
tube glasses, wick, buffskins, whit- 
ing, and cotton cloth, transportation 
and keeping apparatus in order -~ 

For repairs, refitting, and improve- 
ments of light-houses, and buildings 
connected therewith - 

For compensation of two hundred and 
thirty-six keepers of light-houses, 
eighteen of them being charged 
with double lighis, and one with 
three - - 

For compensation of thirty ‘keepers 
of floating lights ~ - 

For seamen’s wages, repairs, and 
supplies of thirty floating lights - - 

For weighing, mooring, cleansing, 
repairing, and supplying the loss of 
beacons, buoys, ¢ 

For expenses of examining annually 
and reporting the condition of the 
light-houses - 

For superintendents commissions, at 
two and one-half per cent. - - 


INTERCOURSE WITH FOR- 
EIGN NATIONS. 


For salaries of the ministers of the 
United States to Great Britain, 
France, Russia, Prussia, Austria, 
Spain, Mexico, and Brazil + 

For salaries of the secretaries of lega- 
tion to the same places = - 

For salaries of the Chargés des Af- 
fairesto Portugal, Denmark, Swe- 
den, Holland, Belgium, Chili, Peru, 
Venezuela, New Granada, Texas, 
Naples, and Sardinia - - 

For salary ofthe minister resident to 
Turkey - - 

For salary of a dragoman to the lega- 
tion at Turkey - - - 

For the contingent expenses of all the 
missions abroad = ~ - 

For the contingent expenses of foreign 
intercourse. - Š 

For the salary of the ‘consul to Lon- 
don - - 

For the relief and rotection of. Ameri- 
can seamen in foreign countries - 

For clerk-hire, office rent, and other 
expenses of the office of the Ameri- 


can consul at London - . 
For the expenses of intercourse with 
the Barbary powers a - 


ains, and sinkers - 


58,500 
25,000 


6,000 


52,595 15 


38,633 01 


46,969 
- 8,000 


31,536 14 
10,456 14 


4,000 
4,804 73 


36,000 
8,000 


27,000 
3,000 
1,250 

15,000 

15,000 
1,000 

25,000 


1,400 
7,500 


$1,870,172 50 


H. R. 804. For the civil and diplomatic expenses of 


Government for the fiscal year ending the thirtieth 
. day of June, eighteen hundred and forty-four. 


For compensation and mileage of 
Senators and members of the House 
of Representatives and Delegates 
from the Territories - 

For compensation of the officers and 
clerks of the Senate and House of 
Representatives > - - 

For stationery, fuel, printing, and all 
other incidental and contingent ex- 
penses of the Senate 2 r 


~ $638,320 


39,557 50 


60,000 


For stationer fuel, printing, and all 
other. incidérital and contingent éx- 


` pënsės of the, House of Representa- : 


tives- ` 
For compensation of the principal and 
two assistant librarians, and mes- 
senger of the Library” of Congress 
For contingentexpenses of said library 
For purchase ‘of books for said library 


For purchase of law books for said | 


library - - 
For laying floor of principal library 
room with hydraulic cement - 
For compensation of ihe President of 
the United States - - - 


175,000 


4,500 
800 
5,000 
1,000 
225 
25,000 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 


For the compensation of the. Secre- 
tary of State, and the clerks, mes- 
senger, and assistant messenger in 
his department = - - 

For contingent expenses ‘of said 
department, viz: 

For publishing, packing, and distrib- 
uting the laws, and’ packing and 
distributing documents, including 


proof-reading, labor, boxes, _ and 
transportation 

For stationery, blank books, and book- 
binding - - 


For labor and attendance - - 
For furniture and fixtures, repairs, 


painting, and glazing - -> 


For extra clerk-hire and copying -~ 
For printing, letter-press and copper- 
plate, and advertising . - - 
For newspapers - - - 

For books and maps - 

For the payment of all claims which 
Thomas Allen has against the Uni- 
ted States for printing twenty thou- 
sand copies of “the Compendium or 
the Abridgment of the Sixth Census, 
by counties and principal towns, to- 
gether with the tables of apportion- 
ment, as prepared at the State De- 
partment, for the use of Congress” 

For the payment of all claims which 
Blair & Rives have against the 
United States for printing ten thou- 
sand copies of the same document 

For miscellaneous items - 

To defray the expenses of distributing 
the remaining numbers of the Cen- 


sus and Statistics, according to a’ 


resolution of Congress - 

For compiling, printing, and binding 
the Biennal Register - 

For compensation of the superintend- 
ent and three watchmen of the 
northeast executive building - 

For contingent expenses of said 
building, viz: 

For labor - - - = 

For fuel and light ~ - - 

For miscellaneous items - - 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


For compensation of the Secretary. 


of the Treasury, and the clerks, 
messenger, and assistant messenger 
in his office 

For compensation of the First Comp- 
troller, and the clerks, messenger, 
an assistant messenger; in his of- 

ce - - 

For compensation of the Second 
Comptroller, and the clerks and 
messenger in his office - 7 

For compensation of the First Audit- 
or, and the clerks and messenger in 
his office ` - 

For compensation of the Second Aud- 
itor, and the clerks and messenger 
in his office 

For compensation of the Third Aud- 
itor, and the clerks, messenger, and 
assistant messenger in his office - 

For compensation of the Fourth Aud- 
itor, and the clerks and messenger 
in his office - 

For compensation of the Fifth Audit- 
or, and the clerks and messenger in 
his ofice - ~ 

For compensation of the Treasurer of 
the United States, and the clerks 
and messenger in his office - 


26 , 300 


9,000 


~ 2,000 
1,500 
1,800 
2,000 


1,500 
200 
1,000 


15,849 64 


8,924 82 
000 
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“For compensation of ‘the Register of 
the Treasury, and the clerks, mes- 
sehger, and assistant messenger in 
his office. - = - > 

For compensation of the Commission- 
erof the General Land Office, and 
the recorder, solicitor, draughts-. 
man, assistant draughtsman, clerks; 
messengers, a -and packers in his ot- 

ce ; 

For compensation of the Selicitor of 
the Treasury, and the clerks and 
messenger in his office - ~~. -= 


For the incidental and contingent èx- 
pénsesof the Treasury Department, 


viz: : 

In the office of the Secretary of the 
Treasury: 

For blank books, binding, and station- 
ery - 

For hewa and periodicals 

For labor - - 

For extra clerk hire ~ 

For printing, (including the printin 
of the public accounts) - 

For sealing ship registers - 

For miscellaneous items - 

For translating foreign languages - 


a1 8001 a ot 


In the office of the First Comptrol- _ 


ler: 
For blank books, binding, and station- 
ery - - - - - 
For payment of arrears for binding 
and printing, incurred previous to 
the year eighteen hundred and forty- 
two - - 
For paying for the printing of circu- 
jars and forms under the late tariff 


act - ` - - - 
For labor - - - - 
For extra clerk-hire - - ~ 
For miscellaneous items - - 
In the office of the Second Comp- 
troller: 
For blank books, binding, and sta- 
tionery - - -2 
For labor - - - 


For extra clerk-hire - - - 
For miscellaneous. items - 
In the office of the First Auditor: 
For blank books, binding, and sta- 

tionery = eof -= 
For assistant messenger - - 
For miscellaneous items ~- 

In the office of the Second Auditor: 
For blank books, binding, and sta- 

tionery - 
For labor ~ - - - 
For extra clerk-hire - - - 
For miscellaneous items, including 

printing blanks, and one hundred 

dollars for carpets and other ae 

pensable furniture - 

In the office of the Third Auditor: 
For blank books, binding, and sta- 


tionery - Š z 
For labor - - S å 
For extra clerk-hire - : i 
For miscellaneous items - - 


Tn the office of the Fourth Auditor: 
For blank books, binding; and sta- 

tionery - - - 
For labor - - - - 
For extra clerk-hire - - - 
For printing - - - - 
For miscellaneous items à 

In the ofice of the Fifth Auditor: 
For blank books, binding, and sta- 


tionery - - - - 
For labor - - - - 
For extra clerk-hire -~ - # 
For miscellaneous items - - 


In the Treasurer’s office: 
For blank books, bing ing, and sta- 
tionery - - - 
For labor - - ~ - 
For printing - - - - 
For miscellaneous items - - 
In the Solicitor’s office: 
For blank books, binding, and station- 
er -- - - - 
For Le books - 
For printing eiteblars, blank forms 
for returns of district attorneys, mar- 


28,600 


` 98,500 


12,400 


of the customs: o - 
For labor - ~ ~ - 
For miscellaneous items - - 
Tn the Register’s' office: 


| FoF blank books; binding, and station- 


For labor 7 z s z 


[i For printing - ae Se a 


For miscellaneous items >- 

For arrears for eightéen hundred: and 
forty-two, for blank books, ; binding, 
and stationery - 

For arrears for eighteen hundred and 
forty-two, for printing - = 
In the General Land Office: 

For stationery, including blank books 
and blank formis for the district land 
offices > -~ 

For fifty thousand pieces of parch- 
ment and printing patents - 


pérs, and in handbill form, public 
notices, and-printing’ circulars -< 

For office furniture, and repairs of 
same = 

For pay of laborers employed in he 
office - 

For miscellaneous items - - 

For compensation to Samuel C. Da- 
vidson, for carrying mails of the 
General Land Office to and from 
the city post office, from the nine- 
teenth of May to the sixth of Sep- 
tember, one thousand eight hundred 
and forty- -two - - - 

For compensation of the superintend- 
ent and eight watchmen of the south- 
east executive building - - 


building, viz: 

For labor `~ -.: - - 

For fuel and light - - - 

For miscellancous items - 

For the purchase of a site and the 
commencement of the building of a 
custom-house at Wilmington, North 
Carolina, in addition to the pro- 
ceeds of the sale of the present site, 
if the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall deem it proper: to change the 
site - - - 


WAR DEPARTMENT. 
For compensation to the Secretary of 
War, and the clerks, messenger, 
and assistant messenger in his office 
For contingent expenses of said 
office, viz: 

For blank books, binding, and station- 
ery - - - 
For newspapers and periodicals 

For labor ~ 
For printing - - - 
For miscellaneous items - 
For books, maps, and plans - 
For extra clerk-hire. - - 
Fer arrears for newspapers and pe- 
riodicals prior to. twenty-sixth Au- 
gust, one thousand eight hundred 
and forty-two - - - 
For compensation of the Commission- 
er of Indian Affairs, and the clerks, 
messenger, and assistant messenger 
in his office - - - - 


For contingent expenses of said 
office, viz: 

For blank books, sinding, and station- 
ery - - - - 
For labor - - - 
For miscellaneous items - - 
For compensation of the Commission- 
er of Pensions, and the clerks and 
messengers in his office, and inclu- 
ding five hundred dollars for the 
half calendar year ending thirtieth 
June < - - - 


For contingent expenses of said 
office, viz: 

For blank books , binding, and station- 

ery - - - 

For printing - - ~ - 

For fuel - - - - 
For miscellaneous items 

For compensation of the clerk and 


Pr er a A. 


shals, clerks of courts, “and collectors: 


For advertising land sales in newspa- - 


For contingent expenses of said | 


45 


3,400 


15,000 


19,350 


19,400 


16,000 


500 
400 
150 
450 


26 


61 


l messenger in the office of the Com- 


manding General - - - 
For miscellaneous items for said of- 
fice - . z 


For compensation of “he clerks and 
messenger in the office of the Ad- 


jutant General - - - 
For contingent expenses of said 
- office, vizi 


For printing Army Register and or- 
ders - 

For blank books, binding, and station- 
ery - = 

For extra clerk- hire - - - 

For miscellaneous items, including 
five hundred and ninety-six dollars 
and sixteen cents, unexpended bal- 
ance of former appropriations - 

For. compensation of the clerks and 
messenger in the office of the Quar- 


termaster General - ~ - 
For contingent expenses of said 
office, viz: 

For blank books, binding, and station- 
ery - - - - 
For labor ~ - - - 
For printing - ~ a x 
For miscellaneous items  - - 


For compensation of the clerks and 
messenger in the office of the Pay- 


master General - - - 
For contingent expenses of said 
` office, viz: 
For blank books, binding, and station- 
For fue uel - ~ - 
For miscellaneous items - i 


For compensation of the clerks and 
messenger in the office of Clothing 
and Equipage at Philadelphia - 

For compensation of the clerks and 
messenger in the office of the Com- 
missary General of Subsistence - 

For contingent expenses of said 


office, viz: 

For blank books, binding and station- 

ery. - - - - 
For extra clerk-hire - - - 
For printing andadvertising - - 
For labor ~ - - - 
For fuel - - - 
For miscellaneous items - 


For compensation of the clerks and 
messenger in the office of the Chief 


Engineer - - - - 

For contingent expenses of said 
office, viz: 

For blank books , binding, and station- 

ery - - - - 

For printing - - - - 

For fuel - - - - 


For miscellaneous items - - 
For compensation of the clerks and 
messenger in the office of the Sur- 
geon General - - 
For contingent expenses of said 


office, viz: 
For blank books, bindin g,and,station- 
ery E = 
For printing - - - - 
For fuel ~ - - - - 
For miscellaneous items - - 


For compensation of the clerks and 
messengers in the office of the Col- 
onel.of Ordnance - - 

For contingent expenses of said 


office, viz: 
For blank books, binding, and station- 
ery ~ ie - 
For printing - - š . 
For fuel - - 2 Ne 
For miscellaneous items - z 


For compensation of the clerks and 
messenger in Bureau of Topograph- 


ical Engineers - - - 

For contingent expenses of said 
bureau, viz: 

For blank books, binding, and station- 

relior a ~ - - 

For fuel - - - 

For miscellaneous items - - 


For compënsátion of the superintend- 
ent and four watchmen of the north- 
westexécutive building = - - 


1,500 
300 


500 
200 
200 
500 


7,100 


For contingent eXpenses of said 
building, viz: 

For labor - - z Š 

For fuel and light - - - 

For miscellaneous items - a 


NAVY DEPARTMENT. 
For compensation of the Secretary of 
the Navy, and the clerks, messenger, 
and assistant messenger in his of- 


fice - - - 

For contingent expenses of said 
office, viz: 

for blank books, binding , and station- 
ery - - - 
For Vara clerk: hire - = - 
For printing - - ~” - 
For labor - - - 


For miscellaneous items - - 
For newspapers and periodicals - 
For payment of sundry bills for sta- 
tionery and newspapers for eighteen 
hundred and thirty-nine, eighteen 
hundred and forty, eighteen hundred 
and forty-one, and eighteen hundred 
and forty- wo - - 
For compensation of the chief of the 
Bureau of Navy Yards and Docks, 
and the draughtsman, clerk, and 
messenger in his office - 
For contingent expenses of said 
bureau, viz: 
For blank books, binding, and station- 


ery - - - ~ = 
For labor - - - - 
For miscellaneous items ~ - 


Forcompensation of the chief of Bu- 
reau of Construction, Equipment, 
and Repairs, and the assistant con- 
structor, clerks, and messenger in 


his office - - = - 

For contingent expenses of said 
bureau, viz: 

For blank books and stationery - 

For miscellaneous items - - 

For labor - - 


For compensation of the chief of Bu- 
reau of Provisions and Clothing, 
and the clerks and messenger in 
his office - - - 

For contingent expenses of said 
bureau, viz: 

For blank books » binding, and station- 
ery - - 

For miscellaneous items - - 

For compensation of the chief of Bu- 
reau of Ordnance and Hydrogra- 
phy, and the draughtsman, clerk, 
and messenger in his office - 

For contingent expenses of said 
bureau, viz: 


For blank books and stationery - 
For miscellaneous items - - 
For labor - 


For compensation of the chief of 
Bureau of Medicine and Surgery, 
and the clerks and messenger in 
his ofice - - - - 

For contingent expenses of said 
bureau, viz: 

Forblank books, binding, and station- 
ery - - - - 

For miscellaneous items ~ - 

For compensation of the superinten- 
dent and three watchmen’ of the 
southwest executive building z 

For contingent expenses of said 
building, viz: 


For labor - - ~ - 
For fuel and lights -~ - - 
For miscellaneous items - - 


For payment to Isaac Babbitt, of Bos- 
ton, in execution of a contract made 
with him by the Secretary of the 
Navy, for the purchase of Babbitt’s 
“anti-attrition metal,” pursuant to 
the act of Congress of the twenty- 
ninth of August, eighteen hundred 
and forty-two - 


POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 
For compensation of the Postmaster 
General and the three Assistant 
Postmasters General, and the clerks, 
messenger, and three assistant mes- 
sengers, and two watchmen of the 
Post Office Department - ` 


400 
2,000 
1,600 


19,350 


800 
4,000 
300 
350 
350 
200 


700 


8,400 


"300 
150 
50 


9,100 


200 
180 
120 


7,100 


400 
100 


9,400 


260 
140 
100 


5,200 


400 
200 


1,345 


375 
1,350 
1,150 


20,000 


74,300 


| 


For contingent expenses of said departinént, viz: 
For blank books, binding, and stationery ~ è 
For newspapers 'and periodicals . . 
For fuel and oil . 

For miscellaneous items 

For printing . š 

For labor : 7 : 
For one day watchman, ` 
For compensation of temporary clerks 


For blank books, binding, and stationery, furnished: 


between second October, one thousand eight 
hundred and forty-one, and twentieth August, 
one thousand eight hundred and forty-two 


For blank books, binding, and stationery, furnished: 


between the first of April, eighteen hundred and 
forty, and twenty fourth of May, eighteen hun- 
dred and forty-one f 

For advertising done inthe years eighteen hun. 
dred and thirty-nine and eighteen hundred aod 
forty 

For newspapers subscribed for prior to Septem: 
ber, eighteen hundred and forty-one 

For compensation of the Auditor of the Post of 
fice Department, and the clerks, messenger, and 
assistant messenger in hig office 

For contingent expenses of said office, viz: ` 

For blank books, binding, and stationery 

For printing blanks 

For labor . . * 

For miscellaneous items 


SURVEYORS AND THEIR CLERKS. 

For compensation of the surveyor general north- 
west of the Ohio, andthe clerks in his office . 

For compensation of the surveyor general in Tli- 
nois and Missouri, and the clerks in his office 

For compensation of the surveyor general in Ar- 
kansas, and the clerks in his office . 

For compensation of the surveyor general in Lovis- 
iana, and the clerks in his office 

For compensation of the surveyor general in Mis- 
siesippi, and the clerks in his office . 

For compensation of the surveyor general in Ala- 
bama, and the clerks in his office . 

For compensation of the surveyor general in Fior 
ida, and the clerks in his office 

For compensation of the surveyor g general in Wis- 
consin and Towa, and the clerks in hts office 

For extra clerks in the offices of the surveyors gen- 
eral, to be apportioned to them according to the 
exigencies of the public service, and including 
the existing undrawn balance of two hundred 
and ten dollars and seventy-seven cents, frem 
thirtieth December, eighteen hundred and forty- 
two, to the thirtieth June, eighteen Pundred and 
forty-four 

For compensation of the secretary to sign patents 
for public lands 

For compensation of the Commissioner of Public 
Buildings in Washington city, and the three as- 
sistants, as draw-keepers at. the Potomac bridge, 
including oil, firewoou, and repairs . 


UNITED STATES MINT AND BRANCHES. 


For compensation of the officers and work- 
men of the mint at Philadelphia, viz: 
For the director . . . 
For the treasurer . 
For the chief coiner . . ' 
For the assayer . 
For the melter and refiner 


For the engraver . . ’ 
For the assistant assayer . . . 
For four clerks + . ’ 


For wages to workmen. 

For incidental and contingent expenses, including 
the wastage of gold and silver, fuel, materials, 
stationery, water, rent, and taxes . 

For specimens of ores and coins to be reserved 
ateaid mint . 

For compensation of the officers and work. 
men of the branch mint at Charlotte, in 
North Carolina, viz: 

For the supérintendent 


For the assayer . . 
For the coiner . ` . 
For the clerk . . . 


Por wages to workmen 
For incidental and contingent expenses, including 
tmel piacerials; stationery, taxes, and wastage of 
go 
For compensatiou of the officers and wòrk: 
men of the branch mint at Dahlonega, in 
Georgia, viz: 


For the superintendent . . . 
For the assayer . k . 
For the coincer . é . 


For the clerk 
For wages to workmen 
For incidental and contingent expenses of said 
branch, including fuel, materials, stationery, 
laxes, and wastage of gold 
For compensation of the officers.and work- 
men of the branch mint at New Orleans, 
viz: 
For the superintendent . . . 
For the treasurer . . ` 
For the coiner . . . 
For the assayer å z 
For the melter and refiner’ $ : 
For two clerks . . 
For wages to workmen 
For incidental and contingent expenses of said 
branch, including fuel, materials, stationery, 
and wastage of gold and silver 


GOVERNMENTS IN THE TERRITORIES or 
THE UNITED STATES. A 
For compensation of the officers of Wisconsin 
Territory, viz: 
For governor < x 3 
For three judges ‘ ` . 
For secretary « ' ' , 


3,100 


NNP 
a 
z 


N 
8 
ro) 


mm 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


+ 


For çontingènt expenses ofsaid Territory x 

For compensation and mileage.of the members of: 
the Legislative Assembly of said Territory, pay 
of officers, printing, stationery, fuel, furniture, 
postage, and all other incidenta! and miscellané- 
ous objects. oe $ rin 

For compensation of the officers of Iowa Terri- 
tory, viz: 


For governor `. ee ae a 
For three jedges ` $ p P 
For secretary . 5 A 


For contingent expenses of said Territory é 
For compensation and mileageof themembers of 
the Legislative Assembly. of said Territory, pay 
~ of officers, printing, stationery, fuel, furniture, 
“postage, candles, and all other incidental and 
miscellaneous objects ` 
For compensation of the officers of Florida Terri- 
tory, viz: 
For governor. 


For five judges ae fee 
For secretary ai is s 
For contingent expenses ofsaid Territory 7 


For compensation and mileage of the members o 
the Legistative Council of said Territory, pay of 
officers, stationery, fuel, printing, and all other 
incidental and miscellaneous objects . 


JUDICIARY. 

For the salaries of the Chief Justice and the asso- 
ciate justices of the Supreme Court, and the 
judges of the several districts of the United 
States 3 z à ý 

For the Attorney General of the United States, and 
the clerk and messenger in his office 

For contingent expenses of said oflice ` . 

For the salaries of the chief justice of the District 
of Columbia, the associate judges, the judges of 
the. criminal court and the orphans’ couris of 
said District Š git 

For the reporter of the decisions of the Supreme 
Court, including arrears of eighteen hundred 
and forty-two à x 4 

For the salaries of the district attorneys of the sev 
eral districts and ‘Territories of the United 
States, as prescribed by law - : 

For the arrears of the salariey.of the district attor- 
neys of Maryland and Massachusetts, for the 
year one thousand eight hundred and forty-two 

For the salaries of the marshals of the several 
districts and Territories of the United States, 
as prescribed by law. r . 

For defraying the expenses of the Supreme, cir- 

cuit, and district couris of the United States, in- 

cluding the District of Columbia; also, for ju- 
rois and witnesses, in aid of the funds arising 
from fines, penalties, and forfeitures, incurred 
in the year eighteen hundred and forty-four and 
preceding years; and likewise for defraying the 
expenses of guitsin which the United States 
are concerned, andof prosecutions for offences 
committed against the United States, anc fur the 
safekeeping of prisoners, including expenses 
under the bankrupt law x i 


MISCELLANEOUS. 


Annuities and grants: 
To Josiah H. Webb . i 
To Rachel Dohrman ae ga a 
To Elizabeth C. Perry . . . 
For survey of the coast of the United States, in- 
cluding compensation to superintondent and as- 
sistants . > . . 
For compensation of the two keepersof the public 
archives in Florida . . 
For expenses in relation to the relief of certain in- 
solvent debtors of the United States - 
For the support and maintenance of the peniten- 
tiary of the District of Columbia s 
For repairing the cellar of the public store-house 
in the city of Baltimore, in such manner as to 
prevent the admission of water iuto the same - 
For repairs of the custom-house at Mobile r 
To make good a deficiency in the eighteen months 
ending the thirtieth day of June, eighteen hun- 
dred and forty-three, and estimated deficiency 
in the year ending on the thirtieth of June, 
eighteen hundred and forty-four, in the fund for 
the relief of sick and disabled seamen, as estab- 
lished by the actof the third of May, eighteen 
hundred and three z 5 
For paying the contractors under contracts made 
by the Government of the United States for com- 
pleting the Boston custom-house . 
For repairing the custom-house and post office 
buildings at Charleston, South Carolina z 
For registers for ships and vessels, and lists of 
crews, including cost of new dies and plates 
For the payment of balances to officers of old in- 
ternal rovenue and direct tax, (being part of the 
amount carried to the surplus fund thirty-first 
December, eighteen hundred and thirty-eight) . 
For pay ment to Joseph Russ and Stephen J. Roach, 
in full for labor bestowed and money expended 
in repairing or constructing a road leading from 
Pensacola to Tallahassee, in Florida, in pursu- 
ance of asettlement of their account under the 
act approved the seventeenth February, one 
thousand eight hundred and thirty-six, entitled 
“An act fur the relief of Joseph Russ and Ste- 
phen J. Roach” à 
For lighting Pennsylvania avenue . : 
For the compensation of the captain and watchmen 
for the city of Washington 


For contingent expenses for fuel and light for said 
watch A 7 i i 
For payment of the books ordered by the resolu- 
tion of the House of Representatives adopted on 
the eighth of August, one thousand eight hun- 
dred and forty-two ` 5 
For expenses incurred prior to January first, one 
thousand eight hundred and forty-three, for 


350 


20,175 


2,500 
9,500 
1,500 

350 


27,125 


373,000 


50 
300 
400 

100,000 

1,000 
2,000 
5,000 


4,000 
5,000 


25,000 ` 


50,000 
5,000 
4,800 


3,661 90 


2,090 
150 


6,700 
300 


47,162 76 


clerk hire, wages of porter, and stationery, of 
the commissioners under the act of July seven, 
one. thousand eight hundred: and - thirty-eight, 
“to remit duties on certain goods destroyed by 


fire” A > ae ` 1,337 99 
For the balance due to the Jate commercial agent j 

at St. Christopher’s, for disbursements for the 

relief and protection’ of distressed American 

seamen 5,866 08 


For. enabling the, Secretary of the Treasury to pro- 
cure the necessary marual forthe several cus- 
tom'houses, together with the necéssary instru- 
ments and apparatus to ascertain the relative 
quantity of saccharine matter in the different 
kinds of sugar, agreeably to the resolution of.  . @ 
the House of Representatives adopted on the 
twenty first of July, one thousand eight hundred 
anilforty-two % $ ʻ : 

For the balance due on the second volume of the 
Documentary Históry of tke American Revo- 

ution š š : é 

For the third volume of the Documentary History 
of the American Revolution 7 . 

For completing the indexing of the public docu- 
ments connected with the office of the First 
Comptroller and the office of the Secretary of 
the Treasury š fe oP 

For paying balance of expenses in full for negotia- 
ting the loans authorized by the acts of tweniy- 
first July, eighteen hundred and forty-one, and 
fifteenth Aprij, eighteen hundred and forty-two 

PATENT OFFICE, 

For the purchase of such scientific books as are 
necessary for the use of the Patent Office . 

For the collection of agricultural statistics, and. 
for other agricultural purposes —. à 

To defray the expenses of taking care ofand pre- 
serving the botanical and horticultural epeci- 
mens brought home by the squadron of the ex- 
ploring expedition, under the direction and 
control of the Juint Committee onthe Library . 

For the removal of the statue of Washington 
from its present position, and permanently pla- 
cing the same on a proper pedestal, and cover- 
ing it temporarily in the enclosed and cultivated 
public grounds east of the Capitol, directly ia 
front of the main entrance and steps of the east 
front of the Capitol, as suggested in the report 
of the Joint Committee on the Library, and in 
the letter of Mr. Greenough, dated February 
third, one thousand eight hundred and forty- 
three, referred to and reported by said commit- 
tee in connexion with the memorial of Horatio 
Greenough, under the direction and supervision 
of thesaid Greenough . š . 


LIGHT-HOUSE ESTABLISHMENT. 


For supplying the light-houses, containing two 
thousand six hundred and seventy -eight lamps, 
with oil, tube glasses, wicks, buffskins, whiting, 
and cotton cloth, transportation, and keeping ap- 
paratus in order . { $ 

To reimburse the Chamber of Commerce at Phila- 
delphia the expense incurred by them in con- 
tinuing the light on the breakwater near Cape 
Henlopen n . : 

For repairs, refitting, and improvements of light- 
houses, and buildings connected therewith . 

For compensation of two hundred and thirty-six 
keepers of light-honses, eighteen of them being 
charged with double lights, and one with three 

For compensation of thirty keepers of floating 
lights = . . . 

For seamen’s wages, repairs, and supplies of 
thirty floating lights . x 

For weighing, mooring, cleansing, repairing, and 
supplying.the loss of beacons, buoys, chains, 
and sinkers . K n 3 

For rebuilding the beacon at Black Rock, Con- 
necticut . . > 

For expenses of examining annually, and report- 
ing the condition of light-houses x 

For superintendents’ commissions, at two and one- 
half per cent g 3 ‘ 

ree ane completion of the repairs of the Potomac 

ridge ` . : 


SURVEYS OF PUBLIC LANDS. 


For completing the survey of private land claims 
in Alabama, and their connexion with the ad- 
jacent public lands, at a rate not exceeding eight 
dollars per mile, being*in addition to the appro- 
priation made for a similar object by the act of 
April sixth, one thousand eight hundred and 
thirty-eight; and including a Ceficiency in the 
existing appropriation of three thousand three 
hundred and seventeen dollars and seventy-six 
cents, to pay for work already completed and re- 
turned a z 3 . 

For completing the retracing of certain oid sur- 
veys inthe State of Mississippi, at a rate not ex- 
ceeding eight dollars per mile, in addition to the 
unexpended balance of the appropriation of May 
eighth, one thousand eight hundred and forty, 
for the survey of private land claims, and cor- 
necting the same with the adjacent public lands 
south of the 3lst degres of latitude, at the sama 
rate : š : . 

For completing the surveys in Missouri, in the 
towns named in the act of May twenty-sixth, 
one thousand eight hundred and twenty-four, in 
addition to the unexpended balance of theap- 
propriation of March third, one thousand eight » 
hundred and forty-one, for’ similar object, and 
including office work - A š 

For surveying the public lands, in addition to the 
unexpended balance of former appropriations, 
to be apportioned to the several surveying dig- 
tricts, according to the exigencies of the public 
service g $ 


1,200 


5,000 


105,190 30 


800 
99,871 42 


93,938 00 
16,000 
66,420 84 


21,613 64 
10,000 
4,000 
10,250 83 
3,500 


5,800 


11,100 


4,000 


40,000 


r t 


For the survey of small detached tracts, situated 
in Hlinois and Missouri, principally in the mil- 
itary district of Ilinois, at a rate not exceeding 
six dollars per mile, and including office work . 


INTERCOURSE WITH FOREIGN NATIONS. 


For salaries of the Ministers of the United States 
to Great Britain, France, Russia, Prussia, Aus- 
tria, Spain, Mexicofand Brazil x ENA 

For salaries of the Secretaries of Legation to the 
same places f P K 

For saJaries of the Charges des Affaires to Pottu- 
gal, D 'nmark, Sweden, Holland, Belgium, Chili, 
Peru, Venezuela, New Granada, Texas, Naples, 
and Sardinia 4 $ i 

For outfits of a Minister to France and of a 
Charge d’ Affaires to Denmark 

For salary of the Minister resident to Turkey 

For salary of a dragoman to the legation of Tur- 
ke s , š . 

For om pensation toa Commissioner to the Sand- 
wich Islands hi . oo. 

For the contingent expensesof all the missions 
abroad . . 3 

For ihe contingent expenses of foreign inter- 
course s . 3 . 

For the salary of the Consulat London 

For the salary ofa Consul at Beyrout. . 

For the relief and protection of American seamen. 
in foreign countries g ps 

For. clerk-hire, office-rent, and other expenses of 
the office. of the American Consul at London 

For the expenses of -intercourse with the Bar- 
bary Powers a n a 

For defraying the expenses attending the convey- 
ance and forwarding, by Jand,and of the receipt 
and delivery of mails, letters, and despatches at 
and. between Chagresand Panama, including 
the compensation of an egent of the United 
States at each of said places for the above pur- 
poses z . 


POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


For the services of the General Post Office for the 
year commencing on the first day of July, eigh- 
teen hundred and forty-three, in conformity to 
the act ofsecond July, eighteen hundred and 


1,000 


545,000 


thirty-six. à 5 : « 4, 
Viz: For the transportation of the mail. 3,195,000 
For compensation of postmasters + 920,000 
For ship, steamboat, and.way letters . 22,000 
For wrapping paper š à 18,000 | 
For office furniture (for the offices of 

postmasters) . > . 7,000 
For advertising ‘i n 32,000 
For mailbags . F , 18,000 
For blanks . . . 30,000 
For mail locks, keys, and stamps ‘ 9,000 
For mail depredations and special 

agents A ` A 28,000 
Provided, That no special, or travel- 

ling, or post office agent shall receive 

a higher compensation than one thou- 

sand two hundred and fifty dollars per 

annum, and, in addition thereto, two 

dollars per day for his travelling ex- 

penses. f 
For clerks for offices (for the offices of 

postmasters) . F 210,000 
For miscellaneous 56,000 


Provided, That the President and the 
Postmaster General shall have the 
same power to transfer funds from 
one toanother head of appropriation 
of the foregoing appropriations— 
made for the service of the General 
Post Office—as the President and an 
other head of an Executive depart- 
ment now have totransfer funds ap- 
propriated under one head to the ser- 
vice of another, in any other branch 
of the public service. 


MISCELLANEOUS. 


For taking down the iwo old furnaces in the crypt 
under the rotundo, and building two new ones, 
cutting out the necessary flues, and doing other 
work connected therewith, according to a propo- 
sition of John Skirving, under date of February 
first, eighteen hundred and forty-three $ 

For constructing two furnaces under each end of 

- the fiist story of the centre of the Capitol, for 
warming the rooms and passages upon and 
above said first story, including the Congress 
Library room, according to the proposition of 
John Skirving to the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings . ` $ 

For annual repairsof the Capitol, attending fur- 
naces and waterclosets, lamp-lighting, oil, la- 
borers on the Capitol grounds, tools, keeping 
iron pipes and wooden fences in order, attend- 
ing at the western gates, gardener’s salary, and 
top-dressing for plants, for the eighteen months 
ending thirtieth June, one thousand eight hun- 
dred and forty-four š . $ 

For annual repairs of the Presidents house, gar- 
dener’s salary, laborers, tools, and top-dressing 
for plants for the eighteen months ending thirti- 
erh June, one thousand eight hundred and forty- 
our A x : ` 

For the amount due for work and materials on the 
Treasury building, on the General Post Office, 
and the bridge on Pennsylvania avenue 

For iron railing and gates on the lower terrace of 
the Treasury building, and tripods and lampson 
the blocking in front of the portico . z 

For tripods with lamps, for the blocking in frontof 
the General Post Office . a 

For repairing damage to iron: pipes by freshet 
For materials and work for bulk-head frames, and 
doors, and Windows, in the cellar of the Capitol, 


1,454 


7,973 


11,231 50 


3,734 2% 
7,004 44 
3,700 


200 
733 51 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE, 


For marble basin at the fountain on the terrace of 
the C&pitor® À : : 120 
For pay of James Kelly, amount allowed him by 
the commissioners under the resolution of Con- 
gress Š $ s s 
For preparing and publishing charts; and other- 
. Wise carrying into effect the act of August twen- 
ty-six, one thousand eight hundred and forty- 
two, for publishing an account of the discoveries 
of the exploring expedition, under the su pervis- 
ion and direction of the Joint Committee on the 
Librar R å š š 
H. R. 7. : To.enable the President of the United 
States to establish the future commercial rela- 
tions between the United States and the Chinese 
empire, on terms of national equal reciprocity . 
H. R. Res. 30. For continuing an additional clerk 
in the Second Auditor’s office one year 


50 44 


20,000 


40,000 
1,060 
$8,388,936 42 


H. R. 645. For the support of the army and of the military 
academy, and for armories, arsenals, arms and munitions 
of war, and surveys, for the hulf calendar year ending the 
thirtieth day of June, one thousand eight hundred and 
Sorty-lares, and for the fiscal year beginning the first day 
of July, one thousand eight hundred and forty-three, and 
ending the thirtieth day of June, one thousand eight hun- 
dred and forty-four, 


For pay of the army for the said half calendar 


year Se r . $258,737 92 

And for said fiscal year 7 + 1,313,870 
For commutation of officers’ subsistence for said 

half calendar year š . « 149,173 40 

And for said fiscal year K + 461,868 
For commutation of forage for officers’ horses for 

said half calendar year. . A . 31,760 56 

And for said fiscal year i + 101,035 
For payments in lieu of clothing for discharged 

soldiers and officers’ servants, for said half cal. 

endar yar r a +» 29,415 

And for said fiscal year 58,880 


For subsistence in kind for fiscal year . A 
For clothing, camp and garrison equipage, for said 
fiscal year - ` i . 
For regular supplies in the quartermaster’s depart- 
ment for said half calendar year . . 


495,465 60 
100,000 


F 30,000 
And for said fiscal year . . . 195,060 
For barracks, quarters, and storehouses, embra- 
cing the repairs and enlargement of barracks, 
quarters, storehouses, and hospitals; the erection 
of temporary cantonments and of gun-houses 
for the protection of cannon; the purchase of 
tools and materials, and of furniture for the bar- 
rack-rooms, rent of quarters for officers, of bar- 
racks for troops, where there are no public build- 
ings for their accommodation, of storehouses for 
the safekeeping of subsistence, clothing, and 
other military supplies, andof grounds for sum- 
mer cantonments and encampments for military 
practice, for said half calendar year 
And for said fiscal year . $ n 
For arrearages for completing the quarters and bar- 
racks at Fort Severn, Maryland, š 
For the incidental expenses of the quartermaster’s 
department, consisting of postage on public let- 
ters and packets, expenses of courts martial and 
courts of inquiry, including the additional com. 
pensation of judge advocates, members, and wit- 
nesses; extra pay to soldiers under the act of 
March second, eighteen hundred and nineteen; 
expenses of expresses, and of the interment of 
non-commissioned officers and seldiers; hire of 
laborers; compensation of clerks in the offices 
of the quartermasters and assistant quariermas- 
. ters, at posts where their duties cannot be per- 
formed without such aid, and of temporary 
agents in charge of dismantled works; and tasuch 
wagon and forage- masters as it may henecessary 
to employ under the act of the fifth of July, 
eighteen hundred and thirty-cight; expenditures 
necessary to keep the regiments of dragoons and 
the four. companies of Jight artillery complete, 
including the purchase of horses to supply the 
place of those which may be lost and become un- 
fit for service, and the erection of stables, for 
said fiscal year i ` - 
For transportation of officers’ baggage, when tra- 
velling on duty without troops, for said fiscal 
year . i . : 
For transportation of troops and supplies, viz: 
Transportation of the army and baggage, 
freight and ferriages, purchase or hire of horses, 
mules, oxen, carts, wagons, ard boats for pur- 
poses of transportation or garrison use} drayage 
and cartage; hire of teamsters; transportation of 
funds for the pay department; expense of trans- 
port vessels, and of prveuring water at such 
postsas from their situations require it; transpor- 
tation of clothing from the depot at Philadelphia 
to the stations of the troops; of subsistence from 
the places of purchase and delivery, under con- ig 
tracts, to such points as the circumstances of 
the service may require; of ordnance, ordnance 
stores, and small arms, from the foundries and 
armories, to the arsenals, fortifications, and fron- 
tier poste, for said fiscal year ‘ i n 
For the current expenses of ordnance service for 
. the suid fiscal year. 3 y ‘ 
For ‘armaments of fortifications, including com- 
pensation ofa competent person to superintend 
the manufacture of cannon, for thesaid fiscal 


115,000 


50,000 


ear * x < = 
For ordnance-and ordnance stores for the said fis- 
cal year A a x . 
For manufacture of arms at national armories 
for thesaid fiscal year , . . 
For repairs, improvements, and new machinery 
at Springfield armory for the said fiscal year 


For repairs, improvements, and new machinery 


at Harper’s Ferry. armory for the said fiscal 
year . š š « 30,500 
For arsenals for the said fiscal year + 90,000 
For purchase of saltpetre and brimstone for the 


$ 


said fiscal year - ; A - 40,000 
For completiag the principal buildings of the arse- 

nal at Charleston, South Carolina, for the said 

fiscal year . a ‘5 + 32000 
For expenses of preparing drawings of artillery 

for the said fiscal year - 1,200 


For surveys in reference to the military defences 
of the frontier, inland and Atlantic, for the said 
fiscal year, including a survey of the direct com- 
munication from Albemarle sound to the At- 
lantic ocean, with a view to re-open a ship chan- 
nel f s 4 . 15,000 

For military and geographical surveys west of the 
Mississippi for the said half calendar year 5,000 
And for the said fiscal year A - 15,000 

For continuation of the surveys of the northern < 

and north western lakes of the United States for 


the said fiscal year. A . 30,000 
For medical and hospital department for the said , 

half calendar year a a - 9,500 

And for the said fiscal year 5 - 25,000 
For continuing the meteorological observations at 

the military posts of the United States, under 

the direction of the Surgeon General, for said 

fiscal year : i k 2,000 
For continuation of improvements on the Mis- 

souri, Missisippi, Ohio, and Arkansas rivers for 

said half year à : 50,000 

And for said fiscal year - + 100,000 
For the support of the military academy for the 

half calendar year and for the fiscal year afore- 

said: 
For pay of officers, ‘instructors, cadets, and musi- 

cians for the said half calendar year + 80232 

And for the said fiscal year F « 60,464 
For commutation of subsistence for said half cal- 

endar year . ? 19.873 80 

And for the said fiscal year $ -40,077 
For commutation of forage for officers’ horses for 

saidhaif calendar year . A 2,592 

And for said fiscal year . z : 5,184 
For commutation of clothing for officers’ servants. 

for said half calendar year . : 210 

And for said fiscal year 3 . 420 
For the various current and. ordinary expenses of 

the academy, other than pay and subsistence for 

said half calendar year . i 11,805 10 

And for said fiscal year . s . 24,941 20 
For increase and expense of library for said half 

calendar year 7 > $ 650 

And for said fiscal year 3 ; 1,300 
For construction of barracks for cadets for said 

fiscal year . . a . 30,000 


$4,973,134 11 


H. R. No. 659. For the naval service for the half calendar 
year beginning the first day of Junuary, and ending the 
inriiech day of June, one thousand eight hundred and 
forty three, and for the fiscal year beginning the first 
day of July, one thousand eight hundred and forty-three, 
and ending the thirtieth day of June, one thousand eight 
hundred and forty four. 


For pay of commission, warrant, and petty officers 
and seamen, including engiseer corps of the 
navy for the said half calendar year $1,496,583 50 
And før the said fiscal year s + 2,715,808 

For pay of superintendents, naval canstructors, 
and all the civil establishments of the several 
yards, for the said half calendar year 
And for the said fiscal year : 

For provisions for the navy, including transporta- 

a tion, cooperage, andother expenses, for the said 
half calendar year 4 7 


36,860 
73,720 


362,769 50 


And for the said fiscal year , -623,653 
For clothing for the navy, including transportation 

and every other expense, to be reimbursed out 

of the sales of the clothing for the said half 

calendar year 5 . + 380,000 
For surgeons’ necessaries, and appliance for the 

sick and burt of the naval service, including the 

marine corps, forthe said half calendar year 51,250 

And for the said fiscal year y 42,840 

And for arrearages of preceding years under 

this head . . . . 50,000 

For the increase, repair, armament, and equip- 

ment of the navy, and wear and tear of vessels 

in commission, for thesaid half calendar year . 500,000 

And for said fiscal year . x - 1,000,000 
For the support of Africans recaptured on the 

coast of Africa or elsewhere, and returned to 

Africa by the armed vessels of the United States, 5,000 
For improvements and necessary repairs of the 

navy yards, namely: id 
For Portsmouth, New Hampshire, for the said 

half calendar year š > - 15,510 40 

And for the said fiscal year , + 24,900 76 
For Charlestown, Massachusetts, for the said half 

calendar year = ` » 20.992 70 

And for the said fiscal year = + 84,379 
For Brooklyn, New York, for the said half calen- 

dar year 4 é . i 16.000 

And for the said fiscal year T . 25,400 
For the constructen ofa fioating dry-dock at 

Pensacola, of capacity sufficient for the repair 

of frigates of the smaller class, and upon such 

plan as the Secretary of the Navy shall approve 100,000 
For Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, for the said half 

calendar year 4 . . 4,950 

And for the said fiscal year > 2,070 
For Washington District of Columbia, for the 

said half calendaryear . . : A 5,767 

And for the said fiscal year oat “ 4,814 
For Gosport, Virginia, for the said halfcatendar 

year 3 ~ s x 5,200 
And for the said fiscal year * j 9,310 


For Pensacola, Florida, for the said half calendar 
year poa $ : g $ 
And for the said fiscal year 


For necessary repairs of hospital, buildings, and’ 


their dependencies, viz: š 

For Charlestown, Massachusetts, for the said half 
calendar year 4 . “ 
And forthesaid fiscal year Z : 

For Brooklyn, New York, for the said half calen- 
dar year s . s : 
And for the said fiscal year í ` 

For Norfolk, Virginia, for the said half calendar 
year < P 5 . 
And for the said fiscal year . . 

For Pensacola, Florida, for the said half calendar 
year x 3 P ‘ 
And for the said fiscal year . i ` 

For Philadelphia naval asylum, for the said half 
calendar year A . ’ 
And for the said fiscal year _ : 

For necessary repairs of magazines, viz: F 

For Charlestown, Massaciuseus, for the said half 
calendar year $ È . 
And for the said fiscal year = r 

For Brooklyn, New York, for the said half calen- 
dar year a x A . 
And for the said fiscal year . 

For Washington, District of Columbia, for the 
said half calendar year . ' y 
And for the said fiscal year ‘ 

For Norfolk, Virginia, for the said half calendar 
year š : ʻ . 
And for the said fiscal year . t 

For ordnance and ordrance stores for the navyand 

, armed vessels en the Northern lakes, for the said 
half calendar year s $ 
And for the said fiscal year . 

For defraying the expenses that may accrue for 
the following purposes, viz: For freight and 
transportation of materials and stores of every 
description; for wharfage and dockage; stor- 
age and rent; travelling expenses of officers, 
and transportation of seamen; house-rent to 
pursers, when duly authorized; for funeral ex- 
penses; for commissions, clerk-hire, office-rent, 
stationery, and fuel, to navy agents; for premi- 
ums and incidental expenses of recruiting; for 
apprehending ‘deserters; for compensation to 
judge advocates; for per diem allowance to per- 
sons attending courts-martial and courts of 
inquiry, or other scrvices authorized by Jaw; 
for printing and stationery of every description, 
and for working the lithographic press; for 
books, maps, charts, mathematical and nautical 
instruments, chronometers, models, and draw- 
ings; for the purchase and repair of fire en’ 
gines and machinery connected therewith, and 
for other machinery; for the repair of steam 
engines in the navy-yards; for the purchase and 
Maintenance of oxen and horses, and for carte, 
limber-wheels, and workmen’s tools of every 
description ; for postage of letters on public 
service; for pilotage and towing ships of war; 
for assistance rendered to vessels in distress; 
for incidental labor at navy yards not applica- 
bie to any other appropriation; for coal and other 
tuel, and for candles and oil for the use of navy- 
yards and shore stations, and for no other object 
or purpose whatever, for the said half calendar 


year r $ . . 
And for said fiscal year . . p 
For contingent expenses for objects not enumer- 
ated for the said halfcalendar year . $ 


And for the said fiscal year ‘ : 
For printing and publishing the code of rules and 
regulations for the government of the navy. pre- 
pared by the Secretary of the Navy and Attor- 
ney General, in obedience to a resolution of the 
last session, In case the same should be ratified 
by Congress . J č ‘ 
For defraying the expenses of the agencies for the 
inspection of hemp, authorized by a joint reso- 
lution of Congress, approved eighteenth Febru- 
ary, ene tnousand eight hundred and forty-three 
MARINE CORPS. 

For pay of officers, non-commissioned officers, 
musicians, privates, and servants, serving on 
shore, and subsistence of officers of the marine 
corps, for the said balf calendar year $ 
And for the said fiscal year . 2 

For provisions for the non-commissioned officers, 
musicians, privates, servants, and washerwo- 
men, serving on shore, for the said half calendar 


year 3 ‘ A . 
And for the said fiscal year a . 
For clothing for the said half calendar year ‘ 


And for the said fiscal year . 
For fuel for the said half calendar year 
And for the said fiscal year 


To keep barracks m repair, and for rent of tempo- 


rary barracks, for the said haif calendar year 
And for the said fiscal year Bc veel 
For transportation of officers, non-commissioned 
olficers, musicians, and privates, and expenses 
of recruiting, for the said half year . 
Ane for the said fiscal year wy y 
For military stores, pay ofarmorers, keeping arms 
in repair, accoutrements, ordnance stores, flags, 


drums, fifes, and oiher instruments for the band, . 


for the said half calendar year . t 
And forthe said fiscal year . $ 


For contingent expenses of said corps, viz: For” 


freight, ferriage, toll, wharfage, and cartage; for 
per diem allowance for attending courts martial 
and courts of inguiry; compensation to judge 
advocates, house rent where there are no pub- 
lic quarters assigned; per diem allowance to en- 
listed men on constant Jabor; expenses of bury- 
ing deceased marines; printing, stationery, for- 
age, postage on public letiers, expenses in pur- 
suit of deserters, candles, oil; straw, barrack furs 


48,422 97 
96,847 93 


niture; bed sacks, spades, axes, shovels, ieks; 
carpenters’ tools, and for keeping a-horse for the 


` messenger, for the said half calendar year <a - 8,990 
And for the said fiscal year «17,980 
$9,082,733 22 


H.R. 748. For ihe payment of navy pensions due on the 
Jirst day of July, one thousand eight hundred and forty- 
three, and on. the first day of January, one thousand eight 
hundred and. forty-four. 


To pay the invalids how on the- rolls, (and those 
who. may be added during the first half year of 
one thousand eight: hundred and forty-three,) on 
the said first day of July twenty thousand dot- 
Jars; and on the said first: day of January twen- 
ty thousand dollars n x z 

To pay widows’ pensions under the act of June 
thirty, one thousand eight hundred and thirty- 
four, (including not only those who are now on 
the rolls, but those who may be added for the 
firat half year of one thousand eight hundred 
and foxty-thre®,)on the first day of July three 
thousand dollars, and on the said first "day of 
January three thousand dollars z 

To pay the claims of widows and orphans, under 
the act of March third, one thousand eight hun- 
dred and thirty-seven, on the said first day of 
July eight thousand dollars, and on. the said 
firsi day of January eight thousand dollars |. 


40,000 


H.R. 670, For certain fortifications of the United States 
for the half. calendar year ‘beginning on the first day of 
January, and ending on the thirtieth day of June, one 
thousand eight hundred and forty-three; and for the fiscal 
year beginning on the first day of July, one thousand eight 
hundred and forty-three, and ending on the thirtieth day 
of June, one thousand eight hundred and forty-four. 

For repairs of Fort Independence and sea- wall, 

Castle island, Boston harbor, for the said fiscal 


year f . A X . 25,000 
For Fort Warren, Boston harbor, for the said half 

year x . ‘ + 25,000 

And for the said fiscal year K 50000 
For sea-wall on Lovell’s island, Boston harbor, for 

the said fiscal year a 4 . 16,000 
For Fort Adams, Rhode Island, for the said half 

calendar year i . «20,000 

And for the said fiscal year 30,000 


For rebuilding Fort Trumbull, New London har- 
bor, Connecticut, for the said half calendar year 5,000 


And for the said figgal year x . 40,000 
Fur repairs for Fort Niagara, New York, for tbe 

said half calendar year ` 4 k 5,000 
For sepaire of Fort Ontario, New York, for the 

said half calendar year `. ‘ f 3,000 
. And for the said fiscal year : ` 6,000 
For Fort Schuyler, East river, New York, for the 

said half calendar year . , . 3,000 

And for the said fiscal year . - 60,000 
For repairs of Fort Wood, Bedlow’s island, New 

York harbor, New York, for the said fiscal year 25,000 


For repairs of Fort Hamilton, New York harbor, 
New York, for the said half calendar year ‘ 3,000 


And for the aaid fiscal year ' - 15,000 
For repairs of Fort Washington, Potomac river, 

Maryland, for the said fiscal year `. ‘ 7,500 
For Fort Monroe, Virginia, for the said half calens | 

ar year. š . 28,000 

And for the said fiscal year . - «50,000 
For repairs of Fort Macon, Beaufort harbor, North 

Carolina, for the said half calendar year 8,000 

And for the said fiscal year ' , 8,000 
.For preservation of site of Fort Macon, Beaufort 

harbor, North Carolina, for the said half calen- 
» daryear . š . . 8,000 

And for the said fiscal year i . 183,000 
For repairs of Fort Caswell, Cape Fear river, 

North Carolina, for the said fiscal year $ 6,009 
For dike to Drunken Dick sboal, for preservation 

of Sulivan’s Island and siteof Fort Moultrie, 

South Carolina, for the said fiscal year «30,000 
For Fort Sumter, Charleston harbor, South Caro- 

lina, for the said fiscal year : >. 45,000 
For preservation of site of Fort Johnston, South 

Carolina, for the said half calendar year ` 6,500 
For Fort Pulaski, Georgia, for the said half calen- é 

dar year 5 X x . 30,000 

And for the said fiscal year . . 30,000 
For Fort Pickens, Pensacola harbor, Florida, for 

the said half calendar year š 7,000 

And for thesaid fiscal year . fi 2 6,000 
For Fort MoRee, Pensacola harbor, Florida, for 

the said half calendar year : . 4,000 

‘And for the said fiscal year 5 . . 4,000 
For Fort Barancas, Pensacola harbor, Fioriĝa, for 

the said half calendar year : . 25,000 

And for the said fiscal year at, . 88,000 
For repairs of Fort Morgan, Mobile point, Ala- 

pama, for the said half calendar year * 8,000 

And for the said fiscal year 3 y: 10,000 
For repairs of Fert Dupre, Louisiana, for the said 7 

half calendar year $ Rete at 3,500 
For. repairs of Fort Jackson, Mississippi river, 

Louisiana, forthe said half calendar year 10,000 

‘And for the said fiscal year a, + 10,000 
For repairs of Fort St. Philip, Mississippiriver, 

Louisiana, for said half calendar year « 5,000 

‘And for the said fiscal year , . 5,000 
For Fort Livingston, Grand Terre Island, Barra- 

taria bay, Louisiana, for the said half calendar é 

year a . . . 20,000 

‘And for the said fiscal year h . 30,006 
For repairing and rebuilding barracks at Fort 

Gibson, at its present site, or in the vicinity 

thereof . : . _ + 15,000 
For the completion of the works at Fort Smith, 

‘Arkansas, for the said half calendar year. 20,000 


For the completion of barracks, quarters, and store- 


houses: at Fort Atkinson, Turkey. river, for the 
said halfcalendar year .~ owen 2 . 6,000 


H. R. 661. For pensions for the half calendar year, begin- 


ning the first day of January, and ending the thirtieth 


day of June, one thousand eighthundredand Torty three; 
and for the fiscal year beginning ihe: first day of July, one 
thousand eight hundred: and forty-three, and ending the 
thirtieth day of June, one thousand eight hundred and 
forty four. - : arene o ; 
For invalid pensions for the said half calendar 


year — : $ 86,240 

‘And for the said fiscal year are . . 158,400. 
For revolutionary pensions under the act of the 

eighteenth March, one thousand eight hundred 

and eighteen, for the said half calendar year 17,600 
* And for the said fiscal year $ 192,000 
For pensions to widows and orphans, under. the ` r 

actof fourth of July, one thousand eight hun- 

dred and thirty-six, for the said half calendar 

year , . 5 . 4500 

‘And for the said fiscal year G » 222250 
For five years’ pensions to widows, under the act : < 

of seventh of July, one thousand eight hundred 

and thirty-eight, for the said half calendar 

year n 7 x . 10,000 

‘And for the said fiscal year 320,000 


For arrearages prior to July, one thousand eight 
hundred and fifteen, payable through the Third 
Auditor, for the said half calendar year i 1,000 
And for the said fiscal year ‘ 

For arrearages and half-pay pensions, through the 
Second Auditor, forthe said fiscal year é 600 

For half-pay pensions, payable chreugh the Third 


Auditor, for the said fiscal year y è 3,000 

H. R. 655. For pensions under the act of March 
3d, 1843, to widows of revolutionary soldiers 380,000 
$1,197,490 


H.R. 660. For fulfilling treaty stipulations with the various 
Indian tribes, and for the current and conlingent expenses 
of the Indian department, for the half. calendar year be 
ginning the first day of January and ending the thirtieth 

_ duy of June. one thousand eight hundred and forty-three; 
and for the fiscal year beginning the first day of Jane one 
thousand eight hundred and forty three, and ending the 
thirtieth day of June, one thousand eight hundred and 

forty four; und for other purposes. | 


For the fulfilment of the treaties with various Iu- 
dian tribes, for the same half-calendar year 5 
And for the said fiscal year . . 

For the payment of three drafts, drawn on the de- 
partment by Governor Doty, for goods, provis: 
ions, and presents, procured and delivered by 
him to the Sioux Indians, while holding the trea- 
ty with them, in one thousand eight hundred 
and forty-one, and which treaty was rejected by 
the Senate, at its late session, for said ballf-calen- 
dar year s . . 

For the removal to the westof the Mississippi of 
two hundred and fifty of the New York Indians, 
of the Seneca, Cayuga, and Onondaga tribes, 
and for fulfilling other treaty stipulations with 
them, provided that so many are willing to emi- 
grate, for the half calendar year . r 

For current expenses of the Indian department for 
the said half-calendar year . e 

And including four hundred and fifty dellars, paid, 
by order of General Z. Taylor, for two white 
boys ransomed from the Camanche Indians, and 
for the said fiscal year - . 4 

For subsistence of the Choctaw claimants and 
their Indian witnesses during their attendance 
at the sitting of the commissioners appointed 
under the “Act to provide for the satisfaction of 
claims arising under the fourteenth and nine- 
teenth articles of the treaty of Dancing Rabbit 
creck, concluded in September, one thousand 
eight hundred and thirty . - 

For the removal of the Choctaws to the west of 
the Mississippi . . . 

For carrying into effect the treaty with the Chip- 
pewa Indians, concluded October fourth, one 
thousand eight hundred and forty-two - 51,000 

For carrying into effect the treaty with the Sac 
and Fox Indians, concluded October lth, one 
thousand eight hundred and forty-two : 

For defraying the expenses of a negotiation with 
the Kansas Indians, or other tribes on the wa- 

- ters of the Missouri river, for the purpose of ob- 
taining a tract of land for the ‘permanent and 
perpetual residence of the Sacs and Foxes, as 
stipulated in the second article of the treaty rati- 
fied February fifteenth, eighteen hundred and 


723,708 
749,065 


13,776 49 


20,477 50 


53,500 


93,300 


299,566 34 


forty-three ` , : 1,500 
To satisfy contracts entered into in the month of 
August, one thousand eight hundred and thirty- 
six, by Major General Thomas $. Jesup, then 
commanding the army in Alabama, with the 
Creek tribe of Indians . . 12,000 
$2,100,588 33 


H. R. 697. For carrying intoeffect the treaty beeen the 
United States and Great Britain, concluded at Washing: 
ton on the ninth day of August, one thousand eight hun- 
dred and forty-two. 

For the payment of salaries, and for other ex- 
penses of the commission, including the pur- 
chase or repair of instruments, wages to persons 


employed, and other contingencies 15,000 
For the payment in equal moieties to the States 

of Maine and Massachusetts, in conformity 

with the provision of the fifth article of the : 

treaty 300.000 


For the payment of the accounts of the States of 


Maine and Massachusetts for all claims for ex- 
penses incurred by-them in protecting the here- 
tofore disputed territory on the northeastern 
frontier of the United.States, and making a sur- 
vey thereof, as provided by the 5th article of 


treaty— i : 
For Massachusetts ive . . 10,792. 95 
For Maine 4 . + 206,984 79 
$592,727, 74 
H. R. 678. For the protection of commerce on Lake Michi- 
` gan. 
For the construction ofa harbor at the most suit- 
able situation at or near Milwaukie, in the Ter- — 
ritory of Wisconsin, to be made under the sur- 
vey of an officer to be appointed by the Secre- 
tary of War, for the said halfcalendar year. 15,000 
And for the said fiscal year K . 15,00 
For continuing the public works at the harbor of 
Chicago, in the State of Ilinois, for the said 
half calendar year S : . 10,000 
And for the said fiscal year. 2 . 15,000 
For continuing the public works at the harbor of 
St. Joseph, m the State of Michigan, for the said 
half calendar year y om » 30,000 
And for the said fiscal year ‘i 15,00 
$80,000 
H: R. 738. For an examination and survey of the 
harbor of Memphis, in Tennessee. Ei 3,000 
H. R. 641. To test the practicability of. establish- aE 
ing a system of electro-magnetic telegraphs by ; 
the United States an PGE es 30,000 
H. R. 380, For the payment of seven companies < 0n 
of Georgia militia . ‘ -+ 1939987 
PRIVATE CLAIMS. ee 
H. R. 319 Samuel Hambleton > i 970 84 
Do 360 JamesLowe . z : 1,000. 
Do 388 Allen Rogers . p . 982 05 
Do 389 William G. Sanders y 900 
Do 422 Edwin Bartlett +e r M 9,062 50 
Do 429 Peter Lionberger £ $ 100 
Do 471 Caspar W. Wever 3 4 1,500 
Do 479 Richard Rush - a ‘ 3,815 73 
Do 483’ Owners of the fund received from 
the British Government as an in- 
demnity for elaves lost from on : 
board the Comet and Encomium at are 
Nassau |. yo 965 28 
Do 484 James M. Morgan Eg . < 878 
Do 498 David Watkinson & Co. . : 906 50 
Do 51l Joshua Drew . : : 240 
Do 645 Peters, Moore, & Co. A > 2,166 66 
Do 567 -Snow Y. Sears H i 400 
Do 588 James S. Calhoun . . 16,900 
Do 589 Johnson Patrick - . a 1,351 76 
Do 600 John Skirving é ‘6 600 
Do 620 JohnCore . . . 80 
Bs 622 Thomas D. Gilson a Z 151 85 
Do 637 George Randall and others A 3,471 57 
Do 646 Charles Waldron š ä 1,179.61 
Do 647 John Randolph Clay . Bai 3,750 
Do 654 Wiiliam Fabre : A . 120 42 
Do 667 George A. Winslow 3 14 


Do 681 Representatives of Robert A. Kelly . 600 


Do 705 Andrew Fisher r . 79 
Do 706 Gamaliel E. Smith š 5 350 
Do 707 William W. Street x ; 625 
Do 729 John Hodgkin . N 3,515 50 
Do 733 John Skirving š . 3,287. 26 
Senate 6 Robert B. Lewis oe? 3p ` 1% 
Do 79 Richard Patten . . 50 
Do 92 Mary W.Thompson . `. 750 
$65,708 52 
RECAPITULATION, 
Civil and diplomatic list, six months ending June : 
30,1843. eee a : $1,870,172, 50 
*Civil and diplomatic list, one year ending June 30, 

844 : a ‘ + 8,388,936 42 
Military service for same periods - 4,973,134 11 
Naval service for same periods . 9,082,733 22 
Navy pensions è . « - 62,000 00 
Fortifications A . 808,500 00 
Pensions—invalid, revolutionary, and widows 1,197,499 00 
Indian department—treaties, &c. . + 2,100,383 33 
Treaty with Great Britain ‘ $82,727 74 
Protection of commerce, Lake Michigan 80,000 00 
Examination and survey harbor of Memphis $ 3,000 00 
Establish telegraphs . 4 + 80,000 00 
Payment of Georgia militia 7 . 19,399 87 
Private claims è . 65,708 52 


29,214,185 71 


* This item includes the appropriations for the Post Office 
Department, which are paid exclusively out of the revenues of 
that department, and, therefore, are no charge on the treasury, 
and which amount to $4,545,000. 


OFFICES CREATED AND THE SALARIES THEREFOR. 


By the act making appropriations for the civil and diplo- 
matic service, No S04: : 
Commissioner to the Sandwich Islands. $3,000 
Consul at Beyrout . š 4 . 500 
By the act for carrying into effect the treaty between 
the United S:ates and Great Britain, No. 697: 
A commissioner for Tyuring, marking, and tracing the 
boundary line between the United States and British 
possessions in North America . . 8,000 
A clerk to said commissioner . : . 500 
By the act providing the means of future inter- 
course between the United States and the Government 
of China, No. 720: 


Mission to China 40,000" 


. ‘ : ' 
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[We commence the Congressional 
Globe and Appendix for this session of 
Congress (the 3d and last of the 27th) 
with the executive proceedings of the 
Senate, at the last session, on the Brit- 
ish treaty made between Mr. WEBSTER 
and Lord ASIIBURTON. 

Ratifications of the treaty were not 
exchanged in time for us to publish 
the proceedings, correspondence, and 
speeches thereon, in the Congressional 
Globe and Appendix for the last session, 
to which they properly belong. 

The Journal of the Senate in secret 
session, the correspondence in relation 
to the treaty, and the treaty itself, are 
contained in the first two numbers of 
the Congressional Globe for this ses- 
sion. 

All the speeches made in secret ses- 
sion on the treaty, which have been, or 
may be, written out by the Senators, 
will be published in the Appendix, and 
will probably fill four or five numbers. 
This number is occupied entirely by 
Mr. Benvon’s against the treaty, which 
is not concluded. It is expected that 
his speech will nearly fill the next num- 
ber of the Appendix. 

We shall print between four and five 
thousand surplus copies of the Con- 
gressional Globe and Appendix, for the 
purpose of furnishing complete copies 
to all persons who may subscribe for 
those works before the Ist of January, 
1843. 

This number of the Appendix will 
be sent to some of our friends, with the 

“hope that they will obtain some sub- 
scribers for us. The Congressional 
Globe and Appendix are $1 each for a 
session. The extra matter, which we 
intend to print in them this session, is 
worth the money.—Eprrors CONGRES- 
SIONAL GLOBE AND APPENDIX. |] 


The British Treaty —Mr. Benton. 


BRITISH TREATY. 
[SECRET session. ] 


SPEECH OF MR. BENTON, 


OF MISSOURI, 
In Senate, Thursday, August 18, 1842 ~In opposi- 
sition to the treaty. 

Mr. BENTONsaid: I speak against this treaty 
not so much for the Senate as for the country. 
mean to publish my speech, and that with the fall 
illustrations and quotations which it is unneces- 
sary to make here, where the documents are in 
every Senator’s hand, but which will be necessary 
to the understanding of the subject by those who 
have not access to the documents. I am opposed 
to the treaty on many grounds; and first, because 
it is not a settlement of all the questions in dispute 
between the two countries. We were Jed to be- 


| lieve, on the arrival of the special minister, that he 


came as a messenger of peace, and clothed with 
full powers to settle everything; and believing 
this, his arrival was hailed with universal joy. 
But here is a disappointment—a great. disappoint- 
ment. On receiving the treaty and the papers 
which accompany it, we find that all the subjects 
in dispute have not been settled; that, in fact, only 
three out of seven are settled; and that the minister 


! has returned ty his country, leaving four of the 


contested subjects unadjusted. This is a disap- 
pointment; and the greater, because the papers 
communicated confirm the report that the minister 
came with full powers to settle everything. The 
very first note’of the American negotiator—and that 
in its very first sentence, confirms this belief, and 
leaves us to wonder how a mission that promised 


| so much, has performed so little. Mr. Webster’s 


first note runs thus: “Lord Ashburton having been 
charged by the Queen’s Government with full 
powers to negotiate and seitle all matters in discus- 
sion between the United States and England, and 
having on his arrival at Washington announced,” 
&e., &c, Here is a declaration of full power 10 
settle everything; and yet, after this, only part is 
settled, and the minister has returned home. This 
is unexpected, and inconsistent. It contradicts the 
character of the mission, balks our hopes, and 
frustrates our policy. As a confederacy of States, 
our policy is to settle everything, or nothing; and 
having received the minister for that purpose, this 
complete and universal settlement, or nothing, 
should have been the sine quu non of the American 
negotiator. 

Trom the message of the President which ac- 
companies the treaty, we learn that the questions 


! in discussion between the two countries were: J. 


The Northern boundary.. 2. The right of search 
in the African seas, and the suppression of the Af- 
rican slave-trade. 3. The surrender of fugitives 
from justice. 4. The title to the Columbia river, 
5, Impressment. 6. The attack on. the Caroline. 
7, The ease of the Creole, and of other American 
vessels which had shared the same fate. These 
are the subjects (seven in number) which the Pres- 
ident enumerates, and which he informs us occu- 
pied the attention of the negotiators. Tle does not 
say whetber these were all the subjects which oc- 
cupied their attention. He 


the State debts, and their assumption or guaranty 
by the Federal Government! or whether the Amer- 
ican negotiator mentioned the point of the Cana- 
dian asylum for fugitive’slaves (of which twelve 
thousand have already gone iy seduced by the 
honors and rewards which they receive, and by the 
protection which is extended to them, ‘Phe mes- 
sage is silent upon these further subjects of differ- 
ence, ifnot of discussion, between the two coun- 
tries; and, following the lead of the President, and 


does not tell us whether | 
they discussed any others. He does not say wheth- | 
er the British negotiator opened the question of | 


pene tne 


Senate. 


confining ourselves (for the present) tothe seven 
subjects of dispute named by him, and we find 
three of them provided for in the treaty—four of 
them not: and this constitutes a great objection to 
the treaty—an objection which is, aggravated by 
the nature of the subjects settled, or not settled. 
For it so happens that, of the subjects in discussion, 
some were general, and affected the whole Union; 
others were local, and affected sections. Of these 
general subjects, those which „Great Britain had 
most at heart are provided for; those which most 
concerned the United States are omitted: and of 
the three sections of the Union which had each its 
peculiar grievance, one section is guieted, and two 
are left as they were. This givesGreat Britain am 
advantage over usas a nalion: it gives one section 
of the Union an advantage over the two others, 
sectionally. This is all wrong, unjust, unwise, 
and impolitic. His wrong to give a foreign power 
an advantage over us: it is wrong to give one sec- 
tion of the Union an advantage over the others. 
In their differences with foreign powers, the States 
should be kept united: their peculiar grievances 
should not be separately settled, so as to disunite 
their several complaints. This is a view of the 
objection which commends itself most gravely to 
the Senate. We area confederacy of States, and 
a confederacy in which States classify themselves 
sectionally, and in which each section has its local 
feelings and its peculiar interests, We are classed 
in three sections; and each of these sections had a 
peculiar grievance against Great Britain; and here 
is a treaty to adjust the grievances of one, and but 
one, of these three sections. To all intents and 
purposes, we have a separate treaty—a treaty be- 
tween the Northern States and Great Britain; for 
it isa treaty in which tke North is provided for, 
and the South and West left out. Virtually, it is.a 
separate treaty with a part of the States; and this 
forms a grave objection to it in my eyes. 

Of the nine Northern States whose territories 
are coterminous with the dominions of her Britan- 
nic Majesty, six of them had questions of bounda- 
ry, or of territory, to adjust: and all these are adjust- 
ed. The twelve Southern slaveholding States had 
a question in which they were all interested—that 
of the protection and liberation of fugitive or crim- 
inal slaves in Canada and the West Indies: this 
great question finds no place in the treaty, and is 
put off with phrases in an arranged correspond- 
ence. The whole great West takes a deep inter- 
est in the fate of the Columbia river, and demands 
the withdrawal of the British from it: this large 
subject finds no place in the treaty, nor even in the 
correspondence which took place between the ne- 
gotiators. The’ South and the West must go to 
London with theircomplainis: the North has been. 
accommodated here. The mission of peace has 
found its benevolence circumscribed by the metes 
and boundaries of the sectional divisions in the 
Union. The peace-treaty is for one section: for 
the other two sections there is no peace. The nona 
slaveholding States coterminous with the British 
dominions are pacified and satisfied: the slavehold- 
ing and the Western States, remote from the Brit- 
ish dominions, are to suffer and complain as heres 
tofore, Asa friend to the Unicn—a friend to jus- 
tice—and as an inhabitant of the section which is 
both slaveholding and Western, I object to the. 
treaty which makes this injurious distinction 
amongst the States. 

This objection, great in itself, receives emphasis 
froma cotemporaneows act of British legislation. 
While diplomacy on this side the Atlantic was giving 
a separate treatyto the Northern States, legislation, 
onthe other side of that sea was giving them a 
separatetrade. This results from the new corn law 
just passed by the British Parliament, and the great 
difference which is made in the rate of duties on 
foreign and colonial products, and the admission of 


27 rw Conciw.3d Sess. 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


The British Treaty—Mr. Benton. 


August, 184% 


Senate. - 


American grain and. provisions as colonial ‘pro- 
ductions. when they pass through Canada. Of 
course, this partial legislation, like the title of the 
one-sided treaty, is in general terms; it speaks gen- 
érally, and professes nothing of what it effects. But, 
in admitting American grain and provisions as 
Canadian when they: pass through Canada, it, of 
course, admits none but of the States coterminous 


with Canada; for from’ none of the rest,can it gor. 


In admiuing this. wheat at.a fraction ‘of the duty it 
would pay, if it went from an American port, a 
discrimination is made between the neighboring 
States and those distant from Canada. This is 
the’ fact‘now. The rate of duty on wheat éxport- 
ed from’an American or Canadian port sets out 
with a-difference: of four to one. in favor of the 


Canadian, rises as high as fifteen to one, and ‘ 


avérages ten cr twelve to one. This is effected by 
the discrimination between foreign and colonial 
wheat, and the sliding scale, which makes the duties 
fall as the price of the wheat rises, and which fixes 
the foreign duty at twenty shillings the quarter 
(eight bushels) when the colonial is at five shillings; 
at fifieen when the colonial is at one; and whicn 
fixes one shilling as the ordinary and common 
duty'on the colonial wheat; while ‘the foreign is 
only; admitted at that rate when the price of the 
wheat.reaches the maximum price of seventy-three 
shillings a quarter. One shilling duty on the 
quarter, is only a penny halfpenny (or three cents) 
on the bushel—a mere nominal duty on what is 
selling at from. seven to nine shillings (159 to 200 
cents) the bushel, At this rate, our Northern citi- 
zens can send their wheat to England; so that, vir- 
tually, they have a free trade, as well as a separate 
trade, with Great Britain in this great staple; while 
to the rest ofthe Union her ports are nearly closed 
against the same arcicle, by the heaviness of the 
duty. Asitis with wheat, so it is.with flour, and 
with all other grains and their manufactures, and with 
beef and pork. Ihave merely taken wheat for the 
illustration which a single article affords. It is the 
same with all the rest, Barley, rye, oats, Indian 
corn, beans, peas, corn-meal, buekwheat, buckwheat 
flour, tice, and salted: provisious—~all have their 
place'in the same sliding scale, and with the same 
proportionate difference of duty between the foreign 
and the colonial. Thus a separate trade, and vir- 
tually a free trade, in the great staples of grains, 
flour, and provisions, is granted to our Northern 
citizens by British legislation in London, at the 
same time that British diplomacy in Washington 
gives them a separate treaty! 


I do not mention these things because I repine at 
the advantages ol our Northern brethren: on the 
contrary, [ wish them all possible prosperity. But 
T mention them because they are facts; because 
vhey are strange coincidences; because they are 
noveliies in our Union; and because of the effect 
which they should have in our judgment upon this 
treaty. The Senate is a body representing all the 
States. "They have the harmony and the unity of 
the: confederacy to preserve; and it may be their 
duty to correct the error into which a sectional 
negotiator ivy bave fallen. 

The failure to setle all the matters in dispute 
between the two countries, aggravated as that fail- 
ure is by the sectional and invidious. distinction 
which i makes among the States, is a circum- 
stance badiy calculated to recommend the treaty to 
the indulgence or tothe partiality of the Senate, 
What it does contain must be good indeed to over- 
balance so great an objection; but if, instead of be- 
jag good, ils contents are bad—if the sins of com- 
mussion are to be added to those of omission, then 
there is no redeeming quali y about it, and un- 
qualified condemnation should be its fate. This I 
hold to be the case. {| look upon the treaty to be 
about equally bad for what it contains, and, for 
what-it omits; and, under these two aspects I shall 
proceed to give itthe close and careful examina- 
tion which the magnitude of the subject requires. 


The treaty comes to us recommended by a mes- 
sage from the President of the United States, in 
which, among other advantages gained for us, he 
presents an acquisition of four millions of valua- 
ble mineral land on the western shore of Lake 
Superior. Ibegin with this part of the message, 
because it involves a fallacy which it is necessary 
to detect, in order to appreciate the recommenda- 
tions which are made in favor of the treaty. The 
fact is, not an acre of these four millions has 
either been acquired or secured by this treaty; the 
line between the Lake Superior and the Lake of 
the Woods is changed for the worse, not for the bet- 


ter, by this treaty; and our Secretary negotiator, 


who drew up the message of ihe President, has led 4 


him to sign a recommendation which has no foun- 
dationin fact. “The -niessageis in-these words: 


>$ Brom the perfect knowledge of this remote country at” 


the date’ of the-treaty of peace, some of the descriptions in 
that treaty do not harmonize with its natural features, asnow 
ascertained. | “Long Lake” is nowi:ere to be found under that 
name. There is reason for supposing, however, that the sheet 
of.water intended-by that name is the estuary at ‘the mouth 
of Pigeon siver.. The present treaty, therefore, adopts that 
estuary and river, and afterward. pursues the usual route, 
across the height of land by the various portages and small 
lakes, till the line reaches Rainy Lake; from which the, com- 
missioners agreed on the extension of it to its termination, in 
the northwest angle of the Lake of the Woods. The region of 
country on and near the shore of the-lake, between Pigeon 
river on the north, and Fond du Lac and the river St. Louis on 
the south and west, considered valuable as a mineral region, is 
thus included within the United States. Jt embraces a ter- 
ritory of four millions of acres norihward of the claim set 
up by the British commissioner under the treaty of Ghent.” 

The message, in this passage, faintly sketches 
a dispute where no grounds for one existed, and 
celebrates an acquisition where nothing had been 
gained. ‘The line from the Lake Superior to the 
Lake of the Woods never was susceptible of a dis- 
pute. Thatfrom the Lake of the Woods to the 
head of the Mississippi was disputable, and long 
disputed; and it will not doto confound these two 
lines, so different in themselves, and in their polit- 
ical history. The line from Lake Superior was 
fixed by landmarks as permanent and notorious 
as the great features of nature herself—the Isle Roy- 
ale, in the northwest of Lake Superior, and the 
chain of small lakes and rivers which led from the 
north of that isle to the Lake of the Woods. 
Such were the precise calls of the treaty of 1783, 
and no room for dispute existed about it. Toe Isle 
Royale wes alandmark in the calls of the treaty; 
anda great and distinguished one it was—a large 
rocky island in Lake Superior, far to the north- 
west, a hundred miles from the southern shore; un- 
inhabitable, and almost inaccessible to the Indians 
in their canoes; and for that reason believed by 
them to be the residence of the Great Spirit, and 
called, intheir language, Menong. This isle was 
as notorious as the lake itself, and was madea land- 
mark in the treaty of 1783, and the boundary Jine 
directed 10 goto the north ofit, and then to follow the 
chain of small lakes and rivers called “Long Lake,” 
which constituted the line of water communication 
between Lake Superior andthe Lake ofthe Woods; 
a communication which the Indians had followed 
beyond the reach of tradition, which was the high- 
way of nations, and which all travellers and tra- 
ders have followed since its existence became 
known to our first discoverers. A line through the 
Lake Superior, from itseastern outlet to the north- 
ward of the Isle Royale, leads direct to this com- 
munication; andthe line described was evidently 
so described for the purpose of going to that pre- 
cise communication. The terms of thecall are pe- 
culiar. Through every lake and every water- 
course, from Lake Ontario to the Lake Huron, the 
language of thetreaty is the same: the line is to follow 
the middle ofthe lake. Through every river it is 
the same: the middle of the main channel is to be 
followed. On entering Lake Superior, this lan- 
guage changes. Itisno longer the middle of the 
lake that is to constitute the boundary, but a line 
through the lake tothe “northward” of Isle Royale— 
aboundary which, so far from dividing the lake 
equally, leaves almost two-thirds of it on the 
American side. The words of the trealy are 
these: 

“Thence through Lake Superior, northward of the isles Ray- 
ale and Philippeaux, tothe Long Lake; thence through the iid- 
die of said Long Lake, and the water communication between 
it and the Lake of thie Woods, to tke Lake ef the Wools? & ». 


_ These are the words of the call; and this va- 
riation of language, and this different mode of 
dividing the lake, were for the obvious purpose of 
taking the shortest course to the Long Lakes, or 
Pigeon river, which led to the Lake of the Woods, 
The communieation through these little lakes and 
rivers was evidently the object aimed at; and the 
call to the north of Isle Royale was for the 


€ c ur- 
pose of getting to that object. The island itself 
was nothing, except as a landmark. Though 


large, (for it is near one hundred miles in circum- 
ference,) it has no value, neither for agriculture, 
commerce, nor war. -It is sterile, inaccessible, re- 
mote from shore, and fit for nothing but the use to 
which the Indians consigned it—the fabulous resi- 
dence of a fabulous deity. Nobody wanis ji— 
neither Indians nor white people. It was assigned 
to the United States in the ,treaty of 1783, not as a 
possession, but as a landmark, and because the 


shortest line through the lake, to the well-known 
route which led to the. Lake of the Woods, pass- 
ed to the north of that isle. All this is evident from 
the maps, and all the maps are here the same; for 
these features of nature are so well defined that 
there has never been the least dispute ahout them, 
The commissioners under the Ghent treaty, (Gen. 
Porter for the United States, and Mr. Barclay for 


-Great Britain,) though disagreeing about several 


things, had no disagreement about Isle Royale, and 
the passage of the line to the north of that isle., In 
their separate reports, they agreed upon this; and 
this settled the whole question. After going to the 
north of Isle Royale, to get out of the lake at a 
known place, it would be absurd to turn two hun- 
dred miles south, to get out of it at an unknown 
lace. The agreement upon Isle Royale setiled the 
ine to the Lake of the Woods, as it was, and as it 
is: but it so happened that, in the year 1790, the 
English traveller and fur-trader, Mr. (afterwards 
Sir Alexander) McKenzie, in his voyage to the 
Northwest, travelled up this line of water commu- 
nication, saw the advantages of its exclusive pos- 
session by the British, and proposed in his “ Histo- 
tory of the Fur Trade,” to obtain it by turning the 
line down from Isle Royale, near two hundred 
miles, to St. Louis river in the southwest corner of 
the lake. The Earl of Selkirk, at the head of the 
Hudson’s Bay Company, repeaied the suggestion; 
and the British Government, forever attentive to 
the interests of its subjects, set upa claim, through 
the Ghent commissioner, to the St, Louis river as 
the boundary. Mr. Barclay made the question, 
but too faintly to obtain even a reference to the ar- 
bitrator; and Lord Ashburton bad too much can- 
dor and honor to revive it. He set up no pre- 
tension to the St. Louis river, as claimed by the 
Ghent commissioner: he presented the Pigeon 
river as the “Jong lake” of the treaty of 1783, and 
only asked for a point six miles south ot that river; 
and he obiained all he asked. His letter of the 
17th of July is explicit on this point., He says: 

“In considering the second point, it really appears of little 
importance to either party how the line be determined through 
the wild country between Lake Superior and the Lake of the 
Woods, but itis important that some line should be fixed and 
known. 

“I would propose that the line be taken from a point about 
six miles south of Pigeon river, where the Grand Portage com- 
mences on the lake, and continued along the line of the said 
portage, alternately by land and water, to Lac la Pluie—the ex. 
tating route by land and by water remaining common by both 
parties. This line has the advantage of being known, and at- 
tented with no doubt or uncertainty in ranning it.” 

These are his Lordship’s words: Pigeon river, 
instead of St. Louis river! making no pretension 
to the four millions of acres of fine mineral land 
supposed to have heen saved between these two 
rivers; and not even alluding to the absurd preten- 
sion of the Ghent commissioner! After this, what 
are we to think of the candor and veracity of an 
official paper, which would make a merit of hav- 
ing saved four millions of acres of fine mineral 
land, “northward of the claim set up by the British 
commissioner under the Ghent treaty?” What 
must we think of the candor of a paper which 
boasts of having “included this within the United 
States,” when it was never out of the United States? 
If there is any merit in the case, it is in Lord 
Ashburton—in his not. having claimed the. 200 
mites between Pigeon river and St. Louis river. 
What he claimed, he got; and that was the southern 
‘lice, commencing six miles south of Pigeon river, 
and running south of the true line to Rainy lake, 
He got this; making a difference of some hundreds 
of thousands of acres, and giving tothe British the 
exclusive possession of the best route, anda joint 
possession ofthe one which is made the boundary, 
‘To understand the value of this concession, it must 
be known that there are two lines of communica- 
tion from the Lake Superior to the Lake of the 
Woods, both beginning at or near the mouth of 
Pigeon river; that these lines are the channels of 
trade and travelling, both for Indians and the fur- 
traders; that they are water communications; and 
that it was a great point with the British, in their 
trade and intercourse with the Indians, to have the 
exclusive dominion of the best communication, and 
a joint possession with us of the other. This is 
what Lord Ashburton claimed—what the treaty 
gave him—and what our Secretary negotiator be- 
came his agent and solicitor to obtain for him. I 
quote the Secretary’s letter of the 25th of July to 
Mr. James Ferguson, and the answers of Mr. Per- 
guson ofthe same date, and also the letter of Mr. 
Joseph Delafield, of the 20th of July, for the truth 
of what I say. From these letters, it will be seen 
that our Secretary put himself to the trouble to hunt 
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testimony to justify his surrender of the northern 
ronteto the British; that he put leading questions 
tohis witnesses, to get the information which he 
wanted; and thal he sought to cover the sacrifice,’ 
by depreciating the agricultural value of the land, 
and treating the difference between the lines as a 
thing ofno importance. Flere is the letter, I read 
an extract from. it: 


“wat ig the general nature of the country between the 
mouth of Pigeon river and the Rainy lake? Of what formation 
is it, and how.is its surface? and will any considerable part of 
itsarea be fit for cultivation? Are i's waters active and run- 
ning streams, asin other parts of the United States? Or are 
they dead lakes, swamps, and morasses?- “If the latter be their 
general character, at what point, as you proceed westward, do 
the: waters receive a more decided character as running 
streams ? 

“There are said to be two lines of communication, each 
partly by water and partly hy portages, from ihe neighborhood 
of Pigeon, river to the Rainy lake: one by way of Fowl lake, 
the Saganaga lake, and the Cypress lake; the other by way of 
Arrow river and Jake; then by way of Saganaga lake, and 

-through theriver Maligne, meeting the other route at Lake la 
Croix, and throngh the river Namekan to the Rainy lake. Do 
you know any reason for attaching great preference to cither 
ofthese two lines? Or do you consi: tof no importance, in 
any point of view, which may be agreed to? Please be full and 
particular on these several points.” 


Here are leading questions, such as the rules of 
evidence forbid to be put to any witness, and the an- 
swers to which would be suppressed by the order of 
any court in England or America. They are called 
“leading,” because they dead the witness to the an- 
swer which the lawyer wants; and thereby tend to 
the perversion of justice. The witnesses are here led 
to two points: first, that the country between the two 
routes or lines is worth nothing for agriculture; 
secondly, that it isof no importance to the United 
States which of the two lines is established for the 
boundary. Thus led to the desired points, the 
witnesses answer. Mr. Ferguson says: 


“Asan agricultural district, this region will always be value- 
less. The pme timber is of hic wth, equal forspars, per- 
haps, to the Norway pine, and may, perhaps, in tine, fud a 
market; but there are no alluvions, no arable lands, and the 
whole country may be described as one waste of rock and 
water, 

“You have desired me also to express an opinionas to any 
preference which I may know to exist between the several lines 
claimed as boundaries through this country, between the United 
States and Great Britain, 

Considering that, Great Britain abandons her claim by the 
Fond du Lac and the st, Louis river; cedes also Sugar island, 
Cotherwise called St. George’s island,) in the St. Marie river; 
and, agrees, generally, toa boundary following the old commer: 
cial route, commencing atthe Pigeon river, Ido not think that 
any reasonable ground exists to preventa final determination 
ofthis part of the bousdary.?? 


And Mr. Delafield adds: 


“As an agiiculiuval district, it has no valueor interest, even 
prospectively, In my opinion. Vf the climate were suitable, 
(which it is not) Ecan only say that I never saw, in my explo- 
tations there, tillable land enough to sustain any permanent pop- 
ulation suffisienly numerous to justily other settlements than 
those of the fur-traders; and, I might add, fishermen. The 
fuy-traders there occupied nearly all those places; and the opin- 
ion now expressed is the only one E ever heard entertained by 
those most experienced in these Northwestern regions. 

“There is, nevertheless, much interest felt by the fur-traders 
on this subject of o thom, it is of much importance, 
as they conceive; of national importance. Had 
the British commissi ted to proceed by the Pigeon 
river, (which is the Long Lake of Mitchcil’s map,) it is prona- 
bie there would have becn an agreement. Where were several 
reasons for his pertinacity, and for this disagi ent; which 
belong, however, to the private history of the commis: 
and can bo stated when required, Pigeon ri 
tinuous watercourse, Phesst. Geor slant, ta the 
river, is a valuable island, and worth as much, perhay 
of the countiy between the Pigeon river and Dog 
claimed for the United States, in aa agricultural sense.” 


š 


These are the answers; and while they are con- 
elusive upon the agricullural character of the coun- 
try between the two routes, and present it as of no 
value; yet, on the relative importance of the routes 
as boundaries, they refuse to follow the Zeed which 
the question held out to them, and show that, as 
commercial routes, and, consequently, as command- 
ing the Indians and their trade, a question of na- 
tional importance is involved. Mr. Delafield says 
the fur-traders feel much interest in this boundary: 
to them, it is of much importance; and it is, in tact, 
of national importance. These are the words of 
Mr. Delafield; and they show the reason why Lord 
Ashburton was so tenacious of this change in the 
boundary. He wanted it for the benefit of the fur- 
trade, and for the consequent command which it 
would give the British over the Indians in time of 
war. All this is apparent; yet our Secretary would 
only look at it as a corn and potato region! And 
finding itnot good for that purpose, he surrenders 
itto the British! Both the witnesses look npon it 
as a sacrifice on. the part of the United States, and 
suppose sone- equivalent in other paris of the 
poundary was received for it, ‘There was no such 


equivalent: and thus this surrender becomes a gra- 


- tuitous sacrifice on the part of the United States, 


aggravated by the condescension of the American 
Secretary to act as the attorney of the British min- 
ister, and seeking testimony by unfair and illegal 
questions, and then disregarding the part of the an- 
swers which made against his design. 

Sir, I have dwelt long upon this point, because 
it was necessary to detect the fallacy which the 
President has been made to sign, and to expose the 
subserviency of our Secretary to the interests 
of Great Britain. He has sacrificed an important 
boundary—important for war and commerce; and, 
while making this sacrifice, and surrendering all 
the country between the two routes, he makes the 
President sign a statement which leads the country 
to believe that he has made an acquisition of four 
millions of acres of fine mineral land. The detec- 
tion of this fallacy, and the exposure of this sub- 


serviency, are not only necessary to save us from ` 


gross error about these four millions of acres; but 
also to show us the spirit in which the treaty was 
made, and the faith with which the papers submit- 
ted tous have been drawn. Other occasions will 
occur for similar detections and exposures. And 
here I wish to say, once for all, that I consider this 
message, which the President has signed, as being 
the work of his Secretary; and that his fault con- 
sists in not having verified its statements before he 
signed it. 

} have stated one general objection to the treaty—— 
that of not settling all the questions in dispute. I 
pass over other general objections at present, for the 
purpose of getting at once to the consideration of 
its details. ‘These other general objections are nu- 
merous and weighty; but I pass them over at pres- 
ent with a mere enumeration, to be attended to 
hereafter. I name them now, without stopping to 
dwell upon them, They are: That such a negoti- 
ation should have been committed to a sole negoti- 
ator, and one not subjected to the approval of the 
Senate, nor furnished with presidential instructions 
to limit and guide him, and the citizen of an inter- 
ested State;--the assumption of this negotiator to 
treat the question of national boundaries, not as a 
question of rights under the treaty of independence, 
but as a matter of bargain and sale, or of grants 
and equivalents, in the hands of the negotialors;— 
the omission of the American negotiator to keep 
minutes, or protocols, of his conferences and prop- 
ositions;—the obscurity and mystery which rest 
upon the origin and progress of the different propo- 
sitions;—the assumption of the American negoti- 
ator to act for the British negotiator, in presenting 
the British proposition for the Maine boundary as 
the American proposition; and the unjustifiable and 
unfounded arguments with which he pressed that 
proposition upon the commissioners of the State of 
Mame, until he succeeded in vichimizing that de- 
serted and doomed State;—the mixing up of incon- 
gruous subjects in the same treaty;—the irregular 
manner in which the ratification of the treaty has 
been forestalled by private consultations and con- 
ferences with Senators before it was submitted fo 
the Senate;--the solemn and mysterious humbug- 
gery by which Dr, Franklin has been made to play 
a part in ravishing this ratification from our alarms, 
and screening the negotiator from responsibility 
for his gratuitous sacrifices;-—the awful apparition 
of the disinterred map discovered by Mr. Jared 
Sparks in Paris, with the red marks upon it, and 
which was showed about to Senators to alarm them 
into prompt action;—the impressive invocation to 
secrecy and despatch, lest the British should get 
wind of the aforesaid map and letter, and there- 
upon renounce the treaty; when it was perfectly 
clear, from Lord Ashburton’s letter of the 1lth of 
July, that the sagacious old gentleman had already 
scented out these secret papers, and was ready to 
claim the benefit of them if new negotiations com- 
imenced;—-the war-cry which is raised if the treaty 
is not ratified—a cry which addresses itself to our 
fears, and not to our judgment, and which would 
make merchandise of national honor and national 
rights. I pass over all these additional general ob- 
jections tothe treaty for the present, intending to 
yevertto them in good time, and proceed at once to 
the consideralion of the treaty itself. 

The northern boundary is the first subject m the 
treaty;and on this question, (abandoning all claims 
of right and litle under the treaty of independence-- 
with what propriety will hereafter be seen,) the ne- 
gotiators proceeded to adjust this boundary upon 
the principle of compromise and accommodation, 
ceding and conceding, granting and compensat- 
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ing, until they brought it to the condition in which. 
we find it in the treaty. Waiving, for the present, 
all remarks upon this assumption of power over 
our national boundaries, and this demolition of the 
work of our ancestors, who established these bound- 
aries at the expense of so much blood and treasure, 
and for the. wise purpose of covering their coun- 
try by a proper frontier: waiving, for the present, 
allremarks upon this point, 1 proceed to state the 
grants and equivalents which were made on each 
side, and shall consider the value and importanceof 
each. These are, on the side of the British—1. Su- 
gar or St. George’s island, in the State of Michigan, 
between the lakes Huron and Superior. 2. Rouse’s 
Point, and a strip of territory in the State of New 
York. 3. A strip of territory in the State of Ver~ 
mont. 4, A hundred thousand acres of land 
in the State of New. Hampshire. 5, The quali- 
fied navigation of the St. John river, within the 
British dominions. 6. The amount of money re- 
ceived by the British for timber. eut and sold on 
the disputed territory. ‘These are the granis and: 
compensations on the part of the British. On the 
part of the United States, they are: 1. The impor- 
tant national boundary between the Lake Superior 
and the Lake of the Woods, so necessary to the fur- 
trade and to the control of the Indians. 2. The 
four thousand one hundred and nineteen square 
miles of territory in the State of Maine, being the 
same and the whole that was awarded to Great 
Britain by the King of the Netherlands. 3. Eight 
hundred and ninety-three square miles in Maine, 
being so much over and above the award of the 
King of the Netherlaids. 4. The establishment of 
the new boundary, on thisside of the awarded line, 
from lake Pohenagamook to Metjarmette pass, 
one hundred and ten miles in. length, and wholly 
within the ancient and natural boundaries of 
Maine. 5. The surrender of the mountain bound- 
ary which covered the State of Maine and com- 
manded the road to Quebec, from the hea: of the 
St. Francis to the Metjarmette pass—say 150 miles 
in length—and being so much_over and above the 
award of the King of the Netherlands, 6: The 
navigation of the St. John river within the State 
of Maine. 7. A right of way over the territory of 
Maine, to reach the river, 8. The sum of $300,000 
to be paid to the States of Maine and Massachu- 
setts for their loss of territory. 9. The sum of 
about $200,000 to be paid to the same States, to re» 
imburse their expenses in protecting the disputed 
territory against Great Britain, 10. A naval al- 
Hance and co-operation with Great Britain for the’ 
suppression of the African slave-trade. 11, A. 
diplomatic alliance with the same power, for re~ 
monstrating with nations against the slave-trade, 
aud for closivg the markets of the. world against 
the traflic in slaves. 12, The delivery of fugitive 
criminals, : 

This is the list of the grants and equivalents— 
these the} concessions on each side; the value of 
which I now proceed to examine, beginning with 
those on the part of Great Britain, 

1, The first of these concessions, as they are 
called, is the island in St. Mary’s river, between 
the lakes Fluron and Superior; called by us Sugar 
island, by the. British St. George’s. ‘This island 
has been in our possession, and under our jurisdic- 
tion, since the treaty of peace of 1783; our people 
make sugar upon it; our Indians inhabit it; and for 
upwards of a quarter of a century we have exer- 
cised proprietory rights over it. . It was ours by the 
treaty of 1783, and by fifty years’ possession; but the 
British commissioner under the Ghent treaty (Mr. 
Barclay) set up a claim to it which Lord Ashbur~ 
ton was too candid to enforce. _ He readily threw 
ituptous, In his leter of the 16th of July, he 
says: : 

Phe other things conuected with this bor n lary being satig~ 


factorily arranged, a line shal] be chawn so as to throw this 
island within the United States,” 


This was prompt and handsome. His Lordship 
knew very well what he was about, and how ins 
significant was a rich island compared toa com- 
manding boundary. Sugar island had no military 
importance. It was good for sugar and grain, but 
not for cannon. Trs 26,000 acres of fertile soil was 
a great object in the eyes of an agricultural peo- 
ple, but nothing in the eyes of a domineering mon- 
archy. The cession enured to the benefit of Mich- 
igan, and sweetened the treaty to the palate of that 
young State. Tt was a large object in the eyes ofa 
young State; the little island of 200 acres in the 
mouth of the Detroit river was a mueh larger one 
in the eyes of the British! The little island of 
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Bois ‘Blane, opposite Malden, arid commanding the 
river. Detroit and its entrance into the Lake Erie,. 
was. worth many sugar islands to them; and this 
they ‘took good care to save.* . In June 1822, Mr. 
Barclay, the British’ commissioner under the 6th 
article’ of the Ghent treaty, wrote: thus to General 
Porter, ihe American commissioner: 

©The undersigned, therefore, is:ready to cede Sugar, Fox, 
avid Stosiy istands to tie United.States, provided the commis: 


aivner‘of the United States agrees to appropriate the island of 
Bois Bianc to his Majesty, and to establish the line in the water 


passage between Bois Blanc and the three beforementioned 


islande?! ° > ves 
“The little island was.accordingly so appropri- 
ated; the offer of three others for it being reinforced 
by a.threat to refer the question of right to the 
King of the Netherlands, if it was not given up. 
it was given up in 1822; and I mention the circum- 
siance to show how the British do these things. A 
large island, excellent for raising cabbages and 
potatoes, and making sugar and sirup, is readily 
thrown up ta us: a small one, on which cannon 
eould be planted, was pertinaciously retained by 
them! : The taste of both countries was accommo- 
dated ours for agriculture, theirs for dominion! 
Like a sagacious negotiator, who knew where to 
concede, Lord Ashburton surrendered Sugar island 
to Michigan; conciliated that State in favor of his 
treaty, and marched’ straight on to the grand object 
of his mission. i 

2 Rouse’s Point, in the State of New York, and 
the narrow slip of land which includes it. This 
point'is now hailed as an invaluable acquisition, 
sufficient of itself to pass the treaty. I remember 
very well when it was assigned to us by the King 
of the Netherlands, and when it stood for nothing 
in favor of the award. That award was rejected, 
not by the will of President Jackson, but under the 
action of the Senate and the two interested States, 
although it gave us this now prized point, cost us 
no money, took so much less trom the State of 
Maine, and left us the long and lofty line of moun- 
tain frontier opposite to Quebec, Rouse’s Point 
gained us not a vote in this body in favor of that 
award: it now becomes a gigantic consideration in 
favor of a treaty so much worse than the award. 
Be it so. “The author of the present treaty was the 
enemy of the award, and will doubtless see the 
propriety of explaining the reason for the strange 
contradiction which hisconduct presents. Histori- 
cal recollections altach some interest to this point, 
which is now more imaginary than real. It has 
been the scene of some military operations, which 
the growth of the country will carry to a more dis- 
tant theatre in future wars, By the peace of 1783, 
this point fell within our limits, and that by the 
‘British ascertainment of the 45th parallel of lati- 
tude before the Revolation, That parallel was the 
boundary, in that quarter, between the United States 
and Canada: ils rectification, under the treaty of 
‘Ghent, lett out Rouse’s Point, and the liule fort 
which bad been commenced upon it, to command 
the entrance into Lake Champlain. The same 
rectification of the line’ showed an error of half a 
mile wide in the northern boundary of the States 
of New Tiampshire and Vermont, giving that 
much off of eachto Great Britain. Bat it was an 
acquisition which Great Britain did not want; 
»which she has refused to touch, though entiled to 
it since the treaty of Ghent; which has remained 
in our possession ever sinee, and would doubtless 
so remain forever. Great Britain wanted none of 
our republican population added to her Canadian 
possessions. This she has shown by near thirty 
years’ refusal to receive them; and her minister 
was the correct interpreter of her policy when he 
readily threw up this point, and the strip along 
with i taking care to make the easy concession 
an item in theaccomplishment of his great design 
on Maine. All tbis the British negotiator admits, 
with a readiness and good feeling which does him 
much credit. He says: 
@ The question here at issue between the two countries, wasas 
to the correct determination of the parallel of latitude, and the 
true source of the Connecticut river. Upon both these points 


decisions were pronounced in favor of Great Britain; and I 
might add thatjthe case of America, as matter of right, was but 


tlt is, in my opinion, of very great importance that-the right 
of passage be secured for American vessels, between the istand 
of Bois Blanc, in the river Detroit, (opposite Fort Malden,) and 
the British shore; the channel is only 200 to 300 yards ‘wide, 
and is entirely commanded both by the istand and Fort Malden. 
At present, there is no other passage for our larger class of 
vessels, steamboats, &+., and it will require much time and ex- 
pense 10 render the old passage south of Gros Isle available. 
in short, the rightof using the British channel is, in my opin- 
jon, absolutely necessary.”’-~Mr. Robert Steuart’s letier to 
Mr, Webster, July 27, 
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feebly and doubtingly. supported by her own authorities. Tam, 
nevertheless, disposed to surrender the whole of this case, if we 
should succeed in settling, as proposed, the boundary of 
Maine. ay St Ss a 

“This concession, considered with reference to the value of 
the land ceded, which’ is generally -reportéd to be fertile, and 
contains a position at Rouse’s Point much coveted in the course 
ofthe. controversy, would, under ordinary circumstances, be 
considered of considerable importance: ‘Phe,concession will, 
however, be made by Great Britain without reluctance, not only 
to mark"the liberal and conciliatory spiritby which itis desired 
to distinguish these negotiations, but because the case is, in 
some respects, analogous to that of the Madawaska settlement, 
before considered. Itis believed that the settlers.on the narrow 
strip (which would be transferred to Great Britain by rectifying 
the 45th parallel of latitude, which was formerly incorrectly 
laid down, are principally from the United Biatesy and that 
their opinions and habits incline them to-give a preference to 
that form of government under which, be‘ore the discovery of 
the error irí. question, they supposed themeel ves to be living. it 
cannot be desired by. her Majesty to acquire any additior ofter- 
ritory under such circumstances, whatever may be the weight 
of her rights; but it will be observed that the same argument 
appties almost exactly to the Madawaska settlement, and jus- 
tfies the reservation I am there obliged to make. Tuihese 
days, the convenience and happiness of the people to be gov- 
erned will ever bë the chief guide in transactions of this descrip- 
tion, between such Governments as those of Great Britain aud 
the United States.” ` 


In this paragraph his Lordship shows a consid- 
erate regard for the compromised inhabitants, eiti- 
zens of the United States, living on this strip of 
land. He is willing to give them up for a consider- 
ation, though he declares it could not be desirable 
to her Majesty to acquire them. His benevolence 
is still subordinate to his policy; and he is willing 
to leave these Republicans in the United States, 
provided the main object is accomplished on the 
frontiers of Maine. It is clear the British would 
never accept these inhabitants; yet, to sign a treaty 
denationalizing them, would have been revolting to 
the public feeling. To quiet them where they were, 
was to gain friends for the treaty. The strip was 
narrow, and of no great length—halfa mile at one 
end, a point at the other, and some fifiy miles in 
length. An area of twelve or fifteen square miles, 
(some eight or ten thousand acres,) and a few thou- 
sand inhabitants, constituted its totality of popula- 
tion and territory. Except the people, it was no 
great object; but to sign a treaty leaving them out 
of the United States, would have been unjust and 
unpopular. 

Rouse’s Point is the prominent object in this con- 
cession; and to this object, historical recollections 
attach some degree of military importance. Itisa 
point for commanding the entrance into Lake 
Champlain—the best, bat not the only point for that 
purpose. Further within our line, two batteries 
from opposite shores will do the work of one bat- 
tery at this point. It is the best for commanding 
the entrance, because the outlet is there the nar- 
rowest; but ils only advantage isinthe difference 
between two batteries andone. The British could 
not take it, except as part of the sirip in New York 
and Vermont, which would bring'her the people 
she did not want. ‘hat she attached no military 
importance to it, either for her own defence or our 
annoyance, is evident from her total refusal to 
touch it for so long atime, when indisputably hers; 
from her readiness to give it up, under the awa rd, 
without compensation, while endeavoring to ravish 
from us the real military positions which were in- 
dispntably ours—namely, the islands of Bois Blane 
Campo Bello, and Grand Menan, and the mountain 
frontier of Maine. ‘io us, itcan be of no moment 
in any future wars with Great Britain. We can 
hardly repeat the folly of border warfare; of sum- 
mer operations; of isolated invasions; and of petty 
detachments hung upon a line of a thousand miles. 
Instead of that, a large movement will probably be 
organized. A hundred thousand men concentrated 
upon the heart, instead of diffused upon the extrem- 
ities of Canada—marching upon the ice, as Piche- 
gru marched upon Holland—going to Quebee 
instead of going to the little posts which line the 
lakes; in such a movement, neither forts nor ships 
would be wanting. Rivers and lakes, instead of 
obstacles, would become bridges to the invader; and 
Rouse’s Pcint would cease to have a place in any 
man’s mind. Still, old ideas give it some value. 
Its name is connected with the battle of Plattsbure. 
and with McDonough’s vietory on Lake Cham- 
plain. Itis considered the key to the lake which 
washes two States; and itis not to be dissembled 
that its recovery gratifies the publie feeling, pro- 
pitiates two States in favor ofthe treaty, and fa- 
cilitates the grand object pf the British mission. 
The British negotiator conduciedskilfully in conce- 
ding for a price what he had no wish to retain—what 
had been given up without price in the award— 
what had an illusive value. in our eyes, and no 
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value at all in his; and the concession of which 
was smoothing his way to Maine. The only thing 
worthy of observation in this acquisition, is the 
importance attached to it now, when it costs $500,- 
000 in money, and an additional slice off of Maine, 
by those who rejected it when obtained under Jack- 
son’s administration for nothing. 

3. The cession of territory in Vermont. This is 
anarrow strip, ninety miles in Jength,-three-quar- 
ters of a mile wide at one end, half a mile at the 
other; giving an area of some fifty square miles, 
or about 30,000 acres. It is a slip made by the 
same rectification of the line on the 45th parallel, 
which cut off Rouse’s Point and the strip in New 
York; and is subject to all the remarks which were 
applied toit. This stripin Vermont was given up 
by the British negotiator, for the same reason he 
had given up the other: it could have no national 
consideration, except for the people upon it. His 
Government did not want these people, and would 
not have them; still it would be wrong to disquiet 
them by signing a treaty which should ledve them 
on the British side. T:he concession which quiets 
them, strongly recommends the treaty to the State 
of Vermont; and, taken in conjunction with Rouse’s 
Point, which is at the outlet of theirlake, assures 
its favorable reception in that border State. Two 
votes more for the treaty! per: 


4, The 100,000 acres assured to New Hampshire 
between Flall’s creek and Perry’s creek. This can- 
not be called a cession, or a concession. The State 
of New Hampshire has always possessed it, and al- 
ways exercised jurisdiction over it, She was in 
no danger of ever losing that possession, or that 
jurisdiction, whether the Ghent commissioners 
were right or wrong in retiring the boundary from 
Hall's creek to Perry’s creek. The British never 
availed themselves of the unacceptable acquisition, 
and never would. They no more wanted New 
Hampshire Republicans, than New York or Ver- 
mont Republicans, within their dominions. The 
100,000 acres, and the population upon it, have 
been just as much the territory and population of 
New Hampshire since the Ghenttreaty as before it. 
The concession of the British minister changes 
nothing; but, while changing nothing, it prevents 
an objection, and conciliates support for the treaty 
in the State of New Hampshire. 


5. The qualified privilege to a part of the inhabit- 
ants of Maine to navigate a part of the river St. 
John. This is the last of the British concessions, 
and one much boasted of by the advocates of the 
treaty. The analysis of the article which grants this 
vaunted privilege will slow it to be restricted to a 
very narrow benefit, and counterbalanced by rights 
of navigation. granted to the people of New Bruns- 
wick to the same river within the State of Maine 
with the important addition of a right of way to 
it. The river St. John, politically considered, is 
divided into three parts: the lower part wholly in 
the British province of New Brunswick; the middle 
part, by the new treaty, a boundary between Maine 
and New Brunswick; the upper part wholly within 
the Stateof Maine. The rights of navigation in 
this river are thus conferred: so far as it isa com- 
mon boundary, both parties living upon the waters 
of the river possess il: so far as it is within the 
limits of New Brunswick, the people of Maine, liv- 
ing on the waters of the river, may use it for the 
transportation of the products of the: forest, and 
such of the products of agriculture as are not man- 
wfactured, subject to the regulations of the British 
authorities to establish the origin and character of 
the articles: so far as itis within the limits of Maine 
the neighboring inhabitants of New Brunswick 
havethe same privilege of navigation, with the ad- 
dition of a territorial right of way to reach the 
river--a privilege not granted to the people of 
Maine on the lower part ofthe river, Thisis the 
analysis of this privilege: and what does it amount 
tot Not as much as the law of nations would 
give Maine without the treaty. For the law of na- 
tions gives to the people on the upper waters of nav- 
igable streams the right of passingthrough foreign 
dominions to reach the ocean—the highway of na- 
tions. This is what we asserted against Spain, in the 
case of the Mississippi: it is what the American ne- 
gotiator of this treaty now admits in relation to the 
Red river, the Sabine, andthe Mississippi, in favor of 
Texas. Reduced and restricted as the privilege is, itis 
but a small matter for Maine to receive; nothing for 
Great Britain to grani; and is counterbalanced by 
privileges of navigation and of way granted to her, 
Buta question arises here. The privilege of naviga- 
tion granted is limited to the inhabitants of the cotn- 
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tries watered by the river St.John. It does notextend 
to. the citizens of the United States generally, nor 


even to the ciiizens of Maine generally; but to those . 


who live upon the waters of the St.John. Isthis 
within the competency of the treaty-making power? 
Can a treaty be made for the benefit of the people 
of a single State, or of part ofa State? If so, the 
“supreme law” may be very unequal, andthe Union 
cease to be a unil in regardtoits foreign relations. 


This completes my view of the grants and con- 
cessions made by Great Britain to the United States 
by this treaty. They are all of the same character 
—nothing for Great Britain to grant, trifles for us 
to receive, and better given up than retained; be- 
cause undesirable to Great Britain in themselves, 
and facilitating, by their surrender, the grand ob- 
ject on Maine. Sugar island in Michigan—Rouse’s 
Point in New York—the ninety mile strip in Vermont 
—the 100,000 acres in New Hampshire—though no 

. more desirable to the British than the wooden horse 
was to the Trojans, are all yielded in a way to con- 
ciliate those States, and to leave Maine standing 
alone, to make head against the British designs up- 
on her territory and boundaries. l say standing 
alone; for even her mother, the old Bay State, was 
purchased off from her defence by a pecuniary in- 
demnity for her proprietary rights, and by the hon- 
or of furnishing the sole negotiator to meet the ex- 
traordinary British special mission. Everything 
along the line, from the four millions of fine min- 
eral land beyond Lake Superior to the long sheep- 

. walk in Vermont, is promptly thrown up; and, 
from the alacrity with which these concessions (as 
they are called) are made, and from the anxiety of 
the sagacious negotiator to please the border States, 
it may be almost inferred that it was matter of re- 
gret that there was no fine mineral land-—no sweet 
little island--no commanding point—-no long nar- 
row slip--no pretty little creeks--along the confines 
of Pennsylvania and Ohio, to be flung up to those 
two States, in the like gracious manner. In that 
event, the border States might have been unani- 
mous; and not a chance for a vote against the treaty 
from the Lake of the Woods to Massachusetts Bay. 


Such are the grants and concessions from Great 
Britain to the United Siates: few in number, small 
in value, nothing for her to yield, injurious to her 
to retain, and already ours as effectually without 
the treaty as with it. Except the restricted and 
campensated navigation of the lower St. John, all 
the rest was already ours-—ours by the treaty of 
1783, and by the fact that Great Britain wanted 
none of these slips, or islands, or points of land, 
with the incumbranée of their republican inhabit- 
ants, which she makes a merit of yielding to us. 
Not so with our grantsto her, They are large and 
valuable—imaterial for her to receive—dangerous 
and injurious for us to yield--and involving, not 
only territory, but natural boundaries; and admit- 
ting a foreign power within the limits which Na- 
ture herself and the treaty of ’83 had prescribed 
for the frontier of an independent nation. And 
here I frankly accost the subject, and say that, if 
our negotiator, in forming a general treaty for all 
the States, and in settling all the subjects in dispute 
between the two countries, had yielded to the Brit- 
ish Crown all that the award of the King of the 
Netherlands granted, I should have said not a 
word. But, in transcending that award, which he 
himself opposed as yielding too much--in giving 
up more now than the British Government demand- 
ed at the time of that award—in doing this, I find 
reasons for amazement and disapprobation, Iam 
astonished at what I behold; and shal! proceed to 
state the number and the magnitude of the sacri- 
fices. we have made; and demand, from the friends 
of the negotiator, the causes and the reasons for 
such extraordinary concessions. 

These concessions are: 

1, The boundary between the Lake Superior and 
the Lake of the Woods; and all the territory be- 
tween the true and important boundary abandoned, 
and the false and insignificant one adopted. The 
amount of territory sacrificed is large—several 
hundred thousand acres—and as good for fine min- 
erals as any of the four millions pretended to have 
been acquired. But it isnot as territory that the 
Joss is felt, It isin giving the British fur-traders the 
great water-line, which facilitates the trade with the 
Indiatis, and gives control over them in time of 
war. -By the treaty of 1788, this water-line was 
the boundary. between the two countries; and its 
use common to the citizens and subjects of each. 
By this treaty, it becomes exclusively British! A 
new and inferior line is established further south, 


encroaching upon our territory; and of this the 
British have the common use jointly with -our- 
selves! : 

2. All the country awarded by the King of the 
Netherlands—being 2,119 square miles, or 2,636,160 
acres in extent—-all this is given up; and, since the 
evaporation of the four, millions of acres of fine 
mineral land onthe west of Lake Superior, there is 
not a pretext of an equivalent for it. That award 
gave Rouse’s Point as the equivalent: this treaty 
pays money for that point, and makes a gift to the 
British of these 2,119 square miles. To mitigate 
the enormity of this barefaced sacrifice, our Secre- 
tary negotiator enters into a description of the soil, 
and avers it to be unfit for cultivation, What if it 
were so? It is still rich enough to bear cannon, 
and to carry the smuggler’s cart; and that is the 
crop Great Britain wishes to plant upon it. Gibral- 
tar and Malta are rocks; yet Great Britain would 
not exchange them for the deltas of the Nile and of 
the Ganges. lt is not for growing potatoes and 
cabbages that she has fixed her eye, since the late 
war, on this slice of Maine; but for trade and war— 
to consolidate her power on our northeastern bor- 
der, and to realize all the advantages which steam 
power gives to her new military, and naval, and 
commercial station in Passamaquoddy bay, and her 
new route for trade and war through Halifax and 
Maine to Quebec. She wants it for great military 
and commercial purposes; and it is pitiful and con- 
temptible in our negotiator to depreciate the sacri- 
fice as being poor land, unfit for cultivation, when 
power and dominion, not potatoes and cabbages, is 
the object atstake. But the fact is, that much of 
this land is good; so that the excuse for surrender- 
ing it without compensation is unfounded as well 
as absurd. 

3. Eight hundred and ninety-three square miles 
of territory, equal to 571,520 acres, on this side of 
the line awarded by the King of the Netherlands. 
And here our amazement becomes intense, and the 
want of protocols and minutes of conferences be- 
comes manifest, in leaving us in total darkness as 
to the origin, progress, and inducements to this un- 
expected and gratuitous sacrifice. Let the Senate 
remember that, immediately on the rendition of the 
award, the Brilish Government declared their as- 
sent to it, filed their acceptance with the arbitra- 
tor, notified the Government of the United States 
ot what she had done, and formally demanded its 
fulfilment. It was in the summer of 1831, and im- 
mediately after the promulgation of the award, that 
Sir Charles Vaughan (the then British minister) 
gave this notification to the American Govern- 
ment, and called upon it to execute the award. 
President Jackson was not the author of the refer- 
ence to the King of the Netherlands. It was made 
before he came into power, and by virtue of a 
clause in the Ghent treaty, which, instead of fol- 
lowing the former treaties, and referring the differ- 
ence as to the highlands (if any arose between the 
commissioners appointed to run the line) to another 
commissioner appointed on the spot to decide be- 
tween the two opinions;—instead of following this 
old and plain course, the Ghent treaty directed the 
difference to be referred to a friendly sovereign. 
he King of the Netherlands was that sovereign; 
and his award was adverse to the tile of Maine. 
President Jackson disapproved the reference; but, 
having been made by his predecessor in office, he 
felt bound in honor to acquiesce in the award. 
That was his individual feeling; but, in a case of 
so much magnitude, he deemed it right to have the 
opinion of the Senate. This opinion he asked in a 
formal message of the 7th of December, 1831. On 
the 27th of January ensuing, he transmitted to the 
Senate the official demand of the Government of 
Great Britain for the immediate execntion of the 
award, and a remonstrance against the delay which 
had occurred. In that official demand, the British 
chargé (Mr. Bankhead) thus remonstrated with our 
Government on that delay: 

“Mr. Livingston i: doubticss aware that his predecessor in 
office was informed verbally, by Mr. Vaughan, that the King 
his master, upon the receipt of the instrument by which the 
award of the King of the Netherlands was communicated to 
the British Government, had considered himself bound, in ful- 
fi'me nt of the obligations which he had contracted by the terms 
of the. convention of arbitration of September 29, 1527, to ex- 
press to his Netherland Majesty his Majesty’s assent to that 
award. ° ” * * * k appears to his Majesty’s Govein- 
raent that the time is now arrived when a final understanding 
between the Briish and American Governments on the sub- 
ject of that award, and an the measures necessary to be taken 
for carrying it imie effect, ought no longer to be delayed; and 
the undersigned is accordingiy divccted, m making to the Sec- 
retary of State the present more formal communication of the 
assent of his Majesty to the decision of his Netherland Majesty, 
to inquire of Mr, Livingston whethér the Government of the 


Unitéd States are now ready-to proceed, conjointly with thato 
Great Britain, to the nomination of commissioners for marking 
out the boundary between the possessions of his Majesty: in 
North America and those of the United States, agreeable to 
his Netherland Majesty’s award? * > =: +. * On. every 
ground, therefore, his Majesty feela confident that the Govern- 
ment of the United States will not hesitate to enable the un- 


‘dersigned to apprize his Majesty’s Government of their ac- 


quiescence in the decision of the King of the Netherlands. 

se * t * The groundson which his Majesty’s accept- 
ance of that“decision was founded, have been fully explained 
by the undersigned; and he is commanded to add, that among 
the motives which influenced his Majesty on that. occasion, 
there was none more powerful than the anxious desire which 
his Majesty feels to improve and confirm the harmony which 
so happily exists on other subjects between Great Britaii and 
the United Siates, by thus settling, once for all, a question of 
great difficulty, and for which his Majesty is unable to see 
any oiher solution.” 


This demand, thus repeatedly and solemnity made 
by Great Britain for the execution of the award, 
establishes a great point in the character of this 
treaty. Itis, that the British Government was then 
entirely- satisfied with that award—asked nothing 
more—insisted upon its execution; and declared 
its non execution to be the only obstacle to.thé.har- 
mony of the two countries, and presented the ex- 
ecution of this award as being the only solution 
to the existing difficulties. Now what was that 
award? It was, that the British should have the 
country north of the St. John and the St, Francis, 
and that we should have Rouse’s Point. This-was 
the whole amount of the award, Notaninch of 
territory or boundary yielded on this side of the 
St. John and St. Francis—nota cent in money or 
territory, as a compensation for Rouse’s Point! 
After this, how comes it that a belt of territory, 
one hundred and ten miles in length, is yielded on 
this side those rivers? How comes it that a 
mountain boundary, one hundred and fifty miles 
in length, is yielded opposite Quebec} How comes 
it that a-conventional line in the low lands of 
Maine is substituted for this natural frontier, and 
so`guarded as to be kept at a certain distance from 
Quebec? And how comes it that Rouse’s Point 
becomes a purchase from Great Britain, for which 
the United States must pay half a million to Maine 
and Massachusetts? These are quesiions to which 
the mind instantly reverts—upon which it demands 
light; and upon which the want of protocols leaves it 
entirely in the dark. The British Government 
could see no obstacle to harmony but the non-com~ 
pliance with the award: they could see no solution 
to the difficulties between the countries, but in the 
execution of the award. Our Secretary negotiator 
has found another solution; and that is, to give them 
double as muchas the award gave, and pay for 
Rouse’s Point besides! and that, after rejecting the 
award because it gavetoo much ! 

But to go on with the award, and President 
Jackson’s application to the Senate for their ad- 
vice and consent to its execylion. His message, 
and the British demand, were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, That committee, 
Mr. Tazewell being the chairman, reported in fa- 
vor of the award. But the report was opposed and 
defeated; and even a proposition for opening new 
negotiations with Great Britain shared the same 
fate. The party inthe Senate then in opposition 
to General Jackson, would neither execute the 
award, nor treat further for settling the line with 
Great Britain.* Nothing would then do them, but 
the treaty of 1783. Defeated in the Senate, and 
still anxious to execute the award, President Jack- 
son applied himself to the two States interested. To 
overcome their opposition, he proposed an indem- 


*The journals of the Senate prove these statements, and jis. 
tice to President Jackson requires them to be known. There- 
solve of Mr. ‘Tazewell wasin these words: 

“Resolved, That the Senaté do advise the President toex- 
press to the King of the Netherlands the assent of the 
United States to the determination made by him, and con- 
sent to the ex.cution of thesame.” . ` 

This resolution was defeated by side blows; and the award 
being thus frustrated, an attempt was made in the Senate to 
open new negotiations for settling the boundary. The fol 
lowing was the resolution fur the new negotiations, and the 
vote uponiis edaption: 

“Resolved, That the Senate advise the President to open a 
new negotiation with bis Britannic Majesty’s Government, for 
the ascertainment of the houndary between the possessions of 
the United States and those of the King of Great Britain, onthe 
Northeastern frontier of the United Braies, according to tha 
ireaty of peace of 1785.” 

Yeas—Messrs. Benton, Brown, D.llas, Dickerson, Dudley, 
Ellis, Grundy, Hendricks, Hil, Holmes, Kane, King, Mangom, 
Marcy, Robinson, Ruggles, Smith, Sprague, Tazewell, Tipten, 
Troup, White, and Wilkins—23. 

Nays—Messrs. Bell, Bibb, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, Ewing, 
Foote, Frelinghuysen. Hayne, Johnston. Knight, Miller, Moore, 
Naudain. Poindexter, Prentiss, Robbins, Seymour, Silsbee, 
Tomlinson, TYLER, and WessTeR—22. 3 : 

i Not being two-thirds in favor of the resolution, it was re 
jected. oe A 
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“Mity ofa million’ of acres-of good land- in Michi- 
» gan.” The indemnity was scouted, Nothing would 
io but: the true line !—the true liné-along' the high- 
‘ands land that by the 4th day ofa certain July 
- and if not peaceably, then by forcé! “And in this 
patriotic and warlike ebullition, the negotiator of 
“this. treaty boiled. hottest and longest; declaring 
‘loudly that he-would clap a musket upon his shoul- 


«der, and march straight tothe northwest corner of: 


“Nova ‘Scotia himself; and there fight for the line of 
83, .Afler. all this, he signed. this treaty; and the 
“process: by which this revolution was effected in 
Ais mind and spirit, so desirable to be known, re- 
‘Mains a profound secret for want of the protocols, 
‘Po soften the effect of this inexplicable sacri- 
“fice, the absurd pretext of sterile and poor land is 
resorted to. These 893 square miles, surrendered 
‘on this side the awarded line, are depreciated as 
unfit for cultivation. If so, what does Great Brit- 
aid want with it, except for a purpose more valaa- 
dle than cultivation? Why is poor land more de- 
sirable to her than to us? hy does she want 
vour poor land, (and the question of peace or war 
depend upon her getting it,) unless it is for war 
‘purposes, and to gain a military advantage over us? 
And here let me say, once for’ all, that it is but a 
poor compliment to American intelligence to be 
turning a question of national boundaries into a 
question of cornfields. Every child knows that-we 
‘want mountains, rivers, rocks, and deserts for the 
former—level and rich land for the latter; and that 
‘the‘nation is a fool that thinks of acres and culti- 
vation, when the question is one of boundaries and 
dominion. 
8: The establishment of the low-land boundary 
in* place of the mountain boundary, and parallel 
to it. This new line is 110 miles long. It is on 
this side of the awarded line—not a continuation of 
it, but adeflexion from it; and evidently contrived 
for the purpose of weakening our boundary, and 
‘retiring it further from Quebec. It will be called 
in’ history the Webster line. 
awarded line, ata lake in the St. Francis river; 
“breaks off at right. angles to the south, passes over 
‘the valley of the St. John in a straight line, and 
“equidistant from that river and the mountain, un- 
‘til it reaches the northwest branch of the St. J ohn, 
when, approaching within forbidden distance of 
“Quebec, it deflects to the ‘east; and then holds on 
zits course to the gorge in the mountain at the head 
of Metjarmeite creek. A view of the map will 
show the character of this new line; the words of 
‘the treaty show how cautiously it was guarded; 
and the want of protocols hides its paternity from 
our view, The character of the line is apparent; 
and it requires no military man, or military woman, 
‘or military child, to say to whose benefit it enures. 
A man of any sort—a woman of any kind—a child 
‘of any age—can tell that! lt is a British line, 
made for the security of Quebec. Follow its calls 
on the map, and every eye will see this design. 
These are the calls: 
“Beginning at tho outlet of the Lake Pobenagamook; thence, 
southwesterly, in a straight line to a pomton the northwest 
branch of the river St. Jobn, which point shall be ten miles dis- 
tant from the main branch of the St. John, in a straight line, 
andin the nearest direction; but if the said point shall be found 
to be less than seven miles from the nearest point of the eum- 
mit orctest of the highlands that divide those rivers which 
empty themselves into the river St. Lawrence from those which 
fall into the river St. John, then the said point shall be made to 
recede down the said northwest branch of the river St. John, to 
& point seven miles in a straight line from the said summit or 
crest; thence, in a straight line, in a course about south eight 
degrees west, to the point where the parallel of latitude of 46 
dog. 28 min. north intersects the southwest branch of the St. 
n 


John; thence, southerly, by the said branch, to the source there- 
of in the highlands at the Metjarmette portage.” 


4. The surrender of the mountain boundary be- 
tween the United States and Great Britain on the 
frontiers: of Maine. This is a distinct question 
from the surrender of territory. The latter belong- 
ed to Maine: the former to the United States. They 
‘were national, and not State boundaries—-establish- 
ed by the war of the Revolution, and not by a State 
law or an act of Congress; and involving all the 
considerations which apply to the attack and de- 
fence of nations. So far as a State boundary is co- 
terminous with another State, it is a State question, 
and may be left to the discretion of the States in. 
terested: so far as it is coterminous with a foreign 
power, it isa national question, and belongs to the 
national. authority, A State cannot be permitted 
to weaken and endanger the nation by dismem- 
bering herself in favor of a foreigner, by demol- 
ishing a strong frontier, delivering the gates and 
keys of a country into the hands of a neighboring 
nation, and giving them roads and passes into the 


It begins on the. 
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country. The boundaries in question were na- 
tional, not State} and the consent of Maine, even if 
given,- availed nothing.-- Her defence belongs to 
the Union; is to be made-by the blood and treas- 
uré of the Union ; and it was not for her, even if 
she. had been willing; to, make this defence more 
difficult, more cosily, and more bloody, by giving 
up-the strong, and substituting the weak line of 
defence, Near three hundred miles of this strong 
national frontier have been surrendered by this 
treaty—-being double as much as was given up by 
the rejected award. . The King of the Netherlands, 
although. on the list of British generals, and in the 
pay of the British Crown, was a man of too much 
honor to deprive us. of the commanding mountain 
frontier opposite to Quebec; and besides, Jackson 
would have scouted the award if he had attempt- 
ed it. The King only gave up the old line to the 
north of the head of the St. Francis river; and for 
this he had some reason, as the mountain there 
subsided into a plain, and the ridge of the high- 
lands (in that part) was difficult 10 follow: our nego- 
tiator gives up the boundary for one hundred and 
fifty miles on this side the head of the St. Francis, 
and without pretext; forthe mountain ridge was there - 
three thousand feet high. The new part given up, 
from the head of the St. Francis to Metjarmette 
portage, is invaluable to Great Britain, It covers 
her new road to Quebec, removes us further from 
that cily, places a mountain between us, and 
brings her into Maine. To comprehend the value 
of this new boundary to Great Britain, and its in- 
jury to us, it is only necessary to follow it on a map 
—to see ils form—lnow its height, ihe depth of its 
gorges, and its rough and rocky s‘des. The re- 
port of Capt. Talcott will show ils character-- 
three thousand feet high: any map will show its 
form, The gorge at the bead of the Metjarmete 
creek—a water of the St. Lawrence--is made the 
leyminus ad quem of the new conventional lowland 
line: beyond that gorge, the mountain barrier is 
yielded to Great Britain. Now, take ap a map. 
Begin at the head of the Metjarmette cheek: within 
a degree anda halfof the New Hampshire line--fol- 
low the mountain north--see how it bears in up- 
on Quehec—approaching within two marches of 
that great city, and skirting the St. Lawrence for 
some hundred miles. All this is given up. One 
hundred and fifty miles of this boundary is given 
upon this side the awarded line; and the country 
left to guess and wonder at the enormity and fatuity 
of the sacrifice* Look at the new military road 
from Halifax to Quebec--that part of it which ap- 
proaches Quebec, and lies between the mountain 
and the St. Lawrence. Even by the awarded line, 
this road was forced to cross the mountain at or 
beyond the head of the St. Francis, and then to fol- 
low the base of the mountain for near one hundred 
miles, with all the disadvantages of crossing the 
spurs and gorges of the mountain, and thecreeks and 
ravines, and commanded in its whole extent by the 
power on the mountain. See how this is changed. 
by the new boundary! the road permitted to take 
either side of the mountain--io cross where it 
pleases--and covered and protected in its whole ex- 
tent by the mountain heights, now exclusively Brit- 
ish. Why thisnew way, and this security for the 
road, unless to give the British still greater advan- 
tages over us than the awarded boundary gave? 
A palliation is attempted for it. It is said that the 
mountain is unfit for cultivation; thatthe line along 
it could not be ascertained; and that Maine con- 
sented. These are the palliations--insignificant if 
true, but not true in their essential parts. And, first, 


” Mr. Featherstonhaugh, formerly employed by the British 
Government in researches upon this boundary, thus displays 
the military importance of the new boundary, in a late speech 
in England: 

“The treaty of 1783 proposed to establish the boundary. be- 
tween the two countries aleng certain highlands. The Ameri- 
cans claimed these highlands to run in a northeasterly direcuon 
from the head of the Connecticut river, In acourse which 
would have brought the boundary wishin the distance of twenty 
miles from the river St. Lawrence, and which, besides cutting 
of the poste and military rontes leading from the province of 
New Brunswick (o Quebec, would have given them varicus 
military positions to command and overawe that river and the 
fortress of Quebec. 

“Now, gentlemen, if you will divert your attention for a 
moment from the conflicting statements you may have read in 
regard to the merits of the compromise which hasbeen made, F 
will expiain them to youina few words. The American claim, 
instead of being maintained, hasbeen altogether withdrawn and 
abandoned; the territory has been divided into equal moieties, 
as nearly as possible; we have retained that moiety which se- 
cures to us every object that was essential to the welfare of ont 
colonies; all our communications, military and civil, are. for- 
ever placed beyond hestile reach; and all the military positions, 


on the highlands claimed b America are, without exceptio 2 j 
cured forever to Great Britain.” í di 


` Senate. 


as to the poverty of the mountain, andthe slip along 
their base, constituting this area of 893 square miles 
surrendered on this side the awarded line: Captain 
Talcott certifies it. to be poor, and unfit for cultiva- 
lion. Isay,so much the better for a frontier. As 
tothe height of the mountains, and the difficulty of 
finding the dividing ridge, and the necessity of 
adopting a. conventional line: I say all this has no 
application to the surrendered boundary on thisside 
the awarded line at the head of the St. Francis, On 
this side of that point, the mountain ridge is lofty, 
the heights attain three thousand feet; and navi- 
gable rivers rise in them, and flow to the east and 
tothe west—to the St. Lawrence and the Atlantic. 
Hear Captain Talcott, in his letter to Mr. Webster: 


“The territoyy within the lines. mentioned by you contains 
_Gight hundred and ninety -three square miles—equal to five hun- 
dred and seventy onc thousand five hundred and twenty acres. 
K isa long and narrow tract upon the mountains or highlands, 
the distance from Lake Pohenagamook to the Merjarmette port. 
age being onethundred apd ten miles. Tne territory is barren, and 
without timber of value; and I should estimate that nineteen 
parts out. of twenty are unfit for cultivation. Along eighty 
miles of this territory the highlands throw up into irregular em- 
inences of different heights, and, though observing a general 
northeast and southwest direction, are not brought well into 
line. Some of these clevations are over three thousand feet 
above the sea. ` 7 edt 

“Phe formation is primitive siliceous rock, with slate rest- 
ing upon it around the basis, Between the eminences are mo- 
rasses and swamps, throughout which beds of moss, of luxuri- 
ant growth, rest on and cover the rocksand earth beneath. The 
growth is such as is usual in mountain regions on this. conti- 
nent in high latitudes. On some of the ridges and eminences 

birch and maple are found; on others, spruce and fir; and in 
the swamps, spruce intermixed with cedar; but the wood eve- 
rywhere is insignificant, and of stinted growth. It will readily 
be seen, therefore, that tor cultivation, or as capable of furnish- 
ing the means of human subsistence, the Jandsare of no value.’ 

This letter was evidently obtained for the pur- 
pose of depreciating the lost boundary, by showing 
it to be unfit for cultivation. The note of the Sec- 
retary negotiator which drew it forth is not given, 
but the answer of Captain Talcott shows its char- 
acter; and its date (that of the 14th of July) classes 
it with the testimony which was hunted up to justi- 
fy a foregone conclusion. The letter of Captain 
Talcott is good for the Secretary’s purpose, and 
for a great deal more. It is good forthe overthrow 
of all the arguments on which the plea for a con- 
ventional boundary stood. What was that plea? 
Simply, that the highlands in the neighborhood of 
the northwest corner of Nova Seotia could not be 
traced; and that it was necessary -to substitute a 
conventional line in their place. And itis the one 
on which the award of the King of the Netherlands 
turned, and was, to the extent of a part of hisaward, 
a valid one. But it was no’reason for the Ameri- 
can Secretary to give one hundred and fifty miles 
of mountain line on this side of the awarded line, 
where the highlands attained three thousand feet of 
elevation, and turned navigable rivers to the right 
and left. Lord Ashburton, in his letter of the 13th 
of June, commences with this idea: that the high- 
lands described in the treaty could not be. found, 
and had been so admitted by American statesmen, 
and quotes their declarations. He says: 

“In the year 1802, Mr.. Madison, at that time Secretary of 
State forthe United States, in his instructions to Mr. Rufus 
King. observed thatthe difficulty in fixing the northwest angle 
of Nova Scotia ‘arises from a reference in the treaty of 1783to 
highlands which, it is now found, have no definite existence.’ 
Aand he suggests the appointment of a commission, to be jointly 
appointed, 0 determine on a poini most proper to be substi- 
tuted for the description in articie H of the treaty of 1793: 
Again: Mr, President Jeflerscn, in a message to Congress on the 
17th of October, 1803, stated that ‘a further knowledge of the 
ground in the northeastern and-northwestern angles of the Uni- 
led States has evinced that the boundaries established by the 
treaty of Paris, between the British territories and ours, in 
those poinis, were too imperfectly described to be suscepti- 
ble of execution.’ ” 


Flere it is very clear that it is not the line itself, 
in its whole extent, between Canada and Maine, 
that cannot be fixed for want of finding these high- 
lands; but merely the northeastern corner, as deter- 
mined by the northwestern corner of Nova Scotia. 
This idea, sufficiently clear in the few words quoted 
from Mr. Madison, becomes still more so when we 
refer to the whole paragraph in his letter of June 
8, 1802, to Mr. Rufus King. In that paragraph he 
says: 


“In fixing the point at which the line is to terminate. (the 
due-north line from the head of the St, Croix to the highlands 
which divide the waters of the St. Lawrence from those of the 
Atlantic, ) and which is referred to as the northwest corner of 
Nova Scotia, the difficulty arises froma reference of the treaty 
of 1783 to the highlands, which, it is now found, have no 
definite existence. To remove this difficulty, no beiter expedi- 
ent occnrs than to provide for the appointment of a third come 
miseloner, as in article 5 of the treaty of 1794; and to authorize 
the three to determine on a point most proper to be substituted 
for the description in the 2d article of the treaty of 1783, having 
due regard tothe general idea. that the line ought to terani- 
nate on the elevated ground dividing the rivers falling into 
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the. Allantic from those emptying themselves into the St. 
‘Lawrence. The commissioners may also be authorized to 
substitute for the description of the boundary between the 
point so fixed, and the northwesternmost head of the Connecti- 
cut-river, numely, a line drawn along the said highlands; 
Buch a reference to intermediate sources of rivers, or ether 
ascertained or ascertainable pointe, to be connected by straight 
lines, as will admit of easy and accurate execution hereafter, 
and as will best comport with the apparent intention of the 
treaty of 1723.” 

From this ful] quotation of Mr. Madison’s letter, 
it is still more clear than in Lord Ashbuarton’s 
note—1. That the part at which. the treaty could 
not.be executed, for want of finding highlands, was 
the point to be constituted by the intersection of the 
due-north line from the head of the St. Croix with 
the dene drawn along the highlands. 2. That this 
point might be substituted by a conventional one 
agreed upon by the three commissioners. 3. That 
from this point, so agreed upon, the line was to go 
to the highlands, and to follow them wherever they 
could be ascertained, to the head of the Connecticut 
river. This is the clear sense of Mr. Madison’s 
letter and Mr. Jefferson’s message; and it is to be 
very careless to confound this point (which they 
admitted to be dubious, for want of highlands at 
that place) with the dine itself, which was to run 
near 300 miles on the elevations of a mountain 
reaching 3,000 feet high. The King of the Neth- 
erlands iook a great liberty with this point when 
he brought it tothe St. John river: our Secretary- 
negotiator took a far greater liberty with it when 
he brought it to the head of the Metjarmette creek; 

-for it is only at the head of this creek that our line 
under the new treaty begins to climb the highlands. 
The King of the Netherlands had some apology 
for his conventional point and conventional line to 
the head of the St. francis--for the highlands were 
sunk into table-land where the point ought to be, 
and which was the terminus a quo of his conven- 
tional line: but our negotiator had no apology at all 
for turning this conventional line south, and ex- 
tending it 110 miles through the level lands of 
Maine, when the mountain highlands were all 
along in sight to the west. It is impossible to plead 
the difficulty of finding the highlands for this sub- 
stitution of the lowland boundary, in the whole dis- 
tance from the head of the St. Francis, where the 
-King of the Netherlands fixed the commencement 
of our mountain line, to the head of the Metjar- 
mette, where our Secretary fixed its commence- 
ment, Lord Ashburton’s quotation from Mr. Mad- 
ison’s letter is partial and incomplete: he quotes 
what answers his purpose, and-is justifiable in so 
doing. But what must we think of our Secretary- 
negotiator, who neglected to quote the remainder 
of that letter, and show that it was a conventional 
point, and not a conventional line, that Mr. Jeffer- 
son and Mr. Madison proposed? and that this con- 
ventional point was merely to fix the northwest 
angle of Nova Scotia where, in fact, there were no 
highlands; after which, the line was to proceed to 
the elevated ground dividing the waters, &c., 
and then follow the highlands to the head of the 
Connecticut? Why did our Secretary omit this 
correction of the British minister’s quotation, and 
thus enable him to use American names against us? 


The consent of Maine is the next palliation for 
this great sacrifice; and here I have tu repeatthat, 
even if such consent had been given, it would sig- 
nify nothing. The boundariesin question are not 
State, but national: they are notin the custody of 
Maine, but of the whole Union. But Maine did not 
consent. She was victimized into conditional sub- 
mission by the artsand arguments of the Secretary 
negotiator! And here the strangest part of this 
inexplicable negotiation opens itself to our view. 
The consent of Maine! What was that consent? 
How obtained? And how used? She is said to 
have consented to this great dismemberment of her 
territory; surrender of her natural boundaries; 
the establishment of new boundaries within her old 
and natural limits; and the consolidation of the Brit- 
ish military and naval power around her and with- 
in ber. To all this she is said to have assented; 
and this is the short answer which is given for 
the enormous sacrifices she has been made to suf- 
fer. Didshe consent? No more than the victim 
consents to its execution, because it walks, instead 
of being dragged, to the scaffold! Isolated from 
her sister States—from Massachusetts, New Hamp- 
shire, Vermont, New York, and Michigan—all 
of whieh were conciliated in favor of the treaty; 
pressed dpon by her own Government, which pre- 
sented the British proposition, and urged ils accept- 
ance; informed her that nothing better could be ex- 


pected; warned her that this might be the las: 


chance for settling the question by agreement; pre- 
sented her as the sole obstacle to the peace and 
happiness of two great nations:—thus isolated, urged, 


and menaced, the Maine commissioners so far as- 


sented asto agree to the sacrifice, upon condition 
that the Senate of the United States, on mature 
consideration, should advise and consent to the rati- 
fication of the treaty. The whole question was refer- 
red to our mature consideration: and yet, no sooner 
was Conditional consent and reference to us obtain- 
ed, than the foll and absolute consent of Maine was 
heralded forth to forestal the public mind—to silence 
Maine herself; and is now incontinently repeated on 
this floor, to preclude our consideration of the sub- 
ject. That I state this conditional consent cor- 
rectly, I will show by presenting it to the Senate, 
Afier stating that it was this, or nothing; that 
Massachuseis had assented; that the General Gov- 
ernment was anxious; that it was the last chance, 
and so on,—the Maine commissioners proceed to 
say: 

“Thus situated, the commissioners of Maine, invoking the 
spirit of attachment and patriotice devotion of (heir State to the 
Union, and being willing to yield to the deliberate convic- 
tions of her sister States as to the path of duiy, and to inter- 


pose no obstacles to an adjustment w- jch the general judg-. 


ment of the nation shall pronounce as honorable ard expedient, 
even if that judgment shall lead to a surrender of a portion of the 
birthright ofthe people of their State, and prized by them be- 
cause it is their birthright. —have determined to overcome th: ir 
objections 10 the propasai, so far us losay, that if, upon ma- 
ture consideration, the Senate of the United States shail ad- 
wise and consent to the ratification ofu trea y, corresponding 
in ils terms with your proposal, and with the conditions in 
our memorandum accompanying this note, (marked A,) and 
identified by cur signatures, they, by virtue of ‘he power vested 
in them by ihe resolves of the Legislature of Maine, give the as- 
sent of that State to such conventional line, with the terms, con- 
ditions. and equivalents herein mennorwd.? 


And this is her consent! Pressed by the Presi“ 
dent of the United States--pressed by the Ameri 
can negoliato!--menaced--ebandoned by ker moth- 
er Siate--isolated from other States—presented as 
sole obstacle to the general peace—warned that it 
was the last chance: thus situated, this devoted 
Siate so far subdues herself as to say, through her 
commissioners, that she submits to the sacrifice, if, 
upon mature consideration, the Senate of the Uni- 
ted States shail approve it, And no sooner is this 
reluctant, painful, conditional assent to the decision 
of the Senate obtained from Maine, than it is pro- 
claimed as free and unquatified acquiescence! and 
the Senate, and the whole Union, are required to ap- 
prove the treaty, because Maine bad approved it! 
This is adding insult to injury, and serving the 
Senate but liule more fairly then Maine herself 
has been served. The part which the Secretary 
negotiator has acted in bringing things to this pass; 
his arts and his arguments in viclimizing a State 
which he should have defended; his wonderful 
change since the rejection of the award—-all these 
belong to my general objections to the treaty, and 
will be examined in another part of my speech. 
At present, I limit myself ro showing that Maine 
did not consent to the wrong which was done to 
her, and done to the United Siates; but made that 
consent dependent and conditional on the judgment 
of the Senate, after mature consideration. 

I do not argue the question of title to the territory 
and boundaries surrendered. That work has been 
done in the masterly report of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. Bucttanan,] and in the resolve 
of the Senate, unanimously adopted, which sanc- 
tioned it. That report and that resolve were made 
and adopted in the year 1838--seven years after the 
award of the King of the Netherlands-—and vindi- 
cated our title tothe whole extent of the disputed 
territory. After this vindication, it is not for me 
to argue the question of title. 1 remit that task to 
abler and more appropriate hands--to the author of 
the report of 1838. Jt will be for him to show the 
clearness of our title under the treaty of 1783--how 
it was admitted in Mr. Jay’s treaty of 1794, in Mr. 
Liston’s correspondence of 1798, m Mr. King’s 


treaty of 1803, in Mr. Monroe’s tieaty of 1807, and - 


in the conferences at Ghent--where, after the late 
war had shown the value of a military communi- 
cation between Quebec and Halifax, a variation of 
the line was solicited asa favor, by the British 
commissioners, to establish that communication. It 
will be for him also to show the progress of the 
British claim, from the solicited favor of a road, to 
the assertion of title to half the territory and all 
the mountain frontier of Maine; and it will further 
be for him toshow how he is deserted now by those 


who stood by him then. It will be for him to ex- ; 


poseł the fatal Biunder at Ghent, in leaving our 


question of title to the arbitration of a European | 


| sovereign, instead of confiding the marking of the 


line to three commissioners, as proposed in: all the 
previous treaties, and agreed to in several of them. 
To him, also, it will belong to expose the contra~ 
diction between rejecting the award for. adopting 
a conventional line, and giving. up. part of the: ter- 
ritory of Maine; and now negotiating: a treaty 
which adopts two conventional lines, gives up: all 
that the award did, and more too, and, a mountain 
frontier besides; and then pays money for Rouse’s 
Point, which came to us without money under 
the award. It willbe for him to do these thiigs. 
For what purpose? someone will say. I. answer, 
for the purpose of vindicating our honor, our. in- 
telligence, and our good faith, in all this affair with. 
Great Britain; for the purpose of showing how we 
are wronged in character and in rights by this 
treaty; and for the purpose of preventing similar 
wrongs and blunders in time to come. . Maine may 
be dismembered, and her boundaries lost, and a. 


great military power established on three sides of 


her; but the Columbia is yet to be saved!) There 
we havea repetition of the Noribeastern comed y.of 
errors on our part, aod of groundless preiension - on 
the British part, growing up from a petition. for 
joint possession for fishing and hunting, to an. as» 
sertion of title and threat of war; ihis ground- 
less pretension dignified into a claim by the lam- 
entable blunder of the convention of London ‘in 
1818, We may save the Columbia by showing the 
folly, or worse, which has dismembered Maine. 

I proceed wilh the enumeration and considera- 
tion of the American concessions tò the British. 

6. The navigation of the St. John within the 
limits of the State of Maine. This results from 
the new line—the Webster line—which brings the 
British into the valley of the Si. Jonn, on the upper 
part ofthat river, and this side of the awardcd 
line. The privilege of navigation is granted to 
the new neighbors which this line gives to Maine; 
and may be considered as a set-off to the naviga- 
tion granted below to the inhabitants. of Maine 
where the river is exclusively within the British 
dominions.. It is navigation against navigation, 
and deprives the privilege granted to Maine of the 
benevolent and meritorious character claimed for 
it. We grant as much navigation as we receive, 
with the snperaddition of a territorial right of way 
to the river where it is exclusively within’ our 
limits; aright which is denied to us where ‘the 
river is wholly within the British limits. i 

7. The territorial right of way granted to these 
new neighbors to crossthe Webster line, and travel 
over-land to the upper Si. John, to enjoy their nav- 
igation within the exclusive limits of Maine. Itis 
a privilege of no mean value, being new in prin- 
ciple, extensive in territory, and not reciprocated 
by a similar privilege to the inhabitants of Maine 
on the lower part of the. river, On this lower part 
the settlements of Maine skirt the St, John for 
one hundred miles, ofien approaching. within. five 
orten miles of it. It would be very convenient to 
these settlements to cross the British Jine, and go 
straight to tbe river; but this advantage js denied 
them. .They must get to the river by water, of 
which there is but one channel (the Aroostook;) or 
they must enter above, where the river isa mutual 
boundary, and from which they will have the exer- 
cise of carrying round, or pitching their saw-logs 
over, a second Niagara falls, eighty feet in the per- 
pendicular plunge. The British on the Webster 
line are to have this privilege of over-land transit 
to and from the river, where it is within the .exclu- 
sive dominion of Maine; and that, to the whole ex- 
tent of the line—one hundred and ten miles. Re- 
ciprocity would bave required a similar privilege 
to the Maine people below. Not having received 
it, this territorial right of way becomes a gratui- 
tous concession, as important for its principles and 
consequences as for its novelty and inequality: 

8.- T'he sum of $300,000 to be paid to Maine and 
Massachusetts for their territorial losses under the 
treaty. This istobe paid by the United States, 
and is a concession most lamely and impotently 
aecounted for by the American negotiator. The 
want of protocols deprives us of a knowledge of its 
history. We only find it, for the first time, in its 
full-grown form, in the letter of the United States 
negotiator of the 15th of July to the commissioners 
of Maine, where it appears as an equivalent for 
British concessions. Spéaking of it in ‘this sense, 
our Secretary says: ae 


“These cessions on the part of Englard would epure partly 
to. the benefit of the Statesof New Hampshire, Vermont, and 
New York, but principally to'the United States... The consider- 
ation on the part of England, for making them, would-be. the 
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Manner asyead upon for adjusting the Eastern boundary. “The 
‘price of thé cession, therefore, whatever it might be, would in 
fairness belong to the.two States interested in the manner of that 
-adjustment < ` : 3 ; 
‘Under the influence of these considerations, Lam authorized 


to aay, that if the commissioners of the two States assent to the 
‘Vine-av described in the accompanying paper, the United States. 


will undertake to. pay to these Statesthe sum of two hundred - 


rand fifty thousand dollars, {increased to three hundred thousand 
dollars, | to be divided between them inequal moieties; and, also, 
to undertake-for the settlement and payment of the expenses in- 
cuired by those States, for the maintenance of the civil posse; 
and, also, for a survey which it: was found necessary to make.” 
«. This is.the brief history of this strange item—ah 
: ` item strange in itself, and coming to usin a strange 
way.’ We. find it in the proposition made by. the 
American negotiator, in the name of his Govern- 
ment, to the commissioners. of Maine: Lord Ash- 
burton (for aught that is seen) having nothing to do 
"with it. We find it. as an American proposition; and 
an inconceivable one itis, Maine and Massachu- 
setts lose 3,207,800 acres of land! Great Britain 
gets it! and the United States pay for it! How 
Make the United States paymaster in a case where 
she was receiving nothing, and where she was los- 
ing the invaluable national boundaries established 
Dy the treaty of 83% How do this? By what leger- 
demain? The Secretary negotiator says itis for 
-cessions on the part of England, which enure partly 
‘to the‘ benefit of New Hampshire, Vermont, and 


New. York, and partly to the United’ States; and. 


also as a ‘consideration on the part of Great Brit- 
ain for adjusting the Northeastern boundary. Ad- 
justment of boundary! What a delicate phrase for 
the demolition of the great boundaries purchased 
for us by the blood and treasure of the Revolution- 
ary war! But the cessions enure partly to the ben- 
efit of the United States; and thus, being partly 
benefited, she must pay all the money. But how 
this benefit? What these cessions? and how enure 
to the national benefit? What are they? Not Rouse’s 
Point; for that belongs to New York, and must be 
parehased from that State if wanted by the United 
tates. But why pay Great Britain for Rouse’s 
Point? The award of the King of the Netherlands 
ave itto us without pay, and we would not have 
it, . It-has been a derelict these twenty-five years, 
neither the United States nor Great Britain touch- 
ing it. Why this sudden value in the eyes of those 
who. repulsed it when given by the King of the 
Netherlands} The same of the slips in New 
Hampshire and Vermont. They belong to those 
States. Notan inch of their soil enures to the ben- 
efit of the United States. It is not public land, but 
State property, which. they constitute; and we have 
nothing to do with them. Besides, they are not 
cessions. They are, and always have been, and 
forever would be, the property ofthe States within 
whose revolutionary boundaries they lie. Great 
Britain would not receive them as a gift, much 
less demand money for their sale. No, sir, no. 
This mystification will not do. The United States 
becomes paymaster in a case where she receives 
nothing—-where Great Britain gains—and where 
Maine and Massachusetts lose. This is the short 
and the long of the story: and the $300,000 is put 
into the treaty to coerce Congress to pay it. Ifnot 
to coerce Congress, why put it there? It isan ugly 
interposition of a foreign Government between the 
Government of the Union and acouple of its mem- 
bers; and if not put there for coercion, why is it put 
there? The equal division of this money between 
Maine and Massachusetts is another awkward cir- 
cumstance: they divide equally whileselling une. 
qually. Massachusetts sells nothing but jand which 
she wished to sell: Maine parts with land against 
her will—parts with jurisdiction--parts with bound- 
aries—parts with cherished and long defended ob- 
jects—and paris from all with grief and shame, 
and under the duresse of actual moral and menaced 
physical force from two powerjul Governments. 
And, after all this§she divides equally with Massa- 
chusetts, who only sells what she wishes to sell, and 
with the advantage of selling to a sovereign ready- 
money purchaser in the mass, instead of doling out the 
acres in driblets, and on credits, to private individ- 
nals. One thing only is clear in this inexplicable 
transaction; and that is, that Maine and the United 
States are losers, and Massachusetts and Great 
Britain gainers. 

9. The sum of about $200,000 to be paid to 
Massachusetts and Maine for their expenses in de- 
fending the disputed territory against Great Britain. 
This is an article more strange than the other to 
find a piace in the treaty.. If right to payit, it 
should have rested on the faith of Congress: if 

„wrong, it is made worse, by being put in a treaty 
: witha foreign power, Itis a dangerous practice 
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in conféderacies to have foreign powers interposing 
between the confederacy and its meinbers. Pay- 


‘ments to: States for expenditures in their proper de- 


fence is a domestic concern, and a legislative ques- 
tion. It belongs to our own authorities, and to the 
legislative department of those authorities. If 
these $200,000, thus stipulated to be paid to Maine 
and Massachusetts were for military expenses, 
properly incurred in their own defence. through 


the neglect or default of the General Government, < 


the question of reimbursement would still be one 
of exclusive legislative consideration. It would 
address itself to Congress, But it is not even a 
question of that kind, but of police and surveying 
expenses. The treaty says, vaguely, for protecting 
the disputed territory, and making a survey thereof: 
the correspondence explains this protection to: be 
for the maintenance of a civil posse, and for a sur- 
vey necessary tobe made. Congress itself cannot 
pay States for maintaining civil posses and making 
surveys. It must be for defence against invasion 
or insurrection. ‘This is the Constitution; and the 
treaty-making power is not above the Constitu- 
uon, but subordinate to it. The supremacy of the 


. treaty is not over the Constitution, but over the sub- 


jects falling within the scope of that power. It is 
for Congress to say whether a case has occurred to 
authorize Maine and Massachusetts to.be reim- 
bursed for expenses incurred in resisting invasion. 
The treaty-making power has nothing to do with it, 
and if is an invasion of the legislative power to put 
it into a treaty. In the light of a civil posse and a 
survey, Congress itself cannot pay these $200,000, 
The President, the Senate, and Queen Victoria 
cannot extend our Constitution, or bind the Con- 
gress to pass unconstitutional acts. The payment 
of this sum for a civil posse and a survey, unjusti- 
fiable in itself, becomes aggravated by this uncon- 
stitutional attempt to contro] and coerce Congress. 
It was evidently put in for that purpose, and should 
be struck from the treaty. It is a question for 
legislation, and not for diplomacy; and Lord Ash- 
burton evidently looks to this, in his ultimate note, 
washing his hands of all these payments to Maine 
and Massachusetts. 


10. The naval alliance for the suppression of the 
slave-trade. Thisalliance is a part of the treaty, 
andevidently an indissoluble part of it. The mo- 
tion to strike it outis to be resisted; and is already 
resisted as a motion to destroy the treaty, to prevent 
its ratification by Great Britain, and as exposing 
us to war with that power. All this is an admis- 
sion that the treaty isa unit; that the alliance is a 
part of it; and that this alliance cannot be refused 
without exciting the resentment of Great Britain. 
I donot discuss the merits of this alliance at pres- 
ent; a proper time will be found for that discus- 
sion when I come to the article which stipulates for 
the naval co-operation. At present, I only mention 
it as one of the considerations which make up the 
price which we pay for the treaty, as one of the 
American concessions and equivalents, and there- 


fore proper to be enumerated in the catalogue of 


grants and sacrifices on our part. I shall move 
to strike it out, both as wrong in itself, and as being 
in a wrong place, even if it was right. 


ll. The diplomatic alliance for remonstrances 
with foreign Governments which still admit the 
trade in African slaves. This is an undertaking 
ofthe same character with the naval alliance, 
subject to the same remarks, as an American con- 
sideration for making the treaty; and only men- 
tioned now, for the sake of enumeration in the list 
of our grants and equivalenis. Its merits will be 
discussed under the proper head. 

t2. The delivery of fugitive criminals. This 
stipulation is another of the American concessions 
in favor of Great Britain. The design of it is to 
get hold of fugitive “rebels” from Canada, under the 
pretext of getiing hold of fugitives from justice. The 
design is political, though cloaked with the name of 
justice; and though equal in its terms, is unequal in its 
operation. Fugitive American slaves will not be 
given up; fugitive British subjects will be. Ourslaves 
will] stil; be enticed into Canada by the honors, the re- 
wards, and the protection which await them there; 
and I only mention this fugitive stipulation now, 
as one of our concessions io Great Britain, and 
one io which late events in Canada have given great 
importance. I will discussit when T come to the 10th 
aruele. : ` 
Such is the catalogue, and such the comparative 
value of the grants and equivalents (as they are 
called by our negotiator) which are made by this 
treaty. It is a long and heavy list on the part 
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of the United States—a short and a light one 
on the part of Great Britain. So far as the Maine 
boundary is concerned, I have no more to say; but 
the other parts of the treaty—what it contains—what 
it omits—the general objections to it—and the va- 
rious questions which arise upon the correspond- 
ence,—all these demand attention, and I proceed:to 


-give it. 


The suppression of the African slave-trade is the 
secondsubject included inthe treaty; and here the re- 


-gret renews itself at the absence of all the customary 


lights upon the origin and progress of treaty stipula- 
tions. o minutes of conference; no protocols; no 
draughts: or counterdraughis; no diplomatic notes; 
not a word of any kind from one negotiator to the 
other. Nothing in relation to the subject, in the 
shape of negotiation, is communicated to us. Even 
the section of the correspondence entitled “Sup- 
pression of the slave-trade”—even this section pro- 
fessedly devoted to the subject, contains not.a syl- 
lable upon it from the negotiators. to each other, 
or to their Governments; but. opens’ and’ closes with 
communications from American naval officers, 
evidently extracted from them by the American 
negotiator, to justify the forthcoming of precon- 
ceived. and foregone conclusions. Never since 
the art of writing was invented could there have 
been a treaty of such magnitude negotiated with 
such total absence of necessary light upon the his- 
tory of its formation. Lamentable as is this defect 
of Jight upon the formation of the treaty generally, 
it becomes particularly so at this point, wherea 
stipulation new, delicate, and embarrassing, has 
been unexpectedly introduced, and falls upon us as 
abruptly as if it fell from the clouds. In the ab- 
sence of al] appropriate information from the ne- 
gotiators themselves, I am driven to glean among 
the scanty paragraphs of the President’s message, 
and in the answers of the naval officers to’ the 
Secretary’s inquiries. Though silent as to the 
origin and progress of the proposition for this 
novel alliance, they still show the important par- 
ticular of the motives which caused it. The Pres» 
ident says: ` 

“The treaty obligations subsisting between the two countries 
for the suppression of the African slave trade, aud the com- 
plaints made to this Government within the last three or four 
years (many of them but too well founded) of the visitation, 
seizure, and detention of American vessels on that coast, by 
British cruisers, could not but form a delicate and highly in 
portant part of the negotiations which have now been held, 

“It ia known that, in December last, a treaty was signed in 
London, vy the representatives of England, France, Russia, 
Prussia, and Austria, having for its professed object a strong 
and united effort of the five powers to put an crd to the traffic. 
This treaty was not officially communicated to the Govern. 
ment of the United States, but its provisions and stipulations 
are supposed to he accurately knows to the public. Itis un- 
derstood to be not yet ratified on the part of France. 

“No application or request has been made to this Govern- 
ment to become party to this treaty; but the course it might 
take in regard to it. has excited no small degree of attention 
and discussion in Europe, as the principle upon which itis 
founded, and the stipulations which it contains, have caused 
warm animadversions and great political excitement. 

“In my message at the commencement of the present session 
of Congress, I endeavored to state the principles which this 
Government supports respecting the right of search and the 
immunity of flags. Desirous of maintaining those principles 
fully, ai the same time that existing obligations should be ful- 
filled, I have thought it most consistent with the honor and dig- 
nity of the country, that it should execute ils own laws, and 
perform tts own obligations, by its own means and ile own 
power, The examination or visitation of the merchant vessels 
of ene nation, by the cruisers of another, for any purpose, €x- 
cept those known and acknowledged by the law of nations, un- 
Cer whatever restraints or regulations it may take place, may 
lead to dangerous results, {lis far better, by other means, 
lo supersede any supposed necessity, 07 any motive, for such 
examination or visit. Interference witha merchant vessel by 
an armed cruiser, is always a delicate proceeding, apt to touch 
the point of national honor, as well ay te affect the interests of 
individuals, It has been thought, therefore, expedient, not only 
in accordance with the stipulations of the treaty of Ghent, but 
atthe same time as removing ail pretext on the pari of others 
for violating the immunities of the American flag upon the 
seas, as they exist and are defined by the law of nations, to 
enter into the articles new submitted to the Senate.” 


The recitals in this paragraph are of moment- 
ous importance. They are conclusive to show 
that the stipulations into which we have entered, 
are the price which we have agreed to pay for the 
privilege of going unsearched upon the coast of 
Africa, and for the favor of not being officially re- 
quired to join the quintuple alliance for the sup- 
pression of the slave-trade. The two first para- 
graphs are pregnant of these inferences: the con- 
cluding sentences of the last paragraph are conclu- 
sive of their truth, The first paragraph recites 
the fact of the seizure, detention, and visitation of 
our ships on the coast of Africa by British cruisers: 
the second ambiguously refers to the five powers 
alliance, and raises surmises of their designs, which 
itdoes not satisfy: the concluding sentences of the 
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last paragraph are sufficiently explicit in the declar- 
ation that we join Great Britain to avoida junction 
with the five powers! and that we search our- 
selves, to avoid being searched by British cruisers! 
Studiously ambiguous, and profuse of phrases to 
deceive, while stinted of facts to inform, the mes- 
Sage still lets out enough to betray these hidden and 
momentous meanings. The treaty. has not been 
officially communicated to our Government. But 
may it not have been unofficially? and if so, by 
whom? for what purpose?:and what are its con- 
tents? Instead of answering these pertinent in- 
quiries, so naturally suggested by the declaration 
of the non-official communication, the sentence ob- 
liques off into the empty supposition that the con- 
tents are well known to the public! Why tell us 
this? why tell us what the public knows? Wewant 
toknow what the Government knows—how it ob- 
tained ils information—and what it is required to 
do. Instead of that, it tells us of the public: and 
then flies off to France, and informs us what we 
well knew before—that France had not signed. 
All this is foreign to the potnt. We want to know 
what concerns ourselves—whether the five pow- 
ers are occupied with our affairs—and whether 
they have shown us their treaty—and for what pur- 
pose? The message says: “No application has 
been made tothe United States to become a party 
tothis quintuple alliance, but... but... but... 
the course we may take is the subject of attention, 
and discussion, and warmth, and excitement in Eu. 
rope!” But what allthis tends to, and what is re- 
quired of us to allay this excitement, the message 
does not say. Instead of satisfying the curiosity 
which it excited as to the course of things in rela- 
tion to us in Europe, it flies back to this continent— 
reverts to the President’s message at the commence- 
ment of the session—denies the right of search— 
asserts the immunity of flags—and then most omi- 
nously declares that it is better to execute our own 
laws, and perform our own obligations; and do this 
by our own means, and by our own power. Why 
this declaration? Were others about to execute 
our laws, and perform our obligations, and to use 
means and powers upon: us, not our own? Was 
this the state of the case? and, if so, why not tell 
ust Why this paltering and equivocation, unless 
to hide a damned conclusion which must be suf- 
fered, but cannot be told? The next sentence, how- 
ever, approaches the point. “It is better to super- 
sede the motive and supposed necessity for this 
delicate and dangerous search.” And, finally, in 
the last words of the last sentence, the fatal secret is 
let out--that the articles now before the Senate 
were entered into for the purpose of “removing all 
pretext on the part of others for violating the im- 
munities of the American flag in the African 
seas!” This is the secret; and after this, it stands 
confessed that our naval and diplomatie alliance 
with Great Britain is the price which we pay for 
five years’ exemption from search, and for the fa- 
vor of not being made a party to the quintupie al- 
liance. The alliance with Great Britain is a sub- 
stitute for these penalties: and a more ignomin- 
ious putchase of exemption from outrage never dis- 
graced the annals of an independent nation. 

We will now see whatis the price we have con- 
tracted to pay for these exemptions; and for that 
purpose I read the 8th and 9th articles of the 
treaty: 

t ARTICLE vit. The parties mutually stipntate that each 
shall prepare, equip, and maintain in service, on the coast of 
Africa, a sufficient and adequate squadron, or naval force of 
vessels, of suitable numbers and descriptions, to carry in all 
not less than righty guns, to enforce separately and respective- 
ly the laws, rights, anc obligations of each of the two countries, 
for the suppression of the slave-trade; the said squadrons to be 
independent ofeach other, but the two Governments stipulating, 
nevertheless, to give such oxders to the officers commanding 
their respective forces, as shall enable them m ist eficctnaily to 
act in concert and co operation, upon mutual consultation, as 
exigencies may arise, for the attainmentef the trae object of 
this article; copies of all sach orders to be communicated by 
each Government to the other respectively, 

“ ArmcLe IX, Whereas, notwithstanding all: efforts which 
may be made on the coast of Africa for suppre of 
the” slave-trade; the facilities for carrying on the tra Hc, 
and avoiding the vigilance. of cr rs hy the fraudulent 
use of flags, and other means, are so great, and the tempta- 
tons for pursuing it, white a market can be found for slaves, 
so ‘strong, as that the ¢esired result may be long delayed, ur 
Tess all markets be shut against the purchase of African ne- 
groes; the parties to this treaty agree that they will unite in 
all becoming representations and remonstrances with any and 
all- powers within whose dominions such markets are allowed 
to exist; and that they will u upon all sach powers the 
propriety and duty of closing such markets effectually at once 
and forever” ` 

This is the price! naval and diplomatic alliance 
with Great Britain! And the eleventh article stipu- 
A a % 
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Senate, 


lates thatthe naval alliance isto continue for five 
years, and afierwafds until one of. the parties shall 
give notice for its cessation. Of course, Great 
Britain will never give the notice. Of course, also, 
the American Administration which makes it, will 
never give the notice. The alliance is eternal, 
unless we break down the party which made it, 
And this is the course of all revolting and danger- 
ous innovations, It is as temporary measures they 
are introduced. They are continued impercepti- 
bly; and finally made permanent, and fastened 
irrevocably upon the country. This will be the 
case with this alliance, unless the elections of 1844 
relieve us from the dominion of the party now in 
power. And now let us see the extent of the 
obligations we have incurred ‘to purchase this ex- 
emption from search, and to be excused from 
signing the quintuple treaty. They are: First, to 
prepare, equip, and maintain in service on the 
coast of Africa, a squadron of “ at least” eighty 
guns, to coéperate with a British squadron in snp- 
pressing the slave trade. Secondly, to unite with 
Great Britain in diplomatic remonstrances and rep- 
resentations against the purchase of. African ne- 
groes, with all the powers which still admit such 
purchases, and urging them to cease the practice, 
and to close the door against such purchases at 
once and forever. These are the obligations; and 
it is seen at once that they constilute an alliance— 
a double alliance—beiween the United States and 
Great Britain.. The first sensation of an Ameri- 
can in discovering this ominous conjunction, is 
that of astonishment, indignation, and shame. The 
farewell words of Washington rush to the mind, 
He warned us against entangling ourselves in 
foreign alliance: and here we are deeply entangled, 
and that ‘with the very nation which, of all the 
others in the world, is the most to be dreaded. 

The consequences of this entanglement are be- 
yond the reach of human foresight, or of mental 
divination, Itis the commencement of involving 
our America, and with it the whole New World, 
in the systems and. vortex of European politics. 
We begin with going to Africato join Great Brit- 
ain, Russia, Prussia, and Austria, (for France de- 
clines the favor,) in redressing the grievances of 
the Old World; after that, it is a natural step for 
these great powers fo come over here to redress 
the wrongs of the New World. If this fatal policy 
is suffered to continue; if we go on to mix our- 
selves in the affairs of Europe; if we quit our own, 
to stand upon foreign ground; if we hitch our cock- 
boat to the grand navies of Europe, and tie on our 
little ministers behind the gorgeous representatives 
of mighty. monarchs;—if we do this, then it is in 
vain that Providence isolated us, and that Wash- 
ington warned us. We are doomed to foreign 
connexions, and to foreign interference; and may 
expect to see the affairs of the two Americas, 
from Baffin’s Bay to Cape Horn, regulated by the 
sovereign congresses of Vienna, St.. Petersburg, 
and London; and the fleets and armies of Europe 
sent here to enforce their decrees. 

Passing from the political consequences of this 
entanglemient—consequences which no human fore- 
sight can reach—I come to the immediate and 
practical effects which lie within our view, and 
which display the enormous inexpedieney of the 
measure. First: the expense in money—an item 
which would seem to be entitled to some regard in 
the present deplorable state of the treasury—in 
the present cry for retrenchment—and in the pres- 
ent heavy taxation upon the comforts and neces- 
saries of life. This expense for 80 guns will be 
about $750,000 per annum, exclusive of repairs 
and loss of lives. Ispeak of the whole expense, 
as part of the naval establishment of the United 
States, and not of the mere expense of working 
the ships after they have gone to sea. Nine thou. 
sand dollars per gun is about the expense of thé 
establishment; 80 guns would be $720,000 per an- 
num, which is $3,600,000 for five years. But the 
squadron is not limited to a maximum of 80 guns; 
that js the minimum limit: it isto be 80 guns “at 
the least.” And if the party which granted these 
80 shall continue in power, Great Britain may find 
itas easy to double the number, as it was*to obtain 
the first eighty. Nor is the time limited to five 
years; it is only determinable after that period by 
giving notice; a notice not to he expected from 
those who made the treaty. At the least, then, the 
moneyed expense is to be $3,600,000; if the present 
party continues in power, it may double or treble 
that amount; and this, besides the cost of the ships. 
Such is the moneyed expense. In ships, the wear 


and tear of vessels must ‘be great. , We are to pře- 


pare, equip, and maintain in service, on a coast 


4,000 miles from home, the adequate number of 
vessels. to carry these 80 guns. It is hot sufficient 
to send.the number there; they must be kept up and 
maintained in service there; and this will-require 
constant expenses to repair injuries, supply losses, 
and cover casualties. Inthe employment of men, 
and the waste of life and health, ihe expenditure: 
must be large. Ten men and two officers. to the 
gun, isthe smallest estimate that can be admitted. 
This would require a complement of 950 men. In- 
cluding all the necessary equipage of the ship, and 
above 1,000 persons will be conslanily required. 
These are to be employed ata vast distance from 
home; on a savage coast; in a perilous service; on 
both sides of the equator; and in a climate which 
is death to the white race. This waste of men-- 
this wear, and tear of life and constitution—should 
stand for something. in a Christian land, and in this 
age of roaming philanthropy; unless,. indeed, in 
excess .of love for the blacks, it is deemed merito- 
rious to destroy the whites. The field of operations 
for this squadron is great; the term “coast of Afri- 
ca” having an immense application in the vocabu- 
lary of the slave-trade. On the western coast of 
Africa, according to the replies of the naval offi- 
cers Bell and Paine, the trade is carried on from 
Senegal to Cape Frio—a distance of 3,600 miles, 
following ils windings, as the watching squadrons 
would have to go. But the track of the slavers be- 
tween Africa and America has to be watched, as 
well as the immediate coast; and this embraces a 
space in the ocean of 35 degrees on cach side of 
the equator, (say four thousand miles,) and 
covering the American coast from Cuba io Rio 
Janeiro; so that the coast of Africa—the west- 
ern coast alone—embraces a diagram of the 
ocean of near 4,000 miles every way, having 
the equator in the centre, and bounded’ east an 
west by the New and the Old World. This is for 
the western coast only: the eastern is nearly as 
large. The same naval officers say that a large 
trade in negroes is carried on in the Mahometan 
countries bordering on the Red sea and the Persian 
gulf, and in the Portuguese East India eclonies; 
and, what is worthy to be told, it is also carried on 
in the British presidency of Bombay, and other 
British Asiatic possessions, It is. true, the officers 
say the American slavers are not yet there; but-go 
there they will, according to all the laws of trading 
and hunting, the moment they are disturbed, or the 
trade fails, on the western coast. Wherever the 
trade exists, the combined powers must follow it: 
for good is not to be done -by halves, and philan- 
thropy is not to be circumscribed by. coasts and lati- | 
tudes. Great is the field of enterprise which prê- 
sents itself to the British-American squadrons; 
great, also, is the field of labor for their diplomatic 
remonstrants. Spain, Portugal, Brazil; Cuba, Porto 
Rico, and other American islands; the Mahometan, 
Portuguese, and British possessions in southern 
Asia;-—all these will require the presence of the An- 
glo-American embassies. Great will be the expense 
of these embassies; for the ambassadors must. not 
only be paid, but go loaded with costly presents 
when barbarians are to be treated with. “And here 
the treating is to be double—with the savage negro 
chiefs who tolerate the sale, and with Christian or 
Mahometan kings who tolerate the.purchase. : Even 
if no unlucky consequence supervenes, the expense’ 
of these embassies must still be great; but if our 
ministers chance to be assassinated by the negro 
chief, or insulted by the Christian or Mahometan 
king--what then? Shall we resent the injury, ata 
good loss. of men and money? or shall we count the 
cost, and pocket the outrage? What if the Empe- 
ror of Brazil, boy as he is; or the Queen of S ain, 
child as she is; or the Queen of Portugal, la ly as 
she is, should give our minister advice to return 
home and free his own country from slaves before 
he went about to close the markets of the world 
against them? True, there is a difference between 
purchasing, and the purchased. The intellect can 
detect the difference. But still it is a case for a 
sarcasm, and for an insult; and the American min- 
ister who should go upon these expeditions should 
look out for answers very different from what may 
be given to the representative of Great Britain, 
She, having liberated her own slaves, may stand. 
up and speak. But how will it be with the Amieri- 
can minister, when he commences rchearsing< His 
remonstrance? This business of remonstrating is 
a delicate operation between individuals; more so 
when a sovereign isin the case; and becomes ex- 


i ara ‘Coxa. 3D Suss. 


ceedingly critical when the remonstrant is about in 


“the condition himself which he attacks in others.’ 


t Among all the strange features in’ the comedy of, 
‘errors which has ended in this treaty, that of send- 
ing American ministers abroad, to close the markets 
of the: world against the slavé-trade, is tae most 
‘striking. -Not-content with the expenses, loss of 
life, and: political entanglement of this alliance, we 
must eléctioneer’ for insults, and send. ministers 
abroad to receive, pocket, and bring them home. 
dn what circumstances do we undertake all this 
fine work? ‘What is our condition at home; while 
thus going abroad in search of employment? We 
raise 1,000. men for foreign service; while reducing 
‘our little army at home! We send ships to the 
“eoast-of Africa, while dismounting our dragoons 
on the frontiers of Missouri and Arkansas! We 
rotect Africa from slave-dealers, and abandon 
Jorida to savage butchery! We send cannon, 
shot, shells, powder, lead, bombs, and bails, to Af- 
rica, while denying arms and ammunition to the 
- young men who go to Florida! We give food, 
clothes, pay, to the men who go to Africa, and deny 
rations even to those who go to. florida! We cry 
out for retrenchment, and scatier $3,600,000 at one 
broad cast of the hand! We tax tea and coffee, 
and send the money to Africa! We are borrowing 
and taxing, and striking paper money, and reducing 
expenses at home, when engaging in this new and 
vast expense for the vefence of Africa! What 
madness and folly! Has Don Quixotte come to 
life, and placed himself at the head. of our Govern- 
ment, and taken the negroes of Africa, instead of 
the damsels of Spain, for the objects of his chival- 
rous ‘protection? ‘ 

The slave-trade is diabolical and infamous; but 
Great Britain isnot the country to read us a lesson 
upon its atrocity, or lo stimulate oar exertions to 
suppress it. ‘The nation which, at the peace of 
Utrecht, made the asiento—the slave contraet--a 
condition of peace, fighting on till she obtained it; 
the nation which entailed African slavery upon us 
which rejected our colonial statutes for its sup- 
pression*--which has many, many ten millions of 
white subjects in Europe and in Asia in greater 
slavery of body and mind, in more bodily misery 
and mental darkness, than any black slaves in the 
United States;—-stch a nation has vo right to cajole 
or to dragoon ns Duo alliances and expenses for the 
suppression of slavery on the coast of Africa. We 
have done our part on that subject. Considering 
the example and instruction we bad from Great 
Britain, we have done a wonderful part. ‘The Con- 
stitution of the United States, mainly made by 
slaveholding States, authorized Congress to put an 
eod to the importation of slaves by a given day. 
Anticipating the limited day by legislative action, 
the Congress had the law ready to take efleet on 
the day permitted by the Constituiion, Qn the Ist 
day of January, 1808, ‘Thomas Jefferson being 
President of the United States, the importation of 
slaves became unlawful and criminal, A subse- 
quent act of Congress, following up the idea of Mr. 
Jefferson in his first draught of the Declaration of 
Independence, qualified the crime as piratical, and 
delivered up its pursuers to the sword of the law, 
and to the vengeance of the world, as the enemies of 
the human race. Vessels of war craising on the 
coast of Adriea, under our act of 1819, bave been di- 
rected to search our own vessels--to arrest the 
violators of the law, and bring them in--the ships 
for confiscation, and the men for punishment. This 
was doing enough— enough fora young country, far 
remote in the New World, and whose policy is to 
avoid forciga connexions and entangling alliances, 
We did this voluntarily, without instigation, and 
without supervision from sbroad; and now there 
can be no necessity for Great Britain to assume a 
superiority over us in this particular, and bind us 

“Tie has waged erue) war against Inonan nature itself, vio- 
lating its most sacred rights of hfe and liberty in the persons el 
a distant people who never offended him, captivating and car- 
rying them into slavery in another hemisphere. m to incur 
miserable death in their transportation thither, ‘This piratical 
warfare-—the opprobrinm of tvfidel powers—is the wart of 
the Christian king of Great Britain, determined to keep open a 
market where men should be bought and sold. He has prosti- 
tuted his negative for. suppressing every lative attempt to 
prohibit or restrain this execrable comi and, that this as- 
sembloge of horrors might want no fact of distinguished die, he 
ig now exciting the very people to rise in arms among es, end 
to purchase that liberty of which he has deprived them, by 
murdering the people on whom he hes obirnded them: thus 
paying off former crimes commi against the iberlies of 
one people, with crimes which he urges them to commit st 
the lives of another? —{ Original draughtof the Declar n 


of Independence, as drawn by Mr. Jefferson, and before it 
‘apas altered by the committee.) 
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jn treaty stipulations, which destroy ali the merit of 
avoluntary action. We have done enough; and it 


„is po part of our business to exalt still higher the 


fanatical spirit of abolition, which is now become 
the stalking-horse of nations and of political pow- 


_efs. - Our country. contains: many slaves, derived 


from Africa; and, while holding these, it is neither 
politic nor decent to join the erusade of Enropean 
powers to put down the African slave-trade. From 


combinations of powers against the present slave-. 


takers, there is but a step to the combination of the 
same. powers against the present slaveholders, and 
itis not for the United States to join in the first 
movement, which leads to the second. “No en- 
tangling alliances” should be her motto! And as 
for her part in preventing the forcign slave-trade, 
it is sufficient that she prevents ber own citizens, 
in her own way, from engaging in it; and that she 
takes care to become neither the instrument; nor the 
victim, of European combinations for its suppres- 
sion. 

The past administrations have been careful to 
save ns from the entanglement of these connex- 
ions: they have been as careful to save us from 
these dangerous connexions, as the English have 
been anxious to involve us in them. Mr, Van 
Buren rejected, as “unauthorized by instructions, 
and contrary lo the established and well-known prin- 
ciples and policy of the Government,” the arrange- 
ment made by the commander of the United States 
schooner Grampus ‘with the commander of her 
Britannic. Majesty’s sloop the Wolverine, on the 
Lith of March, 1840, authorizing the British eom- 
mander “to detain all vessels under American 
colors found to be fully equipped for and engaged 
in the slave-lrade, handing over to the American 
commander the vessels found to be Americen.” 
Mr. Van Buren rejected this arrangement (the 
seminal principle of the present treaty) as contrary 
to the PRINCIPLES and the POLICY of the 
Government; and now this trealy comes to carry 
out on a great scale, what he wisely condemned on 
a small one, 


The papers communicated do not show at whose 
instance these articles were inserted; and the ab- 
sence of all minutes of conferences leaves us ata 
Joss to trace their origin and progress in the hands 
of the negotiators. The little that is seen would 
indicate its origin tobe wholly American; evidence 
adiunde proves it tobe wholly British; and that oar 
Secretary negotiator was only doing the work of 
the British minister in assuming the ostensible 
paternity of the artieles. | Tn the papers communi- 
cated, there is not a syllable upon the subject from 


Lord Ashburton, Elis finger is not seen in the 
affair. Mr. Webster appears as sole mover and 


conductor of the proposition. In his leiter of the 
gMh of April to Caplains Bell and Paine of the 
United States savy, he first approaches the sub- 
ject, and opens it with a series of questions on the 
African slave-trade. This draws forth the an- 
swers which f have already shown. his is the 
commencement of the business. And here we are 
struck with the curious fact, that this jetter of in- 
quiry, laying the foundation for a novel and extra- 
ordinary article in the treaty, bears date 44 days 
before the first. written communication from the 
British to the American negotiator! and 47 days 
before the first writen commeanication from Myr, 
Webster to Lord Ashburton! It would seem that 
mach was done by word of mouth before pen was 
put to paper; and that in this most essential part of 
the negotiations, pen was not put to paper at all, 
from one negotiator to the other, throughout the 
whole affair. Lord Ashburton’s name is never 
found in connexion with the subject: Mr. Web- 
sier’s only in the notes of inquiry to the American 
naval officers, Even in these he does not mention 
the treaty, nor allude to the negotialion, nor indi- 
cate the purpose for which information was soughi! 
So that this most extraordinary article is without 
aclew to its history, and stands inthe treaty as if 
it had fallen from the clouds, and chanced to lodge 
there! Even the President’s message, which un- 
dertakes to account for the atticle, and to justify it, 
issilent on the point, though laboring through a mass 
of ambiguities and obscurities, evidently calculated 
to raise the inference that it originated with us. 
From the papers communicated, it isan American 
proposition, of which the British negotiator knew 
nothing until hesigned the treaty. That isthe first 
place where his name is seen in conjunction with 
if, or seen ina place to authorize the belief that he 
knew of it. Yet, it is certainly a British pro- 
position; it is certainly a British article. 
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dence aliunde establishes the fact; and as it is 
an important fact, andthe more so from. its stu- 
dious concealment, I will exarnine that evidence; 


‘and for that purpose will’ have to go back near 


forty years in this branch of our diplomatie inter- 


_course with Great Britain. 


Sir, this is no new project with the British. 
They have been at it near forty years;.-but never 
found an Administration before to answer their 
po As far back asthe year. 1846, when Mr. 
Monroe and Mr. Pinckney were ministers in Lon- 


-don, the British commenced this :business;. but in a 


form so gentle and innocent, that one is at a loss to 
understand, except as now explained, their anxiety 
to obtain a treaty stipulation for it. The request 
then was, for an intercommunication of laws 
against. the slave-trade; and for co-operation to 
procure the consent of other powers to the aboli- 
tion. of the trade by law, as Great Britain and the 
United. States had abolished it. It was an innocent 
request, and would have been complied with, with- 
out the compulsion of a treaty obligation. We 
send our jaws and public documents now to alk the 
powers which have ministers here., Great Britain 
sends us all her parliamentary papers; and a val- 
uable present they are. All this is done by virtue 
ot the comity of nations, and from the civilization 
of the age, and not by virtue of national compacts. 
Yet, to obtaina page or two of our laws ona par- 
ticular subject, and to get us to join her in request- 
ing other nations to abolish the slave-trade, nothing 
short ofa treaty stipulation would content her ex- 
treme anxiety. The article was put into a treaty 
in 1806, and here it is: 

“The high contracting parties engage to communicate to 
each other, without delay, all such Jawsas have been, or shall 
be hereafter, enacted by their respective Legislatures; as also 
allineasures which shall have been taken for the abolition or 
linitation of the African slave trade; and they further agree to 
use their best endeavors to procure the co-operation of other 
powers for the final and complete abolition ofa trade so repug- 
nant to the principles of humanity end justice.” . 

This is the article. And what more harmless! 
To give copies of our laws, and to request other 
nations to abolish the trade by law, as we had 
done. This was the extent of the stipalation. The 
British proposed it, and pressed its adoption with 
zeal. The protocols show it; for, in those days, 
treaiies were not negotiated without showing how; 
and the American ministers, in their correspond- 
ence with their Government, stated explicitly that 
the British proposed it, and pressed it upon them, 
Their words are: “ The British commissioners pro- 
posed the article, and showed a great desire that we 
should accede to it.’ Now, why this great desire, 
unless for some ulterior purpose? The article 
was nothing in itself; and this anxiety about it can 
only be accounted for from a desire to lay a nest- 
egg, to be hatched into life by the diplomatic in- 
cubation of future negotiators. The alliances, 
naval and diplomatic, of 1842, show the depth and 
character of their long-sighted policy. 

The treaty of 1806 was ‘not ratified; it was re- 
jected by Mr. Jefferson, without communication to 
the Senate; and for a reason which I shall have oc- 
casion to mention in another part of my speech. 
The treaty fell, and with it the agreed article 
onthe slave-trade. But the desires of the British 
did not fall, nor did they abate; and at the treaty of 
Ghent their instances were renewed for some stipu- 
lation on this point, with all the warmth of a first 
love, and with all the pertinacity of a settled de- 
sign, Advancing beyond the nugatory stipulations of 
1806, pretermitting the unnecessary engagement 
for the communication of laws, and endeavoring to 
substitute actions for words, the British commis- 
sions at Ghent proposed an article reyuiring ‘the 
United States “lo exert every means in their power” 
to accomplish the suppression of this trade. The 
American commissioners found this proposition 
too strong. ‘Though indefinite in its terms, and 
binding us to nothing specific, it was still deemed 
too strong; and, upon their objection, it was di- 
Inted into a blank engagement—“to use their best 
endeavors.” In this diluted form, the article was 
agreed to; and now stand thus, as article 10 of the 
Ghent treaty: f 

“Whereas the traffic in slaves is irreconcilable with the prin- 
ciples of humanity and justice; and whereas, both his Majesty 
and the United States are desirous of continuing their efforts to 
promote its entire abolition; i: is hereby agreed that both the con- 
tracting parties shail use their best endeavors to accomplish 
so desirable an abject.” 

This is the arlicle—certainly a faint one, and 
binding the United States to nothing. But it was a 
nest.ege; and ont of thai egg, and by the maternal 
incubation of the present American Secretary of 
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State, twenty-eight years thereafter, an alliance for 


the suppression of the slave-trade, by arms and re- - 


monstratices, wasnegotiated between the two powers, 
The President of the United States, in his message 
tothe Senate, and in that part of it which relates to the 
African articles, three times refers to the article in 
ihe Ghent treaty; and so refers to it as to make it 
the cause and the justification for the present stipu- 
lations. He says: hen on 

“Fhe early and prominent part which the Government of 
the United States has taken for the abolition of ‘this un- 
lawful and inhuman traffic, is well known. By the lOi 
article of the treaty of Ghent, it is declared that the traffic in 
slaves is irreconcilable with the principles of humanity and 
justice, and that both his Majesty and the United States are de- 
sirous of continuing their efforts to promote Hs entire aboli- 
tion: and it is. thereby agreed that both the coniracting parties 
shall use their best endeavors to accemplish so desirable an ob- 
ject : 

_*In my message at the commencemeat of the present ses- 
sion of Congress, I endeavor to state the principles which this 
Government supports, respecting the rightof search and the 
immunity of flags. Desirous of maintaining those principles 
fully, at thesame lime that existing obligations should be 
fulfilled, 1 have thought it most consistent with the benor and 
dignity of the country, that itshould execute its own laws, and 
perform its own obligations, by its own means and its own 
power, 

“Tt has been thought, therefore, expedient, not only in ac- 
cordance with the stipulations of the treaty of Ghent, but 
at the same time as removing all pretext on the part of others 
for violating the immunities of the American flag upon the 
seas, as they existand are defined by the law of nations, to en- 
ter into the articles now submitted to the Senate. 

Here the Ghent treaty is quoted—three times 

uoted--to justify this alliance. The stipulation 
for the eighty-gun squadron is presented as grow- 
ing out of the Ghent treaty—as fulfilling the ob- 
ligations of that treaty—as being in accordance 
with the stipulations of that treaty; when a re- 
recurrence to the treaty shows that it contains no 
such obligation--no such stipulation. That treaty 
was made near thirty years ago; and certainly this 
is very late in the day to find outa new meaning 
in it. But no such meaning is there; and our Sec- 
retary of State has taken a great liberiy with the 
President, in getting him to sign what the facts will 
not justify. 

The next piece of evidence to which I refer, to 
show that the British are the authors of the alliance 
articles in the present treaty, isthe engagement en- 
tered into between a British andan American cap- 
tain on the coast of Africa, in 1840; and which was 
so promptly rejected by Mr. Van Buren. That 
engagement was in these words: 


“Commander William Tucker, of her Britannic Maj: sty’s 
sloop Wolverine, and senior officer on the west coast of Africa, 
and Licutenant John 8. Paine, commanding the United Staus 
schooner Grampus, in order to carry tien, as far 
possible, the orders and views of th ramenis 
respecting the suppression of the siav > equest 
each other, and agree to detain all vessels nnder American col- 
ors found to be fully equipped for and engaged in theslave- 
trade; that, if proved to be American property, they shall be 
handed over to the United States schooner Grampus, or any 
other American cruiser; and that, if proved to be Spanish, 
Portuguese, Brazilian, or English property, to any of her Bri 
tannic Majesty’s craisers employed on the westcoast of Africa 
for the suppression of the slave-trade, so far as their respective 
laws and treaties will permit 

“Signed and exchanged at Sierra Leone, this ilth day of 
March, 1840.” 

This engagement, as 1 have said before, was the 
seminal principle of the present alliance; and the 

romptitude with which it was disavowed and re- 
jected by Mr. Van Buren, as contrary to the prin- 
ciples and policy of this Government, gives us the 
fullest assurance that, if he had continued Presi- 
dent, the double alliance which we now have, and 
of which that litle Sierra Leone agreement was 
the seed, would not have taken place. The 8h 
and 9th articles of the Washington city treaty, of 
1842, are, nothing but the enlarged edition of the 
Sierra Leone engagement of 1810; andthe British 
negro colony on the coast ofAfrica was a very prop- 
er place to commence the entanglement in which 
we are now involved, and trom which a wise and 
patriotic President temporarily relieved us, Tru- 
ly, the British had many reasons for interfering in 
our late Presidential election, and seconding the 
Federal cry of--change! change! change! 

i crown these historical facts in favor of my as- 
sertion, that the British minister was the author of 
the’ articles in the present treaty, by recurring 
again to the studied and ominous ambiguities of 
the President’s message. I recur tothem, to prove 
the contrary of their intention. Their intention 
wasto establish the alliance as being of American 
origin, and voluntary: I recur to them to prove its 
origin to be British, and compulsory. Without 
reading the-passages over ágain, I refer to the 
phrases: “Seizure and detention of American ves- 
sels by British cruisers on the coast of Africa: 


intoe 


treaty signed in London by the five power 
officially communicated to this Government: no ap- 
plication to become party to it: but the five powers 


attentive to opr course: discussion, warmth, and - 


excitement in Europe about our course: better 
to execute our laws, by our own means, and our 
own power: delicacy of the ‘right of search: im- 
munity of flags: visitation by cruisers lead to 
dangerous results: as removing all pretext on the 
part of others for violating the immunities of the 
American flag: therefore, entered into the articles 
now submitted to the Senate.” I point to these 
phrases in the President’s message, So ambiguous 


‘and so unsatisfactory, always raising a curiosity 


which they do not satisfy; and the second member 
of cach sentence always turning off from the con- 
clusions to which the first member of it would 
lead. I point to these as the crowning evidences of 
my assertion, and as betraying what they were in- 
tended to conceal—that these anti-slave-trade stipu- 
lations are of British origin, were given to our 
Secretary by the special minister, and by our Sec- 
retary presented to the American public as his own, 
This is my opinion; and if anybody wants any 
further evidence, they may have it in the magni- 
tude and openness of the kindred movements:—the 
abolition movements—now going on in London. 
Abolitionism is the father of these articles: that 
father residesin London, but his children are here, 
Conscious of the dangerous ground upon which 
he was treading, the President has endeavored to 
shield his work behind the stipulations of the Ghent 
treaty, Three times, in the course of a few brief 
paragraphs, he has invoked that treaty, and called 
it in for the justification of his own. ‘Three times 
he has called it to his help. Bùt, stop. Let the 
message speak for itself. Hear it. 

“By the tenth article of the treaty of Ghent, it is declared that 
the tratie in slaves is irreconcilable with the principles of hu- 
manity and justice; and that boi his Majesty and the (nited 
States are desirous of continuing their eflurts to promote iis en- 
tireabslition; and it is, therefore, agreed that both the contract: 
ing parties shall use their beat endeavors to accomplish sa de- 
sirable an object. ‘Khe Government of the United States has, 
by law, declared the African stave trade piracy,” &e. * * 7 
Desirous of maintaining those principles fully, at the same time 
that existing obligations should be falfille’, I have thought it 
most consistent wih the honor and dignity of the country that it 
should execute its own laws, and perform its own obligations, 
by its own means, and its own power. = * * Tthasb.en 
thought, therefore, expedient, not only in accordance with the 
stipulations of the treaty of Ghent, but, at the same time, as re- 
moving ali pretext on the part of others for violating the immu- 
nities of the American flag upon the seas, as they exist and are 
defined by the law of nations, to enter into the articles new sub» 
rnitted to the Senate,” 

This is the message—this ils appeal to the Ghent 
treaty, to its obligations, its stipulations: as if it 
contained any stipulation or any obligation in favor 
of this alliance! Vain invocation! and more in- 
sidious than vain! The Ghent treaty can give 
them no help. lt has no aid or countenance to 
lend them. Though weak and reprehensible as is 
this tenth article, yet it binds usto nothing, and 
was harmless under the previous administrations. 
lt was an imprudent concession to dormant aboli- 
tionism at the time it was made; but it is impossi- 
ble to charge it with the crime of this alliance. 
We are fulfilling no existing obligation arising 
under it, in raising this subsidiary fleet, or in send- 
ing forth our Quixotic ambassadors. There is no 
accordance, in these naval and diplomatic engage- 
ments, with anything in the vague stipulations of 
the Ghent treaty. his fighting on the coast of 
Africa, and remonstrating through Europe, Asia, 
Africa, and the two Americas, is no continuation 
of the statutory enactments against the slave-trade 
contemplated by the treaty of Ghent. That treaty 
cannot father the eighty guns, and the remonstra- 
ting ambassadors; and the appeal to it to justify 
these measures, was an admission that justification 
was wanted, and could not be found. And here 
we must pause, to remark the disingenuousness of 
this invocation. Always remembering that 1 con- 
sider the message the work of the Secretary, I point 
out, to the reprehension of the Senate and the coun- 
try, the errors of fact which it contains, to mislead 
the public mind; and, among these, I now have to 
point out these three invocations of the Ghent trea- 
ty to justify this British alliance, when that treaty 
contains not a syllable which can justify the inyo- 
cations. 

The French Government has taken care of it- 
self: it has refused to sign the quintuple alliance, 
or the substitute for ii. We have signed the substi- 
tute; and may thank the French Chamber of Dep- 
uties, and the pamphlet of General Cass, that it is 
no worse, The debates of that chamber, the argu- 
ments of that pamphlet, and the refusal of France 


————— 
to sign, have doubtless prevented the “oficial” com- 


munication of the five-powers treaty to us, and the 
formal application to us to become parties to it. 
Sach a communication, and such an application, 
in the present deplorable constitution of the Federal 
Execultive—diseased dread of war, and cankered 
love of peace—must have been indescribably: ca- 
lamitous, : 

One more view of this eighty-gun squadron, and 
I dismiss it from my speech. Pa 

lam no man to invokeour Constitution on every 
petty occasion, and to eke out all arguments wilh a 
ery of a violation of that sacred instrument. The 
Salaminian galley was only launched on great oc- 
casious. . L am slow to cheapen our Constitution by 
appealing to it in doubtful or frivolous circum. 
stances, Butit does seem to me that here there is 
room neither for doubt nor frivolity; and that the 
raising this squadron for the defence of Africa, and 
for the redress of moral evils in that remote region, 
is an act wholly without the pale of our Constitu- 
tion. To Congress alone it belongs to raise fleets— 
and that, for the defence of our own country: but 
here is a fleet to be raised, not by Congress, but by 
the President, the Senate, and the Queen of Great 
Britain; and this fleet for the defence, net of these 
confederated Slates, but of African tribes; and for 
the suppression, not of political, but of moral evils, 
It does seem to me that Congress itself could have 
no power to do this—still less the President, Senate, 
and Queen Victoria. To provide and maintain 
navies, is a power specifically granted to Congress: 
it is a legislative power—and properly so; because, 
with us, the questions of wat and peace, of fleets 
and armies, of loans and taxes, are all legislative 
powers, and peculiarly under the charge of the peo- 
ple’s immediate representatives. H will not do to 
deceive ourselves by analogies to other govern- 
ments. Ours isa government of limitations, and of 
separate departments. Each department must keep 
within its own sphere. It must not transcend ils 
own limits—much less invade those of another. 
The treaty-making power is a distinet power, and 
its acts are the supreme law of the land. But itis 
not everything which the President and Senate, 
and a foreign prince, or an Indian chief, may choose 
to insert in a treaty, that is this supreme law. Were 
it so, there would soon be no power in our countr 
but that of the President and Senate, acting’ wit 
some foreign kings, or with savage tribes. To gain 
this character of supreme law, or even of law at 
all, the subject-matter of the treaty must be within 
the competency of the treaty-making power: it 
must be a subject for treaty regulation, and not for 
legislative, judicial, or executive action. And this 
competency must be tried by our own Constitution, 
and not by the constitutions or practices of Euro- 
pean monarchs. What is fit matter for treaty reg- 
ulation in one country, is not so in another; and in 
no country is the treaty-making power more limit- 
ed and circumscribed than in our own. The mass 
of the powers of our Government are given to Con- 
gress; and whatever is given to Congress is taken 
away from all other powers. Now, apply these 
principles to the act in question, This treaty stip- 
ulates to, prepare, equip, and maintain a squad- 
ron—-to keep it up for five years, and after- 
wards, until the President of the United States, 
or the British Government, gives notice for it 
to be withdrawn—to employ it, in conjunction with 
a British squadron, for.the defence of Africans, 
and for suppressing the moral evil of slave-taking; 
the squadron to be of eighty guns at the least. 
Now, the preparing, equipping, and maintaining 
in service this squadron, is a legislative act, specifi- 
cally given by the Constitution to Congress. ‘Thus 
far, it isan invasion of the legislative department. 
All the rest issheer usurpation, such as Congress 
itself could not make legal. Congress itself can- 
not create a squadron for five years; for the same, 
or any other Congress, may repeal the law. It 
cannot make the continuance of the squadron de- 
pendent upon the will of the President, or of a 
foreign prince; but it must depend upon the will of 
Congress itself. It cannot raise fleets for objects 
foreign to the objects of the Union—as the defence 
of Africa; or for redressing moral wrongs——as the 
suppression of the African custom of selling one 
anothey; but the fleet must be raised for the defence 
of the Union, or of the rights.and interests of. its 
citizens abroad. Thus, the treaty stipulation ‘for 
this squadron is, in its first step, an invasion of the 
legislative authority, and is void: in every subse- 
quent step, it is sheer usurpation, and such as Con- 
gress could not legalize if it would. I wish to be 
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understood; and what I mean to say. is; that, Con- 
„gress itself cannot legalize this-treaty !—-ihat Con- 


gress itself cannot raise this squadron for five | 


years, for this foreign object! : 
` The Constitution names this subject, and gives 


to Congress a certain degree of power over it: -it | 


was to prohibit ‘the importation of slaves after the 
year, 1808. That power has been exercised; it has 
been. exhausted; and it is fair to. infer that it was 
“all that was intended. to be ‘granted: In a govern- 
ment of limited powers, when a certain quantum 
is given, it is all that is tobe taken. In this: case, 
“the authority to prohibit the importation of slaves 
after a given period, was an authority obtained by 
compromise, and after much hesitation. and diffi- 
culty in the convention. It wasa long time before 
‘even this much, on a subject so differently viewed 
“in different sections of the Union, could be agreed 
upon. After this, is it.to be supposed that a clause 


could have been obtained to clothe Congress—to | 


clothe the Representatives of the people them- 
selves, much Jess the President, Senate, and a for- 
eign prince-—with power lo raise fieets fur terms 
of years, to put down the slave-trade in Africa it- 
self? Certainly not! No one that reads the Madi- 
“son Papers on this head can suppose, for an in- 
stant, that this power ever would have been grented. 
Then how is it obtained? By assuming the illimit- 
ability, as well as the supremacy of the. treaty- 
making power! by assuming that that power is as 
large here asit isin Great Britain! by assuming 
that it may absorb the legislative power—~that ii 
may transcerfd the legislative power—that it may 
do what Congress can, and what Congress cannot-— 
that it may employ arms for the suppression of 
moral evils, and send the ships and armies of the 
United States quixotting through the world to re- 
dress the wrongs of the human race. As part of 
the treaty-making power, I, for one, deny the con- 
stitutionality of this squadron engagement; and 
shall vote against the ratification of this treaty. 
As part of the legislative power, lagain deny its 
constitutionality; and shall vole against the appro- 
tiations to carry it into effect. I shall have two 
chances at the unconstitutional, dangerous, and 
improvident scheme; and shall make the best use 
of both. ' 1 will fight the appropriations annually, 
` through so many of the five years they are to con- 
tinue as I shall have to remain here. 


Butit is not so much on this floor, as in the other 
end of the Capitol, that these appropriations should 
be fought. That duty belongs especially to the im- 

. mediate Representatives of the peopie. If they 
give up.to these eighly guns, and five years, and 
this redress of moral wrongs in Africa, they give 
upeverything. The President and Senate, witha 
king.or a savage that can signa writing and call 
it a treaty, may send as many ships as they please, 
to as many countries as the please, for as many 
years as they please, and for any object that suits 
the pleasure or interest of the moment. 

I shall move to strike these articles from the 
treaty, Even if proper in themselves, (which 

they are not,) they are improperly placed in this 
treaty, and made to play an undue part in its ratifi- 
cation, The Senators from the non-slaveholding 
States can hardly be expected to vote against a trea- 
ty that contains stipulations which, in the pres- 
ent state of the abolition question, presents itself so 

_ powerfully to the sympathies of so many. It is 
presented as anindissoixble part of the treaty, in- 
volving the loss of the whole in its own loss; and 
war, horrid war, is denounced if the treaty fails. 
Of course, all the lovers of peace, be it what sort 
of peace it may, must retain thearticles, to savethe 
treaty. They acta great and undue part in assur- 
ing the ratification; and, therefore, are wrongly 

placed, even if proper in themselves. But it isa 
stipulation which is not proper in itself, but hide- 
ously and frightfully wrong. It is unconstitutional 
and impolitic, novel and dangerous. It entangles 
us ina foreign alliance for a foreign object. It 
engages usin a foreign, distant, dangerous, and 
expensive service It requires money which we 
have not to spare, and men who are wanted on our 
own frontiers. It hitches on our little navy to the 
great navy of Great Britain, andthreatens us witha 
realization of the fabled alliance of the giant. and 
he dwarf. f{ deprives us of our independence for 
five years cerfain, andlonger if the present party 
shall continue in power. If I failin my motion to 
strike out—if this stipulation is retained in the 
treaty, and ratified, and the appropriations voted 
by: the two Houses—if all this is done, 1 do not 
say, war up the Declaration of Independence! But 


.tua] surrender ef fugitive criminals. 


I dosay; Take it down; cislodge it from ‘its con- 
spicuous place on our walls; carry it away; hidejit 
in a-dark chamber; cover it with a black veil! and 
let it-hang in shame, shrouded in gloom and mourn- 
ing, until some new Jacksonian President shall Te- 
trievehis country’s disgrace, break the chains which 


bind usto England, and Jet America again be free. - 


. I proceed to the third subject.and last article in 
the treaty—the article which stipulates for the mu- 
And here 
again we. are at fault for. these same protocols. 
Not one word is found in the correspondence up- 
on this subject, the brief note excepted of- Lord 


| Ashburton of the 9th ‘of August—the day. of the 


signature of the treaty—to say that its ratification 
would require the consent of the British Parlia- 
ment, and would necessarily be delayed until the 
Parliament met. Except this note, not a word is 
found upon the subject; and this givesno light upon 
its origin, progress, and formation—nothing to 
show with whom it originated—what necessity for 
itin this advanced age of civilization, when the 
comity of nations delivers up fugitive offenders 
upon all proper occasions—and’ when explana- 
tions upon each head of offences, and each class of 
fugitives, isso indispensable to the right, under- 
standing and the safe execution of the treaty. To- 
tal and black darkness on all these points. Nor is 
any ray of light found in the President’s brief 
paragraphsin relation toit. Those paragaphs (the 
work of his Secretary, of course) are limited to the 
commendation of the article, and are insidiously 
deceptive,as I shailshow atthe proper time. It telis us 
nothing that we want to know apon the origin and 
design of the article, and how far it applies to the 
largest class of fugitive offenders from the United 
States--the slaves who escape with their masters’ 
property, or after taking his life-—into Canada and 
the British West Indies. ‘The message is as silent 
as the correspondence on all these points; and it is 
only from looking into past history, and cotempo- 
raneous circumstances, that we can search for the 
origin and design of this stipulation, so unnecessa- 
ry in the present state of international courtesy, 
and so useless, unless something unusual and ex- 
traordinary is intended. Looking into these sources, 
and we are authorized to refer the origin and de- 
sign of the stipulation to the British minister, and 
to consider it as one of the objects of the special 
mission with which we have been honored.x Be 


ate, a conference has taken place in New York between the 
British minister and the executive committee of the American 
and Forcign Anti-Slavery Society, which supplies part of the 
information wanted. ‘The following ia an extract: 

Lard Ashburtoa went iuto an explanation of ihe 10:h ar- 
tele, and mentioned several particulars of the discussion that 
took place, both on that topic and others relating to slaves. He 
said tuat it was very desirable to bave an article in the treaty to 
meet cases similar to thatof Holmes, who fled from Canada in- 
to Vermont; and the cases that would frequently arise, consid. 
ering the extent of the bordering lines, and the temptation for 
criminals to tlee across the lines, in bope of securing themselves 
from arrest and punishment. The Governor of Canada was 
anxious that deserters should be iucluded; as Lord A. learned 
that n would be putin forthe delivering up of fugitive 


With regard to the 
fackett, be did not know ali the f Sir 
H 3 . him, and be did nat believe he 
weuld do any But be had jnst enter- 
ed upon his duties, and was probabiy desirous, “t that junccere, 
of promoting good feeling with bis great neighbor. The fact 
that the.slave had taken his master’s watch, was a circumstance 
that probably went aginst him. ‘lad he only taken the horse,’ 
said Lord A., (looking at Gerrit Smith significantly, though he 
could not b: pposed ever to have read the advice of that gen- 
tieman to f e slaves,) ‘be wenld not, probably, have heen 
surrendered; for you know the horse was necessary for his es- 
nape.’ Lord Ashburton said that, in framing the 10th article 
‘great care had been taken to provide that inferior magistrates in 
Canada should have no authority to surrender fugitives, as had 
been urged by the other ; arty, and that only the Governor him- 
self could perform an act cf so great importance. Great cate 
would be takes, he ha doubt, to protect the innocent; and 
that the taking of any icle necessary to effect an escape 
would not be considered felonious. Uf, said he, the operation of 
the 10th article proves injuriove, he had no dondt the British 
Government would pat an end to it, agreeably to another pro- 
vision of the treaty, viz: ‘The 10th article shall continue jn 
force until one or the otber party shail sis 
minate it and no longer? Lord A. said i 


ify its wish to ter- 
at when t 


it, as they will adhere to the great principles they have so long 
avowed and maintained; and that the friends of the slave in 
England would be very watchful to see that no wrong practice 
took place under the 10tharticle.”* is 


Senate. 


general proposition, atrocious offenders, and espe- 
cially between neighboring nations, ought to be 
given up; but that is better done as an affair ofcon- 
sent and discretion, than under the constraints and 
embarrassments of a treaty obligation. Political 
offenders ought not- tö be’ given up; but, under the 
stern requisitions ofa treaty obligation, and the 
benefit of an ex parte accusation, political offenders 
may be given up for murder, or other crimes, real 
or pretended; and then dealt with as their Govern- 
ment pleases. Innocent persons should not be har- 
assed. with groundless accusations; and there is 
no limit to these vexations, if all emigrants. are 
placed at the mercy of malevolent informers, sub- 
jected to arrest in a new and strange land, examin- 
ed upon ex parte testimony, and sent back for trial 
if a probable case is made out against them. 

This is a subject long since considered in our 
country, and on which we have the benefit both of 
wise opinions and of some experience. Mr. Jeffer- 
son explored the whole subject when he was Secre- 
tary of State under President Washington, and 
came to the conclusion that these surrenders could 
only be made under three limitations: 1. Between 
coterminous countries, 2. For high offences. 3. A 
special provision against political offenders. ` Under 
these limitations, as far back as the year 1793, Mr. 
Jefferson proposed to Great Britain and Spain (the 
only countries with which we held coterminous do- 
minions, and only for their adjacent provinces) a 
mutual delivery of fugitive criminals. His propo- 
sition was in these words: 

“Any person having committed murder of malice prepense, 
not of the nature of treason, or forgery, within the United States 
or the Spanish provinces adjoining thereto, and fleeing from 
the justice of the couniry, shall be delivered up by the Govern- 
ment where he shall be found, to that frou which he fled, when: 
ever demanded by the same.” 

This was the proposition of that great statesman: 
and how different from those which we find in this 
treaty! Instead of being confined to coterminous 
dominions, the jurisdiction of the country is taken 
for the theatre of the crime; and that includes, on 
the part of Great Britain, possessions all over the 
world, and every ship on every sea that sails under 
her flag. Instead of being confined to two offences 
of high degree--murder and forgery—one against 
life, the other against property—this article extends 
to seven offences; some of which may be incurred 
for a shilling’s worth of property, and another of 
them without touching or injuring a human being. 
Instead of a special provision in favor of political 
offenders, the insurgent or rebel may be given up 
for murder, and then hanged and quartered for 
treason; and in the long catalogue of seven offences, 
a charge may be made, and an ex parte case estab- 
lished, against any political offender which the Brit- 
ish Government shall choose to pursue. 

To palliate this article, and render it more ac- 
ceptable to us, we are informed that it is copied 
from the 27th article of Mr. Jay’s treaty. That 
apology for it, even if exactly true, would be but a 
poor, recommendation of it to the people of the 
United States. Mr. Jay’s treaty was no favorite 
with the American people, and especially with that 
part of the people which constituted the Republican 
party. Least of all was this. 27th article a favorite 
with them. It was under that article that the fa- 
mous Jonathan Robbins, alias Thomas. Nash, was 
surrenderec-—a surrender which contributed largely 
to the defeat of Mr. Adams, and the overthrow of 
the Federal party, in. 1800. The apology would be 
poor, if true: but it happens to be not exactly true, 
The article in the Webster treaty differs widely 
from the one in Jay’s treaty~-and all for the worse. 
The imitation is far worse than the original~about 
as much worse as modern Whigery is worse than 
ancient Federalism. Here are the two articles; 
let us compare them: 


Mr. WEBSTER'S TREATY, 


Article 0. 

“Tt is agreed that the United States and her Britannic Majee- 
ty shall, upon mutual requisitions by them, or their ministers, 
officers, or authorities, respectively made, deliver up to justice 
ail persons who, beingcharged with the crime of murder, or as- 
sauli withinient to commit murder. or piracy, or arson, or 
robhery, or forgery, or the utterance af Jores papers com: 
mitted within the jurisdiction of either, shall seek an asylum, 
or shall be found, within the territories of the other: provided, 
ihat this shall only be done upon such evidence of criminality 
as, according to the laws of the place where the fugitive or person 
so charged shall be found, would justify his apprehension and 
commitment for trial, if the crime or offence had there been 
committed; and therespective judges andother magistrates 
shall have power, jurisdiction, and authority, upon com: 
plaint made under oath, to issue a warrant for the appre 
hension of the fugitive or person so charged, thal he may 
he brought before such judges. or other magistrates, respec- 
tively, to the end that the evidence of criminality may be 
heard and considered; and if, on such hearing, ihe evidence 
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be deemed sufficient to sustain the churge, it shall he the duty 
of the examining judge, or magistrate, to certify the same 
to the proper execulivé 


authority, that a warrant may issue 
‘or the surrender of such fugitive. 


The oxpense of such 
apprehension and delivery shall be borne aod defrayed: by the į 
„party who makes the requisition, and receives the fugitive.” 
Mr. Jay’s TREATY. 
Article iT. 

ugt ig further agreed that his Majesty and. the United States, 
on “mutual requisitions by. them, respectively, or by their re- 
spective ministers, OT officérs, authorized t3 make the same, 
Willdeliver upto justice all persons who, being charged with 
murder, or forgery, committed within the jurisdiction of either, 
shall seek an asylum within any of the countries of the other: 

rovided, that this shall only be done on such evidence oferim- 
inality as, according to the Jaws vf the place where the fugi 
tive or personso charged shall be found, would justify his 
apprehension and commitment for trial if the offence had there 
Been committed. The expense of such apprehension and de~ 
livery shall be borne and defrayed by those who make. the 
requisition, and receive the fugitive.” - 

These are the two articles, and the diference 
between them is great and striking. First, the 
number of offences for which delivery of the offend- | 
er ig to be made, is much greater in the present 
treaty. Mr. Jay’s article is limited to two offences 
—-marder and forgery: the two proposed by Mr. 
Jefferson; but without his qualification to exclude 
political offences, and to confine the deliveries to 
offenders from coterminous dominions. ‘The pres- 
ent treaty embraces these two, and five others; 
making seven in the whole. The five added 
offences are—assault, with intent to commit mur- 
der; piracy; robbery; arson; and the. utterance of 


forged paper. These additional five offences, 
though high in name, might be very small in de- 

ree. Assault, with intent to murder, might be 
without touching or hurting any person; for, to 
lift a weapon at a person within striking distance, 
without striking, is an assault: to level a fire-arm 
at a person within carrying distance, and without 
firing, is an assault; and the offence being in the 
intent, is difficult of proof. Mr. Jefferson excluded | 
it, and so did Jay's treaty; because the offence was 
too small and too equivocal to be made a matter of 
international arrangement. Piracy was excluded, | 
because it was absurd to speak of a pirate’s coun- | 
try. He has no country. He is kostis humani 
generis —the enemy of the human race; and is hung 
wherever he is caught. The robbery might be of | 
a shilling’s worth of bread; the arson, of burning 
a straw shed; the utterance of forged paper, might 
be the emission or passing of a counterfeit sixpence. 
‘All these were excluded from Jay’s treaty, because 
ot their possible insignificance, and the door they 
opened to abuse in harassing the innocent, and jn 
multiplying the chances for getting hold of a polit- 
ical offender for some other offence, and then 
punishing him for his polities. 

Striking as these differences are between the 
present article and that of Mr. Jay’s treaty, there 
is a still more essential difference in another part; 
and a difference which nullifies the article in its 
only material pearing in our favor. It is this: | 
Mr. Jay’s treaty referred the delivery of the tugi- 
tive to lhe executive power. This treaty intervenes 
the Judiciary, and requires two decisions from a 

judge or magistrate before the Governor ean act. 
This nullifies the treaty in all that relates lo fagi- 
tive slaves guilty cf crimes against their masters. 

In the eye of the British law, they have no master, 

and can commit no offence against such a person 

in asserting their liberly against him, even unto 
death. A slave may kill his master, if necessary 
to his escape. This is legal under British law; 
and, in the present state of abolition feeling through- 
*-out the British dominions, such killing would not 
only be considered fair, putin the highest degree 
meritorious and laudable. What chance for the 
recovery of such a slave under this treaty? Read 
it—the concluding part--after the word ‘“commit- 
ted,” andsee what is the processto be gone through, 
Complaint is lo be made lo a British judge or 
justice. The fugitive is brought before this judge 
or justice, that the evidence of the criminality may 
pe heard and considered—such evidence as would 
justify the apprehension, commitment, and trial of 
the party, if the offence had been commited there. 
If, upon this hearing, the evidence be deemed sufi- 
cient to sustain the charge, the judge or magistrate 
‘ŝis to certify the fact to the executive authority; and 
then, and not until then, the surrender can be 
made. This is the process; and in all this the 
new treaty differs from Jay’s. Under his treaty, | 
the delivery was @ ministerial act, referring itself | 
ty the authority of the Governer: under this treaty, 
it becomes a judicial act, referring itself to the dis- 
cretion of the judge, who must twice decide against 
the slave (first, in issuing the warrant; and next, 


| 


in trying it) before the Governor can order ‘the 
surrender. Twice judicial discretion interposes a 


barrier, which cannot be forced; and behind which | 


ihe slave, who has robbed or killed his master, may 
repose in safety. What evidence of criminality 
will satisfy the judge, when the act itself is no 
crime in his eyes, or under his laws,-and when all 
his sympathies are on the side ofthe slave? What 
chance would there be for the judicial surrender of 
offending slaves in the British dominions, under 
this treaty, when the provisions of our own Con- 
stitution, within the States of our own Union, in 
relation to fugitive slaves, cannot be executed? We 
all know that a judicial trial is immunity to a slave 
pursued by his owner, in many of our own States, 
Can such trials be expected to result better for the 
owner in the British dominion, where the relation 
of master and slave is not admitted, and where 
abolitionism is the policy of the Government, the 
voice of the law, and the spirit of the people? 
Killing his master in detence of his liberty, is no 
oftence in the eye of Brilish law or British people; 
and no slave will ever be given up for it. 

[Mr. Weichr here said, that counterfeiting 
American securities, or bank notes, was no of- 
fence in Canada; and the same question might 
arise there in relation to forgers.] 

Mr. Benton resumed. Better far to leave things 
as they are. Forgers are now given up in 
Canada, by Exccutive auihority, when they fly to 
that province. This is done in the spirit of good 
neighborhood; and because all honest Governments 
have an interest in suppressing crimes, and repelling 
criminals. The governor acts from a sense of pro- 
priety, and the dictates of decency and justice, 
Not so with the judge. He must go by the law; 
and when there is no law against the offence, he 
has nothing to justify him in delivering the of- 
fender. 

Conventiovs for the mutual surrender of large 
offenders, where dominions are coterminous, wight 
be proper. Limited, as proposed by Mr. Jefferson 
in 1793, and they might be beneficial in suppres- 
sion of border crimes and the preservation of order 
and justice. But extended as this is to a long list 
of offenders—unrestricted as it is in the case of 
ynurder—applying to dominions in all parts of 
the world, and to ships in every sea,-—~il can be 
noibing but the source of individual annoyance 
and national recrimination. Besides, if we sur- 
render to Great Britain, why not to Russia, Prussia, 
Austria, France, and all the countries of the world? 
if we give up the Irishman to England, why not 
the Pole to Russia, the Italian to Austria, the Ger- 
man to his prince; and so on throughout the cat- 
alogue of nations? Sir, the article isa pestiferous 
one; and as it is determinable upon notice, it will 
become the duty of the American people to elect a 
President who will give the notice, aud so put an 
end to its existence, 

Addressing itself to the natural feclisgs of the 
country, against high crimes and border otfenders, 
and in favor of political liberty, the message of the 
President communieating and recommending this 
treaty to ns, carefully presents this article as con- 
forming to our feelings in all these particulars, It 
is represented as applicable only to high crimes— 
to border offenders; and to offences not political. 
In all this, the message is disingenuous and de- 
ceptive, and calculated to ravish from. the ignorant 
and the thoughtless an applause to which the 
treaty is not entitled. Tt says: 


“The surrender to justice of persons who, hiving committed 
high crimes, seek anasylum in the territories ofa neighbor- 
ing nation, wor im tō bean act due to the cause of 
justice, and properiy belonging to the present siate of 
ion and interco The British provinces of N 
ica are separate 
eral tho 
of population on either 
passage of the boundary 

“Offenders against 
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he States of the Unien by a line of sev 
along p 


tions of this tine. the amount 
ide is quite considerable, while the 
zs always easy. 
aw onthe one side t j 
selves tothe other. Sometimes, withgreat d ty, they are 
brought to jnstice; but very ofien they wholly escape. A com 
sciousness of immanity, from the power of avoiding jnstice 
in this way, instigates the unprincipled and reckless to the com- 
mission of offences; and the peace and good neighborhood 
of the border are consequently often disturbed. 
©In the case of offenders fleeing from Canada into the United 
States, the Governors of States are often applied to for their 
surrender; aad quesiions of a very embarrassing nature arise 
bese applications. It has beent ght highly important, 
re, to provide for the whole case by a proper treaty 
The article on the subject, in the proposed tre: 
l scos as al] mankind 


sfer them- 
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the chject has } 
inal charges arising from wars or intesi 
son, misprision of treason, libels, desertion from military ser- 
vice, and other offences of a similar character, are excluded.” 


Ed 


In these phrases the message recommends the ar 
ticle to the Senate and the country; and yet nothing 
could be more fallacious and deceptive than such a 
recommendation. lt confines the surrender to bor- 
der offenders--Canadian fugitives: yet. the treaty 
extends itto all persons committing offences. under 
the “Jurisdiction” of Great §Britain—a term which 
includes all her territory throughout the world, 
and every ship or fort over which her flag 
waves, The message confines the surrender to high 
crimes: yet we have seen that the treaty includes 
crimes which may be of low degree--lew indeed! 
A hare or a partridge from a preserve; a loaf of 
bread to sustain life; a sixpenny counterfeit note 
passed; a shed burnt; a weapon lified, without stri- 
king! The message says. all political crimes, all 
treasons, misprision of treason, libels, and deser- 
tions are exeluded. The treaty shows that these 
offences are not excluded—that the limitations pro- 
posed by Mr. Jefferson are not inserted; and, con- 
sequently, under the headof murder, the insurgent, 
the rebel, and the traitor who has. shed blood, may” 
be given up; and so of other offences. When 
once surrenderéd, he may be tried for anything. 
The fate of Jonathan Robbins, alias Nash, is a 
good illustration of all this.* Fle was a British 
sailor—was guilty of mutiny, murder; and piracy 
on the frigate Hermione-—deserted to the United 
States-_was demanded by the British minister as a 
murderer under Jay’s treaty-—-given up as a murder- 
er--then tried by a court-martial on board a man-of- 
war for mutiny, murder, desertion, and piracy-— 
found guilty—executed—and his body hung im 
chains from the yard-arm of a man-of-war, And so 
it would be again. The man given up for one of- 
fence, would be tried for another; and in the num- 
ber and insignificance of the offiences for which he 
might be surrendered, there would be no difficulty 
in reaching any victim that a foreign Government 
chose to pursue. If this article had been in force 
in the time of the Irish rebellion, and Lord Edward 
Fitzgerald had escaped to the United Sta‘es, after 
wounding, as he did, several of the myrmidons who 
arrested him, he might have been demanded asa 
fugitive from justice, for the assault with intent to 
kill; and then tried for treason, and hanged and 
quartered; and such will be the operation of the ar- 
ucle if it continues, j . 

The article is improper in itself unequal in its 
operation; intended to give the British the righijof 
demanding all fugitives, or emigrants from all parts 
of her dominions, and all her ships; intended to au- 
thorizetheir arrest for desertion or political offences, 
under’ the guise of reclaiming them for crimes; 
worth nothing to us onthe two main points of fu- 
gitive slaves and forgers; and actually patting us in 
a worse condition than we were in without this 
agreement. Lord Ashburton says it cannot take 
eflect in England without an act of Parliament to 
sanction it. I have not examined the question; 
but would suppose that if an act of Parliament 
were necessary in England to give it validity, an act 
of Congress would be equally necessary bere forthe 
same purpose, In that event, the Representatives 
of the people may yel save an immense emigrant 
population from the persecutions and annoyance 
to which political offenders as well as criminals, 
and the innecent as well as the guilty, may be sub- 
jected under this renewed and aggravated edition 
of one of the worst parts of Jay’s treaty. ` 

I have done with the consideration of this article; 
and with it, [havedone with my detailed and special 
objections to the contents of the treaty, Other gen- 
eral objections I have to it, and so stated at the open- 
ing of my speech. Besides the leading general ob- 
jection, that this ireaty was nota settlement of all 
matters in dispute; that it settled what concerned 
Great Britain andthe Northern States; and was, in 
set, a virtual separate treaty with those States;— 
besides this objection, which I stated at large, there 
were other general objections which Tbarely named, 
and will now proceed to state more fully. 


> 

““jfe (President Adams) considers an offence committed on 
board a pubiic ship of-war on the hgh seas, to have been come 
mitted within the jurisdiction of ‘the nation to which the ship 
belongs. Nash is charge, it is understood, with piracy and 
murder on board the Bri frigate Ylermione, on the high 
seas, and, consequently, within the jurisdiction of his Britannic 
Majesty; and, therefore, by the 27th article of the treaty of 
amity with Great Britain, Nast: ovghtto be delivered up as re- 
quested by the British minister, provided such evidence of bia 
crim ity. be produced as, by the laws of the United States, 
or of South Carolina, (where tha fugitive was,) would justify his 
apprehension and commitment for trial. if the offence had been 
committed within the United States.” — (Mr. Pickerizig’s letter 
to the British minister, Mr. Liston, surrendering Robbins, 
alias Nash, by order of President Adams.) = 
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business. of such magnitude and variety, and one 


“who had not been approved by the Senate. for this 
“purpose. ;. The negotiations embraced the most im- 
-portant concerns, and.the most various—-some pe- 


i 


` eWliar to ‘sectional. divisions of the’ Union, as the 
boundary, to the North, the liberation and entice- 


ment of slaves; to the South; the Columbia river, 
to the West; and then to the Union in general, in 
the important questions of impressment, of search, 
and of the insult at Schlosser. Such varied and 
important interests required several commissioners 
on the part of the. United States, and they specially, 
approved by the Senate for this purpose. Never, 
inthe anna's of our history, was such a negoti- 
ation before. committed to a single hand. In all 
previous administrations, Federal or Republican, 


- where great questions were at stake, several min- 


isters ‘were appointed, and they taken from differ- 
ent-parts of the Union, and from both political par- 
ties: ‘Witness the three ministers in France ( Mar- 
shall, Pinkney, and Gerry) in Mr. J. Adams’s 
time; the two ministers to England (Mr. Rufus 
King and Mr. Monroe) in Mr. Jefferson’s time; 
the five ministers to Ghent (Messrs. J. Q. Adams, 
Bayard, Clay, Russell, and Gallatin) in Mr. Madi- 
son’s time; and numerous other instances, within 
the recollection of all. . The present occasion was 
as important as any of these; for, besides embracing 
sõ many, and such various questions, it also jn- 
volved, as we are constantly told, the great ques- 
tion of peace orwar! Ifthe British Government 
chose to confide ils interests to a single negotiator, 
that was no rule for us. It is a monarchy; and 
concentration is its principle. Weare a confeder- 
acy of Republics; and diffusion is our tendency. 
The monarchy and the monarchical Government 
is alone to be consulted in Great Britain. The 
State Governments, the political parties, the sec- 
tional divisions, are all to be considered here; and 
certainly there never was a lime when an Admin- 
istration. was more bound to defer to the States, to 
the sections, and the parties. Having no State, no 
section, and no party to support it, it was litte able 
to disregard the claims of justice, and the observ- 
ances of. propriety towards any. Tt is to no pur- 
pose fo say, I isno matter: the Senate has the con- 
trol; it can reject. ‘Mhisis idle. We know that 
treaties are confirmed; that not a single Senator 
would recommend; that various influences are 
brought to bear upon the ratification of a treaty; 
and that ratification is no test of its merits, No. 
The security is in precaution—in preventive reme- 
dies~-in taking care to secure a safe treaty before- 
haud; and not in the rejection by the Senate afler- 
wards. Jn this case, the employment of a single 
negotiator was unjastifiable. The occasion was 
great, and required several, both for safety and for 
satisfaction, Che negotiation was here. Our coun- 
try is full of able men. Two other negotiators 
might have been joined without delay, without 
trouble, and almost without expense. ‘Fhe British 
alsovhad another negotiator bere, (Mr. Fox;) a 
minister of whom l can say, without disparage- 
ment to any other, that, in the two and twenty 
years which I have sat inthis Senate, and had oc- 
casion to know the foreign ministers, I have never 
known his superior for intelligence, dignity, atten- 
tion to his business, fidelity to bis own Govern- 
ment, and decorum to ours, Why not add Mr. 
Fox to Lord Ashburton, unless to prevent an asso- 
ciate from being given to Mr. Webster? Was it 
arranged in London that the whoie negotiation 
should be between two, and that these two should 
act without a witness, and without notes or minutes 
of their conferences? Be this as it may, the effect 
is the same; and all must condemn this solitary 
business between two ministers, when the cecasion 
so imperiously demanded several. 

2. The assumption cf the Secretary negotiator 
to treat the boundaries of the republic, established 
by the war of the Revolution, as matter of bar- 
gain and sale--ol gifts and equivalenis-~in the 
hands of the negotiators. This was done, and in 
the whole extent of the boundary. In his very first 
letter to Lord Ashburton--in his brief note of the 
Lith-of June, acknowledging the receipt of his Lord- 
ship’s very first note, and in announcing his own 
authority to treat--our negotiator throws up the 
whole question of rights under the treaty of ’83, 
declares for a conventional line, and invites a nego- 
tiation upon the basis of grants and equivalents—— 
the very thing which he had condemned in the 
award, This is what. he says in his note~-hear 
him; 


1, The employment of a sole negotidtor in a 


“Lord Ashburton having been charged by the Queen’s Gov- 
‘erbment with full powers to negotiate ahd settle all matters in 
discussion between the United States and-England; and having, 
oo ] 
questiónof the Northeastern boundary of the United States, he 
vas authorized to treat for a conventional line, or line by agree- 
ment, on such terms and conditions, and with such mutual cen- 


siderations and equivalents, as might be thought jast and equi- - 


table; and that he was ready te enter upon a negotiation for 


` such. conventional lide, so soon as this Government should say 


thatit Was authorized and ready on its part to commence such 
negotiatian,--the undersigned, Secretary of State of the United 
States, has now the-honor to acquaint his:Lordship, by direc- 


is arrival'at Washington, announced that, in relation to the © 


tion of the President, that the undersigned isready, on behalf of - 


the Government of the United States, and duly authorized to 
proceed to the consideration of such conventional line, or line 
by-agreement; and will be happy to have an interview on. that 
subject, at his Lordship’s convenience.” A f 

{Mr.. Webster to Lord Ashburton, June 17. 


To this most obliging proposition—which gave 
up the whole question!—the British minister very 
naturally and. very promptly (i. ¢, on the.same 
day) returned a note of acceptance, fully accepting 
what the Secretary offered. The note is in these 
terms: ; 

“The undersigned, plenipotentiary of her Britannie Majesty 
on an extraordinary and special mission to the United States of 
America, has the honor of acknowledging, with much satisfac- 
tion, the communication received this day from Mr. Webster, 
Secretary of State of the United States, that he is ready, on be. 
half of the United States, and duly authorized, in relation to the 
question of the Northeastern boundary of the United States, to 
proceed to the consideration of a conventional line, or line by 
agreement, on such terms and conditions, and with such mu- 
tual considerations and equivalents, as might be thought just 
and eqnitable. And, inreply to Mr. Webster's invitation to the 
undersigned to fix some time for their first conference npon 
this subjecl, he begs to propose to call on Mr. Webster, at the 
Departmentof State, to-morrow, at 120’clock, for this purpose, 
should that time be perfectly convenient to Mr. Webster.” 

{Lord Ashburton io Mr. Webster, June 17. 


Flere is acceptance, quick and cordial, with a 
time and place named for the first conference, 
The Secretary agrees to the time and place men- 
tioned; and immediately, (to wit: on the same afore- 
said 17th day of June,) writes back tothe British 
minister as follows: 

“ The Secretary of State will have great pleasure in secing 
oe at twelve o’clock to-morrow, as proposed by 

This was rapid work, and long will this day— 
rus E‘aipay, June 17, 1842—be remembered and 
noted in the annak of this confederacy. In the 
Roman calendar, it would have had a place 
among their unlucky days. Its memory would 
have been perpetuated by a black monument; and 
most appropriate it will be for us to mark all the 
new boundaries of Maine with black stones, and 
veil with black the statue of the god Terminus, 
degraded from the mountain which overlooked 
Quebec, tothe humble valley which grows po- 
tatoes, 


Let us mark this black Friday. On that day, a 
question of national boundaries was settled !—and 
settled by giving it up!—and given up before the first 
conference! A conventional boundary was agreed 
to, in violation ofthe Senate’s decision in the case 
of the awarded line, and in ecntradiction to the 
negotiator’s recorded principles on that occasion. 
The King of the Netherlands awarded a convens 
tional line: it was rejected, because it was conven- 
tional; and now two conventional lines—the same, 
and another far worse—are agrecd upon; and 
agreed upon before the first conference, and by 
the negotiator who was potential in preventing 
President Jackson from accepting the first. The 
new boundaries thus agreed upon must be, and 
ought to be, repugnant and humiliating to the 
American feeling. But humiliation and repag- 
nance are not all; danger. and mischief follow in 
the rear. Five hundred miles of first-rate smug- 
gling ground is added to the 1,500 miles of northern 
smuggling boundary which we already possessed. 
Passamaquoddy bay is converted into a great 
naval station, for the scourge of our coasts in time 
to come by British steamers. Halifax-and Quebec 
are united, and a new military frontier created. in 
which Great Britain exults and Maine mourns. 


3. The omission to keep protocols; and the 
mystery and doubt which hang over the origin 
and progress of the different propositions, and the 
degrees by which they ripened into their ultimate 
form. This neglect, or omission, as we have 
already seen, was total and invariable. It pervaded 
every part of the negotiation; and the correspond- 
ence which has been communicated to us—incom- 
plete as it is, in leaving wholly unmentioned several 
subjects of the negotiation—has all the air of an 
after performance—the air of an arranged corres: 
pondence to justify foregone conclusions, All the 
main work seems to have been done tele-&-Léte, 


_ without a witness to hear it, 


- every thing to be given. 


or pen lo note it. 
Never, since diplomacy began, and the art of 
writing was invented, was a negotiation of such 
moment, or of any moment, so tracklessly con- 
ducted! At the same time, the occasion was one 
which required ample minutes to be taken, a 
faithful record 10 be kept, and explanations of 
Sole. negotiator—im- 
mense interests— various’ questions—half of them 
pretermitted, the others sacrificed, Surely such 
things required protocols—many protocols; yet we 
have not one;and the justificatory message drawn 
up for the President, and signed by. him without 
a verification of facts, isreplete with unfounded sug- 
gestions and insidious recommendations, only cal- 
culated to impose onthe ignorant. I present this 
omission to keep minutes of the conferences as a 
fatal objection to the treaty, and a departure from 
propriety not ta be tolerated. We havea right to 
see the progress of a negotiation, and this is the 
first instance in which that right has been violated, 

4, The assumption of the American negotiator 
to act for the British negotiator, in presenting the 
British proposition for the Maine boundary as the 
American. proposition; and the unjustifiable and 
unfounded arguments with which he pressed that 
proposition upon the Maine commissioners, until 
he extorted from them a reluctant, painful, con- 
ditional acquiescence, which was immediately 
treated as an absolute consent. This is a most 
serious objection, and requires to be proved as soon 
as stated. So, here is the proof: 

“GENTLEMEN: You have had an opportunity of reading 
Lord Ashburton’s note to meof the Lith July. Since that date, 
1 have had full and frequent.conferences with him respecting 
the Eastern boundary, and believe I understand what is practi» 
cable to be done on that subject, so faras he is concerned. In 
these conferences, he has made no positive or binding proposi- 
tion; though, perhaps, it would be more desirable, under pres- 
ent circumstances, that such proposition should proceed from 
the United States. Ihave reason to believe, however, that 
he would agree to a line of boundary between the United States 
and the British provinces of Canada and New: Brunswick 
such us is described in a paper accompanying this, (marked 
B,) and identified by my signature. x 

“The line suggested, with the compensations and equiva- 
lents which have been stated, isnow submitted for your cons 
sideration. Thatit is all which might have been hoped for, 
looking to the strength ofthe American claim, can hardly be 
said, But, asthe settlement of a controversy of such duration 
isa maiter of high importance; as equivalents of undoubted 
value are offered; as longer postponement and delay would lead 
to further inconvenience, and to the incurring of further exs 
penses; and as no better occasion, or perhaps any other oc. 
casion, for settling the boundary by agreement, and on the 
principles of equivalents, is ever likely to present ilself, the 
Governmentof the United States hopes thai thecommisston- 
ers of the two States will find it to be consistent with their 
duty to assent to the line proposed, and to the terme and 
conditions atlending the proposition. 

“The President. has felt the deepest anxiety for an amicable 
settlement of the question in a manner honorable to the coun: 
try, and such as should preserve the rights and interesis of the 
States concerned. From the moment of the announcement of 
Lord Ashburton’s mission, he has sedulously endeavored to 
pursue a course the most respectful tawards the States, and 
the most useful to their interests, as well as the most becom. 
ing to the character and dignity of the Government. He will 
be happy if the result shall te such as shall satisfy Maine and 
Massachusetts, as well as the rest of thegountry. With these 
sentiments on the part of the President, and with the convic. 
tion that no more advantageous arrangement can be made, 
this subject is now referred to the grave deliberation of the 
commissioners.” —Mr, Webster to the Muine commissioners 
July 15. i 

This extract shows, in express terms, that the 
American Secretary of State presented the British 
proposition for the Maine boundary; that he not 
only presents it, but brings both the British and 
American Governments to bear. upon Maine, to 
coerce her submission. The paper marked B, 
identified by the Secretary’s signatu re, is evidently. 
from the British legation; and is the precise wri- 
ting, word for word, which uow constitutes the first 
article of the treaty. The American Government 
is made to express its desire for the acceptance of 
the boundary designated in that paper; and then a 

train of the most extraordinary argument is ade 
dressed to Maine, in which the Secretary evidently 
speaks for Great Britain. First, he speaks of the 
equivalents which Maine is to receive, and declares 
mm. to pe ua ndouhied value. What are they? 
i e ha i of $300,000 for the two conventional 
lines and the two territorial losses! when Presi- 

ent Jackson haq proposed a million and a quarter 
of dollars (one million of acres of good land in 
Michigan) as a compensation to Maine for one of 
these lines and one of these losses only; and that 
offer had been. spurned by the present negotiator. 
He now adds 110 miles of new boundary, and 
572,000 acres of new territorial loss; reduces the 
equivalent from $1,250,000 to $150,000, and then 
presses it upon Maine as an equivalent of undoubte 
ed value, And this is all she gets; for the navis 


eee cavern etre ret ORR: 


gation of ihe St: John, due to Maine under the laws 
of nations; is balanced by navigation conferred, ‘as 
well as received: The Secretary then goes‘on to 
threatén Maine with war, if she does not submit 
to his British proposition. He Warns her that no 
better occasion—no other oceasion—for .SET- 
LING the boundary by AGREEMENT, and 
for EQUIVALENTS, is ever likely to happen; 
he tells her that no ARRANGEMENT more AD- 
VANTAGEOUS can be made; and then submits 
the ‘proposition, as a unit, without alteration or 
amendment, to the GRAVE DELIBERATION of 
the commissioners. Now, my first objection toall 
this, is a threat of war to coerce Maine; for what 
else can be understood from this last chance for set- 
tling by agreement, and for equivalents, and that no 
better arrangement can be had? What is this but 
saying to Maine, that if you do not accept this set- 
tlement of the. boundary, it will be settled*without 
agreement, and without equivalents, and ina more 
disadvantageous manner?—that is to say, it will be 
settled by war, and you will be flogged into sub- 
mission. Thisisthe plain import of the Secretary’s 


language; and here we have the root and origin of 


that Walpole cry of war—that craven cry—which 
has been made to resound through the land. The 
same threat which was made to Maine, is made to 
us; and, like her commissioners, we are desired 
to take the proposition into our grave deliberation. 
The next objection I have to this threat is, that it 
js false; for, we all know that Great Britain not 
only agreed to better terms than these for us, but 
demanded them; and made it matter of remon- 
strance that we refused them. I speak of the King 
of the Netherlands’ award. ‘Vhat award was 
infinitely better for us; and it was not only ac- 
cepted by the British, bui insisted upon; and 
jts non-execution on onr part was made asub- 
ject of remonstrance and complaint against us. 
‘After this, can any one believe that the ‘“peace- 
mission” was sent out to make war upon us if 
we did not yield up near double as much as she 
then demanded? No, sit! there is no truth in this 
ery of war. Itis only a phantom conjured up fur 
the occasion. FromJackson and Van Buren the 
British would gady have accepted the awarded 
boundary: the Federalists. prevented it, and even 
refused a new negotiation, Now, the same Fed- 
eralists have yielded double as much, and are 
thanking God that the British condescend to ac- 
cept it, Such is Federalism: and the British well 
knew their time, and their men, when they se- 
lected the present moment to send their special 
mission; to double their demands; and tp use argu- 
mentssuccessfully, which would have been indig- 
nantly repelled when a Jackson or a Van Buren 
was at the head of the Government—or, rather, 
would never have been used to such - Presidents. 
The conduct of our Secretary-negotiator is inex- 
plicable. Fle rejects the award, because it dismem- 
bers Maine; votes against new negotiations with 
England; and announces himself ready to shoulder 
a musket and march to the highland bound- 
ary, and there fight bis death for it. This was 
under Jackson’s administration. He now becomes 
negotiator himself; gives up the highland bound- 
ary in the first note; gives up all that was award- 
ed by the King of the Netherlands; gives up 110 
miles on this side of that award; gives up the 
mountain barrier which covered Maine, and com- 
manded. the Halifax road to Quebec; gives $500,000 
for Rouse’s Point, which the King of the Nether- 
lands gave us for nothing; 
the British minister in presenting the new bound- 
ary to the Maine commissioners; and crowns all 


becomes the agent of : 


this inexplicable conduct by keeping no record of | 


his proceedings, and using threats and menaces 
which no English gentleman would have used, and 
which were as false in fact as they were insolent 
in spirit. l] say this conduct is inexplicabie! I 
shall publish what I say, and defy the Secretary 
and his friends to explain this conduct. 


This is sufficient to prove my assertion that the 
American negotiator became the champion of the 
British Government; that he offered the British 
proposition as the American proposition; that he 
brought both Governmentsto bear upon Maine, inor- 
derto force her toaccept tt; and that he used argu- 
ments to accomplish his purpose, which were un- 
justifiable and untrue. The proof in bis own jetter 
is-sufficient; but the answer of the Maine commis- 
sioners seals ii; and here is that answer: 

‘phe undersigned, commissioners ofthe State of Maine on 
the subject of the Northeastern boundary, have the honor to 
acknowledge the receipt of your note, addressed to them under 


: States, with the assen! 


“The British Treaty —Mr. Benton. 


date ofthe 15th instant, with enclosures therein referred to. 


“Phe proposition first ‘submitted by the special. minister -of 


Great Britain, on the subject of the boundary, having be n dis- 
agreed to; and the proposition made on the part of the United 
ofthe commissioners of Maine and Mas- 
sachusetis, having been rejected as jnadmissible, coupled with 
an-expression of surprise that itshould-have been made; and 
Lord Ashburton, in the same communication, having intimated 
a preference for conference. rather than correspondence, and 
having omitted in hisnote to make any new proposition, except 
a.qualified withdrawal ofa part of his former one; we learn 


„from your note Ihas you ‘have had fulland fiequent confer- 


ences with. him respecting the Northeastern boundary,’ and 
that you ‘believe you unde rstand whatis practicable to be done 
on that subject, so far ashe (lord Ashburton) is concerned.’ 
We also Jeara that ‘in these conferences be has made no posi- 
tive or binding proposition; thinking, perhaps, it would be 
more desirable, under present circumstances, that such a prop- 
osition should proceed from the side of the United States)? but 
that you have reason ta believe that he would agree to a line of 
boundary such asis described in the paper accompanying your 
note, (marked B;) and, also, that you entertain the conviction 
‘that no more advantageous arrangement can be made;’ and, 
with this conviction, y the subject to the grave deliber- 
ation of the commissioners, 

“Regarding thisas substantially apropasition on thepartofthe 
United States, with the knowledge and assent of Great Britain, 
and as the one most favorable to us which, under any circum- 
stances, the latter Government would either ofr or accept, the 
undersigned have not failed to bestow upon it the grave deliber- 
ation and consideration which its nature-and importance, and 
their ever responsible position, demand. . : 
- a . 


. 


S, 


“Weare now given to understand thatthe Executive of the 
United States, representing the sovereignty of the Union, as: 
sentsto the proposal, and that this department of the Governo- 
ment at least is anvious for itsacceptance, as, In its view, mest 
expedient for the general geod, 

Cene commissioners of Massachusetts have already given 
their assent, on behalf of ibai Commonwealth, 

* x + + 


* 


“Considering, then, this proposition as involving the surren- 
der of more territory than the avowed 6 of Eugland re- 
quire; asremoving onr landmarks frem the well-known and 
wollde fined Kovndary ofthe treaty of 1783,on the crest of the 
highlands, -besides insisting upon the line of the arbirer in its 
full extent, we feel bond io say, afer the most careful con- 
si feration, that we cannot bring our minds ro the conviciien 
that the proposal is such as Maine had a vightto expect. 

? : * ` * 


(We are pow called upon to consider the final proposition, 
made byor through the Government of the United States, for 
our cunsideration and accepiance, The tine indicated may be 
shortly defined as the tine recommended by the King of the 
Netherlands, and en addition thereto of astrip of land at the 
pase of (he highlands running to the source of the southwest 
branch of the St.John. Theexamination and consideration of 
all ether lines, which might better meet our views and objects, 
have been bein og by the declaration, and other plenary ev- 
idence we have, that the line specified in your communication 
isthe most advantageous that can be offered to us; and that no 
one of less extent—or yielding, in fact, less to the ather party 
can be deemed sdmissible, Weare, therefore, brought i0 the 
single and simple consideration of the question whether we can, 
con-istently wih our Views of our duty tothe State we represen’, 
accept the propasiden submitted by youre Maine Com- 
missioners to Mr, Webster, July 22. 

5. The mixing up of incongruous matter in 
the treaty, and presenting the whole as a unit, to 
be ratified in toto, under penalty of Joss of the 
whole, and warif any part of it was rejected. This 
is a serious objection to the treaty. Incongruiti 
are notto be pùt into laws, whether they be the 
supreme or the subordinate law. The African 
alliance for five years, is an incongruity in a 
British treaty of permanent boundaries. The only 
reason for putting this temporary convention into a 
permanent treaty; is the very reason which should 
prevent its being pui there; it is to fetter the Sen- 
ate—to embarrass and coerce them—to make one 
part of the treaty carry another. į shall move 
to strike ont this alliar rticle, as well for incon- 
gruity, as for its unconstitutionality, inexpediency, 
and gross impolicy. 

6. The irregular manner in which the ratifica- 
tion of this treaty has been sought, by consultations 
with individual members, before it-was submitted 
tothe Senate. Here] tread upon delicate grennd; 
and if Iam wrong, this is the time and the place 
to correct me. I speak in the bearing cf those who 
must know whether am mistaken. Lhave reason 
to believe that the treaty has been privately s 
milted to Senators—their opinions. obtai 
judgment of the body forestalied; and t 
here for the forms of ratification. [One 


Senator 
senacor 
said he had not been consulted.] Mr. B. in con- 


tinnation: Certainly not, as the Senator 
and so of any other gentleman who will say the 
same. I interrogate no one. I have no right to 
interrogate any one. I do not pretend tosay that all 
were consulted; that would have been unnecessary; 
and besides, know I was not consulted myself; 
and I know mavy others who were not. All that 
is, that I have reason to think that 
en ratified out of doors! and tha 
g regularity, and hespeaks an undue 
icitude for it on the partof-its authors, arising 


SAYS SO; 


sol 


| from a conscionsness of its indefensible character. 


4. The want of instructions from. the President 


" Senate. 


I 


language, 


-must order what. is done. 


to guide this negotiation. - This isa glaring. objec- 

tion to the treaty. By the theory of our Govern- 

ment, the President is the head of the Executive 

Department, and must treat through his agents and 

ministers, with foreign powers. He musttell them 

what to do, and should tell that in, unequivocal 
that there may be no mistake about it. 
He must command and direct the negotiation; he: 
This is the theory of . 
our Government, and this has been its practice, 

from the beginning of Washington’sto the end of 
Mr. Van Buren’s administration, and never was 

it more necessary than now. Being but one ne- 

gotiator, and he not approved bythe Senate for that 

purpose, and being from an interested State, it was 

ihe bounden duty of the President to have guided 
and directed everything. He is the head of the 

Union, and should have atiended to the interest of 
the whole Union; on the contrary, he abandons 

everything to his Secretary,* and_this Secretary 
takes care of one section of the Union, and. of 
his own State, and of Great Britain; and leaves 
the other two sections of the Union out of the. 
treaty. The Northern States, coterminous with 

Canada, get their boundaries adjusted; Massachu- 

setts geis money, which her sister States are to 

pay; and Great Britain takes two slices and all 

her military frontiers from the State of Maine! 

thethe S.and W. States are leftasthey were !~~thena- 
tural result of a negotiation committed, without in- 
structions, to a single negotiator; and that nego- 
tiator the man who declared he would not vote 

the money for defence which President Jackson 

required, cven if the enemy was hattéring at the 

doors of the Capitol! and whose subserviency to 

British interests, has so often and so deplorably 
been manifested. 

8. The fear of war. This Walpole argument 
is heavily pressed upon us, and we are constantly 
told that the alternatives lie between this treaty— 
the whole of it, just as it is—or war!. This isade- 
grading argument, if true; and infamous if false! 
and false jt is: and more than that, it is as shame- 
Jess as it is unfounded! What! the peace mission 
cometo make war! Itisnosuchthing. It comes 
totake advantage of our deplorable condition—to 
take what it pleases, and to repulse the rest. Great 
Britain is inno condition to goto war with us, 
and every child knows it. But I do not limit my- 
self to argument, and general considerations, to dis- 
prove this war argument. ` F refer tothe fact which 
stamps it with untruth, Look to the notes of Sir 
Charles Vaughan and Mr, Bankhead, demanding 
the execution of the award, and declaring that 
its execution would remove every impediment to 
the harmony of the two countries. After that, 
and while holding these authentic declara- 
tions in our hands, are we to be told that 
the peace raission requires more than the award? 
requires one hundred and ten miles more of 
boundary? requires $500,000 for Rouse’s, Point, 
which the award gave us without money? requires 
anaval and diplomatic alliance, which she dared not 
mention in the time of Jackson or Van Buren? re- 
quires the surrender of “rebels” under the name of 
criminals? and puts the South and West at de- 
fiance, while conciliating the non-slaveholding 
States? and gives us war, if we do not consent to 
all this degradation, insuit, and outrage? Are we 
to be told this? No,sir,no! There is no danger 
of war; but this treaty will make a war, if it is 
ratified: It gives upall our advantages; leaves us 
with great questions unsett'ed; increases the auda- 
city of the British; weakens and degrades us; and 
leaves us no alternative but war to save the Coi 
lumbia, to prevent impressment, to resist search, 
io repel Schlosser invasions, and to avoid a San 
Domingo insurrection in the South, excited from 
London, from Canada, and from Nassau. 

9. I conclade this head of general objections with 
the notice of an exhibition on this floor, preceded 
by private and impressive revelations to Senators 
without, which the honor of the contrivers would 


*This has since been publicly declared by Mr.. Webster at 
Boston, The edition of his spcech, revised and corrected by 
himself; says: ý 

“I never can forget ihe frankness and generosity with which, 
after auinterchange—a free and liberal interchange—he (the 
President) finally said to me, thai the business was tn my 
hands: that upon my shoulders rested the responsibility; 
und on my decision depended the conclusion of the negotii 
tion”? : Á 

This declaration, so authentically mada at Baston, has since 
heen contradicted by its auctor at New York; but the papera 
communicated tothe Senate show that the Boston statement 
was correct, and that the whole business was in the hands:of the 
Secretary. i i 


+3 daylight. 
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IX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE: 


Senate. 


; Fequireto be kept where they attempted to place it— 
in‘the depths of everlasting oblivion; but-which the 
honor ofthe Senate requires to be exposed to broad 

The Secretary of State has sent us, un- 

derthe most awful injunctions of secrecy, certain 

letters from Mr. Jared Sparks, in. Paris, covering a 

certain disinterred map,. marked with certain red 

Jines, said to be drawn by. Dr. Franklin when 

minister in France, and by which the highlands 

which divide the Penobscot waters from the. St. 


John are shown to bè the boundary between the Uni- | 
ted States and Great Britain, instead ofthe high-. | 


lands which divide the waters-of the St. Lawrence 
{tom those, of the Atlantic ocean. The chairman 
of the Committee on Foreign Relations, by his po- 
sition, was made the interpreter of the Secretary 
on-this oceasion, He unfolded the whole to us, 
“with all the invocations to secrecy and to despatch 
in* our work, which the Secretary had impetraied 
of him; and, as a reason. for this despatch and se- 


crecy, he read us a paragraph in Lord Ashbur- < 


ton’s Jetter of the 11th of July, trom which it was 
to be dreaded that his Lordship and the British, if 
not forestalled by a prompt ratification of the treaty, 
‘might find out our secret, refuse the ratification 
themselves, and seize-on all Maine down to the Pe- 
nobseot. Atthe moment that the chairman of the 
Foreign Relations commiitee was making these rev- 
elations and adjurations, struck by the strangeness 
ol the scene, I demanded of him whether these 
communications came from the President? He 
answered, No; from the Secretary of Siate. I then 
declared that they were not covered by the 
rules of confidential intercourse between the Presi- 
dent and Senate, and not entitled to secrecy; and 
the less so, because they had already been shown to 
many Senators out of doors, And, in the same 
instant, I treated the whole communication as a 
most unworthy contrivance—a frand npon the Brit- 
ish, if it was true; with a request to the Senate to be- 
come party to the fraud: an insult to the Senate if 
they were false; andthe more so, if they had al- 
ready been shown to Lord Ashburion, as they seem- 
ed to have been: and, in any event, a disgrace to 
iis contrivers, Atthe same instant, I showed the 
bundle of old maps, collected and preserved by Mr. 
Jefferson, and belonging to the Congress Library, 
in which this very line was laid down in the same 
red color, while the traeone was marked with dots, 
in a French map made in Paiis, and dedicated and 
presentedto Dr, Franklin in the year 1784. All 
this T did upon ‘the instant—in the flash of the mo- 
ment—with the hot feeling of indignation upon me 
-and without intending offence to the Senator 
from Virginia, the chairman of the Committee of 
Foreign Relations, whose position had made him 
the organ of the Secretary on this humiliating oc- 
casion, 

Ido not go into the fall defence of Dr. Franklin, 
whose very ghost seems to have been made to play 
a part to ravish from our astounded senses the in- 
stant ratification of this treaty, I do not undertake 
to defend him from the resulting implications of 
these strange communications; and, to show that his 
geography could not have mistaken the highlands 
between the Penobscot and the St. John, for the 
highlands between the St. Lawrence and the At- 
lantie—his astronomy could not have mistaken the 
south side of Nova Scotia for the northwest corner 
of that._province--and that his geometry coukl not 
have substituted a crooked line, ranning zig-zag 
west fromthe head of the St. Croix, fora 
line running from the bead of that river due north 
tothe intersection of the ridge between the Atlantic 
and the St. Lawrence. I do not go into this de- 
fence», nor expose the attempt to stulify Dr. Frank- 
lin, inorder to screen onr present negotiator from 
responsibility for his enormous sacrifices, That 
task bas been assumed by the natnral defender of 
Dr. Franklin on this floor—the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi, who has married his descendant, [Mr. 
Watxer,]—and who will do justice tothe illustri- 
ous dead, I limit myself to showing a couple of 
maps—one of which shows the same fine attributed 
to Dr. Franklin, in red coloring, and the true one 
ia dots; the other shows the true boundary of the 
United States, marked by Mr. Jefferson, And, first, 
E will explain how I came to the knowledge of 
these maps, and chanced to have them on my ta- 
ble at such an appropriate moment. 

The way of it is this: I made it my business 
to go and see Mr. Jefferson before he died; and in 
the course of a long winter evening, in which I 
contrived lo make him do all the talking, he said 
to mie many things which I have endeavored to re- 
member, and to act-upon as occasion presented, 


| 


Among’ other things, he-told me that when he was 
minister in Paris he had endeavored to make him- 
self master of everything that related to the New 
World, and especially to our own part of i; and 
for that purpose was accustomed to spend his leis- 
ure evenings in. ‘the booksellers’ shops, searching 
out for every publication that related to the United 
States. andthe two Americas. Hetoldme of many 
rare books, and in various. languages, which he 
had collected, and of a mass of maps and charts 
which he had bound up; and that all his collection 
had gone to the United States with the sale of his 
library, and were in the library of Congress. I 
have often availed myself of this information to 
trace questions—historical, political, geographical— 
through: his ample volumes; and had often looked 
over his collection of maps, venerable for their 
age and for ‘the hand that collected them. This 
morning, when we locked our doors on this treaty, 
Isent a note to our Librarian, with a request to 
send me the Jefferson maps; and was actually look- 
ing over the collection at the time, and tracing the 
well-marked Northern boundary upon it, at the in- 
stani that the chairman of the Committee of Foreign 
Relations was revealing to us the unexpected dis- 
coveries of Mr. Jared Sparks. It struck me as 
very strange that Mr. Sparks should have discov- 
ered in Paris, in 1842, documents of such antiqnity 
and of such moment in relation to our own country, 
and as coming from Dr. Franklin when Mr. Jef- 
ferson, who was cotemporary with the paper, the 
successor of Dr. Franklin, for so many years in 
Paris, and gave upso much ofhis time and thoughts 
to these researches;—it struck me as very strange 
that all this should happen; and immediately be- 
gan to turn overthe leaves of the mapin my hand, 
io seeif it was in his collection. immediately I 
fell upon the same red line ina map made in Paris, 
in 1754, and dedicated and presented to Dr. Frank. 
lio; which map I instantly showed to the Senate, 
and had placed on the Secretary’s table for the in- 
spection ofall the Senators, Its title is in these 
words: 

“Carte des Elats Unis de V Amërique, suivant le 
traué de paix de 1733. Dediée et présentée & Son 
Excellence Mr. Bunsamin FRANKIN, ministre des 
BElats Unis de VAmérique prés la cour de France; 
ancien Président dela Convention de Pensilvanie, et 
de la Société Philosophique de Philadelphie, g-¢., §c. 
Par son trés humble et très obeisant serviteur, 
Larrre, 1784; avcc privilège du Roi.-- Paris.” 

Here is the map, which presents the same line, 
and in the same color, with the one which Mr, 
Sparks has discovered; and with it is the true line, 
in dots, running up tothe northwest corner of Nova 
Scotia. J. was no secretin Mr. Jeflerson’s time, as 
its position now proves. It was of no weight in the 
determination of the boundary, as Mr. Jefferson’s 
own map shows, made also in the year 1784, giving 
us all up to the northwest corner of Nova Sco- 
lia, and all the commanding islands which we 
have since lost by diplomacy—Campo-bello, Grand 
Menan, Bois-blanc, and the grand trading route be- 
tween Lake Superior and the Lake of the Woods; 
and it was of no weight in Mr. Jefferson’s mind 
in any way, as his correspondence on the vari- 
ous attempts to settle the Northeastern bound- 
ary constantly showed. But Tleave all this to the 
Senator from Mississippi, (Mv. Wanrer,} who has 
already done good execution upon Mr. Sparks’s 
revelation. I limit myself to the production of the 
maps, one of which shows that Mr. Sparks’s secret 
is no secret; and the other of which shows us the 
true boundaries of the Uniied States, as seitled by 
the treaty of Independence, and before diplomacy 
had mystified and’ mutilated it, and which give us 
the commanding route through the long lakes west 
of Lake Superior; the Bois-blane island, which 
commands the Detroit river; the islands of Campo- 
bello and Grand Menan, which command the Bay 
of Fundy; and the lofiy mountain which covered 
Maine, and commanded Quebec; all of which 
British diplomacy has taken from us. 

F turn to the device of our Secretary negotiator, 
and his attempt to ravish a ratification from us by 
means of this raw head and bloody bones, and his 
aitempt to impose, as a secretupon the Senate, what 
was evidently known to Lord Ashburton. Taken 
in any way, and it is a most disreputable contri- 
vance, If Dr. Franklin’s pretended marks are the 
true lines, and we have found a piece of evidence 
which defeats our claim to one-third of Maine, then 
honor requires us to show it to the British; if, on the 
other hand, these marks are the same with those on 
the map I produce, and are of no value, then the 
Senate has been bamboozled; and, in either event, 


—— 
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the- secrecy demanded of us has not been required 
of Lord Ashburton, who shows very clearly that he 
has scented the existence of Mr. Sparks’s discov- 


_eries! ` The Senator from Virginia, [Mr. Rives,] 


chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
read a paragraph from his Lordship’s letter of the 
ilih of July, to show the danger we were in of 
losing. more than the treaty gave (by the British 
finding out our secret) if we did not immediately 
ratify it. . I read the same, for the purpose of show- 
ing that the British minister knew our secret before 
we knew it ourselves! This is his paragraph: 


“My inspection of these maps, and my examination of the 
documents, lead me to a very strong conviction that the. high- 
lands contemplated by the negotiators of the treaty were the 
only highlands then known to them at the head of the Pezod- 
scol, Kennebec, and the rivers west of the St. Croix; and that 
they did not precisely know how the north line from the St. 
Croix would strike thems; and, if it were not my wish to shorten 
this discussion, { believe a very good argument might be drawn 
from the words of the treaty In proof of this. In the negotia- 
tions with Mr, Livingston, and afterward wich Mr. McLane, this 
view seemed to prevail; and, as you are aware, there were 
proposals to search for these highlands to the west, where 
alone 1 believe they will be found to answer perfectly the de- 
scription ofthe treaty. If Ihis question should unfortunately 
go toa further reference, Ishould by no means despair of 
finding some confirmation of this view of the case.” 


Tiere we have the new discovered line shadowed 
forth for us, along the heads of the Penobscot and 
the Kennebec, and west of the St. Croix, as marked 
in the secret map from Paris, and the public one 
from our library, with the expression of the opin- 
ion that it will answer perfectly the description of 
the treaty; with the significant declaration that his 
Lordship will not despair of finding some confirma« 
tion of his opinion, if the question goes to further 
reference. I submit this paragraph as evidence 
that his Lordship had already found Mr. Sparks’s 
discoveries, and placed as little value upon them 
as Ido, and has only given these hints to assist at 
the ratification of the treaty. After this, what are 
we to think of the private exhibitions of this Paris 
discovery to Senators, before it was given to the 
Senate? What must we think of the invocations 
to secrecy with which it was communicated to us? 
What must we think of such a mode of operating 
upon the Senate? And, above all, what must we 
think of the treaty which, in the opinion of its ne- 
gotiator, requires a resort to such. contrivances te 
procure its ratification? 


T have finished a view of this treaty, for 
and will net recapitulate anything, f find the treaty objection. 
able in every pointof view, for what: it contains—for whatit 
omits—for the manner of making it—and the manner of seeking 
its ratification* Applause igbestowed upon it Thatis a matter 
of course with ai! things done by any Government. But, to any 
one who knows the exertions made by the British Government 
to procure our assent to the award, itmust be known. that such 
a trealy as this might have been made on any day by mail 
Such a paper as thai marked B, and identified by the signature 
of our Secretary, and by him communicated to the Maine coms 
missioners.—such a paper as that, transmitted by mail to Lon. 
don, would have had iis response by return mail, accepting it 
in toto, and seuding us as much money into the bargain, if we 
had asked it, as would have paid our new public debt man , 
limes over. The cry of waris raised. if the treaty is notratt- 
fied. The British were not going to war, because we would not 
give them double as much they were anxious to receive un 
d-rthe award. That much they intended to have, ifit could be 
got; and for that they intended to bully up to the point of holding 
thelighted maich over the loaden and prim ether 


i ed cannon. Whet 
they touchedthe match, would depend upon our cate 


the war Ccuntenance of our Government. This 
the Senator from Maine {looking at Mr. Witwel 
no specches when such brave ones were uttered un this floor; 
but I constantly told him that Maine wab in danger! and ifany- 
thing saved her, it would be the war countenance of the 
American Government. [Mr, WILLIAMS nodded assent 
Unhappily, they have found a time when our Government hee 
no war countenance to show! when a peace embassy has bean 
sufficient to frighten our administration out of doubieas mu sh 
as the British asked in Jacksows and Van Buren’s time! The 
refusal to make this treaty would have bronaht no wary its r te 
fication will bring warin the ran of time, Pher: are unsettle d 
subjects, which cannot be settled with honor or safety after th 
seateating or (pis treaty. Contempt is now our portion from 
he Beitish. Tier present sı l increase he city 
The Columbia will be ered hers; man ai 
be revived when it sı 3 liberation of slaves in Canada and 
the West Indies wil! go on; the affair af Schlosser will be re- 
peated as often as it pleases the colonial au:horities, The four 
deferred subjects are uow incapable of being settled, exce to 
terms to whith war—the most eya d war—will be re- 
ferable. I lonk upon the ratification of t treaty as a calam 
ity to the country; still Tam not insensible to the embarras: : 
ment of Senators who yield it a relustant assent, They ex eee 
nothing better, Afterthe mannerin which our claim has teen 


what it contains, 


RA 


weakened, and the British s'rensthened, by the 

; £ ngt condu: 
Secretary—by his surrender of 110 miles on this side the 
awarded Ine—by his $500.00 for Rouse’s Points and abac O9 


by his arraying the authority of Dr. Franklin agaiast seats a 
whole extent of the British claim down to the Penobsco ue 
after this, they expect nothing benter than we have got, a qa 
ready to close a bad harenin for fear it become worse. w Pra 
yield reluctantly; and every patriot hosom in Maine and Mee 
sachuselts Must now repeat the rejection of the award, ang 

t, has made a treaty sg 

3 


hold the man to account wao, rejecting i 
much worse, 


; Augusty 1842. 
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Senate, 


L proceed tothe omitted subjects; and here the ob- 
jections to the treaty are fully as great for what it 
ontits as for what. it contains, The special mission 
came gloriously heralded as a mission of peace— 

_ to settle everything; and to give a new point of de- 
parture to the inhabitants of two great countries in 
the: walks of social, commercial, and.political in- 
tereourse.. It has only settled part; leaving four 
subjects out of seven to be pursued at London, with 
vastly diminished. prospects of success, and -pro- 
ducing all the effect.of a séparate treaty with a 
part of the confederacy, and that at the moment 
_when British legislation had given a separate trade, 
and virtually a freetrade, to this same part, in the 
great staples of grain. and provisions, The mis- 
sion of peace has given a separate peace to the 
Northern. States: the new corn law has gives them a 
separate trade; and the American citizen is very 
differently constituted from what I am, who can 

_ believe these coincidences to be the effect of acci- 
dent, or a cause for joy in the American Union. 


The omitted or pretermitted subjects are. four: 
the Columbia river—impressment—the outrage on 
the Caroline—and the liberation of American 
slaves, carried by violence. or misfurtrne into the 
British West India islands, or enticed into Can- 
ada. Of these, 1 begin with the Columbia, be- 
cause equal in importance to any, and, from. po- 
sition, more particularly demanding my attention. 
The country on this great river is ours: diplomacy 
has endangered its title: the British have the pos- 
session, and have repulsed us from the whole ex- 
tent of its northern shore, and from all the fur 
region on both sides of the river, and up into all the 
valleys and gorges of the Rocky mountains. Our 
citizens are beginning to go there; and the seeds 
of national contestation between the British and 
Americans are deeply and thickly sown in that 

uarter, From the moment that we discovered it, 

reat Britain has claimed this country; and for thirty 
years past this claim has been a point of contested 
and deferred diplomacy, in which every step taken 
. has beena step for the benefit of ber claim, and for 
the injury of ours. The germe of a war lies there; 
and this mission of peace should have eradicaied 
that germe, On the contrary, it does not notice it! 
Neither the treaty nor the correspondence names 
or notices it! and if it were not fora meagre and 
stinted paragraph in the President’s message, com- 
municating and recomménding the treaty, we 
should not know that the name of the Oregon had 
occurred to the negotiators, That paragraph is in 
these words: 

“After sundry informal communications with the British 
minister upon the subject of the claims of the two countries to 
territory west of the Rocky mountains, so little probability 
was found to exist of coming to any agreement on that subject 
at present, that it was not thought expedient to make it ore of 
the subjects of formal negotiation, to be entered upon between 


this Government and the British minister, as part of his du- 
ties under his special mission,” 


This is all that appears in relation to a disputed 
country, equal in extent tothe Atlantic portion of 
the old thirteen United States; superior to them in 
climate, soil, and configuration; adjacent to the 
valley of the Mississippi; fronting Asia; holding 
the key tothe North Pacific ocean; the only coun- 
try ft for colonization on the extended coast of 
Northwest America; a country which belongs to 
the United States by a title as clear as their title 
to the District of Columbia; which a resolve of 
Gongress, during Mr. Monroe’s administration, 
declared to be occluded against European coloniza- 
tion; which Great Britain is now colonizing; and 
the title. to which has been a subject of diplomatic 
discussion for thirty years. This is allthatis heard 
ofsuch acountry, and sucha dispute, in this mis- 
sion of peace, which was to settle everything. To 
supply this omission, and to erect some barrier 
against the dangers of improvident, indifferent, 
ignorant, or treacherous diplomacy in future nego- 
tiations in relation to this great country, it is my 
purpose at present to state our title to it; and, in 
doing so, to expose the fallacy of the British preten- 
sions; and thus to leave in the bosom of the Senate, 
and on the page of our legislative history, the 
““faithfal evidences of our right, and which shall 

attest our title to all succeeding generations, 

. Our title to this great adjunct domain rests upon 

eight points, almost any one of which is sufficient 

to-vindicate it, ‘They are: 

1. The ‘discovery of the Columbia river, al its 
mouth, in 1799; by Captain Gray of Boston; and the 
imposition ofthe American name of his ship upon 

-it a discovery which enured to the benefit of his 


a 


ne = 
country, and a name which attested its. posses- 
sion and sovereignty. 


-° 9, T'he discovery of the same river, at its head; 
y + 


and thence to its mouth in. the ocean, by Lewis and 


Clarke, wnder the authority of the United States, in , 


the years 1804~5. so> 
"3. The settlement at the mouth of the river in 
1811; under the auspices of Mr. Astor, of New 


. Work, a‘citizen of the United States, and whose 


settlement enured tothe benefit of his country. 

4, The treaty of 1803 with the French republic; 
by which the United States acquired Louisiana, 
an.) with it an open question of boundaries to the 
northwest. ; 

5. The treaty of 1819 with the King of Spain; 
by which the United States acquired all the rights 
of Spain tothe country north of 42 degrees beyond 
the Rocky mountains. 

6, The Nootka Sound contest, in 1790, between 
Great Britain. and Spain, and. the treaty growing 
out of it; by which Spain vindicated her title 
against the British as far north as the latitude of 
that sound, in 50 degrees. 

7, The treaty of Utrecht in 1714, between France 
and England; by which the boundaries between 
the French and British were settled in North 
America; and this settlement becoming ours, as 
suceessors to the French in that part of her do- 
minions, 

8. Thetreaty of Ghent in 1814; by which Great 
Britain restored Astoria to the United States as an 
American possession. 


By these several titles, the United States have 
collected into their own hands all the rights de- 
rived from first discovery, and from first settle? 
ment, reinforced by all the claims of France and 
Spain. It isnot my purpose to discuss, but merely 
to state these titles. The facts on which they rest 
are geveratly known to the country, except so far 
as they are derivable from the Nootka Sound and 
Utrecht treaties; and on these two points [ feel 
called upon to make the statements, and to give 
the elucidations, which manifest: their application 
to our question of title. 


The treaty of Utrecht, between France and 
England, as all the world knows, was the treaty 
which put an end to the wars of Queen Anne 
and Louis the 14th, and settled their differences in 
America as well asin Europe. Both England and 
France were at that time large territorial posses- 
sors in North America—the English holding Hud- 
son’s Bay and New Britain, beyond Canada, and 
her Atlantic colonies on this sifeol it; and France 
holding Canada and Louisiana. These were vast 
possessions, with unfixed boundaries, The tenth 
article of the treaty of Utrecht provided for fixing 
these boundaries. Under this article, British and 
French commissioners were appointed to define 
the possessions of the two nations; and by these 
commissaries two great points were fixed, (not to 
speak of others,) which have become landmarks 
in the definition of boundaries in North America, 
namely: the Lake of the Woods, and the 49th 
parallel of north latitude west of that lake. These 
two points were established above. a century and 
a quarter ago, as dividing the French and British 
dominions in that quarter. As successful rebels, 
we acquired one of these points at the end of the 
Revolution. The treaty of independence of 1783 
gave us the Lake of the Woods as a landmark in 
the (then) northwest corner of the Union.. As 
successors to the French in the ownership of 
Louisiana, we acquired the other; the treaty of 
1803 having given us that province as France and 
Spain had held it; and that was, onthe north, by the 
parallel of 49 degrees. Beginning in the Lake of 
the Woods, our northern Louisiana boundary fol- 
lowed the 49th parallel to the west. How far? is 
now the important question; and L repeat the 
words of the report of the commissaries, accepted 
by their respective nations, when I answer-- 
“INDEFINITELY!” Tquote the words of the re- 
port when I answer, (omitting all the previous 
paris of the line,) “lo the latitude of 49 degrees 
north of the equator, and. along that parailel in- 
definitely to the west.” {A Senator asked where 
al] this was found.) Mr. Bewron. I find it in 
the state papers of France and England above an 
hundred years ago, and in those of the United 
States since the acgnisition of Louisiana: I quote 
now from Mr. Madison’s instructions, when See- 
retary of State under Mr. Jefferson in 1504, to 
Mr. Monroe, then our minister in London; and 
given to him to fortify him in his defence of our 
new acquisition, The cardinal word.in this re- 


' port of the commissaries is the. word “ indefi- 


nitely;” and that word it wag .the: object of the 
British to. expunge, from. the moment that ‘we 
discovered the Columbia, and’ acquired ' Loui- 
siana—events which were of. the-same era. in 
our history, and almost eotemporaneous. In the 
negotiations with Mr. Monroe, (which ended‘in a 
treaty, rejected by Mr, Jefferson without communi-~ . 
cation to the Senate,) the effort was ‘to limit the 
line, and. to terminate it at the Rocky mountains; 
well knowing that if this line was suffered to con+ 
tinue indefinitely to the west, it would deprive them. 
of all they wanted; for it would strike ‘the ocean 
three degrees north of the mouth ofthe Columbia. 
Without giving us what we were entitled to by the 
right of discoveries, and as successors to Spain, it ` 
would still take from Great Britain all that she 
wanted——which. was-the mouth of the river, its har- 
bor, the position which commanded it, and its right 
bank, in the rich and timberéd region oftide-water, 
The line on-the 49th parallel. would cut her off 
from ‘all-these advantages; and, therefore, to muti- 
late that line, and stop it at the Rocky mountains, 
immediately ‘became her inexorable policy. . At 
Ghent, in 1814, the effort was renewed. The com- 
missioners of the United States and those of Great 
Britain could not agree; and nothing was done. At 
London, in 1818, the effort was successful; and in 
the convention then signed in that city, the line of 
the treaty of Utrecht was stopped at the Rocky 
mountains. The country on. the Columbia was 
laid open for ten years to the joint oceupation‘of 
the citizens and subjects of both powers; and, af- 
terwards, by a renewed convention at London, this 
joint occupation was renewed indefinitely, and un- 
til ‘one of the parties should give notice for its ter- 
mination. Itis under this privilege of joint. occu- 
pation that Great Britain has taken exclusive pos» 
session of the right bank ofthe river, from its head. 
to its mouth, and also: exclusive possession of the 
fur-trade on both sides of the river, into the. heart 
of the Rocky mountains. Mr. friend and colleague 
(Mr. Linn] has submitted a motion to require the 
President to give the stipulated notice for the ter- 
mination of this convention—a convention so un- 
equal in its operation, from the inequality of title 
between the two parties, and from the organized 
power of the British in that quarter, under the 
powerful direction of the Hudson’s Bay Fur: Gomi 
pany. Thus our title as far as latitude 49, so 
valid under the single guaranty of the treaty) of 
Utrecht, without looking to other «sources, has 
been jeoparded by this improvident convention; and. 
the longer it stands, the worse it is for us. The 
article is in these words: ; i 

“Jt is agreed that any country that may be claimed by either 
party on the northwest coast of America, westward of the 
Stony mountains, shall, together with its harbors, bays, and 
creeks, and the navigation ofall rivers within the same, be free 
and open for the term of ten years from the date of the signature 
of this convention, to the vessels, citizens, and subjects of the 
two powers; it being well understood that this agreementis not 
to be construed to the prejudice of any claim which cither of the 
two high contracting parties may have to any part of said coun- 
try; nor shall it be taken to affect the claims of any other power 
or State to any part of the said country; the only object of the 
high contracting parties, in that respect, being to prevent dis. 
putes and differences amongst themselves.” [ARTICLE IL] 


The faults of this article are three, namely : 

1, In assuming that there were divers harbors, 
bays, creeks, and navigable rivers west of the 
Rocky mountains, some belonging to the United 
States, and some to Great Britain; and that mu- 
tuality.of benefits was conferred by ‘giving. to-each 
party access. to these waters of the other. Even if 
such different ownerships of different waters had 
existed in that quarter, it would have been the ready 
way to generate disputes, instead of preventing 
them, to throw open the gates of each to the en- 
trance of the other. But there was no such sepa- 
rate and respective ownership. There was butone 
owner of bays, harbors, creeks, and navigable riv- 
ers in that quarter: and that owner was the Uni- 
ted States; and its ownership only applied to one 
harbor, one bay, one creek, and one navigable riv- 
er inthat quarter; and all these four descriptions of 
waters resolved themselves into one single stream 
and ils. estuary~-the Columbia river. “This was 
perfectly well known at the time--the navigator, 
Vancouver, and the fur-trader, Sir Alexander Me- 
Kenzie, having both finished their explorations, and 
reported the Columbia river to be the only naviga- 
ble stream in all that coast; and the harbor. at its 


- mouth as being the only one that communicated 


with the interior of the`continent. The- British, 
then, by the terms of the convention, got possession 
of our harbor and our river, while they had neither 
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equal and fair in its terms, became unequal and un- 
tair in its operation. a Ai 
"2. The second fault ef the treaty was in admit- 
ting an organized and powerful portion of the Brit- 
-ish-people to. come.. into possession of our territo- 
ries jointly with individual and disconnected pos- 
sessors oh our part. The Fludson’s Bay Company 
held dominion there on the north of our territories. 
They were powerful in themselves, perfectly or- 
ganized, protected by their Government, united 
With it in policy, and controlling all the Indians 
.. from Canada and the Rocky mountains out to the 
Pacific: ocean, and north to Baffin’s Bay. This 
company was admitted, by the convention of 1818, 
to a*joint possession with us of all our territories on 
the Columbia river. The effect was soon seen. 
Their joint possession immediately became ex- 
clusive on the north bank of the river. Our far- 
waders were all driven from beyond the Rocky 
mountains; then driven out of the mountains; 
more than a thousand of them killed: forts were 
‘built; a chain of posts established to communicate 
with Ganada and Hudson’s Bay; settlers intro- 
duced; a colony planted; firm possession acquired; 
sand, at the end of the ten years when the joint 
‘possession was to. cease, the intrusive possessors, 
protected by their Government, refused to go—be- 
gan to set up title—and obtained a renewal of 
the convention, without limit of time, and until 
they shall. receive notice to quit. This renewed 
convention was made in 1828; and, instead of 
joint possession with us for ten years, while we 
should have joint possession with them of their 
Tivers, bays creeks, and harbors, for the same time 
—instead of this, they have had exclusive posses- 
sion of our territory, our river, our harbor, and 
our creeks and inlets, for above a quarter of a cen- 
tury. They are establishing themselves as in a 
‘permanent possession—-making the fort Vancouver, 
at the confluence of the Multnomah and Columbia, 
dn tide water, the seat of their power and opera- 
tions.* The notice required never will be given 
‘while the present Administration is in power; nor 


‘obeyed when given, unless men are in power who . 


‘will protect the rights and the honor of their coun- 
try... The fate of Maine has doubled the dangers 
of ihe Columbia, and nearly placed usin a posi- 
tion to choose between WAR and INFAMY, in 
relation to that river. i 

3. The third great faultof the convention was, 
in admitting a claim on the part of Great Britain to 
any portion of these territories, Before that conven- 
tion, she stated no claim; but asked a favor—the 
favor of joint possession for ten years: now she sets 
up title. That title is backed by possession. Pos- 
session among nations, as well as among individ- 
wals, is eleven points out of twelve; and the bold 
policy of Great Britain well knows how to avail 
uself of these eleven points. The Madawaska 
settlement has read us a lesson on that head; and the 
success there must lead to still greater boldness else- 
where., The London convention of 1818 is tothe 
Columbia, what the Ghent treaty of 1814 was to 
Maine; that is to say, the first false step ina game 
in which we furnish the whole stake, and then 
play for it. In Maine the game is up. The bold 


aaa 
7 “This fort ison the north side of the Columbia, nearly op- 
posite the mouth of the Multnomah, in the region of tide-water, 
an J near the head of ship navigation. Itisa grand position, both 
dn aimilitary and commercial point of view, and formed to com- 
mand the whole region watered by the Columbia and its tribu- 
taries, The surrounding country, both in climate and soil, is 
capable of sustaining a large papniation; and its resources in 
timber give ample facilities jor ship-huilding. This postis for- 
tified with cannon; and, having been eelecred as the principal 
or master position, no pains have been spared to strengthen and 
improve it. For this purpose, the old post near the mouth of 
the river has been abandoned. About 120 acres of ground are 
in cultivation; and the product in wheat, barley, oats, corn, po- 
tatoes, and other vegetables, is equal to what is known in the 
best parts of the United States. Domestic animals are numer. 
ous—the horned cattle having been stated to me at 300; hogs, 
horsee, sheep, and goats, in proportion; also, the usual domestic 
fowls: everything, in fact, indicating a permanent establish- 
ment, Saip-building has commenced at this place. One ves- 
sel has been built and rigged, sent to sea, and employed in the 
trade of the Pacific ocean. Talso met a gentleman, on my way 
to Lake Winnipec, at the portage between the Columbia and 
Athabasca, who was on his way from Hadsor’s Bay to Fort Col- 
ville, with a master ship-carpenter, and who was destined for 
Fort Vancouver, for ihe purpose of building a ship of consid- 
erable burden. Both grist and saw mills have been built at 
Fort Vancouver: with the Jatier, they saw the timber which is 
needed for their own use, and also for exportation to the Sand. 
wich Islands; upon the former, their wheat is manufactured in- 
to flour, And, from all that I could learn, this important post 
ie silently growing up into a colony; and is, perhaps, intended 
aaa future military and naval station, which was not expected 
to be delivered up atthe expiration of the treaty which granted 
them a temporary and joint possession.”— Majar Pileher’s re. 
Pert to the Secretary of War, Oct., 1830. 


harbor ner river for us to possess; and thus a treaty ` 
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hand of Great Britain has clutched. the stake; and 
nothing but the courage of uur people will savethe 
Columbia from the-same catastrophe. ff 

I proceed with more satisfaction to our title under 
the Nootka Sound treaty, and can state it in afew 
words. All the world knows the commotion which 


--was excited in 1790 by. the Nootka Sound contro- 


versy between Great Britain and Spain. It wasa 
case in-which the bullying of England and the cour- 
age of Spain were both tried tothe ne plus ultra 
point, and in which Spanish. courage gained the 
victory; Of course, the British writers relate the 
story in their own way; but the debates of the Par- 
Tiament, and the terms of the treaty in which all 
ended, show things as they were. The British, 
presuming on the voyages of Captain Cook, took 
possession of Nootka; the Spanish Viceroy of Mex- 
ico sent a force to fetch the English away, and 
placed them in the fortress of Acapuleo. Pitt de- 
manded the release of his English, their restoration 
to Nootka, and an apology for the insult to the 
British Crown, in the violation of its territory and 
the persons ofits subjects, the Spaniard refused the 
release, the restoration, and the apology, on the 
ground that Nootka was Spanish territory, and that 
they would fight for its possession. Then both parties 
prepared for war, The preparations fixed the atten- 
tion of all Europe. Great Britain bullied to the 
pointof holding the match over the touch-hole of the 
cannon; but the Spaniards remaining firm, she re- 
laxed, and eniered into a convention which abne- 
gated her claim. She accepted from the Spaniards 
the privilege of landing and building huts on the 
unoccupied parts of the coast, for the purpose of 
‘fishing and trading; and while this acceptance nul- 
lified her claim, yet she took nothing under it—not 
even temporary use—never having built a hut, 
erected a tent, or commenced any sort of settlement 
on any part of the coast. Mr. Fox keenly reproach- 
ed Mr. Pitt with the terms of this convention, be- 
ing, as he showed, a limitation instead of an ac- 
quisition of rights. In the debates upon the Nootka 
question, he said: 

“Our right before was to settle in any part of the South or 
Northwest coast of America not fortified against us by previous 
occupancy; and we were now restricted to settle in certain 
places only, and under certain restrictions. This was anim: 
portant Coocession on our part. Our right of fishing extended 
to the whole ocean; and now it, too, was limite), and to be car- 
tied on within certain limits of the Spanish settlements. Our 
right of making settlements was not, as now, a right to build 
huts; but to plant colonies, if we thought proper.” 

In such terms did Mr. Fox characterize the 
Nootka treaty, and rightly; for it showed that, in 
1790, the British fad no rights on the Northwest 
coast of America; that they accepted from the 
Spaniards, as a concession, the privilege of hunting 
and fishing on that coast—a privilege which they 
did not even use. It was not until we discovered 
the Columbia, that she renewed a claim to any ter- 
ritory on the Northwest coast; and though foiled 
by the senile monarchy of Spain, even under the 
feeble administration of Charles the IV and the 
favorite Godoy, yet she expects to succeed against 
our young and peace-loving Republic. 

ootka is in latitude 50—being four degrees 
north of the mouth of the Columbia; and to that de- 
gree did Spain assert and maintain her title against 
Great Britain in 1790. But that was notthe extent of 
her assertion of that right. Against the British, 
she asserted it to the whole extent of the coast; 
against the Russians, (the only real claimants, 
with ourselves, in that quarter,) to latitude 55. 
Thus, as deriving from Spain, our title is good 
against England throughout the coast; against Rus- 
sia, to latitude 55. As deriving under discoveries 
and settlement, it is good against all the world, to 
the extent of the region drained by the waters of 
the Columbia river. We discovered the river from 
its mouth to its source, took possession of it as our 
territory, and, according tothe laws of nations, have 
a clear and valid title to it. i 

Our title is clear: that of the British is nall. She 
sets up none—that is, she states no derivation of 
title. There is nota paper upon the face of the 
earth, in which a British minister has stated a title, 
or even a claim. They have endeavored to obtain 
the country by the aris of diplomacy; but never 
have stated a tile, and never can state one. The 
fur-trader Sir Alexander McKenzie prompted 
the acquisition, gave the reason for it, and never 
pretended a title. His own discoveries gave no 


title. They were subsequent to the discovery of 
Captain Gray, and far to the north of the Colum. 
bia. He never saw that river. Te missed the 


head sources of it, fell upon the Twcouche Tesse, 
and struck the Pacific in a latitude 500 miles (by 
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the coast) to the north of the Oblumbia. His sub- 
sequent discoveries were all north of that point. 
He was looking for a communication with the sea— 
fora river, a harbor, and a place for a colony— 
within the dominions of Great Britain; and, not 
finding any, he boldly recommended his Govern- 
ment to seize the. Columbia river, to hold it, and 
to expel the Americans from the whole country 
west of the Rocky mountains.. This is what he 
said. I quote from his History of the Fur-Trade: 


“The Russians, who first discovered that along the coasts of 
Asia no useful or regular navigation existed, opened an interior 
communication by rivers, é&c., and through that Jong and wide 
extended continent, to the strait that separates Agia from Améri- * 
ca, over which they passed to the american continent, Our 
situation is at length in scme degree similar to theirs—thenon- 
existence of a practicable passage by sea, and the existence of 
one through the continent, are Clearly proved; and it requires 
only the countenance and support of the British Government 
to increase, in a very ample proportion, this national advantage, 
and secure the trade of that country to its subjects, s a 
Pin * * By the rivers which discharge them. 
selves into Hudson’s Bay, at Port Nelson, it is proposed to carry 
on the trade to their source at the head of the Saskatchiwine 
river, which rises in the Rocky mountains, not eight degrees of 
longitude from the Pacific ocean. The Columbia flowsfrom 
the same mountains, and discharges itself into the Pacific in 
north latitude 46 degrees 20 minutes. Both of them are capable 
of receiving ships at their mouths, and are navigable throughout 
for boats. y i ` AN ae But 
whatever course may betaken from the Atlantic, the Colum. 
bia is the line of communication-from the Pacific ocean, point- 
edout by nature, as itis the only navigable river in the whole 
extent of Vancouver’s minute survey of the coast. Its banka 
also form the first level country m all the southern extent ofcon 
tinental coast from Cook’s entry; and, consequently, the ‘most 
northern situation suited for the residence of a civilized people. 
By opening this intercourse between the Atlantic and Pacific 
oceans, and forming regular es‘ablishments through the interior, 
and at both extremes, as well as along the coasts and islands, 
the entire command of the fur-trade of North America might 
be obtained from latitude 45 to the pole, except that portion of 
it which the Russians have in the Pacific. To this may be 
added the fishing in both seas, and the markets in the four quar- 
ters of the globe. Such would be the field for commercial en- 
terprise, and incalculable would be the produce of it, when sup- 
ported by the operations of that credit and capital which Great 
Britain so eminently possesses, Then would this country.begin 
to be remunerated for the expense it has sustained in discover- 
ing and surveying the coast of the Pacific ocean, which is at 
present left to American adventurers, who, without regularity 
or capital, or the desire of conciliating future confidence, Jook 
altogether to the interestsof the moment: Such adventurers 
(and many of them, as I have been informed, have been very 
successful) would instantly disappear before a well-regulated 
trade. * ?. y J iy Many 
political reasons, which it is not necessary here to enumerate, 
mus! present themselves to the mind of évery man acquainted 
with the enlarged system and capacities of British commerce, 
in support of the measures which I have briefly suggested as 
promising the most important advantages to the trade of the 
United Kingdom. y i * s tá t 
Let the line begin where it may on the. Mississippi; it must be 
continued west, till it terminates in the Pacific ocean to the south 
of the Columbia river.” 


This was the recommendation of Sir A. McKen- 
zie; and, upon this recommendation, and precisel 
for the reasons, commercial and political, whic 
he gave, Great Britain has gone to work to wrench 
it from us, And here let us trace her pretension; 
(fortitle or claim it cannot be called;) let us trace 
this pretension, and mark its exact parallel to the 
movement upon Maine. It was in London, in 
1818, that the British Government first discovered 
its disposition to obtain this country. The river, 
and the harbor at its mouth, were what they wanted: 
and, as the north bank would give them the com- 
mand of the whole, they generously offered to di- 
vide by the river: they taking the north half, we 
the south. - As this wasthe commencement of their 
pretension, it will be right to give them the benefit 
of their own words. This we can do authenticall ; 
for, in those days, protocols were kept: and the 
American commissioners (Messrs. Gallatin and 
Rash) thus report the pretensions of Great Britain 
through her commissioners, (Messrs. Robinson and 
Gow bourne: i 

“i hut former voyages, and principally that of Capt. Cook, 
gave 10 Great Britain the rights derived from discovery; 
and: alluded to purchases from the natives south of the 
Colambia river, which they alleged to have heen made prior to 
the American Revolution. They did not make any formal 
proposition fora boundary; but intimated that the river itself 
Was the most convenient that could be adopted; and. that they 
would not agree toany which did not give them the harbor at 
the mouth of the river, in common with the United States.” 

_ This was the state of the pretension in London, 
in 1818 in Washington, at the same time, it was 


quile different; but just about as strong. It so hap- 
pened that, while the convention was in rogress jn 
London, the Government of the United States at 


Washington was fitting out a vessel, and 
ing an agent to the mouth of the Columbia, to 
receive the possession of Astoria, deliverable under 
the Ghent treaty. Mr, Bagot was then British min- 
ister at Washington; and, on being applied to for a 
letter of instructions to the officer in. command at 
Astoria—the name changed by the British to thatof 


despatch- 
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` Fort Géeorge—he declined to give it; claimed the 
_ country as British property; and, being ignorant of 
the grounds of claim set up in London—namely, 
‘Cook’s voyages, and Indian sales before the Revo- 
lution—he took position on three other grounds; 
namely, under the Nootka treaty, McKenzie’s dis- 
‘coveries, and as a conquest during the war. And 
upon these pretensions the British claim has rested, 
until possession has made them bold enough to ex- 
elude it from the subjects of formal negotiation be- 
‘tween the two countries.. The peace-mission. re- 
fused us peace on that point. "The President tells 
us that there is “no probability of coming to any 
agreement at present?’ Then when can the agree- 
ment, be made? -If refused now, when is itto come? 
Never, until weshow that we prefer war to ignomin- 
ious peace. i DED 
T do not comment on these pretensions. They 
are too empty, and too contradictory, for remark— 
Cook’s discoveries—Indian sales before the Revolu- 


‘tfori--the Nootka sound treaty--McKenzie’s re-. 


searches—the conquest during the war! Why, sir, 
Cook never saw that coast; the country belonged to 
the Spaniards before the Revoiution; Nootkasound 
-wasa Spanish triumph; McKenzie struck the ocean 
500 miles to the north; and the war conquest was 
on a level with the conquest. of Castine and De- 
troit, No; sir, no... Great Britain relies on her 
“own audacity, and on our mercantile love of peace. 
Her title is her will and her arms! and hence- 
forth she will not deign to name any other. Hav- 
‘ing got from us all she wanted; having got the 
“strong military frontier which covers Quebec and 
commands Maine; and having conciliated all the 
Northern States by surrenders of territory, anda 
’ freë trade in grain and provisions;—having doneall 
this, she is ready to put the West, and the South 
also, at defiance! and trust to her arms and au- 
‘dacity to supply the place of negotiation. 


This is the British title tothe Columbia, end the 
only one that she wants for anything. It suits her 
` to have that river: it is her interest to have it: it 
strengthens her, and weakens others, for her to 
have it; and, therefore, have it she will. This is 
her tile, and this her argument, Upon this tide 
and argument, she gets a slice from Maine, and 
gains the mountain barrier which covers Quebec; 
and, upon this title and argument, she means to 
have the Columbia river. The events of the late 
war, and the application of steam power to ocean 
navigation, begat ber title tothe country between 
Halifax and Quebec: the suggestions of McKenzie 
begat her title to the Columbia. Improvident di- 
plomacy on our part, a war countenance on her 
part, and this strange treaty, have given success 
to her pretensions in Maine: the same diplomacy, 
andthe same countenance, have given her a foot- 
hold on the Columbia. it js forthe Great West 
“to see that no traitorous treaty shall abandon it to 
her. The President, in his message, says that 
there was no chance for any “agreement” about it 
at present; that it would not be made the subject of 
a “formal negotiation” at present; that it could not 
be included in the duties of the “special mission,” 
Why so? The mission was one of peace, and to 
settle everything; and why emit this pregnant 
question? “Was this a war question, and therefore 
not to be settled by the peace mission? Why not 
come to an agreement now, if agreement is ever 
intended? The answer is evident. No agreement 
is ever intended. Contented with her possession, 
Great Britain wants delay, that time may ripen 
possession into title, and fortunate events facilitate 
her designs. My colleague and myself were 
sounded on this point: our answers forbade the 
belief that we would compromise or sacrifice the 
rights and interests of our country; and this may 
have been the reason why there were no “ formal” 
negotiations in relation to it. Had we heen “soft 
enough,” there might have been an agreement lọ 
divide our country by the river; or, to refer the 
whole title to the decision of a friendly sovereign ! 
We were not soft encugh for that; and if such a 
paper, marked B, and identified with the initials 
of our Secretary, had been sent to the Missouri 
“delegation, as was sent to the Maine commission- 
ers, instead of subduing us tothe purposes of Great 
“Britain, it would have received from the whole 
delegation the answer due to treason, to cowardice, 
and to insolence. : 

But, it is- demanded, what do we want with this 
country, 8 far. off from us? I answer by asking, 
jnmy torn; what do the British want with it, who 
‘are so much further off? They want it for the fur- 

“wade; for a colony; for an outlet io the sea; for 
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the communication across the continent; for a road 
to Asia; for the command of 140,000 Indians against 
-us; for the port and naval station which is to com- 
mand the commerce and navigation of the North 
Pacific ocean, and open new channels of trade with 
China, Japan, Polynesia, andthe great East. They 


want it for these reasons; and we want it for the, 


same; and because it adjoins us, and belongsto us, 
and should be possessed by. our descendants, who 
willbe our friends; and not by aliens, who will be 
our enemies. . 

Forty years ago, it was written by Humboldt 
that the valley of the Columbia invited Europeans 


‘to found a fine colony there; and, twenty years ago, 


the American Congress adopted a resolve, that no 
part of this continent was open to European colon- 
ization. The remark of Humboldt was that of a 


sagacious European; the resolve of Congress was’ 


the work of patriotic Americans. It remains to be 
seen which will prevail. The convention of 1818 


has done us the mischief; it put the European power _ 


in possession: and possession with nations, still 
more than with individuals, is the main point in 
the contest. It will require the Western pioneers to 
recover the lost ground; and they must be encour- 
aged in the enterprise by liberal grant of lands, 
by military protection, and by Governmental au- 
thority. It is time for the bill of my colleague to 
pass. The first session of the first Congress under 
the new census should pass it. The majority will 
be Democratic, and the Democracy will demand 
that great work at their hands, 1 put-no faith in 
negotiation. I expect nothing but loss and shame 
from any negotiation in London. Our safety is in 
the energy of our people; in their prompt occupa- 
tion of the country; and in their invincible determi- 
nation to maintain their rights. 


I do not dilate upon the value and extent of this 
great country. A word suffices to display both. 
In extent, it is larger than the Atlantic portion of 
the old thirteen United States; in climate, softer; in 
fertility, gteater; in salubrity, superior; in position, 
better, because fronting Asia, and washed by a 
tranguil sea. In all these particulars, the western 
slope of our continent, is far more happy than the 
eastern. In configuration, it is inexpressibly fine 
and grand—a vast oblong square, with natural 
boundaries, and a single gateway into the sea. The 
snow-capped Rocky mountains enclose il to the east, 
an iron-bound coast on the west: a frozen desert on 
the north, and sandy plains on the south. All its 
rivers, rising on the segment of a vast cireumfer- 
ence, run to meet each other in the centre; and then 
flow together into the ocean, through a gap in the 
mountain, where the heats of summer and the 
colds of winter are never felt, and where southern 
and northern diseases are equally unknown, This 
is the valley of the Columbia—a country whose 
every advantage is crowned by the advantages of 
position and configuration: by the unity of all ils 
parts--the inaccessibility of its borders~and its 
single introgression to the sea. Such a country is 
formed for union, wealth, and strength. It can 
have butone capital, and that will be a Thebes; but 
one commercial emporium, and that will be Tyre, 
queen of cities. Such a country can have but one 
people, one interest, one government: and that peo- 
pie should be American—that interest ours—and 
that government republican. Accursed and in- 
famous be the man that divides or alienates it! 

But, it is demanded, will you add this great coun- 
try to this great Union, already too large in the 
opinion of many? IT answer that question as Mr. 
Jefierson answered it forty years ago. I say, No! 
But, like him, J also say, I would keep the Euro- 
pean out of it. i would plant the American jn it, 
I would nurture and sustain him ‘in his infancy; 
and when old enough to take care of himself, I 
would part from him, as the father parts from his 
manly son--with benedictions, with aid, and with 
injanctions never to forget what is due to his parent. 

Impressment is another of the omitted subjects. 
This having been a cause. of war in 1912, and being 
now declared, by the American negoliator, to bea 
sufficient cause for future wars, it would naturally, 
to my mind, have been included in the labors of 
a special mission, dedicated to peace, and extolled 
for its benevolent conception. We would have ex- 
pected to find such a subject, after such a dec- 
laration, included in the labors of such a mis- 
sion. Not so the fact. -The treaty does not men- 
tion impressment.. A brief paragraph in the Presi- 
dent’s message informs us that there was a corres- 
pondence on this point; and, on turning to this 
correspondence, we actually find two letters on the 
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subject: one from Mr. Webster: to Lord Ashbur- 
ton—one from Lord Ashburton to. Mr, Webster: 
both showing, from their dates, that they were 
written after the treaty was signed; and, from their 
character, that they were written for the public, 
and not for the negotiators. . The-treaty was signed 
on the 9th of August; the letters were writien on 
the 8th and 9th of the same month. They area 
plea, and a reply; and they leave the subject prë- 
cisely where they found it. From their date.and: 
character, they seem to be what the lawyers call 
the postca—that is to say, the afterwards; and are 
very properly postponed to the end of the docu- 
ment containing the correspondence, where they 
find place on the 120th page. They look ea post 
facto there; and, putting all things together, it woul 
seem as if the American negotiator had said to the 
British lord, (after the negotiation was over:) My 
Lord, here is impressment—a pretty subject for.a 
composition; the people will love-to read something 
about. it; so let us compose. “To which, it would 
seem, his Lordship had answered: You may com- 
pose as much as you please for your people; I leave 
that-field to you: and when you are done, Iwill 
write three lines for my own Government, to let it 
know that I stick te impressment. In about this 
manner, it would seem to me that the two letters 
were got up; aud that the American negotiator im 
this little business has committed a couple of the 
largest faults: first, in naming: the subjects im- 
pressment at all! next; in ever signing a treaty, 
after having named it, without -an unqualified re- 
nunciation of the pretension! es 


Sir, the same thing is not always equally proper. 
Time and circumstances qualify the proprietiesof 
international, as well as of. individual intercourse; 
and what was proper and commendable’ at. one 
time, may become improper, reprehensible, and de~ 
rogatory atanother, When George the Third,.in 
the first article of his: first treaty with. the United 
States, at the end ofa seven years’ war, acknowl- 
edged them to be free, sovereign, and independent 
States, and renounced all dominion over them, 
this was aproud and glorious consummation for 
us, and the crowning mercy of a victorious rebel- 
lion.. The same acknowledgment and renuncia- 
tion from Queen’ Victuria,at present, would be an 
insult for her to offer—a degradation. for-us-to acs > 
cept. So of this question’of impressment. It. was 
right in all the administrations -previous to the late 
war, to negotiate for its renunciation: But after 
having gone to war for this cause; afler having sup- 
pressedthe practice by war; after near thirty years’ 
exemption from it;—afler all this, for. our negotia- 
tor to put the question in discussion, was to coma 
promise our rights! To sign a treaty without its 
renunciation, after having proposed to'treat about 
it, was to relinquish them! Our negotiator should 
not have mentioned the subject. If mentioned to 
him by the British negotiator, he should have re- 
plied, that the answer to that pretension was. in the 
cannon’s mouth! 


[Several Senators exclaimed, Yes! in the san» 
non’s mouth !] ; ae 

But to name ithimself, and then sign without re~ 
nunciation, and tobe invited to London to treat 
about it;--to do this, wasto descend from our posi- 
tion; to lose the benefit of the late war; to revive ` 
the question; to invite the renewal of the practice, 
by admitting it tobe an. unsettled question—and to 
degrade the present generation, by admitting-that - 
they would. negotiate where their ancestors: had - 
fought. These are fair inferences; and inferences 
not counteracted by the euphonious declaration 
that the American Government-is “prepared ta say” 
that the practice of impressment cannot hereafter 
be allowed.to take place !-~as if, after great study, 
we had just arrived at that conclusion! and as if 
we had not declared much more courageously in 
the case of the Maine boundary, the Schlosser mas- 
sacre, and the Creole mptiny and murder! The 
British, after the experience they have had, will 
know. how to value our courageous deglaration, 
and must pay due respect to our flag! . For one, I 
never liked these declarations, and never made a 
speech in favor of any one of them; andnow Tlike 
them less than ever, and am prepared to put no further 
faith in the declarations of gentlemen who were 
for going to war for the smallest part of the Maine 
boundary in 1838, and now surrender 300: miles 
of that boundary for fear of war, when there is ‘no 
danger of war. lam prepared to say that J-care not 
a straw for the heroic declarations of such gentle- 
men. { want actions, not phrases, 1. want Mr. 
Jefferson’s act in 1806--rejection of any treaty with, 


And alter having declared, by law, black impress- 
snent-on the coast of Afriea. to be piracy; after 


s.ipulating to senda fleet there, to- enforce our law i 


against that fmpressment;—atfter. this, Iam ready 
to do the-same thing against. white impressment on 
‘our own: coasts, and on the high seas. Lam ready 


‘ejtizens out of an Americanship is an act of piracy; 
and. then. to follow: om that enactment. in its every 
‘consequence, Pie as Ne z 

L profess. Jeffersonism, and wish to act up to- the 
‘profession; and here is a case tò test:the fidelity of 
ofessors to the instructions of that great master. 


sence to the Senate, the British treaty, which was 
‘silent upon the subject of impressment. . It was a 
treaty. of great moment, embraced many points, 

‘and was intended to prevent the war which was 
then impending; but impressment having been dis- 

“cussed, and no. article being found in the treaty 

sagainst it, Mr. Jefferson rejected it; and his answer 

cto’ Messrs.. Monroe and Pinckney, returning the 
treaty to them; should form the inexorable answer 
of every American-under the like circumstances. 

: That answer was drawn up by Mr. Madison, and 
says: . ; 

OTe President continues to regard this subject in the light 
ih which it has been pressed on the justice and friendship of 
Great Britain, Ho cannot reconcile it with his duty to our 
seafaring citizens, or with the sensibility or sovereignty of the 
nation, to recognise, even constructively, a principle that 
would expose on the high seas their liberty—their lives—every- 
thing, in a word, that is dearest to the human heart—to the 
capricious or interested sentences which may be pronounced 
against their allegiance by officers of a foreign government, 

: whom heither the laws of nations, nor the laws of their own 

. government, will allow to decide on the ownership or charac- 
ter of the minutost article of property found in a like situation, 
weaves On these grounds the President is constrained 
to decline any arrangement, formal or informal, which does 

not comprise a provision against impressments from American 

-vessels on the high seas, and which would, notwithstanding, 
baa bar to such legislative measures as Congress have thought 
or may think proper to adopt, for controlling that species of ag- 

y ion eo * Without a provision against impress- 

“ments, substantially such. as is contemplated inyour original 

. inetructions, NO.TREATY 18 TO BE CONCLUDED.” 


This was the language of Mr. Jefferson in 1807, 
“Still more should it. be the language of his country 
in 1842, when our strength ismore than doubled ; 
when we have once refused to make a treaty, in 
‘time of peace, without renunciation of impress- 
ment; when we have had one war against it; and 
when thirty years’ cessation of the practice had sunk 
the pretension. Above all, it should have been 
the language in 1842, when the special mission 
came heralded with the beatitaude of peace, author- 
ized to setle everything, and seeking sacrifices 
from us, which should, at the least, have command- 
ed justice from her. Instead of this, what was the 
language? And here justice to the parties requires 
that each should be allowed to speak for himself. 
Listen to them, - 
President Tyler says: 


©The impresgmoent of seamen from merchant vessela-of this 
country, by British cruisers, although notipractised in time of 
peace, and, therefore, not at presenta productive cause of dif- 
. ference and irritation, has, nevertheless, hitherto been so prom- 
~ inent a topic of controversy, and is so likely to bring on renew- 
-éd contentions at the first breaking out of a European war, 
thatithas been thought the part of wisdom now to take it into 
seriousant earnest consideration. The Jetter from the Secre- 
tary of State ta the British minister explains che ground which 
the Government bas assnmed, and the principles which it 
means to uphold. For the defence of these grounds, and the 
maintenance of these principles, the most perfect reliance is 
placed on the intelligence of the Americas people, and on their 
firmness and patriotism, in whatever tonches the honor of the 
country, or its great and essential interests.” 


Mr, Webster says: 


“In the calm and quiet which have succeeded the late war—a 
condition s> favorable for dispassionate consideration—England 
herself has evidently seen the barshness of impressment, even 
when exercised on seamen in her own merchant service; and 
she has adopted measures calculated, if not to renourice the 
power or to abolish the practice, yet, at least, to supersede its 
necessity, by other means of manning the royal navy more 
compatible with jusuce and the rights of individuals, and far 
more conformable to the spirit and sentiments of the age. 

“Under these circumstances, the Government of the Uniied 
States has used the occasion of your Lordship’s pacific mission 
to'review this whole subject, and to bring itto your notice and 
that of your Government. It has reflected onthe past ponder- 
ed the condition of the present, and endeavored to anticipate, so 
far as might be in its power, the probable future; and I am 
now to communicate to your Lordship the result of these de- 
Hberations. i 

“The American Government, then, is prepared to say that 
the practice of impressing seamen from American vessels can- 
not hereafter be allowed io take place. That practice is 
founded on principles which it does net recognise; and is inva- 
riably attended by ecnsequences so unjust, 20 injurious, and of 
auch formidable magnitude, as cannot be submitted to.” 

“This announcement ig not made, my Lord, to revive useless 
recollections of the past, nor to stir the embers from fires which 
have been, ina great degree, smothered by many years of 


sat Brilain that does not renounce. impressment! 


enact: thatthe impressment of iny white fellow- ` 


the year 1807, he rejected, without even a refer- . 


7 
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jg to extinguish those 
jes ro fan them into. 
cf peace, and for 
ad conscientious 


‘peace. Far otherwise. I's. purpos 
fires effectnally, before new Incidents ari 
flame.- The communication is in the 
the sake of, peace; and springs from a dee’ : } 
conviction that high interests of boih. neceas reqwre that 
this.so-long-coniested and controverted su E should now be 
finally put to rest. I pérsuade myself, my Lord, thatyon will 
do justice to this frank: and sitcere cavowal: of moiives, and 
that you wil] communicate your sentiments. in this respect to 
-your Government. Sted iy A 

This letter closes, my Lord, on my part; our official cor- 
-respondence; apd I gladly use the occasion. to offer you the 


$ 


assurance of my high and sincere regard.” 
Lord Ashburton answers: 


uf am well aware that the laws of our two countries maintain 
opposite principles. respecting allegiance to the sovereign. 
America, receiving, every year, by thousands, the emigrants of 
Europe, maintains the doctrine, suitable to her conditien, of the 
right of transferring allegiance at will, The laws of Great 
Britain have maintained, fom. al. time, the opposite doctrine. 
The duties of allegiance are held to be indefeasible; and it is 
believed that this doctrine, under various modifications, 
prevails in mos‘, if not in all, the civilized States of Eu- 
rope.” ee Pare 

-“fPhe very anomalous condition of the two countries with re- 
lation to each other here creates a serious difticulty. Our peo- 
ple are not distinguishable; and, owing to the peculiar habits 
of sailors, our vessels are very generally manned from a com. 
mon stock, It is difficult, under these circumstances, to execute 
laws which at times have been thought to be essential for the 
existence of the country, without risk of injury to others. The 
extent and importance of those injuries, however, are sa formi- 
dablo, that it is admitted that some remedy should, if possible, be 
applied: at ail events, it must be fairly aud honestly attempted. 
Itis true that, during the continuance of peace, no practical 
grievance can arise; but it is also true that it is, for that reason, 
the proper season for the calm and deliberate consideration of 
an important subject. Ihave much reason to hope that a satis- 
factory arrangement respecting it may be made, so as to set at 
rest all apprehension and anxiety; and I wiil only further re- 
peat the assurance of the sincere disposition of my Govern- 
ment favorably to consider all matters having for their object 
the promoting anl maintaining undisturbed kind and friendly 
feelings with the United States. 

“J beg, sir, on this occasion of closing the correspondence with 
yon connected with my mission, to express the satisfaction J 
feel at its successful termination, and to assure you of my high 
consideration and personal] esteem and regard.” 


This is the correspondence: and what a corres- 
pondence it is! What an exchange of phrases! 
One denies the right of impressment: the other af- 
firms it. Both wish for an amicable agreement; 
but neither attempts to agree. Both declare the 
season of peace to be the proper time to settle this 
question; and both agree that the present season of 
peace is not the convenient one. Our Secretary 
rises so high as to declare that the administration 
tis now prepared” to put its veto on the practice: the 
British neg otiator shows that his Government is still 
prepared to resume the practice whenever her in- 


r terest requires it. Our negotiator hopes that his 


communication will be received in the spirit of 
ponce: the British minister replies, that it will. Our 

ecretary then persuades himself tbat the Brìtish 
minister will communicate his sentiments, in this 
respect, to his own Government: his Lordship prom- 
ises it faithfully. And, thereupon, they shake 
hands and part. 

How different this holyday scene from the 
firm and virile language of Mr. Jefferson: ‘No 
treaty to be signed without a provision against im- 
pressment;” and this language backed by the fact of 
the instant rejection of the treaty so signed! Lord 
Chatham said of Magna Charta, that it was home- 
ly Latin, but worth allthe classics. Sosay lof 
this reply of Mr. Jefferson: it is plain English, 
but worth all the phrases which rhetoric could 
ever expend upon the subject. It is the only an- 
swer which our Secretary negotiator should have 
given, after committing the fault of broaching the 
Subject. Instead of that, he commences rhetorician, 
new vamps old arguments, writes largely and pret- 
lily, and loses the question by making it debatable. 
His adversary sees his advantage, and seizes it. 
He abandonsthe field of rhetoric to the lawyer ne- 
goliator, puts in a fresh claim to impressment; 
saves the question from being lost by non-user: re- 
establishes the debate, and adjourns it to London. 
He keeps alive the pretension of impressment 
agaipstus, the white race, while binding us to go 
to Africa to fight “it down for the black race; and 
has actually Jeft us on lower ground, in relation to 
this question, than we stood upon before the late 
war. If this treaty is ratified, we must begin where 
we were in 1806, when Mr. Monroe and Mr. 
Pinckney went to London to negotiate against im- 
pressment; we must begin where they did, with the 
disadvantage of having yielded to Great -Britain 
all that she wanted, and having lost all our vantage- 
ground in the negotiation. We must goto London, 


engage in a humiliating “negotiation, become the 


spectacle of nations, and the sport of diplomacy; 
and wear out years in begging to be spared from 
British seizure, when sitting under gar own flag, 
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and sailing in our own ship: we must submit to all 
this degradation, shame and outrage, unless Con- 
gress redeems us from the condition into which we 
have fallen, and provides for the liberty, of. our 
people on the seas, by placing American. impress- 
ment where African impressment has already been 
placed—PIRACY BY LAW! For one, I am 
ready to vote the act--to execute it—and to abide 
its every consequence. 


The case of ihe Creole, as it is called, is another 
of the omitted-subjects. It is only one of a number 
of cases (differing in degree, but the same in char- 
acter) which have occurred within a few years, 
and are becoming more frequent and violent. It is 
the case. of American vessels, having American 
slaves on board, and pursuing a lawful voyage, 
and being driven by storms or carried by violence 
jnto a British port, and their slaves liberated by 
British law. his is the nature of the wrong. It 
is a general outrage, liable to occur in any part of 
the British dominions, but happens most.usually in 
the British West India islauds, which line the pas- 
sage round the Florida reefs in a voyage between 
New Orleans and the Atlantic ports. I do not 
speak of the 12,000 slaves.(worth, at a moderate 
computation, considering they must be all grown, 
and in youth or middle life, at least $6,000,000) 
enticed into Canada, and received withthe honors 
and advantages due to the first class of emigrants. 
I do not speak: of these, nor of the liberation. of 
slaves carried voluntarily by their owners into Brit- 
ish ports: the man who exposes his property wil- 
fully to the operation of a known Jaw, should abide 
the consequences to which he has subjected it. I 
confine myself to cases of the class mentioned-- 
such as the Encomium, the Comet, the Enterprise, 
the. Creole, and the Hermosa—cases in Which 
wreck, tempest, violence, mutiny, and murder were 
the means of carrying the vessel into the interdict- 
ed port, and in which the slave property, after being 
saved to the owners from revolt and tempests, be- 
came the victim and the prey of British law. It is 
of such cases that I complain, and of which I say 
that they furnish no subject for the operation of in- 
jurious laws, and that each of these vessels should 
have been received with the hospitality due to mis- 
fortune, and allowed to depart with alt convenient 
despatch, and with all her contents of persons and 
property. This is the law of nations: it is what 
the civilization of the age requires. And it is not 
to be tolerated in this nineteenth century that an 
American citizen, passing from one.port to another 
of his own country, with property protected by the 
laws of his country, should encounter the perils of 
an unfortunate navigator in the dark ages, ship- 
wrecked on a rude and barbarian coast, “This is 
not to be tolerated in this age, and by such a power 
as the United States, and afier sending a fleet to 
Africa to protect the negroes. Justice, like char. 
ity, should begin at home; and protection should be 
given where allegiance is exacted. We cannot 
tolerate the spoil and pillage of our own citizens, 
within sight of our own coasts, after sending 4,000 
miles to redress the wrongs of the black race. But 
if this treaty is ratified, it seems that we shall have 
to endure it, or seek redress by other means than 
negotiation. The previous cases were at least ame- 
horated by compensation to their owners for the 
liberation of the slaves; but in the more recent and 
most atrocious case of the Creole, there is no in- 
demnity of any mind—neither compensation to the 
owners, whose property has been taken; nor apol» 
ogy to the Government, whose flag has been insult- 
ed; por security for the future, by giving up the 
practice. A treaty is signed without a stipulation 
of any kind on the subject; and, as it would seem, 
to the satisfaction of those who made it, and of the 
President, who sends it to us. A correspondence 
has been had; the negotiators have exchanged dip- 
Jomatic notes on the subject; and these notes are 
expected to be as satisfactory to the country as to 


those who now have the rule of it, The President, 
in his message, says: $ 


, “On the subject of the interference ofthe British authorities 
in the West Indies. a corfident hope is entertained that the cor- 
respon“ence which has taken place, showing the grounds taken 
by this Government. and the engagements e.tered into by the 
British minister, wil] be found such as to satisfy the just expec: 
lation of the people of the United States — Message, Aug. 9. 


This is a short paragraph for so largea subject; 
but it is all the message contains. Butlet us see 
what it amounts to, and what it is that is expected 
to satisfy the just expectations of the country. Itis » 
the grounds taken in the correspondence, and the 
engagements entered into by the British minister, 
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: which are to work out this agreeable effect. Now, 
Jet'us ‘see what these grounds’ aad these engage- 
ments are. ` 

: Mr. Webster. says: ` 


“Your Lordship is ‘aware that several cases have occurred - 
1 p 


Within the last few years which have caused much complaint. 
In some of these cases, compensation. has-been made by the 
English Government for the interference of the local authori- 
lies wiih American vessels having slaves onboard, by which 
interference these slaves were set: free. la other cases, such 
compensation has been refused. It appears to the President to 
be for the interest of both countries that the recurrence of simi- 
Jar cases 'in'future should be -prevented, as faras possible. 
“Your Lordship has been acquainted with the case of the 
Creole, a vessel, carried into the portof Nassau last winter, 
by persons.who had tisen upon the lawful authority of the ves- 
‘sel, and, in. the accomplishment of their purpose, had commit- 
ted murder on a persèn on board.” * z * a 
“In. the Southera States of this Union, slavery exists by the 
‘laws-of the States, and under the guaranty of the Constitution 
of:the United: Statee; and it has existed in them from a period 
Jong antecedent to the time when they ceased to be British col- 
oniés. In thisstate of things, it will happen that slaves will be 
% often on beard coasting vessels, as hands, as servants attending 
* the families of their owners, or for the purpose of being car- 
ried from port to port. For the security of the rights of their 
citizens, when vessels, having persons of this description oa 
board, are driven by stress of weather, or carried by unlawful 
force, into British ports, the United Siates propose the introduc. 
tion: of no.new principle into the law of nations, ‘They require 
only. a faithful and exact. observance of the injunctions ot that 
code, as understood and practised in modern times. 


Your Lordship observes that I havespeken only of Ameri- 
_ can vessels driven inta British ports by the disasiers of the seas 
* or carriedin by unlawful force. 1 confine my rema ks to these 
cases, becatise they are the common cases, and because they 
are the cases which the law of nations most einphatically ex- 
empts from interferenve. The mafitime law is full of instances 
of the application of that great atid practical rule, which de- 
Clares that that which isthe clear result of necessity ought to 
draw after it no penalty ànd nu hazard. If aship be driven, by 
sireas of weather, into a prohibited port, or into an open port, 
with prohibited articles on board, in neither case is any forfeit- 
ure incurred. And (what may be considered a still stronger case) 
it has been decided by eminent English authority—ani that do- 
cision has received general approbation—that ifa vessel be driv- 
en, by necessity, into a port strictly blockaded, this necessity iy 
goou defence, and exempts her from penalty.” S 
“If yaur Lordship has no authority to enter intoa stipu- 
lation by treaty for the prevention of such occurrences herc- 
after as have already happened—occurrences so likely to dis- 
turb that peace between the two countries, which it is the ob- 
ject of vour Lordsbip’s mission to establish and contirm—you 
may still be so faracquaioted with the sentiments of your Gov- 
ernment asto beable to engage that instructions shull be 
-given to the local authorities tn the islands, which shall lead 
“them to regulatetheir conduct in conformity with the rights 
‘of citizens of the United States, and the just expectations of 
their Government, and in such manner as shall, in future, 
takeaway all reasonable ground of complaint. 1t vould be 
with the most profound regret that the President should sce 
that, whilst it isnow hoped so many other subjects of difference 
may be harmoniuusly adjusted, nothing should be dove in re- 
gard to this dangerous source of future voilisions.’— Ar. Web- 
ster to Lord Ashburion, Aug t 


Lord Ashburton replies: 


“The immediate case of the Creole would bo easily disposed 
of but ft involves actass and cescription cf cases which, for 
the purpose of affording that security you seek for the ade of 
America through the Bahama channel, brings into considera- 
tion questions oflaw, boih national and international, of the 
highest importance; and, to increase the delicacy and difficulty 
of the subject, public feeling is sensitively alive to everything 
connected! with it. These circumstances bring me to the cou- 
viction thar, although f really believe that much may be done 
to meet the wishes of your Goverament, (he means of doing so 
“would be bestconsidered in London, where imme efer- 
„ence may be had to the highest authorities on every p 
delicacy and diiiiculry that may arise.” 
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The British Treaty—-Mr. Benton. 

Mr. Webster rejoins: 

“The President places his reliance on those principles of-pub- 
lic law which were atated in my~note to your Lordship, and 
which are regarded as equally weil founded and important; and 
on your Lordship’s engagement that instructions shall be 
given to the governors of ker Majesty’s colonies to execute 
their own laws toith careful attention to the wish. of their 
Government lo maintain good neighborhood; and thut there 
shall be no officious interference wiih American vessels driven 


- by accident or by violenceinto those ports; that the laws 


and duties of hospitality shall be executed, and that these seem 
neither to require nor to justify any further izguisition into the 
stare of persons or ibicgs on board of vessels so situated, than 
may be indispensable to anforce the observance of the munici- 
pallaw of thecolony,and the proper regulation of its harbors 
and waters. Heindulges the hope, nevertheless, thar, actuated 
by a justsense of what is due to the mutual interests of the twe 
countries, and ihe maintenance of a permanent peace between 
them, her Majesty’s Government will not fail to see the import- 
ance of removing,- by such further stipulations, by treaty or 
otherwise, as may be found: to.be necessary, all cause of com- 
plaint.connected with this subject."—Mr. Webster to Lord 
Ashburton, August 8. 


And it is of the grounds stated in the Secretary’s 
two letters, and the engagement entered into in 
Lord Asbburton’s note, that the President predi- 
cates his belief of the public satisfaction in relation 
tothis growing and most sensitive question. This 
brings us to these grounds, and this engagement, 
that we may see the nature and solidity of the one, 
and the extent and validity’of the other. The 
grounds for the public satisfaction are in the Secre- 
tary’s letters; the engagement is in Lord Ashbur- 
ton’s letter; and what do they amountto? On the 
part of the Secretary, 1 am free to say that he has 
laid down the law of nations correctly; that. he has 
well stated the principles of public law which save 
from hazard, or loss, or penalty of any kind, the 
vessel engaged in a lawful trade, and driven or car- 


‘vied against her will into a prohibited port. He 


has well shown that, under such circumstances, 
no advantage is to be taken of the distressed ves- 
sel; that she is to be received with the hospitality 
due to misfortune, and allowed to depart, afier re- 
ceiving the succors of humanity, with all her con- 
tents of persons and things. All this is well laid 
down by our Secretary. Thus far his grounds are 
solid. But, alas, this is all talk! and the very next 
paragraph, after a‘handsome vindication of our 
rights under the law of nations, is to abandon them! 
I refer to the paragraph commencing: “If your Lord- 
ship has no authority to enter into a stipulation by 
treaty for the prevention of such occurrences hereaf- 
ter,” &¢.. This whole paragraph is fata] to the Sec- 
retary’s grounds, and pregnant wiih strange and 
ominous meanings. In the first place, it is an ad- 
mission, in the very first line, that no treaty stipula- 
tion to prevent future occurrences of the same kind 
can be obtained HERE! that the special mission, 
which came to settle everything, and to establish 
peace, will not settle this thing; which the Secre- 
tary, in numerous paragraphs, alleges to be a dan- 
gerous source of future war! This is a strange 
contradiction, and most easily got over by our Sec- 
retary. In default of a treaty stipulation, (which he 
takes for granted, and evidently makes no effort to 
obtain,) he goes on to solicit a personal engagement 
from his Lordship; and an engagement of what? 
That the law of nations shal} be observed? No! but 
that instructions shall be given tothe British local 
authorities in the islands, which shall lead them to 
regulate their ccadact in conformity with the 
rights of citizens of the United States, and the just 
expectations of their Government, and in sueh 
manner as shall, in future, take away all reasonable 
ground of complaint. 
engagement which was so solicited, and which 
was to supply the place of a treaty stipulation! If 
the engagement had been given in the words pro- 
posed, it would not have been worth a straw. Bat 
it is not given in those words, but with glaring 
and killing additions and differences. His Lord- 
ship follows the commencement of the formula 
with sufficient aceuracy,; but, lest any possible con- 
sequence might be derived from it, he takes care to 
add, that when these slaves do reach them, “no 
maller by what means,” there is no alternative! 
Hospitality, good wishes, friendly feeling, the du- 
ties of good neighborhood—all give way! The 
British law. governs! and that law is too well 
known to require repetition. This is the sum and 


-substance of Lord Ashburton’s qualifications of the 


engagements and they show him to be a man of 
honor, tha dnot leave the Secretary negotia- 
wor the slightes: reom for raising a doub: as to the 
nature of the instructions which he engaged to 
have given. These instructions go only to the 


mode of executing the law. Fis Lordship engages - 


only for the civility and gentleness of the manner 
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This is the extent of the J 


—the suaviter in modo—while the fifi- execution 
of the law itself--the:fortiter-in re--remains assit 
was. The engagement is against officiousnesse= 
inquisitiveness—~in finding ‘out the: arrival: of the 
slaves; but, after it is found ‘out, the ‘law. takes ‘its: 
course. This is the extent of this famous engage: -_ 
ment——a promise .to get the local authorities in» 
structed io perform the operation of liberation; :po- 
litely, but still to liberate. Politeness is all thal is 
engaged for; and that 1 will show, at the.. proper 
time, to be completely nullified by. the fugitive af- 
ticle in the treaty. -After this, what solemn bàm- 
boozlement in the Secretary negotiator to repeat,.as 
he does, in his letter of the 8th, all the terms of this 
engagement, literatim, verbatim, et purctuatim, and 
present it to us over again; as if it was the most im~ 
portant and. sacred thing on earth! And what a 
farce for the President to communicate this solemn 
nullity to the Senate, as satisfying all the just ex- 
pectations. of the American people! Sir, this is 
making too cheapof our understandings. Itis let- 
ting us down too low in the scale of. intellect. 
Such trifling would be too small for :boarding- 
school misses. ~ It could ‘not impose on the wno- 
cent little girls at Miss English’s, who take their 
frugal dinner at.12 o'clock, and beliéve all mankind 
to mean exactly what they say. Such children 
could not be imposed upon by this engagement; for 
it is an engagement of nothing! And yet it is 
sent to us—bearded men; and we are told.to be 
satisfied with it!* To be officions, isto exceed the 
bounds of duty or propriety; to be inquisitive, is. to 
be impertinently curious. Against this excess of 
duty, aud this excess of curiosity, Lord Ashburton 
engages; as if it was necessary for a British gov- 
ernor to be either, in order to find out the arrival 
of American slaves in his ports! as if the Aboli- 
tionists would not spare his eye the troubl@of Jook- 
ing, and his tongue the trouble of inquiring. | His 
ear is all they want; and against this there is’ no 
engagement. : g 

But, suppose there was anything in this engage- 
ment: is that the new way of securing the rights 
of the people of the United States? Engagements, 
upon the word of honor of a minister, for us; and 
treaties for the British and Africans! Is this the 
pew way? If so, why not put all, or none, into 
this new form? Why not put the boundary agree- 
ment, the fugitive article, and.the alliance articles, 
intothis form? Why not-take the engagement of 
our Secretary negotiator for all these things, if en- 
gagements are as good as treaties? But no such 
thing. ‘The cngagement of Lord Ashburton i 
nothing but a contrivance suggested by o 
retary of State to cover his deser' 
and io bamboozle the simple with a show.of hay- 
ing done something, when he had done nothing. 
Itis his contrivance. The papers prove. it. His 
own letter of August Ist proves it--the first etter 
upon the subject--and in which he’ proposes this ° 
identical engagement to Lord Ashburton. “The 
minister has ooly acted upon his proposal in giving 
this engagement; taking care to qualify it with“ 
the explanations which free it from the possibility 
of standing for enything.. And here we must be 
struck with the facility with which: this: great 
Southern question has been surrendered. Nota 
struggle made for it! not a moment’s stand is its 
behalf! not the shadow ot astand! On the con- 
trary, our negotiator gives. all up in the first'letter. 
Upon the flimsy pretext of no authority in. the 
minister to settle this question here, (when: he tells 
us. himself that he came to settle everything,) he. 
proposes an engagement in lieu of a treaty.* 


pula- 


tion; and remits the stipulation itself to London, for , 


fmure ministers to settle. ` 

Lord Ashburton proposes London as the best place 
to consider it: Mr. Webster accepts: London, and 
bopes that her Majesty’s Government will. give 
us treaty stipulations to remove all further’ cause 
for complaint on this subject. Thisis hislast hope, 
contained in the last sentence of his last note. And 
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now, why-a treaty stipulation hereafter, if this en- 
gagement.is.such (as the President says it is) as-to 
satisfy the just expectations ofthe people of the Uni- 
ted States? Why anything more, if that is enough? 
And if treaty. stipulations: are wanting, (as, in fact 
they are,):why go to London for them—the_head- 
“quarters of abolitionism, the seat of the World’s 
. Convention for the abolition of slavery, and the 
laboratory in which the. insurrection of. San 
Domingo was fabricated?* Why go to London? 
Why-go.anywhere? Why delay? Why not doit 
here?’ Why not include it among the beatitudes of 
the:vaunted peace mission? The excuse that the 
«minister had not powers, is contradictory. and ab- 
surd. The Secretary negotiator tells us, in his first 
letter, that the minister came with full powers to 
Settle every subject in discussion. This was a sub- 
ject in-discussion; and had been since the time of 
the Comet, the Encomium, and the Enterprise—years 
ago, If instructions were forgotten, why not send for 
them? What are the steamers, for that, in the six 
months that the peace mission was here, they 
could not have brought these instructions a dozen 
times?.. No! the truth is, the British Government 
would do nothing upon this subject when she found 
she could accomplish all her own objects without 
granting anything.: She got what she wanted for 
erself; and got it without conditions, The amia- 
ble facility of our Secretary granted her everything: 
and never more amiable in British eyes than when 
he:thus cut the South from the North—made a 
treaty for the British—left the South in the lurch-- 


*«What caused the San Domingo insurrection?? 

“To order to reply to this question with ast much accuracy 
and precision as the subject will admit, it is necessary 40 recur 
to the progeedings of the two associations of which mention 
was madain the second chapter of this history; namely, the 
British Association for the Abolition of the Slave-trade, which 
held its meetings in the OLD JEWRY, in London; and the so- 
ciety called Les Amis des Noirs, in Paris. A short review of 
the conduct of these societies will serve not only to lessen the 
surprise which may be felt at the revolt of the negroes of San 
Domingo,but also to raise a considerable degree of astonishment 
that the enslaved negroes in the British islands had not given 
them the example., 

“Thave-observed that the society in London professed to have 
‘nothing more in view than to obtain an act of the Legislature 
for prohibiting the further introduction of African slaves into 
the British colonies. Ihave said that they disclaimed all ins 
tention of interfering with the Government, and condition of 
‘the negroes already in the plantations; publicly declaring their 
opinion to be, that a general emancipation of those people, in 
their present state of ignorance and barbarity, instead of a 
blessing, would provo to them the source of misfəørtune and 
misery. But, although such were their ostensible declarations 
ag a public vody, the leading members of the society, in the 
same moment, held a very different language; and even the s0- 
ciety itself (acting as such) pursued. a line of conduct directly 
andimmodiately repugnant to their own professions. Besides 
using every possible endeavor to inflame the public of Great 
Britain against the planters, they distributed, ata prodigious 
expense, throughout the colonies, tracts and pamphlets without 
number; the direct tendency of which was to render the white in- 
habitants odious and contemptible in the eyes of their own slaves, 
and excite in the latter such ideas of their own natural rights 
and equality of condition as should lead them to a general strug- 
gle for freedom, through rebellion and bloodshed. 

_ “In many of those writings, arguments are expressly adduced, 
in language which cannot be misunderstood, to urge the ne- 
progs to rise up and murder their masters without mercy, 

esiatance, say they, ‘is always justifiable where force is the 
substitute of right; nor is (he commission of a civil crime pos- 
sible in a state of slavery.’ These sentiments are repeated in 
a thousand different forms; and, in order that they might not 
lose their effect by abstract reasoning, a reverend divine of the 
Church of England, (Mr. Percival Stockdale,) in a pamphlet 
addressed to the chairman or president of the society which 
held its meetings in the OLD JEWRY, (Granville Sharp, esq.) 
pours forth the most earnest prayers, in the most undisguised 
expressions, that the negroes would destroy al] the white peo- 
ple— men, women, and children—in the ‘West India islands. 
“should we not,’ he exclaims, ‘approve their conduct in their 
violence? Should we not crown it with eulogium, if they ex. 
terminate their tyrants with fire and sword? Should they even 
deliberately inflict the most exquisite tortures on those tyrants 
would they not be excusable in the moral judgment of those 
who properly value those inestimable blessings—rational and 
religious liberty?’ g 

“Besides distributing pamphlets of this complexion gratis, 
at the doors of all the churches and places of worship in the 
kingdom, and throughout the colonies, the society, or persons 
in their name, caused a medal to be struck, containing the fig. 
ure ofa naked negro, loaded with chains, and in the attitude of 
imploring mercy; thqusands of which were also dispersed 
among the negroes in each of the sugar islands, for the instruc- 
tion, I presume, of such of them as could not read. But, unhap- 
pily, this instance of provident caution was not requisite; for, so 
many negro domestics return annually. from Europe to the 
West Indies as constantly furnisha sufficient number of livin 
Instructors; and, certain it is (I pronounce it from my one 
knowledge respecting Jamaica) that the labors of the socier 
on their behalf, as well as many of the most violent speeches in 
the British Parliament, wherein the whole body of the planters 
were painted asa herdof bloodthirsty and remerseless tyrants 
were explained to the negro slaves, in terms well adapted to 
their capacities, and suited, as might have been supposed, to 
their feelings.’ tt will be difficult to say what other measures 
the OLD JEWRY associates could have taken to excite a re- 
pelo creep that of fornishing the objects of their solicitude 
w rms and ammunition, ”—. | j 
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-and then undertook to bamboozle the Southrons 


with his fine engagement! = > 

Bat, if the engagement was anything, the 10th 
article of the treaty would nullify it; for that arti- 
cle makes the delivery of fugitive criminals a ju- 
dicial; as well as a ministerial act. The slave, in 
such.casés as the Creole and others, must be qe- 
manded either as property or as criminals; in neith- 
er Case can the executive authorities of the islands 


give them up, evenif they would. Slaves, as prop-- 


erty, are excluded from the surrenders to be made: 
as criminals, the judicial authority must be applied 
lov and twice the judge, or justice, must act against 
the slave before the Governor can make the sur- 
render. The justice. must first issue a warrant to 
apprehend the slave;and he is the judge of the suf- 
ficiency of the case made out to authorize the issu- 
ance of the warrant. He must then give the slave 
a hearing on the charge made against him; and is 
again the judge of the question of guilt. If these 
two points are both decided against the criminal 
slave, then the Justice is to certify the guilt to the 
governor, who is thereupon, and not until then, 
authorized to make the surrender. Now, of what 
avail is it, with such an article as this in the treaty, 
to send instructions to governors not to be officious 
or inquisitive in prying into the case of fugitive 
slaves? They have nothing to do with it under the 
new trealy. They have nothing to do with the ar- 
rest, hearing, or examination of the criminal. All 
that belongs to the judiciary; and it is not until they 
see the judicial certificate that the governors can 
act at all; and then they must act according to the 
treaty and the laws of Great Britain, and not ac- 
cording to instructions from British ministers, AN 


this is clear from the concluding parts of the 10th” 


article. Hear it: 


“Provided, that this shall only be Jone upon such evidence of 
criminality as, according to the laws of the place where the fu- 
gitive or person socharged shall be found, would justify his ap- 
prehension and commitment for trial, if the crime or offence 
had there been committed; and the respective judges and other 
magistrates of the two Governments shall have power, juris- 
diction, and authority, upon complaint made under oath, to is- 
sue a warrant for the apprehension of the fugitive or person 
so charged, that he may be brought before such judges or other 
magistrates, respectively, to the end that the evidence of crimi- 
nality-may he heard and considered; and if, on such hearing, 
the evidence be deemed suflicient to sustain the charge, it shall 
he the duty of the examining judge or magistrate to certify the 
same to the proper executive authority,that a warrant may 
issue for the surrender of such fugitive.” 


This nullifies any instructions for polite beha- 
vior which may be issued. It reduces the engage- 


ment to the merest hoax. The offence is to be one . 


for which the fugitive could be arrested and tried, 
if committed at the place of apprehension. And 
who supposes that, in the abolition dominions of 
Great Britain, the murder or robbery of a master 
by his slave will be admitted to be a crime for 
which the perpetrator should be delivered up to 
justice? Even admitting that, under the common 
law of England, there may be a killing of the mas- 
ter by his slave, under circumstances which would 
amount to murder; yet who could expect, in the 
present state of British feeling, that the law could 
be executed by a British judge? Who would ex- 
pect even such a murderer to be given up, much 
less when the killing takes the form of defence 
against violence, or escape from oppression? Who 
expects a warrant, a decision, or a certificate 
againsta slave, under such circumstances? If any 
one, let him read the Creole case, and dismiss his 
vain and credulous hopes.* 
ae s = 
“Since the conference between Lord Ashburton and the ex- 
ecutive committee of the Foreign and American Anti-slavery 


Socipty,lot him read the account of that, or even the folowing 
part of it: 


“Lord Ashburton went into an explanation of the 10th article, i 


and mentioned severa] particulars of the discussion that took 
place, both on that topic, and others relating to slaves. With 
regard to the case of the slave Hackett, he did not know all 
the facts. Sir Charles Bagot was known to him, and he did 
not believe he would do anything intentionally wrong. Bathe 
had just entered upon his duties. and was probably desirous, at 
that juncture, of promoting good feeling with his great neigh- 
bor. The fact that the slave had taken his master’s watch, was 
a circumstance that probably went against him. ‘Had he only 
taken the horse,’ said Lord A. Cooking at Gerrit Smith, signifi- 
cantly, though he could not be su pposed ever to have read the 
advice of that gentleman to fugitive slaves,) ‘he would not, prob- 
ably, have been surrendered; for you know the horse was ne- 
cessary for his escape.’ Lord Ashburton said that, in framing 
the 10th article, great care had been taken to. provide that infe- 
rior magistrates in Canada should have no authority to surren- 
der fugitives, as had been urged by the other party: and that 
only the governor himself could perform an act of so great im. 
portance. Great care would be taken, he had no doubt, t9 pro- 
tect the innocent; and that the taking of any article necessary fo 
effect an escape would not be considered felonicus. Be said 
the friends of the slave in England would. be very WATCHFUL 
a that no wrong practice took place under the 10th are 
r 
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I come, now, to the case of the Creole--the im- 
mediate subject of the correspondence which we 
have been examining—and shall be brief upon it. I 
take the case itself,from the account of it given in 
January last by the Secretary of State to our min- 
ister in London, instructing him. to. demand satis- 
faction for: that outrage frem the Government of 
Great Britain. Thisis his statement, and part of 
his instructions to Mr. Everett: 


“Phe Crecle was passing from one port of the United States 
to another, in a voyage perfectly lawful, with merchandise on 
board, and also with slaves, or persons bound to service, natives 
of America, and belonging to American citizens, and which are 
recognised as-property by the Constitution of the United States 
in those States in which slavery exists. In the course of the 
voyage, some of the slavés rose upon the mas er and crew, sub- 
dued them, murdered one man, and caused the vessel to be car 
ried into Nassau. The veszel was thns taken to a British port— 
not voluntarily, by those who had the lawful authority over her; 
but forcibly and violently, against the master’s will, and with 
the consent of nobody but the mutineers and murderers; for 
there is no evidence that these outrages were committed with 
the concurrence of any of the slaves, except those actually en- 
gaged in them. Under these circumstances, it would seem to 
have been the plain and obvious duty of the authorities at Nas- 
sau, the port of a friendly power, to assist the American cousul 
in potting an énd to the captivity of the master and crew, re- 
storing to them the control of the vessel, and enabling them to 
resume their voyage, and to take the mutineers and murderers 
to their own country to answer for their crimes before the 
proper tribunal. One cannot conceive how any other course 
could jus:ly be adopted, or how the duties imposed by that part 
of the code regulating the intercourse of* friendly States, which 
is generally called the comity of nations, could otherwise be ful- 
filled. Here was no violation of British law attempted or in- 
tended on the part of the master of the Creole, nor any infringe- 
mentof the principles of the law of nations. The vessel was 
lawfully engaged in passing from port to port in the United 
States. By violence and crime she was carried, against the 
master’s will, out of her course, and into the port ofa friendly 
power. All was the result of force. Certainly, ordinary com. 
ity and hospitality entitled him to such assistance from the au- 
thorides of the place as should enable him to resume and prose. 
cute his voyage, and bring the cffenders to justice. But, instead 
of this, ifthe facts be as represented in these papers, not only 
did the authorities give no aid for any such purpose, but they 
did actually interfere to set free the slaves, and to enable them to 
disperse themselves beyond the reach of the master of the ves- 
sel or their owners. A proceeding like this cannot but cause 
deep feeling inthe United States. As ý 

“L tas been my purpose to write you at length upon this sub- 
ject, in order that you might lay before the Government of her 
Majesty, fully, and without reserve, the views entertained upon 
it by that of the United States, and the grounds on which those 
views are taken. But the early return of the packet precludes 
the opportunity of ging thus into the. case in this despatch; and 
as Lord Ashburton may shortly be expected here, it may be bet- 
ter to enter fully into it with him, if his powers shall be broad 
enough to embrace it. Some knowledge of the case will have 
reached England before his departure; and very probably his 
Government may have given him instructions. But I re uest, 
nevertheless, that you lose no time in calling Lord Aberdeen’s 
attention to it in a general manner, and giving him a narrative 
of the transaction, such as may be framed from the papers now 
communicated; with a distinct declaration, that if the facts turn 
ont as stated, this Government thinks it a clear case for indem. 
nification. 


“You will avai! yourself of an early opportunity of commu- 
nicating to Lord Aberdeen, in the manner which you may deem 
most expedient, the substance of this despatch; and you will re- 
ceive further instructions respecting the case. of the Creole, 
unless it shall become the subject of discussion at Wash- 
ington. 


“Inail your communications with her Majesty’s Government, 
you will seek to impress it with a full conviction of the danger- 
ous Importance to the peace of the two countries of occurrences 
of this kind, and the delicate nature-of the questions to which. 
they give rise.” i 


This was the case of the Creole, and it is well 
and clearly stated. Our Secretary writes well, but 
performs badly, Te has well stated this case, and 
duly supported it by an argument against the legali- 
ty of the conduct of the Nassau authorities, in favor 
of the just title of the injured owners to indenmifi- 
cation, and the necessity for a treaty stipulation to 
prevent the recurrence of cases so dangerous to 
the peace of the two countries.’ Mr. Everett was 
directed to press the case in London: the Secretary 
undertock to do it here, if Lord Ashburton brought 
the proper powers with him. The powers were 
nol brought; nor have they been sent, or even sent 
for! Nothing in the case of the Creole has been 
done in London; nothing here; and now we are to 
ratify a treaty from which the whole case has been 
excluded, and tobe content with a correspondence 
which contains a promise for an engagement which 
isa derision of our complaints. Five cases like 
those of the Creole, differing only in degree of 
atrocity, have occurred. In the two first, there 
was pecuniary compensation to the injured owners; 
m hone of them has there been reparation to the 
insulted flag of the United States: and in the three 
latter, there has not even been a suggestion of in- 
demnifving the owners: Great Britain is evidently 
assuming higher ground on the subject of slavery; 
and after the manner in which we have been 
coerced intoa naval and diplomatic alliance against 
Slave takers, and after the quintuple treaty has been 
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shown-to us; there'is no knowing what is in store 
for the slave possessors. ` 

Sir, I hold that the honor ofthe Senate as a body, 

and the honor of the greater part of the Senators 
now present individually, is concerned in the settle- 
ment of this Creole case, and the others. of the same 
class. We have done what involves our honor. 
We-adopted resolutions on this subject—strong and 
just resolutions—and adopted them unanimously. 
They declare this conduct of the British local au- 
thorities to be a violation of the law of nations, 
and highly unjust to our citizens: and these resolu- 
tions, and the speeches ih support of them, were 
forwarded to London, to be used by Mr. Everett in 
pressing the unsettled cases. Both the resolutions 
and speeches seem to have been disregarded in 
London: shall they be disregarded here? disregard- 
ed by the Senate which passed them, and by the 
Sehators whospoke and voted tor them? Here is 
the paragraph of the Secretary’s letter which in- 
forms us of the transmission of these resolutions 
and speeches to London, to be laid before the Brit- 
ish ministry: 

“You are acquainted with the correspondence which took 
place a few years ago, between the American and English Gov- 
ernments, respecting the cases of the Enterprise, the Comet, and 
the Encomium.  1call your attention to the Journal of the 
Senate of the United States, containing resolutions unanimously 
adopted by that body respecting those cases. These resolutions, 
I believe, have already been brought to the notice of her Ma 
jesty’s Government; but it may be well that both the resolu: 
tions themselves, and the debaies upon them, should be again 
adverted to. You will find the resolutions, of course, among 
the documents. regularly transmitted to the legation, and the 
debates in the newspapers with which it has also been sup- 
plied from this department.” 


And here are the resolutions themselves: 


“Resolved, That a ship or vessel on the high seas, in time of 
peace, engaged in a lawful voyage, is, according to the laws of 
nations, under the exclusive jurisdiction of the State to which 
her flag belongs;--as much so as if constituting a part of her 
own domain. 

“Resolved, That if such ship or vessei should be forced by 
stress of weather, or other unavoidable cause, into the port and 
under the jurisdiction of a friendly power, she and her cargo, 
and the persons on board, with their property. and all the rights 
helonging to their personal relations, as established by the laws 
of the State to which they belong, would be placed under the 
protection which the laws of nations extend to the unfortunate 
under such circumstances. 

“Resolved, That the brig Enterprise, which was forced, un- 
avoidatly, by stress of weather, iuto Port Hamilton, Bermuda 
island, while on a lawful voyage on the bigh seas, from one part 
of the Union to another, comes within the principles embraced 
By the foregoing resolutions; and that the seizure and ceteition 
of the negroes on board, by the local authority of the istand, was 
an actin tion of the Jaws of nations, and highiy unjust to 
our own citizens to whom they belong.” 


I was not one of those who spoke in favor of these 
resolutions; I was satisfied with the speech of the 
mover, [Mr. Catnoun,} and voted for them with a 
cordial good will. I deemed them correct then: 
I deem them so now. I consider all the cases of 
the Comet, the Encomium, the Enterprise, the Cre- 
ole, and the Hermosa, to have been violations of 
the laws of nations, a breach of good neighborhood, 
and a contempt for our Government. I cannot vote 
for the ratification of a treaty which retuses the 
slightest notice of these outrages, and remits us, for 
our “satisfaction,” to the illusory stipulations of an 
empty and preposterous “engagement.” 1 stand by 
the resolutions; and shall offer an amendment to this 
treaty, to transfer their substance toits pages, and 
vindicate the rights of our vessels, under the liws 
of nations, as resolved by the Senate. [The amend- 
ment was offered, and rejected.*] 

Sir, this offence against our ships and citizens is 
one of recent origin, but of increasing frequency, 
and of augmenting atrocity. Jt is evidently a part 
of the abolition crusade against slavery, and tends 
to excite insurrection and servile war in our coun- 
try. The first case occurred in the year 1820: it 
was that of the Comet, which was stranded near the 
island of New Providence,and carried a wreck into 
Nassau, her slaves liberated, and the pyotest of the 
owners disregarded. These slaves were paid for. 
The next was that of the Encomium, in 1834—the 
same in all respects asthe Comet, and with the same 
results: the owners of the slaves being eventually 
paid by the British Government. The third case 
was that of the Enterprise, whose fate was the sub- 
ject of our resolves. It occurred in 1835; and was 
the case of a ship driven by tempest into the 
island of Bermuda, her slaves liberated, and the 


“Amendment offered by Mr. Barros to the Britivh treaty. 

“Phata vessel of the United States, ebgaged In a lawu] vey- 
age, and driven by t 1, or carried oy violence, or forced 
by necessity, into a Britis at india pori, during jx ate with 
&reat Britain, shall be received with the hospitality due to mis 


fortune, and be allowed to depart with all convenient despaich, 
and with all her contents of persons aad property.” 


= - 


= The British ‘Treaty—Mr. Benton. 
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` protest of the owners disregarded. For this out- 


rage no atonement.or compensation has been made, 
notwithstanding our brave resolutions, and their 
imposing communication to the British Govern- 
ment. Then came two cases together, worse than 
all the previous ones—the Creole, in January, 1842, 
and the Hermosa immediately after—cases, the one 
of mutiny, piracy, and murder; the other, of vio- 
lence on the part of wreckers. For these two out- 
rages, as well as for that of the Enterprise, no in- 
demnity or redress of any kind has been made. 
Pecuniary compensation to.the owners——an inade- 
quate redress to them, and no atonement to our in- 
sulted sovereignty——granted in the two first cases, 
is denied in the three last: and the go-by which has 
been given to the whole subject in this mission of 
peace, and the “satisfaction” expressed by the Pres- 
ident, on behalf of the country, at this termination 
of the business, must, if sanctioned by the Senate, 
operate as an act of oblivion upon past outrages, 
and an invitation to the commission of new ones. 
At the same time, 12,000 slaves are allured into 
Canada; and no limit is seen to the number which 
will go, under the inducemenis which are held out, 
and the new rendezvous which the consolidation of 
British power on the frontiers of Maine will pre- 
sent. The South, left alone by the separate treaty 
now made forthe Northern States, and with the 
sympathies of half the Union and all the world 
against her, must now expect greater outrages than 
ever, in all that relates to her slave property. The 
British have now evidently constituted themselves 
the guardians and protectors of our slaves; and, 
while our three millions of black slaves are better 
fed, better clothed, better lodged, less worked, have 
more liberty, more knowledge, and speak better 
English, than the same number of her English pop- 
ulation, (laborers and paupers)—to say nothing of 
the poor Irish, Scotch, Asiatics, and others,—while 
this is the difference, to the disadvantage of her 
own white subjects, all her sympathies are in exer- 
cise for our blacks! Is it humanity, or policy, that 
works in this strange way? Is it love of the slave, 
or ‘the hatred of the master, that works jn this 
way? 


The term South, as indicating the slave-holding 
region in this Union, is now become a term of 
enlarged and extended application, and is fast 
shifting tothe West. But lately applied to five At- 
Jantic, it now includes seven transmontane States; 
the former decreasing; the latter increasing. The 
five Atlantic slave States lose fifteen Representa- 
tives under the late census: the seven Western 
gain eight. Their relative strength is now about 
equal. Atthe census of 1850, that of the West- 
ern seven must greatly preponderate; and, after 
that period, the gap between them must go on in- 
creasing, inthe double ratio of the loss in one and 
the gain in the other. The slave interest, already 
equalling in the great West that of the Atlantic, 
must soon find its chief seat there; and it behooves 
the Representatives from that quarter to attend 
in time to what must soon become a chief subject 
of their care. The liberation of slaves from 
wrecked vessels among the Bahama islands, is 
but a branch of a vast system; but itis a branch 
of it which addresses itself directly to the slave 
States of the Valley of the Mississippi. The 
passage through these British islands is their 
line of communication with the Atlantic States, 
with the high seas, and with the whole world. 
They cannot tolerate the insecurity of that passage, 
either. for themselves or their property. 
they should say of that passage, and of the gulf 
from which it leads, as the Romans said of the 
Mediterranean—mare nostrum ! and act upon the 
assumption. The masiers of the Mississippi should 
command the outlet from the rea fluviorum. As 
a Senator from that great region, I feel the respon- 
sibilities cf my position, and the gravity of the cir- 
cumstances which surround us. The pretension to 
liberate slaves between New Orleans and the At- 
lantic States, is a blow at the Great West—-one 
blow out of many which the anti-slave allies are 
preparing for ber. This treaty, by shirking the 
question, sanctions that pretension; and I feel 
bound to oppose it. A treaty of peace, as it is call- 
ed--the fruit of a mission sent out to settle every- 
hing—-the approved of a Southern President: it 
il leaves unsettled the large question which con- 
cerns the twelve Siates which stretch from the At- 
jantie to the Missouri, and from the 39th parallel of 
north latiinde to the Guif. Such a question, affect- 
ing so many States, and so pregnant of war, de- 
served to be settled—deserved something very dif- 


Rather: 


` protocols disables us from knowing. 


ferent from ignominious exclusion from the treaty, 
and derisory dismission to the safeguard of a cor- 
respondence and an engagement. The peace mis- 
sion has put this question, and the subject of which 
it is part, onthe high road io war. Togo with 
the British to Africa, to fight for slaves, while;/the ~ 
British are liberating, enticing away, and exciting 
to revolt our slaves.at home, is to commit. a fully 
of which the fruit must be shame and resentment, ° 
and all their disastrous effects. 

The case of the Caroline, to which I now pro- 
ceed, completes the list of the seven subjects which 
the President informs us oceupied the attention of 
the negotiators. He does not tell us that no other 
subject occupied their deliberations; and the wantof 
I should like 
to know whether the assumption of the State debts, 
or any provision or guaranty for their payment 
constituted any part of the objects of the special 
mission. If they did, we ought to know it; and tos 


. know what was demanded on one side, and what 


was promised or denied on the other. Informality 
of the conference will make no difference. . Every- 
thing was informal-in this anomalous negotiation. 
Wat Tyler never hated the ink-horn worse than 
our Secretary-negotiator hated it upon this occa- 
sion. It was only after a thing was finished, 
that the pen was resorted to; and then merely to re- 
cord the agreement, and put a face upon it. for the 
public eye. In this way many things may have 
been discussed, which leave no written trace behind 
them; and it would be a curious circumstance if so 
large a subject, and one so delicate as. the Sage: 
debts, should find itself in that predicament. In the 
absence of all evidence, I have no right to an opin-- 
ion on the point; but, as a Senator, and a part of 
the treaty-making power, I have aright to know 
the facts; and shall submit a call upon the sident: 
for that purpose. [The call was submitted, butnot 
acted upon for want of time.] f 


The Caroline is the last of the seven subjects im 
the arrangement which I make of them, I reserve 
it for the last; the extreme ignominy of its termina- 
tion making it, in my opinion, the natural conclu- 
sion of a disgraceful negotiation, It is a case in 
which all the sources of national degradation seem: 
to have been putin requisition: diplomacy; legis- 
lation; the judiciary; and even the military. To 
volunteer propitiations to. Great Britain, and to: 
deprecate her wrath, seem to have been the sole: 
concern of the Administration, when signal repara- 
tion was 4ue from her to us, Btn 


The case of the Caroline is now near four years 
old. It occurred in December of the year 1838; 
under Mr. Van Buren’s‘administration;. but it was. 
not until March, 1841, and until the new Admin- 
istration was in power, thatthe question assumed its: 
high character of a- quarrel between the United 
States and Great Britain. Before that time. the: 
outrage upon the Caroline was only the act of the 
individuals engaged in it. The arrest of one of 
these individuals brought out the British Govern- 
ment. She assumed the offence; alleged the out- 
rage to have been pe*petrated by her authority; and 
demanded the release of McLeod, under the clear 
implication of a national threat if he was. not 'sur- 
rendered.* The release was demanded uncondi- 
tionally—not the slightest apology or atonement be- 
ing offered tur the outrage on the Caroline, out of 
which the arrestof McLeod grew. The arrogant 
demand of the British was delivered to the new 
Secretary of State on the 12th day of March. 
Instead of refusing to answer under a threat, he 
answered the sooner; and, in his,answer, went far 
beyond what the minister [Mr. Fox] had demanded. 
He despatched the Attorney General of the United 
States to New York, to actas counselfor McLeod; 
he senta Major General of the United States army 
along with him, to give emphasis to his presence; and 
he gave a false version to the law of nations, which 
would not only cover the McLeod case, but all. suc- 
ceeding cases of the same kind. I consider all this 
the work of the State Department; for General 
Harrison wastoo new in his office, too much over- 
whelmed by the army of applicants who besieged 
him and soon destroyed his life, to have the time 
to study the questions to which the arrest of Me- 
Leod, and the demard for his release, and the as- - 
sumption of his crime by the “British Government, 


a 


"Rot, be that ag itmay, her Majesty’s Government formally 
demand, npon the grounds already stated, the immediate re 
lease of Mr. McLeod; and her Majesty’s Government entreat 
the President of the United States to take into tis most deliber- 
ate consideration the serious nature of the consequences which 
must ensue froma rejection of this demand.” j 


Cona+---3p Szss. 
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2. Such questions were of necessity: left 
> Department; andasthe acts of that đe- 
artment, Teonsider allihat was dove in relation to 
MMeLeod in the: month of March, 1841. It. was in 
that month-that the case reversed’ the aspect under 
“which our-Government had viewed it; received its 
‘new direction; and commenced the course which 
has just received thé disgraceful termination which 
“the President has communicated, ae 
McLeod had been arrested in the month of De- 


‘eember, 1840, while Mr. Van Buren was still Pres- | 


Adent; and a demand was then made for his. release. 
‘Phe release was refused; and all interference with 
the State.courts declined. The answer to, this ef: 
fect, given by Mr. Forsyth, Secretary of State, to 


Mr. Fox, was read in the two Houses of Congress 


in January, 1841, and ‘received unanimous appro- 
bation. » Soon after, the decision of the New York 
court: was given, and was to the same effect; and 
thus, at that period, the President, the two Houses 
of Congress, and a State court, were all of one 
opinion—that the assumption of his offence by his 


overnment made no difference to McLeod; that ° 


_ he’was responsible to the State laws for crossing 
the boundary to commit murder and arson; that the 
two countries being at peace, it was not a military, 
but ‘a*piratical expedition; that the assumption. of 
his offence only added another to the list of offend- 
ers, without. giving the first aright to immunity; 
and that the Government of the United States would 
interfere inno way in the State administration of jus- 
tice. < Reversing all this, the United States Attor- 
ney General was sent to defend McLeod;* a general 
officef sent with him; his release solicited of the 

` State; an appeal ordered to be taken in his behalfto 
the Supreme:-Court of the United States; anew ver- 
sion ofthe laws of nations prepared for the occa- 
sion; every preparation made, and every step 
taken, to propitiate the British for the arrest of a 
subject, without exacting any reparation from them 
for the invasion of our territory, the murder of our 
citizens, and conflagration of a vessel at. anchor in 
the, waters of her own country, ‘ 

These proceedings took place in the brief inter- 
wal-between the accession: of the new Administra- 
tion to power, in March, and the meeting of the ex- 
traordinary session of Congress in the month of 
May following. Ofcourse they were all commu- 
nicated to Congress at that session; and, as they 
were wrong in themselves, and contradictory to the 
course. taken and approved during Mr. Van Bu- 
ren’s administration, they received the severest 
reprehension. The Republican members con- 
demned them in a body; and the measures for the 
release of McLeod, under the new reading of the 
law of nations, became the eminent subject of ani- 
madversion, The friends of the new Administra- 
tion, having both the facts and the law clearly 
against them, took lofty ground in another direc- 
lion, They assumed a Roman attitude; declared it 
to be unbecoming a great nation to punish the sub- 
ject, when the sovereign assuined the offence; cited 
Roman maxims and examples to show that the mag- 
nanimous Way was to dismiss the instrument, and 
seize the chief and they were profuse in their wn- 
dertakings for the Roman manner in which Messrs, 
‘Tyler and Webster would hold the British Crown 
todecount, after washing their hands of the wretch 
McLeod.t The Republicans pat no faith in all 


* “Having consulted with the Governor, you will proceed to 
Lockport, or wherever else the trial may be holden, and furnish 
‘the prisoner’s counsel with the evidence of which you will be 
Ju possession material to his defence. You will’ see that he 

. have skilful and eminent counsel, if such be not already re- 

tained; and although you are not desired to act as counsel 
yourself, you will cause it to be signified to him, and to the 
gentleman whe may conduct his defence, that it is the wish of 
-this Government that, in case his defence be overruled by the 
courtin which he shall be tried, proper steps he taken immedi- 
ately for removing the cause, by writ of error, to the Supreme 
Court of the United States.” — Mr. Webster's Instructions to 
Mr. Crittenden, March 15, 1841. 


t “You (the British Government) now avow the destruction 
-of the Caroline as a public act of military and naval force, done 
under your authority. : 
, ` “Henceforward, McLeod and others, who acted under your 
orders, must stand excused in the eye of the law. Let the 
-Gourts, in the exercise of the jurisdiction which of vieht be- 
Jags to: them, allow his plea of immunity and discharge; but 
“we held you responsible in his Place, through all those modes 
of international redress which the code of nations has provided 
for the prosecution or vindication of national rights. The 
Ameri¢an psople—and here (said Mr. R.)T use, in part, the very 
words of the answer returned by. the Secretary of State—not 
distrustful of their ability to redress public wrongs by public 
means, are incapable of the poor revenge of pursuing an indi. 
vidual for a national offence, in which he was but the Inatry- 
ment of his Government. 

“Mr. Rivas appealed to the Senate—to the sentiment of 
American pride—to that Roman spirit which, be believed, yet 
survived in the bosoms of his countrymen—tosay whether such 


no-more-of these new Romans calling his sovereign 
to account. This was the opinion of the Democ- 
racy, very freely expressed at the.time; and so it 
has all turned out to be. McLeod was acquitted, 
and got off the British Government became re- 
sponsible, on the Administration’s own principles; 
they have not been held to that responsibility; no 
atonement or apology bas been made for the na- 
tional outrage at Schlosser; and the President in- 
forms us that no further complaint, on account of 
this aggression on the soil and sovereignty of the 
Union, and the lives of its citizens, is to be made! 
The message is in these words: 


“The destruction of the steamboat Caroline at Schlosser, four 
or five years ago, occasioned no small degree of excitement at 
the time, and became the subject of carrespondence between 
thetwo Governments, That correspondence, having been sus- 
pended fora considerable period, was renewed in the spring of 
the last year; but, no satisfactory result having been arrived 
at, it was thought proper, though the occurrence had ceased to be 
fresh and recent, not to omit attention to it on the present ocea- 
sion, It has only been vo far Ciscussed, in the correspondence 
now submitted, as it was accomplished by a violation of the 
territory of the United States. The letter of the British minis- 
ler, while he attempts tojustify that violation uponthe ground 
of a pressing and overruling necessity—admilting, nevertheless, 
that, even ifjustifiable, an apology was due forit--andaccom- 
panying this acknowledgment with assurances of the sacred 
regard of his Government for the inviolability of national ter- 
ritory, has seemed to me sufficient to warrant forbearance from 
any further iremonstrance against what took place as an ag- 
gression on the soil and territory of this country.” 


This paragraph, from the message of the 9th of 
August, is a pretty faithful transcript from Mr. 
Webster’s note to Lord Ashburton of the 61h; and 
as it is more satisfactory to comment on the ori- 
ginal than on the copy, I will read that original, 
and reserve my comments for it: 


‘Understanding these principles alike, the difference between 
the two Governnients isonty whether theJfacts inthe case of the 
‘Caroline? make out a case of such necessity for the purpose 
of self-defence. Seeing that the transaction is not recent, hav- 
ing happened in the time of onc of his predecessors; seeing that 
yout Lordship, in the name of your Government, solemnly de- 
clares that no slightor disrespect was intended to the sovereign 
authority of the United States; seeing that it is acknowledged 
that, whether justifiable or not, there was yet a violation of the 
territory of the United States, and that you are instructed to say 
that your Government consider that as @ most serious occur- 
rence; seeing, finally, that itis now admitted that un expla- 
nation and apology for this violation was due et the time 
the President is contentto receive these acknowledgments and 
assurances in the conciliatory spirit which marke your Lord- 
ship’s letter, and will make this subject, asa complaint of viola- 
tion of territory, the topic of no further discussion between the 
two Governments.” 


I pretermit the remarks upon the doctrines of this 


a reply was not worthy of the country and the Government? 
‘Parcere subjectis et debellare superhos” was the dictate ofa 
lofty and magoanimons spirit, whether in individuals or in 
States. iListurians have recorded the conduct of the Roman 
Senate, on the occasion of their ambassador being killed by the 
subjects of Demetrius, one of the most powerful princes of an- 
tiquity. Demetrius delivered up the perpetrators of the act to 
the Romans; but the Senate, suspecting that he had connived 
at or encouraged the crime, immediately sent back the individ- 
ual offenders, notifying Demetrius that they would hold the 
sovereign, and not the subject, responsible, Is it in folowing 
the example of that proud republic that the honorable Senator 
from Pennsylvania finds a ground for imputing to the Admin- 
reo in the case of McLeod, a want of proper national tone 
aod spirit? 

, “The Senator from Pennsylvania may dismiss his apprehen- 
sions that the honor of the country will be compromised in the 
hands of those to whom the nation has intrusted its keeping. 
The Chief Magistrate, who now so worthily fills the place of 
the Iamented Harrison, has given, in a life af honorable and pa- 
triotic service, pledges on which the couniry. can repose. He 
has announced the maxims of his policy towards foreign pow- 
ers in terms which cannot but command the universal assent— 
to render justice to all, submitting to injustice from none; and 
white sedulously cultivating the relations of peace and amity 
with the rest of the world, esteeming it ‘his most imperative du- 
ty to see that the honor of the county shall sustain no blemish,’ 
To these sentiments of the President; we finda faithful echo in 
the language of the Secretary of State, in the close of his letter 
t0 Mr. Fox. 

© ‘This republic does not wish to disturb the tranquillity of the 
world. ls object is peace—its policy, peace. But still it is 
jealous of i's rights, and, among others, and most especially, of 
the right of the absolute immunity of its territory from agcres- 
sion from abroad; and these rights it isthe duty and determina. 
tion of this Government fully, and at all times, to maintain; 
while it will, at the same time, as scrupulously refrain from in. 
fringing on the rights of others.* 

“Ya sentiments such as these, we have an abundant guaranty 
that ncthing will be done or suffered by the present Administra. 
tion which shall strike us from the high rank among the nations 
where the virtuous struggles of our ancestors have placed us; 
and that it will steadily pursue the noble and comprehensive 
rule of action laid down by one of our early and most illustri. 
ons Presidents-—to merit the character of a just, and to main- 
man may ni an pa endent nation; preferring every conse- 

e suit and habitual wrong,” — Mr. Ripes’s sp i 
‘aly io Me abhi rong.” — Mr. Rives’s speech, in 


letter for the present, for the purpose of looking into 
itsstatementof facis. The letter, very clearly, intends 
to induce the public to believe that there has been an 
apology made to. the United States by Great. Britain 
forthe invasion, the murder, and the „arson com- 
mitted upon usat Schlosser; when the fact is, no 
such apology -has been made, and the correspond- 
ence shows it.. To that correspondence, then, we 
have recourse to settle this. question of fact; and 
this is quickly done. It happens that there arè 
three notes upon this subject: -a brief one. of the 
27th of July, from the American to the British-ne- 
gotiator; a letter of some length from. Lord Ash- 
burton, in answer, of the 28th of the same month; 
anda brief rejoinder to it, in a note of the 6th of 
August, from Mr. Webster. In this narrow com- 
pass lie all the facts of this supposed apology; and 
I propose to set them out with the brevity, precis- 
jon, and fairness which are due to the occasion. 
The opening note of the American negotiator of 
the 27th of July, contains a vital declaration on 
this point. It says that, up to that day, no atone- 
ment, or even apology, had been made by the Brit- 
ish Government for this outrage; and asks his 
Lordship’s grave attention to it. Hisnote is in these 
words: 

‘ That actis, of itself a wrong, and an offence to the sove. 
reignty and the dignity of the United States—-being a violation 
of their soil and territory; a wrong for “which, to this day, 70 
aionement, or even apology, has been made by her Majesty’s 
Government. Your Lordship canwot.but be aware that self- 
respect, the consciousiess of independence and national equal- 
ity, and a sensitivenees to whatever may touch the honor of the 
countrya sensitiveness which this Government will ever feel 
and ever cullivate-- make this a matter of high importance; 
and Į must be allowed to ask for it your Lordship’s grave con: 
sideration.” : 

This note is conclusive on the question of the 
apology up to the day of its date, which was very 
nearthe termination of the special mission. ‘The 
date was the 27th of July. It is also pointed and 
urgent in calling the special minister’s grave atten- 
tion to a wrong which he properly qualifies as an 
offence to the sovereignty and dignity of the United 
States. The minister does, in fact, promptly give 
his attention to this call; for on the next day, (July 
28th) he writes an elaborate letter of justification 
of the outrage, intermixed with such phrases of 
civility as might stand for what they are worth to 
the American Government, but which he took 
care should stand for nothing with respect to his 
own. Unluckily, however, for the American ne- 
gotiator, whose note was so pressing and pointed, 
he shows that the Administration was already satis- 
fied with the verbal “explanations” which he had of- 
fered; and that it wasto getsomething for publication, 
and to satisfy the public mind, that the note was now 
addressed to him! All this is very unlucky for 
the Secretary-negotiator, (whose. note would other- 
wise have been considered as being in a very prop- 
er spirit;) but, taken in the sense of an attempt to 
get something for the public, after the Administra- 
tion was satisfied with explanations, (verbal, of 
course; for there were no protocols,) and the thing 
assumes an awkward countenance. But let us 
hear his Lordship. He says: 

“The note you did me the honor of addressing me the 27th in- 
stant, reminds me that, however disposed your Government 
might be to be satisfied with the explanations which it has 
been my duty to offer, the natural anxiety of the public mind 
requires that these expianations should be more durably re- 
corded in our correspondence; and you send me a copy of your 
note to Mr. Fox, her Britannic Majesty’s minister here, and an 
extract from the speech of.the President of the United States 
to Congress, at the opening of the present session, as a read 
mode of presenting the view entertained on thiaAubject by the 
Government of the United States.” : 

Here his Lordship explains the reason of this 
correspondence; and shows it to be, like all the 
Test of the correspondence in this strange nego- 
tiation, an afierpiece, got up after the negotiators 
were of accord, and only intended to satisfy the 
curiosity of the public.” His Lordship proceeds 
then with great good nature, weighing, measuring, 
and counting his words, and evidently determined 
to go as far as he possibly could to accomplish the 
Secretary’s design, without committing his Gov- 
ernment | to anything. He, therefore, delivers 
phrases in this wise, for the Secretary. to show to 
the people. 

“Nearly five years are now passed since this occurrence; there 
has been time for the public to deliberate upon it calmly; and I 
believe T may take it to be the opinion of candid and honora: 
ble men, that the Br officers who executed this transaction, 
and their Government ho approved it, intended no slight ór 
disrespect to the sovereign authority of the United States, 
That. they intended no such disrespect, I can most solemnly 
aflirm; and T trust it will be admitted that no inference to the 


contrary can fairly bedrawn, even by the most susceptible in 
points of national honor,” 
À 


ay * a 


was not immediately made.” 


‘August, 1842. 
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although it is belteved thata candidand impartial consider- 
‘ation of the whole history of this unfortunate event will lead to 
the conclusion that there were grounds of justification as strong 
as were ever presented in such cases; and, above. all, that no 
slight of the authority of the United States was ever intended; 
yet, it must be admitted that there was, in the hurried execu- 
tion of this necessary service, a violation of territory; and I 
am instructed to assure you that her Majesty’s Government 
consider this as a most serious fact; and that, far fram think- 
ing thatan event of this kind should be lightly risked,” they 
would unfeignediy deprecate its rectirrence, Looking back to 
what passedat this distance of time, what is, perhaps, most 
to be regretted, is, that some egpianation and apology. for 
this occurrence was not immediately made. This, with a frank 
explanation of the necessity of the case, might, and probably 
would, have prevented much of thé exasperation, and of the 
subsequent complaints and recriminations to which it gave 
rise.” i 

* * * . 

“I trust, sir, I may now be permitted to hope that all feelings 
of resentment and ill-will resu!tiog from these truly unfortu- 
nate events, may be buried in oblivion; and that they may be 
succeeded by those of harmony and friendship, which it is cer- 
tainly the interest, and, I also believe, the inclination of all 
to prumote.” 


This is the extent, and the whole extent, to which 
the special minister, with all his pdliteness and 
good nature, and with all his desire to furnish the 
Administration with something to satisfy the pub- 
lic, could possibly go. The only thing which I see 
him instructed by his Government to say, or which 
‘in itself amounts to a positive declaration, is the 
averment that her Majesty’s Government “considers 


it a mosi serious fact” that, in the hurried execution’ - 


of this necessary service, a violation of the 
United States territory was committed. This is 
admiitted to be'a faci!—a serions tact!~and a most 
serious fact! But as for any sorrow for it, or apolo- 
gy for it, or promise not to commit such serious 
facts again, or even not to be so hurried the next 
time,—this is what the minister nowhere says, or 
insinuates. On the contrary, just the reverse is de- 
clared; for the justification of this ‘most serious 
fact,” as being the result of a hurried execution of 
a ‘necessary service,’ is an explicit averment that 
the aforesaid “must serious fuct” wiil be repeated 
just so ofien as her Majesty’s Government shall 
deem it necessary to her service. As to the polite 
declaration that no disrespect was intended to the 
United States while invading its territory, killing 
its citizens, setting a steamboat on fire, and send- 
ing her in flames over the falls of Niagara,—such 
a declaration is about equivalent to telling a man 
that you mean him no disrespect while cudgelling 
him with both hands over the head and shoulders. 


Bot, apology! the word “apology” is actually 
mentioned in the minister’s letter; and, being there~~ 
no matter how, or for what purpose, or with what 
qualifieations—it is seized, first by the Secretary, 
and then by the President; its meaning changed on 


each occasion, by omitting the qualifications; and ~ 


then presented to the people of the United States as 
an actual admitted apology due from the British 
Government to ours. But, let us see this word, 
how the minister uses it, and how far its meaning 
is altered in the subsequent production and repro- 
duction which it has undergone, The minister 
says: “What is, perhaps, most to be regretted, is, 
that some explanation or apology for this occurrence 
The Secretary ren- 
ders the same sentence thus: “Jt is new admitled that 
an explunation and apology for the violation was 
due at the time.” And the President, when it 
comes to his turn to produce this important apolo- 
gy, does it with a variation from both Secretary 
and minister, thus: “admitting, nevertheless, that, 
even if justifiable, an apology was due for it.” 
What a strange metamorphosis the minister’s 
meaning is made to undergo in this double trans- 
mutation! He sets out with a “perkaps;” which 
makes all that follows conditional, This vital 
qualification is omitted. both by the Secretary and 
President, and a positive admission is substituted 
in its place. The minister then goes on to suggest 
jt as a circumstance to be regretied, that some expla- 
nation or apology was not immediately given; evi- 
dently showing, by the form of expression, and the 
yemainder of the sentence, that this little explana- 
tion or apology might have prevented exasperation, 
and therefore have been a politic thing. AM this 
the Secretary changes into an admission of an 
apology due at the tame; and the President, leaving 
out the last qualification as to time, simply repeats 
itas an admission that an apology was due. Now 
the minister has never admitted that an apology 
was due, at anytime whatever; but only as a matter 
of policy: he thinks, perhaps, it is to be regretted 
that some-little explanation or apology was not 
made at the time, to prevent exasperation—not to 
atone for the outrage, but to quict the popular feel- 


which has given rise to the apolegy. 


ing in America. ‘This is the extent of the minis- ` 
ter’s kindness in furnishing our Administration - 


with something to show to the people; and a most 
unworthy return they have made for his civility, 
by garbling his expressions, omitting his qualifica- 
tions, changing his language, and altering his 
meaning.* ; 


Even if the minister had used the expressions 
attributed to him by the Secretary, it would have 
amounted to nothing, National apologies are not 
made in'that style. The man must be but little 
versed in the etiquette ofnations, and in the rules 
of international intercourse, not to know that. the 

elivery of an apology from one nation to another 
isan act of the highest solemnity, reduced to the 
utmost precision, unmixed with anything else, 
andevidenced by the most authentic forins.t It is 
an informal treaty. Theterms of it, and the ac- 
ceptance, are agreed upon before. The delivery 
and the acceptance are made with the formalities 
of the exchange of the ratifications of a treaty, 
and, Pro tanto, have the same effect. They put an 
end forever to all discussion upon the subject 
$ These 
apologies are of rare occurrence among nations. 
We have had one instance of this species of repa- 
ration being madeto our Government, (and but 
one, that I know of,) inthe sixty years of our ex- 
istence; and that was in an analogous case to the 
outrage at Schlosser, and from the same party; it 
was the apology of the British Government for the 
attack on the Chesapealte—an attack differing in 
the degree of the outrage, but not in its character, 
from the attack on the Caroline. For this out- 
rage the Prince Regent of Great Britain “ordered” 
an apology tobe made to the United States, and 
it was made in the proper and formal manner 
known to the intercourse of nations. His minister 
at Washington (Mr, Foster) delivered it in there 
words: 

“In parsuance of the orders which Ihave received from his 
Roy! Lhahness the Prince Regent, in the name and en the 
betalfof his Majesty, for the purpese cf proceeding (6 a final 
adjustment of the diilerences which have arisen between 
Great Britain and the United States in the affair of the Chesa- 
peake frigate, I have the honor to acquaint you: 

Prst: Jom authorized to repeat to the American Govern. 
went the prompt disavowal made by his Majesty on being ap- 
prized of the unauthorized act of the officer in command of 
his naval forces on the coast of America, whose recall from a 
highly important and honorable command immediately en- 
sucd, as a mark of his Majesty's disapprobation. 

“Seconpuy: Jam authorized to offer, in addition to that 
digavowal on the part of his Royal Highness, the immediate 
restoration, as far as circumstances will admit, of the men who, 
ia consequence of Admiral Berkeley’s orders, were forcibly 
taken outof the Chesapeake, to the vesse] from which they 
were taken; ov, iftharship should be no longer in commission, 
to such seaport of the United Siates as the American Govern- 
ment may name for the purpose. 

STHIRDLY : Z amalso authorized to ofler to the American 
Government a suitabie pecuniary compensation for the suf- 
ferers in consequence of the attack on the Chesapeake, includ- 
ing the families of those ssamen who, unfortunately, fell in the 
action, an d the wounded survivors. 

t These honorable propositions, I can assure you, air, ave 
made with the sincere desire that they may prove satisfactory 
to the Government of the United States; and I trust they will 
meet with that amicable reception which thcir conciliatory ua- 
ture entitles them to. Tneed scarcely add how cordially I join 
with you in the wish that they may prove introductory to the 
removal of all differences depending between our two coun: 
tries.” c 


This was an apology from one nation to another, 
made in the name, on the behalf, and by the or- 
der of the Prince Regent of Great Britain. Nothing 
ambiguous, qualified, or miscellaneous about it; 
nothing equivocal, or conditional, but direct and sin- 
gle, confined to its object, digested into articles, 
and freely given. It was delivered to the Ameri- 
can Secretary of State, Mr. Monroe, on the first 
day of November, 1811; accepted by him in the 
name and onthe behalf of the President of the 
United States on the next day, andbeing so given 
and accepted, it put an end to the complaints on 
the subject of the Chesapeake. Though war was 
declared eight months afterwards, this subject was 
not one of its causes, and was not mentioned in 
the message and reports which led to its declara- 
tion. After this—after such an example of an 
apology exacted from the same power, and in an 
analogous case—are the American people to be 


*The London papers have noticed, with severe commentaries, 


this assumption of our Secretary to have received an apology | 


when none wag made, and in which our President waa so un- 
fortunate as to follow him, 


i’ When some inferior persone violated, not long ago, the 
territory of Savoy, in carrying from thence a noted chief of 
the amuggiers, ihe King of Sardinia cause: his complaint to be 
carried to the courtof France; and Louis XV. did not think it 
beneath him to send an ambassador extraordinary to ‘Turin, to 
give satisfaction for that violence.” —~ Vaitel, b, 2, ch, 18, 


- bamboozled with the story of an apology in the 


letter of Lord Ashburton? : 

The celebrated Dr. Johnson was accustomed to 
say that there was a certain amount of gullibility 
in the public mind, which must be provided: for. 
It would seem that our Secretary negotiator had 
possessed himself of this idea, and charged him- 
self with the duties under it, and had determined 
to make full provision for all the gullibility now ~ 
extant. Ele has certainly provided quantum suf- 
ficit of: hambaggery in this treaty, and in his ċor- 
respondence in defence of it, to gorge the stomachs 
of all the gulls of the present generation, both in 
Europe and America. 

No, sir. No apology is made, or intended to be 
be made, for this outrage. So far from it, the Brit- 
ish Government and people are lavishing rewards 
upon the perpetrators. McNab is knighted! Drew, 
promoted! the wounded are pensioned; all are hon- 
ored! In this very moment, while humbling our- 
selves in acorrespondence, disgracing ourselves in 
a treaty, and truckling in an act of Congress” to 
propitiate Great Britain, and to satisfy her for thé 
arrest of McLeod,—in this very instant, the ring- 
leaders in the cowardly midnight: aggression are 
complimented for it in the capital of the British’ 
empire, and in the face of all Europe. A public 
dinner, presided at by a Duke, (the Duke of Rich- 
mond,) attended by a long list of peers of the realm, 
members of Parliament, and officers of the army 
and navy, is givento McNab and Drew. Speeches 
and toasts are lavished upon them, as upon heroes 
who have won immortal honor. The sneaking, 
cowardly, midnight assassin attack by adetachment 
of the army and navy of Great Britain upon a de- 
fenceless steamboat, tied to the shore, and hegggeo- 
ple all asleep—and this to the ery of no quart is 
placed upon a level, in these speeches and toasts, 
with the great actions which have illustrated the 
arms of Britain’s greatest heroes.* An action 


*DINNER ‘to Sim ALLEN McNaz, 


At the entertainment given by the British American Associa- 
tion to Col. Sir A. MoNab, at ihe Thatched-house tavern, St. 
James's street, on Friday evening, July 15, covers were laid for 
nearly 100 gentlemen. 

The Dukeof Richmond, who filed the chair, was sported 
on the right by Sir A. McNab, Sir F. Burdett, Bart., M. P , the 
Right Hon. Sir G, Murray, Sir D. McDougall, Rir John Osborn, 
Bart, Sic R, Barclay, Bart, Sir J. Duke, M P., Mr. Masters 
man, M. P.; and on the left by Lord Aylmer, the Earl of. Dun- 
more, Lord Dunborne, Sir P, Maitland, Sir W. Ogilvie, Bart., 
Sir Francis B. Head, Bart, Sir J. Hay, Bart, Sir G, Jackson, 
and James Holford, Esq 

Sir R. Broun officiated as vice president. 

Among the other distinguished persoss present, were Lord 
Winterton, Mr. Malcomb, Mr. Sheriff, Mr. Andrews, Mr. Rob. 
erison, Mr. Archibald, Mr, Tulloch, Mr. Urquhart, Mr. Ross, 
Drs. Bell, Ifill, Mortimer, and Chisholme, Captain Randolph, 
R. N., Captain Moorsom, Captain Kerr. Mr. Bukerfield, Mr, 
Dodd, M. P, M.O Gare, M. P. Mr. B:ldwin, M, Pa Mr, Og- 
den, Attorney General for Rastern Canada, General Alexander, 
Captain Drew, R. N., Dr. Rolph, Mr. Walter, My. H. Hughes, 

Letters were announced from the Marquis of Huntly, the 
Marquis of Bute, the Earl of Gosford, Lords McDonald, Prud- 
hoe, and Seaton, Sir G. Cockburn, Sir H. Douglas, Sir J. Mac- 
gonnell, Sir J. Kempt, and Sir A. Mcbaine, expressing their 
regret that absence from town on previous engagements pres 
vented them from being present. ` Paia 

The dinner, with alt its adjuncts, displayed great taste and 
magnificence. : 

The Rev. Dr. Worthing said grace. 

After the cloth had been removed, 

The nobie chairman gavein succession the usual loyal toasts: 
“Her Majesty the Queena,” “The Qucen Dowager;” “His Royal 
Highness Prince Albert; and ‘Albert, Prince of Wales, and 
the rest of the Royal Family;?? which were drunk with three 
times three, ee Í 

Sir G. Murray said he rose, with the greatest pleasure, ‘to 
offer his best acknowicdgments for the toast which had been just 
drunk. 4 7 is y 5 He allu- 
ded with more particular satisfaction to that kind of reward upon 
the present o ion, because he had the happiness to see near 
nim, on the band of the chair, an honorable and gallant 
countryman fSir A. McNab,} who had earned for him. 
self inthe field a share in that high reward which they bestowed 
upon military merit. [Cneer At a trying and critical-mo- 

sot of affairs in one of the most important members of the 
h empire, finding himself ine high and distinguished civil 
situation as Speaker of the House of Assembly, to which he 
belonged, of itself e su 7 
he was. held by his fellow 


the moment when iteccurred. [Loud cheers.] i 
` * % * x Pi > * 

Captain Drow said, he felt it the highest compliment that 
could be paid to him, to be thought worthy on such an occasion 
to return thanks on behalf of the navy. [Cheers.] 

The vobie chairman n se to propose the health of that 
gailant and distinguished individual who sat on his right hand, 
He felt that t owed him a debt of gratitude, which it was` 
not easy for this country to repay. [Cheers] In times of no 
ordinaty difficulty and danger, he came forward-with all the in- 
fluence of his personal character—an influence which could not , 
have been gained, if his neighbors had not well kuown that he 
eminently deserved it—he came forward, resisted and over- 
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Which, if lawfully performed in oped Warfare up- 
“on armed enemies, instead-of being piratically per- 
petrated in profound-peace upon sleeping victims; 
an-action which, asa military exploit, would have 
disgraced the military history of the sovereign Ab- 
bess. of Quedlinburg, (whose contingent to. the 
armies of the German empire was one dragoon 
and three foot soldiers,) this action is made the 
theme of every praise, and the subjéct of every 
honor. And why? For the’ sake of the ae- 
tion itsélf?. No. The British are not.so poor in 
military exploits as to seek renown in such a cow- 
* ardly piece of assassination! “Why, then, do they 
- honor, reward, and celebrate it? Because it was a 
lesson. to the people and to the Government of the 
United States! Because it was a declaration to this 
Republican Government, that if it was either not 
able of not willing to restrain its own citizens from 
oing into Canada, the Canadians would réstrain 
them! that thev would cross the line and chastise 
them! and if the United States said a word to the 
Canadians, Great Britain wou'd chastise the United 
States! his isthe reason. It is because McNab 
and his crew, in attacking the Caroline, attacked 
the United States—-smote its flag—struck its Gov- 
ernment struck the whole Union—and emphati- 
cally said to us, they would chastise our’ citizens for 


7 7 
threw the unfortunate outbrcak which took place in Canada, 
[Cheers.] He called it outbreak, because he thought they would 
agree with him, that, in meeting upon such an occasion as the 
preseut, to do honor to Sir Alle) McNab, they ought net to say 
anythingin that room, which could arouse any feeling of hos- 
tility on the partof any individual, {Cheers.} i A 
b É i A Having for the last three days 
been engaged it altending and speaking at very large meetings, 
he iy felt himdelf little competent satisfactorily 10 discharge 
ae of the office he had undertaken; but he telt the utmost 
satisfaction in proposing the heabli of their distinguished guest, 
and he hoped, when he returned to Canada, he would assure the 
Joyal inhabitants there that Englishmen locked upon them as 
fellow-subjects, fellow. countrymen, and brothers, whose para- 
mount duty it was to cultivate warm feeling: of good wll to- 
wards each other, [cheers;} that Sughshmen felt they were one 
and all inthe eame boat; and, whatever enemy might arise to 
throaten.or to assail them, Englishmen would maintain their 
auas, Englishmen would protect and defend them, Bnetishinen 
Would conmpliment and reward those who did their Canadian 


fethiren service; forin so.doing, they supported the flag of Eng: x 


land, uuder which Nelson triumphed, and Wellington conquer- 
ed, (Loud cheers. } 


The toast was drunk with throe times three, and one cheer 
morse. 

Bir A. McNab, in rising to respond to the toast, was received 
with foud and reiterated cheering, 4 hegallantaflicer spoke as 
follows: My Lord Duke and gentlemen the Banering manner 
in which you bave proposed ny health, and the en:busiacn 
wits which it has been received by xo distinguished a company 
as the present, demand iny warmest gratitude, 1hope, bow. 
ever no mon will believe fhas toann vain enough to suppose 
that any services which fmay have rendered sither to the colo» 
ny from which came, or the empire of which it forms a part, 
could possibly entitle meto thia highly dadering mark of your 
regard E therefore merbly consider my on the present oc 
cation, as the fortunate individual in whose person a we 
ited compliment is iptented to be paid to the loyaity aud devo- 
tion of the people of Canada. (Cheevs.} i * a 
X 3: a J have now the gratification of pub 
declaring in England, that no service could lave been moie 
ficult, radre dangerous, or more gallantly performed, than the 
destruction of a veasel employed to succor and sustain those 
who were in arms against her Majesty; and 1 well know that E 
express thesendments of the people of Canada. when J state 
that they look forward with intense anxiety to sae (be loyalty 
and gallantry of Capiaiu Drow generously rewarded (Loud 
cheers.| They fool that he, in an hour of grave emergency, 
rendered them a great and important service, which, as oya 
and honest men, they never can forget, or too highly appreciate. 
[Cheers.] ‘ . è =, "Thee 
again to thank you most sincerely ter the honor you have done 
me, and begte drinkall your good healtie, {Loud cheers, 

Sir D. McDougall proposed “the health of the militia. anc 
joval volunteers of Canada,” avowing itaas his opinion, that the 
miliita of Nova Scotia and tho North American provinces 
would, undera proper organiaution, be fully sufficient to des 
fond themselves agai any enemies that might threaten them, 
Yo support of thisopinion, he triumphantly appealed to the ex- 
pilons performed with his volunteers, by their distinguished 
guest, Sir Allen McNab. ei 

The toast wes drunk with great cordi 

Mr. Urquhart then proposed “the h 
who signalized himself so much in the « 

Yhe Duke of Richmond, before the toast was drunk, alsa 
took the opportunity of pronouncing a high eulogium on the 
gallantry and prowess of that distinguished officer. 

-Captain Drew, who was most enthusias 
brief and extremely modest terms, acknowlec 
iment. He ex ssed his great obligations for the kind and par- 
tial mannet in which Sir A. McNab had spoken of him; and, al 
though thespeech of his distinguished friend might lead them 
tasuppose that, as yet, he had received no reward for his ser- 
vices, he begged to assure them that he had conferred upon 
him a very great reward, in the approbation of so distinguished 
acompany-as the present—as high a compliment as he could 
be paid forall he was cnabled to perform, {Cheers.} But, if 
that was not enough, he might say his services had also been 
appreciated and acknowledged by his most gracious sover 
He could not conceive a higher compliment, This eratit 
his ambition, and left him nothing to complain of. [Cheers ] 
H on any future ocvasion his services should be required, the 
approbation of sucha company as the present would greatly 
stimulate him to still greater exertions in defence of her Majesty 
and her dominions. [Loud cheers.] 


iely 
dit: 


; 


of Captain Drew, 
ir of the Caroline? 


‘and which I find most abundantly strange. 
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us, and Great Britain wotild back them in doing it! 


-Kt is for this lesson, read in blood and flaiies to our 


Governnient and people, that the assailants of the 
Caroline are honored, And blind is the American, 
and dead to his country’s. honor, who does not. see 
this outrage in. this atrocious light. , n 

The fact of this supposed apology being disposed 

of, I turn to the doctrines which accompanied in 

e 
Secretary adduces, and the President adopts #, as a 
further reason for dropping the affair of the Caro- 
line, that the outrage was not recent— that it occur- 
red four or five yearsago. This seems to be anew 
application of the. principle of statutes of limitation, 
with short time for it to take effect. Tempus non 
currit has heretofore been the maxim among na- 
Lions; and, in the case of the frigate Chesapeake, was 
rigorously enforced against Great Britain, The at- 
tack on that vessel was made on the 22d day of June, 
1806: the apology for it was made on the Ist day of 
November, 1811. Nearly five years ahd a half had 
elapsed; but tempus currit, in the casé of national 
outrages, was not then the maxim of our Govern- 
ment, Five years and a half was no bar at that 
time. Only three years and a half have elapsed in 
the case of the Caroline; and the outrage is barred 
by time! ? 

Again: the Secretary adduces, and the President 
repeats it, as a further reason for dropping the com- 
plaint, that the aggression happened in the time of 
his predecessor. This is true: but is it a reason 
for not redressing the wrong? In the code of legit- 
imacy In Europe, no notice is taken by the true 
King, when restored to thé throne, of the aggres- 
sions upon the nation while the usurpers réigned-~- 
stich as Napoleon in France, Murat in Naples, Jo- 
seph Bonaparte in Spain, and Louis in Holland. 
Does modern Federalism apply the same prineiple 
in the United States? It would seen so, from this 
adduction as a reason for giving up the complaint— 
that the outrage happened in the time of Mr. Van 
Burent It did so: but by what fatality mention 
Mr. Van Bireh’s administration in connexion with 
this affair, at the risk of reviving the recolleetion 
of Mr. Forsyth’s noble letter to Mr. Fox, in Decem- 
ber, 1840, and contrasting it With the craven epistle 
of his suecessor to the same minister in March, 
1841? Certainly, this is the first time in the history 
of our country that a change of administration was 
supposed to make a change in the rights of the 
country and the duties of the Government. It was 
not so formerly, when the apology for the outrage 
committed on the Chesapeake in Mr. Jefferson’s 
time was redressed in Mr. Madison’s, But, change! 
change! change! was the signal-cry at the election; 
and, God knows, we have got it—change enough-- 
change in. everything, even in the code of publie 
honor, and in the catalogue cf national duties, 

The jus belli doctrine is another, and the funda- 
imental error of our Secretary and the President. 
War has its laws and its rights; bat they belong to 
a state cf war, and cannot be invoked in time of 
peace, When Admiral Cockburn, during the late 
war, sailed up and down the Chesapeaie, burning 
cabins and pillaging hen-roosts,—(hese acts, though 
very unbecoming civilized warfare, were still acis 
done jure bélli; thatis to say, in right of war. They 
were shielded by the laws of war; and the Virgin- 
ia and Maryland courts could not have punished 
the marauders as offenders against their laws, with- 
out contravening the law of nations, and subjecting 
us to reprisals. But let a British admiral try this 
conduct in time of peace, and he will soon see that 
the sovereign’s assumption of his offence, and the 
invocation of the jus belli, would be in vain pleaded 
when the courts got hold of him. So of this at- 
tack on the Caroline: if war had existed between 
the United States and Great Britain, the laws of 
war would have shielded it: there being no war, 
the jus belli isin vain appealed to, The assump- 
tion of the act by the Sovereign, has no other effect 


Da 


than to add another to the list of offenders; leaving- 


the offended party to pursue either, or both, as it 
pleases.* "The nation is very silly that, having an 
ordinary culprit in its hands, which it can panish 


„as it is trapossibie for the bestregulated State, or 
i lant ang hi 
all ihe actions ofh 
aicn to the most cxi cs, it woni unjust 
to the nation or the Sovereign every fault committed 
by the ens. We onghtnot, then, to say, in general, thar 
we have received an injury from a nation, because we have 
received it from one of its members. 

“But ifa nation or its chief approves and ratifies the act of 
the individual, itthen becoines a public concern, andthe in- 
jured party is thento consider the nation as the real author of 


Senate. 


by due course of law, turns him loose, for the pur- 
pose of laying hold of his Sovereign.. This might 
do very well with the warlike Romans, who wanted 
pretexts for seizing dominions; butit will not do for 
us, an agricultural and commercial people, who want 
peace and trade. ` To admit it, would be to give 
immunity to all foreigners violating the laws of the 
States, whom their Sovereigns should choose to 
shield. ‘The admission of the present Administra- 
tion, that the attack on the Caroline could be justi- 
fied under the laws.of war, was just as false in 
point of law, as was a state of war false in point of 
fact, between the United States and Great Britain 
atthe time. And the pretext of giving up McLeod, 
for the sake of getting at his Sovereign, was, aS 
everybody knew at the time, a pusillanimous in- 
vention to get rid of the whole affair. And here, | 
let it never be forgotten, that, for the purpose of en- 
abling Great Britain to shelter herself under the 
laws of war, our Secretary makes two admissions, 
neither of which has the least foundation in point 
of fact. First, he assumes that there was a state of 
war existing between the United States and Great 
Britain; which was: not the fact. Next, he as- 
sumes that MeLeéod was in the military service of 
Great Britain, subject to miihtary orders; and, hav- 
ing received orders to go upon this expedition, he 
was bound to gt, or be shot for mutiny. Now, all 
this is sheer invention. McLeod was not in the 
military service, subject to orders; he was in civil 
life. He was not ordered to ‘go upon this expedi- 
tion; he volunteered. He was not obeying, but.an- 
ticipating his Government; and that, without its 
knowledge. The Schlosser outrage was not known 
in England until after it was perpetrated; nor Me- 
Leod’s offence assumed, tntil afier he was caught; 
and then tierely as a means of extricating him 
from danger, ‘Thus our Secretary perverts the 
tacts, in order to adapt them to his misquoted law. 

To make a false admission of the law of nations 
—to accept apologies where none were offered— 
‘to pervert the facts of the case—to send the Attor- 
ney General, and a major general of the army, to 

rotect and defend McLeod—and to give a receipt 
n fall for the ontrage on the Caroline, -without 
receiving a particle of atonement for it;—to do all 
this, wotiid seem to have been enough. But it 
appears that our Secretary negotiator did not think 
soi and that he could not permit Lord Ashburton 
to return to London, without carrying home with 
him further propitiation in a renewed apology for 
the delay in getting McLeod released, and in an 
act of Congress to prevent such delays in future. 
This renewed apology, and this act, were to be the 
last nd highest evidences of his Lordship’s com- 
plete success in humbling the United States at the 
footstool of the British Queen; and, that. nothing 
should be wanting to our degradation, and to his 
Lordship’s triumph on his return, the Secretary 
hastened to deliver him the one, and to procure him 
the other. {n the concluding paragraph, in his 
same note of the 6th of August, he volunteers re- 
newed assurances upon these two points: 

“It was a subject of regret that the release of McLeod was so 
long delayed. A State court~and that not of the highest juris- 
diction— decided that, on summary application, embarrassed, as 
it would appear, by technical difficulties, he could not be re- 
leased by that conrt. Tis discharge, shortly afterward, by a 
inry, to whom be preferred iù aubmit his case, rendered unne» 
cessary the further prosecution of the legal question, It is for 
the Congress of the United States, whose attention has been 
eatled to the subject, to say what further provision ought to be 
made, to expedite proceedings in such cases.” 

McLeod has been released for a year past. His 
arrest continued but for a few months, with little 
personal inconvenience to himself; with no danger 
to his life, if innocent; and with the gratification 
of a notoriety flattering to bis pride, and beneficial 
to his interest. He is probably highly delighted 
with the honors of the occurrence, and no way in- 
jured by his brief and comfortable imprisonment. 
Yet the sorrow of our Secretary continues to flow. 
At the end of a year, he is still in mourning, and 
renews the expression of his regret for the poor 
man’s detention, and gives assurances against such 
delays in future;—this in the same letter in which 
he closes the door upon the fate of his own coun- 
trymen burnt and murdered in the Caroline, and 
promises never to disturb the British Government 
about them again, McLeod and all Canadians 


the injury, of which the citizen was, perhaps, enly the instru. 
ment, 

“Ifthe offended Siate has in her power the individual who 
has Gone the injury, she may, without seruple, bring him to 
justice, and punish him. If he bas escaped, and returned to 
his own country, she ought to apply 9 his Sovereign to have 
justice done in the case,’ Vatiel’s Law of Nations. 
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are encouraged to repeat their most serious facts 
upon-us, by the perfect immunity which both them- 
selves and their Government have experienced. 
And to expedite their release, if hereafter arrested 


for such facts, they are informed that Congress had’ 


been “called” upon to pass the appropriate law— ! 


and-passed it was! 
the States, which had slept for many months in the 
Senate, and seemed to have sunk under the public 
execration,—this bill was “veiled” up, and passed 
cotemporaneously with the date of this letter. And 
thus the special minister was enabled to carry 
home with him an act of Congress to lay at the 
footstool of his Queen, and to show thal the meas- 
are of atonement to McLeod was complete: that 
the executive, the military, the legislative, and 
the judicial departments had all been put in regui- 
sition, and faithfully exerted themselves to protect 
her Majesty’s subject, from being harmed for a past 
invasion, conflagration, and murder; and to secure 
them from being called to account by the State 
courts for such trifles in future. 
find. so ends the case of the Caroline and Me- 
Leod. The*humiliation of this conclusion, and 
the contempt and future danger which it brings 
upon the country, demand a pause, and a moment’s 
reflection upon the catastrophe of this episode in 
‘the negotiation. “he whole negotiation fas been 
‘one of shame and injury; but this catastrophe of 
the McLeod and Caroline affair puts the finishing 
hand to our disgrace. I do not speak of the in- 
dividuals who have done this work, but of the na- 
tional honor which has been tarnished in’ their 
hands... Up to the end of Mr. Van Buren’s admin- 
istration; all was safe for the honor of the country. 
Redress for the outrage at Schlosser had been de- 
mmanded; interference to release McLeod ‘had been 
refused; the false application of the Jaws of war 
to a state of peace had been scouted. On the 4th 
day of March, 1841, the national honor was safe; 
but on that day its degradation commenced, ‘Timing 
their movements with a calculated precision, the 
British Government transmitted their assump- 
tion of the Schlosser outrage, their formal demand 
“for the release of McLeod, and their threat in the 


The habeas corpus act against | 


event of refusal, so as to arrive here on the | 


“evening of the day on which the new administra- 
tion received the reins of Government. Their 
assumption, demand, and threat, arrived in Wash- 
ington on the evening of the 4th day of March, a 
few hours after the inauguration of the new pow- 
ers was over. It seemed as if the British had said 


to themselves: This is the time—our friends are in- 


power—we helped to elect them—now is the time 
to begin. And begin they did. On the 8th day of 
March, Mr. Fox delivered to Mr. Webster the 
formal notification of the assumption, made the de- 
mand, and delivered the threat. Then the dis- 
graceful scene began. They reverse the decision 
of Mr, Van Buren‘s administration, and determine 
to interfere in behalf of McLeod, and to extricate 
him by all means from the New York courts. "To 
mask the ignominy of this interference, they pre- 
tend itis to get at a nobler antagonist; and that 
they are going to act the Romans, in sparing the 
humble and subduing the proud.* It is with Queen 
Victoria with whom they will deal! Mcleod is 
too humble game for them. McLeod released, the 
next thing is to get out of the scrape with the 
Queen; and for that purpose they invent a false 
reading of the Jaw of nations, and apply the 
laws of war to a state of peace. The jus belli, 
and not the jus gentium, then becomes their re- 
sort. And here ends their grand imitation of 
the Roman character. To assume the laws of 
war in time of peace, in order to cover a 
eraven retreat, is the nearest approach which 
they make to war. hen the special minister 
comes. They accept from him private and 
verbal explanations, in full satisfaction to them- 
selves of all the outrage at. Schlosser: but beg the 
minister to write them a little apology, which they 
can show to thepeople. The minister refuses, and 
thereupon they assume that they have received it, 
and proclaim the apology to the world. To fin- 
nish this scene, to compiete the propitiation of the 
Queen, and to send her minister home with legal 
and parchment evidence in his hand of our humil- 
jation; the expression of regret for the arrest and 
detention’of McLeod is officiously and gratuitously 
renewed; the prospect of a like detention of any of 
her’ Majesty’s subjects in future is pathetically de- 
plored; and, to expedite their delivery from State 


*Parcere subjectis, et debellare superbos.—-Jir. 


Rives's 
apecch. : 


months. 


courts when they again invade oursoil, murder our 
citizens, and burn our vessels, the minister is in- 
formed that Congress las beeh “called” upon to 

ass a law to protect them from these courts, And 

ere “g most serious fact” presents itself, Congress 
has actually obeyed the ‘“call’-—passed thé act— 
secured her Majesty’ssubjects in future—and given 
the legal parchment evidence, of his success to her 
minister before he departs for his home. The 
infamous act—the habeas corpus against the States 
—squeainishly called the “remedial justice act”-—is 
how on the statute-bock; the original polluting our 
code of law, the copy lying at the footstool of the 
British Queen, And this is the point we have 
reached, In the short space of a year and a half, 
the national character has been run down, from the 
pinnacle of honor to the abyss of disgrace. T limit 
myself now to the affair of McLeod and the Caro- 
line alone: and say that, in this business, exclusive 
of other disgraces, the national character has been 
brought to the Jowest point of contempt. It required 
the Walpole administration five-and-twenty long 


years of cowardly submission to Franee and Spain 


to complete the degradation of Great Britain: our 
presentrulers have completed the same work for 
their own counhiry in the short space of eighteen 
And this is the state of our America! 
that America which Jackson and Van Buren left 
so proud! that America which, with three millions 
of people, fought and worsted the British empire— 
with seven millions fought it, and worsted it again 
—and now, with eighteen millions, truckies to the 
British Queen, and invents all sorts of propitiatory 
apologies for her, when the most ample atonement 
isdue toitself, Are we the people of the Revolu- 
tion?—of the war of 18122—of the year 1834? when 
Jackson electrified Europe by threatening the King 
of France with reprisals! 

Mcleod is given up, because he is too weak; the 
Queen isexcused, because she is too strorig} pro- 
pitiation is lavished where atonement is due; an 
apology accepted where none was offered; the 
statute of limitations pleaded against an insult, by 
the party which received it! And the miserable 
performers in all this drama of national degrada- 
tion expect to beapplauded for magnanimily, when 
the laws of honor and the code of nations stamp 
their conduct with the brand of cowardice.* 

It is a noble maxim of the English law, that every 
Englishman’s house is his castle-~inaccessible to 
every intrucer but the law! “Not that it was sur- 
rounded with walls and battlements; it might be a 
straw-built shed. The winds of heaven might 
whistle through it; all the elements of heaven might 
enter it; but the King could not—the King dare 
not—enter it.” So said the great Lord Chatham 
of the Englishman and his house. Not so with us, 
in this fallen state of our country. We have no 
king here, it is true, to break into our houses; but 
we have a Queen of England to send her Canadian 
subjects here to do it-—to send them here to attack, 
kill, burn, and capture! and then to return to their 
royal mistress, to receive the rewards which are due 
to the chastisers of her Majesty’s bad neighbors..- 

Ihave now finished what I had to say against 
the ratification of this treaty; and, in coming to the 
conclusion of so grave a subject, and one to which 
I have made so much opposition, I deem it due to 
the occasion to declare my future course in rela- 
tion to it. I takeit for certain that the treaty will 
be ratified—reluctantly and unwillingly ratified. 
In that event, I shall abide by it in all its provisions 
which come within the pale of the treaty.:making 
power—oppose it in all that lies beyond that pale. 
The national boundaries come within the pale; and 
they must remain as they are established, bad as 
they are. The money payments to Maine and 


*Every individual is permitted to recede from his rights, to 
abandon a just subject of complaint, or to forget an injury. 
But theconducior ofa nation is not as free, in this respect, as a 
private person, The latter may hear only the voice of generos 
ity, and, in an affair which interests none but himself alone, de- 
liver himself up tothe pleasure he finds in doing good, to his 
love of peace and tranquility. The representative of a nation 


—a sovereigo—cannot consult himeeli; cannot abandon him- 
self to his own inclination. The rights of the nation are benefits 
of the nation—are benefits of which the sovereign is only ad 


ministrator, and he ought to dispose of them na further than as 
ke has reason to believe the nation itself would dispose of them. 
= * + Seldom is itsafe for a nation to dissemble or pardon 
an injury, unless it be manifestly in a sitvanon to crush those 
who are so rash as to dare to offend it. It is then slorious to 
pardon thoee-who acknowledge their fauls, Parcere subjeciis 
et debellaresuperbos; and it may do this with salely, Bus 
between, twopowers that are nearly equal, suffering an in- 
jury, without requiring complete satisfaction, is almost nl- 
ways imputed to WEAKNESS 07 COWARDICE: itis the meuns of 
soon receiving from them those that are most arrociovs. 
á ( Vattel’s Luwof Nations, 


Massachusetts are domestic and legislative qués- 

tions; and, as claims addressed to Congress, I shall ; 
consider them, and do what I believe to be right. 

As treaty stipulations, I shall resist these payments; 

for 1 cannot admit the policy or the right of Great 

Britain to interfere between the Union and its. mem- 

bers, and to acquire the character of mediator, 
protector, guarantee or remonstrant between, them., 
The fugitive offenders article I consider inopera- 
tive without the aid of an act of Congress; and 
that aid. I shall be unwilling to give, because I 
consider the stipulations of the article as dangerous 
to foreigners who may come to our country, and 
useless to us, in the two eminent cases in which 
the surrender of fugitive criminals would be most 
wanting—the cases of slaves and counterfeiters. 
The alliance articles, both- naval and diplomatic, 
lhold to be beyond the pale both of the treaty, 
making and legislative power, and eminently dans 
gerous and unwise; and shall oppose them in all 
the forms in which the question of their execution 
shall come before me. I shall defeat the appro- 
priations for this African squadron, and for the 
pay and outfit of these remonstrating ambassadors, 
if I can; and if Great Britain complains, and de- 
mands the execution of the treaty in these particu- 
lars, I shall consider ita demand for the tribute 
the tribute in men, money and ships—which wé 
are to pay her for five years’ exemption, from 
British search, and for so many years’ reprieve 
from intended subjugation to the quintuple alli- 
ance, : 
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SPEECH OF MR. WOODBURY, 
OF NEW HAMPSHIRE. : 


In Senate, August, 1842—On several points ari- 
sing in the discussion of the treaty with England. 


After Mr. Rives had closed his opening speech— 

Mr. WOODBURY said that he did not pro- 
pose now, if atall, to enter into an examination of 
the whole ofthe various topits which had been al- 
juded to. Many of them-«such as the case of the 
Caroline and the Creole, the right of search, and 
the question of impressment—were matters not eveil 
named in the treaty, and, of course, seemed irrels 
evant now. But the great question of the North- 
eastern boundary was the essential partof the in- 
strument; and as. an attempt appeared to have been 
made, through the chairman, to cast a doubt. over 
our former claims on that frontier, in consequence 
of the discovery of some new maps, Mr. W. felt 
bound at once torepelit. Wheiher he should vote 
to ratify this part of the treaty, or not—according 
as full consideration might in the end seem to re 
quire-—this much is certain: thathe never should ap- 
prove it on the ground that our title to the whole 
of the disputed territory was in the smallest degree 
shaken by anything which had yet appeared. Other 
high and momentous motives, connected with 
peace and war, as well as with the conduct of fue 
ture negotiations or hostilities by a party so doubt- 
ful as to trustworthiness, and so embarrassed as 
that now in power; others connected with the re- 
cent assent of Maine and Massachusetts—the States 
alone directly interested—to the particular, boun- 
dary adopted in the treaty, and others looking to the 
diminished importance, yearly, of alj questions’of 
boundary between us and neighboring powers on 
this continent, where we grow so much faster than 
they, and are destined ere long to be supreme— 
might justify a ratification of the present stipula- 
tions, We shall see ina few days. ` 


But, to seek an apology for doing it, in arguments 
against -our undoubted rights, derived from loose 
conjectures of itinerant Americans in Europe, or 
from suggestions calculated to belittle the claim, and 
injure the reputation of one of the able negotiators 
of the treaty of 1783, did not seem to Mr. W. ve 
patriotic, or at ail warranted by any of the facts in 
the case. 

The French map of 1745, which, with its red 
lines, running west from the St. Croix, had been 
made to occupy so prominent a position in this de- 
bate, was doubtless one illustrating the boundaries 
between the French and British colonies in Amer- 
ica, before the conquest of Canada by England, and 
its cession in 1763, : ` 

There is a similar map in the French atlas, on 
the table of the Secretary, which I procured from 
the State Department, The publications of that day 
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are'full of corresponding’ descfiptions, as’ well as 
maps; oñ the- part of France. But, at the. same time, 
Gréat Britain, with whom we are now treating, and 
whose claims then are ours now, always resisted 
-the'pretensions of France to crowd the southern 
Jimits of Canada so far south, and the western lim- 
its of Nova Scotia so far west. ; 
+ Instead of permitting Nova Scotia, or Acadia; to 
come to the’ Kennebec, or even to the Penobscot, 
she herself originally granted it to come only to the 
St. Croix; and made and described its ‘western line 
as one running north from the source of that river 
till it reached some stream connected with the navi- 
gable walters of the St, Lawrence.. Here is her 
Latin charter ofthat province, and an English trans- 
lation, giving this, in substance, and it was this 
boundary; with a slight change, to which England 
claimed uniformly to the very last moment of her 
jurisdiction over what now constitute these Uni- 
ted Siates. i 
The change is this: After the conquest of Cana- 
da, being then possessed of Nova Scotia also, she 
carried the boundaries of Canada ‘south to the 
heights which turn the northern rivers into the St. 
Lawrence; but, independent of that, she kept the 
boundary of Nova Scotia virtually the same as be- 
fore; and the same as Mitchell, her own geographer 
under the Lords of Plantations, had laid it down in 
1550n his map; and the same as has ever been 
claimed by this country since the peace of 1783. 


Now, let it be recollected that this British ofti- 
cial map of Mitchell was before the commissioners 
who formed the treaty of 1783. Both sides concede 
this, in the arguments prepared for the King of Hol- 
Jand, now in my hand. Recollect, too, that the 
Jing on that map runs due north from the source of 
the St. Croix till it strikes the St. Lawrence; and 
not west from the St. Croix, ason this French map. 
Recollect that the line described in the treaty is 
to run north of the St. Croix, precisely as it appears 
on that map, till it strikes the highlands from which 
spring the tributaries of the St. Lawrence, and 
which are near to its bank. Recollect that Doctor 
Franklin was by birtha Massachusetts man, and had 
‘been the agent of that province, and familiar with 
all its claims to boundary up to that line. 

Recollect that he had got inserted into the pre- 
Himinaries of peace an agreement to go still farther 
east, and make the St. John, from its mouth to its 
source, the boundary, as more convenient, and, in 
many respects, more eligible to us than the old 
boundary. 

Recollect that, when coming to sien the treaty, 
this was so strenuously opposed by England, on the 
ground of its being a new cession of territory, that 
the old line was agreed to be adhered to, and was 
intended to be described in the treaty. 

Recollect all these circumstances; and then say, 
how could he, in a letter to Count Vergennes on 
the 6th of December, 1782, mean to refer to any 
map but Mitchell’s, or any line on that or any 
‘other map, except the old line, as there laid down, 
til] it reached the highlands north of, and near the St. 
Lawrence? LHe lacked neither information, vigil- 
ance, nor shrewdness. But a supposition (which 
some gentlemen make) that he referred to some 
map having oar boundaryJine run nearly west 
from the St. Croix, and cutting us off, also, from 
the sources of even the Penobscot, Kennebec, and 
Connecticul—a line not running north at all, as the 
treaty requires--a line not touching in that direc- 
tion any highlands which turn waters into the St, 
Lawrence, as the treaty requires~~a line contrary 
to Mitchell, and all the former British as well as 
Massachusetts claims—and a line at war with even 
‘his own express instiuctions,—-is av imputation of 
carelessness and ignorance altogether unfounded 
in any facts before ns.. It does not appear that he 
ever saw the old French map spoken af, and of 
which a partial copy is sent to us—niuch ess refer- 
red to it, and the red lines on it are undoubtedly the 
old Freneb limes, pat on it when made in 1745, in- 
stead of 1782; and are those claimed by France 
when she owned Nova Scotia and Canada, and 
were never thought of as describing the boundary 
between us and England, as arranged in the treaty 
of peace. E 

For farther confirmation of this view, and of 
the validity of our whole claim, Doctor Franklin 
only eight days after, (viz. December 14, 1782,) 
wrote to Mr. Livingston that the old line of bound- 
ary was agreed on, and was to be run out after- 
wards between the parties.” (See, also, his letter on 
the 14th of October, 1782, but twenty-three days 
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August, 1842, 
Senate, 


previous.) Here are both the letters, in the argu- l 
ment prepared for the King of Holland in 1827. | 
So, nearly thirty other maps, published by Eng- | 
land and her citizens, between 1763 and 1783, draw | 
the boundary line as we claim it. Indeed, Mr. Gal- | 
latin collected more than fifty of.that kind, in all; | 
and one in Mr. Jefferson’s collection, engraved in 
1783, to show the limits under the treaty, by Os- | 
good Carlton—a man of science and practical skill, | 
as well as belonging to Massachusetts, and well ac- | 
quainted with her localities. Before any. contro- | 
versy, or any motive existed to mislead, he laid | 
down the boundary there as now claimed; and, to | 
avoid mistakes as to dotted lines or coloring, he had | 
printed on the map itself that this eastern line, as we | 
have always-claimed it, was “the boundary line be- | 
tween Britain and America,” under the treaty of | 
peace, Another map before me, in Mr. Gallatin’s 
last memoir, made by Gov. Pownal,in. 1776, lays 
down the same line as the eastern limit of Massa- 
chusetts; and others still, of the same date, by Car- 
ver, and others; and another by Bowen, in 1763. 
hese are all English in their origin--several of | 
them official in their character;--and the whole, so ; 
far as regardsthe evidence to be derived from maps, 
entirely conclusive as to the right of the United ; 
States to the whole territory in dispute. | 
Mr. W, said he could fortify this position by a 
mass of documents and evidence of a diferent char-. : 
acter; for he had devoted considerable attention to 
this topic ever since 1819, when the northwestern 
boundary of New Hampshire had become hazarded 
in the controversy concerning some of the limits 
in the treaty of 1783. But he should occupy too 
much time, if he now entered into this point fur- 
ther. 
{Several Senators said, No: go on.] ` 
Mr. W. observed that, at this late period of the 
session, he felt reluctant to do it; though, before sit- 
ting down, he would advert a moment to one other : 
reason which had been urged for assenting to the | 
treaty, with diminished limits on the northeast, 
lt was, that certain equivalents had been gained 
elsewhere, and, among the rest, on the northwest- 
ern boundary of New Hampshire. This last im- 
pression was erroneous. He must say, once for all, 
that we had not gained a foot of land there to which 
that State was not clearly entitled. 


Without entering into details, which might be te- 
dious to others than citizens of New Hampshire, it 
was enough to say, on this occasion, that the north- 
westernmost head of Connecticut river— which was 
the boundary described in the treaty of 1783--was | 
still further west than Hall’s stream, described in | 
this treaty of 1842. That head was Lynch’sstream; | 
and, as is apparent on Bouchette’s map of Canada, 
(hanging before us,) would, if adopted, give to the 
United States several thousand acres more land 
than we now obtained. But, as New Hampshire 
had not surveyed and exercised jurisdiction west of 
Hall’s stream, she could not insist on going further 
on her account; and the Jand between that stream 
and Lynch’s, if awarded to the United States, must, | 
therefore, belong to the General Government ! 

It was for them, then, and not for her to complain, 
as to what was lost between those two streams. 
Butthat New Hampshire hada right to go as far | 
as Halls stream, was apparent on all the modern 
maps made since the country was explored fully, 
as being more northwest than Indian stream, or 
Perry’s brook, or the main branch of the Connee- 
cul. This last was strangely selected by the King 
of Holland as the northwesternmost head, when it | 
is the northeast one. It was also apparent on both | 
Bowen’s and Pownal’s maps, made as long ago as 
1776, as well as several others, 

But, beyond this, the State of New Hampshire 
had, as early as 1789, surveyed to the source of . 
this very stream, and ran down to its mouth, as > 
her northwest boundary; and ever since, when oc- 
casion required, had exercised jurisdiction to it. 

All this, with other proofs, are faily detailed in 
a document referred to in the correspondence be- 
fore us, which was prepared by myself, and pab- 
lished in the second volume of the New Hampshire 
Historical Collections, as long agoas 1827. — 

He took this occasion to do the justice to both 
the Secretary of State and Lord Ashburton, to add, 
thal, after the New Ffampshire delegation invited 
airention to that document, and one of them ey- 
plained the strong evidence which existed in it 
against the narrower line first proposed in this ne- | 


Let our decision, then, be what it may on the 
whole treaty, he must insist thal, if infavor of the 
rattfication, (as it probably would be,) il should not 
‘be So on account of any just doubt created by the 
old maps concerning the full claim of Maine, as 
originally set up; nor on account of any equiva- 
lent in any new territory obtained for New Hamp. 
shire, beyond what her original limits justified, and 
what she had long claimed and enjoyed. f 

[On the ensuing day, the chairman referred to 
some correspondence, in 1833, between the British 
Government and the State Department, showing a 
‘willingness on our side to deviate west from a ĝue- 
north line from the St. Croix, provided such high- 
lands as are described in the treaty of 1783 were 
not discovered at the end of that line. And he, 
as well as Mr. Evans, argued thence, that the origi- 
nal claim had been in some respect abandoned by 
the past administration, The chairman also rè- 
ferred to some new letters by Lord Palmerston, 
showing that in the case of the Caroline the Amer- 
ican Executive--or, at least, the Secretary of 
State-—knew, before 1840, that Great Britain in- 
tended to make no apology for that outrage.] 


Mr. Woonsury expressed his regret that the con- 
duct of two of hisformer associates in office had been 
called in question, who were not now here—and, 
he Jamented to add, were not in exisience—so as to 
vindicate themselves, Tie must ask the indulgence 
of the Senate a few minutes, to correct what he con- 
sidered an erroneous impression as to the conduct 
ofboth of them. 


The proposition made by Mr. Livingston, as toa 
deviation froma due-north line, was only hypothet- 
icalwas very limited in its effects, in any event 
and originated in this way: As long ago as 1827 or 
1828, when considering the convention to refer this 
controversy to the arbitrament of the King of Hol- 
land, some gentleman in the Senate had suggested 
that, afier a due-north line from the source of the 
St. Croix crossed the St. John, and approached the 
highlands whence streams flow into the Sit, Law- 
rence one way, and the Atlantic ocean the other, 
it would first strike some streams running into the 
Bay of Chaleurs, or the Gulf of St. Lawrence, 
They thence argued that it might be necessary,.in 
that event, to deviate a litle to the west, and go 
round the sources of those streams til] those high- 
Jands were reached from which’ waters flowed into 
the St. Lawrence to the north, and intothe Atlantic 
ocean to the east and southeast. + The. treaty of 
1783 also called for natural monuments at that 
point, by calling for highlands of that character, 
as well as mentioned a descriptive corner in 
the northwest angle of Nova Scotia. Mr. Liv- 
ingston supposed that, in fact, both'would be found 
to agree or coincide ata due north point, as hesays 
in his letter; but if they should not, he adds—as a 
lawyer would, and must, en sound legal princi- 
ples—that the natural monuments must. govern, 
rather than the descriptive corner. 


All he proposed, then, was what the law of the 
case required—which is, that if the monument 
and the angle were not found to coincide, a devia- 
tion might be made to the west far enough to strike 
the natural monument. But every one can see by 
this map of the commissioners that the deviation, if 
made at all, instead of coming down near the Brit- 
ish line at Mars Hill, or even to the St. John, would 
be only a few miles west from a Jine due north from 
the St, Croix--being a gore, wider at one end, and 
a point at the other—leaving nine-tenths of the whole 
claim, if not all, with Maine, as before. 

What is very conclusive evidence that the Brit- 
ish, as well as Mr. Livingston, knew that this de- 
viation must be small, if any, the proposition was 
refused by their ambassador. $ 

So far from there being-any pretence, then, that 
the deviation could in fact come south of the St. 
John, it is stated in Sir Charles Vanghan’s letter 
expre batit could not, in any event, probably 
go south of the St. John, nor even much beyond 
the St. Francis; end he adds that 


at of the British Government to the proposition of 
stan would concede to the Government of the United 
States nearly all they had hi to Claimed.’ — Message to Sen” 
ate, 4th Cong., lel sess. Doe. 414, p. 17. 


Let as, then, hear no more of this as an aban- 
donment of the American claim, sither in the view 
of the American cabinet, or of their lynx-eyed Brit- 
ish opponents. ; : 


gotiation, as set out in page 67 of the correspond. | 
ence, they both seemed satisfied that New Hamp- | 
shire should rightfully hold to Hall’s stream, i 


_ In respect to Lord Palmerston’s recent letter, 
impuling to the past administration, or to Mr. For- 
syth; before 1840, any official knowledge ‘that the 
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l “Message of the President. 


British Government had decided to make no apolo- 
gy for the outrage on the Caroline, and to assume 
> the act as their own; Mr. W. thought, when he 
héardthe letter read, there must be some singular 
misconeeption or- marvelious impudence in the 
charge. No man possessed a higher sense of hon- 
or, or sterner independence, than Mr. Forsyth. ` He 
was the last man in the nation to conceal anything 
through fear*-the last man to delay bringing difti- 
culties to a point through subserviency. 
` Looking at the rest of the correspondence with 
Lord Palmerston by Mr. Stevenson, it appears (as 
was to have been expected) that the latter at once, 
and categorically, repels the imputations of the Brit- 
ish Secretary. Ele proceeds also to prove that no 
just ground for them could exist, in anything com- 
municated by Mr, Fox to Mr. Forsyth, or by: Lord 
Palmerston to Mr. Stevenson. And when, in a sec- 
ond letter of Lord Palmerston, (not read by the chair- 
man,) an attempt is made to qualify the first charge, 
and to soften it into onenotimplicating any conductin 
the American Secretary, minister, or President, asat 
all dishonorable, Mr. Stevenson replies again, and 
insists that, whether honorable or dishonorable in 
his Lordship’s opinion, the facts of the case had by 
- Juord Palmerston been entirely misapprehended. 


The. correspondénce, as a whole, nullifies com- 
pletely the imputation made by the British Secreta- 
ry; and any inference drawn from it by the chair- 
man, [Mr. Rives,] either derogatory to the past ad- 
ministration, or favorable to the greater condescen- 
tion. supposed to be exhibited by England in the 
more recent explanations on that matter since the 

- arrest and trial of McLeod, seems to rest on a very 
sandy foundation. 


[In voting on the separate articles of the treaty, 
Mr. W. voted against those in respect to the en- 
gagements to furnish a force of eighty guns to- 
wards ‘suppressing the slave-trade. This arose, 
not from an unwillingness to do everything proper 
for abolishing that trade with alacrity and eflicien- 
cy; but from an aversion to enter into an entangling 
alliance with any nation for any object; and froma 
reluctance to seem compelled by England, or bound 
to her, to do as to other countries what she had no 
rightto demand orenforce. The attitude appeared 
on our part one of inferiority and submission, or of 
subjection. A sovereign nation ought to do what 
is just and honorable, as to the world at large, or 
as to the general interests of humanity, without the 
intervention or guardianship of any other nation. 
Again: the quantity of force to be employed was 
too- large, too expensive, and unnecessary, unless it 
was employed by detachments occasionally from our 
squadrons at Brazil, the Mediterranean, andthe West 
Indies. Then, and then only, could the health of 
the officers and men be preserved, and a great bur- 
den in our finances averted, which England bore 
to protect her African colonies as well as to sup- 
press the slave-trade. We had no such colonies 
belonging to our Government; and for this, and 
other reasons, should not be subjected to anything 
like equal expenses in relation to this matter.] 


After the Senate had gone though with the dif- 
ferent articles of the treaty, and were ready to act 
on the question of its final ratification, Mr. W. 
said he wished to submit a motion. 


He observed that the inclination of his mind 
was to vote for the ratification, though he disliked 
much. both branches of the treaty. The engage- 
ment, by any stipulation made to a foreign power, 
to do anything in suppressing the slave-trade, 
which it was our duty todo of our own accord, 
-and without the surveillance or admonition of 
others, looked derogatory to us. Tle had an in- 
vincible repugnance to that kind of assumption by 
one nation, and the acquiescence in it by another. 
But he passed by that,to come to the Northeastern 
boundary, concerning which he wished to troubie 
the Senate with a single motion. It was made 
with a view to show—whathe believed to be trre— 
that the treaty in that particular was not what the 
country had a right to expect; and, therefore, that 


~ Gt would not have been ratified in that particular, 


had not Maine and Massachuselis—the parties 
specially interested—agreed to the line adopted. 
This, atleast, was nis own opinion, Butas their com- 
missioners had agreed to the new line, he, for one, 
should waive further objections. His motion was 
therefore, to recommilt the treaty with instruciio 
to report the two fo'lowing resolutions to precede 
the resolve for ratification: 

Resolved, That the provisions in this treaty, relating to the 


` 
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Northeastern boundary, are not, in the opinion of the Senate, . 


s 


| 
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so favorable to the United States as they had a right to expect 
on the facts of the case. 
2 ced furiner, That the Senate, though anxious toad- 
roversies with foreign powers, would not feel justi- 
fied in -advi a ratification of these provisions, had mot 
Maine and Massachusetts, the States interested in the disputed 
territory, given their assent, by com mi joners, to. the par- 
ticular boundary adopted in those provisions, [instead of con- 
ferring general authority en the Federal Government to agree 
to such new conventional line as-it might decin just.} 

[Mr. Tauumapde moved tolay the proposition of 
Mr. W. on the table; but there being doubts 
whether this might not carry the treaty with it, 
Mr. T. withdrew it. 

Mr. Kine then suggested that the resolutions be 
moved as an amendment or addition to the resolve 
for ratification, so as to save a recommitment.] 

Mr. Woopntey replied, that the President of the 
Senate had doubts whether such a course would be 
in order, or he would acquiesce in it with pleasure. 

{Some Senators called for a division of tbe 

question as to each resolution separately; being 
willing to vote for one, but not the other. Some 
expressed themselves embarrassed how to vote, 
as-they approved one, if not both of the resolu- 
tions; but doubted whether it was expedient to 
make them a part of the record in the ratification, 
and requested Mr. W.,on that account, to oblige 
them by withdrawing the motion.] 
Mr. Wooprtry stated that his object in of- 
fering the motion and resolution was to show per- 
manently, and in the briefest manner possible, his 
general views and grounds of justification in rati- 
fying the treaty. As he had accomplished that 
object with the Senate, so far as regarded himself, 
he would not, for the purpose of placing the 
views ofajlon the journal as to these points, press 
other gentlemen to a vote on them which was em- 
barrassing, and might lead to more debate and de- 
lay. He would, therefore, consent to what was 
asked, and withdraw the motion. 


MESSAGE OF THE PRESIDENT OF THE 
UNITED STATES. 


To the Senate and 
House of Representatives of the United States: 


We have continued reason to express our pro- 
found gratitude to the great Creator of all things 
for numberless benefits conferred upon us as a peo- 
ple. Blessed with genial seasons, the husbandman 
has his garners filled with abundance; and the 
necessaries of life, not to speak of its luxuries, 
abound in every direction, While in some other 
nations steady and industrious labor can hardly 
find the means of subsistence, the greatest evi 
which we have to encounter is a surplus of pro- 
duetion beyond the home demand, which seeks, 
and with diffiewlty finds, a partial market in. other 
regions. The health of the country, with partia 
exceptions, has, for the past year, been well pre- 
served; and, under their freeand wise institutions, 
the United Stat-s are rapidly advancing towards 
the consummation cf the high destiny which an 
overruling Providence seems to have marked ou 
for them. Exempt from domestic convulsion, and 
at peace with all the world, we are free to consult 
as lo the best means of securing and advancing 
the happinessof the people. Such are the cireum- 
stances under which you now assemble in your re- 
spective chambers, and which should lead us to 
unite in prajse and thanksgiving to that great 
Being who made us, and who preserves us as a 
nation. 

I congratulate you, fellow-cilizens, on the happy 
change inthe aspect of our foreign affairs sir 
my lastannual Message. Causes of complaint at 
that time existed between the United States and 
Great Britain, which, attended by irritating eir- 
cumstances, threatened most seriously the public 
peace. The difficulry of adjusting amicably the 
questions at issue between the two countries, was, 
in no small degree, augmented. by the lapse of 
time since they had their origin. Phe opinions 
entertained by the Executive on several of the 
leading topics in dispute, were frankly set forth in 
the Message at the opening of your late session. 
The appointment of a special minister by Great 
Britain to the United States, with power to negoti- 
ute upon most of the point@af difference, indicated 
them; and 
in the same 

i sion, The treaty 
consequent thereon, having been duly ratified by 
the two Governments, a copy, together with the cor- 
respondence which accompanied it, is herewith 


i 


communicated. I trust that, whilst you may seein it 
noihing objectionable, itmay. be the means of pre- 
serving, for an indefinite period, the amicable re- 
lations happily existing between the two Govern- 
ments. The question of peace or war between the 
United Staies and Great Britain, is a..question of 
the deepest interest, not only to themselves, butto 
the civilized world; since it is scarcely. possible 
that a war could exist between them without. en~ ` 
dangering the peace of Christendom. The imme- 
diate effect of the treaty upon ourselves will be 
feltin the security afforded to mercantile enter- 
prise, which, no longer apprehensive of interrup- 
tion, adventures its speculations in the most distant 
sea; and, freighted with the diversified productions 
of every iand, returns to biess our own. ‘I'here is 
nothing in the treaty which, in the slightest degree, 
compromiis the honor or dignity of either nation. 
Next to the settlement of the boundary line, which 
must always be a matter of difficulty between 
States as between individuals, the question. which 
seemed to threaten the greatest embarrassment 
was that connected with the African slave-trade. 
By the 10th article of the treaty of Ghent, it was 
expressly declared that “whereas the traffic in 
slaves js irreconcilable with the principles of hu- 
manity and justice; and whereas both his Majesty 


- and the United States are desirous of continuing 


their efforts to promote its entire abolition; itis 
hereby agreed that both the contracting parties 
shall use their best endeavors to accomplish so de- 
sirable an object.” In the enforcement of the laws 
and treaty stipulations of Great Britain, a practice 
had threatened to grow np, on the ‘part of its 
cruisers, of subjecting to visitation ships. sailing © 
under the American flag, which, while it seriously ` 
involved our maritime rights, would subject to vex- 
ation a branch of .our trade which was daily in- 
creasing, and which required the fostermg care of 
the Government. And although Lord Aberdeen, 
in his correspondence with the’ American envoys, 
at London, expressly disclaimed all right to detain 
an American ship on the high seas, even if found 
with a cargo of slaves on board, and restricted the 
British pretension toa mere claim to visit and in- 
quire; yet itcould not well be discerned by the Ex- 
ecutive of the United States how such visit and in- 
quiry could be made without detention on the voy- 
age, and consequent interruption to the trade.. It 
was regarded as the right of search, presented only 
in a new form, and expressed in different words; 
and I tkereipre felt it to be my duty distinetly.to de- 
clare, in my annual Message to Congress, that no 
such concession could be made, and that the Uni- 
ted States had both the will and the ability to en- 
force their own laws, and to protect their flag -from 
being used for purposes wholly. forbidden by those 
jaws, and obnvoxiousto the moral censure of the 
world. Taking the Message as his letter of in- 
structions, our then Minister at Paris felt him- 
self required to assume the same ground ina ree 
monstrance which he felt it to be his duty to . 
present to M. Guizot, and, through him, to the 
King of the French, against: what has been called 
the Quintuple ‘Treaty; and his conduct, in. this 
respect, met with the approval of this Government. 
In close conformity with these views, the eighth 
article of the treaty was fiamed, which provides 
that “each nation shall keep afloat in the African 
seas a force of not less than eighty guns, to act sep- 
arately and apart, under instructions from their re- 
spective Governments, and for the enforcement of 
their respective laws and obligations.” -From‘this 
it wii] be seen that the ground assumed in the Mes- 
sage has been fully maintained, atthe same time 
that the stipulations of the treaty of Ghent are to 
be carried out in good faith by the two countries, 
and that all pretence is removed for interference 
with our commerce, for any purpose whatever, by 
a foreign Government. While, therefore, the 
United States have been standing up for the free- 
dom of the seas, they have not thought proper to 
make that a pretext for avoiding a fulfilment of 
their treaty stipulations, ora ground for giving 
countenance lo a trade reprobated by our laws, 
A similar arrangement by the other great powers 
could not fail tosweep fromthe ocean the slave- 
trade, without the interpolation of any new prin- 
ciple into the maritime code. We may be permit- 
ted to hope that the example thus set will be follow- 
ed by some, if not all of them. We thereby also 
afford suitable protection to the fair trader insthose 
seas; thus fulfilling at the same time the dictates 
of a sound policy, and complying with the claims 
of justice and humanityr =~ eles 
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It would: have furnished-additional cause for eon- 
gratulation, if the treaty could have embraced. all 
: Subjects calculated in fature to lead to 4 misunder- 
-standing between the two Governments. - The-ter- 
“ritory of the United States, commonly called the 
Oregon. Territory, lying on the Pacific ocean, north 
. of the forty-second degree of latitude, io a portion 
of which Great Britain lays claim, begins to attract 
“the attention of our fellow-citizens; and the tide of 
population, which has reclaimed what was so lately 
an unbroken wilderness in more contiguous re- 
- gions, is preparing to flow over those vast districts 
which stretch from the Rocky mountains to the. 
Pacific ocean. In advance of the acquirement of 
individual rights to these lands, sonnd policy dic- 
_ tates that every effort should be resorted to by the $ 
two Governments tu settle their respective claims. 
It became manifest, at an early hour of the late 
negotiations, that any attempt, tor the time being, 
satisfactorily to determine those rights, would lead 
to a protracted discussion, which might embrace | 
in its failure other more pressing matters; and the 
Executive did not regard it as proper to waive all 
the advantages of an honorable adjustment of other 
difficulties of great magnitude and importance, be- 
- cause this, not so immediately pressing, stood in 
the way. Although the difficulty referred to may j 
‘not, for several years to come, involve the peace of / 
the two countries, yet I shall not delay to urge on! 
Great Britain the importance of its early settle- 
ment. Nor will other matiers of commercial im-} 
ortance to the two countries be overlooked; and I; 
ave good reason to believe that it will comport: 
with the policy of England, as it does with that of $ 
the-Onited States, to seize upon this moment, when 
most of the causes of irritation have passed away, 
to cement the peace and amity of the two countries, 
by wisely removing all grounds of probable future 
collision, 

With the other powers of Europe our relations 
continue on the most amicable footing. Treaties 
now existing with them should he rigidly observed; 
and every opportunity, compatible with the inter. 
ests of the United States, should be seized upon to 
enlarge the basis of commercial intercourse, Peace 
with all the world is the true foundation of our 
policy, which can only be rendered permanent by 
the practice of equal and impartial justice to all, 
Onr great desire should be to enter only into that 
rivalry which looks io the general good, in the cul- 
tivation of the sciences, the enlargement of the 
field for the exercise of the mechanical arts, and 
the spread of commerce (that great civilizer) to 
every land and sea, Carefally abstaining from in- 
terference in all questions exclusively referring 
themselves to the political interests of Europe, we 
may be permitted to hope an equal exemption from |} 
the interference of Kuropean Governments in what 
relates to the States of the American continent, 

On the 23d of April last, the commissioners on 
the part of the United States, ander the conven- 
tion with the Mexican Republie of the lth of 
April, 1839, made to the proper department a 
final report in relation to the proceedings of the 
commission, froin this it appears that the total 
amount awarded to the claimants by the com- 
missioners and the umpire appointed under that 
convention, was two million twenty-six thousand 
and seventy-nine dollars and sixty-eight cents, The 
arbiter having considered that his functions were 
required by the convention to terminate al the 
same time with those of the commissioners, return- 
ed to the board, undecided for want oftime, claims 
which had been allowed by the American commis- 
sioners, to the amount of nine hundred andtwenty- 
eight thousand six hundred and twenty dollars and 
eighty-eight cents, Other claims, in which the 
mount sought to be recovered was three million 
three handred and thirty-six thousand eight hun- 

, dred and thirty-seven dollars and tive cents, were 
submitted to the board too late for its consideration, 
The Minister of the United States at Mexico has 
been duly authorized to make demand for the pay- 
ment of the awards, according to the terms of the 
convention, and the provisions of the aet of Con- 
gress of the 12th of June, 1840. He has also been 
instructed to communicate to that Government the 
expectations of the Government of the United 
States m relation to those claims which were not 
disposed of according to the provisions of the con- . 
vention, and all others of citizens of the United 
States against the Mexican Government. He has 
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ent payment of the amount of the awards, in specie 
or iis equivalent; - Phe se 
| Iam happy to be able tosay that information 
which is. esteemed favorable, both to a just. satis- 
| faction. of the awards, and aréasonable provision 
; for other claims, has-been recently received from 
i Mr. Thompson, the Minister:of the United. States, 
: who has promptly and efficiently executed.the in- 
f structions of his Government in regard to this im- 
“portant subject. re i 
The.citizens of the Unitéd States who accom- 
panied the late Texan expedition to Santa Fé, and 
who were wrongfully taken and held as prisoners 
of war in Mexico, have al} been liberated. ; 
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ment of any practicable and honorable means tof 


The ratifications of the treaty between the United 
States and the Republic of Ecuador, of the 13th of 
June, 1839, have been exchanged, and that instru- 
ment has been duly promulgated on the part of this 
Government. Copies are now communicated to 
Congress, with a view to enable that body to make 
such changes in the laws applicable to our inter- 
course with that Republic as may be deemed re- 
quisite. 

Provision has been made by the Government of 
Chili for the payment of the claim on account of 
the illegal detention of the brig Warrior at Coquim- 
bo, in 1820. This Government has reason to ex- 
pect that other claims of our citizens against Chili 
will be hastened to a final and satisfactory etose. 

The empire of Brazi! has not heen altogether 
. exempt from those convulsions which so constant- 
ly afflict the neighboring republics, Disturbances 
which recently broke out are, however, now un- 
understood to be quieted. But these occurrences, 
by threatening the s:ability of the Governments, or 
by causing incessant and violent changes in therm, 
or in the persons who administer them, tend great- 
ly to retard provisions for a just indemnity for loss- 
es and injuries suffered by individual subjects or 
citizens of other States. The Government of the 
United States will feet it to be its duty, however, to 
consent to no delay, not unavoidable, in making 
satisfaction for wrongs and injuries sustained by 
its own citizens, Many years having, in some 
cascs, elapsed, a decisive and effectual course of 
proceeding will be demanded of the respective 
Governments against whom claims have been pre- 
ferred. 

The vexatious, harassing, and expensive war 
which so long prevailed with the Indian tribes in- 
habiting the peninsula of Florida, has happily been 
terminated; whereby our army has been relieved 
from a service of the most disagreeable character, 
and the treasary from a large expenditure. Some 
casual outbreaks may occur, such as are incident 
to the close proximity of border settlers and the 
Tadians; but these, as in all other cases, may be left 
to the care of the local authorities, aided, when 
occasion may require, by the forces of the United 
States. A sufficien® number of troops will be 
maintained in Florida, so long as the remotest ap- 
prehensions of danger shall exist; yet their duties 
willbe limited rather tothe garrisoning of the neces. 


also been furnished with other Instructions, to be 
followed by him in ease the Government of Mexico | 


should not find itséif im a condition to make pres- 


sary posts, than to the maintenance of active hostili- 
ties. Itis to be hoped that a territory, so long re- 
tarded in its growth, will now speedily recover 


A correspondence has taken place between the ? 
| Department of State and the Mexican Minister f 
` of Foreign Affairs, upon the complaint of Mexico? 
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;ų fromthe evils incident toa protracted war, exhib- 
| iting, in the increased amount of its rich produc- 
| tions, true evidences of returning wealth and pros- 
į perity. By the practice of-rigid justice towards 
ithe numerous Indian tribes. residing within our 
: territorial limits, and the: exercise of a parental 
i vigilance over their interests, protecting them 
against fraud and intrusion, and at the same lime 
using every proper expedient to introduce among 
them the arts of civilized life, we may fondly hope 
not only to wean them. from their love for war, 
but to inspire them with a love for peace and all 
its avocations: With several of the tribes, great 
“progress in civilizing them has already been made. 
The schoolmaster and the missionary are found 
side by side; and the remnants of what were once 
numerous and powerful nations may yet be pre- 
served as the builders up of a new name for them- 
` selves and their posterity. 

The balance in the treasury on the Ist of Janu- 
ary, 1842, (exclusive of the amount deposited with 
the States, trust funds, and indemnities,) was $280,- 
483 68, The receipts into the treasury during the 
first three quarters of the present year, from all 
sources, amount to $26,616,593 78, of which more 
than fourteen millions were received from cus- 
toms, and about one million from the public lands. 
The receipts for the fourth quarter are estimated at 
nearly sight millions; of which four millions are 
expected from customs, and three millions and a 
half from loans and treasury notes. The expendi- 
tures of the. first three quarters of the present year 
exceed twenty-six millions, and those estimated for 
the fourth quarter amount to about eight millions; 
and it is anticipated there will be a deficiency of 
half a million on the Ist January next; but that the 
amount of outstanding warrants (estimated at $800, - 
000) will leave an actual balance of about $224,000 
in the treasury. Among the expenditures of the 
year, are more than eight millions for the public 
debt, and $600,000 on account of the distribution to 
Pees of tne proceeds of sales of the fpublic 
lands. 

The present tariffof duties was somewhat has- 
lily and hurriedly passed near the close of the late 
session of Congress. That it should have defects, 
can, therefore, be surprising to no one. To rem- 


T 


edy such defects as may be found to exist in many 


of its numerous provisions, will not fail to elaim 
your serious attention.. It may well merit in- 
quiry, whether the exaction of all duties in cash 
does not call for the introduction of a system 
which has proved highly beneficial in countries 


where it has been adopted. I referto the ware. 
housing system. The first and most prominent 
effect which it would produce, would be to protect 
the market alike against redundant or deficient 
supplies of foreign fabrics; both of which, in- the 
long run, are injurious as well to the manufactu- 
rer as to the importer. The quantity of goods in 
store being at all times readily known, it would en- 
abie the importer, with an approach to accuracy, to 
ascertain the actual wants of the market, and to 
regulate himself accordingly, If, however, he 
should fall into error, by importing an excess above 
the public wants, he could readily correct its evils 
by availing himself of the benefits and advantages 
ot the system thus established. In the storehouse, 
the goods imported would await the demands of 
the market; and their issues would be governed by 
the fixed principles of demand and supply. Thus 
an approximation would be made to a steadiness 
and uniformity of price, which, ifattainable, would 
conduce to the decided advantage cf mercantile 
and mechanical operations. 

The apprehension may be well entertained, that, 
without something to ameliorate the rigor of cash 
payments, the entire import trade may fall into the 
hands of a few wealthy capitalists in this country 
and in Europe. The small importer, who requires 
alli the money he can raise for investments abroad 
and who can but ill afford to pay the lowest duty, 
would have to subduct in advance a portion of his 
funds, in order to pay the duties, and would lose 
the interest upon the amount thus paid.for all the 
lime the goods might remain unsold; which might 
absorb his profits. The rich capitalist abroad, as 
well as at home, would thus possess, afler a short 
ume, an almost exclusive monopoly of the import 
trade; and laws designed for the ‘benefit of all, 
would thus operate for the benefit of the few—a re- 
sult wholly uncongenial with the spirit of our in- 
stitutions, and anti-republican in all jts tendencies, 
The warehousing system would enable the import- 
er to watch the market, and to select his own time 
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for offering his goods for sale. A profitable por- 
tion of the carrying trade in articles. entered for 
the benefit of drawback, mustalso be most seriously 
affected, without the adoption of some expedient to 
relieve the cash system. The warehousing sys- 
tem: would afford that relief, since the carrier 
would have a safe recourse to the public store- 
houses, and might, without advancing the duty, re- 
ship within some reasonable period to foreign ports. 
A further effect of the measure would be to super- 
sede the sysiem.of drawbacks, thereby effectually 
protecting the Government against traud, as the 
right of debenture would not attach to goods after 
their withdrawal from the public stores. 

‘In revising the existing tariff of duties, should 
you deem it proper to do so at your present session, 
I tan only repeat the suggestions and recommenda- 
tions’which, upon several occasions, I have here- 
tofore felt it to be my duly to offer to Congress. 
The great primary and controlling interest of the 
American people is union; union, not only in the 
mere forms of government—forms which may be 
broken—but union founded in an attachment of 
States and individuals for each other. This union 
in sentiment and feeling can only be preserved by 
the adoption of that course of policy which, nei- 
ther giving exclusive benefits to some, nor impos- 
ing unnecessary burdens upon others, shall consult 
the interests of all, by pursuing a course of moder- 
ation, and thereby seeking to harmonize public 
opinion, and causing the people every where to feel 
and to know that the Government is careful of the 
interests of all alike. Nor is there any subject in 
regard to which moderation, connected with a 
wise discrimination, is more necessary than in the 
imposition of duties on imports. Whether refer- 
ence be had to revenne—the primary object in 
the imposition of taxes—or to the incidents which 
necessarily flow from their imposition, this is en- 
tirely true. Extravagant duties defeat their end 
and object, not only by exciting in the public mind 
an hostility to the manufacturing interests, but by 
inducing a system of smuggling on an extensive 
scale, and the practice of every manner of fraud 
upon the revenue, which the utmost vigilance of 

overnment cannot effectually suppress. An op) 
posite course of policy would be attended by re- 
sults essentially different, of which every interes. 
of society—and none more than those of the manu- 
facturer—- would reap important advantages. 
Among the most striking of its benefits would 
be that derived from the general acquiescence of 
the country in its support, and the consequent 
permanency and stability which would be given 
to all the operations of industry. It cannot be too 
often repeated, that no system of legislation can 
be wise, which is fluctuating and uncertain, No 
interest can thrive under it. The prudent capi- 
talist will never adventure his capital in manu- 
facturing establishments, or in any other leading 
pursuit of life, if there exists a state of uncer- 
tainty as to whether the Government will repeal 
to-morrow what it has enacted to-day. Futfal 
profits, however high, if threatened with a ruinous 


reduction by a vacillating policy on the part of | 


Government, will scarcely tempt him to trust the 
“money which he has acquired by a life of labor 
upon the uncertain adventure., I, therefore, in the 
spirit of conciliation, and influenced by no other 
desire than to rescue the great interests of the 
country from the vortex of political contention, 
and in the discharge of the high and so!emn du- 
ties of the place which I now occupy, recom- 
mend moderate duties, imposed with jise dis- 
erimnation as to their several objects, as being 
not only most likely to be durable, but most advan- 
tageous to every interest of society. 

The report of the Secretary of the War Depart- 
ment exhibits a very full and satisfactory account 
of the various and important interests committed 
to the charge of that officer. It is particularly 
gratifying to find that the expenditures for the mili- 
tary service are greatly reduced in amount; that a 
strict system of economy has heen introduced into 
the service, and the abuses of past years greatly 
reformed. 


The fortifications on our maritime 
“frontier have been prosecuted with much vigor, 
and at many points our defences are in a very con- 
‘siderable state of forwardness. The suggestions 

. in ‘reference to the establishment of means of com- 
munication with our territories on the Pacific, and 
to the surveys so essential to a knowledge of the 
‘resources of the intermediate country, are entitled 
tothe’ most favorable consideration. While į 
‘would propose nothing inconsistent with friendly 
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negotiations to settle the extent of our claims in 
that region, yet a prudent forecast points out the 
necessity of such measures as may enable us to 
maintain our rights. The arrangements made jor 
preserving our neutral relations on the boundary 
between us and Texas, and. keeping in check the 
Indians. in that quarter, will be maintained so long 
as circumstances may require. ; 

For several years angry contentions have grown 
out of the disposition directed by law to be made of 
the mineral lands held by the Government in seve- 
ral of the States. The Government is constituted 
the landlord, and the citizens of the States wherein 
lie the lands are its tenants. The relation is an 
unwise one; and it would be much more conducive 
to the public interest that a sale of the lands should 
be made, than that they should remain in their 
present condition. The supply of the ore would 
be more abundantly and certainly furnished when 
to be drawn from the enterprise and the industry 
of the proprietor, than under the present system. 

The recommendations of the Secretary in regard 
to the improvements of the Western waters, and 
certain prominent harbors on the lakes, merit, and 
ĮI doubt not will receive, your serious attention. 
The great importance of these subjects to the pros- 
perity of the extensive region referred to, and the 
security of the whole country in time of war, can- 
not escape observation. The losses of life and 
property which annually occurin the navigation of 

-the Mississippi alone, because of the dangerous 
obstructions in the river, make a lond demand 
upon Congress for the adoption of efficient meas- 
ures for their removal. 

The report of the Secretary of the Navy will 
bring you acquainted with that important branch 
of the pubiic defences. Considering the already 
vast and daily increasing commerce of the coun- 
try, apart from the exposure to hostile inroad of 
an extended seaboard, all that relates to the navy is 
calculated to excite particular attention. What- 
ever tends to add to its efficiency, without entail- 
ing unnecessary charges upon the treasury, is well 
worthy of your serious consideration. “It will be 
seen, that while an appropriation exceeding by more 
than a million the appropriations of the pre-ent 
year, is asked by the Secretary, yet that, in this 
sum, is proposed te be included $400,000 for the 
purchase of clothing, which, when once expend- 
ed, will beannuaily reimbursed by the sale of the 
clothes, and will thus constitute a perpetual fund, 
without any new appropriation to the same object. 
To this may also be adder! $50,000 asked to cover 
the arrearages of past years, and $250,000 in order 
to maintain a competent squadron on the coast of 
Africa; all of which, when deducted, will reduce 
the expenditures nearly within the limits of those 
ofthe current year. While, however, the expen- 
ditures will thus remain very nearly the same as 
of the antecedent year, it is proposed to add greatly 
to the operations of the marine, and, in lieu of 
only twenty-five ships in commission, and but little 
in the way of building, to keep, with the same ex- 
penditure, forty-one vessels afloat, and to build 
twelve ships of a small class. 

A strict system of accountability is established, 
and great pains are taken to insure industry, 
fidelity, and economy in every department of duty. 
Experiments have been instituted to test the qual- 
ity of various materials, (particularly copper, iron, 
and coal,) so as to prevent fraud and imposition, 

It will appear by the report of the Postmaster 
General, that the great point which, for several 
years, has been so much desired, has, during the 
current year, been fully accomplished. The ex- 
penditures of the department for the current year 
have been brought within its income, without les- 
sening ifs general usefulness. There has been an 
increase of revenue equal to $166,090 for the year 
1842 over that of 1841, without, as it is believed, 
any addition having been made to ihe number of 
letters and newspapers transmitted through the 
mails. The Post Office laws have been honestly 
administered, and fidelity has been observed in ac- 
counting fer, and paying over by the subordinates 
of the department, the moneys which have been 
received. For the detai's of the service, I refer 
you to the report. 

I flatter myself that the exhibition thus made of 
the condition of the publie administration will serve 


toconvince you that every proper attenticn has been” 


paid to the mferests of the country by those who 
have been called tothe heads ofthe different depart- 
ments. The reduction in the annual expenditures 
of the Government already accomplished, furnishes 
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a sure evidence that.economy~in the application of 
T public moneys is regarded as a paramount 
uty. : 
At peace with all the. world—the personal. lib- 
erty of the citizen sacredly maintained, and his 
rights secured under political institutions deriving 
all their. authority. from the direct sanction ¢f the 
people—with a soil fertile almost beyond example, 
and a country. blessed with every diversity of cli- 
mate and production, what remains to be done in 
order to advance the happiness and prosperity of 
such a people? Under ordinary cireumstances, this 
inquiry could readily be answered, The best that 
probably could be done for a people inhabiting such 
a country, would be to fortify their peace and se- 
curity in the prosecution of their various pursuits, 
by guarding them against invasion from without, 
and violence from within. The rest, for the greater 
part, might be left to their own energy and enter- 
prise. “Fhe chief embarrassments which, at the 
moment, exhibit themselves, have arisen from over- 
action; and the mast diffieult task which remains ` 
to be accomplished is that of correcting and over. 
coming its effects. Between the years 1833 -and 
1838, additions were made to bank capital. and 
bank issues, in the form of notes designed for. cir- 
culation, to an extent enormously great, The ques- 
tion seemed to be, not how the best currency 
could be provided, but in what manner the great- 
est amount of bank paper could be put in circula- 
tion. Thus, a vast amount of what was called 
money—since, for the time being, it answered. the 
purposes of money—was thrown upon the country; 
an over-issue which was attended, as a necessary 
consequence, by an exiravagant increase of the 
prices of all articles of property, the spread of a 
specuiative mania all over the country, and has. 
finally ended in a general indebtedness on the 
part of States and individuals, the prostration of 
public and private credit, a depreciation in the 
market value of real and personal estate, and 
has left large districts of country almost en- 
tirely without any circulating medium. In view 
of the fact that, in 1830, the whole bank-note 
circulation within the United States amounted 
to but $61,323,898, according to the Treasury 
statements, and that an addition had been made 
thereto of the enormous sum of $88,000,000 
in seven years, (the circulation on the Ist January, 
1837, being stated at $$149,185,890,), aided. by the ` 
great facilities afforded in obtaining loans from 
European capitalists, who were seized with the 
same speculative mania which prevailed in the 
United States—and the large importations of funds 
from abroad, the result of stock sales and loans— 
no one can be surprised at the apparent, but unsub- 
stantial, state of prosperity which everywhere- pre- 
vailed over the land; and while tittle cause of sur- 
prise should be felt atthe present prostration of ev- 
erything, and ihe rain which has befallen so many 
of our fellow-citizens in the sudden withdrawal 
from circulation of so large an amount of bank is- 


į sues since 1837—exceeding, as is believed, the 
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amount added to the paper currency for a similar 
period antecedent to 1837—it ceases to be a matier 
of astonishment that such extensive shipwreck 
should have been made of private fortunes, or that 
difficulties should exist in meeting their engage- 
ments on the part of the debtor States. Apart from 
which, if there be taken into account the immense 
losses sustained in the dishonor of numerous banks, 
it is less a matter of surprise that:insolvency should 
have visited many of our fellow-ritizens, than that 
so many should have escaped the blighting infu- 
ences of the times, 

In the solemn conviction of these truths, and 
with an ardent desire to meet the pressing necessi- 
ties of the country, I felt it to be my duty to. cause 
to be submitted to you, at the commencement of 
your late session, the plan of an Exchequer; the 
whole power and duty of maintaining which, in 
purity and vigor, was to be exercised by the Repre- 
sentatives of the people and of the States, and, there- 
fore, virtually by the peop'e themselves. It was 
proposed to place it under the control and direc- 
tion of a treasury board, to consist of three com- 
missioners, whose duty it should be to see that the 
law of ils creation was faithfully executed; and 
that the great end of supplying a paper medium of 
exchange, at all times convertible into gold and 
silver, should be attained. The board, thus consti- 
tuted, was-given as much permanency as. conld:be 
imparted to it, without. endangering the proper 
Share of responsibility which should attach to all 
public agents, In order to insure all thé advan- 
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“Stages ‘of a well-matured experience, the commis- 


signers were to hold ‘their offices for the respective - 


periods of two, four, and six ‘years; thereby secu- 
omg at. all pimes, in the management ofthe Ex- 
s¢hequer, the:services of two men of experience; 
-and ta place them in`a condition to exercise perfect 
independence of mind. and: action, it was provided 
hat their removal should only take place for ae- 
-tual incapacity or infidelity to the trust; and:to be 
followed by the. President with an exposition of 
“the.causes of such removal, should it occur, It 
was proposed to establish subordinate boards in each 
of the States, under the same restrictions and limit- 
ations'of the power of removal, which; with the cen- 
tral: board, should receive, safely keep, and disburse 
the public moneys; and in order to furnish a sound 
paper medium of exchange, the Exchequer should 
retain of the revenues ot the Governmenta sum not 
to exceed $5,000,000 in specie, to be set apart as re- 
“quired by its operations, and to pay the public 
creditor, at his own option, either in specie, or treas- 
ury notes of denominations not less than five, nor 
exceeding one hundred dollars; which notes should 
be redeemed at the several places of issue, and to 
“be receivable at all times and everywhere in pay- 
ment of Government dues; with a restraint upon 
-such issue of bills; that the same should not ex- 
ceed the maximum of $15,000,000. In order to 
-guard agamst all the hazards incidentto fluctua- 
tions intrade, the Secretary of the Treasury was 
invested .with authority. to issue $5,000,000 of 
Governmentstock, should the same at any time be 
regarded as necessary, in order to place beyond 
hazard the prompt redemption of the bills which 
might be thrown into circulation: thus, in fact, 
making the issue of $15,000,000 of exchequer bills 
rest substantially on $10,000,000; and keeping in 
circulation never more than one and one half dol- 
lar for every dollar in specie. When to this it is 
added that the bills are not only everywhere re- 
ceivable in Government dues, but that the Gov- 
ernment itself would be bound for their ultimate 
redemption, no rational donbt can exist that the 
paper which the Exchequer would furnish would 
‘yeadily enter into general circulation, and be main- 
tained at all times at or above par with gold and 
silver; thereby realizing the great want of the 
‘age, and fulfilling the wishes of the people. In 
order to reimburse the Government the expenses 
of the plany it was proposed to invest the Ex- 
chequer with the limited authority to deal in bills 
of exchange, (unless prohibited by the State in 
which an agency might be situated, ) having only 
thirty days to run, and resting on a fair and bona 
fide basis. ‘The legisiative will on this point might 
be so plainly announced, as to avoid all pretext for 
partiality or favoritism, It was furthe:more pro- 
posed to invest this ‘Treasury agent with authority to 
receive on deposite, to a limited amonnt, the specie 
funds of individua's, and to grant certificates there- 
for, to be redeemed on presentation, under the idea 
(which is believed 10 be well founded) that such 
certificates would come in aid ot the exchequer 
bilis in supplying a safe and ample paper circula- 
tion, Or, if in place of the conlemplated dealings 
rin exchange, the Exchequer should be authorized 


not only to exchange its bills for actual deposites of 


specie, but for specie or its equivalents to sell drafts, 
charging therefor a small but reasonable premium, 
F cannot doubt but that the benefits of the law wonld 
be speedily manifested in the revival of the eredit 
trade, and business of the whole country. Enter 
taining this opinion, it becomes my duty to urge 
its adoption upon Congress, by reference to the 
strongest considerations of the public interests, with 
such alterations in its details as Congress may in 
its wisdom see fit to make. i 
Tam well aware that this proposed alteration and 
amendment of the laws establishing the Sreasury 
Department has encountered various objections; 
and that, among others, it has been proclaimed a 
Government bank of fearful and dangerous im- 
port. Tt is proposed to confer upon it no extraor- 
dinary powers. It purports to dono more than pay 
the debts of the Government with the redeemable 
paper of the Government; in which respect, it ac- 
complishes precisely what the Treasury does daily 
at this time—in issuing to the publie creditors the 
treasury notes, which, under law, if is authorized to 
issue, Ti hasno resemblance to an ordinary bank 
as it furnishes no profits t0 private stockholders. 
and lends no capital to individuals: If it be ob- 
jected to as a Government bank, and the objection 
be available, then should all the laws in relation 
tothe Treasury be repealed, and the capacity of 


the Government.to collect-what isdué to it, or pay 


“what it owes, be abrogated: .” > i 


~ This is the chief purpose-of the proposed Ex- 


| chequer; and surely, if, in the accomplishment of a 


purpose so essential, it affords-a sound circulating 
mediym to the country and facilities’ to trade, it 
should be: regarded as no: slight’ recommendation 


„of it to public consideration. Properly guarded by 


the provisions of law, it can run into no dangerous 
evil; nor. can any abuse arise under it, but such as 
the Legislature itself will be answerable for, if it be 
tolerated; since it is but the creature of the law, and 
is susceptible at all times of modification, amend- 
ment, or repeal, at the pleasure of Congress. I 
know that it has been objected that the system 
would be liable to be abused by the Legislature 
—by whom alone it cou'd be abused—in the par- 
ty conflicts of the day; that such abuse would 
manifest itself in a change of the law, which 
would authorize an excessive issue of paper for 
the purpose of inflating prices and winning pop- 
ular favor. To that it may be answered, 
that the ascription of such a motive to Congress is 
altogether gratuitous and inadmissible. The the- 
ory of our institutions would lead us to a different 


conclusion. But a perfect security against a pro- , 


ceeding so reckless, would be foundto exist in the 
very nature of things. The political party which 
should be so blind to the true interests of the coun- 
try as to resort to such an expedient, would inevita- 


bly meet with a final overthrow, in the fact that,. 


the moment the paper ceased tobe convertible into 
specie, or otherwise promptly redeemed, it would 
become worthless, and would, in the end, dishonor 
the Government, involve the pecple in ruin, and 
such political party in hopeless disgrace. At the 
same time, such a view involves the utter impossi- 
bility of furnishing any currency other.than that of 
the precious metals; for, if the Government itself 
cannot forego the temptation of excessive paper is- 
sues, what reliance can be placed in corporations, 
upon whom the temptations of individual gg- 
grandizement would most strongly operate? The 
people would have to blame none but themselves 
for any injury that might arise from a course so 
reckless, since their agents would be the wrongdo- 
ers ,and they the passive spectators. 

There can be but three kinds of public currency: 
Ist. Gold and silver; 2d. The paper of State insti- 
tutions; or, 3d. A representative of the precious 
metals, provided by the General Government, or 
under its authority. T'he sub-treasury system re- 
jected the last, in any form; and, as it was believed 
that no reliance could be placed on the issues of lo- 
cal institutions, for the purposes of Seneral circu- 
lation, it necessarily and unavoidably adopted spe- 
cie as the exclusive currency for itsown use. And 
this must ever be the case, unless one of the other 
kinds be used. The choice, in the present state of 
public sentiment, lies between an exclusive specie 
currency on the one hand, and Government issues 
of some kind on the other. That these issues can- 
not be made by a chartered institution, is supposed 
to be conclusively settled. They must be made, 
then, directly hy Government agents, . For several 
yeatspast, they have been thus made in the form of 
treasury notes, and have answered a valuable pur- 
pose. Their usefulness has been limited by their 
being transient and temporary; their ceasing to 
bear interest at given periods, necessarily causes 
their speedy return, and thus restricts their range 
of circalation; and being used only in the disburse- 
ments of Government, they cannot reach those 
points where they are most required. By render- 
ing their use permanent, to the moderate extent 
already mentioned, by offering no inducement for 
their return, and by exchanging them for coin and 
other values, they will constitute, to a certain ex- 
tent, the general currency so much needed to main- 
tain the internal trade of the country. And this is 
the Exchequer plan, so far as ‘it may operate in 
furnishing a currency, 

T cannot forego the occasion to urge its impor- 
tance to the credit ofthe Government in a financial 
point of view. The great hecessily of resorting to 
every proper and becoming expedient, in order to 
place the treasury on a footing of the highest re- 
spectability, isentirely obvious.: The credit of the 
Government may be regarded as the very soul of 
the Government itself—a principle of vitality, with- 
ont which all its movements are languid, and 
all its operations embarrassed, In this spirit 
the Exeentive felt. itself bound, by the most im- 
perative sense of duty, to submit ‘to Congress, at 
its last session, the propriety of making a specific 


- actual responsibilities, 


pledge of the. land fund, as.the. basis for the nego- 
tiation of- the loans authorized to be contracted. I 
then thought that such ‘an application of the public 
domain would, without doubt, have placed at the 
command of the Government ample funds to re- 


` lieve the treasury from the temporary embarrass- 


ments under,which itlabored. American credit had 
suffered a considerable shock in Europe, from the 
large indebtedness ofthe States, and the temporary 
inability of some of them.to meet the interest on 
their debts, The utter and disastrous prostration of 
the United States Bank of Pennsylvania had contrib- 


-uted largely to increase the sentiment of distrust, 


by reason of the Joss and ruin sustained by the 
hojders. of its stock—a large portion of whom were 
foreigners, and many of whom were alike 1g- 
norant of our political organization, and of our 
It was the anxious de- 
sire of the Executive that,.in the effort to nego- 
tiate the loan abroad, the American negotiator 
might be able to point the money-lender to the 
fund. mortgaged for the redemption of the prin: 
cipal and interest of any loan he might con» 
tract, and thereby vindicate the Government from 
all suspicion of bad faith, or inability to meet its 
engagements. Congress differed from the Execu- 
tive in this view of the subject. It became, never- 
theless, the duty of the Executive to resort to every 
expedient in its power to negotiate the anthorized 
loan, After afailure to do so in the. American 
market, a citizen of high character and-talent was 
sent to Europe—with no, better success; and thus 
the mortifying spectacle has been presented, of the 
inability of this Government to obtain a Joan so 
small as not in the whole to amount to more than 
one-fourth of. jts ordinary annual income; at a 
time when th® Governments of Europe, although 
involved in debt, and with their subjects heavily 
burdened with taxation, readily obtain loans of any 
amount at a greatly reduced rate of interest. It 
would be unprofitable to look. further into this 
anomalous state of things; but I cannot conclude 
without adding, that, for a Government which has 
paid off its debts of two wars with the largest 
maritime power of Europe, and now owing a debt 
which is almost next to nothing, when compared 
with its boundless resources—a Government the 
strongest in the world, because emanating from 
the popular will, and firmly rooted in théaffections 
of a great and free people—and whose fidelity to its 
engagements has never been questioned;—for such a 
Government to have tendered to the capitalists of 
other countries an opportunity for a small invest- 
ment of its stock, and yet to have failed, implies 
either the most unfounded distrust in its good faith, 
or a purpose, to obtain which the course pursued 
isthe most fatal which could have been adopted, 
It has now become obvious to all men that the 
Government must look to its own means for supply 
ing its wants; and itis consoling 1o know that these 
means are altogether adequate for the object. The 
Exchequer, if adopted, will greatly aid in bringing 
about this result. Upon what I regard as a well- 
founded supposition, that its bills would be readily 
sought for by the public creditors, and thatthe issue 
would, in a short time, reach the maximum of 
$15,000,000, it is obvious that $10,000,000 would 
thereby be added to the available means of the treas- 
ury, without costor charge, Nor can I fail to urge 
the great and beneficial effects which would be 
produced in aid of all the active pursuits of life, 
Its effects upon the solvent State banks, while it 
would force into liquidation those of an opposite 
character, through its weekly Settlements, would 
be highly beneficial; and, with the advantages of a 
sound currency, the restoration of confidence and 
credit would follow; witha numerous train of bless- 
ings. My convictions are most strong that these 
benefi's would flow from the adoption of this meas- 
ure; but, if the result should be adverse, there is 
this security in connexion with it—that the law 
creating it may be repealed at the pleasure of the 
Legislature, Without the slightest implication of its 
good faith, $ 

T recommend to Congress to take into consider- 
ation the propriety of reimbu rsing a fine imposed 
on General Jackson, at New Orleans, at the time ` 
of the attack and defence of that city, and paid 
by him. Without designing any reflection on the 
judicial tribunal which imposed the fine, the rea 
mission at this day may be regarded as not unjust 
or ipexpedient. The voice-of the civil authority 
was heard amidst the glitter of arms, and obeyed 
by those who held the sword— thereby giving addi- 
tional lustre to a memorable military achievement, 


Be 
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If the laws were offended, their majesty was. fully 
vindicated; and, allhough the penalty incurred and 
paid is worthy of litle regard in a pecuniary point 
of view, itcan hardly be donbted that it would: be 
gratifying to the war-worn veteran, now in retire- 
mënt and in the winter of his days, to'be relieved 


from the circumstances in which that judgment 


placed him.. There are cases. in which public fanc- 
tlonaries may be called on to weigh the public in- 


terest against their own personal hazards; and, if : 


the.civil law. be violated from praiseworthy mo- 
tives, or an overruling sense of public danger and 
public necessity, punishment. may well be re- 
strained within that limit which asserts and main- 
tains the authority of the Jaw, and the subjec- 
tion of the military to the civil power. The de- 
fence of New Orleans, while it saved a city from 
the hands of the enemy, placed the name of Gen- 
eral Jackson among those of the greatest captains 
of the age, and illustrated one of the brightest pages 
of our history. Now that the causes of excitement 
existing al the time have ceased to operate, it is 
believed that the remission of this finc, and what- 
ever of gratification that remission might cause the 
eminent man who incurred and paid it, would be 

- in accordance wiih the general feeling and wishes 
of the American people. 

I have thus, fellow-citizens, acquitted myself of 
my duty under the Constitution, by laying before 
you, as succinctly as I have been able, the state 
of the Union, and by inviting your attention to 
measures of much importance to the country. The 
Executive will most zealously unite its efforts with 
those of the Legislative Department in the accom- 
plishment of all that is required to relieve the 
wants of a common constituency, or elevate the 
destinies of a beloved country. x 
JOHN TYLER. 

J 
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„REPORT OF THE SECRETARY OF WAR. 
Wan Deearrment, November 26, 1842. 

Sin: Ihave the honor to submit the following 
report upon the yarious subjects committed to the 
charge of this department, 

The condition of the army, of the fortifications, 
and of the other branches of the military service, 
and the state of our Indian affairs, and of the pen- 
sions and military bounty lands, are exhibited, as 
presented in the copious and very satisfactory re- 
ports of the General-in chief, and of the heads of 
bureaus to whose immediate direction the respective 
subjects are assigned, Such suggestions and recom- 
mendations as the goud of the service seems to require, 
are made, and an account is given of the measures 
takenin execution of the laws passed at the fast 
session of Congress. 

Inspections and cxaminations of the men and 
means provided for the national defence, by in- 
dependent and responsible officers, afford the only 
means by which an accurate knowledge of their con- 
diGion can be acquired, by which responsibility can 
be enforced, and by which judicious improvement 
can be effected. During the past year they have been 
made vigorously and thoroughly. Posts and portions 
of the army that had uot been inspected for many 
years, have been examined; the fortifications, the 
armories, arsenals, and depots of military stores, 
have been visited; and it is believed that but a very 
small portion of the army, and no important military 
establishment of the Government, has, during the 
year, eseaped inspection, ‘The information which 
this department is thus enabled to obtain, aud much 
of which appears in this report, and those of the 
various bureaus, is of the most satisfactory character. 

In pursuance of the act of the last session alteriug 
the fiscal year, the estimates of this department have 
beet prepared for the first six months in 1843, and 

for the year commencing the Ist of July, 1843, 
separately. Those for the army proper, for the 
half year of 1843, amount to $553,586 88. "The 
appropriations for thesame pwp for the ser- 
viee of 1842, amounted to $4,284,669, of which 
the half would he $2,142,534. This very great 
reduction is owing to various causes: first, the 
diminished expenses in Florida, effected mainly by 
the vigilance of Brigadier General Worth before the 
cessation. of hostilities, of which an account was 
` Wänsmitted to the House of Representatives at its 
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last session; second, the termination of those hostili- 
ties; third, the stopping of the recruiting service in 
August-last; fourth, the doubt whether the state of 
the treasury would warrant even the expenditures 
authorized, particularly those in the Engineer and 
Ordnance Departments, induced a suspension of 
many of those which ‘could be suspended with the 
least public injury, and considerable balances in con- 
sequence remain; and, fifth, a desire to economize, 
which is believed to have influenced all the branches 
of service. These, and other causes not so impor- 
tant,have saved the expenditure of a large portion of 
the amount appropriated for 1842, and left it to be 
applied to the service of the year 1843. 

The same desire to economize and adapt our ex- 
penses to any probable state of the treasury, has in- 
duced the very moderate estimate for the service of 
the army proper, during the fiscal year commencing 
July 1, 1843, of $3,204,568 60, being $1,080,100 40 
less than the appropriatidns for the same objects in 
1842, and $867,430 40 less than the expenditures 
in 1840. It is confidently believed that the present 
military establishment of the country, including all 
the expenses of the military academy of a permanent 
or contingent character, may be maintained at a cost 
not exceeding $3,100,000. This estimate does not, 
of course, include the appropriations for ordnance, 
ordnance stores, smal] arms, and equipments, which 
are distributed among the States, or are accumulated 
for future use; nor does it include the expenditures of 
the engineers in erecting fortifications or other mili- 
tary defences, or in the measures preparatory to such 
erections. It will be seen that no appropriations are 
asked for the ordnance service for the first six months 
of 1843. Those recommended for. the fiscal year 
commencing ist July, 1843, are $775,200. ‘The 
appropriations for the same objects in 1842 were 
$921,300. These have been reduced more in refer- 
ence to the possible state of the treasury than to the 
actual wants of the service. In the Engineer De- 
partment the appropriations asked for the eusuing 
eighteen months amount to $1,245,500. The 
amount appropriated in 1842 was $278,000. A 
portion of the estimates is indispensable for the pres- 
ervation of works already commenced; the residue 
is deemed necessary, and it is believed that true econ- 
omy will be consulted by appropriating it; but still 
it is not indispensable at this time. The whole 


amount of the estimates for the military service of 


the country for the first half year of 1843, exclusive 
of fortifications, is $620,949 78, and for the fiscal 
year terminating July 1, 1844, is $4,144,154 80. 
‘The estimates are thus stated to prevent, if possible, 
the misunderstanding which frequently charges to 
the military service all the expenditures of this de- 
partment. Thus, many of the estimates of the 
Chicf of Topographical Engineers relate to works 
either exclusively of a civil, or of a mixed military 
and civil character—such as lighthouses placed under 
his charge, and improvements of harhors, rivers, sur- 
veys, &c.; and cannot, with propricty, be included 
among the military expenses of the country. 

‘The estimates for pensions are also very much re- 
duced from the amount appropriated during the last 
year, which is believed to be justified by the dimi- 
nution of the number of pensioners. The estimate 
for that object, for the first half year of 1843, is 
$119,340, and for the fiscal year ending July 1, 1844, 
$697,650. The appropriations for the last year 
were $730.000, 

In the fndian Department, the expenditures being 
regulated by treaties or by law, there is no room for 
the exercise of discretion in the reduction of their 
amount. As these are chiefly made within the first 
six months of any year, the estimate for that portion 
of the year 1843 is, in fact, for the service of the 
whole year, and amounts to $791,484 49; and those 
for the fiscal year commencing July 1, 1843, amount 
to $850,978; being, however, nearly $450,000 less 
than the sum appropriated in 1842 for the same de- 
partment. ‘his arises solely from there being less 
required to fulfil treaty stipulations for the purchase 
of land. À 

The report of the Major General commanding 
the army shows the operations of the troops during 
the past year, and the present position of the difier- 
entcorps. The reasons which demanded a cessa- 
tion of hostilities in Florida having been communi- 
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cated to Congress by your special message, during: 
the last session, and the policy recommended having 
been sanctioned by that body, by its adoption, of the 
peaceful measure of inviting the occupation of the 
Territory by actual settlers, the’ number. of troops 
setving there has been gradually diminished, leave’ 
an adequaté number to protect the inhabitants from, 
the miserable remnants of tribes -siill remaining. 
We have advices that arrangements have heen made- 
with all but'a very few of those Indians, for their 
removal to the west of the Mississippi, or to the dis= 
trict in the southern part of the peninsula assigned: 
them for their habitation. And it is believed that, by 
this time, all the bands north of that district have 
agreed to cease hostilities and remove there; Two 
or three instances of outrages have occurred, since 
the orders were issued for the termination of hostili- 
ties; but they are ascertained to have been committed 
by bands who were ignorant ofthe measures adopted, 
or of the terms offered. ` r d 

During the past year four hundred and fifty Indi- 
ans have been shipped to the West, and it is suppos« 
ed two hundred more have surrendered, and accept« 
ed the propositions to remove to the district assigned 
them. : 

A force consisting of two regiments and four come 
panies, amounting to sixteen hundred and forty-four 
men, is retained in Florida, to afford protection to the 
inhabitants; and a sufficient number to garrison the 
posts will be kept there, with a yiew-to remove a 
apprehension. ‘ 

The troops withdrawn from Florida have been 
stationed at points where their presence was essén- 
tial to the defence of our Western and Northein frone 
tiers, or have relieved others at similar points, who 
have been collected on the seaboard. Our. artillery 
regiments had been drilled and employed as infantry, 
and were quite unacquainted with the duties of their 
peculiar arm. It was deemed of great importance 
to bring together at the fortifications on the Atlantic 
frontier as many companies as possible, that they 
might there practise at the guns, arid Icarn the exer- 
cise of garrison and field artillery. 

The invasion of Texas by Mexico, andthe threat~ 
ening appearances among some of: the. wild tribes:at. 
the Southwest, rendered it expedient that a strong 
corps of observation shouldbe placed near our South« 
western boundary line, as well to keep theIndians . 
in that quarter at peace among themselves, as. to 
check any disposition and prevent any attempts to 
engage in the conflict in which Texas. was about to. 
be involved. ‘The dictates of humanity, as well as - 
our neutral relations with that country, demanded 
this course. These troops have remained on and 
about the Red river; and under their judicious com~ 
mander, General ‘Taylor, have accomplished the ob= 
jects in view. The troops are stationed at the dife 
ferent posts and forts, as specified in an accompany~ 
ing report of the Adjutant General. 

It requires but a slight examination of the exten< 
sive line of frontier on the Southwest, at the West, 
and in the Northwest, exposed to any attack of the 
Indians which may be prompted by unfriendly in~ 
fluences, or by supposed wrongs, to perceive that 
our present force is scarcely adequate to‘afford that 
protection which, it is admitted on all Hands, the 
Government owes to its citizens, and especially those: 
who, at its invitation, have occupied its remote pubs 
lie domain, and rendered it valuable to the whole 
country. The very nature of.the service required 
renders the employment of mounted men indispen- 
sable. ‘The rapidity of their movements, is the 
clement which gives to us the advantage in any 
collision with Indians; while the same circumstance 
will render unnecessary the numerous and frequent 
posts which such an extended line would require, if 
foot soldiers only were employed. It may be affirm~ 
ed that true economy, as well as effective service, 
will be promoted by the continuance of at least the 
present mounted regiments, reduced, as the rank 
and file will soon be, to fifty men for each company. 
Concurring entirely inthe views of the Commanding: 
General, it is earnestly hoped that the law which 
requires the dismounting of the second regiment of 
dragoons on the 4th of March next, will, at least, be 
so far modified as to leave the time discretionary. 

The regular force, as now authorized by law, con~ 
sists of seven hundred and seventeen commissioned 
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‘officers; seventeen storekeepers, of whomfifteen: are | 


attached to the Ordnance and two to the Purchasing 
` Department; two hundred and fifty enlisted men for 
the ordnance. service, and seven thousand five hun- 
“dred ‘and ninety non-commissioned officers, musi- 
cians, artificers, and privates; twenty. chaplains and 
schoolmasters, and as many ordnance sergeants as 
there are military posts. Clerks, foragemasters, and 
wagonmasters, are also employed in the Quarter- 
‘master’s Department, from time to time, according 
to the exigencies of the service. The act of August 
23, 1842, reduced the rank and file of the army three 
thousand nine hundred and twenty men. There- 
duction is gradually proceeding, in the manner con- 
templated by the act; and the excess, according to 
the last returns, is 1,970 men. It is supposed the 
prescribed minimum will be reached by the begin- 
ning of the year 1844, 


_ From the general returns of the army, accompany- 
ing this report, it appears that the whole number of 
troops now in service is nine thousand eight hundred 
arid forty-seven, consisting of seven hundred and 
eighty-one commissioned officers; nine thousand six 
hundred non-commissioned officers, musicians, artifi- 
cers, and privates; and two hundred and forty-seven 
enlisted men of ordnance. ‘The aggregate is eight 
hundred and forty-seven less than the number stated 
in the last annual report. 


The desertions have not been numerous, but an 
unprecedented number of men have been discharged 
by the judges and courts (three hundred and eighty- 
eight between July 1, 1841, and October 31, 1842,) 
principally on the ground of their being aliens. ‘The 
state of the law on this subject has occasioned vari- 
“ous constructions perplexing to the officers charged 
with the duty of recruiting, embarrassing to the de- 
partment, and injurious to the Government. It is 
very desirable that it should be rendered precise and 
definite. While, on the one hand, it is obvious our 
army ought notto consist of an undue proportion of 
foreigners; yet, on the other, the low wages offered 
‘constitute an inducement quite insufficient to the 
young men of our land, whose habits and enterprise 
enable them so easily to acquire the means of sub- 
sistence and of independence, if not wealth, in the 
cultivation of the soil. Probably a middle course 
would avoid all difficulties—namely, allowing those 
to be recruited who are citizens, or who have taken 
the preliminary oath and initiatory steps to natural- 
ization, 


The report of the officer in charge of the Ordnance 
Bureau exhibits the very satisfactory condition of 
that most important branch of the service. By a 
steady perseverance in the system of laying up, in 
the season of peace, those materials which require 
length of time to adapt them to use, and of fabrica- 
ting those articles which cannot be supplied on an 
emergency, we shall soon have at our command 
‘cannon, small arms, fixed ammunition, gunpowder 
and its component parts, to an extent commensurate 
swith our wants. 


By the table exhibiting the apportionment of 
arms to the several States, under the act of 1808, 
for arming and equipping the whole body of the 
militia, it will be seen that, notwithstanding the 
efforts made by the department, and which are 
mentioned in the last annual report, several States 
are delinquent in the returns of their militia. As 
these returns constitute the basis of the apportion- 
ment, the States which fail to make them are de- 
prived of their just proportion of military supplies. 
It will be seen that New Jersey, Delaware, Arkansas, 
and Louisiana, have not made returns for periods 
varying from twelve to eighteen years. If the cause 
of these omissions be the want of militia organiza- 

_ tion in those States, it may be worthy of serious 
inquiry whether some measure should not be adopt- 
ed to remedy the evil, by withholding distribution 
until. returns are made, or by the exercisé of some 
other power vested in Congress. A reference to the 
same table will show an extraordinary disproportion 
between the arms allotted to several States and their 
„respective populations. | Whether this arises from 
variant constructions of the law in those States, (by 
which some return the number enrolled, and others 
the number mustered or inspected,) or from some 
other cause, would seem to be worthy of an inquiry 


-injury to the public service. 
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remedy. ET a - . 

The state of the treasury, as this department was 
advised by the proper authority, rendered it necessary 
to withhold the expenditure of as much-of the ap- 
propriations made at the. last session of Congress, 
as could be suspended without great and manifest 
In reference to the 
condition of our foreign relations; and the quanti- 
ties of arms, cannon, and gun-carriages, in our pos- 
session, it seemed that such suspension could take 
place in the operations of the armories and arsenals 
with. less immediate public injury or inconvenience 
than in other departments. Extensive repairs also 
became necessary at the armories. For a time, 
therefore, no work was carried on at either of them 
during the past season. Labor has now, however, 
been resumed on a moderate scale, and instructions 
have been given to complete the muskets in the 
course of fabrication, and to make five hundred 
rifles, and five hundred percussion muskets, each 
month, for the ensuing six months. The arsenals 
will be chiefly employed in the repairs of arms, and 
in the manufacture of the iron work of gun-carriages 
and military equipments. Our supply of heavy. can- 
non being very good, it is not contemplated at 
present to purchase many of that description; but a 
sufficient number of large-chambered guns, to arm 
our forts, will be procured. And in consequence of 
the adoption of the suggestion of the Treasury De- 
partment, beforementioned, a large portion of the 
moncy intended for the service of the year 1842 re- 
mains unexpended; and any specific appropriations 
for the Ordnance Department, for the first six 
months of 1843, will be unnecessary. 

The estimates for the fiscal year commencing 
July 1, 1843, are made upon a scale so reduced as 
to be warranted only by the possible state of the 
treasury. The usual appropriations for the ordinary 
objects of expenditure in this branch of service are 
as desirable now as at former periods; and it is 
believed that a mistaken economy only would dictate 
the continuance of such reduced amounts, when the 
condition of the public finances will admit of what is 
demanded by our true interests. 


I cannot omit to refer to the recommendation con-` 
tained in the last annual report, for a national found-. 


ry on a limited scale, at which the qualities of iron 
may be tested and ascertained, and models for ord- 
nance may be fabricated. It is apprehended that 
the great importance of such a laboratory to the 
country at large,as well as to the Government, has 
not been sufficiently considered. 

It will be seen that some legislative provision has 
become quite necessary in reference to the lead- 
mines and the mineral lands. Under the existing 
Jaws, no alternative was left to the Executive, but 
to proceed and lease the mineral lands reserved from 
sale. The difficulties of this course are detailed in 
the report of the Ordnance Bureau. The principal, 
if not the only cause of them, would seem to be 
the claims to those lands (in most cases utterly un- 
founded) by persons who have entered them for 
purchase at the land office when they were not 
liable to entry, or by persons who have occupied 
them without any right or pretence of right, It is 
unfortunate that these persons constitute a power- 
ful, though not a numerous class, who are able to 
exact from the miners, who bring out the ore, a large 
portion of their produce, while they refuse to pay 
any rent to the United States. Thus the poor, in- 
dustrious, and very numerous body of miners are 
oppressed, while the country is deprived of the use 
of its own property, and of any equivalent for such 
use by others. The difficulty incident to the leasing 
lands of any description, and collecting rents, by a 
Government, is so great, and is attended with so 
much expense and hazard of loss, that no essential 
benefit can be anticipated from the practice. 

The tenure of land by short leases is so foreign to 
the genius of our institutions and the habits of our 
people, that it necessarily becomes somewhat odious, 
and increases the difficulty. To enable the Govern- 
ment to obtain some value for these lands and mines, 
and, at the same time, to afford to the humble and 
comparatively indigent laborers an opportunity to 
acquire lots for sums within their means of payment, 
and in quantities adapted to their means of working 


by Congress, who alone ‘can supply an adequate . 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Dee..1842, 
Senate & H. of Reps. | 


them, it is recommended that the reserved mineral 
lands in the north part of Ilinois and in the Terri- 
tories of Wisconsin and Towa be allowed to be sold 
in lots of ten acres each, at a minimum price of ten 
dollars per acre. It is represented that they are 
worth from twenty to fifty dollars per acre, depend- 
ing on their situation, Prior to such sales, the 
claims to any of the mineral lands shouldbe deter- 
mined by a board instituted for that purpose, and 
the claimants allowed to enter and purchase the lands 
at the same minimum price, in an order of priority 
to be settled in the law or by the board, The inter- 
est of the United States in these lands and minesis 
of very great value, and is endangered by delay in 
the proper measures to secure it. At the same 
time, the prosperity, and, indeed, the peace and quiet 
of the large number of citizens occupying the lands 
or working the mines, demand that their rights 
should be settled, and their conflicting titles and 
claims adjusted. What may now be accomplished. 
without difficulty, may hereafter, when the parties 
interested become more numerous and more tena- 
cious, be found impracticable. The subject is there- 
fore commended to the earnest attention of Congress, 
whe can alone provide the necessary means for ren- 
dering justice to the Government, to the claimants, 
and to the miners. 

These suggestions are not intended to apply to 
the mineral lands in the south part of Illinois. The 
character and nature of the mines in that quarter 
are not yet sufficiently ascertained to enable us to 
affix a price to them, nor is there as yet any conflict 
between claimants and occupants to require the in- 
terposition of the Government. A strong belief is 
entertained by the lessees that these mines contain 
large proportions of silver. Should such expecta- 
tions be realized, a different policy from that adopted 
in respect to the lead-mines may be expedient. 

In the report of the Quartermaster General, the 
operations in that branch of public service during 
the year willbe seen. The additional duties caused 
by the act of the last session, transferring to that de- 
partment the business of the Commissary of Pur- 
chases, have heen undertaken, and so far successfully 
performed. The termination of hostilities in Florida 
relieved a large number of assistant quartermasters 
from duty there, and placed them at the disposal of 
this department, many of whom have been returned 
to their companies, still retaining their appointments 
inthe staff. The provisions of the ninth section of 
the act of July 5, 1838, render it questionable 
whether they can be deprived of those appointments 
without actual removal from office by the President. 
The same remark applies, although not with equal 
force, to the assistant adjutants general, provided for 
by the seventh section of the same act. It must 
happen that the number of these officers appointed 
in one state of circumstances, will not be required in 
another; and it is therefore highly expedient that the 
President should be authorized to dispense with their 
staff services, and vacate their staff appointments, 
whenever the public exigency no Jonger demands 
them. 

The best and the most agreeable evidence. that 
could be furnished of the economy which has pre- 
vailed in the disbursements, will be found in the 
circumstance that so much of the appropriations 
made at the last session remain on hand; that 
$181,000 only will be required for the first half of 
the ensuing year; and the estimates for the fiscal 
year, commencing on the Ist of July, 1843, are 
much below those that have been presented and 


| sanctioned by Congress for several years, 


The measures adopted for putting in order Fort 
Jesup, in Louisiana, and Fort Atkinson; for estab- 
lishing the new posts on the Marmiton river, and on 
or near the False Washita, and the operations at 
Detroit, Plattsburg, Fort Sullivan, Fort Adams, and 
at various other posts, are detailed in the accom- 
panying report of the Quartermaster General. 

I concur in his recommendation of appropriations 
for new barracks at Fort Gibson, and consider the 
reasons urged by him so strong as to require nothing 
more than a reference to them. . 

I deeply regret the necessity for again invoking 
the attention of Congress to the dishonored pledge 
given by the Quartermaster General, in the name 
and by the authority of this nation, to the Creek Ine 
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dians, to- remunerate them for their services in 
Florida, and as a consideration for their removal. 
The earnestness with which a gallant soldier pleads 
for the faith and honor of his country, and for justice 
to a helpless tribe, who have no resort but to our own 
sense of-right, it is hoped will not only be excused 
by the circumstances, but will find a hearty response 
in every bosom. 

“The report of the Colonel of Engineers exhibits 
a most gratifying account of the ability and fidelity 
of the officers of that corps, and of the results of their 
labors. Notwithstanding thé state of the treasury 
rendered it indispensable to suspend some of the 
operations during the past year, yet it will be seen 
that many important works are in complete order, 
others in a condition to render effective service, and 
others very near completion. The arrangements, 
with all the requisite collateral preparations, are 
complete for mounting 2,085 guns, at points most 
important for the defence of the seacoast. This may 
be said to have been ‘accomplished substantially 
within the last two years. 

No satisfactory account of the work performed at 
the different forts, or of their present condition, can 
be given, without a minuteness of detail incompati- 
ble with the general design of this report. For this, 
reference is therefore made to the very clear and 
ample statements of the Chicf Engineer. It will be 
seen with what cautious regard to the possible state 
of the public revenues the estimates have been 
made for continuing and completing the works now 
in progréss, and for the repairs of such as require 
them. . Itis hoped that the moderation of these es- 
timates, and the sound and just views by which 
they are sustained, will commend them to the favor- 
able consideration of Congress. More, perhaps, de- 
pends on the steadiness and regularity of the appro- 
priations, than upon their large amount. At a time 
when there is so little employment fur labor, and it 
is so cheap, economy will he promoted by continuing 
our national defences, while the expenditures will 
operate most beneficially among the industrial 
classes of our fellow-citizens, and add much to the 
mearis and the spirit of our internal trade. If then, 
(what. is not supposed to admit of doubt, and what 
this department will not suffer itself to question or 
to discuss,) it is the determination of the Government 
to place the country in a competent state of defence 
against foreign aggression, the present time would 
seem to be propitious for continuing the plan of for- 
tifications heretofore adopted. 

Although, for the reason before given, it would 
be impracticable to notice all the works specified in 
the report of the Colonel of Engineers, yet some of 
them seem to demand observation. 

The reasons for the delay in the construction of 
the barracks and defensive works at Detroit and at 
Buffalo, are stated by the Chicf Engineer. As they 
were of a temporary character, and have now heen 
overcome, those works will be vigorously prosecuted, 
so soon as the season will admit, and, it is very sat- 
isfactory to know, without the necessity of any fut- 
ther appropriations for the next eighteen months. 

The conclusion of a treaty with the envoy of 
Great Britain, by which a cession was made of the 
strip of land along the northern boundary of the 
States of New York and Vermont, which included 
the site heretofore selected at Rouse’s Point for a 
fort, rendered it expedient to suspend all operations 
in reference to the two works on either side of the 
outlet of Lake Champlain, which had been contem- 
plated in place of that at Rouse’s Point, when it 
was ascertained that. the latter did not fall within 
ourboundary, 

The report of the board. of officers, in May, 1840, 
presenting a connected plan of defences by land, 
estimated the expense of a permanent work at 
Stony Point, on the New York side of the outlet, at 


$300,000, and the same sum for a permanent work. _ 


at Windmill Point, on the Vermont side. By the 
cession referred to, and which has now become com 
plete by the ratification of the treaty, these works 
have become unnecessary. 
priation will be sufficient for the present, immediate 
meastires will be taken to carry into effect the design 
of Congress, by commencing the work at Rouse’s 
Point. “gn Te 

It is believed that the appropriation made in 1841 


As the existing appro- | 


for the erection of defensive works at the junction 
of the Matawamkeag and Penobscot rivers, in the 
Stafe of Maine, can be better applied in the erection 
of a fort at the Narrows of the Penobscot; and it is 
respectfully recommended that authority for that 
purpose be given. l 
Although the state of the works for the defence of 
the harbor of New York is very gratifying, yet it 
should not be forgotten that they do not complete the 
system, and that, without such completion, they do 
not afford adequate protection. The fortifications 
on Staten island, at the Narrows, are deemed more 
important than the opposite forts—Hamilton and 
Lafayette. The United States has expended more 
than $15,000 in erecting the works on Staten island, 


upon land belonging to the State of New York. . 


That State has offered to convey this land, on re- 
ceiving the original purchase money and the inter- 
est. The difficulty respecting the title, which was 
supposed to exist, has been removed by the opinion 
of the Attorney General, that the right to the land is 
unquestionably in the State of New York. Itis 
therefore confidently hoped that the necessary appro- 
priation will now be made to purchase the site of the 
works erected, and to put them in repair. Should 
any apprehénsion he felt of a want of means, they 
can. probably be supplied by the sale of the site of 
Fort Gansevoort, on the North river, which has be- 
come comparatively useless, and by the application 
of the proceeds of such sale to the works on Staten 
island. 

Another and most essential part of the defence 
of the harbor of New York, (which has been ren- 
dered more necessary by the discovery. of a new 
channel,) consists of a work on Sandy Hook, the 
immediate commencement of which is strenuously 


urged by the Chief Engineer, by the most convin- | 


cing considerations. It is most earnestly and respect- 
fully recommended to the consideration of Congress. 

I would eamestly invite attention to the recom- 
mendations contained in the last annual report of 
this department, in favor of the establishment of 
military defences on the remote southern portion of 
our Atlantic frontier. As there appears to be some 
question whether the points on the coast within the 
State of Georgia, heretofore indicated, are the most 
advisable, the appropriation asked by the Engineer 
Bureau, and which is recommended by this depart- 
ment, may be for the commencement of a work on 
the coast of Georgia, at such site as the President 
shall select, after the necessary military surveys. 

The recommendations in the last annual report 
of works for the security of Mobile Bay are renew- 
ed. This very exposed frontier would seem to de- 
mand more protection than has hitherto been 
awarded, 

The report of the Colonel of Engincers shows 
the necessity of some provision for completing the 
work on the national road, which was begun, but 
which isleft unfinished, and is now exposed to rapid 
destruction for the want of that finish which is es- 
sential to its protection. If it be the determination 
of Congress not to authorize any further expendi- 
tures on this road, it is suggested whether some 
measure might not be adopted by which the States 
through which it passes may be enabled to complete, 
and keep in repair, an avenue of such great impor- 
tance to the whole community, and particularly to 
our Western fellow-citizens, and one so eminently 
beneficial to the operations of the Federal Govern- 
meni in peace, and almost indispensable in war. 

The expenses of a survey for the continuation of 
this road through the States of Illinois and Missouri 
to the city of Jefferson, heretofore made under a reso- 
lution of the Senate, have not been defrayed, and 
provision for it would be but an act of justice to the 
public creditors by whom it was incurred, 

The report of the Board of Visiters, appointed 
during the last year to examine the military academy 
at West Point, accompanies that of the Colonel of 
Engineers. Itevinees great ability; and the close 
and critical scrutiny with which a board of disinter- 


esied and independent citizens have looked into | 


every department. of this great national institution, 
and the high praise which they award to its super- 
intendent, professors and teachers, to the exact dis- 
cipline maintained, -and to the thorough instruction 
imparted, is inhanced by their obviously eminent 


capacity to form a correct. judgment, and by. their 
equally obvious regard for discriminating truth. 
The testimony of the Chief Engineer, himself so 
long and so thoroughly acquainted with all the 
operations of the academy, that, in his opinion, “it 
has never been in a condition so perfectly ‘fulfilling 
the purposes of its creation and maintenance as now,” 
is equally gratifying and convincing. A personal ex 
amination during the recess of Congress enables meto 
add what these testimonials scarcely required-——my 
own conviction of their entire justness. Having, in the 
last annual report, expressed somewhat at large my 
views of the inestimable advantages of this insti- 
tution to the whole country, in diffusing a species 
of knowledge that can be no otherwise acquired, and 
of its absolute necessity for preserving and improving: 
that science upon which our safety in war must 
depend, it is not deemed necessary to repeat them. 
Indeed, the steady adherence of Congress, at all . 
times, and under all circumstances, even of pecuniary 
difficulty, to an institution which so much resembles 
that. body in its influences upon the formation of a 
national character, operating as it does upon pupils 
selected mainly by the immediate representatives of 
the people, from every district of the Union, renders 
superfluous any extended observations on the subject. 

The alterations and improvements suggested by 
the Board of Visiters have received the most respect- 
ful consideration, and have been adopted where 
circumstances justified such a course. The barracks 
for the residence of the students have been a subject 
of complaint by every Board of Visiters for several 
years past. The single fact, that ordinarily three 
pupils, and frequently a larger number, are obliged to 
study and sleep in a room scarcely sufficient for one, 
is of itself calculated to show how. indispensable 
additional accommodations in that respect have 
become. In one of the buildings, not only are the 
pupils deprived of the ordinary comforts of room, 
but their health is jeoparded by exposure to storms 
and to sudden transitions. I cannot too earnestly 
recommend the moderate appropriation asked by the 
Engincer Bureau for an addition to the barracks at 
the academy. 

The subject of a corps of artificers to learn and 
practise the duties of military field engineering, was 
brought to the attention of Congress in the last 
annual report, and is renewed by the Chief Engi- 
neer. Deeming it impossible to increase the cogency. 
of the reasons urged by him for some provision on 
the subject, I can but again add my earnest recom- 
mendation to those so repeatedly presented by my 
predecessors, in favor of the necessary provisions 
to effect that object. 

The report of the Colonel of Topographical En- 
gineers affords new and continued evidence of the 
great usefulness of that corps, and of the zealand 
ability of its officers. An accurate knowledge of 
the topography of our very extended territory, par- 
ticularly of its maritime and internal frontiers, of 
its lakes and rivers, of the obstructions to intercom- 
munication, and of the positions most requiring, and. 
most capable of, defensive works, is indispensable 
alike to intelligent legislation and to efficient ex- 
ecutive administration. As,a mere question. of 
economy, such information can scarcely be acquired 
at too high aprice. The advantage of an organized 
scientific corps, qualified by study and by practice 
for this peculiar duty, over the irregular services of 
persons transiently employed, without organization, 
and without the opportunities of mature and sys- 
tematic deliberation, doubtless dictated the forma- 
tion of this corps. And all our experience. has 
shown the wisdom of the measure. The reports 
in detail of the several officers of the corps, appended 
to that of the Colonel, present a mass of the most 
valuable information respecting the topography of 
various parts of the Union—from the remote north 
to the extreme south. They exhibit the progress 
made in the surveys, in the improvement of harbors 
and rivers, in the construction of lighthouses and 
breakwaters, and various other works in charge of 
the corps. A brief notice of a few of those which 
seem to require attention, is all that will be attempted 
on the present occasion. - 

_ Ht will be perceived that considerable progress has 
heen made in the survey of the Northwestern lakes, 
and that preparations for its continuance the next 


é of thé work to. accomplish more than wag 
practicable: during: the last year, ‘The expense of 
these surveys is comparatively so trifling, that they 

an scarcely -be liable to: objection in almost any 
státe of the treasury. . I cannot omit to call; atten- 
tidh:to the report of Captain” Williams, respecting 
the urgent necessity of a harbor ‘on the west side of 
Lake Michigan, and the improvement of the naviga- 
tion at; the mouth ‘of St, Clair river.. These are 
éxceedingly important to the United States, to ena- 
ble us to furnish supplies to the Indian tribes, and 
Military stores and subsisteiice for the troops which, 
even in time of peace; must. be maintained in that 
quarter, and which, in the ‘event of hostilities, will 
afford “the only barrier between savage ferocity 
and our frontier settlements. But to our fellow- 
citizens of that region, who have purchased the 
public lands, a sate access to the markets of the East 
is so essential as to justify their calls upon the Gov- 
ernment for a common share of its protection. The 
commerce of the lakes, comprising the productions 
bf ‘seven States and one Territory, which must an- 
“nitally: exceed twenty-five millions of dollars, would 
gem entitled to consideration and assistance, not 
only on account of the great interests involved in 
its success, but on the ground, also, of a fair appor- 
.tfonment of the fostering and protecting aid of the 
Cfovernment.. This commerce affords the only ef- 
fective means of supplying the nation with the mar- 


jners who will be found indispensable'in that quar- 


ter, in the event of hostilities. 

‘Tt will be seen that the surveys for the defences 
of Soller’s flats and of Delaware breakwater harbor 
are completed. Those for the defences of Sandy- 
Hook, and the harbor and town of Portsmouth, 
New Hampshire, are in execution, as well as the 
military reconnoissance of the peninsula of Mary- 
and, south of the city. It is gratifying to learn 

that an extensive and very thorough reconnoissance 

of the defences of New Orleans, embracing a large 
extent of territory, has been completed. 

- The raft which formed the obstruction to the 

navigation of Red rivet has been removed—an event 

of ‘no small importance to our fellow-citizens in that 
quarter, : 

The Potomac aqueduct is so far completed as to 

warrant the confident expectation that it will be in 
` w condition to receive water in the course of the 

next season, The repairs of the Potomac bridge 
ave drawing to a close, and it is believed that it will 
he passable in January next. ` 

"The measures taken to execute the law of the last 
sesxion, appropriating one hundred thousand dollars 
for the improvement of the Ohio, Mississippi, Mis- 
souri, and Arkansas rivers, are also stated. So soon 
as the application for an injunction, by Henry M. 
Shreve, Esg, which has arrested the progress of 
those measures, shall ho disposed of, they will be 
resumed. But it is manifest that the present appro- 
priution ia wholly inadequate; that it can only pro- 
vide the necessary snag-boats ; and that, unless fol- 
towed by others, the expenditure of the money will 
be but to waste it. 

The proceedings of the corps under the laws 
respecting the construction of lighthouses are also 
detailed in the report. It would seem that the ex- 
pense of these invaluable auxiliaries to commerce 
nay be much diminished by the adoption of Mitch- 
ells patent screw moorings—a recent English inven- 
tion; and that, by means of such moorings, they 
can be placed in positions far more advantageous to 
the mariner than any that can be occupied in the 
present mode of building them. The sanction of 
Congress is invited to the steps recommended by the 
Colonel of Topographical Engineers, to procure the 
neccesary apparatus, and acquire a knowledge of its 
application. 

it will be seen that a party of engineers is in the 
field fox the survey of the Arkansas and Platt rivers 
and the adjacent country. A survey of the country 
north of the Missouri having been completed, the 
map of the same, constructed by Mr. Nicollet, unequal- 
Jed in the accuracy and fulness of its details, is now 
nearly finished, and will be published in January 
next. It is intended to cause 9 similar survey of the 
country south of ‘that river, embracing the approach- 
es to the Rocky mountains, their several passes, and’ 


season have'been made, Which will enable those -itt- 


gradually the region between them and our’ posses: 
sions on the Pacific. These explorations and surveys 
are indispensable tosuch a knowledge of the ‘country, 
its‘ resources, and: its streams, as we must possess 
before we can establish any. communication with a 
region. that is evéry day becoming more important 
tous: “And itis hoped that there will be no reluc- 
tance to grant the very moderate appropriations 
asked for the continuance of the “military and geo- 
graphical surveys west of the Mississippi river.” 

In {hie last annual report of the department, your 
attention, and that of Congress, was called to the 
great importance of establishing a chain of military 
posts extending from the Council Bluffs to the 
mouth of the Columbia river. A plan, and an esti- 
mate of thé expense, were subsequently laid before 
the military committee of the House of Representa- 
tives, by whom-a very able and interesting report 
was made, accompanied by a bill. I would again 
earnestly invite a consideration of the subject. 
There are two aspects in which it may be regarded, 
In the first place, the exhibition of military power is 
indispensable to counteract and control any hostile 
disposition of the Indians in that vast and sequester- 
ed region. They are now exposed to the unresisted 
influences of the traders and emissaries of foreign 
nations, by whom they could at any time be excited 
to devastate that entire frontier. We could com- 
mand the avenues by which these Indians pass from 
the north to the south in their hunting expeditions, 
and thus make them sensible of our power to resist 
and punish aggression. In the second place, if we 
intend to maintain our right to the territories on the 
Pacific, belonging to us, (which, it is supposed, does 
not admit of a question,) we must occupy them ; 
and we must establish a communication with them, 
other than that of a five months’ voyage by sea 
at a particular season of the year. By extending 
our laws and civil.jurisdiction over the country, and 
affording protection to our citizens disposed to emi- 
grate thither, I have the strongest reason to believe, 
from communications to the department, that a 
suflicient number would soon establish themselves 
in that quarter, provided they could be assured of 
immunity from Indians on the way, and their jour- 
ney could be facilitated by the Government. To 
attain these purposes, it is not supposed that a con- 
tinned chain of posts is immediately necessary. 
The establishment of one at some proper point on 
the Missouri—probably between the great bend of 
that river and White river—at which stores and sup- 
plies could be collected, and from which parties could 
he sent out, would answer for the present, and until 
the whole ground should be better known. These 
parties would be occupied primarily in exploring and 
surveying, to ascertain the best routes, in removing 
obstructions and facilitating the passage of such 
routes, and in protecting the caravans of emigrants. 
And if small detachments of hired men, acquainted 
with the country, were furnished to the latter, upon 
their crossing the mountains, it is believed that 
nothing further would be required. Every colony 
that passed over the mountains would facilitate the 
progress of its successor; and every one that estab- 
lished itself beyond them would add to the strength 
and power of the Government, and would perhaps 
render permanent forts unnecessary. 

There are many indications that the time has 
arrived for decided action on this subject, and I trust 
that at the ensning session of Congress there will be 
such appropriations as will enable this department 
to make the necessary arrangements to send on to 
Oregon a colony of citizens impatient to undertake 
the enterprise. A post at or near the mouth of the 
Columbia would certainly be desirable; but it is not 
deemed absolutely necessary, in the present condition 
of things. 

The operations in the Paymaster General’s and 
the Surgeon General’s departments are detailed in 
the reports of their respective chiefs. Under the 
authority of the appropriation at the last session, for 
extending and rendering more complete the. meteoro- 
logical observations conducted at the military posts, 
Professor Espy has been employed to render that 
assistance for which his extensive researches so 


| 


eminently qualify him. Instructions and forms 


have been prepared, which, itis believed, will insure 
‘very exact and very extensive observations, from | 
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|] which an important science cannot fail to derive 


great advantages. ns z 

The report of the Commissary General of Subsist- 
encé exhibits the very prosperous condition of his 
department. . All the accounts of disbursing agents 
have heen faithfully. rendered. For. the. reasons 
stated by him, no appropriations for the first six 
months of 1843 will be necessary, on account of 
subsistence of the army. The succéss which has so 
far attended the system of purchase by contract, in- 
duces me ‘to dissent from the recommendation .to 
change it. Perhaps more discretion might be safely 
allowed, to purchase in the open market when propo- 
sals are deemed exorbitant. The unsettled accounts 
for subsistence furnished in Florida in 1839 and 
1840, would seem to require special legislation for 
their adjustment. : 

From the report of the Commissioner of Pensions, 
it appears that the number of pensions on the rolls 
is less, by 1,496, than at the date of the last annual 
report. The whole number at that time was 26,531. 
The number at present on the rolls is 26,085; of 
whom 2,662 are invalids; 3,724 received pensions 
under the act of 1818; 412 under the act of 1828; 
15,535 under the act of 1832; 2,307 under the 
act of 1836; and 395 have been pensioned under 
the act of 1838, in consequence chiefly of’ the 
joint resolution and act of the last session of Con- 
gress, relating to the death of pensioners since 1832, 
and to the marriage of their widows. It is believed 
that many must have died, without the fact being 
known to the agents, and, of course, not reported by 
them. The persons who received their pensions, in 
the first and second quarters of 1842, amounted to 
18,074; and it is supposed that this approximates 
very nearly to the actual number now alive. ‘This 
would exhibit a diminution of 8,457, which is not so 
great as that which occurred between the dates of 
the reports in 1840 and 1841, and which amounted 
to 17,863. It will be seen that the estimate for pen- 
sions is much below that for 1842, 

The law relating to military bounty lands, for ser- 
vices in the revolutionary war, and in that of 1812, 
having been derived by the act of July 27, 1842, 
the examination of the claims presented was referred 
to the Commissioner of Pensions, as the rolls and 
documents relating to them were in his office. From 
the statement annexed to his report, it will appear 
that 358 claims on account of revolutionary services 
have been presented within the year, and that 22 
warrants have been issued for 5,250 acres of land; 
that 416 claims for services in the last war with 
Great Britain have been presented within the same 
time, and that 65 warrants have been issued for 10,720 
acres of land. 

By the act of March 4, 1840, the office of Com: 
missioner of Pensions was continued. until the 4th 
day of March, 1843, when it will cease, unless fur- 
ther continued by Congress. | By the same act, the 
pension business of the Navy Department was trans- 
ferred to the office of the Commissioner of Pensions. 

The duties yet remaining to be performed under 
the laws relating to army and navy pensions, and. to 
the military bounty lands, require the continuance of 
the office of the Commissioner. 

The condition of our affairs with the Indians pre- 
sents a subject of the deepest. interest to every phi- 
lanthropist. The report. of the Commissioner who 
has them immediately under his charge, with the 
accompanying tabular statements, and the returns 
of the various superintendents and agents, furnish 
copious information of the results of past labors, and 
the grounds of hope for the continued improvement 
of these victims to the progress of civilization. The 
policy of removing the Indians from their native 
homes, to make room for the white man, and of col- 
lecting them in large bodies on our Western frontier, 
is not now debatable. Ithas been long settled, and 
it may now be considered as having been executed, 
There is no more land east of the Mississippi, re- 
maining uneeded, to be desired by us. No new 
source of expense on this account need be opened 
for many years to come; and when the treaties now 
pending shall be ratified, and those requiring the 
removal of Indians shall be executed, our system will 
become settled. It is to be hoped that the red man 
will then be suffered to restin peace, and that undi- 
vided efforts will be bestowed in discharging the 
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of rendering himhappy heré or hereafter. 

From the returns we have-been able to obtain, it 
appears that 88,124 have been removed to the regions 
iwest of the Mississippi; and that of the once numer- 
ous tribes east of that river, less than 25,000 souls 
remain, The greater portion of these are. under 
treaty obligations to remove within a very few years. 

This policy of collecting the Indians has proceeded 
on the-idea of relieving them from their dependent 
and degrading condition when mixed with a white 
population, and of isolating them from the vices ofa 
semi-civilization. Scarcely capable of self-govern- 

- ment, they are ‘quite incompetent to protect them- 
selves from the frauds and from the violence of the 
white man. The present system of superintendents 
and agents is inadequate, and the time seems to have 
arrived when we should turn our attention to devis- 
ing some form of government which may: secure 
peace and order among themselves, and protection 
against others: Until they feel safe in their persons 
and possessions, they can make no advances toward 
civilization. ` Although, the criminal jurisdiction of 
the adjacent courts of the United States is extended 
over them, yet all experience has shown that it is 
merely nominal. The most atrocious offenders are 
seldom pursued, and more rarely brought to justice. 
Civil, obligations it is wholly väin to attempt to en- 
force, There is no cause for surprise that, in this 

“state of things, the law of force and of retaliation is 

the only one recognised. The plan of something 
like a territorial government for the Indians has 
been suggested; the object is worthy the most 
deliberate consideration of all who take an interest 
in the fate of this hapless race. 

The vice to which they are most ncliined, and 
which is the most deadly to their prosperity, is an 
indulgence in intoxicating liquors. All the powers 
given to this department by existing laws have been 
exerted to restrain this propensity, and to prevent 
the introduction of alcohol into the Indian country. 
Circulars to agents and superintendents, and in- 
structions to military commanders, have been reiter- 
ated with but partial eflect, The cupidity of the 
white man, boasting of his superior civilization, 
stimulates his craft in devising the means of eva- 
ding the laws, and still further bratalizing his ignor- 
ant, weak, and yielding red brother. Depositories 
of ardent spirits are established on the confines of 
the Indian territory, within the jurisdiction of the 
States, where the laws of the Union cannot apply, 
and where there are none of the State adapted to 
the case, or, if they exist, are never executed. Some 
remedy may be provided, by substituting imprison- 
rhent for the present pecuniary penalty prescribed 
for selling or introducing liquor, or establishing dis- 
tilleriés, in the Indian country, (which is wholly in- 
effectual against a class of persons who have no 
visible property,) and by giving jurisdiction over the 
offence to some local or other authority to which 
‘convenient access can he had. 

Among some of the more civilized tribes, particu- 
larly the Choctaws and Cherokees, it is understood 
that the doctrines and the practice of temperance 
have made much progress, and that they have passed 
some wise laws to restrain their own people. The 
faet thus established, that the Indian can be made 


temperate, is calculated to cheer us in efforts to save 


him. 
-An exhibit of the condition of the civilization 


fand, and of its application, accompanies the report ; 
This small fund has accom- | 
It scatters its good seed very exten- | 
sively, and a great portion of it falls on good soil. | 
“Its fruits are to be seen in the gradual but decided | 


_of the Commissioner. 
plished much. 


improvement of many of the Indian tribes. This 
fand is applied so as to co-operate, as far as practi- 
cable, with the schools established and maintained 
-by means of the moneys provided, by treaties with 
rarious tribes, for purposes of education. From 
Aable. 84, appended to the Commissioner’s report, it 
“appears that the whole amount thus provided at the 
présent time is $67,155. It will also be seen from 
_table-83, that there are fifty-two schools maintamed 
‘for Indian youth, at which there are 2,132 scholars ; 
cof whom 1,058 are boys, and 852 girls, and 222 


—————————— 
fearful ‘responsibilities we have incurred to improve 

hisintellectual and moral condition, as the only means | 
-returns. 
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whose sex is not stated, were instructed during the 
past year; and that, from seven schools; there are no 
Wherever the means of comparison exist, 
it is -gratifying to find.that the aggregate. number of 
pupils is on the increase. Convinced that the only 


means of diffusing elementary knowledge among the’ 


children of these people is to interest their parents 
in the undertaking, by enabling them to take a part 
in the establishment of schools and in their super- 
vision, our efforts have been directed to -the encour- 
agement of such seminaries in the respective nations. 
A sufficient number of many of the tribes have al- 
ready been educated, and prepared to become teach- 
ers among their own people. Every school becomes 
the nursery of new teachers, who, being thus pre- 
pared at home, removed from the temptations that 
assail them among the whites, and retaining the 
manners of their own- people, will be more accepta- 
ble and more successful than any others. In this 
way only can females be educated, and the potent 
influence of mothers be properly directed in the 
formation of the character of the generation that is 
soon to take place in the scene of life.. Although 
the academy in Kentucky is continued for the double 
purpose of fulfilling expectations which caused heavy 
expenses in. its establishment, and for furnishing a 
higher grade of instruction, to enable the pupils to be- 
come physicians, clergymen, and teachers; yet, as it 
is supposed these pupils will be as nearly accom- 
plished within two years as they can be at any time, 
consistently with the greater and main object of in- 
structing the greatest possible number, it has been 
arranged: with the founder and proprietor of that 
academy, that, at the expiration of that time, the ob- 
ligations of the Government to furnish pupils to it 
are to cease. : 


Intimately connected with the improvement of the 
moral and intellectual condition of the Indians, is 
the system which supplies them with clothing and 
the means of procuring subsistence. It is undenia- 
ble that the trading system does not adequately ac- 
complish these purposes. There are many honest 
faithful traders, but they cannot counteract the reck- 
lessness of the Indians, who will purchase goods 
either of a worthless kind, or in quantities altogether 
heyond their wants, which, with characteristic im- 
providence, they waste or barter for ardent spirits, 
and leave themselves destitute of the articles of ne- 
cessity for the residue of the year. This destitution 
produces suflering, dependence, and inactivity; and 
they resign themselves to the allurements of intoxi- 
cation, or of wretched idleness. At the same time, 
an influence is acquired over them by the traders, 
altogether beyond that of the officers of the Govem- 
ment, and which may be, and sometimes has been, 
wielded in opposition to its policy, and tending to 
the continued degradation and detriment of the In- 
dians. Fn this respect, it seems to me the British 
policy is far preferable, which retains to the officers 
of the uation the means of influencing men who can 
be reached mainly only through their personal 
wants. I am disposed to concur in the views of the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, as to the propriety 
of employing agents of the. Government to furnish 
supplies to the Indians at fixed prices, of which they 
should be notified, and in such quantities, at given 
periods of time, as will insure their deriving the 
utmost benefit from them. It is not perceived why 
the principle recently adopted in reference to pur- 
sers in the navy, may not be applied to this case; 
and a system of checks established, that will guard 
against all frabd and abuse, and enable the Indian 
to receive the best kind of goods at the cost of pur- 
chase and transportation, and a per centage to defray 
the expenses of sale. 


Since the last annual report, a treaty has been 
concluded and ratified with the Senecas of New 
York. by which a dispute that threatened the most 


i vexatious consequences has been amicably adjusted, 
| the rights of the Indians protected, their’ interest 
| promoted, and the Government relieved from large 
; pecuniary responsibilities. 


With the Wyandots of Ohio a treaty has also 
been. ratified, by which that State will be relieved 
from a population that encumbered the fairest por- 
tion of its territory—a portion that will now be open 
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to enterprise, and contrhe 
perity.. 0 - ee oa 

A treaty has also been held with the Sac.and Fox 
Indians, (which, under your directions, willbe. sub- 
mitted to the Senate for ratification,) by which about 
ten millions of acres of some of the: best-land ia 
the Territory. of Iowa are acquired.’ A: purchase 
has also been made of the Chippewas in the north- 
west of Michigan and in Wisconsin, of- about 
fifteen millions of acres, by a treaty which willin 
like manner be submitted to the Senate... ‘These 
treaties have been made at a reduced expense quite 
unprecedented, in the most open, fair, and frank 
manner, and on terms of justice, and even liberality 
to the Indians, becoming the character of the Uni- 
ted States. ` ‘ 

Pursuant to the act of the lastsession of Congress, 
commissioners have been appointed to adjust the 
claims arising under. the Choctaw treaty of 1830, 
and instructions have been given them for. the per- 
formance of their duties... Commissioners. have 
also been appointed to-settle the remaining claims 
under the treaty with the Cherokees of 1836. Del- 
egates from that nation were in attendance: at the 
seat of Government for several months during the - 
last year, to obtain a recognition of other. and 
extensive claims, and to settle some-points in relation 
to the intercourse of our citizens with their people, 
and the administration of their laws. Their appli- 
cations were listened to, not only patiently, but with 
a sincere desire to gratify them in every request that 
could be granted consistently with a regard to, our 
own rights and duties. The propositions made to 
them, to meet many of their objects, were declined; 
and the whole negotiation failed. Fabii 

During the year, the claims arising under the 
Creek treaty, connected with the contract of Watson 
& Co., have been disposed of; and many of those 
prior to that contract have been adjusted, and the 
residue will soon cease to encumber the department. 
The claims under the treaty of 1839 with the Osages 
haveall heen finally decided, except five, which have 
been referred for further information. 

Appended to the report of the commissioners, are 
tabular statements of the investments made in. stocks 
for the benefit of the several Indian tribes; and’of 
the amounts retained in the treasury om which. the 
Government pays the annual interest. 77 o” a 

I found existing in the department a disbursing 
agent, in whose name large.sums of money, belong- 
ing to various Indians, were deposited in different 
banks, or held by him in public securities. . Although 
this moncy could not be drawn or used without a 
check countersigned by the Secretary of War and 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, yet the system 
appeared to me erroneous in principle, and liable 
to abuse. As soon as the necessary arrangements 
could be made, directions were given to. transfer 
these funds directly to the Treasurer of the United 
States. This has been done, with the exception of 
asmall sum necessarily retained to meet outstanding 
demands, or to adjust unsettled accounts of agents. 

I concur in the request of the Commissioner, that 
authority be given to sell the buildings, and the 
adjacent improvements, which have, at former times, 
been constructed and made for the use of the Indian 
agencies, but which have become useless to the‘ In- 
dian Department. j = 

‘The reductions directed by the act “ respecting 
the organization of the army,and for other purposes,” 
passed at the last session, have been effected, so. far 
as authority for that purpose was given by the act. 
The offices of the superintendents of the armories 
have been abolished; the military storekeepers at- 
tached to the ordnance service have been reduced to 
the number directed; the duties of the Commissary 
of Purchases have been transferred to. the Quarter- 
master’s Department; two pay masters, one surgeon, 
and ten assistant surgeons, have been disbanded; 
there being a vacancy in the office of paymuster, 
and in that of surgeon. Although the act directed 
that the office. of one inspector general should be 
abolished, yet it did not authorize the President’ to 


-discharge either of the incumbents, while. it. gave 


that authority in respect to the paymasters, surgeons, 
and, assistant surgeons. The case was such as pot 
to require or justify the exercise of the power of 
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removal, by striking from the army ‘register thé viame 
of ‘either-of. the inspectors general, solely upon. the: 


Exetutive ‘authority. or responsibility. -Deeming 
the legislation on the subject inchoate, as bath those 
officers‘were engaged on highly important duties, 
and” their-services could not be dispenséd~ with, 
without great injustice to the service, you were ad- 
vised'to follow the precedent of 1815, under similar 
‘circumstances, when the President found it imprac- 
ticablé to: carry: out the legislation of Congress, and 
suspended proceedings for the further action of the 
legislative body. . As little more than two months 
‘would elapse before the opportunity for such action 
would present itself, you concluded to adopt that 
course. ` I beg leave, now, to express the decided 
conviction of this department, founded upon the 
information and” advice of many of the most intelli- 
gent and experienced officers of the army, that the 
number of inspectors general cannot be reduced, 
without essential and permanent injury to the service. 
The reduction of the rank and file does not diminish 
the number of posts, of forts, of arsenals, or of depots. 
Without the inspection of an independent officer, in 
no way connected with the branch of service which 
may have charge of the public property, and: not 
responsible for the condition of the troops, the Gov- 
ernment will be obliged to rely mainly on the infor- 
mation of those whose feelings and whose interests 
would be adverse to the discovery of any delinquency. 
It is no imputation to apply to the military service 
the principles of supervision and check which per- 
vade every other department of the Government. 
And to render such inspections effectual, it is indis- 
pensable that they should be conducted by officers 
not only of experience, but of high rank, whose au- 
thority would be respected. These observations are 
made here, in the hope that, on a reconsideration of 
the subject, it will be deemed most expedient to leave 
this part of the means of fulfilling the duties and 
meeting the responsibilities of the department, as it 
‘was established in 1821, when the army was re- 
duced, and as it has continued since that time. 


It appears, from statements furnished this depart- 
ment by the Second and Third Auditors, that the 
number of unsettled accounts in their offices has been 
considerably diminished since the last annual report. 
In the Second Auditor’s office, there are none which 
were presented in 1840; that of those presented in 
1841, 57, and of those presented in 1842, 815 re- 
mained unsettled—making 872 in the whole, and 
showing a reduction of 300 since the last annual 
report. In the Third Auditor’s office, there remain 
unsettled, of the accounts presented in 1840, 
294; àf those presented in 1841, 345; and of 
those. presented in 1842, 840—making 1,479, 
and exhibiting a reduction of the number stated 
inthe last annual report, of 835. Although a 
decided improvement is thus shown, yet the number 
not disposed of is altogether too large. Some of them 
are known to be delayed for the want of explanation 
of deficient vouchers; but by far the greatest pro- 
portion have not been examined. Nothing can be 
more unjust to the faithful officers who have ren- 
dered their accounts, than the omission to settle 
them until the persons who could supply deficient 
vouchers are dead, or removed to unknown places, 
or until the means of explanation are lost or forgot- 
ten. It is a cruelty most ruinous in its result, which 
is believed not to exist in any other country. And 
its effects are very injurious to the Government. For 
it often happens that it is found necessary to charge 
another officer with a sum which has been paid or 
advanced to him by the one whose accountis settled. 
During the delay that occurs in ascertaining the 
fact of such liability, the person to be charged be- 
comes insolvent, or dies, or no trace of him can be 
found. I would most respectfully and most earnestly 
urge. an increase of the force of the Second and 
Third Auditor's offices—at least temporarily, until the 
existing mass of accounts be disposed of. A very 
large proportion of the information called for by 
Congress is necessarily derived from these Auditors, 
and the time and labor required to furnish it are 
abstracted from the regular duties of the office. And 
this, doubtless, is the principal cause of their ordi- 
mary. business being in arrear, They should, also, 
be relieved from the charge of what are called prop- - 


‘close. 
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accounts, which, in truth, belong to. the admin- 


istrative departments, rather than the accounting | 


officers. z5 : . 

The accotints of the disbursing agents in the In- 
dian Department are in a condition that defies any 
power of the executive - officers to--bring them toa 
Payments. have been made to alarge amount 
out of one fund, for-objects legally authorized, but to 
which it was not by law applicable; and the agents 
remain charged with such payments, although they 
have rendered vouchers for the expenditure. Many 
accounts in other branches of the service are under- 
stood to be in a similar condition. A law authoriz- 
ing transfers of appropriations, similar to that passed 
on the 27th January, 1831, to meet similar difficul- 
ties, which will not draw a dollar from the treasury, 
is demanded by the interest of the Government, and 
by a sense of justice to the agents. It is believed 
that they have accounted for the money placed in 
their hands; but it is impossible to have official cer- 
tainty on the subject until their accounts are adjust- 
ed. The accounts of officers of the Quartermaster's 
Department, serving in Florida in 1838 and 1839, 
cannot be closed without legislative provision. The 
difficulty is stated in the report of the Quartermas- 
ter General, and I would respectfully solicit the pas- 
sage of the necessary law to remove it. 

I cannot close this report without again reverting 
to a subject that has so repeatedly been brought to 
the attention of Congress—-namely, the inconvenience 
and the great insecurity of the outbuildings in 
which the offices of the Paymaster General, of the 
Ordnance Bureau, of the Bureaus of Engineers and 
of Topographical Engineers, of the Commissary 
General of Subsistence, of the Surgeon General, and 
of the Commissioner of Pensions, are kept. Vain as 
may be the effort, it is still a duty to ask that the in- 
valuable papers and documents in those offices may 
be preserved from destruction, by being placed in a 
building not exposed, as they now are, to the slight- 
est carelessness in the inhabitants of the houses that 
surround them. 

Respectfully submitted. 

JOHN C, SPENCER. 

To the Present. 
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OF THE SECRETARY OF THE NAVY. 


Navy DELARTMENT, 
December, 1842. 
To the President of the United States : 

Sin: Ihave the honor to present the following 
report, in relation to this department : 

The home squadron, authorized by the act of 
the Ist day of August, 1841, has been put in com- 
mission, and placed under the command of Commo- 
dore Stewart. It is composed of the frigates Inde- 
pendence, the flag-ship now under the command 
of Captain Stringham; the frigate Constitution, 
Captain Parker; the steam-frigate Missouri, Cap- 
tain Newton ; the steam-frigate Mississippi, Captain 
Salter ; the sloop Falmouth, Commander McIntosh ; 
the sloop Vandalia, Commander Ramsey ; the brig 
Dolphin, Commander Knight; and the schooner 
Grampus, Lieutenant Van Brunt. 

The original design of this squadron was to cruise 
along our own coast, with a view to extend the usual 
protection to our trade; but more particularly to 
afford assistance to vessels in distress ; to make ac- 
curate soundings and observations along our shores, 
from which charts might be formed; to afford ves- 
sels of different classes, always ready to take the 
places of those returning from distant stations ; and 
to perform any occasional service for which vessels 
of war might be required. Finding, however, that 
it was unnecessarily large for these purposes, and 
that active employment could not be given to it, I 
determined to assign to it the duties of the West 
India squadron, and to withdraw that squadron from 
service. This has accordingly been done ; and the 


‘cruising ground of the home squadron now extends 


from the Banks of Newfoundland to the river 
Amazon, including the Carribbean sea and Gulf of 
Mexico, This service requires one or two small 
vessels, -in addition to those originally assigned to 
the squadron; and these I propose to add. : 


. It is found that the. steam-ships: Missouri and 
Mississippi are unsuited to cruising in time of peace. 
Their engines consume so much fuel as to add enor- 
mously to their expenses; and the necessity thatthey 
should return to port after short. intervals of time, 
for fresh supplies, rendersit impossible to send them — 
on any distant service. They will be useful vessels 
in ‘time of war, as guards to our coasts and harbors, 


. andas auxiliaries in fleets; but they cannot be re- 


lied on as cruisers, and are altogether too expensive 
for service in time of peace. I have: therefore 
determined to take them out of commission,. and 
shall substitute for them other and Jess expensive 
vessels, ; 

The Independence has not yet gone to sca, owing 
in part to the fact that her crews have been taken 
from time to time for other vessels, and in part to 
the necessary engagements of Commodore Stewart 
in other services. The rest of the squadron has, 
under his orders, been kept actively and usefully 
employed, and promises to answer all the expectations 
of Congress in establishing it. 

The duties originally contemplated for the home 
squadron are highly important, and such as require 
in the commander the best order of qualifications. 
They do not, however, require so many vessels as the 
law establishing that squadron authorizes. While, 
therefore, it is desirgble that the squadron should be 
such as to be worthy of the best professional rank 
and talent, it is equally desirable that it should not 
be so large as to have any portion of it inactive. 
By assigning to it the duties of the West India 
squadron, and extending the cruising ground to the 
northern boundary of the cruising ground of the 
Brazil squadron, the larger vessels may be kept on 
constant duty to windward. In the mean time, the 
smaller vessels may, in like manner, be employed in 
the Caribbean sca and the Gulf of Mexico, where 
the harbors are too shallow to admit those ofa larger 
size. The impossibility of beating up the coast, 
against the trade-winds and Gulf stream, suggests 
the propriety of assigning two or three steam-vessels 
of medium size to that duty. These would afford 
sufficient protection te our commerce, while they 
would serve to keep up the necessary intercourse 
between the commander of the squadron and that 
portion of it destined to service in the Gulf of Mex- 
ico. Without the aid of steam, that intercourse 
could not be well maintained ; for a vessel, not pro- 
pelled by steam, entering the Gulf of Mexico from 
the windward, could not regain her position without 
a tedious and dangerous passage through the Gulf 
of Florida. 


The duties thus contemplated fer the home squad- 
ron will afford fuil employment for it, except during 
the hurricane season, when it would not be prudent 
for it to keep the sea, except in the northern part 
of its cruising ground, 

The Brazil squadron consists of the Delaware 74, 
Captain McCauly ; the frigate Columbia, Captain 
E. R. Shubrick; the sloops of war Concord, Com- 
mander Boerum; John Adams, Commander Cono- 
ver; Decatur, Commander Farragut; and the schoon- 
er Enterprise, Lieutenant J. P. Wilson; all under the 
command of Commodore Morris. This squadron, 
I have reason to believe, has distinguished itself for 
good order, discipline, and constant and strict atten- 
tion to all the appropriate duties and exercises of 
squadron service. I have also the pleasure to report 
that the interests of our citizens, committed to the 
care of Commodore Morris, have been fully protected 
and secured; and that our relations with the countries 
within the range of his command have been pre- 
served on the most favorable and honorable footing. — 

After the return of the frigate Brandywine, in 
July last, the squadron in the Mediterranean con- 
sisted of only two sloops of war—the Fairfield, 
Commander Tattnall, and the Preble, Commander 
Voorhees; under the command of Commodore Mor- 
gan. I regret to say that Commander Voorhees 
died at Smyrna on the 27th July last; he was an 
officer of a high order of merit, and his death is a 
serious loss to his country. The Preble is now under 
the command of Commander Nicholson; and Com- 
mander Bigelow has succeeded Commander Tattnall, 
who has returned to the United States, 

On the 15th of July last, the frigate Congress, 
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Captain P: F. Voorhees, sailed for the Mediterra- 


nean; and, on the 29th of August last, the Columbus. _ 


74; Captain Spencer, was despatched to the same 


station. The squadron now consists of the Colum- “ 


bus; Congress, Fairfield, and Preble—all under the 
command of Commodore Morgan. ~ Orders have 
been given, however, assigning to Commodore 
Morris the command of the Mediterranean squadron, 
and to Commodore Morgan that of the Brazil squad- 
yon. This exchange is made in execution of a plan 
which I propose for the management of all our 
squadrons, and of which I shall speak more at large 
in a subsequent part of this report. 


Our relations with the countries of the Mediterra- 
nean have been preserved on the most friendly foot- 
ing, with the single exception of the empire of 
Morocco. In consequence of an outrage, offered by 
a subordinate officer of that Government, to the 
late Consul of the United States, Mr. Carr, it was 
deemed necessary to call on the higher authorities 
to disavow the act, and to punish the aggressor. 
This ‘was promptly done by Commodore Morgan; 
and, after many delays and much unnecessary for- 
mality on the part of the Emperor, ample redress 
was afforded by the public disavowal of the offence, 
and the dismissal of the offending officer. Com- 
modore Morgan appears to have conducted this 
affair with much skill and address, asserting with 
proper firmness the respect due to our flag, and yet 
claiming nothing in an arrogant or dictatorial spirit. 
‘I have every reason to be satisfied with the part he 
has borne in this delicate transaction. The friendly 
relations between the two countries are now restored. 


The squadron in the Pacific consists of the frigate 
United States, Captain Armstrong; sloop Cyane, 
Commander Stribling; sloop Yorktown, Lieutenant 
Nicholas; sloop Dale, Commander Dornin; and the 
schooner Shark, Lieutenant Eagle—all under the 
command of Commodore T. Ap O. Jones. The 
St. Louis, Commander Forrest, returned on the 16th 
September last, and her place has not yet been 
supplied, 

Nothing has occurred, since my last report, to 
interrupt the friendly relations of our country with 
the nations bordering on the Pacific coast of America. 
Our squadron has, at all times, ably and faithfully 
performed its duty ; but it is much too small to ren- 
der all the services expected of it in that remote 
region. Every part of that vast ocean Is traversed 
by our trading vessels, and in every part of it the 
protection of our naval flag is consequently required. 
The few ships allowed, even to the largest squadron 
that we have ever sent to the Pacific, are not enough 
to guard our whaling interest alone. It can scarcely 
be expected that five or six vessels, (most of which 
are of the smallest class,) can properly protect our 
commerce and our people, along a coast of three 
thousand miles in extent, and throughout an ocean 
four thousand miles wide. I respectfully suggest 
that too little attention has heretofore been paid to 
the important interests of our country in the Pacific 
ocean. There is, at this time, a stronger necessity 
than ever for more strict vigilance and more active 
exertion on our part, to prevent other nations from 
subjecting our trade to injurious restrictions and em- 
barrassments. The English settlers have, by their 
enterprise, nearly engrossed the trade from the Co- 
lumbia river to the islands, so that our countrymen 
are as effectually cut off from it as if they had no 
rights in that quarter. The people of various coun- 
tries are rapidly forming settlements all along the 
shores of the Pacific, from Columbia river to the Gulf 
of California ; and this, too, with the countenance 

and support of their respective Governments. In 
the mean time, we are doing literally nothing 
for our own interests in that quarter. To those 
of our people who are inclined to settle there, 
_we do not even hold out the encouragement of 
a reasonable expectation that we will protect them 
against the violence and injustice of other nations. 
A few small vessels, scarcely as many as we ought to 
keep constantly on the coast of each of the South 
American nations, on the Pacifie—these, too, charged 
with the duties which twice their number would not 
be able to perform—can offer but little aid or support 
_ to the infant settlements of our people, remote from 
each other, and demanding the constant presence of 
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sorne protecting power. There are many considera- 
tions, connected with this subject, of deep importance 
in themselves, but which belong rather to other de- 
partments of the Government than to this. I advert 
to them only so far as to justify me in recammending 
a very large increase of the Pacific squadron. 

In the East Indies we have only two ships—the 
frigate Constellation, Captain Kearney, commanding 
the squadron;and the sloop-of-war Boston, Command- 
er Long. Itis owing more to our good fortune than to 
our strength, that our commerce has suffered no ma- 
terial interruption. That little squadron has done 
all that could have been expected of it; and it de- 
serves much credit for its great vigilance and activity, 
and for the prudence and sound discretion with 
which Commodore Kearney has acquitted himself 
of the important trusts reposed in him. _ 


On the coast of Africa we have no squadron. The 
small appropriation of the present year was believed 
to be scarcely sufficient to answer the pressing de- 
mands of more important stations; and hence no 
vessel has heen equipped expressly for the. African 
seas. The sloop-of-war Vandalia, Commander 
Ramsay, belonging to the home squadron, was as- 
signed to that service in March last, and is still on 
the coast. ‘The ratification of the treaty with Eng- 
land renders it necessary that a squadron of at least 
eighty guns should beassigned to that service. 

I regret to say that, in consequence of the unpro- 
tected condition of our trade on that coast, several of 
our vessels have been captured by the natives, and 
their crews barbarously murdered. The last aggres- 
sion of this sort was upon the schooner Mary Car- 
ver, Captain Farwell, in the district of Beribee, 
ninety miles south of Cape Palmas. Instructions 
have been given to Commander Ramsay to proceed 
to that point, and demand such reparation as the cir- 
cumstanees of the case may require. ‘This, however, 
will be at best but little satisfactory, since no chas- 
tisement which can be inflicted upon such savages 
can either do honor to our flag, or prevent other 
outrages of the likekind. Our commerce with Africa 
is rapidly increasing, aud is well worthy of all the 
protection which it asks. This protection is to be 
derived, not from any terror which can be inspired 
by the destruction of a few miserable villages on 
the sca-beach, but from the presence of armed ves- 
sels, able to prevent, as well as to punish, all viola- 
tions of the rights and laws of fair trade. 


I need scarcely add that our duty in the suppres- 
sion of the slave-trade cannot be discharged without 
a much larger force on the coast of Africa than we 
have ever yet maintained there. 

The return of the exploring squadron, late under 
the command of Lieutenant Charles Wilkes, has 
given to the country rich and abundant stores in all 
the departments of natural history. I am now 
arranging them, under the authority of a law of 
the last session of Congress. Lieutenant Wilkes 
himself is engaged in preparing a narrative of his 
voyage, and in completing the various charts of the 
numerous surveys made under his direction. In this 
work he has, at his own request, the assistance of 
Lieutenants O. Carr, 'T. A. Budd, and G. M. Tot- 
ten, of the navy. I regret that I have no authority 
to furnish him with the additional aid which he has 
a right to expect, from the scientific corps attached 
to the expedition. There is no fund under my con- 
trol, out of which a compensation could be paid to 
them. I respectfully suggest that provision ought to 
be made for this. T'he country looks, with very deep 
interest, for the results of this expedition ; and it is 
due, not less to the officers concerned in it, than to the 
country itself, that they should be fairly and proper- 
ly laid before the world. It can scarcely be expect- 
ed that Mr. Wilkes, even with the aid of the few na- 
val officers whose assistance he has asked, can in 
any short time accomplish a task of so much labor; 
nor is it reasonable to suppose that naval officers, 
however skilled in what properly belongs to their 
profession, will be able to perfect the drawings and 
other mechanical works, and works of art, necessa- 
ry to prepare this publication in the style contem- 
plated by Congress. 

When I had the honor to present to you the usual 
report from this. department, at the commencement 
of the last session of Congress, I proceeded upon 
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the idea that it was the settled policy of the Govern- 
Notwithstand- 
ing the favorable change which has since occurred 
in our foreign relations, and notwithstanding the 
present unfavorable condition of the public treasury, 
I have seen no-reason to believe that this policy is 
less approved now than heretofore, by the great body 
of our people. Tt is true that the circumstances in 
which we are now placed, render necessary very 
great modifications of the systems which would 
otherwise be proper; but the opinion is as general 
now as it ever has been, thata suitable navy is ab- 
solutely necessary to the protection of our trade, the 
security of our peaple, and the respectability of our 
Government. Fortunately, there is nothing in the 
circumstances of our country to render this, in any 
degree, a local question. Apart from the general 
proposition, that what is best for the general interest. 
should be regarded as best for the whole, there is a 
local and particular interest in nine-tenths of our 
country, which demands a respectable naval estab- 
lishment. The commercial towns on our sea-board, 
by which nearly all our foreign and coasting trade is 
conducted, have so immediate and due an interest. 
in the subject, as to render unnecessary any remarks: 
upon that point. The various agricultural and 
manufacturing classes scattered throughout the coun- 
try, and connected with and dependent upon this. 
trade, have an indirect interest not less apparent.. 
The great and increasing commerce of the lakes, 
although less exposed than that of the ocean, is yet: 


far too important to be left undefended, even against. 
the single power which may become itsenemy. But. 


the Gulf of Mexico has peculiar claims. It is be- 


lieved that there is not in the world an equal amount. 


of commercial and agricultural interests belonging: 
to any one country, so much at the mercy of the. 
most inconsiderable maritime force as is that of the: 
Gulf of Mexico. Not only the States which lie 
immediately upon that water, but all those whose 
streams enter into it, including the vast and fertile 
region of the Mississippi and its tributary waters, 
make this their chief channel of commerce; and. 
we may properly add, also, no inconsiderable amount 
in the article of cotton sent ‘from Texas, by means 
of the Red river, and paying tribute to our commer- 
cial agencies in its transit through our territory. 
Cotton is the principal material of our trade,. both 
foreign and domestic; it probably constitutes three- 
fourths of our exports in its raw and manufactured 
states. Taking the year ending on the 31st August, 
1842, it is found that the whole cotton crop amount- 
ed to 1,683,574 bales; of which 1,160,889 were 
shipped from the ports of the Gulf of Mexico. Of 
this crop, 1,465,249 bales were exported to foreign 
countries; and of these exports, 937,830 bales were 
from the ports of that Gulf. Thus it may be as- 
sumed that two-thirds of the most valuable article of 
our commerce, foreign and coastwise, is shipped in 
the ports of the Gulf of Mexico. 

In other articles the productions of the West, the 
proportion, (although, perhaps, not quite so large,) is 
yet large enough to give peculiar importance to the 
Gulf of Mexico. The tobacco, the iron, the lead, 
the sugar, the hemp, and the provisions of that great 
and rich region, (and in a few years we may add 
also its coal,) find their way to market chiefly through 
that single channel. These already form no incon- 
siderable part of the entire exports of our country; 
and will, after no long process of time, enter still 
more largely into our trade, both foreign and domes- 
tic. Without pretending to perfect accuracy, we 
may safely assume that not less than two-thirds of 
the entire commerce of our country, exclusive of the 
whale fisheries, passes through the Gulf of Mexico; 
and we may, with even more. safety, assume that 
this proportion will increase from year to year, with 
the increase of the population and wealth of our 
Western States. i 


Tt is to be borne in mind that nearly all this valuas 
ble trade is carried on through the Gulf of Florida, 


I had the honor to present my views upon this sub- 


ject, in a report which I made to.the Senate during 
the last session of Congress, but which was-not act- 
ed on by that body. 1 respectfully refer: to- that 
document, as containing many suggestions connect- 


ed with this inquiry, which I believe to be-not wholly 


lic “A 
nown fact—that, in consequence of the 
Gulf stream and’ trade-winds, there 
ly n ‘sage for oùr trade eastward, on 
th. side’ of the island” of Cuba. -It must, of 
through the Gulf of Florida—a nar- 
can be. effectually blockaded by 
amrfrigates, and probably by one. 
g vessel should pass such a blocka- 
ight, it would have but one path 


< be plirsued with a certainty of heing overtaken. 
t would not-enjoy even the ordinary chances of a 
sel escaping from a blockaded port into a wide 
and open sea, > T 

-The facts to which I have thus adverted show -a 
striking peculiarity in our condition. The greatest 
i ion of our commerce, confined to a single chan- 
“` nel of some hundreds of miles, is exposed in a pe- 


. culiar: manner to any enemy having possession of 
“the sea; and—what would render our condition still 
‘worse—if we be without a naval force, that commerce 
: may be annihilated at a cost which would not be felt 
-by any tenth-rate . maritime power! 
-Jf these views be correct, I am at loss to perceive 
what portion. of-our. country is: not interested in 
„them, To the States bordering on the Gulf of 
Mexico, and to.all. those which use the Mississippi 

wdiver as a channel of trade, the subject is of a deep 
and daily-increasing interest. So far as their pros- 
perity depends on the outlet of the various produc- 
tions of. their country, they have but a single ques- 
tion to decide: is, or is not, their commerce worth 
the:cost ofa naval power adequate to protect it? Jz 
has no other protection, and it cannot have any otb- 
‘er until its present channels shall be changed. 

To these considerations are to be added others, grow- 
- ing out of the peculiar character of our Government 
: and institutions, and the exposed condition of our 
‘lake-and sea coast.’ On these points I can only re- 
v peat the. suggestions offered in my last report. No 
“country. in the world has a greater interest than ours 
(to ghard itself against invasion. If we are destined 

to see again the smoke of an enemy’s camp, we 
: should at least- be careful not to allow it to ascend 
“from our own soil. It is in all other respects bet- 
ter for us to repel an encmy from our own coast, 
than. to subdue him after he had landed upon our 
shores. To do this, we must cherish our naval 
i power-—not. asthe institution of a day or of a year 
‘not as a subject which we can lay aside, and take 
up again whenever we please, as the policy or the 
eaprice of the moment may dictate; but as a great 
“and permanent institution, worthy of a great people, 
and ‘demanding the grave attention of Government— 
‘an institution resting upon a wise system, and worthy 
to be maintained in the spirit of a liberal, comprehen- 
sive, and ‘stable policy. 
` "These considerations forbid us to fall so far in the 
rear of other nations, and of the age in which we 
live, as'to surrender our due share of the dominion 
vof theseas, A: commerce such as ours demands the 
‘protection of an adequate naval force ; our people, 
scattered all over the world, have a right to require 
‘the occasional presence of our flag, to give assu- 
rance to all nations that their country has both the will 
and the power to protect them. Our position among 
the nations is such as to leave us without excuse, 
if we voluntarily strip ourselves ofa power which all 
other nations are anxious to grasp. Our forms of 
government and municipal institutions suggest that 
anaval force is our safest, and perhaps our only, de- 
fence; and as an additional recommendation of no 
small weight, the expenditure which this defence 
requires. is to be made chiefly among our own people, 
encouraging their enterprise, invigorating their in- 
dustry, and calling out the abundant (and now almost 
hidden) resources of our country, 
Tf our navy is not to be put down altogether, nor 
abandoned to neglect and decay, it is high time that 
it were placed upon some fixed and permanent plan 
With a view to this, I respectfully offer the follow. 
ing suggestions, 

In the present favorable condition of our foreign 
relations, promising a long continuance of peace, I 
cannot recommend any considerable appropriation 

fot building new vessels of war. We have already 


APPENDIX TO THE 


“open: to. it for a great distance, and might of course . 


GRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Dec. 1842. 


` Report of the Secretary of the Navy. 


as many vessels as it will be necessary to keep in 


“commission—except, perhaps, in the classes of sloops.. 
A few more 


‘of war and small brigs and schooners. À fe 
of these are required, and they can be built out of 


materials now on hand, at a very small cost. It” 


‘seers to me to be too obvious to admit of doubt, 
‘that-our. true policy is to apply as much as possible 
‘of the appropriations for the general naval service, 
to the employment of ships in commission. 

I hope to be excused for repeating here an idea 
thrown outin my lastreport, and which I am anxious 
to enforce, because it is the foundation of all sound 
policy in regard to the navy: Zt is an easy thing to 
build.a ship of war; it is a dificult thing to qualify 
an officer to command her. This simple proposition, 
which every one knows to be true, should never be 
lost sight of by-a nation that does not intend to aban- 
don the ocean altogether. It requires at least five 
years of strict attention to make a good seaman; and 
not less than twenty years of active service, in dif- 
ferent grades, to form a properly qualified naval com- 
mander. Surely, then, since competent officers can- 
not spring up with every exigency which may re- 
quire their services, true policy demands that we 
should keep the requisite number of them in con- 
stant training, to be ready whenever their country 
shall call for them. The best ship of war is power- 
less, when unskilfully commanded. We build fleets 
for our enemies, when we put them in charge of 
incompetent men. 

Tn order to carry out this idea, it is necessary not 
only that we should keep more ships in commission 
than heretofore, but that we should employ them in 
a different manner. Our squadrons on foreign sta- 
tions have been generally kept too much in port; 
have been too little employed in cruising, and too 
seldom exercised in squadron manmuvres. ‘To re- 
medy this, I propose a system of interchange between 
the several squadrons; and with that view, so to 
arrange them that no ship (except, perhaps, that of 
the commander-in-chief) shall remain more than one 
year on the same station. I propose that the squad- 
rons of the Mediterranean and the Brazils shall con 
sist, as near as possible, of the same number and 
classes of vessels; and that the same equality shall 
prevail between those of the East Indies and the 
Pacific. After particular intervals of time, a vessel 
of the Mediterranean squadron shall be sent to Bra- 
zil; and, at the same time, one of the same descrip- 
tion from Brazil to the Mediterranean: and so of the 
squadrons of the East Indies and the Pacific. The 
advantages of this system are great and obvious. 

1. By keeping the ships more at sea, the officers 
will he ‘more exercised in their proper duties, and 
will acquire more of the science and practice of their 
profession. 

2. Discipline will be better learned and better en- 
forced, both as officers and crews. It is always re- 
laxed while vessels are in port. j 

3. The dangerous connexions and fatal habits, so 
often formed amid the seductions of luxurious ports, 
will be avoided. 

4. Officers will have a better opportunity to be- 
come acquainted with different coasts and harbors; 
with their currents, winds, &c.; with the languages, 
manners, customs, &c., of different regions of the 
globe: all which information is indispensable to an 
accomplished naval commander, 

5. The flag of the country will be displayed in 
different ports, on many different vessels; thereby 
given to foreign countries a better idea of the ex- 
tent of our naval power. Heretofore, the habit of 
sending the same vessels repeatedly to the same 
foreign station, has produced the impression that we 
had no others to send, and has thus detracted from 
the respect which ought to attach to us as a naval 
power. 

6. Our vessels of war will be kept constantly in 
the tracks of our commerce, and be thus ready, on 
all occasions and in all places, to afford to us what- 
ever assistance it may need. In this way the small 
force destined for the protection of our African 
trade, and for the suppression of the slave-trade, may 
be occasionally strengthened by the presence of ves- 
sels of war interchanging between the Mediterranean 
and the Brazils. But the great interest of our com- 
merce in the Pacific—and particularly that most im- 
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portant part of it, the whale fisheries—will derive 
peculiar advantages from this ‘system. At present, 


‘most. of our whalers rarely see one of our vessels: of 


war, although it is well understood that they often 
need their protection, Our national ships, crossing 
the Pacific, should be directed to visit the whaling 
stations; a process by which that distant and now 
neglected part of our commerce may always be with- 
in the reach of the proiecting arm of their country. 

The system thus proposed will require, in order to 
prosecute it with all its advantages, larger squad- 
rons than we have heretofore employed. ` The good 
effects, however, which may reasonably be expected 
from it, will, it is hoped, recommend it to adoption. 
The charge upon the treasury need not be materi- 
ally (if at all) increased, if the appropriations here- 
tofore made for “increase and repair” should be, as 
far as possible, for “equipment, pay, and subsistence.” 

I have caused estimates to be prepared for such 
squadrons as could, in my opinion, be most usefully 
and profitably employed in the manner above men- 
tioned. This it ismy duty to do, submitting it to 
Congress to determine. whether, under the circum- 
stances of the country, so large a force can properly 
be put in commission, or not. If the condition of 
the treasury will warrant it, (of which they are the 
judges,) I have no hesitation in earnestly recommend- 
ing the employment of the largest force estimated 
for. But, in order that Congress may, without trou- 
ble, apportion the appropriation to the force which 
they are willing to keep in commission, I have 
caused to be prepared a table, showing the cost of a 
ship of each class... Thus the reduction in the esti- 
mates may be made in exact proportion to the reduc- 
tion of the vessels in commission, 

Whether it be the pleasure of Congress to author- 
ize a large or small naval force, the necessity will be 
the same for. placing it on a proper footing. The 
navy cannot be reformed by mercly reducing. its 
size. In my report of last year, I invited your atten- 
tion to a variety of points on which I considered 
legislation necessary, in order to give due efficiency 
to this department, and to correct the abuses existing 
throughout the whole naval establishment. In my 
opinion, every reform necessary to place the navy 
upon the most useful, and at the same tiine upon the 
most economical footing, may be, easily effected. 
With that view, I respectfully offer the following 
suggestions: 

So far as the materiel is concerned, nothing is re- 
quired except fidelity, vigilance, and industry on the 
part of those to whom that matter is intrusted; and 
such changes in the laws as will insure a proper ac- 
countability. A great deal has already been accom- 
plished in this respect. It is confidently believed 
that the expense of building, repairing, and equip- 
ping our vessels of war, is much less at this time 
than it was at any previous period within the last 
twenty years. This result is attributable, not so 
much to the head of the department, as to the steady 
and zealous efforts of those officers of the navy who 
have had charge of the navy-yards. Little is now 
reguired, except to establish a rigid system of ac- 
countability in every branch of expenditure. Much 
has already been done to attain this object. 


The law for the re-organization of this department 
has been carried out, as far as has been found practi- 
cable. The advantages of this change, in the in- 
creased facilities of transacting business, and in the 
concentration of responsibilities, are manifest and 
great. I regret to say, however, that the system is 
yet very imperfect. Itis with extreme reluctance 
that I bring this subject again to your notice; and I 
should not do so, if I were not convinced that it ‘is 
the wish of Congress to make the work of reform, 
which they have just commenced, as perfect as pos- 
sible. The bill, as it passed the Senate, would, it is 
believed, have proved as complete and effective in its 
provisions, as could be reasonably expected of any 
new measure, running so much into details; but the 
changes which were made in it by the House of Rep- 
resentatives have produced difficulties and embar- 
rassments in practice, which were not foreseen at the 
time. The uniting of two bureaus, whose duties are 
wholly distinct, and require a wholly different order 
of qualifications to discharge them, has been found €x- 
tremely inconvenient and embarrassing, ‘Ihe bureau 
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ofconstruction and repairs, for example, is charged 
With ‘duties of the bureau of equipment. Ft requires 
a ship carpenter to build or repair a vessel of war; it 
yequires'a naval officer to equip her. In like manner, 
the providing of ordnance and ordnance stores has 
no “natural connexion with hydrographical surveys; 
and thése two subjects are intrusted to the same 
bureau. It would probably be impossible to find 
any one man properly qualified to perform all the 
duties of building, repairing, and equipping a vessel 
of war; and although it would not, perhaps, be so 
difficult to find one competent to the duties of the 
two bureaux of ordnance and hydrography, yet it 
would probably happen, in most instances, that he 
who-was best. qualified for the one, would be least 
qualified for the other. Besides, great confusion will 
necessarily exist, in keeping, by the same set of 
clerks, the accounts of matters so wholly distinct. 
The clerical force allowed to’ these two bureaux is 
mutch too small. Indeed, this is true (though not to 
the same extent) of the other bureaux. he severe 
labors imposed, and the small salaries allowed, are 
positive discouragements to a zealous and energetic 
discharge of duty. 


In providing a chief of the bureau of construction, . 


equipment, and repair, the alternative was between 
a naval captain qualified to equip, anda naval con- 
structor qualified to build and repair. I did not 
hesitate to prefer the former, and the place is filled 
by a'member of the late Board of Navy Commission- 
ers. But, in uniting the two bureaux, it was, I pre- 
“sume, not perceived that the salary, originally con- 
templated for the bureau of construction and repairs, 
was retained. ‘Thus it happens that one of the cap- 
tains, at the head of a bureau, receives five hundred 
dollars per annum less than his pay as captain in 
command; and less, by the same sum, than is receiv- 
ed by each of the captains holding correspondent 
stations in the department. This was doubtless not 
intended, and will be corrected. 


I also respectfully suggest that there is no good 
reason for giving to the chief of the bureau of medi- 
cine a. less salary than is received by others in cor- 
responding positions. He ought to be, and it is 
presumed always will be, a man of a high order of 
professional attainments and general education, hold- 
ing a social position equal, in all respects, to that of 
any other man. His eo penses, of course, will be as 
great, and his sacrifices certainly will not be less. 
Of the importance and utility of this bureau, I already 
have the most satisfactory proof, in the improved 
organization of the medical department of the ser- 
vice, and in the saving of expense greatly beyond 
my expectations. An expenditure, twice as large 
as the bureau now calls for, will be more than twice 

.saved annually, by its services. Its claims, there- 
fore, to the increase of salary which T recommend, 
are of the strongest character in every respect. 

‘These defects in the law are obvious. Whenever 
they shall be corrected, it is confidently believed 
that a system of administration may be established 
in this department, as prompt, exact, and eflicient 
as can be found in any other department of the Gov- 
ernment, The acts of the last session, “ to establish 
and regulate the navy ration,” and “to regulate the 
pay of pursers and other officers of thenavy,” promise 
he most beneficial results to the economy of the 
service; and will probably remove many of the diffi- 
culties which would otherwise have existed, in ac- 
complishing all the objects proposed in the reorgan- 
ization of the department. 

The personnel of the navy is a subject of much 
deeper interest, although it presents no greater diffi- 
culties. That abuses exist, and that the public eye 
is occasionally offended with displays of disreputa- 

_ ble behavior, is not surprising. Such things might 
`. be expected in any body of men equally numerous; 
they are seen every day in social circles on shore, 
` without affixing to those circles any individual, or 
‘even general reproach, ‘The navy is as free from such 
scandals as any equal number of men in any order 
of society. It is matter of just surprise that it should 
be só: Withdrawn, in a great degree, by the very 
nature oftheir pursuits, from the immediate influ- 
ence of. that public opinion which is the best correc- 
tive of manners, and with a most imperfect system of 
Jaws and. regulations as a substitute for it, what is 


there but their own sense of propriety to prevent 


naval officers from falling into the worst excesses? 
For twenty years past, the navy has received from 
the Government little more than a step-mother’s 
care. It was established without plan, and has been 
conducted upon no principle, fixed and regulated by 
law. Left toget along as well as it could, the wonder 
is, that it retains even a remnant of the character 
which it won so gloriously during’ the last war. 

Reform, in this particular, must commence with 
the midshipmen. After a time, these boys become 
men, and these midshipmen become lieutenants, and 
commanders, and captains, Hence it is of the utmost 
importance that none should be appointed who are 
not duly qualified, and suited in all respects to that 
peculiar service. And yet, to this great and funda- 
mental truth no attention has hitherto been paid. 
The department has been left free to appoint whom 
it pleased, and as many as it pleased, without any 
law whatever to guide or regulate its judgment. 
The only rule by which the Secretary can be govern- 
ed, is to appoint those who are, or who seem to be, 
best recommended; and yet, in half the cases, the hoy 
himself is as well known as those who certify in his 
favor. Hence the Secretary acts in the dark, and 
must, of necessity, he often in error. It is a notori- 
ous fact, that wayward and incorrigible boys, whom 
even parental authority cannot control, are often sent 
to the navy, as a mere school of discipline, or to save 
them from the reproach to which their conduct ex 
poses them on shore. It is not often that skilful 
officers or valuable men are made out of such mate- 
rials. The corrective which I propose is this: 

1. The naval establishment shall be fixed by law; 
ascertaining, among other things, the number of of- 
cers to be allowed in each grade. There must bea 
due proportion among the several grades, or else it 
will be impossible that the different duties of the ser- 
vice can be properly discharged. Tn this respect, the 
proviso of the appropriation bill of the last session of 
Congress, limiting the number of midshipmen to the 
number who were in service on the Ist January, 
1841, and of other officers to the number who were 
in service on the Ist January, 1842, will, if persisted 
in, prove extremely unfortunate in its action. ‘The 
precise proportion, proper for the effective officering 
ofa ship, depends upon her class. We may find, 
in an average of the different ships, a rule near 
enough to perfect accuracy to afford a safe guide of 
legislation upon the subject. But this proportion is 
wholly destroyed by the proviso above mentioned; so 
that it will be impossible, under that law, to furnish 
the proper officers for the several stations of our ships 
of war, supposing any considerable number of our 
captains and commanders to be employed, The in- 
convenience of that proviso is already felt, in regard 
to the medical officers in the service. I had the 
honor to represent, at the last session, the pressing 
necessity for an increase of the number of surgeons 
andassistants. ‘There are not now in service enough 
to afford the aid which it is the acknowledged duty 
of the Government to afford to those who are engaged 
in her service at sea; and yet, whatever may be 
the necessity for them, their numbers cannot be in- 
creased. In regard to the forward warrant officers, 
(such as boatswain, carpenter, gunner, &c.,) the re- 
striction is scarcely less inconvenient. They are ap- 
pointed only as their services are required; so that 
there is no danger that their numbers will be incon- 
yeniently great. At all events, they should bear a 
due proportion to the other officers, 


2. There should beestablished proper naval schools 
on shore. Little or no attention has hitherto been 
paid to the proper education of naval officers. 
Through a long course of years, the young midship- 
men were left to educate themselves and one another; 
and it is creditable to them that they lost few oppor- 
tunities of doing so. Suitable teachers are now pro- 
vided for them; but their schools are kept in receiv- 
ing ships and cruising vessels, in the midst of a 
thousand interruptions and impediments which 
render the whole system of little or no value. Under 
such circumstances, the foundation bf a solid and 
useful education can rarely be laid. This subject 
was brought to the attention of Congress at its last 


session, and a bill establishing a naval school passed 
the Senate. It was not acted on by the House of j| 


Representatives, for want of time; F again earnestly © 
recommend it, convinced, as I am, that its effeét 
upon the navy will be in the highest degrse benefi- 
cial. If adopted, Congress will, of course, prescribe 
such rules and regulations in regard to it, asinay 
seem to thein proper; but I respectfully suggest‘the — 
following as the outline of the system: : 

The school shall be established at such of the old 
military fortifications on the seaboard as may afford 
suitable accommodations, and as may not be required 
by the War Department. f ` 

The officers and teachers shall be supplied from 
those actually in the naval service; and all nautical 
instruments, boats for practice, &c., shall be furnish- 
ed from the navy. ‘This will save nearly the whole 
expense of the schools, 

Instruction in the schools shall be given to candi- 
dates for admission into the navy, and to midship- 
men actually in the service. ` Aa 

The admission of candidates shall be regulated by 
law, asis done in regardto the West Point Academy. 

No boy shall receive an acting appointment in the 
navy, until he shall have passed a certain period of 
diligent study at a naval school; nor unless he shall 
produce the necessary certificates from his officers 
and instructors of his good conduct, capacity, physi- 
cal ability, and general fitness. 

Among those who shall produce such certificates, 
appointménts shall be made according to such rule 
as Congress shall prescribe. 

These precautions will afford a reasonable assu- 
rance that no boy willbe admitted into the navy, 
without being qualified for,and worthy of, that station. 
But the watchful care of the Government over him 
should not stop here. He should receive, in the 
first instance, an acting appointment, (as is now the 
practice,) and not be entitled to a full appointment 
until he shall have seen at least one year’s service 
at sea, and made suitable progress in the science and 
practical duties of the service. After receiving his 
full appointment, he should pass not less than five 
years in active service at sea, before he should be 
entitled to examination for a warrant as “ passed 
midshipman.” ‘That examination should be, rigor- 
ous and thorough, and none should be entitled to it 
who could not produce the most satisfactory proofs 
of good conduct, attainments, capacity, and general 
fitness. By this time, the boy will have attained a 
period of life when the character is generally well 
developed, and, in some degree, fixed; so that the 
country will have good reason to trust him ‘in the 
higher grades of the service. A corps of officers, 
formed of such materials, would probably present 
few instances of misconduct or incapacity; and would 
reflect honor on the country, while rendering to it 
the most valuable services. 

This system could not fail to relieve the personnel 
of the navy, after a time, of all its present incum- 
brances, and would certainly terid to keep it ina 
healthy condition. But it would be too slow in its 
operation for the cure of existing evils. Probably 
there never was a similar institution in any country, 
into which abuses have not crept, after so long a 
period as thirty years of profound peace, and of con- 
sequent neglect. Governments and their people are 
too apt to overlook the military arm, when there is 
no immediate need of its protection; forgetting the 
wise maxim, that in peace we should prepare for war. 
Our navy has experienced its full share of those 
unfavorable influences; and the natural consequence 
is seen in the admitted fact, that it contains. some 
officers who do no credit to their commissions. 
Their number, however, is much smaller than might 
have been justly expected, under the operation of so 
many discouraging and corrupting causes.. Every 
nation finds it necessary, after particular intervals of 
peace, to revise and reform its military establish- 
ments; and the time has now arrived when such a 
corrective may be advantageously applied to the 
navy of the United States. ‘The only. difficulty is 
in adopting the right process. T'o-dismiss from the 
service officers who have committed no positive 
offence, would be unjust and cruel. The nature of | 
their profession is such as-to disqualify them for. 
nearly all the pursuits of industry on shore... Most 
of them have been kept long on. probation, and haye 
been thus encouraged to expect that. they would 
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‘remain in the service. Many of them now have 
‘families dependent-on them, who would be “exposed 
„to: great. suffering if the public. support should be 
entirely withdrawn. On the other hand, it is to be 
“borne in. mind that the. officer stipulates with his 
country, ‘that he will be.both willing and able to 
perform all the duties of the station which he solicits 
‘and Teceives at her hand; and he has, therefore, no 
Tight tocomplain that she rejects him when he proves 
“either neglectful or incompetent. Perhaps no more 
“just:rule can be adopted than to compel the officer 
pay. A- system of compulsory furlough, properly 
tegulated, and guarded against abuse, would have 
the most galutary effect. ‘To lodge such a power in 
the Secretary of the Navy, would probably not be 
generaly acceptable. ‘The natural jealousy which 
every one feels of whatever approaches to arbitrary 
power, would present a strong objection with most 
persons to intrusting so much to the discretion of 
any one man. For myself, however, 1 have no 
doubt that the only. danger would be that the power 
would be too cautiously and too seldom exerted. 
Public opinion, in this country, is a sure corrective 
of all abuses of that sort; and no man, who valued 
either his. reputation or his comfort, would hazard 
the one or the other by challenging that public 
opinion for the indulgence of any feeling. unbecom- 
ing the impartial justice of his station, Still, how- 
ever, it is desirable, not only that the department 
should be in fact just and impartial, but that the pub- 
lic and the navy officers should believe it to be so. 
I propose, therefore, that, whenever the Secretary of 
the Navy shall be of opinion that an officer is unfit 
for the service, he shall be required to present his 
name to the Senate for furlough; stating fully, (if re- 
quired so to do,) the reasons for that opinion. If the 
: Senate, after such inquiry as it may choose to insti- 
tute, shall concur with him, the officer shall be put 
“on: furlough upon a certain proportion—say one- 
half his pay, and be considered out of the service. 
In this way, the same power that appoints, will re- 
move; and the act, receiving the sanction of the Sen- 
ate, will be placed above the suspicion of injustice 
or oppression. 

ït may be urged, as an objection to this plan, that 
it will create a body of guasi pensioners upon the 
treasury, who have done nothing to deserve such 
favor, ‘This is not true in point of fact. These 
officers are already in the service, and if they be not 
put on furlough, will receive their whole pay instead 
of only half of it. No officer will ever be put on 
furlough if he be really qualified for the service; and 
if he he no¢ qualified, he ought not to be, and I pre- 
sume will not: be, called into service at all, Of 
course, he will remain a dead weight upon the treas- 
ury, to the full amount of his whole pay. ‘To put 
him on furlough; therefore, is u positive relief to the 
treasury, to the extent of one-half his pay. 

But the evil, if it. really be one, will be of very 
short duration, When the navy officer shall come 
to understand that there is a process more certain and 
summary than a trial by court-martial, hy which his 
dignity and his income may both be reduced, he will 
be cautious not to bring himself within such peril, 
The effect of the furlough system will be to create a 

new motive on the part of the naval officer to exert 
himself to excel in his profession, and to place him- 
self above suspicion in point of personal character 
and conduct. ‘The belief, heretofore prevailing, that 
an officer of any standing in the navy could not be 
driven out of it, or at least that he could not be kept 
out of it, has had a strong influence in ruining its 
discipline, and corrupting its morals and manners. 
The furlough system, firmly administered, will 
serve to remove this impression; and, with the as- 
sistance of an unsparing and impartial administra- 
tion of the law, through courts-miartial, wi!l soon 
purify the service, and will longkeepit pure. When 
the inefficient, who are now in the navy, shall have 
been removed, it is probable that the treasury will 
thereafter be rarely taxed with the pay of furloughed 
officers. The necessity of some mode of proceed- 
ing, by which the navy may be rid of the “incompe- 
tent as well as of the guilty, is universally admitted; 
and I have not been able to devise any mode more 
just, more effective, or less objectionable on the score 
of expense, than that which I now suggest. 


to retire, upon a certain proportion of his annual’ 
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- If this system should be fully and faithfully carried 
out, I do not perceive that anything more will be 
necessary: te insuré to thé wavy čompetent atid hoñ- 
orable officers... Hitherto ithas been their great mis- 


fortune, that with fewer. opportunities than others to 


educate themselves, the Government has done noth- 
ing to educate them. The cadet from West Point 
enters the army well-founded in the principles of 
solid and useful learning, and fully prepared to en- 
gage with advantage in any pursuit, whether of civil 
or military life. The candidate for the navy, on the 
contrary, is. deemed well enough qualified if. he be 
able to read and write, to answer a few simple ques- 
tions in geography and English grammar, and to 
solve plain problems in the elementary rules of arith- 
metic, Why should this difference be made? Im- 
portant as a proper preparatory education may be 
to the army officer, it is even more important to the 
officer of the navy. Apart from the fact that he has 
few opportunities to improve himself, it is to be re- 
membered that he is the most frequent representative 
of his country abroad; the standard by which foreign 
nations will be most apt to measure her moral and 
intellectual character. He is also frequently intrust- 
ed with important and delicate negotiations, involv- 
ing the rights of our citizens, and the peace and 
honor of our country. The function of the naval 
commander is much more useful, important, and 
dignified, than is generally supposed. To his skill 
and vigilance are intrusted, at every hour of the day 
and night, the safety of the ship, and the lives of 
her crew. The honor of his country’s flag, and, in 
a great degree, her harmonious relations in peace, and 
her protection in war, are among the awful trusts 
with which he is clothed. Very few men canbe 
found qualified in every respect for so high and im- 
posing an office; and, unhappily, there are too few 
among those who now hold it, who duly feel its im- 
portance and dignity. I humbly think that it isa 
high duty of Government to adopt every means, cal- 
culated in any degree to elevate the standard of 
character in the naval commander, and to fit him in 
knowledge, in professional skill, and in personal 
character, to discharge the high and solemn duties of 
his office. This can be best done, by giving him a 
suitable preparatory education, and by providing 
proper and ready means of removing him from the 
ranks of his profession, whenever he miay be found 
unworthy to occupy a place in them. 

I respectfully renew the suggestion heretofore 
made; that there is yet one thing more, necessary 
io complete the process of reform. ‘The naval officer 
should feel that he has a place in the respect and 
confidence of his country, and that the honors and 
distinctions which his services shall have earned 
will not be withheld from him, Proxovion is the 
vital principle of military service; and hence as many 
grades should be established as may be found consist- 
ent with the due order and efficiency of the service. 
The experience of every day tends to confirm me in 
the belief that the several grades of admiral, vice 
admiral, and rear admiral, ought to be established 
inour navy. {had the honor to bring this subject 
to your notice in my last repori, and to urge such 
reasous as seemed to me tobe sufficient in support of 
the recommiendation now renewed. T have only to 
add that this important measure need not incréase - 
the expenses of the navy at all. Ft will afford an op- 
portunity to reward, by well-deserved promotion, many 
officers in the several grades, who are well qualified 
for the highest stations and most important duties of 
the service. These men, most of whom would soon 
become the ornaments and grace of any other navy 
in the world, are likely, under our present system, to 
grow gray in subordinate and obscure stations; their 
merits unacknowledged and their usefulness thrown 
away. We may at least be allowed to regret that the 
higher officers of the navy—those who, by theirscr- 
vices in war, have reflected most honor on their coun- 
try, and given the best proofs of theirown merits-—are 
so rapidly passing from the stage of life, that even if 
our policy in this respect should ultimately change, 
others are likely to reap the honors which they have 
so richly earned. This should be deemed bya gene- 
rous country a reason for adopting, at once, a policy 
which, beyond all doubt, will ultimately . be forced 


upon us, if we shali continue to maintain any navy 
at ail, i 
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I again respectfully ask for anincrease in the num- 
ber of marines, and of marine officers of the lower 
grades. Not less than twenty millions of dollars of 
the public property are now exposed in our navy- 
yards, to conflagration and theft, for want of proper 
marine guards.  Thefis to a considerable extent have 
recently been detected, and doubtless others have 
been committed which never will be detected. One 
fire, which a single additional marine might prevent, 
would probably destroy in a few hours more than 
the expenses of the whole marine force for ten years. 
Surely, it cannot be true economy to leave so much 
of the public property exposed to such great dangers, 
oir want of so very cheap a protection as a few ad- 
aftional marines. - ; 

It is an object of great interest to me, to make the 
navy subservient to the encouragement of American 
industry. This may be done, not only by the pro- 
tection which it affords to American commerce, 
(upon which I have already commented,) but also 
by means of the supplies which it requires. We are 
probably the only people in the world who can, with 
perfect . convenience, puild, equip, arm, feed, and 
clothe a navy of the largest size from our own home 
resources. A nation of any magnitude, having all 
the materials of war constantly at its command, is 
essentially powerful. Hence it is of the utmost im- 
portance that we should adopt a policy calculated at 
once to cherish and. to develop these sources of our 
strength and security, The measures more immedi- 
ately necessary to accomplish this object have al- 
ready been brought to the notice of Congress; but, ás 
they have not yet been acted on, it would seem to be 
proper that I should again refer to them. - 

The first in importance is the preservation of navy 
timber, growing on the public lands. No other coun- 
try possesses sè rich a store of this material as the 
United States. Properly protected, it would afford 
a supply for the largest navy in the world, for an in- 
definite time, without any sensible diminution. But 
Í regret to say that the laws which have been enact- 
ed with this view, are in some respects inoperative, 
and in all respects inefficient. Depredations of the 
most ruinous kind are daily committed, in spite ofall 
the vigilance which this department can use, and in 
defiance of all the power which it is authorized to 
exert. Our own people are daily selling to the Gov- 
ernment, timber which they take against law, from 
the public lands; and it is understood that large sup- 
plies of the same timber are already contracted for 
by foreign Governments. It is impossible to prevent 
these depredations under existing laws, The sub- 
ject is, in my opinion, worthy of the serious and 
prompt attention of Congress, If they should 
thoroughly investigate it, the information which this 
department can afford will not fail to convince them 
of the necessity of a reform in the laws relating to 
it, and of additional grants of power and means 
to the officers of the Government to whom -they 
may chooseto intrust this valuable part of the public 
property. 

‘The subject next in importance is the establish- 
ment of a navy-yard on the largest scale, on the 
waters of the lower Mississippi. I had the honor to 
give my views upon this subject, in a report to the 
Senate of the 3ist of January last. Respectfully re- 
ferring to that report, I forbear to repeat at large 
the suggestions which it offers, I will only say that 
the object which I have in view is to afford what- 
ever facilities such an estublishment can afford to the 
industry of the whole valley of the Mississippi, now 
cut off, ina great degree, from its due share in the 
supplies of the navy. The iron of that region 
would find there a ready and convenient market; an 
extensive rope-walk—a necessary appendage to 
such a navy-yard—wouild present a constant de~. 
mand for hemp; the provisions of the West, now 
worth little or nothing, from their superabundance, 
would find a ready purchaser at fair prices. Every 
branch of Western industry would feel, directly or 
indirectly, the influence of such an establishment ; 
while the navy itself would be secure of abundant 
and cheap supplies, sufficiently convenient. to the 
ocean, and yet perfectly safe from the attacks of any 
enemy. : 

It is by arrangements of this. sort that the navy 
can be made to return to the country twice the 
wealth which is expended in support of it. The 


Q7rHu Coxe....3p Szss. 


‘APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE) ` 


43 


Report of the Secretary of the Navy. 


Senate & H, of Reps. 


wealth ofa nation does not consist in the quantity of 
gold. which it may have in its treasury; the econo- 
my-.of a nation is not shown only in the smallness-of 
its expenditures. Itis rich only in proportion asits 
people are rich; and it is economical only so far as 
it.applies the public money to uses more valuable to 
the people who pay it, than the money itself. This is 
but. another name for national thrift; but it is the 
only sense in which national economy is of any value. 
Nine-tenths of the appropriations to the navy are 
paid back to our own people for materials, labor, and 
subsistence. Tt is thus. put into circulation, paying 
debts, supplying wants, ‘and sustaining credit. Every 
dollar thus employed. increases the taxr-paying abil- 
ity of the people to twice that amount: and this tax- 
paying ability is the true wealth of the nation.. The 
expenses: of the navy, therefore, are not to be con- 
sidered a dead tax upon the treasury. They not only 
go back and circulate among our own people, but, 
unlike most other expenditures of the Government, 
they give employment to industry, encouragement to 
enterprise, and patronage to genius. They perform, 
to-a. great extent, the office of a protective tariff, in 
‘developing and bringing into use various sources of 
our national wealth, particularly in copper, iron, 
hemp, provisions, and coal. The effect of even a 
small disbursement, so made, upon the public pros- 
“perity. and comfort, is much more important and ex- 
tensive than the first. view of it would lead us to sup- 
pose. I am far from saying that taxes ought to be 
levied merely for the purpose of so expending them. 
No tax should be imposed, direct or indirect, which 
is not required for the legitimate and proper uses of 
Government. But if a necessity for the tax can be 
shown to exist—if the purposes to which it is pro- 
posed to apply it clearly appear to be useful and 
profitable to the country, far beyond the measure of 
the tax itself,—it ceases to be a burden, and is relieved 
from all fair objection, Such, in my opinion, is 
emphatically the case with almost the entire appro- 
priation to the naval service. It is confidently be- 
lieved that such appropriations, as liberal as any 
convenient and proper revenue system will ullow, 
may be, and of necessity must be, applied to “uses 
far more valuable to the people who pay them, than 
the money itself,” and that, far from being an op- 
pressive burden, they will operate as a measure of 
positive relief. 

‘¥n looking for the sources of unnecessary expense 
throughout the naval establishment, I have found 
much to correct. Tt cannot be denied that our navy 
has cost much more than it ought to have cost, con- 
sidering the small number of vessels that we have 
usually kept in commission. J do not know that 
this could have been very easily prevented under 
the former defective organization of the department. 
The mode heretofore pursued, of obtaining the sup- 
plies of the surgeon’s and purser’s department, has 
subjected the seamen to unnecessary charges, the Gov- 
ernment:to constant imposition, and in many cases 
to gross frauds, and consequently to heavy losses. 
These losses have been the greater, in consequence 
of the want of proper means of establishing a system 
of strict accountability, which would have enabled 
the department not only to sce the extent of the evil, 
but to apply the proper remedy. ‘The bureaux to 
which these subjects belong have been diligently and 
successfully engaged in devising suitable means of 
guarding against similar impositions for the future. 
The articles are now procured, as far as possible, 
from those who make or produce them; so that the 
profits—always large, and often extortionate—which 
have heretofore heen paid to the grocer, the apothe- 
cary, and the contractor for clothing, are saved to 
the Government and the sailor. Such supplies as 
we are still compelled to ob'ain in the former mode, 
are subjected-to rigorous inspection, which assures 
us of their good quality and reasonable prices ;. and 
when- brought into the public stores, the persons 
-under whose charge they are placed are required to 
account for them, with a degree of minuteness which 
promises to guard effectually against any waste or 
extravagance in the use of them. 

I have very little doubt that much of the mechani- 
“eal Jabor which. has been performed at. our navy- 
yards has been too dearly paid for. I can perceive 
no good reason why a mechanic should work fewer 


hours in the day, or receive highcr wages in a pub- 
lic dockyard, than in a private workshop; on the con- 
trary, if there be any difference, it should be in favor 
of the Government, in consequence of the more con- 
stant employment and the more prompt and certain 
pay. It is- certainly good policy on the part of the 
Government to give such wages as will command 
the most competent and faithful workmen; but this 
éan always be done, for the reason above assigned, 


~ for the same wages which are paid at the best pri- 


vate establishments. Measures have been adopted to 
place the Government upon terms of just equality 
with individuals in this respect. 


But a still more considerable source of expense in 
building, repairing, arming, and equipping our ves- 
sels of war, may be found in the high prices and in- 
different quality of the iron and copper which have 
been used. The department has given much atten- 
tion to these two important subjects, with a view to 
the correction of former abuses. In particular kinds 
of iron, the standard hasbeen raised seventy-five per 
cent.; and yet it is found that supplies can be ob- 
tained at less prices than heretofore, although the 
quality is nearly twice as good. “The fact now gen- 
erally known, that proper tests are applied, and that 
no iron will be received which does not bear them, 
has served to create an honorable competition among 
those engaged in that branch of industry; so that 
the most important improvements are constantly 
made. The United States can furnish as good iron 
as any other country in the world, and, with suitable 
encouragement, would soon be able to supply the 
world with that metal. 

In chain cables an invaluable improvement has 
been made. None but the very best iron is ever ap- 
plied to that use; and an apparatus is now in progress, 
and very nearly completed, for subjecting the cables, 
when finished, to thermotension. A long series of 
careful and accurate experiments has ascertained that 
this process adds seventeen per cent. to its strength, 
By this means, the weight, and consequently the cost, 
of acable of given strength is greatly diminished; 
and so also is the labor of handling it on board ship. 
For this great improvement we are indebted to the 
scientific information and industrious researches of 
Professor Walter R. Johnson, of Philadelphia. It is 
impossible to calculate its value to the whole naviga- 
ting interest of the world. The fate of the largest 
ship and of all her crew often depends upon the 
strength of her cables; so that a little more or less 
of strength in a single link may save or destroy her. 
I have considered it, therefore, of the utmost import- 
ance to improve, by every practicable means, the 
quality of chain-cable iron. Tt is‘believed that even 
at the present day, we are not surpassed in this re- 
spect by any other nation; andifimprovements shall 
advance hereafter, as rapidly as heretofore, we may 
in a short time safely challenge the competition of 
the world. 


A similar improvement has been made in iron for 
ordnance. Too much importance cannot be attached 
to the soundness of cannon. The bursting of a sin- 
gle gun in battle, is often more disastrous than many 
broadsides from an enemy. It not only destroys 
life, and withdraws so much from the effective bat- 
tery of the ship, but it also creates confusion and 
disorder; excites in the minds of the crew distrust in 
the soundness.of the other guns, and thus discour- 
ages and renders them timid. Hence, no consider- 
ation of mere money-saving should ever enter inte 
the arrangements for procuring ordnance for the 
navy. ‘True economy requires that, the very best 
guns which can be made, and none others, should 
ever be used. Upon this idea this department is 
acting. Nocannon is received, which does not bear 
the most satisfactory tests; and yet it is not found 
that the cost of ordnance is any greater than hereto- 
fore. On the contrary, guns of the same kind, which 
have heretofere cost more than one hundred and 
thirty dollars per ton, have recently been contracted 
for at ninety-five dollars. 

In copper, the frauds which have been practised 
upon the Government have been gross and enormous. 
Pure copper ought to last upon a ship’s bottom 
twenty years; and yet, that which we have used upon 
our ships of war has not lasted, upon an average, 
more than seven, Upon examining a portion of the 


copper recently taken from the bottom of the Colum- 
bus, I found that it exhibited the appearance of 
worm-eaten wood; the reason of which is, thatit was 
full of impurities, which corroded and fell out. Even 
that which remained, instead of possessing the tough- 
néss which belongs to pure copper, would not bear 
to be bent, but broke short off, like a piece of cast 
iron. It is impossible to be too careful in procuring 
an article so costly as copper. ‘Nothing but the ap- 
plication of proper scientific tests can detect its im- 
purities, or prevent the grossest and most ruinous 
impositions. A single defective sheet on the bottom - 
of a large ship will render it necessary to bring her 
into dock, and will thus cost the country ten times 
as much as would have been required to prevent any 
such result. The copper in a ship’s bottom is no 


‘small part of her entire cost; and this cost is more 


than doubled by using copper of bad quality. 

The great importance of guarding against imposi- 
tions in this respect, has induced the department to 
institute a series of experiments, under the manage- 
ment of Professor Johnson; the results of which 
promise to be of great benefit to the economy of the 
service. These results I have the honor to commu- 
nicate in a copy of Mr. Johnson’s report, hereto’ 
annexed. 

As steamships will hereafter form a part of our 
navy, it becomes important to ascertain what kind 
of fuel can be most advantageously used. With this 
view, l have taken measures to cause a proper analy- 
sis to be made of the several coals of our country, 
and also of those of England. All persons inter- 
ested in this subject were invited, by public adver- 
tisement, to send samples of their coal to the navy- 
yard in Washingtion, in order that a proper com- 
parison might be made, under suitable philosophical 
tests. About thirty samples have been sent, and 
some progress has been made in the examination of 
them. Professor Johnson, to whom this investiga- 
tion has been intrusted, was called from Washing- 
ton before any conclusive results had been obtained; 
but his experiments will be resumed as soon as pos- 
sible, and will undoubtedly present a mass of most 
useful information on this important subject. v. 


The application of scientific principles in the me- 
chanical arts is now universal. The mere artisan, 
whose skill is derived only from practice, is far’ be- 
hind the times. Science is now lending her aid to 
the arts, in all their departments, expanding their 
powers, multiplying their uses, and perfecting their 
works. I respectfully suggest that this aid is nowhere 
more important than in the various operations con- 
nected with a naval establishment. When we con- 
sider the number and variety of the materials which 
are used, the costliness of many of them, and the 
high importance that they should all be of the best 
and most durable kinds, the propriety of subjecting 
them to all necessary tests, and of improving their 
quality as far as possible, will at once be admitted. 
This can be done only by the union of science with 
practical skill. The knowledge which we obtain 
from experience is always slow, always costly, and 
not always sure; that which we obtain from experi- 
ment, particularly in physical science, rarely deceives, 
and seldom fails richly to repay us. The experi- 
ments which have already been made, under. the 
direction of this department, have imparted to it a 
degree of information which could not have been 
derived from any other source, and which will more 
than repay their cost in the building ofa single ship. 
These experiments, however, are but the beginning 
of what might be accomplished in the same way. If 
the department were in a condition to avail itself of 
the improvements which are daily made in practical 
science, the most important results would soon. be 
realized, in the improved quality of our ships, and 
in the general economy of the service. I respect- 
fully recommend the subject to the favorable consid- 
eration of Congress. 


I shall, in a few days, have the honor to lay before 
Congress a code of rules and regulations for the navy, 
prepared in obedience to their directions. 

I invite attention to the existing laws on the sub- 
ject of navy pensions, which appear to me to need 
many changes and modifications. i 

I have thus, sir, submitted without reserve my 
views of the present condition and actual require- 
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~ meñts of our naval service. Itis my duty to do 


3 this; without-reference to any other: considerations.: 


- Whether my recommendations shall be adopted or 
“pot, must of course depend on the view which may 


¿pé taken: of them by the legislative department of , 
- the Government. ` In ‘presenting my own views, I. 


“gitnply discharge my own duty to those to whose 
better judgmént all the measures which I have pro- 
posed must be referred. ja R 
“<All which is respectfully submitted. 

i A. P. UPSHUR: 


POSTMASTER GENERAL'S REPORT. 


Post Orrice DEPARTMENT, 
December 3, 1842. 


To the President of the Uniled States: 


Sir: In presenting to your consideration a report 
of the condition and operations of the Post Office 
Department for the year preceding the 30th June, 

. 1842, it affords me pleasure to say, its condition has 
been improved, and the service has been attended 
< Avith more than ordinary success, whether con- 

' sidered in reference to the management of its 


financial concerns, or the regularity and extent of 


its operations. - 


A public service, which requires the agency of 


13,737 postmasters and their clerks, 2,343 contrac- 
tors and their agents, covering during the year 
34,835,991 miles of transporta ion, and extending 
almost to the door of every citizen, must encounter 
difficulties, and bẹ sudject to occasional irregular- 
ities, not only from the neglect of some of its nu- 
rous agents, but from physical causes, not in the 
power of this department to overcome. 


When this vast machinery of the General Post 
Office; the minuteness of its details, and the char- 
acter of the majority of the roads over which the 
mail is transported, are contemplated, there should 
be more of astonishment at the general regularity of 
the service, than of surprise and “discontent at oc- 
‘éasional failures. Absolute certainty and anbroken 
‘regularity in the arrival and departure of the mails, 
at all limes, cannot, and onght not to be expected. 
And it is with pleasure [ bear testimony, on this 
occasion, to the general zeal and fidelity of those 
employed in this branch of the public service, 

The whole amoant of mail transportation for the 
year ending June 30th, 1841, was 34,996,525 miles, 
al a contract cost of $3,159,975. The whole amount 
of. transportation for the year ending June 30, 
1842, was 34,835,991 miles, at a contract cost of 
$3,087,796. 

The amount of expenditure of the department, 
for the year ending Jane, 1842, was estimated, in 
my report of December Jast, at $4,490,000, The 


revenue to be derived from postage, &c. in the ` 


same report was estimated at $4,380,000. The 
amount estimated for the expenditure did not in- 
clude the sums due by the department prior to the 
3ist March, 1841. Thus exhibiting a probable 
liability of $110,000, beyond its estimated carrent 
receipts of that year. ‘ 

To bring the expenditures within the income of 
the department, was a duty demanded at my hands, 
by a regard for the observance of the principle upon 
which I desire to conduct the administration of 
the General Post Ollice, viz: that, while the depart- 
ment should not be regarded as a source of revenue 
to the Government, it must not become an annual 
charge upon the public treasury. 

‘fo effectthis object, great labor and minute atten- 
tion have been bestowed by all concerned. 

A revision of post-roads and post offices, neces- 
sary to a reduction of unprofitable routes, and the 
discontinuance of. unproduciive and useless post 
offices, and the substitution of others at more jm- 
‘portant points, better suited to the public wants: 
the institution of a system for the preservation and 
safety of the public property, and the reduction of 
useless expenditures, was a task requiring no or- 
dinary portion of labor and time; and its perform- 
ance could not fail often to subject the head of the 
Heme to censure and criticism from those who 
did not feel the necessity of the measures adopted 
The effect ‘has been salutary to the public service, 
as wellin reference to its income, as to its useful. 
ness and cost. I refer you to the reports of the Ist 
and 3d Assistant Postmasters Géneral, which wil] 
give more in detail the effect which has been pro- 
duced by the measures adopted, 

Useless and unproductive routes have been dis- 
continued; whilst others, more convenient, less ex- 


||: pensive, and more productive, have been substituted. 
- In many instances, where the nature and sizeof 
the mail didnot demand the higher grade.of ser- 
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vice, the less expensive modes of transportation 
have been employed. ‘This may bemore satisfac- 
torily illustrated by a reference to the service in 
the Northwestern and Southwestern districts, com- 
prising the States of Michigan, Indiana, Illinois, 
Missouri, Kentucky, Tennessee, Alabama, Mis- 
sissippi, Arkansas, and Louisiana, and the Terri- 
tories of Wisconsin and Iowa, prior to the Ist July, 
1842, and the service under the recent lettings. 
The whole number of miles of mail service in 
these districts annually was 11,005,865, costing an- 
nually the sum of $1,102,045 prior tothe ist July 
last. The recent contracts require the transporta- 
tion of the mail, in each year, 11,424,128 miles, 
at a cost of $957,768--thus giving, in fact, 418,263 
miles more of service for $144,277 less expense. 
And I do not hazard much when I assert that this 
saving has been made while the service itself has 
been, in the aggregate, greatly improved. 

The heretofore heavy expenditure of mail-bags 
and locks has been greatly reduced. Entertaining 
the opinion that, by a proper system of preservation, 
and a just responsibility imposed upon public agents, 
the number of mail-bags on hand was equal to the 
wants of the service, and would be sufficient to 
meet: its demands for several years, I have, in ef- 
fect, ordered their manufacture to cease. 

By the report of the Third Assistant, it will be 
seen that the expenditure for mail bags was, in the 


year 1837 - - - $56,702 28 
Īn 1838 -  - ` - - 38,737 36 
In 1839 - x i : - 36,082 46 
Tn 1840 - - 35,337 23 


From Ist April, 1841, to Ist April, 
amount expended was but $13,566 30. 

From ist April, 1842, to Ist October, 1842—six 
months—#7,540 59. A large proportion of which 
was the mail-bags manufactured prior to 1841. 

Itis important, in every branch of the public ser- 
vice, to impress upon those in its employment the 
necessity of taking care of and preserving the pub- 
lic property. This is best done by the adoption of 
an appropriate system, and holding to a just responsi- 
bility those charged with administrative duties; and, 
when they prove themselves faithless or negligent, 
to appoint others in their places. 

The good effecis of this rule are strictly illusira- 
ted, not only in the item of expenditure just enn- 
merated, but they are manifested throughout the 
results of the entire year’s service. 


It will be seen, by reference to my report of De- 
cember last, that the amount received from the post- 
age on letters and newspapers, and fines, for the 
vear commencing Ist July, 1840. and ending 30th 
June, 1841, was stated to be $4,579,317 78, 

The amount arising from the same sources for 
the year ending 30th June, 1842, is $4,546,246 13. 
Thus showing an increase of the revenue of the 
department of $166,928 35 over the revenue of the 
preceding year. 

This increase has not been the result of an in- 
crease of mail matter, I am persuaded; but has 
arisen from a more sysiematic and vigilant execu- 
tion cf the law. 


The gross expenditures of the department for 
the year ending 30th June, 1842, so far as they 
have been audited and paid, are $4,627,716 62— 
exceeding the amount derived from postage, du- 
ring the same year, $81,470 49. 

It will be remembered that, by the act approved 
the 9th September, 1841, there was appropriated, 
“to enable the Post Office Department to meet its 
engagements and pay its debts,” the sum of $482,- 
657. 

Of this sum, there has been expended, during 
the last fiscal year, the sum of $392,664 51 in satis- 
faction of demands against the department prior to 
the month of April, 1841. The report of the chief 
clerk upon this subject, will exhibit more in detail 
the application of this fand. 

There remained unexpended of this appropria- 
tion on the 30th of June, 1842, $89,992 49, to meet 
such other demands as may be established to be 
due prior to the 3ist March, 1841. 

This sum of $392,664 51 constitutes no part of 
ihe $4,546,246 13, given above.as the revenue for 
the last year, derivable from postage and fines. It 
does, however, constitute part of the $4,627,716 62 
the gross eXpenditure for that year, and, if deduct- 
ed, wil show the gross expenditure, for ordinary 
current service, to be $4,235,052 Les ; 


1842, the 
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This would present an apparent balance, or an 
excess of revenue over expenditures, of $311,194 02. 
As it is highly probable that there are yet claims 
unsatisfied, not having been presented for payment, 
and claims which were due prior to that time, and 
which, if presented, would have been audited and 
paid: within the year, and which have been paid 
since 30th June, 1842, and, consequently, will be 
charged in the expenditures for the current year, it 
is not intended to convey the’ idea. that this 
$311,194 02 is a surplus on hand; but it is a fact, 
from which 1 am authorized to. state that the in- 
come of the department has been equal to its cur- 
rent expenditures during the year ending in June, | 
1842, and it induces me to hope that, unless the 
burdens of the service shall be too greatly aug- 
mented by the additional routes created by the act of 
the last session of Congress, the department will, m 
future, be enabled to sustain itself. I cannot antici- 
pate, however, any great extension of the service 


_ beyond its present limits and amount, unless Con- 


gress shall, in some mode, relieve the department 
from the heavy annual demands made upon its: in- 
come by railroad transportation, and protect it, by 
appropriate legislation, against the inroads upon 
it by private expresses and rival mail establish- 
ments. f i 

It affords me great satisfaction to. report to your 
excellency that every legal demand by the contrac- 
tors, properly vouched, upon the department, for 
services rendered since I have had the honor of 
superintending its operations, has been promptly 

aid. 
R Justice to contractors requires that, as soon as 
they have performed the service, they should be 
paid. To enable the department to do this, punctu- 
ality on the part of postmasters in the payment of 
the balances due from them at the endofeach quar- 
ter, is all important. ain 

In every instance where there has been a failure 
on the part of such posimasters to meet the drafts of 
the General Post Office, I have felt it a duty, not to 
be omitted, to relieve such {rom the burden of ofh- 
cial duty. The knowledge of the. existence. of 
this rule has banished defaleation from the depart- 
ment. 

Itisa fact worthy of notice, that, although the ag- 
gregate amount received from postage during the 
past year has been greater by the sum slated, the re- 
ceipts at the Jarge offices for 1842 have been less 
than in 1841. The aggregate increase has been at 
the medium and smaller offices. 


This is accounted for by the fact, that the means 
of intercommunication between the great commer- 
cial points have been such as to invite constant 
and increasing infractions and violations of the 
laws of Congress regulating the General Post 
Office. 


I took occasion to invite your attention to this 
subject in my report of last year, under the hope 
that some legislation, in aid of the present laws, 
would take place, to enable the department more 
effectually to protect itself.. 


It is made the exclusive duty of the General Gov- 
ernment to establish post offices and post roads, The 
State Governments have no right to interfere with 
the subject; neither has any individual, or company 
of individuals, such right. 

Upon most of the railroads in the United States, 
over which the mail is transported at an immense 
expense, there are to be found individuals engaged 
in the transportation of mail matter, in violation of 
the laws of the land--laws which prohibit the of- 
fence, but do not punish it by adequate sanctions. 

A modification of the laws regulating the frank- 
ing privilege is essential to the continued prosperity 
of the department. The original grant of this 
privilege was designed the better to enable the pub- 
lic officer tu discharge his official duties without 
burden upon his private means, It isnow general- 
ly esteemed more as a private and individual right, 
than an official privilege. If persons entitled te 
this privilege were content to enjoy it themselves, 
without leading their franks to others, the burden 
and loss to the department would not be so great, 
and there would be lese cause of jost complaint 
by the public. ; 

Although the act of 1825 expressly declares that, 
‘Gf any person shall frankany letter or letters, other 
than those written by himself, or by Ais order, on dhe 
business of his office, he shal!,on conviction thereof, 
pay a fine of ten dollars; and it shall be the espe- 
cial duty of postmaslers to prosecute for said of- 


| fence.” “The penalty declared. by this law has not 
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. Hon of its provisions: : 
~ If Congress shall deem it inexpedient to limit, or 
further restrain, this right; an imposition of the 
same penalty upon him who uses the frank of an- 
other, as: is imposed upon the person who abuses 
hie privilege, would tend greatly to lessen the 
evik: ; f 

The whole number of free letters sent through 
the post office annually, so far as the returns of 
postmasters exhibit, is about three millions. 

Assuming fifteen cents as the average rate of each 

letter, if charged with postage, four hundred and 
fifty thousand dollars would be the amount received. 
Thus it will be seen that nearly one-ninth of all 
the matter which passes through the mail, passes 
free of postage. The loss to the department does 
not stop here.» Two cents are paid to postmasters 
on each ofthese letters, constituting an annual 
charge upon the revenue of $60,000. An evil of 
this magnitude, I trust, will not fail to arrest the 
attention of Congress, who alone can apply the 
proper corrective. It is wrong to burden the busi- 
ness and friendly correspondence of the community 
with this heavy charge. 
` The public voice has called for a reduction of 
the rates of postage upon letters; and whilst 1 have 
felt its-force, and am constrained to acknowledge 
its justice, f have heretofore been deterred from 
making any specific recommendation upon this 
‘subject, lest, by a sudden reduction, the only source 
of income might fail to meet the demands of the 
service, ` With a proper regulation of the frank- 
ing privilege, and a further protection against the 
vidlations of the laws of the department, | have 
ho doubt a considerable reduction in postage might 
be safely made, and the benefits and advantages of 
the department extended to many portions of the 
country which are now, in a great measure, desti- 
tute of proper mail accommodations. More espe- 
Gially could this be done, if Congress, by some per- 
manent arrangement with the railroad companies, 
would relieve the depariment from the immense 
and constantly increasing amount annually paid 
those companies for transporting the public mail. 
“ Tventured to recommend, in my former report 
to you, that Congress should then legislate upon 
this subject. Nothing has occurred since to cause 
mie to doubt the correctness of the opinions then 
expressed. On the contrary, subsequent develop- 
ments have strengthened the views then obtruded 
upon your consideration. 

Withoutthe right in the department to control the 

arrival and departure of the mails, regularity and 
feéspatch cannot be expected. This isa right which 
the railroad companies, in their periodical con- 
tracts, will not yield willingly; and, when they do 
yield it, make ita ground to increase their demands 
upon the department for transporting the mail. 
For the service of railroad trausportation there 
never can be competition. Why, then, subject the 
department to the useless ceremony of advertising 
periodically for bids to carry the mail on railroads, 
requiring it to take the lowest bid, when there will 
tbe but one bid for the same route? Each Jetting 
has heretofore been, and will hereafter be, but an 
invitation to the companies to increase the prices 
previously paid. 
. Itisin vain to disguise the fact, that the United 
States are compelled to employ these roads as car- 
rjersof the mail. Justice and policy alike require 
of the Government tusend the mail by the most ex- 
peditious means of conveyance, and it cannot em- 
ploy any of its own creation equal to the railroads. 
As a Government, it cannot, by legislation, control 
those companies which have their corporate exist- 
ence by State enactments. The United States 
must, therefore, purchase the right; and the ques- 
tion presented is, whether it is best to purchase this 
right every four years, or for the period of the char- 
‘ter of the road. 

Itis more a question of ability, at dus time, on 
the part of the Government, than policy, in my 
humble opinion. : 

-The plan which I proposed was, that Congress 
should authorize the department to purchase this 
right; enter into the stipulations of a contract with 


the companies,and report those contracts, as made, | 


fram time to time, to Congress, to be binding only 
when ratified by Congress. Nothing dangerous 
can arise from thus treating with the companies. 
No enlargement of executive power isasked, On 
the contrary, it is proposed to subject execuiive 
power directly to the controlling influence of Con- 
gress. Asthelaw now stands, the department has 


ficient to prevent the too frequent viola- | 


the ‘power to contract with these companies for 
four years, with a nominal limitation as. to the 
amountto be paid them per mile. Surely, no daù- 
ger can arise to public liberty, or legislative au- 
thority, by authorizing the department to make a 
provisional permanent contract, subject to the ap- 
proval of both Houses of ‘Congress. 


The great question involved is, whether Con- 
gress should make these contracts, and pay the con- 
sideration out of the resources of the Government, 
or whether the department shall levy the amount, 
by continuing the present rates of postage upon 
letters; and, in alltime to come, devote so large a 
portion thereof to the payment for railroad trans- 
portation, as to deny even the hope to the more dis- 
tantand less favored portions ofour country of any 
increased mail facilities? The cost of railroad 
transportation for the last year stands at $432,568, 
The whole length of mail road in the United 
States is 149,732 miles, costing $3,087,796. Ofthis 
length of mail road, only 3,091 miles is railroad 
transportation, at a cost of $432,568—only one- 
forty-cighth part of the whole number of miles 
costing one-seventh part of the gross sum. 


I repeat the inquiry made on a former occasion: 
Is it just, that the whole burden of the public cor- 
respondence—now nearly equal to half a million 
of dollars annually—should be sustained by a tax 
upon the business and friendly correspondence of 
the community? If the Government exacts from 
the citizen no more than the cost and expense of 
transporting his letters, he has no right to com- 
plain; but when an additional sum is wanted to de- 
fray the expenses of transporting the correspond- 
ence ofthe Government and its officers, that sum, 
like the tax for every other public service, should 
be drawn from the common resources of the 
country. 


Itis proposed that, in lien of an annual drain 
from the treasury to pay the postage upon the pub- 
lic correspondence, the United States now secure 
and pay for the perpetual right to transport the 
mails over railroads, Can this right be now se- 
cured upon fair and reasonable terms? is a question 
worthy to be tested by fair experiment. [am of 
opinion it can be secured upon most, if not all of 
the important roads, upon reasonable terms, and 
with ample guaranties. 

It iš no part of the business of this department 
to speak of the effeets which such contracts with 
the railroad companies would produce upon public 
credit, both at home ang abroad. The efiects, 
whatever they may be for good, are but incidental 
to the great object to be aitained in reference to 
the mail service of the United States. 

Entertaining these opinions upon this subject, I 
pray you will allow me most respectfully to press 
them upon your consideration. 

Public opinion seemed so strong in favor of a 
reduction of postage upon letters, that it could be 
regarded in no other light than a demand upon 
those having the power over this subject. I have 
felt its influence, but haye been unwilling to act 
unadvisedly in any recommendation I might make 
upon the subject, It willbe remembered that Eng- 
land recently reduced her rates of postage. The 
effect upon the revenue, and upon the amount of 
mail matter, 1 was anxious to know. For this, 
and other objects connected with the operations of 
this department, I availed myself of the services of 
General Green, in November last, who was about 
to visit England and France upon private business, 
and instructed him to make certain investigation 
and inquiries. The result of his investigations 
may be seen by a reference to his report to me, a 
copy of which accompanies this report. 

The dissimilarity in the government of the two 
countries, as wellasthe difference inthe extent of 
territory, induce me to doubt whether the same sys- 
tem of mai! service and rates of postaze could be 
safely adopted inthe United States. 

One fact, however, is clearly developed by the 
report of General Green—that, since the reduction 
uf postage in England, the number of letters mail- 
ed has greatly increased. I forbear to trouble you 
with any particular suggestions upon this subject, 
because it has been a duty devolved upon me by a 
resolution of the Senate, to make to that body a 
specific report upon an alteration of the rates of 
postage, which I parpose to do at as early a day as 
practicable 

T will be seen, by reference to a part of the re- 
| port of Mr. Green, that the French Government is 
anxious to make a treaty with the United States 
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for än interchange of mail service by the agency. . 
of packet and steamships of the two countries. 

You will remember, this subject was brought to 
your attention by the minister of France during 
ibe last session of Congress. It was submitted by 
you to Congress, as one worthy of their considera- 
tion, and requiring specific legislation, if, in the 
opinion of that body, such an arrangement would 
prove advantageous to the United States. The 
Committee on Foreign Relations made a report 
favorable to the measure, and the House of Repre- 
sentatives adopted the following resolution: 

“ That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to cause to be prepared and reported to this 
House, by the Secretaries of State and of the Navy, 
atthe commencement of the next session of Con- 
gress, a plan for the establishment, in concert with 
the Government of France, of a line of weekly 
steamers between the ports of Havre and New 
York, together with estimates of the expense 
which may be required to carry the said plan 
into effect.” 

That portion of Mr. Green’s report, and the ac- 
companying documents, are submitted under the be- 
lief that it may be serviceable to place before Con- 
gress the outlines of the plan contemplated by the 
French Government. 

In the month of August last, T caused to be ega 
tablished and put into operation a city despatch. 
post for the city of New York, confined to the 
delivery, through the -post office of that city, of 
the correspondence within its limits, “I am grati- 
fied to know that its operations have proved high- 
ly satisfactory to the community, giving to the 
citizens a prompt and cheap medium of commu- 
nication, the income of which will not only main- 
tain the expenses of the establishment, but, in the 
course of time, promises a considerable addition 
to the revenue of the department. The report of 
the postmaster of New York upon this subject is 
submitted, in order that its details may be more 
generally known; and, when understood, I have 
little doubt that the other large cities of the | 
Union will call for a similar establishment. Its 
usefulness hasbeen fully tested in New York, by 
the saving ofa heavy daily expense of money and 
timetothe business community in their city cor- 
respondence. 

The amount of expenditure for the current 
fiscal year, for the service of this department, 
may be stated, by way of estimate, in round num- 
bers, at #4,390.000. 

This estimate does not include the probable ex- 
pense of the new routes established hy Congress 
atthe last session, none of which have yet been 
put in operation. The probable cost. of these 
routes per year will be $130,000, making the 
whole estimated expense of $4,520,000. 

Any estimate of the income from postage dur- 
ing the present year must of course be altogether 
conjectural, founded upon the amounts received 
for the vear ending in June, 1842, 

The amount received the quarter ending 30th 
September last, is less than the amount of the 
corresponding quarter of 1841; and I therefore 
concinde the income of the department for the 
current year will fall considerably short of that for 
the year ending 30th June. It is, however, my 
intention to put these routes in operation by the 
time specified inthe act. And as there is no. dis- 
cretion vested in the department by the act, if I 
find its means will not be otherwise: equal ‘to. the 
additional expense, it will become my unpleasant 
daty to curtail the expense upon routes already in 
existence, equal to the cost of the new. ones per- 
emptorily ordered by Congress. : 

There are other matters more of detail, requir- 
jing, in my jadgment, the legislation of Congress, 
which I {forbear to obtrude upon. your attention; 
but will seek the opportunity to submit to the com- 
mittees to whom the affairs of this department 
may he referred. 

{ have the honor to be, with great respect, your 
excellency’s obedient servant, 

C. A. WICKLIFFE, 


REPORT ON THE FINANCES, 


LETTER FROM THE SECRETARY OF THE TREASU- 
RY ON THE STATE OF THE FINANCES, 


Tressury Department, Dec. 15, 1842, 
: In obedience to the directions of the act of 
Congress of the 10th May, 1800, entitled “An act 
supplementary to the act entitled ‘An act to estab. 


otra Cone. 3 


D Sess. 


“Jish the Treasury Department, ”. and an act, enti- 
tled “An act: to establish the fiscal year,” &e., ap- 
sroved the 26th August, 1842, the- Secretary of the 
We Gstiry respectfully submits the following. report: 
L~+Of thepublic revenue and expenditure. 
The balance in the treasury on the Ist January, ; 


- 1842, (exclusive of the amount deposited with 
“the States, trust-funds, and indemnities,) was 


$230,483 68 


The receipts into the treasury during the first 
three quarters of the present year amount to 
: Viz: 


« $14,960,830 35 


$26,616,593 78 


Prom customs 


Fromlands + = à 1,091,688 95 
From. miscellaneous and inci- 

dental sources . - >- - 112,967 17 
From treaaury notes per act 15th 
- February, 184) .- + . 1,060,206 05 
From treasury notes per act 3ist 

‘January, 1842. - . -7,794,821 59 
Brom loan of 1841-1942 - 2,296,129 67 


The-receipts for the 4th quarter, itis estimated, 
willamountto — - a as mts á 


Viz: 
$4,000 000 00 
366,020 00 


7,886,000 00 


From customs 
From lands - - . . 


From miscellaneous and inci 
“dental sources - . - 20,000 00 
From treasury notes 2,500,000 00 
Fromioan = = - 1,000,000 00 
Making the total estimated receipts for the 
year : ` ` . - 34,502,593 78 


And, with the ‘balance in the treasury on Ist 
January last, an aggregate of . + $34,733,077 46 


“The expenditures for the first three quarters of 


the present year have amounted to $26,264,882 20 
IŽ: 
Civil list, foreign intercourse f 
and miscellaneous = - + $4,371,933 93 
Army, fortifications, pensions, 
filfilment of Indian treaties, 
‘ ‘suppressing Indian hostilities, 
date bisa epy Pall. od + 7,065,035 95 
Naval gervice - 1 oe - * 6,717,084 17 
Treasury notes redeemed, in- ’ 
cluding interest. - + 7,856,400 35 
Public debt, including Interest 
on the Joan, - - . 54,427 SO 
Tho expenditures for the fourth quarter 
“are estimated on data furnished by the re- 
“spective departments, at . ` > 8,238,278 15 


i: 
Civil, foreign intercourse, and 
 Miscclancona, (including the 
: amounts duo to States for dìs. 
“tribution of the sales of pub- 
lie Janda, and amounts due to 
` Mississippi and Alabama, un- 
dor act of September4, 1841,) 
Army, fortifications, pensions, 
fulfilment of Indian treaties, 
suppressing Indian hostilities, 
& wee + 8,710936 45 


2,141,013 97 


Co 
Naval eervica > - > 


1,828,385 15 

Interest on loan . 152,442 58 

Unclaimed dividends ` 3,009 00 
Principal and interest on treas- 

wry notes - . : 400,000 00 


To which add outstanding wairants issued 
prior to Ist January, 1842, - - 805,474 03 


$35,308,634 38 


Making . . - 


Leaving a deficiency in the treasury on the 


: Slat December, 1942, of . . 8575.550 92 


The above estimates of expenditures for the 4th 
quarter of the present year include, as it will be 
perceived, the sum of $805,474 03, being the amount 
of outstanding warrants issued prior to the 1st Jan- 
tary, 1842. It is presumed, however, that a like 
sum will remain outstanding on the Ist January 
next; and that, instead of the apparent deficiency 
as stated above, there will be an actual balance in 
the treasury on the Ist January, 1843, of at least 
$224,000. It is expected, also, that a like amount 
of warrants may be outstanding on the 30th June, 
1843, and at the end of the succeeding fiscal year, 


It is proper to remark, that, at the time the esti- 
mates of the expenditures of the 4th quarter were 
prepared by the several departments, it was believed 
that the expenditures for the current quarter would 
amount to the sum already stated; but it is now as- 
certained that they will fall considerably short of 
that amount; yet, as they will become a charge on 
the treasury early in the next year, it has not been 
deemed necessary to alter the amount as first esti- 
mated. 


H.—Of the estimates of the public revenue and ex- 
penditures for the half calendar year ending 30th 
June, 1843. 

The receipts for the half year are estimated as follows: 

From customs © -~ : - : - $7,500,000 0 


From tanda ` - 1.500.000 00 
From treasury notes an} Joans 


e - 5539.113 45 
From miscellaneous sources - - 50,600 00 
: 14,588,113 45 

RS 


z y 


Dee. 1848: 


Treasury. 


“ing the 30th June, 1943, are estimated at- - 
Viz: . “2 ree - 
Civil, miscellaneous, and foreign intercourse" - 2,722,796 80 
Army, fortifications, pensions, fulfilment of Ia- 
dian ‘treaties, sappression of ‘Indian hostiji- 


$10,381,186 76 


3.033,829 50 


ties, &e. - - - " -< 2 
Naval service — - ee eee 4,019,060 46 
Interest on public debt and treasury notes - 60,560 00 
IiL.— Of the estimates of the public revenue and ex- 


pendatures for the fiscal year ending the 30th June, 

1844. . ` 

The receipts ‘for the fiscal year ending the 3Wth June, 1844, 
are estimated as follows: : 


From customs - - - . - $16,000,000 00 
From Jands e . - > +  -2,700.000 00 
From miscellaneous sources + > A 150,000 00 
18,850,000 00 
se ie tees 


The expenditures for the fiscal year ending the 
30th June, 1844, are estimated at . - 
iz: : 


20,945,498 76 


Civil, miscellaneous, and foreign intercourse -~ 3,804,434 44 
Army, fottifications, pensions, fulfilment of 

Indian treaties, suppreseing of Indian hostil- 

ities, dec. + ` w foe - 8,612,042 61 
Naval service - - + - + 7.318.021 71 
Interest on public debt and treasury-notes - 1,211 000 00 


By the foregoing statements, it will appear that 
a deficiency wil! exist in the treasury on the 
31st December, 1342, of - - - 575,556 92 

The receipts for the half calendar year ending 
on the 30th June, 1843, are estimated at’ - 

And the expenditures for the same period at» - 


14,683,113 45 
10,381,136 76 


Leaving abalanceof - . ` ` 4,306,926 69 
From which deduct the amount of deficiency 

as above, and the balance remaining in the 

treasury on the 30th June, 1843, will be 3,731,369 77 


The receipts into the treasury for the fiscal 
year ending on the 30th June, 1844, are esti- 
mated at : - - : - 18,850,090 00 


122,581,369 77 
20,945,498 76 


Making, with the balance, asabove -~ : 
From which deduct the estimated expendi- 
tures for the fiscal year - - - 


And the balance in the treasury on the 30th 


June, 1844, will amount to - $1,635,871 01 


Assuming (asis highly probable) that the balance 
ofthe loan authorized by the acts of 21st July, 1841, 
and the 15th April, 1842, amounting to $5,538,- 


113 45, will be negotiated prior to the 15th April, ° 


1843—the limit of the term within which it can be 
taken-—it has been included in thereceipts of the 
next half year. Should, however, this reasonable 
expectation be disappointed as to the whole amount 
of such balance, the deficiency thence arising may 
be supplied by the issue of treasury notes under the 
authority of the act of the 31st August last, to the 
amount of $3,500,000; which sum, together with 
that realized by the sale of stock, will, it is believed, 
place in the treasury an available amount adequate 
to mect all the anticipated demands up tothe 30th 
June, 1844; and ifthe whole of the balance of the 
loan be taken within the period limited by law, the 
several balances remaining in the treasury on the 
30th of June, 1843, and 30th June, 1844, will be 
as indicated in the foregoing exhibit. 

It will be perceived that, in the estimate of ex- 
penditures subsequent to the Ist of January next, 
the redemption of treasury notes is not taken into 
account. But few notes have been presented at the 
department for redemption since the passage of the 
act of the 3ist August last; and nearly the whole 
amount cancelled since that day was taken in pay- 
ment of public dues. Should the notes issued un- 
der the act above mentioned be placed on the same 
footing with the previous issues, so as to bear in- 
terest after maturity, payable half-yearly, until 
called in for redemption, it is believed but a small 
amount would fali into the expenditures -for the 
ensuing eighteen months. It is recommended, there- 
fore, that this be done: otherwise, the expenditures 
during the period last mentioned must necessarily 
be increased to the amount ofprobably three to four 
millions of dollars, in redemption of issues under 
the act of 31st August last. But, for the purpose 
of guarding against unforeseen contingencies, it is 
further recommended that the existing authority 
to reissue treasury noiesshould be extended to the 
30th of June, 1844. 

The loan of $5,672,976 88, borrowed under the 
provisions of the act of the Qist July, 1841, will be 
redeemabie on the ist of January, 1845; and, on the 
assumption that a re-issue of treasury notes, as 
above suggested, shall be authorized by Congress, 
the whole amount now outstanding, together with 
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that-of the issues that may be hereafter made under 
the act of the 31st August last, will fall due prior 
to the 30th June, 1845. Although payment of those 
notes may not be at once demanded when due, and 
the time of repayment of the loanof 1841 is placed 
atthe pleasure of Government, yet the liability to 
pay those several amounts must exist, and the means 
to provide for the exigency can be afforded only by 
farther legislation. : 
The present tariff, in its main features, resembles 
so nearly the bill submitted to Congress by the de- 
partment on the 9th May last, thatthe views ex- 
pressed in the report which accompanied the bill 


‘may be considered as applicable, toa great extent, 


to the system of duties now established. The pe- 
riod within which the tariff has been in operation 
has been much too short to furnish any decisive ev- 
idence as to its permanent influence upon importa» 
tions. The foreign trade of the country has con- 
tinued to decline, and importations have been coms 
paratively smal) since the passage of the act. Flow 
far this siate of things may have been influenced by 
the existing system of duties, it is impossible to de- 
termine. The smallness of the importations may be 
well accounted for, by the embarrassed condition of 
the country, and itsextremely limited means of pur- 
chase. The amount of foreigh commodities in our 
markets is still found greatly to exceed the demand ; 
and the fall in the prices of merchandise since the 
Ist September is supposed to be, on an average, not 
Jess than ten percent. This fact will be found veri- 
fied in a Jetter from the collector at New York, an- 
nexed hereto, to which reference is’ respectfully 
made; and it is deemed conclusive to show that the 
decline in the importations since the 1st September 
cannot justly be referred to our system of duties ; 
and that the effect of the existing tariff remains to 
be determined by further and more satisfactory ex- 
perience. 

The importance of adequate provision for rev- 
enue cannot be too often or too strongly urged upon 
the attention of Congress. The resources of the 
country are abundant; internal taxation, either di- 
rect or indirect, has not of late years been found 
necessary; and it is stil! believed that a system of 
custom-house duties may be made sufficiently com- 
prehensive to yield an income commensurate with 
all the wants of the country. 


There are various articles of import, several of 
them of very large and universal consumption, at 
present untaxed, or subject to duties extremely low; 
and some of which (without, perhaps, in any con- 
siderable degree, lessening the amount of their con~ 
sumption) might bear impos's yielding an aggre- 
gate addition to the revenne accruing under the 
existing laws, of not less than $3,000,000. These 
offer themselves for selection; and it rests with the 
wisdom of Congress to make that selection, or adopt 
any other mode of securing the receipt of such an 
amount of revenue as shall be sufficient to meet the 
expenses of an economical administration of the 
Government, and afford the means of sustaining 
measures necessary for the defence of the country 
and the maintenance of the public credit. 


This last object is of infinite importance. The 
honor of the country, its just self-respect, the pride 
which every citizen must feel in the high charac- 
ter ofits Government,—all these require that the 
public faith, and the credit of that Government, 
should be placed above doubt or question. 


Deeming it highly probable that the policy of es- 
tablishing a warehouse system might engage the 
deliberations of Congress at the present session, the 
attention of collectors and other officers at various 
ports was called to this subject by a circular issued 
from the department on the 24th November last—a 
copy of which, together with the answers reteived, 
and a table cf exports of foreign merchandise, are 
annexed. It has been thought advisable, also, for 
the sake of convenient reference in a matter of such 
general interest, to attach to this report a copy of 
the statute of the 3d and 4th William IV, which em- 
bodies the warehouse system of Great Britain ina 
form matured by a leng experience. In connexion 
with this, will be found a copy of regulations estab- 
lished under authority of the statute above men- 
tioned, by the commissioners of the treasury, which 
will afford a satisfactory view of the practical opera- 
tion of the system as it now exists in that country. 

Tam, very respectfully, sir, your obedient ser- 


vant, 
W. FORWARD, 


Secretary of the Treasur 
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President of the Senate, 
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SPEECH OF MR. REYNOLDS, 
ae _ OF ILLINOIS. 

In the House of Representatives, Dec. 17, 1842—~ 
ee On economy and retrenchment. 

Mr, REYNOLDS of Illinois, having the floor, 
said: aa 
`o» Mr, Cuainman: I see no reason to induce me 
to become so warm and excited on this subject, as I 
see evinced in other gentlemen who have taken 
part inthe discussion. I feel as cold on the occa- 
sion as an ice-house; and will have no other feel- 
ings inthe case, except what truth and justice may 
inspire me with. 
` The question before the committee. is, to strike 
out of the bill under consideration $50,000 for the 
survey of. the coast of the United States, This 
appropriation is for six months only; and, should 
it not be stricken out, the same sum must be ap- 
propriated for the other six months of the year; 
making, in all, $100,000 for the whole year; and so 
on until the work is completed. 

Mr. Chairman, I consider this sum not of itself 
so vastly important to the public, as the principle 
which will be established by the Representatives 
of the people in the decision of this: question. 
‘We will see whether the promises of economy and 
retrenchment, made so frequently to the public, 
will be binding on the Representatives or not. 


_Acommittee was raised at the last session of 


Congress, consisting of five members, to inquire 
into. this same subject—the survey of the coast, 
This commitiee have not made a formal repor'; 
but a majority of them have come to the conclu- 
sion that Mr. Elassler, the superintendent of the 
survey, is incapable to carry on the work. This 
statement has given to the discnssion a deeper 
tincture of Mr. Hassler than should, in my opinion, 
figure in the debate; yet his peculiar and particu- 
lar friends have forced him to occupy such an im- 
portant and prominent position in relation to this 
work, that, in order to arrest the appropriation, we 
are compelled to give him a passing notice. 

The ardent and zealons gentleman (Mr. J. R 
INGERSOLL of Philadelphia] who last addressed the 
committee, seems to suppose that Mr. Hassler has 
no friends on this floor. If the gentleman had 

aid the same attention to his own efforts for Mr. 
Tassler that I did, he would have witnessed in 
himself a most powerful and influential friend to 
the old gentleman, 

In fact, Mr. Chairman, I believe Mr. Hassler has 
ho enemies in this House. What inducement 
could exist in any one’s breast to make him hostile 
to My. Hassler? I myself feel no hostility towards 
him; and, I presume,others entertain as friendly feel- 
ings to himas Ido. A majority of the select com- 
mittee, in the discharge of their official duties, act- 
ing under the solemnities of an oath, have con- 
cluded that he is incapacitated 10 prosecute the sur- 
vey of the coast. This is not a declaration of war 
against Mr. Hassler, to gratify private feelings of 
enmity towards him, but it isa solemn act of off- 
cial duty,performed by part of the select committee, 
as the Representatives of the people; and, as such, 
must and will have a most powerful influence in 
the case of Mr. Hassler. 

The peculiar friends of Mr. Flassler have in 
such an efficient manner identified and dovetoiled 
him with this national work, that some might sup- 

ose the survey could not go on without him. His 
riends seem tothink that he and the work are 
both national,and, like the Siamese twins, onedying, 
the other cannot live. The praise and eulogies 
heaped on him with such unsparing profusion, will 
do him an injury. Anything that is not natu- 
ral cannot be forced to return a permanent ex- 
istence.. And,. moreover, it is an indirect re- 
proach and censure on the science of the nation. 
That no other person in this Republic, consisting of 
seventeen millions of people, can be found equal to 
Mr. Hassler to survey the coast, is a proposition so 
preposterous and absurd, that it will provoke the 
derision of the people, rather than their belief. It 
would seem that this vast confederacy must wither 
‘and decay, if Mr. Hassler were removed from of- 
hee. 

Has he any more right to the office than any 
other citizen? The office does not belong to the 
incumbent, butto the people; and all citizens ar 
equally eligible. This is the perfection cf our re- 
publican: institutions. No one has a fee-simple 
right in‘ office; and although, as it is stated, Mr. 


Hassler has been fifty-six years in office, yet this, 


gives to himno more right to office than another 


Economy and Retrenchment—Mr. Reynolds. . 
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individual; and, to permit him to retire, will attach 
tohim neither disgrace por criminality. 

Mr. Chairman, I cannot see that it is absolutely 
necessary to the prosecution of this work, that 
Mr. Hassler should be continued the superintend- 
ent of it...The survey can goon, in my opinion, 
Detter without him than with him. The work was 
commenced jn Rhode Island nine or ten years 
ago, and is completed not far beyond the Dela- 
ware bay. Ai this rate, it will be fifty or sixty 
years before the whole coast of the United States 
is surveyed, and will cost the Government mil- 
Hons and millions of dollars. Is this economy, 
either in time or money? If this work be of such 
great utility tothe nation, why delay it for fifty or 
sixty years? 

The first Jaw authorizing the survey of the 
-oast'of the United States, was passed the 10th of 
July, 1807; andthe work was almost entirely sus- 
pended until 1832, when another act of Congress 
was passed on thesubject. I have heard of no calam- 
ity or disasters visited on commerce during this, 
long period of twenty-five years’ suspension, more 
than we experience at present. And, in fact, if 
the work were suspended, while we are compelled 
to carry on the Government by borrowing money, 
it would be justified by three-fourths of the people. 

It is said this work is a magnificent effort of sci- 
ence and talent, and has exciied the admiration of 
Europe; and that it is an honor to the United States 
and Mr. Hassler. I am proud of this, if we do 
not pay too much for the whistle. These great 
and scientific works ought, nevertheless, to be kept 
within the bounds of moderation and economy. 

I am not that barbarian who, as a matler of 
course, opposes science and the works of art. Tam 
proud that we have men of science and works of 
art in our country. They add greatly to the honor 
and happiness of the people, and should be sus- 
tained, if we can do it on jusi and equitable prin- 
ciples. And, moreover, I am not opposed to this 
work because it is an Atlantic measure. We can- 
not, in the interior of this vast continent, expecta 
seacoast, or the shipping of the ocean to Visit us. 
We are benefited by foreign commerce, and must 
bear our portion of the expenses of it, All Icon- 
tend for, Mr, Chairman, is, that these works of 
national improvement shall be conducted with 
economy, and with equality in respect of all the 
sections and various interests of the Union. 

An act of Congress, passed 14th April, 1814, 
confined the appointment of all officers concerned 
in this coast survey to the navy. This act was 
repealed. I would repeal the repraling act, and 
confine the appointments to the officers of the army 
or navy of the United States. 

Itisa well-known and deplorable fact, that the 
United States sustain, at an enormous expense, the 
Military Academy at West Point, for the express 
purpose of educating officers for the army. Each 
cadet, when he completes his education, and is | 
ready to enter the army, costs the Government 
six thousand dollars for his education; and, ac- 
cording to the repart of the Secretary of War of 
the 28th January, 1831, there are eighteen cadets 
each year, whose education has been completed, 
more than there are offices vacant in the army. 
These supernumerary cadets are attached to the 
army, and receive pay as officers. 

These are facts which the public records will es- 
tablish, to the satisfaction of every one who will 
examine them. The records will also show that 
thousands and thousands of the public money have 
been expended to sustain the academy at West 
Point, so that scientific and talented officers might 
be placed in the command of our armies, The 
friends of the academy praise and eulogize the in- 
stitution for the profound learning and the variety !} 
of useful science which are taught in it, They | 
claim forthe academy tbe great honor of teaching 
the science of mathematics to the greatest pertec- 
tion. This is the science, and its accessories, that 
are most essentially necessary in the survey of the 
coast. 

I would, therefore, ask, Mr. Chairman, would 
it not be just and right. to require some of these lite- 
rary and scientific officers to make the survey ot 
the coast, and thereby save the amount of money 
which is now expended on it under the present sys- 
tem? The friends cf the academy dare not say 
thatthe officers educated in that institution are in- 
competent to make the surveyof the coast. These 
officers are iutrusted with the destinies of our 


armies. The glory, the honor,and the character | 


of the army fare in their hands. And can it be said | 
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that such officers are incapable to survey the coast? 
_if they are incapable for the performance of 
this work, then let no time be lost in extermina- 
ting the institution, and in having the least and last 
recollection of it eradicated from our minds., The 
President, in his late message, proclaims, not only 
to this nation, but to all nations, “that we are ex-- 
empt from domestic convulsion, and at peace with 
all the world;” so that the officers of the army will 
have sufficient time and leisure to make the survey~~ 
and particularly those cadets who have been edu- 
cated at the public expense, and have no vacant 
offices to fill in the army. 

We see that the engineer corps of the army are 
intrusted with the survey and estimates of ‘the 
greatest public improvements in the nation, They 
superintend the work, and why not also superin- 
tend the coast survey? The Government possess 
a sufficient supply of instruments and all the ne- 
cessary apparatus to execute the survey; so that 
the work could be carried on with very small ad- 
ditional expense. Per ae 

But, Mr. Chairman, some individuals may con- 
sider it inappropriate for the officers of the army to 
make the survey, and that the work would fall 
more properly into the hands of the officers of the 
navy. he Congress of the United States in 1814 
provided that the officers of the navy should pros- 
ecute the work; and-why not revive thesame law? 
Will any one deny the competency of the officers 
of the navy to make the survey? Where are the 
naval officers on earth more respected or more 
meritorious, not only for their courage and gèl- 
lantry in battle, but for their science and literature, 
than those of the United States? Many of these 
officers have become aged and experienced in the 
science of their profession, and are, therefore, more 
competent, in my opinion, for the accomplishment 
of this great national work than any other class of 
men. An experienced and scientific officer of the 
navy, Whose profession has caused him, during a 
great portion of his life,to observe, with care and 
caution, not only the coast and shoals of the United 
States, but aiso many other coasts, is more capa- 
ble, in my judgment, than “any other person, to 
superintend this work. This naval officer must, 
of necessity, be a man of science and literature, 
and particularly and profoundly versed in the mas 
thematics and all its various branches. He must, 
also, have an intimate acquaintance with all the 
instruments and apparatus necessary to execute a 
survey, and must be more competent than any 
landsman can be, to sound the coast, ascertain the 
shoals, and mark them on the chart. The wise 
and the foolish, the learned and the unlearned 
would, in my opinion, at once agree that this work 
should be conducted by the officers of the navy. 

There is a superabundance, and, infact, a re- 
dundaney of these officers. in the pay of the Uni- 
ted States, and doing nothing, and “at peace with 
all the world:” why not have the services ofsome 
of them in the execution of this work ? 

Mr. Chairman, I am justified in the conclusion 
that the naval officers are fully competent to super- 
intend this work, by the fact that an officer of the, 
navy made and executed in a practical, and also in 
a scientific manner, the survey of Lake Ontario; 
and the commerce on the lake has suffered no in- 
jury by the work not being properly and scientifi- 
caily performed, The charis made by the officer 
have regulated the navigation of the lake in such 
manner, that we hear of no complaints: for the 
want of a proper and correct survey of the coast. 
Therefore, | have no hesitation in saying, that 
either the officers of the engineer corps of the army, 


- or the officers of the navy, are fully competent to 


execute the survey of the coast, and make all the 
charts that arenecessary for the purposesof com- 
merce. ; 

This policy being adopted,a vast sum of money 
will be saved tothe public. I received an official 
note from Mr. Smith, the register of thetreasury, 
in which itis stated, that from the year 1808 to 
the present time, the sum of $786,730 28 has 
been paid for the survey of the coast. 

Mr. Chairman, withina very short time, important. 
and essential changes have taken place in the coun- 
try. Extravagance and speculation have passed 
away, and the sober realities of industry and econ- 
omy have iaken possession of the people. The ex- 
cess of a spurious paper circulation has ceased to 
exist, and a more permanent and solid currency 
has taken its place. The banks, and their fraudu- 
Jent promises, were the greatest calamity ever inflict- 
ed on the country. They excited the people tọ 
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ulation, extravagance, and ruii; and: have 
selves, (many of them,) in turn, broke, and be- 
sloathsome nuisances in the community. Noth- 
earth is more filthy and disgusting than the 


would ‘from’.a deadly pestilence; they have left the 
Banks, and are now depending on God and them- 
Selves. for support. They have turned their minds 
and their bodies to industry and economy; and the 
country commences to enjoy that prosperity and 
happiness that will always attend virtuous industry 
and economy. The habits and pursuits of the peo- 
ple have changed; and why not change, also, the 
legislation of Congress, to correspond with this pru- 
denice and economy? The Government should be 
the shadow and image of the people; and, I pre- 
same, it will not be considered any disparagement 
of members to say that we are the public servants 
of the people, and ought to do their will, Can 
any one, no mater how careless he may be of 
public opinion, mistake the sentiments of the peo- 
ple, on this subject, and believe that they will 
sanetion any wild or prodigal appropriation of the 
abli¢ money? It is known to all, that the circa- 
ation of money, and particularly in the Western 
‘country, is extremely limited; and, of course, the 
price of property uncommonly low. All these 
considerations will compel the Representatives of 
the people toTeflect on the subject, and force the 
expenditures. of the public money to the very low- 
est point on which the Government can be justly 
and. properly administered. 

Mr. Chairman, I am clearly satisfied that the 
whole machinery of the Government can be car- 
ried on yearly for the sum of eighteen millions of 
dollars. Then, in truth, we would have a wise 
and econoinical administration of the Government. 
The last years of the Democratic Admiuistrations 
of the Government were verging to this sum, al- 
though millions were expended on the Florida war, 
which isnow closed. Particularly the army and na- 
vy should be reduced; and all expenditures curtailed 
‘in such manner that the appropriationsshould not, 
wader any circumstances, exceed eighteen mil- 
lions. of dollais. 

he scanty circalation of money in the country, 
in comparison to the superabundance in 1836, and 
the important changes in the sentiments and habits 
of the people—from prodigality and extravagance 
to industry and cconomy—imperiously demand of 
their Representatives a corresponding change in 
the administration of the Government, i 

Ii requires an effort to reduce the expenditures 
of the Government; but such effort and such re- 
duction are confidently anticipated by the people, 

It is in the House of Represeniatives where peo- 
ple should expect relief from these exuravagant 
appropriations of money. The people have more 
intimate connexion with the [louse than any other 
department of Government. . T'he Representatives 
are elected every two years, and therefore have a 
common feeling and identity with their constitu- 
ents. It is not so with the Senate. ‘he Senators 
are elected for six years, and then not by the peo- 
ple. Therefore, neither in theory nor in practice 
with the Senate, as far as I have observed them to 
act, need the people look to them, as a body, for 
relief from extravagance. In faci, the Conslitu- 
tion; in the first instance, commits all these money 
matters to the Elouse of Representatives; and it is 
on them that the responsibility mainly rests in 
making these extravagant appropriations of money. 

Mr. Chairman, I need only mention the fact, 
that every member, as far as I understand the sub- 
jecl, is pledged to his constituents fo observe econ- 
omy Inthe expenses of the Government. This sub- 
ject has been the great bone of contention between 
the contending political parties for years past; and 
I take it to be true, that both parties, and the indi- 
vidual members of each party, are solemnly pledged, 
before God and man, to observe econoray in ail 
things, and to prosecute, with zeal and efliciency, 
every reform and retrenchment in Government 
that is proper to be made. Every member of this 
committee can probe his own heart, and sce if I 
am not reviving ia his mind the recollections of the 
pledges he made to his constituents, 

Although the sum proposed to be stricken out is 
but small, yet the decision will be important, fo lest 
the disposition of this House on economy and re- 
trenchment, om ‘ 
| Mr, Chairman; there is another consideration 
which has a powerful inflaence cn me in opposing 
this appropriation, Į believe-that the good of 
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freudvilent remains of a broken bank. “The peo- 
ple‘turnfrom them with the same disgust as they 


the public requires a different-location to be given 
to it. The officers of the Government may be 
required to complete the survey of the coast; and 
the money heretofore appropriated for that work 
be applied to ihe improvement of the Western 
rivers—or the national road, if you please. Icon- 
sider it an act of the greatest evonomy to appro- 
‘priate money for the essential and necessary na- 
fiohal improvements of the country. Suppose, for 
thé sake of example, that a few thousand dollars 
applied to the removing of the snags in the Mis- 
sissippi would save millions to the people: would 
not this be economy? Money may be expended 
so as to advance the most essential principles of 
economy. : 

I would only mention some of the improvements 
that ought not to be neglected any longer. The 
completion of the national road to Alton, in the 
State of Illinois, would be an improvement of 
much more benefit to the public than the survey 
of the coast. This great national work has been 
commenced by the Government, and the high ex- 
pectations raised among the people should be re- 
alized by completing the road to Alton. 

One other important and essential improvement, 
is{the purchase, by the Government, of the private 
stock in the Louisvillefand Portland canal, in Ken- 
tucky, and making it free. There isno improve- 
ment on all the length of one thousand miles of 
the Ohio river, so essential and necessary as the 
free navigation of this canal. Although it is 
only three miles in length, yet it isa great na- 
tional work. I need not intorm the members of 
this committee of the extent of navigation which 
the falls of Ohioobstruct. The great and increas- 


‘ng population in the West, that is interested in 


the removal of this obstruction, is greater than 
is generally known. All the valley of the Missis- 
sippi, amounting to six millions of people, or up- 
wards, are more or less directly interested in this 
improvement. The importance of this work, and 
the interest the people feel in it, ought to attract the 
attention of Congress to it, and cause them to'pur- 
chase the stock, and make the canal free to the pub- 
lic, 

But, Mr. Chairman, the most important national 
work in all the West is the improvement of the 
Mississippi river, My congressional distriet bor- 
ders on the Mississippi; and that part of the river 
which has acquired for itself, by the destruction of 
such a number of boats, the name of the “boat 
grave-yard,” is located in my district. So, I con- 
sider it my imperious duty to urge this subject re- 
spectfully on the consideration of Congress. And 
l have no hesitation in saying, that, if Congress 
will give the subject their deliberate consideration, 
a large appropriation willbe made to remove the 
snags from this river. : 

T have no doubt there is more wealth floated 
onthe Mississippi than any other river in the Uni- 
ted States; and the commerce is increasing on it 
every year, This will be readily conceded, when 
we take into consideration the fertility and extent 
of the country which this river and its tributaries 
water. The variety of climate, and the extreme 
productiveness of the soil, together with the energy 
and industry with which this region of country Is 
cultivated, furnish more surplus for exportation 
than any other section of the Union. There were 
navigating the Mississippi and its tributaries, in 
1840, 437 steamboats; and more than two hundred 
millions worth of property was shipped yearly on 
the Western waters. nis 

I pretend not to enter into the detai! of the great 
amount of property that is exposed every year, 
and every day, to the uncertainty ofthe navigation 
o: these Western waters. It is more than any one 
who does: not see it, conld searcely believe; and 
the losses and destruction of steamboats are also 
almost incredible. Although I reside not far fiom 
the scene of destruction, and hear much on the sub- 
ject, yet I was astonished to see on the Mississippi, 
for twenty or thirty miles up from the month of the 

bio, such numerous hulls and wrecks of the finest 
steamboats thal navigated the Western waters. 1 
saw and heard of such destraetion of property, and 
saw, myself, the remains of so many of the most 
splendid and costly steamboats, that I consider it 
my solemn duty to state these facts to the commit- 
tee, And Iam confident, ifthe members of the coin- 
uutlee had seen this ruin and loss of property, as I 
did, that they would no: hesitate one moment to 
make a libera! appropriation to iinprove the river. 
_ Mr. Chairman, I will exhibit a statement of 
facts, which Ihave no doubt are correct, Eyen 


this short epitome of cases will give some faint 
idea of the realities: 


GWESTERN NAVIGATION.--The following facta for the consid- 
eration of Congress are furnished in a report, made by a com- 
mittee ata public meeting in St, Louis, in the nature of a mé- 
morial to Congress: The number of steamboats sunk in. the 
Mississippi and Missouri rivers, in the year 1839, was forty; in 


- 1840, forty-one; in 1841,1wenty-nine; and in. the present. year, 


twenty eight. The aggregate value of these boats and their 
cargoes was $3,540,000; and, in addition, the repairs of damages 
by snags, where the boats have not been sunk, have averaged 
$40,000 per year. Between the llth of September and 13th of 
October, (lessthan five weeks,) cigit fine boats, with their car- 
goes, were sunk between St. Lonis and the mouth of the Ohio. 
The acgregate of the Joss by the sinking of these eight boats 
was $234,000.” 

“STR AMBOAT DISASTERS. -~The steamboat Saratoga wassunk 
in the Mississippi last week. Passengers and baggage saved; 
hoat and cargo lost. The Patrick Henry was snagged near 
Memphis~-no lives lost. The Boston was also snagged near 
the same place, and much of her cargo lost--about $10,000 
worth. The Famestove. The Scioto Belle snagged and much 
injured, The steamboat Rialto was snagged about thirty miles 
from Little Rock, and sunk; boat lost, and cargo much dam- 
aged.” 


Lwould ask any.man, had these losses of boats and 
property, to the amount of $3,540,000 within four 
years, occurred on the Hudson river, between 
New York and Albany, if the forty Representa- 
tives of the Empire State would not have had ap- 
propriation after appropriation to improve the 
Hudson? The jusiice and propriety of the im- 
provementare the same, whether in the Hudson or 
the Mississippi; and, if any difference, itis more 
justto improve the Mississippi, because there is 
more commerce on itthan on the Hudson. The 
people in the city of New York, who were injured 
by a fire m 1836, were relieved by Congress; and 
why not relieve the people of the Mississippi val- 
ley from these losses, as well as in other sections 
of the Union? 

I wouldcompare the necessity and utility of the 
improvement of the Mississippi to the Hassler sur- 
vey of the coast. No one says there would be any 
loss of property or life incurred by the delay for 
a while to survey the coast; and it will not, under 
the Hassler administration, be completed in Jess than, 
fifty or sixty years; so that several generations will 
pass away before the country will experience the 
full benefit of the work. The Mississippi, of all 
the rivers in the Union, is the easiest improved, 
A small sam will remove almost all the snags 
which have caused the losses, and improve: 
upper and lower rapids on that river. 


Mr. Chairman, my conclusion is, that, on the strict- 
est principles of economy, the appropriation for the 
survey of the coast should be applied for the im- 
provements in the West, and the officers of the 
Government should prosecute the survey of the 
coast without expense to the nation. 


Nore.--The appropriation was stricken out, 


SPEECH OF MR. PAYNE, 
OF ALABAMA, : 
In the House of Representatives, December 20, 1842— 
On the bill to repeal the bankrupt law. 

The bill to repeal the bankrupt Jaw being under 
consideration—- 

Mr. PAYNE, of Alabama, rose and said: 

Mr. Speaxer: When the. bill establishing. a 
uniform system of bankruptcy was under considera~ 
tion, I had strong objections to the passage of the 
measure. As I was prevented from stating those 
objections to the House and to the country then, I 
avail myself of the opportunity afforded to do so 
now, 

One. objection, which operated upon my mind, 
Was the retroactive feature of that law. Had it been 
prospective in its operation, and conformable in 
other respects to the Constitution, it would have 
received my support; nor would I now Oppose a 
permanent system of bankruptcy freed from the 
odious objections to which the present one is Hable. 
That a bankrupt law, freed from those objections. 
could not have passed then, we all know: conse. 
quently, we were forced to vote upon the law as 
it now is, with all its imperfections. I believed 
then, and I believe now, that Congress has not 
the power to pass any law which is retrospective 
in us operation, Nor will it be pretended that it 
belongs to the legitimate powers of this Government 
to pass a Jaw impairing the obligation of contracts; 
yet, this famous bankrupt law was retrospective in 
Hs operations, and did impair the obligation of 
contracts, by releasing the debtur from the payment 
of his debts. without the consent of his creditor. 
Another objection: which I had to the law, was 
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founded in the clause authorizing voluntary bank- 


rupicy.. That feature. makes it (to that extent) an 


insolvent, and not a bankrupt law; and this. Gov- 
ernment has no power to pass insolvent laws. 


Sir, a third and controlling objection to that bill. 


was, that it destroyed the obligation existing. þe- 
tween a principal and his security ; which obli- 
gation ought, in my cpinion, to be perpetual. When 
one individual becomes security for another, it is 


without the expectation of reward, and for the sole ` 


purpose of accommodating a friend; when the. se- 
curity is forced to pay: the debt, because of the 
failure of the principal to do so, the most sacred 
debt is contracted: from the principal to his security; 
and a man cannot’be honest who would himself 
desire to be released from his obligation to pay il; 
and no Government should pass a law, the provis- 
ions of which an honest man could not desire to 
be applied. to himself. There would have been no 
difficulty in so framing the bil) as to authorize the 
debtor to procare a release from his creditors, and 
atthe same time allowing the obligation between 

- the principal and security to be perpetual; and this 
should have been done. 

These are some of the objections to the bill ori- 
ginally, and constitute good reasons why the law 
should now be repealed; but they were disregarded, 
and the measure was forced- upon the country, un- 
der the operation of your gag rales and caucus 
drill, without allowing an ito be dotted, or a ¿ to be 
crossed, | ` 

The bill under consideration proposes to repeal 
the bankrupt law, So far, approve it. But it is 
coupled with.a provision which 1 find extremely 
embarrassing. ‘Chat proviso is intended to save all 
who filed a petition in bankraptcy before the 5th 
day of December, 1842; and it will probably have 
that effect. If I vote for the bill with the proviso, 
Laid, by my vote, those persons who have taken 
the initiatory steps to complete the process, and 
thereby commit myself in favor of the constitu- 
tionality of the whole measure, If I vote against 
the bill, I shall oppose the repeal of an unconstitu- 
tional law.’ Thus, let me vote as I may, I am 
placed in a false position. To obviate this difi- 
culty, I notified the House, a few days ago, that E 
should move an amendment, striking out the pro- 
viso. But were I to do this, and the amendment 
should prevail, we should discriminate unjustly be- 
tween individuals, for while those who have fled 
with hot and joyous haste to embrace the provisions 
of the law would procure a discharge from their 
debts, those who have moved with less activity, 
and look at this mode of relief as a humiliating al- 
ternative, to be justified only from the necessity of 
the case, would be denied the benefits of the law. 
This would be rank injustice, which nothing short 
of imperious necessity could force upon me. Lam 
sensible, however, that were I to make the motion 
indicated, when in order to do so, it would not pre- 
vail. 

Sirgl mustgbe permitted to ask, why this haste to 
repeal the law, and in the quarter from which it 
emanates? When | reflect upon the previous dis- 
cussions of the measure, the relief promised, the 
restoration of confidence predicted, and the great 
benefits which it was to confer on all, debtor and 
creditor; Lam surprised that, in one short year, its 
repeal should be determined upon. I had supposed 
that permanency, at least, was intended; that it was 
to be prospective as weil as retrospective ; the fixed 
policy of the nation, made necessary by the com- 
mercial relations existing between the States, to op- 
erate upon aid for the benefit of all. In this I was 
mistaken. What do Lnow sec? he very men 
who were foremost in fastening this odious measure 
upon the country, are the firstto move its repeal. 
Upon what grounds do they predicate the necessity 
of this repeal? The gentleman from Vermont 
[Mr. Evererr] tells us that the law has done the 
work for which it was intended, and that there ts no 
further necessity for its continuance. ‘That is, it has 
released every man from paying his just debis, who 
thought proper to avail himself of its provisions; 
and this is all we desired to do. ; 

Mr. Speaker, 1 look upon this avowal as well 
calculated to deteriorate the morals of our own 
people; (and this is evil enough, Heaven knows;) 
but its effect upon our credit and character abroad, 
will’ be dreadful. The eyes of the commercial 


world are tipon us, and our standing in foreign ` 


countries can be little less than infamous, 
when it is seen that an American Congress legis- 
lates at one session to release her citizens from their 
just debts; and atthe next, repeals the law, avowing 
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that the work is done, and that its existence_is no 
Jonger necessary. Sir, if I could be permitted to 
offer one word of advice to those who passed. this 
law, and who are now. seekingfits repeal, 1 would 
invoke them, for the honor of the country, to place 
that repeal upon higher grounds than those already 
indicated. - Say thal it was a reckless violation of 
the Constitution, and thatit was condemned by the 
moral sense of a virtuous constituency. Tell. the 
truth, the whole truth, and save the country from 
the stigma which your misguided zeal, hasty and 
inconsiderate legis'ation, has brought upon it. 


I wash my hands of this whole measure. It is 
of Whig origin; but one Democrat voted for it, [Mr. 
Dawson of Louisiana,]—a faithful, honest, and able 
Representative he is; and by this vote expressed 
the will of his constituents, and gratified the be- 
nevolence of his own generous nature; but he stood 
alone. The measure was conceived by Whigs, 
brought forth by Whigs, matured by Whigs; and 
now this fine, fat, plump offspring of Whig parent- 
age is brough forth with parricidal cruelty, to be 
slain by the hand of its own parents. They have 
a right to do as they please with their own goods, 
actuated by theirown reasons. I shall not complain; 
but I trust Ishall be excused. for refusing to kneel 
at theip altars, or to wor ship theirgods. Moreover, I 
should like to see them do their work decently, and 
with as little injury to the reputation of the coun- 
try as possible. I say this in perfect respect; for I 
do not wish to speak disrespectfully of the party at 
this time. 

Sir, there is one fact to which I desire to call 
the attention of the country, and I desire it to be 
long remembered, as connected with the political 
annals of the times; because, it not only verifies a 
prediction so often made by the Republican, but 
is now admitted by the Whig party, viz: The 
gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Evererr] tells us 


ihat this bankrupt law—this famous measure of 


Whig relief, which was in future time to be 
hailed as a national jubilee—has resulted in the 
prostration of all credit, and the destruction of ail 
confidence between man and man. 

Mr. Evsrerr here interposed to explain: {He 
had not said that it was this law which had de- 
stroyed public credit—that had been done by other 
causes; bnt that, if the law should be continued, 
its effect would be to impair, and ultimately de- 
stroy, all confidence in the community.] 

Mr. Payne. Very well: Į accept the explana- 
tion. It is admitted thatthe Whig measure for the 
relief of the country, and for the restoration of 
confidence, is now tending, and, if not repealed, 
will destroy all confidence inthe community. This 
is a valuable confession, because it not only ad- 
mits that the Whigs have been sadly deceived as 
to the effect of their leading measure upon the 
prosperity of the country, but demonstrates the wis- 
dom of the Republicans, who have long since 
seen and predicted these very results. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Barnarp] 
has favored the House with a melancholy history 
of the fate of the Jegislation of the 27th Congress—- 
a history equally striking andtrue. That the Whig 
party throughout the Union are as much astonish- 
ed at these results as the gentleman himself is, E do 
not entertain a doubt; but I can inform him that 
the Republicans have anticipated all of this from 
the beginning. It is the moral influence of public 
sentiment operating upon the Representative; and 
J tell the gentleman that this same moral influence 
has not only decreed the repeal of this law, but of 
every oiher passed by the 27th Congress-—not except- 
ing the tariff, the most unjust and iniquitous of all. 
That, also, in two short years, must yield to the 
same powerful and just influence. 

Sir, there is one development exhibited by this 
discussion, which, to an inexperienced political 
tactician, looks a little marvellous—viz: the abuse 
of Mr. Tyler. No matter what happens, the Presi- 
dent is abused; and for all of this abuse, he is in- 
debted to those who elected him, but have since 
changed” sides and become his opponents. If he 
interposes his veto, he is denounced for obstructing 
the popular will. If he withholds his veto, and 
laws are passed which the moral sense of the people 
condemn, heisstill denounced. This seems to me 
absolutely unjust. Blame him, if you will, ior his 
own acts; but for the acts of yourselves-~forced 
upon you by the moral sense of your constiluents—— 
he is not justly censurable. Sir, it is not my inten- 
tion to defend the President. : I am under no omi- 
gations tohim. I never asked a personal favor of 
him, and I never shall. Upon two. or three occa- 


sions, I have recommended persons for appointment , 
to office. He has invariably failed to respect my 


‘recommendations; and, upon one ‘occasion, nomi- 
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nated a citizen of Ohio to fill an office, the duties. of 


which were obliged to be performed in the States of 


Alabama and Mississippi. Possibly he may have 
thought there was no citizen of any party in Ala- 
bama qualified to discharge the duties of that office. . 
Be that as it may, time will develop; and the peo- 
ple wilt judge of his motive. : 

No obligation was created, by this course, upon 
me, to defend him; still, justice ought to be done. . 
Sir, the instructions moved by the gentleman from. 
Pennsylvania [Mr. C. J. Incersout] require the ' 
committee to report a bankrupt bill including banks. 
To this proposition I am decidedly opposed, for 
many reasons, I shall offer but one, viz: it would 
unite the money and political power of this nation, 
and increase, to an alarming extent, Executive 
power and patronage. It will be admitted, I pre- 
sume, that the Executive could, with the power and 
resources of this Government, force any bank to 
suspend, in less than twenty days, which had issued 
one doilar more in paper than it could redeem ‘in 
specie. And, upon the other hand, by the resources 
of this Government, he can prevent the suspension 
of any bank for which he may feel political par- 
tiality. Now, subject the suspended banks to the 
operation of the bankrupt law, and you arm the 
President with full power over the existence of 
these institutions; and, by the powerful motives of 
hope and fear, every bank in the nation would be 
brought to his feet. “The magnitude of this power 
would be limited only by the pecuniary transactions 
of this nation. : = 

When I took my seat in Congress, I resolved. 
never to give a vote which would increase the 
power of the Executive. I cannot, therefore, sup-. 
port this proposition to instruct the committee, with~ 
out violating this rule established for my own gov- 
ernment, much as f deprecate the existence of banks 
which donot redeem their bills in specie. 


BRITISH TREATY. 
{SECRET SESSION. ] 


REMARKS OF MR. CALHOUN, 
OF SOUTH CAROLINA, + 
In Senate, August, 1842.—On the treaty. of Wash- 
ington. : : 

Mr. CALHOUN said that his object in rising © 
was not to advocate or oppose the treaty, but.sim- 
ply to slate the reasons that would govern him in 
voting for its ratification, The question, according | 
to his conception, was not whether it was all we 
could desire, or whether it was liable to this or that 
objection; but whether it was such a one that, under : 
all the circumstances of the case, it would be most 
advisable to adopt or reject. ‘Thus regarded, it was 
his intention to state fairly the reasonsin favor of and 
against jis ratification; and to assign to each its 
proper weight, beginning with the portion relating 
to the Northeastern boundary, the settlement of 
which was the immediate and prominent object of 
the negotiation. : 

He was one of those who had not the slightest 
doubt that the boundary for which the State of 
Maine contended was the true one, as established by 
the treaty of peace in 1783; and had acco: dingly 
so recorded his vote, after a deliberate investigation 
of the subject. But, although such was his opin- 
ion, he did not doubt at the time that the boundary 
could only be settled by a compromise linė. We 
had admitted it to be doubtful al an early pe- 
riod during the Administration of Washington ; 
and more recently and explicitly, by stipulating. to 
submit it to the arbitration of a friendly power, by 
the treaty of Ghent. The doubt, thus admitted on 
our partto exist, had been greatly strengthened by 
the award of the King of Holland, who had been 
mataally selected as the arbiter under the treaty. 
So strong, indeed, was his (Mr. C.’s) impression 
that the dispute could only he settled by a compro- 
mise or conventional line, that he said to a friend 
in the then Cabinet, (when an appropriation was 
made a few years since for a special mission to be 
sentto England on the subject of the boundary, and 
his name, among others, was mentioned for the 
place,) that the question could only be settled by 
compromise; and for that. purpose, some distin- 
guished citizen of the section ought to be selected’; 
and neither he, nor any other Southern man, ought 
to be thought of. With these previous impressions, 
he was prepared; when the negotiation opened, to 
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Senate. 


RATAR siderable 
portion or the:territot ER ñe lin 
“awarded by the King of Holland, he. was incredu- 
lous,’ atid “expressed ‘himself strongly against’ it. 
His-first impression was, perhaps, the more strongly 
‘against it, from the fact that he had fixed on the 
river St. John, from the mouth of Kel river, taking 


the St. Francis branch (the one selected by the- 


Ki 


of Holland).as the natural and proper com- 


mof the disputed. territory 
and west and south of the 


t. John; above its 


rilain. On. a little “reflection, however, he re- 


‘solved ‘not to form his.opinion of the merits or de- 


“of the treaty on rumor or imperfect informa- 
iy Dut to wait until ‘the whole subject was 
brought ‘before the Senate officially, and then to 
male it up on full knowledge of all the facts and 
circumstances after deliberate and mature reflec- 
tion; and that he had done with the utmost care 
and impartiality. What he now proposed was, to 
giye the: result, with the reasons on which it rests, 
and’ “which: would govern. his:vote on the ratifi- 


cation. 


He still believed that the boundary which he had 
fixed.in -his own mind, was thenatural and proper 
ong;. but, as that could not be obtained, the ques- 
tion for them to decide was, Are the objections to the 
boundary as actually agreed on, and the stipula- 
tions: connected with it, such as ought to cause 
its rejection? In deciding it, it must be borne in 
mind’that, as far as this. portion of the boundary is 
concerned, it is:a question belonging much more to 
the State of Maine than tothe Union. It is, in 
truth, but the boundary of that State; and it makes 
a part of the boundary of the United States, only 
by being the exterior boundary of one of the States 
of our Federal Union. It is her sovereignty and 
soil that: are in dispute, except the portion of the 
Jatter. that still remains in Massachusetts; and it 
belongs in the first place to her, and to Massachusetts, 
asfar as her right of soil ‘is involved, to say what 
their.rights and'interests are, and what is required 
tobe done... The rest of the Union is bound to de- 
fend them in their just claim; and to. assent to what 
they may be willing to assent to in settling the 
claim in contest, if there should be nothing in it 
inconsistent with the interest, honor, or safety of 
the rest of thé Union. It is so that the controversy 
hasever been regarded. It is well known that 
President Jackson would readily have agreed to 
the ‘award of the King of Holland, had not Maine 
objected; and that to overcome her objection, he was 
prepared to. recommend to Congress to give her, in 
order to.get her consent, one million of acres of the 
public domain,.. worth, at the minimum price, a 
million and a quarter of dollars. The case is now 
reversed, Maine and Massachusetts have both as- 
sented. to the stipulations. of the treaty, as far as the 
question of the boundary affects their peculiar in- 
terest, through commissioners vested with fall pow- 
ergo represent them; aud the question for us to 
decide is, Shall we reject that to which they have 
assented? Shall the Government, after refusing 
to “Agree to the award of the King of Holland, be- 
catse Maine objected, now reverse its course, and 
refuse loagree to that to which she and Massachu- 
setts: have both assented? There may, indeed, be 
reasons strong enough to authorize such a course; 


but ‘they must be such as will go to prove that we 
cannol give our assent consistently with the inter- 
ests, the honor, or the safety of the Union. That 
has‘ not been done; and, he would add, if there be 
any such, he has not been able to detect them. 


Tt bas, indeed, been said that the assent of Maine 
was, coerced. She. certainly desired to obtain a 
more. favorable boundary; but when the alterna- 
tive.was presented of another reference to arbi- 
tration, she waived her. objection, as far as she was 
individually concerned, rather than incur the risk 
delay; uncertainty and vexation of another sub. 
mission. of her claims to arbitration; and left it 
to the Senate, the constituted authority appointed 
for the. purpose, to decide on the general merits of 
the treaty as it relates to the whole Union, In. so 
doigg,. she has, in his opinion, acted wisely and 
patriotically—wisely for herself, and patriotically in 
reference. tothe rest of the: Union. She has ‘not 
gol, indeed, all she desired; and has even lost ter. 
ritory, if the treaty be compared.to.the awardot 
tbe: King of Holland; but, as an offset, that which 


f theterritory lying. to the wést’of the line 


promise boundary, including in our limits all the. 
tti ying north of Eel. 


-JUriction’; and all the. other within that of Great. 


| river and its tributaries. But that isnot all. She 
also gains what is vastly more valuable--the 
Tight to ship them on the-same terms as colonial 
productions to Great Britain and her colonia! pos- 
sessions, These great and important. advantages 
will probably double the value of that extensive 
region, and make it one of the most populous and 
flourishing portions of the State. Estimated by a 
mere moneyed standard, these advantages are 
worth, he would suppose, all the rest of the ter- 
ritory claimed by Maine without them. If to this 
be'added the sum of about $200,000 to be paid her 
for the expense of defending the territory, and 
$300,000 to her and Massachusetts in equa] moieties, 
in consequence of their assent to the boundary, 
and the equivalents received, it must be apparent 
that Maine has not made a bad exchange inac- 
cepting the treaty, as compared with the award, as 
far as her separate interest is. concerned. But be 
that as it may, she is the rightful judge of her own 
interests; and her assent isa. sufficient ground for 
our assent, provided that to which she has assented 
does not involve too great a sacrifice on the part of 
the rest of the Union, nor their honor or safety. So far 
from that, as farasthe rest of the Union is concern- 
ed, the sacrifice is small, and the gain great. They 
are under solemn constitutional obligations to de- 
tend Maine, as one of the members -of the Union, 
ugainst invasion; and to protect her territory, cost 
what it may, and at every hazard. The power, 
claiming what she contended to be hers, is one of the 
greatest, if not the greatest, on earth. The dispute 
is of long standing, and of a character difficult to 
be adjusted; and, however clear the right of Maine 
may be regarded in the abstract, it has been made 
doubtful, in consequence of admissions, for which 
the Government of the Union is responsible. To ter- 
minate such a controversy, with the assent of the 
party immediately interested, by paying the small 
sum of half a million—of which a large part (say 
$200,000) is unquestionably due tol Maine, and 
would have to be paid to her without the treaty— 
is, indeed, a small sacrifice; a fortunate deliver- 
ance. President Jackson was willing toallow her, 
as has been stated, more than twice as much for her 
assent to the award; and, in doing so, he showed 
his wisdom, whatever might have been thought of 
it at the time, Those, at least, who opposed the 
treaty, will not charge him. with being willing to 
sacrifice the interest and honor of the Union, in ma- 
king the offer; and’yetthe charge which they make 
against this portion of the treaty, does, by im- 
plication, subject what he was ready to dotoa sim- 
ilar one, 


But itis said that the territory which England 
would acquire beyond the boundary of the awarded 
line would greatly strengthen her frontier, and 
weaken ours; and would thereby endanger the 
safety of the country in that quarter. He did not 
profess to be deeply versed in military science; bul, 
according to his conception, there was no founda- 
tion for the objection. It was, if he did not mistake, 
the very last point on our whole frontier, from 
the mouth of the St. Croix to the outlet of Lake 
Superior, on which an expedition would be organ- 
ized on either side to attack the possessions of the 
other. Ina military point of view, our loss js as 
nothing in that quarter; while in another, and a - 
much more important quarter, our gain by the 
treaty is great, in the same point of view. Here- 
ferred to that provision by which we acquire 
Rouse’s Point, at the northern extremily of Lake 
Champlain. {tis among the most important mili- 
lary positions on the whole line of our eastern and 
northern frontier, whether it be regarded in refer- 
ence to offensive or defensive operations. He well 
remembered the deep sensation caused among mili- 
lary men in consequence of its loss; and he would 
leave the. question of loss or gain, in a military 
point of view, (taking the two together, ) to their de- 
cision, without the least doubt what it would be, 


_partmentof the Archives aré sixty t ousand maps 


Butif it should. be thought by any one that these 
considerations, as conclusive as they seemed to be, 
were not sufficient to justify the ratification of this 
portion of the treaty, there were others, which ap- 
peared to him to be perfectly conclusive. e 
referred to the condition in which we would be 
left, if the treaty should be rejected. He would 
ask—if, after having agreed at Ghent to refer the 


subject to arbitration, and, after having refused: to 


agree to the award made under that reference, by an 
arbitrator of our own selection, we should now re- 
jeet thistreaty, negotiated by our own Secretary of 
State, under our own eyes, and which had pre- 
viously received the assent of the States immedi- 
ately interested—whether there would be the slight- 
est prospect that another equally favorable would 
ever be obtained? On the contrary,'would we not 
stand in a far worse condition than ever, in refer- 
ence to our claim? Would itnot, indeed, be almost 
certain that we should lose the whole of the basin 
ofthe St. John, and Great Britain gain all for 
which she ever contended, strengthened as she 
would be:by the disclosures made during this dis- 
cussion?* He was far from asserting that the facts 


*The following extract from the speech of Mr. Rivas, the 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations, will show 
what the disclosures were: 


It appéars to the committee, therefore, in looking back to 
the public and solemn acts of the Government, and ofits suc: 
cessive administrations, that the time has passed, ifitever ex- 
isted, when we could be justified in making the precise line of. 
boundary claimed by us the subject ofa sine qua non of negotia- 
tion, or of the 2lfimo ratio—of an assertion by force.: Dida 
second arbitration, then, afford the prospect cfa more satisfac- 
tory resul? This expedient seemed to be equally rejected by 
all parties—by the United States, by Great Britain, and by the 
Stateof Maine. If such an alternative should be contemplated 
by any one as preferable to the arrangement which had been 
made, itis fit to bear in mind the riskund uncertainty, as well 
as the inevitable delay and expense, incident to that mode of 
decision, We have alre ady seen, in the instance of the arbitra- 
tion by the King of the Netherlands, how much weight a tribu- 
nal ofthat sort is inclined to give to the argament of conve- 
nience, and a supposed intention on the partof the negotiators 
of the treaty of 1783, against the literal and positive terms em- 
ployed by the instrument in its description of limits, Is there 
no danger, in the event of another arbitration, that a farther re- 
search into the public archives of Europe might bring to light 
some embarrassing (even though apocryphai) document, to 
throw a new shade of plausible doubt on the clearness of our: 
title, in the view of a sovereign arbiter? Such a document has 
already been communicated to the committee; and I feel it 
(said Mr. R.) to be my daty to lay it before the Senate, that 
they may fully appreciate its hearings, and determine for them- 
selves the weight and importance which belongto it, It is 
due to the learned and distinguished gentleman, (Mr. Jared 
Sparks of Boston,) by whom the document referred to was 
discovered in the archives of France, while pursuing her la- 
boriqus and intelligent researches connected with the history 
of our own country, that the account of it should be given in 
his own words, as contained in a communication addressed by 
him to the Department of State. I proceed, therefore, to read 
from that communication: : 

“While pursuing my researches among the voluminous pa- 
persrelating tothe American Revolution in the Archives des 
Affaires Etrangeres in Paris, | found in one of the bound 
volumes an original letter from Dr. Franklin to Count de Ver. 
gennes, of which the following is an extract transcript: 


“Passy, December 6, 1782. 
“Str, I have the honor of returning herewith. the map your 
Excellency sert me yesterday. T have marked with a strong red 
line, according to your desire, the limitsofthe United States, 


, as settled in the preliminaries between the British and American 


plenipotentiaries. g A 
“With great respect, I am; &c., : 
“B. FRANKLIN,” 


. |. “This letter was written six daysafier the preliminaries were 
signed; andif we could procure the identical map mentioned 
: by Franklin, it would seem to afford conclusive evidence as to 


the meaning affixed by the commissioners to the language of 
the treaty on the subject of the boundaries. You may well sup. 
pose that I lost no time in making inquiry for the map, not 
doubting that it would. confirm all my previous opinions re. 
specting the validity of our claim. In the geographical de- 
and charts; 
but so well arranged with catalogues and indexes, that any one 
of them may be easily. found. After a little research in the 
American division, with the aid of the keeper, I came upon a 
map of North America, by D’Anville, dated 1746, in size 
about eighteen inches square, on which was drawna siron 
red line throughout the entire boundary of the United States, 
answering precisely to Franklin’s description. The, line ig 
bold and distinet in every part, made with red ink, and apparent- 
ly drawn with a hair pencil, or a pen with a blunt point. There 
is no other coloring on any part of the map. 4 
“Lmagine my surprise on discovering that this line runs whol- 
ly south of the St. John, and between the head waters of that 
river and those of the Penobscot and Kennebec. In short, itis 
exactly the line now contended for by Great Britain, except 
that itconeedes more than is claimed. The north line, after des 
parting from the source of the St. Croix, instead of proceding 
to Mars Hill, stops far short of that point, and turns offto the 
west. so as tO leave on the British side all the streams which 
fiw into the St. John, between the source of the’ St: Croix 
and Mars Hill, Jt is evident that the line, from the St. Croix ta: . 
the Canadian highlands, is intended to. exclude all the waters . 
running into the St. John. i 
. “There is no positive proof that this map is actually the one _ 
marked by Franklin; yet, upon any ather supposition, it would 
be difficult. to. expfain the circumstances of its agreeing so pere 


‘fectly with his description, and ofits being preserved in. the 
Place where it would naturally be deposited by Count de Ver 
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- Senate. 


diséloséd established the claim of Great Britain, or 
that the map exhibited is the one to which Frank- 
lin referred, in his note to the Count de Vergennes, 
the French Minister; but it cannot be doubted that 


the conformity of the line delineated on the map, 


with the one described in his note, ‘would have the 
effect of strengthening not a little the claims of 
Great Britain, in her own estimation and that of 
the world. But the facts stated, and the map ex- 
hibited by the chairman of the Committee on For- 


eign Relations, [Mr. Rives] are not the only or the. 


strongest disclosure made during the discussion; 
The French map introduced by the Senator from 
Missouri, [Mr..Benron,] from Mr. Jefferson’s col- 
lection in the Congress library, in order to rebut 
the inference from the former, turned out-to be still 
more so... That was made in the village of Passy, 
in the year after the treaty of peace was negotiated, 
where Franklin (who was one of the negotiators) 
resided, and was dedicated to him; and that has the 
boundary line drawn in exact conformity to the 
other, and in the manner described in the note cf 
Dr, Franklin—a line somewhat more adverse to us 
than that claimed by Great Britain. But, as stri- 
king as is this coincidence, he was far from regard- 
ing it as sufficient to establish the claim -of Great 
Britain. It wonld, however, be in vain to deny 
that it was a corroborating circumstance, calcula- 
ted to add no small weight to her claim. 

It would be still further increased by the fact 
that France was our ally at the time, and, as such, 
must. have. been consulted, and kept constantly 
advised of all that occurred during the progress of 
the negotiation, including its final result, It would 
be idle to suppose that these disclosures would not 
weigh heavily against us in any future negotiation. 
They would, so much so—taken in connexion with 
the adverse award of the King of Holland, and 
this treaty, should it be rejected-—-as to render hope- 
Jess any future attempt to sete the question by ne- 
gotiation or arbitration. No alternative vonl be 


gennes, Talso foundanoiher mapin the Archives, on which 

the same boundary was traced in a dotted reg line witha pen, 

apparently copied from the other. 

“I enclose herewith a map of Maine, on which I have drawn 
a strong black line, corresponding with the red one above men- 
tioned.” 

Y am far from intimating (said Mr. Rives) that the docu- 

< ments discovered by Mr. Sparks, curious and well worthy of 
consideration as they muloubtedly are, are of weight auflicient 
to shake the tile of the United States. founded on the positive 
language of the treaty of peace, But they could not fail, in the 
event of another reference, to give increased confidence and 
emphasis ta the pretensions of Great Britain, and to exert a cor- 
responding influence upon the mindof the arbiter. His worth 
while, in this connexion, to turn to what Lord Ashburton has 
said, inone of his communications to Me Webster, when ex- 
plaining liis views of ihe position of the highlands described ta 
tlie treaty: 

“My inspection of the maps, and my examination of the doc- 
uments,” says his Lordship, “lead me toa very strong convic- 
tien that the highlands contemplated by the negotiators of the 
treaty were the only hichlands then known to them-—at hg 
head of the Penobscot; Kennebec, und the rivers west of the 
St, Crois; and that they did not precisely know how the north 
line from the Se. Croix would strike them; and if it were not 
my wish to shortcs this discussion, I believe a very good argu- 
ment might be drawn from the words of the treaty m proof of 
this, In the negotiations with Mr. Livingston, and afterwards 
with Mr. McLane, this view seemed to prevail; and, as you are 
aware, there were proposals to search for these highlands to the 
west, where alone, I believe, they will be found to answer per- 
fectly the desrription ofthe treaty, Sf this question should un- 
forlunately goto a further reference, Lshould by no means 
despair of finding some confirmation of this view of the 
case. 

Weis for the Senate Lo cousider (added Mr. Rives) whether 
there would not be much risk of introducing new complications 
and embarrassments in th sntroversy, by leaving it open fer 
another litigated referen and if the British Government— 
slrongly preposséessed, as minister tell us itis, with the jus- 
dice of its claims—would not find what it would naturally con- 
sider a persuasive “confirmation of its view of the case” in 
documents such as thosé encountered by Mr. Sparks in his 
historical-researchesin the archives of France. 

A map has been vauntingly paraded here, from Mr. Jefferson’s 
collection, inthe zeal of cppusition, (without taking time to see 
what it was,) ta confront and invalidate the map found by Mr. 
Sparksin the Forcign Office at Paris; but. the moment it isex- 
amined, itis found to sustain, by the most precise and remark. 
able correspondence in cvery feature, the map communicated 
by Mt. Sparks. The Senator who produced it, could see noth. 
ing: but'the microscopic dotted line running off in a northeast. 
erly direction; but the moment other eyes were applied to 
it, there was lound, ja hold reliefa strong red Hine, indica. 
ting the limits of the United States according to the treaty 
of peace, and coinciding, minutely and exactly, with the bound- 
ary traced on the map of Mr. Sparks. That this red line, and 
notthe hardly visible dotted line, was intended to represent the 
limits of the United States according to the treaty of peace, is 
conclusively shown by the circumstance that the red line is 
drawnon the map aj! around the exterior boundary of the Gni- 
ted Btates;—through the middle of the Northern Lakes, thence 
through the Long Lake and the Rainy Lake to the Lake ofthe 
Woods; and from the western extremity of the Lake of the 
Woods. to the river Mississippi: and along that river, to the 
point where the boundary of the United States, according tothe 
treaty of peace, leaves if; and thence, by its easterly couree, to 
the mouth of the St.iMary’s,on the Atlantic. ` 


l 


` jasted, 


‘left us, but to yield to the full extent of the British 
claim, or to put Maine in possession by force—and 


thai, too, with the opinion and sympathy: of the 


world against us and our. cause. In his opinion, 
we would be bound to attempt it, in justice to Maine, 
should we refuse to agree to what she has assenti- 
ed. So.much for the boundary- question, as. far as 
Maine is concerned. K i 

Having now shown (satisfactorily, he hoped) that 
Maine has acted wisely for herself in assentir g to 
the treaty, itremained to be considered whether we, 
the representatives of the Union on such questions, 
would not also do so in ratifying it—so far, at least, 
as the boundary question is involved. He would 
add nothing to what had already been said of the 
portion in which Maine was immediately interest- 
ed. His remarks would be confined to the remain- 
ing portion of the boundary, extending from the 
northwestern corner of that State to the Rocky 
mountains. 


Throughout this long-exlended line; every ques- 
tion has been settled to our satisfaction. Our right 
has been acknowledged to a territory of about one 
hundred thousand acres of land, in New Hamp- 
shire, which would have been lost by the award of 
the King of Holland. A long gore of about the 
same amount, lying in Vermont and New York, 
and which was lost under the treaty of Ghent, 
would be regained by this. It includes Rouse’s 
Point. Sugar Island, lying in the water connexion 
between Lakes Huron and Superior, and hereto- 
fore in dispwe, is acknowledged to be ours; it is 
large, and valuable for soil and position. So, also, 
is Isle Royale, near the northern shore of Lake Su- 
perior, acknowledged to be ours—-a. large island, 
and valuable for its fisheries. And, also, a large 
tract of country to the north and west of that Jake, 
between Fond du Fac and the river St. Louis on 
one side, and Pigeon river on the other-—containing 
four millions of acres. [tis said to be sterile; but 
cannot well be more so than that acquired by Great 
Britain, lying west of the boundary awarded by the 
King of Holland. In addition, all the islands in 
the river St. Lawrence and the lakes, which were 
divided in running out the division line under pre- 
vious treaties, are acquired by us under this; and 
all the channels and passages are opened to the 
common uses of our citizens and the subjects of 
Great Britain. 

Such are the provisions of the treaty in refer- 
ence to this long line of boundary. Our gain—re- 
garded in the most contracted point of view, as 
mere equivalents for the sum assumed to be paid 
by us to Maine and Massachusetts for their assent 
to the treaty—is vastly greater than what we have 
contracted to pay. Taking the whole boundary 
question together, and summing up the loss and 
gain of the whole, including what affects Maine 
and Massachusetts; and be could not doubt that, 
regarded merely as set-offs, our gain greatly ex- 
ceeded our loss—vastly so, compared to what it 
would have been under the award of the King of 
Holland, including the equivalent which our Gov- 
ernment was willing to allow Maine for her assent. 
But it would be, indeed, to take a very contracted 
view to regard it in that light. It would be to 
overlook the vast importance of permanently es- 
tablishing, between two such powers, a line of 
boundary of several thousand miles, abounding in 
disputed points of much difficulty and long standing. 
The treaty, he trusted, would do much to lay the 
foundation of a'solid peace between the countries 
—a thingso much to be desired. 7 

Tt is certainly much to be regretted, after settling 
so large a portion of the boundary, that the part 
beyond the Rocky mountains should remain unad- 
Its settlement would have contributed 
much to strengthen the foundation of a durable 
peace. But would it be wise to reject the treaty, be- 
cause all has not been done that could be desired? 
He placed a high value on our territory on the 
west of those mountains, and held our title to it to 
be clear; but he would regard it as an act of con 
summate folly, to stake our claim on a trial of 
strength at this time. The territory is now held 
by joint occupancy, under the treaty of Ghent; 
which either party may terminate by giving tothe 
other six months’ notice. If we were to attempt to 
assert our exclusive right of occupancy at present, 
the certain loss of the territory must be the result; 
for the plain reason, that Great Britain could con- 
centrate there a much larger force, naval and mili- 
tary, in a much shorter time, and at far tess expense, 
than we could. That will- not be denied; but it 
will not always be the case. Our population is 


H 


‘us. 


steadily—-he might say rapidly--advancing’ across 
the continent, to the borders of the Pacific ocean. 
Judging from past experience, the tide of popu- 
lation will sweep across the Rocky mountains, 
with resistless force, at no distant period; when 
what we claim will quietly fall into our ‘hands, 
without eXpense or bloodshed. Time is acting for 
Wait patiently, and all we claim will be 
ours; but if we attempt to seize it by force, it will 
be sure to elude our grasp. ‘ 

Havingnow stated his reasons for voting to ratify 
the articles in the treaty relating to the boundary, 
he would next proceed to assign those that. would: 
govern his vote on the two relating to the African 
slave-trade. And here he would premise, that there 
are several circumstances, which caused no small 
repugnance on his part to any stipulations whatever 
with Great Britain on the subject of those articles; 
and he would add, that he would have. been grati- 
fied if they, and all other stipulations on the subject, 
could have been entirely omitted; but he must, at 
the same time, say he did not see how it was possi- 
ble to avoid entering into some arrangement on the 
subject... Tounderstand the difficulty, it will be 
necessary to advert to the course heretofore taken 
by our Government in reference to the subject, and 
the circumstances under which the negotiations 
that resulted in this treaty commenced. 

Congress at an early day—as soon, in fact, as jit 
could legislate on the subject under the Constitu- 
tion—passed laws enacting severe penalties against 
the African slave-trade. That was followed by the 
treaty of Ghent, which declared it to be irreconcila- 
ble with the principles of humanity and justice, and 
stipulated that both of the parties—the United 
States and Great Britain—should use their best 
endeavors to effect its. abolition. Shortly after, 
an act of Congress was passed declaring it. to 
be piracy; and a resolution was adopted. by 
Congress, requesting the President to enter into 
arrangements with other powers for its suppression. 
Great Britain actuated by thesame feelings, succeed- 
edin making treaties with the European. maritime 
powers for its suppression; and, not long before the 
commencement of this negotiation, had entered into 
joint stipulations with the five great powers to back 
her on the question ofsearch. She had thus acquired 
ageneral supervision of the trade along.the Afri- ` 
can coast; so that vessels carrying the flag of every 
other country, except ours, were subject on -that. 
coast to the inspection of her cruisers, and’ tobe: 
captured, if suspected of being engaged ‘in the 
slave-trade. In consequence, ours became almost 
the only. flag used by: those engaged in the trade, 
whether our own people or foreigners; although our 
laws inhibited the traffic under the severest: penal- 
lies. In this state of things, Great Britain put for-` 
ward the claim of the right of search as. indispen- 
sable to suppress a trade prohibited by the laws of 
the civilized world, and to the execution of 
the laws and treaties of the nations associated 
with her by mutual engagements for its suppres- 
sion. At this stage, a correspondence took. place 
between our late minister at the Court of St. James 
and Lord Palmerston on the subject, in which the, 
latter openly and boldly claimed the right of search, 
and which was promptly and decidedly repelled 6n 
our side. We had long since taken our stand 
against it, and had resisted its abuse, as_a-belliger- 
ent right, at the mouth of the cannon. Neither 
honor: nor policy on our. part could’ tolerate its 
exercise in time of peace, in any form—whether in ~ 
that of search, as claimed by Lord Palmerston; or 
the less offensive and unreasonable one of visitation, 
as proposed by his successor, Lord Aberdeen. And - 
yet we were placed in such circumstances as to re- 
quire that something should be done. It was insuch | 
a state of things that the negotiation commenced-— ' 
and commenced, in part, in reference to this sub- 
ject, which was tending rapidly to bring the two . 
countries into collision. On our side, we were 
deeply commilted against the traffic, both by legis- 
lation andtreaty. The influence and the efforts of 
the civilized world were directed against it--and 
that, too, under our lead atthe commencement; and 
with such success as to compel vessels engaged in 
it to take shelter, almost exclusively, under the 
fraudulent use of our flag. To permit such a state 
of things to continue, could not but deeply impeach 
our honor, and turn the sympathy of the world 
againstus. On the other side, Great Britain had 
acquired, by treaties, the right of supervision, in- 
cluding that of search and capturing, over the trade 
on the coast of Africa, with the view to its sup- ` 
pression, from all the maritime powers except ours 
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selves... Thus situated, he must say that he saw. 
~: úo alternative for-us but the one adopted—to ‘take 
the sdpervision of our own trade on that. coast into 
oul own ‘hands, and to prevent, by our own cruisers, 
the fraudulent use of our flag. ‘The only question, 
in the actual state of things, as: it appeared to him, 
Was, whether ‘it should be ‘done by a formal. or in- 
formal arrangement?’ He would have ‘preferred 
the latter; but the difference between them was not, 
inhis opinion, such as would justify, on that ac- 
count, the rejection of the treaty. They would, in 
substance, ‘be the same, and have differed but little, 
probably, in. the expense of execution. Either was . 
betler than the other alternatives—to.do nothing; to 
leave things in the dangerous state they stood; or to 
Yield. to the right of search or visitation. i 
„< Ht is objected that the arrangement entered into 
às virtually an ‘acknowledgment of the right of 
search. He-did not so regard it. On the contrary, 
he considered it, under all the circumstances, as a 
surrender of that claim on the part of Great 
Britain; a conclusion, which a review of the 
whole transaction, in his opinion, would justify. 
Lord , Palmerston, in the first place, claimed 
the unqualified right of search, in which it is 
understood he was backed by the five great pow- 
ers. “Lord Aberdeen, ‘with more wisdom and 
moderation, explained it to mean the right of 
visitation simply; and, finally, the negotiation is 
closed without reference to either, simply with 
a stipulation between the parties to keep up for 
five years a squadron of not less than eighty 
guns on the coast of Africa, to enforce separate} 
and respectively the laws and obligations of each 
of the countries for the suppression of the slave- 
: trade, It is carefully worded, to make it mutual, 
but at the same time separate and independent; 
each looking to the execution of its own laws and 
obligations, and carefully excluding the super- 
vision of either over the over, and thereby directly 
rebutting the object of search or visitation, 


‘Lhe otherarticle, in reference to the same subject, 
stipulates that the parties will unite in all becoming 
representation and remonstrance, with any powers, 
within whose dominions markets are permitted 
for ‘imported African slaves. If he were to 
permit his feelings to govern. him exclusively‘ 
ne. would object to this more strongly than 
any other provision in the treaty;~-not that he was 
upposed to the object or the policy of closing the 
market to imported negroes; on the contrary, he 
thought it both right and expedient in every view, 
Brazil and the Spanish colonies were the only 

“markets, he believed, still remaining open, and 
to which this provision would apply. They were 
already abundantly supplied with slaves, and he 
had no doubt thai sound policy on their part re- 
quired that their markets should be finally and ef- 
ectually closed. He would go farther, and say, 
that it was our interest they should be. It would 
free us from the necessity of keeping cruisers on 
the’ African coast, to prevent the illegal and fraudu- 
lent Use of our flag, or for any other purpose but 
t0 protect our commerce in that quarter—a thing of 
itself much to be desired. We would have a still 
stronger interest, if we were governed by selfish 
considerations, Weare rivals in the production of 
several articles, and more especially the greatest 
of all the agricultural staples—cotton. Next to 
our own country, Brazil possesses the greatest ad- . 
vantages for its production, and is already a large 
srower of the article; towards the production of 
which, the continuance of the market for im- 
ported slaves from Africa would contribute much. 
Bathe would not permit such considerations to in- 
fluence him in voting on the treaty. He had no 
objection tosee Brazil develop her resources to the 
full; but he did believe that higher considerations, 
connected with her safety, and that of the Spanish 
colonies, made ittheir interest that their market 
should be closed against the traffic. 

But it may be asked, why, with these impres- 
sions, should he have any objection to this provi. 
sion of the treaty? It was, because, he was averse 
to interfering with other powers, when it could be 
avoided. It extends even to cases like the present, 
where there was a common interest in reference to 
the subject of advice or remonstrance; but it would 
be carrying his aversion to fastidiousness, were he 
to permit it to overrale his vote in the adjustmént 
of questions of such magnilude as are involved 
on the present occasion. 

But the treaty is opposed, not only for what it 
contains, but also for what it does not; and, among 
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vision in reference to the case of the Creole, and 
other similar ones. “He admitted that it is an ob- 
jection; and that it was very desirable that the treaty 
should have guarded, by specific and efficient pro- 
visions, against the recurrence of such outrages on 
the rights of our citizens, and indignity to our hon- 
7 y one has a right to 
speak warmly on this subject, he was the individual; 
but he could not forget that the question for us to 
decide is, Shall we ratify or reject the treaty? It is 
not whether all has been done which it was desira- 
blè should be done, but whether we shall confirm 
or reject what has actually been done; not whether 
we have gained all we could desire, but whether 
we shall retain what we have gained. To decide 


. that as it ought to be, it is our duty to weigh, calmly 


other objections of the kind, because it has no-pro- | 


and fairly, the reasons for and against the ratifica- 
tion, and to decide in favor of the side which pre- 
ponderates. 


It does not follow that nothing has been done in 
relation to the cases under consideration, because 
the treaty contains no provisions in reference to 
them. The factis otherwise. Much, very much, 
has been done;—in his opinion, little short, in its ef- 
fect, of a positive stipulation by the treaty to guard 
against the recurrence of such cases hereafter. To 
understand how much has been done, and what has 
been gained by us, it isnecessary to havea correct 
conception of the state of the case in reference to 
them, before the negotiation commenced, and since 
it terminated. : 


These cases are not of recent origin. The first 
of the kind was that of the brig Comet, which was 
stranded on the false keys of the Bahamas, as far 
back as 1830, with slaves on board. She was taken 
into Nassau, New Providence, by the wreckers, and 
the slaves liberated by the colonial authorities, 
The next was the Encomium, which occurred in 
1834, and which, in all the material circumstances, 
was every way similarto that ofthe Comet. The 
case of the Enterprise followed. It took place in 
1835, and differed in no material circumstance 
from the others, as was acknowledged by the Brit- 
ish Government, except that it oceurred after the 
act of Parliament abolishing slavery in the colo- 
nies had gone into operation, and the others prior 
to that period, 

After a long correspondence of nearly ten years, 
the British Government agreed to pay for the slaves 
on board of the two first, on the ground that they 
were liberated before the act abolishing slavery 
had gone into operation; but refused to pay for 
those belonging to the Enterprise, because they 
were liberated after it had. ‘To justify this dis- 
tinction, Lord Palmerston had ‘to assume the 
ground, virtually, that the jaw ot nations was 
opposed to slavery—an assumption that placed 
the property of a third ofthe Union without the pale 
ofits protection. On that ground, he pereraptorily 
refused compensation for the slaves on board the 
Enterprise. Our Executive, under this refusal, ac- 
cepted the compensation for those on board the 
Comet and Uncomium, and closed the correspond- 
ence, without even bringing the subject before 
Congress. With such perfect: indifference was 
the whole affair treated, that, during the long 
period the negotiation was pending, the subject 
was never once mentioned, as far as he recol- 
lected, in any Executive message; while those 
of far less magnitude—the debtofa few millions 
due from France, and this very boundary ques- 
tion—were constantly brought before Congress, 
and had nearly involved the country in war with two 
ofthe leading powers of Europe. Those who are 
how so shocked that the boundary question should 
be settled, without a settlement also of this, stood 
by in silence, year after year, during this long pe- 
riod, not only without attempting to unite the set- 
tlement of this with that of the boundary, but with- 
out ever once naming or alluding to itas an item 
in the list of the dispute between the two powers. 
It was regarded as beneath notice. He rejoiced to 
witness the great change that has taken place in 
relation to it; and to find that those who were then 


silent and indifferent, now exhibit so much zeal and | 


vehemence about it. He took credit to himself for 
having contributed to bring this change about. It 
was he who revived our claim when it Jay dead 
and buried among the archives of the State Depart- 
ment—who called for the correspondence—who 
moved resolutions affirming the principles of the 
law of nations in reference to. these eases, and re- 
pelling the presumptuous and insulting assumption 
on which it was denied by the British negotiator, 
Sach was the force of truth, and so solid the foun- 
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dation on which he rested our claim, that his reso- 
lutions received the unanimous vote of this body; 
but he received no support--no, not a cheering 
word—from the quarter which now professes so 
much zeal on the subject. His utmost hope at the 
time was to keep alive our right, till some propi- 
tious moment should arrive to assert it successfully. 
In the mean time, the case of the Creole occurred, 
which, as shocking and outrageous as it is, was but 
the legitimate consequence of the principle main- 
tained by Lord Palmerston, and on which he closed 
the correspondence in the case of the Enterprise. 

Such was the state of the facts when the negotia- 
tion commenced in reference to these cases; and it 
remains now to be shown in what state it has left 
them. In the first-place, the broad principles of the 
law of nations, on which he placed our right in his 
resolutions, have been-clearly stated and conclusively 
vindicated in the very able letter of the Secretary 
of State, which has strengthened. our cause not a 
little, as well from its intrinsie merit as the quarter 
from which it comes. In the next place, we have 
an explicit recognition of the principles for which 
we contend, in the answer of Lord Ashburton, who, 
expressly says that, “on the great general princi- 
ples affecting this case,” (the Creole,) “they do not 
differ;”’ and that is followed by “an. engage- 
ment that instructions shall be given to the Gov- 
ernors of her Majesty’s colonies: on the’ south- 
ern borders of the United States, to execute their 
own laws with careful attention to the wishes of 
their Government to maintain good neighborhood; 
and that there shall be no officious interference 
with American vessels driven by accident or vio- 
lence into their ports. The laws and duties of hos- 
pitality shall be executed.” This pledge was ac- 
cepted by our Executive, accompanied by the express 
declaration of the President, through the Secretary 
of State, that he places his reliance on those prin- 
ciples of public law which had been stated in the 
note of the Secretary of State. To all this it may 
be added, that strong assurances are given, by the 
British negotiator, of his belief that a final arrange- 
ment may be made of the subject by positive stipu- 
lations in London. Such is the state in which the 
negotiation has left the subject. 

Here, again, he would repeat, that such stipula- 
tions in the treaty itself would have been prefera- 
ble. But who can deny, when he compares the 
state of the facts, as they stood before and since the 
close of this negotiation, that we have gained— 
largely gained—in reference to this important sub-. 
ject? Is there no difference, he would ask, between 
a stern and peremptory denial of our right, on 
the broad and insulting ground assumed by Lord 
Palmerston, and its. explicit recognition by Lord 
Ashburton?-none in the pledge that instructions 
should be given to guard against the recurrence 
of such cases; toa positive denial that we had suf- 
fered wrong or insult, and had any right to 
complain?--none between a final closing of all 
negotiation, and a strong assurance of a final 
adjustment of the subject by satisfactory ar- 
rangement by treaty? And-would it be’ wise or 
prudent on our part to reject what has been gained, 
because all has not been? As to himself, he must 
say, that, atthe time he moved his resolutions, he 
little hoped, in the short space of two years, to ob- 
tain what has already been gained; and that he re 
garded the prospect of a final and satisfactory ad- 
justment, at no distant day, of this subject, so vital 
in its principles to his constituents and the whole 
South, as far more probable than he then did this 
explicit recognition of the principles for which 
he contended. In the mean time, he felt assured 
the engagement given by the British negotiator 
would be fulfilled in good faith; and that the hazard 
of collision between the countries, and the dis- 
turbance of their peace and friendship, has passed 
away, as far as it depends on this dangerous sub- 
ject. But if in this he should unfortunately be 
mistaken, we should stand on much more solid 
ground in defence of our rights, in consequence 
of what has been gained; as there would then be 
superadded broken faith to the violation of. the 
laws of nations. 


_ Having now said what he intended on the more 
Important points, he would pass over, without 
dwelling. on the Provision of the treaty for de- 
livering up to justice persons charged with cer- 
tain crimes; the affair of the Caroline; and the 
correspondence in reference to impressment. The 


-first is substantially the same as. that contained in 


Jay's treaty on the same subject. On the next, he 
had nothing to add to what has already been 
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said, As to the last, he did not doubt that the 


strong ground taken in the correspondence against 
the ‘impressment of seamen on board of our mer- 
ehant vessels, in time of war, would have a good 
effect. It will contribute to convince Great. Brit- 
ain that. the practice cannot be renewed, in the 
event of another European war, without a certain 
and immediate conflict between the two countries. 
I (said Mr. Carnoun) have now stated my opinion 
fully and impartially on the treaty, with the connected 
subjects. On reviewing the whole, and weighing 
the reasons for and against its ratification, I cannot 
doubt that the former greatly preponderate. If we 
have not gained all-that could be desired, we have 
gained much that is desirable; and, if all has not 
been settled, much has been—and that, not of little 
importance. It is not of little importance to have 
the Northeastern boundary settled—and that, too, 
with the consent of the States immediately inter- 
ested: a subject which has been in dispute almost 
from the origin of the Government, and which 
had become more and more entangled, and adverse 
to our claim, on every attempt heretofore made to 
settle it. Noris it of little importance to have the 
whole line of boundary between us and the British 
dominions, from the source of the St. Croix to 
the Rocky mountains, settled--a line of more than 
three thousand miles, with many disputed points of 
long standing, the settlement of which had baffled 
all previous attempts. Nor is’ it of little import- 
ance to have adjusted the embarrassments relating 
to the African slave-trade, by adopting the least ob- 
jectionable of the alternatives. Nor to have the 
principles of the law of nations for which we con- 
tended, in reference to the Creole and other cases of 
the kind, recognised by Great Britain; nor to have 
a solemn pledge against their recurrence, with a 
reasonable: assurance of satisfactory stipulations by 
treaty. Nor is it of little importance to have, by 
the settlement of these inveterate and difficult ques- 
tions, the relation of the two countries settled 
down in amity and peace—permanent amity and 
peace, as it may be hoped—in the place of that 
doubtful, unsettled condition, betwéen peace and war, 
which has for so many years characterized it, and 
which is so hostile to the interest and prosperity of 
both countries. ' - 


Peace (said Mr. C.) is the first- of our wants, 
in the present condition of our country. We 
wanted peace, to reform our own ‘Government, 
and to relieve the country from its great embarrass- 
ments. Our Government is deeply disordered; its 
credit is impaired; its debt increasing; its expend- 
itures extravagant and wasteful; its disbursements 
without efficient accountability; and its taxes (for 
duties are but taxes) enormous, unequal, and op- 
pressive to the great producing classes of the 
country. Peace, settled and undisturbed, is indis- 
pensable to a thorough reform, and such a re- 
form to the duration of the Government. But, so 
long as the relation between the two countries con- 
tinues in a state of doubt between ‘peace and war, 
all attempts at such reform will prove abortive. 
The first step in any such, to be successful, must 
be to reduce the expenditures to the legitimate and 
economical wants of the Government. Without 
that, there can be nothing worthy of the name; but 
in an unsettled state of the relations ofthe two coun- 
tries, all attempts at reduction will be baffled by 
the cry of war, accompanied by insinuations 
against the patriotism of those who may be so 
hardy as to make them. Should the treaty be 
ratified, an end will be put to that, and no excuse 
or pretext be left to delay the great and indispensa- 
ble work of reform. This may not be desirab'e to 
those who see, or fancy they see, benefits in high 
duties and wasteful expenditures; but, by the great 
producing and tax-paying portions of the commu- 
nity, it will be regarded as one of the greatest of 
blessings. These are not the only reasons for want- 
ing peace. We want it, to enable the people and 
the States to extricate themselves from their em- 


barrassments. They are both borne down by heavy © 


debts, contracted in a period of fallacious prosperi- 
ty, from which there is no other honest and honora- 
ble extrication but the payment of what is due. To 
enable. both States and individuals to pay their 
debts, they must be left in full possession ofall their 
means, with as little exactions or restrictions on 
their industry. as possible on the part of this Gov- 
ernment. To this, a settled state of peace, and-an 
open and free commerce,-are indispensable. With 
these, and the increasing habits of economy and in- 
dustry now everywhere pervading the country, the 
period of embarrassment will soon pass away, to 
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| be succeeded by one of permanent and healthy 


prosperity. 3 ; 
Peace is, indeed, our policy. A kind Provi- 
dence has cast our lot on a portion of the globe 


sufficiently vast to satisfy the most grasping ambi-- 


tion, and abounding in resources beyond all others, 
which only require to be fully developed to make 
us the greatest and most prosperous people on earth, 
“To the full development of the vast resources of 
our country, we have political institutions agp! 
happily constituted. Indeed, it would be difficulfo 
imagine a system more so than our Federal Re- 
public—a system of State and General Govern- 
ments, so blended as to constitute one sublime whole; 
the latter having charge of the interests common to 
all, and the former those local and peculiar to each 
State. With a system so happily constituted, leta 
durable and firm peace be established, and this 
Government be confined rigidly tothe few great 
objects for which it was instituted; leaving the States 
to contend in generous rivalry, to develop, by the 
arts of peace, their respective resources, anda 
scene of prosperity and happiness would follow, 
heretofore unequalled on the globe. Itrust (said 
Mr.C.) that this treaty may prove the first step to- 
wards such a peace. Once established with Great 
Britain, it would not be difficult, with moderation 
and prudence, to establish permanent peace with 
the rest of the world, when our most sanguine hopes 
of prosperity may be realized. f 


BRITISH TREATY. 
SECRET SESSION. 


REMARKS OF MR. WILLIAMS, 
OF MAINE. 
In Senate, August 19, 1842.—On the treaty of Wash- 
ington. 

Mr. WILLIAMS addressed the Senate as fol- 
lows: 

Mr. Presipenr: Icean truly say that “this is not 
the entertainment to which my State was invited.” 
Soon after the arrival in this country of the special 
minister from England, the Governor of Maine was 
notified of that fact, and informed that this minis- 
ler was charged with full powers from his sovereign 
to negotiate and settle the different matters in dis- 
cussion between the two Governments; and had ot- 
ficially announced to this Government that, in re- 
gard to the boundary question, he had authority to 
treat for a conventional line, or line by agreement, 
on such terms and conditions, and with such mutual 
considerations and equivalents, as might be thought 
just and equitable: that he was ready to enter upon 
a negotiation for such conventional line, as soon as 
this Government should say it was authorized and 
ready, on its part, to commence such negotiation, 
Anda strong appeal was made by this Government 
to the Governor of Maine to convene the Legisla- 
ture, in order that authority might be communica- 
ted to this Government to settle the controversy, by 
agreeing upon a new line of boundary. It was 
known that Maine had heretofore declined to give 
her assent to a conventional line, and insisted upon 
the line as described in the treaty of 1783; and, to 


induce her to yield her assent, it was announced, in. 


the letter of the Secretary of State to the Governor 
of Maine, that the President felt it to be his duty, 
unless some new course should be proposed, to 
cause the negotiation (for another arbitration) to be 
resumed, and pressed to its conclusion. ` 

The Governor of Maine did not hesitate, upon 
such an invitation, and upon such announcements, 
to convene the Legislature, in a busy season of the 
year, and at great expense to the State; and to sub- 
mit to its serious consideration the communication 
made to him from this Government. 

That Legislature—“‘declaring its solemn convic- 
tion that the boundary of Maine, on its northern 
and northeastern frontiers, as designated in the 
treaty of 1783, can be laid down and fixed accord- 
ing to the terms of that treaty; and that such 
line embraces all the territory over which 
Maine claims property, sovereignty, and juris- 
diction; and that the Executive and Congress 
of the United States had recognised the va- 
lidity of that claim, in its full extent”—was yet 
willing to regard the recommendation and request 
of the President with all the respect due to the 
high source from which they came; and to look 
caretully‘at the suggestions made by him, as the 
head of the Government of the Unien, upon a 
subject so interesting to Maine, as wellyas to her 
sister States of the Confederacy. Thuas} looking 


Senate. $ 


at the communication from: this Government - to 
the Governor of Maine, it was seen that, “without: 
the concurrence of the two States of Massachusetts 
and Maine, (whose rights are more immediately 
concerned—both having an interesi in the soil, and 
oné of them in- the jurisdiction and goyernment;) 
thé duty of the General Government wilk be to 
adopt, no new course; but, in compliance with 
treaty stipulations, and in furtherance of what has 
already been done, to hasten the pending negotia- 
tions as fast as possible;”. that “the President thinks 
ita highly desirable object. to prevent the delays 
necessarily incident to any settlement of the 
question by these means,” een and ar- 
bitration;) that “it had been found that the ex-. 
ploration and examination of the several lines 
constitute a work of three years” that “the ex- 
isting commission. for making such explora-. 
tion, ander the authority of the United States, has 
been occupied two. summers;.and a very considera- 
ble portion ofthe work remains to be done;” that. 
“if a joint commission should be appointed, and go 
through the same work, and the commissioners 
should disagree, (asis very possible,) and an arbitra- 
tion on that account become indispensable, the ar- 
bitrators might find it necessary to make an explo- 
ration and survey themselves, or cause the same. to 
be done by others of their own appointment;” that 
“Gf to these causes, operating to postpone the final” 
decision, be added the time necessary to appoint 
arbitrators, and for their preparation to leave Eu- 
rope for the service, and the various retarding in- 
cidents always attending such operations,’ seven or 
eight years constitute, perhaps, the shortest period 
within which we can look for a final result” that, 
“in the mean time, great expenses have been incur- ` 
red anà further expenses cannot be avoided;” that 
“it is well known that the controversy has brought 
heavy charges upon Maine herself, to the remaihera- 
tion or proper settlement of which she cannot be et~ 
pected to be indifferent;” that “the exploration by 
the Government of the United States has already 
cost one hundred thousand dollars; and the charge 
of another summers work is in prospect; that 
“these facts may be sufficientto form a probable 
estimate of the whole expense likely to be incurred 
before the controversy can be settled by arbitration; 
and our experience admonishes. us.that another; ar- , 
bitration might fail;” that “the opinion of this Gov- 
ernment upon the justice and validity of the Ameri- 
can claim has been expressed so many: times, that a 
repetition of that opinion is not necessary;” that “the 
subject is asubject in dispute,” that “the Government 
has agreed to make it a subject of reference 
and arbitration; and: it must fulfi) that agreement, ° 
unless another mode for settling the controversy, 
should be resorted to, with a hope of speedier de- 
cision;” that “the President. proposes that the Gov- 
ernments of Maine and Massachusetts should sev- 
erally appoint commissioners empowered to confer 
with the authorities of this Government upon a con- 
ventional line, or line by agreement, with jis terms, 
considerations, and equivalents, with an under- 
standing that. no such line be agreed upon without 
the assent of such commissioners,” that “this mode 
of proceeding, or some other whichshallexpress - 
assent beforehand, seems indispensable, if any ne- 
gotiation for a conventional line is.to be had; since, 
if happily a treaty should be the result of a nego- 
tiation, it can only be submitted to the Senate of the. 
United States for ratification,” and that “these con- 
siderations, in addition to the importance of thè- 
subject, and a firm conviction in the mind-of the 
President that the interests of both countries, as 
well as the interests of the two States more imme- 
diately concerned, require a prompt effort to bring 
this dispute to an end, constrain him to express an 
earnest hope that your Excellency will convene 
the Legislature of Maine, and submit the subject to - 
its grave and candid deliberation.” 


It cannot be unknown to the Senate and to the 
country, that Maine, ever since she becamea State, 
has insisted upon her absolate and perfect right to 
all the territory claimed by her; and that such. is 
her right, has been admitted and proclaimed by 
all departments of the General Government. Maine 
has uniformly protested against hér right being 
brought into jeopardy by any submission of it to 
arbitration; and the protest. of the lamented 
Governor Lincoln, now in the archives of the De- 


` partment of State, and published by order of Con- 


gress, prior to the submission to the King of. the 
Netherlands, will long be cherished by the citis- 
zens of Maine as a noble and masterly effort of a , 
patriotand statesman to arrest the downward course 
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‘which diplomacy and ‘treaties had given to our 
olicé ‘cettain’ and undisputed title, and should-have 
prevented the submission of the territorial rights of 
asovéreign State to the arbitrament of any foreign 
ower, But, unfortunately for Maine, and I think 
or the nation, the reference was ‘made; and we all 
know the result of it—precisely what was foretold; 
the “arbiter split the difference, recommending -a 
line which he thought more convenient, and. giving 
to Great Britain “that portion of the territory 
claimed by Maine which was necessary to the di- 
rect communication between ‘the British provinces 
of Canada and New Brunswick. That award or 
` recommendation was not ratified by this Govern- 
ment; “and ‘further efforts have been made on our 
part to‘obtain'a settlement of the line, according to 
the treaty of 1783; but the British Government 
would not treat further upon that basis, unless our 
Government would first agree to certain pre- 
liminaries, which would weaken, if not destroy, our 
claim. And now, ten years after the award of the 
King of the Netherlands was rejected, Maine is 
told by this General Government, to which she 
has“a right to look for the protection and preserva- 
tion of her rights, and which is bound by the Con- 
stitution: to defend her in the enjoyment of her 
whole territory, that, unless she will authorize a 
conventional line, her rights must again: be sub- 
jected to the judgment and final disposition and ar- 
hi ment of foreigners !—that seven or eight years 
isthe least time in which we may expect a decision; 
and then it may fail, as did the former attempt to 
settle the question by arbitration!! 

Mr. President, the people of Maine, as well as 
their. Legislature, have a perfect horror of seeing 
their rights, or the rights of any sovereign State of 
this Union, submitted again to the arbitrament and 
disposal of any foreign sovereign whatever. Our 
controversy is with Great Britain--between a re- 
public on one side, and a monarchy on the other; 
and this controversy relates to the line dividing 
our States and her provinces; to what belongs to us 
by the terms of the treaty which acknowledged our 
independence, and to what is claimed to be neces- 
sary to the safely and convenience of her provinces. 
‘Was it safe or prudent to submit our rights in such 
a case to any arbitration? and more especially is it 
safe again to submit them to such an arbitration as 
that held out to Maine as the only alternative, (if 
she will not consent to a conventional line,) to 
consist of arbitrators to be appointed by some of 
the sovereigns of Europe? 

Mr, President, Great Britain is an old, powerful, 
and intriguing Government. fler influence and 
diplomacy pervade all European Governments; 
and what could Maine expect from arbitrators 
chosen by those Governments? We have not for- 
gotten the result of one arbitration; and who can 
expect us to run the risk of another, to be consti- 
tuted as proposed by the President? No, sir, Maine 
does not wish her rights submitted to the will or 
judgment of foreiguers, or to arbitrators appointed by 
foreigners. ` 

This was well understood here, before the Pres- 
ident made his appeal to the Governor of Maine 
10 convene the Legislature, and submit the subject 
to its grave and candid consideration; and it was 
also known here, as well as in Maine, that while 
the people of Maine, and all departments ¢f{ her 
Government, had the most unshaken confidence in 
her perfect right by the treaty of 1783 to all the dis. 
puted territory; yet that there was a general will- 
Jngness on ber part to modify the line of the treaty, 
so that a new line might be established more con- 
venient to both parties than that described in the 
treaty;—such, for instance, as giving to Great Britain 
all north and east of the St. John,and to Maine 
all west and south of that river; or to give to Great 
Britain the line recommended by the Dutch king, 
and to Maine the strip of land north of Eel river 
and west of the St. John, with the right of nayiga- 
tión, and other equivalents; or of yielding to Great 
Britain a permanent right of way over our territo- 
xy, to convene her provinces, for a permanent right 
of navigation of that partof the St. John within 
her limits, to convene the citizens of Maine sei- 
tled upon the St. John and its tributaries, 

Th this condition of things it was that the Presi- 
dent announced to the Governor of Maine the ar- 
rivalat the seat of Government of a minister plen- 
ipotentiary and special, with full powers from his 
sovereign to negotiate and settle all matters in dis- 
cussion between the two Governments, and that that 
minister had announced that he was authorized to 
preat for a conventional line, or Jine by agreement, 


on such terms and conditions, and with such mu- 
tual considerations ard equivalents, as may be 
thought just and reasonable. ; : 

The Legislature was assembled, and the Presi- 


- dent’s views, as contained in the letter of the Séc- 


retary of State, were submitted to it; and the result 
was the following, among other preamble and res- 
olutions, viz; Ane . 

“Whereas the Government ofthe United States, not possess- 
ing the constitutional power to conclude any such negotiation 
wyhout the assent of Maine, bas invited the Government of this 
Siate to co-operate to a certain extent andin a certain form, in 
an endeavor toterminate a contreversy of so long duration. 
Now, considering the premises, and believing that the people of 
the United States, after having already manifested a forbear- 
ance honorable to their character, under iong-centinued viola- 
tions of their rights by a foreign nation; and though not: dis- 
posed to yield to u:founded pretensions, are still willing, in re- 
gard to the proposal now made by the General Government, to 
give additional evidence to their fellow-citizens throughout the 
United States of their desire to preserve-the peace ofthis Union, 
by taking measures to discuss and conclude, if possible, the sub- 
ject in controversy in a manner that will secure the honor and 
interest of the Siate, this Legislature adopts the following reso- 
lutions—-with the understanding, however, thati, nthe event of 
a failure of such endeavor toward an arrangement, no pro- 
ceedings thereunder shall be so construed as to prejudice in 
any manner therights of the State as they have been herein 
asserted to exist. 

“Resolved, That there shali be chosen, by ballot, in conven- 
tion of hoth branches of the Legislature four persons who are 
hereby appointed commissioners on the part of this State to 
repair to the seat of Government of the United States, and to 
confer with the authorities of that Government touching a con- 
ventional line, or Jine by agreement, between the State of Maine 
and the British provinces, having regard to the line designated 
by the treaty of 178, as uniformly claimed by this State, and 
to the declarations and views expressed in the foregoing pre- 
amble; and to give the assent of this State to any such conven- 
tional line, with such terms, conditions, considerations, and 
equivalents, as they shall deem consistent with the honor and 
interests of the State: with the understanding that no such line 
be agreed npon without the unanimous assent of such com- 
missioners. 

“Resolved, That this State cannot regard the relinguishment 
by the British Government of uny claim heretofore ad- 
vanced by it to territory included within the limits of the 
line of this State as designated hy the treaty of 1783, and 
uniformly claimed by Maine, as a consideration or equiva- 
ent within. the meaning of these resolutions.” 

The commissioners, thus appointed and thus au- 
thorized, came here in the fond hope of aiding the 
General Government in settling the long-pending 
and irritating question of the Northeastern bound- 
ary, in a manner honorable to both nations, consist- 
ent with the rights of Maine, and promoting the 
convenience of the citizens'and subjects of both 
countries, And how were these fond hopes blasted! 
The first oflicial communication in reference to our 
boundary is that of Lord Ashburton, of List June, 
wherein he shadows forth the line of boundary and 
equivalents which he came all the way from Eng- 
land, as the special minister of her Majesty, to offer 
to us as “a line by agreement, on such terms and 
conditions, and with such mutual considerations 
and equivalents, as may be thought just and reason- 
able” And what is it? To understand what it is, 
we musi take the answer of the commissioners of 
Maine, of 29th June, in connexion with his Lord- 
ship’s letter; and it will be seen that this is the 
amount of it:—the river St.Jobn, from the place 
where the due-north line from the monument at 
the source of the St. Croix strikes it, to some one 
of its sources, (meaning the source near the head 
waters of the Penobscot and Kennebec,) with a 
strip on the south side of the St. John, to include 
the Madawaska settlement, and to extend from the 
Aroostook to Fish river, shall be the boundary; 
and that all lumber and produce of the forest of the 
tributary waters of the St. John shall be received 
freely, without duty, and dealt with in every re- 
spect like the same articles in the province of New 
Brunswick, is the equivalent!! In other words, his 
Lordship proposes to take from Maine about jive 
millions of acres of her territory, and to compensate 
her therefor by allowing the timber of the forest of 
the tributary waters of the St. John to be received 
freely and without duty at the city of St. John’s— 
their market—and dealt with in every respect like 
their produce; thereby securing a trade quite as 
important and beneficial to their provinces as 
to Maine! Mr. President, lI was glad to see 
that this proposition, so unjust in itself, and so in- 
sulting to the people of Maine, was promptly re- 
jected by our commissioners; and my regret is, that 
they did not content themselves with simply an- 
nouncing that fact. I feel confident that they would 
have been justified in so doing, not only by the 
Legislature and people of Maine, but by the nation. 
More especially so, when it is disclosed in that 
same communication of June 29th, “that they have 
been assured that Lord Ashburton is restrained by 
his tastructions from yielding the island of Grand 
Menan, or any other ‘of the islands. in Passama- 


quoddy bay, or even any portion of the narrow strip 
of territory which lies between the dae-north line 
from the source of the St. Croix and the St. John’s 
river, above Eel river, (so called,) as an equivalent 
for any. portion of the territory claimed by Maine as 
within her boundaries!” Restrained by his in- 
structions! Why, sir, was not the Governor 
of Maine assured by the President that Lord 
Ashburton, a minister plenipotentiary and spe- 
cial, had arrived, charged with full powers from 
his sovereign to negotiate and settle all matters in 
controversy ? And that he, (ord Ashburton,) had 


' officially announced to this Government, that, in re- 


gard to the boundary question, he had authority to 
treat for a conventional line, with such mutual con- 
siderations and equivalents as might he thought just 
andequitable? Further, sir; is it not true,as hasbeen 
stated by many, that the Legislature of Maine were 
restrained from limiting the powers of their com- 
missioners, by representations, from here that Lord 
Ashburton; having full powers, might object to 
treating at all with commissioners not possessing 
equally full powers? 

If the commissioners on the part of Maine, upon 
learning the boundary and equivalents proposed by 
Lord Ashburton—and more especially upon finding . 
that he was resirained by insiructions—had content- 
ed themselves with rejecting the proposition of Lord -į 
Ashburton, (as they very properly did,) we would 
not have had such a treaty as that now under con- 
sideration to act upon. Lord Ashburton must 
have been relieved from the restraint imposed upon 
him by instructions, or have suffered the nego- 
tiation to terminate upon his proposition; which 
the nation would applaud the commissioners of 
Maine for rejecting. But it was not so. The 
commissioners were unwiling to forego any rea- 
sonable chance of adjusting a controversy so long’ 
pending, and so vexatious to the people of Maine; 
they knew that the Genera] Government, the State 
Governments, the nation, itself, were all desirous 
that the question should be settled; and, if notsettled, 
through any fault or obstinacy on their part, that 
Maine would stand worse than ever upon this all-in- 
teresting question, at home and abroad; hence their 
counter proposition to Lord Ashburton, more liberal, 
and yielding more for peace and good neighbor- 
hood than could have been anticipated by the peo- 
ple or by the Legislature of Maine: that was re- 
jected; and there the subject would have rested, but 
for the renewed efforts by the General Government 
itself, whereby the line and equivalents mentioned 
in the treaty now under consideration, were pre- 
sented to the commissioners with the following re- 
marks: 

“The line suggested, with the compensations and equiva- 
Jents which have been stated, is now submitted for your con- 
sideration. That it is all which might have been hoped for, look. 
ing to the strength of the American claim, can hardly be said. 
But, as the setilement of a controversy of such duration is a 
matter of high importance; as equivalerts of undoubted value 
are offered; as longer postponement and delay would lead to 
farther inconvenience, and io the incurring of further ex. 
penses; and as no better ocrasion—or, perhaps, any other occa» 
sion—for seltlirg the boundary by agreement; or on the princi- 
ple of eqnivalents, is ever likely to present itself, the Govern- 
ment of the United States hopes that the commissioners of the 
(wo States will fiad it to be consistent with their duty to assent 
to the line proposed, and to the terms and conditions attending 
the preposition. z 

“The President has felt the deeprsi anxiety for the amicable 
settlement af the question, in a manner honorable to the coun. 
try, and such ès should preserve the rights and interests of the 
Stites concerned. From the moment of the announcement of 
Lord Ashburton’s mission, he has sedulously endeavored to 
pursue a course the most respectful towards the States, and the 
tost usei : interesis, as well as most becoming to 
the dignity and character ofthe Government, Ue will be hap- 
py if the result shall be such as shall satisfy Maine and Mas. 
sachuselis, as well as the rest ef the country. With these sen- 
timents on the part of the President, end with the conviction 
that no more advanligeous arrangement can be made, the 
subject is now referred to the grave deliberation of the com: 
missioners,” x 


Ahi no better occasion, and perhaps any other 
occasion for settling the boundary by agreement 
is ever likely to present itself, and with the con- 
viction that no more advantageous arrangement 
can be made, the subject is referred to the grave 
deliberation of the commissioners. By whom? By 
the President, and that Government which js bound 
by the Constitution to protect Maine in all her 
rights, and without whose protection itis cain for 
any State to contend with a foreign Government 
however just and well founded be her claim. 
Thus abandoned and thus admonished by the only 
power to which Maine could Jook for the main- 
tenance and establishment of her just tights, it is 
said that she has assented to the line; and hence, 


_that we are called upon merely to ratify and con- 


firm what has been agreed upon by the parties ims 
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mediately interested in the controversy, Not ex- 
actly. so. Massachusetts, owning a moiety of the 
acres surrendered, is-satisfied with the price to be 
pad for those acres; but the commissioners of 

faine, now abandoned by her co-proprietor of the 
soil, and by the General Government, which is 
bound to protect her rights, are left to the grave 
consideration of the terms proposed by our own 
Government, under the assurance that no better, and, 
perhaps, no other occasion for settling the boundary 
by agreement is ever likely to present itself; and 
with the conviction that no more advantageous ar- 
rangement can be made. In this condition of things, 
I pray you to hear. these commissioners. 

The Maine Commissioners to Mr. Webster. 
WASHINGTON, July 22, 1842, 

Sm: The undersigned, commissioners of the State of Maine 
on.thesubject of the Northeastern boundary, have the honor to 
acknowledge the receipt of your note, addressed to them, under 
date-of the l5th instant, with enclosures therein referred to. 
The proposition first submitted by the special minister of Great 
Britain, on the subject of the boundary, having been disagreed 


to; and the proposition made on the part of the United States, 
with the assent of the commissioners of Maine and Massachu- 


setts, having been rejected as inadmissible, coupled with an ex: - 


pression of surprise that it should have been made; and Lord 
Ashburton, in the same communication, having intimated a 
preference for conference rather than correspondence, and hav- 
ing omitted in his note to make any new proposition, except a 
qualified withdrawal of a partof his former one,—we learn 
from your note that you “have had full and frequent confer- 
ences with him reapecting the Northeastern boundary,” and 
that you “believe you understand what is practicable to be done 
on that subject, so far as he (Lord Ashburton) is concerned.” 
We also learn that, “in these conferences, he has made no pos- 
itive or binding proposition—thinking, perhaps, it would be 
mere desirable, under present circumstances. that such a prop- 
osition should proceed from the side of the United States;” but 
that yoù have reason to believe that he would agree toa Jine of 
boundary such.as is described in the paper accompanying your 
note, (marked B;) and, algo, that you entertain the conviction 
“that no more advantageous arrangement can be made; and, 
with this conviction, you refer the subject to the grave delibera- 
tion of the commissioners. 


Regarding this as substantially a proposition on the partof 
the United States, with the knowledge and assent of Great Brit- 
ain, and asthe one most favorable to us which, under any cir- 
cumstances, the latter Government would either olfer or ac- 
cept, the undersigned have not failed to bestow upon it the 
grave deliberation and consideration which its nature and im- 
portance, and their own responsible Positions demand. ìf the 
resultof that deliberation should not fully justify the expressed 
hopes, or meet the expectations and views of the Government 
of the United States, we beg you to be assured that such fail- 
ure will ‘be the result of their firm convictions of duty to 
the State they represent, and will not arise from any want of an 
anxious desire, on their part, to bring the controversy toan 
amicable, just, and honorable termination. In coming to this 
consideration, they have not been unmindful that the State of 
Maine, with the firmest conviction of her absolute right to the 
whole territory drawn into controversy; and sustained, as she 
has been, by the unanimous concurrence of her sister States, 
and of the Government of the Union, repeatedly expressed and 
cordially given, and without a wavering doubt as to the perfect 
practicability of marking the treaty line upon the face of the 
earth,according to her claim,—has yet, at all times, manifested a 
spirit of forbearance and patience under whatshe could not but 
deem unfounded pretensions, and unwarrantable delays, and ir- 
yitating encroachments. Inthe midst of all the provocations to 
resistance, and to the assertion and maintenance of her extreme 
rights, she has never forgotten that sheis a member of the 
inion; and she has endeavored to deserve the respect, sym- 
pathy, and co operation of her sister States, by pursuing a 
course equally remeved from pusillanimity and rashness, and 
by maintaining her difficult position in a spirit that would for- 
bear much for peace, but would yield nothing through fear. At 
all ‘times, and under all circumstances, she has been ready and 
anxious to bring the controversy to a close upon terins honor- 
able and equitable, and to nnite in any proper scheme to ef- 
fect that object. In this spirit, and with these convictions, 
Maine instantly and cheerfully acceded to the proposal of the 
General Government, made through you, to appoint commis- 
SIONES 

That no obstacle might be interposed to the successful issue 
ofthis negouiation, her Legislature gave to her commissioners 
ample.and unlimited powers, which, but for the presumed ne- 
cessity of the case, her people would be slow to yield to any 
functionaries. ker commissioners, thus appoiiited and thus 
empowered, assumed the duties imposed upon them in the 
spirit and with the views of the Governmentand people of 
Maine. They cameto the negotiation with a firm conviction of 
her right, but with a disposition and determination to meet a 
conventional line ina similar. spirit, and to yield, for any reas- 
onable equivalent, all that they presumed would be asked or 
desired by the other party. They, with the other citizens of 
Maine, were not unapprized of the fact so often alluded to in 
our former communications—that England had long beenanx- 
ious to obtain the undisputed possession of that portion of the 
territory which would enable her to mainiain a direct and un- 
interrupted communication between her provinces. So far as 
they could learn from any source, this was the only professed 
object she-had in view, and the only one which had been re- 
garded as in contemplation, 

With this understanding, the undersigned at once decided to 
yield, upon the most liberal terms, this long sought convenience; 
and they indulged the confident expectation that such a con- 
cogsion would at once meet all the wants and. wishes of the 
English Government, and bring the mission to a speedy and 
satisfactory close. When, therefore, we were met at the outset 
hy a proposition which required the cession on our part of all 
the territory north of the St. John-river, and enough of the 
territory othe south side to include the Madawaska settle- 
ment, extending at least fifty miles up that river, with no other 
equivalents to us than the Hmited right to float timber down 
that river, and to. the United States the small tracts adjacent to 
the 45th parallel of latitude in other States, we could not but 
expreps our regret to he thys, as it were, repelled. But, regard- 


ing this rather as the extreme limit of a claim, subject, hot-: 
withstanding the strong language of Lord Ashburton, to be-re- 
strained and limited, we deemed it proper, in our communica- 
tion of the 16th instant, after declining to accede to the propo- 
sition, in conjunction with the commissioners of Massachusetts, 


to point out and offer a conventional line of boundary as 


therein specified. In fixing on this line, we were mainly anx- 
ious to select such a one as should at-once and pre-eminently 
give to Great Britain all that was necessary for her understood 
object, and to preserve to Maine the remainder of her territory. 
To accomplish this object, we departed from the river to se- 
cure the unobstructed use of the accustomed way from Que- 
Dec to Halifax. Weare not aware that any objection has been 
made from any quarter to this line, as not giving up to Great 
Britain all that she_needed, or could reasonably ask, for the 
above purpose. And although Lord Ashburton did not deem 
it necessary to “examine the line (proposed) in its precise de- 
tails,” or to look at a mapon which it could most readily be 
traced; and although he has seen fit to say that he was “quite 
ati loss to account for such a proposal,” yet he has not iati- 
mated that the line suggested fails, in any respect, to meet the 
object we had in view, and which we frankly and readily 
avowed. : 

It is well known to you, sir, that we had determined upon no 
such inflexible adherence to that exact demarcation ag would 
have prevented us from changing it, upon any reasonable evi- 
dence that it did not, in every respect, meet the requirements of 
the abovestated proposition In relation to a perfect line of com- 
munication, But believing then, as we do now, that it did thus 
meet all these requirements; and although it was, as we feel 
bound to say, the general and confident expectation of the peo- 
ple of Maine, that any relinquishment on our part of jurisdiction 
and territory would be, in part atleast, compensated ‘from that 
strip of contiguous territory on the west bank of the St. John; 
yet, when we were solemnly assured that no such cession could 
be made under his Lurdship’s instructions, we forebore to press 
for this reasonable and just exchange, and contented ourselves 
with accepting the limited right of navigation of the river, asthe 
only equivalent from Great Britain for the territory and juris- 
diction we offered to surrender; and; as you will remark, we of- 
fered not merely a right of way on land, for asimilar easement 
on the water, but the entire and absolute title to the land and 
jurisdiction of the large tract north and east of the line specified. 
It cannot be denied that it preserves to us a frontier in a forest 
almost impenetrable on the north, which would defend itself by 
its own natural character; and that, if anything should be deduct- 
ed from the agricultural value of that portion beyond the Mada- 
waska settlements, on account of its ruggedness and its want of 
attraction to settlers, much may justly be added to its value as a 
boundary between the two nations. 

The value of this tract to Great Britain, both in a civil and 
military point of view, cannot be overlooked. It gives her the 
Inuch-coveted route for the movement of troops in war, and 
her mails and passengers in peace; and is most particularly 
important in case of renewed outbreaks in her North American 
colonies. The assumption of jurisdiction in the Madawaska 
settlement, and the pertinacity with which it has been main- 
tained, are practical evidence of the valne attached to the tract 
by the Governament of her Britannic Majesty. 


We have alluded to these views of the value and importance 
of this territory, not with any design of expressing our regret 
that we have thus offered it; but to show that we are fully aware 
of all these views and circumstances affecting the question, and 
that we duly appreciate the far-seeing sagacity and prudence of 
those British statesmen who so early at:empted to secure it as a 
cession, by negotiation, and the suggestion of equivalents. 

The answer of Lord Ashburton to your note of the 8th instant, 
contained a distinct rejection of our offer, with a substantial 
withdrawal of his claim to any territory south of the river St. 
John; but not modifying the claim for the relinquishment, on 
the part of Maine and the United States, of all north of that 
river. Our views in reference to many of the topics in his 
Lordship’s reply, we have had the honor heretofore to commu- 
nicate to you, in our note of the 16th instant; and to that an- 
swer we would now refer, as forming an important part of this 
negotiation, and as containing our refusal of the line indicated. 
We are now called upon to consider the final proposition made 
by or through the Government of the United States, for our 
consideration and acceptance, The line indicated may be short- 
ly defined as the line recommended by the King of the Nether- 
lands, and an addition thereto of a strip of Jand at the base of 
the highlands, running to the source of the south west branch of 
the St. John. The examination and consideration of al other 
lines, which might better meet our views and objects, have 
been precluded by the declaration, and other pienary evidence 
we have, that the line specified in your communication is the 
most advantageous that can be offered to us; and that no one of 
less extent, or yielding in fact less to the other party, can be 
deomed admissible. We are, therefore, brought to the single 
and siinpie consideration of the question, whether we can, con- 
sistently with our views of our duty to the State we represent, 
accept the proposition submitted by you. 

So far as any claitn is interposed, based upon a supposed 
equity arising from the recommendation of the King of the 
Netherlands, we have only to refer to our former note for our 
views on that topic. We have now only to add, that we came 
to this conference untrammelled and free; to see if, in a spirit of 
amity and equity, we could not find and agree upon some new 
line, which, while it yielded all that was needed by one party, 
might fairly be the motive and groundwork for equivalent terri- 
tory or rights granted to the other; and that we cannot make 
any admission, or consent to any proposition, which would not 
revive, but put vitality and power into that which, up to this 
time, has never possessed either. We base our whole action on 
grounds entirely independent of that advice of the arbiter. 

It may possibly be intimated in this connexion, as it has more 
than once been heretofore, that the commissioners of Maine, 
and the people of that State, are disposed to regard the whole 
territory as clearly falling within their rightful limits; and are 
not willing to consider the question asone in doubt and dispute, 
and, therefore, one to be settled as if each party had nearly or 
quite equal claims. Certainly, sir, the people and Government 
of Maine do not deny that the question has been drawn into 
dispute. ‘They have had too many and too recent painful evi- 
dences of that fact, to allow such a doubt, however much at a 
loss they may be to perceive any just or tenable grounds on 
which the adv. rsary claim is based. For years they have borne 
and forborne, and struggled to maintain their rights, in a peace- 
able, and yet unflinching spirit, against what appeared to them 
injustice from abroad, and neglect at home. 


‘But they have yet to learn that the mere fact that an adverse 


i 
on, is (o bé regarded as a reason 
in opposition to the fact, a res 
"arid sincete language of 
enfidence; or that a` con- 
yet, by mere lapse of 
But-we desire it tobe 
empl. to negotiate fora 


and that “the treatysting was not executable.” On this point 
we expressed ourselves fully ina former note, tu iui ppn 
In returning to tlie direct consideration of the last proposition, 
and the terms and conditiong attending it, ia justice to ourselves 
arid our State, we feel bound: to declareand we confidenuly ap. 
peal to yous sir, in confirmation ofthe declaratioa—thot this ne- 


- gotiation has been conducted, on our part, with no mercenary 


views, and with ne design to extort unreasonable equivalents or 
extravagant’ compensation. The State of Maine has always 
felt. an insuperable repugnance to parting with any portion even. 
of her disputed territory, for:mere pecuniary recompense from 
adverse claimants, She comes. here for no mere. bargain for 
the sale of acres, in the spirit or with the arts of traffic. Her 
commissioners have been much less anxious tu secure benefit 
and recompense, than to preserve the State from unnecessary 
curtailment and dismemberment, The proposition we made is 
evidence of the fact. We. have heretofore expressed some 
opiniens of the mutual character of the benefits to cach party 
from the free navigation: of the St:John. Without entering, 
however, upon the particular consideration of the terms and 
conditions, which we have not thought it necessary to do, we 
distinctly state that our great repugnance to the line is based 
upon the extent of territory required to be yielded. ‘We may, 
however, in passing, remark that all the pecuniary offers con: 
tained in your note, most liberally construed, would scarcely 
recompense and repay to Maine the amount of money and in 
terest which -she has actually expended in defending and pro- 
tecting the territory from wrongs arising and threatened by rea- 
son of its condition and disputed ground. k 

Considering, then, tms proposition as: involving the surren- 
der of more territory than the avowed objectsòf England re- 
quire; as removing our landmarks from the: well-known and 
well-defined boundary of the treaty of 1783—the crest of the 
highlands; beside insisting upon the line of the arbiter in {ts full. 
extent; we feel bound to say, after the most carefuland anxious 
consideration, that we cannot bring our minds to the conviction 
that the proposal is such as Maine had a right to expect.. 


But we are not unaware of the expectations which have 
been, and still are, entertained of a favorable issue to this nego- 
tiation by the Government and people of this country, and: the 

reat disappointment which would be felt and expressed at’ its 
Zilure. Nor are we unmindful of the future, warned as we 
have been by the past, that any attempts to determine the: line 
by arbitration, may be either fruitless, or with a result more to 
be deplored. A Ee. 

We are now given to understand that the Executive of the 
United States, representing the sovereignty of the Union, assents 
to the proposal; and that this department of the Government, at 
least, is anxious for its acceptance, as,in its view, most expe- 
dient for the general good. ESEE AS 

The commissioners of Massachusetts have already given their 
assent, on behalf of that Commonwealth. Thus situated, ‘the 
commissioners of Maine, invoking the spirit of attachment and 
patriotic devotion of their State to the Union; and being willing 
to yield to the deliberate convictions of her sister States as to 
the path of duty; andto interpose no obstacles to an adjustment 
which the general judgmentof the nation shall pronounce ss 
honorable and expediert—even if that judgment shall lead to 
a surrender of a portion of the birthright of the people of their 
State, and prized by them becavee it is their birthright,—have 
determined to overcome their objections to the proposal, so far 
as to say, that if, upon mature consideration, the Senate of the 
United States shall advise and consent to the ratification of a 
treaty corresponding in its terms with your proposal, and with 
the conditions in our memorandum accompanying this note, 
(marked A,) and identified by our signatures, they, by virtue of 
the power vested in them by the resolves of the Legislature of 
Maine, give the assent of that ‘State to such conventional ‘line, 
with the terms, conditions, and equivalents ‘herein mentioned. 

We have the honor to be, sir, with high respect, your obes 


dient servants, 
EDWARD KAVANAGH, 
EDWARD KENT, 
JOHN OTIS, 
WILLIAM P. PREBLE, 

Hon DANTEL WEBSTER, &c., &c., &c. 

This is the assent (if assent it may be called) 
which is to authorize and induce the Senate to rati- 
fy the treaty. What is it? A clear, strong, and 
convincing argument. against submitting to the 
terms-proposed; and concluding that, ifthe delibe- 
rate conviction of her sister States shall pronounce 
the proposed boundary and equivalents as honorable 
and expedient, even if that judgment shall lead to 
a surrender of a portion of the birthright of. the 
people of Maine, the commissioners have deters 
mined to overcome their objections to the proposal, 
so far as to say that if, upon mature consideration, 
the Senate of the United States shall advise and 
consent to the ratification ofthe treaty upon those 
terms and conditions, they give he assent of 
Maine thereto. Now, sir, Iam not we. Jp.eased 
with this mode of doing business. I would have 
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preferred that our commissioners had agreed or 
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‘disagreed to the line and terms proposed. The 
Legislature intrusted żem with that power; and we 
“have no reason to suppose that. the Legislature 
"would have authorized them to refer to the Senate 
‘of the United States. the power to make a new 
‘Vine ‘of boundary-and to fix the equivalents. We 
know the Legislature did not.so authorize them; 
but, on the contrary, required the unanimous con- 
sent of all’ the commissioners to any line which 
should be agreed upon; and expressly declared that 
it could notregardthe relinquishment by the British 
“Government of any claim heretofore advanced by 
it to any territory within the limits of Maine ac- 
cording to the treaty of 1'783 as uniformly claimed 
by Maine, as a consideration or equivalent. 
- * How, then, stands the question of assent on the 
part-of Maine? If the Senate, upon mature consid- 
“eration, shall advise and consent to the ratification 
of the treaty upon the terms and conditions therein 
contained;—in other words, if the Senate shall pro- 
- nounce it honorable and expedient that Maine shall 
surrender a portion of her birthright upon the terms 
and conditions named—then, and then only, you have 
the assent of Maine to the sacrifice, for the pablic 
good. For one, [ cannot doit. My own convic- 
tions -of the perfect right .of Maine to all the dis- 
puted territory, forbid it. I-would go far, very far, 
‘to compromise this dispute upon honorable terms; 
and I would not be particular as to the value of 
equivalents, But J[bold that Great Britain has con- 
tiguous territory, convenient to us, which she might 
and ought to give in exchange for the territory be- 
longing to us, which she so much needs, and ought 
to have, fora just equivalent, This treaty does not 
‘accomplish, fairly, either object—it gives to Great 
Britain more than is necessary, and withholds from 
‘Maine what she ought to acquire. 


_ But, Mr. President, Iam not insensible that this 
question of our Northeastern boundary has been 
‘suffered, most unnecessarily, to be brought into dis- 

pute and controversy. By the treaty of 1783, and 
the subsequent determination of what river was in- 
tended as the St. Croix, our line of boundary was 
lain, practicable, and perfect; it was identical 
with the. established lines of the British provinces 
of Canada and Nova Scotia—fixed and determined 
by the proclamation of 1763, and by act of Parlia- 
ment in 1774 On a former occasion L had the 
honor to submit to the Senate my views upon this 
question; others did the same; and I will now only 
refer to the able exposition and vindication of the 
‘right of Maine to the whole of the territory claimed 
by her, contained in the report of the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, and to one of the resolutions 
adopted unanimously by the Senate on that occa- 
sion, in the following words: 


“Resolved, That, afier careful examination and deliberate 
consideration of the whole controversy between the United 
States and Great Britain, relating to the Northeastern boundary 
of the former, the Senate does not entertain a doubt of the en- 
tire practicability of running and marking that boundary in 
strict conformity with the stipulations of the definitive treaty of 
‘peace of 1763; and itentertains a perfect conviction of the jus- 
tice and validity of the tide of the United States to the full ex- 
tent of all the territory in dispute between the two powers,” 


My regret is, that Congress did not then author- 
ize and direct the running and marking that line 
according to the terms of the treaty of 1783, as pro- 

osed by the bill which [then presented. If that 

ad thenbeen done, we wonld have escaped the ex- 
pense and hazard of the Aroostool war, the dis- 
grace of having a portion of onr territory seized 
and vecapied by the military power of Great Brit- 
ain, and the unwelcome task of deciding upon the 
present treaty--which sanctions the unjust preten- 
sions of the British Government to a portion of 
the fruits of our glorious struggle for independ- 
ence. ; 

] will not tax the patience of the Senate with a 
recapitulation of the merits of our claim to the 
whole of the disputed territory. Suffice it to say, 
that the treaty which asserts our independence as a 
nation, gives it to us; and that the nation recognises 
it. Still, it has been suffered to be brought into 
controversy, and is now disputed by a great and 

werful nation. Unfortunately for us, at the 
treaty of Ghent, in 1814, a request on the part o- 
the British negotiators to modify or vary the line det 
scribed in the treaty of 1783, so as to give to Greaf 
Britain aconvenient and direct communication be- 
tween the provinces of Canada and New Bruns- 
wick, was suffered to ripen into an article of that 
treaty, which provided for the running and mark 
ing that line; and, in case the commissioners to 
be appointed to that service should disagree, they 
were io report the grounds of such disagreement 
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Senate. 


J} to their respective Governments; and thereupon the 


question should be submitted to an arbiter, to deter- 
mine upon the points of disagreement. A very 
simple and innocent article in appearance, but a 
most fatal one in ‘its consequences! From this 
sprang the submission to the King of the Nether- 
lands, his award, and its rejection—subsequent at- 
tempts at negotiation—and the treaty now under 
consideration; and, if this treaty be rejected, an- 
other reference to arbitrators, to be selected: by for- 
eign powers, is to follow. 


"Thus a title, clear and perfect by the treaty of 


1783, has been suffered, by diplomacy and treaties, 
to be brought into doubt and controversy, and has 
been agreed to be made the subject of arbitration! 
This is the embarrassment which has stood, and yet 
remains, in the way of all our efforts to obtain pos- 
session of our entire territory; to expel a foreign 
power from its military possession of part of it; to 
assert and maintain the rights and honor of the na- 
tion; and is now held up to us as the only alternative, 
if we reject this treaty. What is to be done, under 
such circumstances, | admit, is a question of diffi- 
culty. If there be no way of escaping the obliga- 
tion of again submitting the question to a foreign 
arbiter, the result of the former submission should 
admonish us to avoid the repetition of that mode of 
obtaining our just rights; and the present arrange- 
ment may be better than to hazard the loss, by 
another reference, of the whole disputed territory. 
In common with my constituents, I deprecate 
another reference to foreigners, or arbitrators ap- 
pointed by foreign powers, and protest against it. 
We have already fulfilled the stipulation of the 
treaty of Ghent, by referring the question to an ar- 
biter. It failed to settle the controversy. The 
British Government have insisted that another ref- 
erence would be unavailing. lam willing to tale 
them at their word; and would submit to the Sen- 
ate whether, under all the circumstances of the 
case, the honor and duty of the nation will not be 
better maintained by falling back upon our original 
clear and certain right under the treaty of 1783, 
than by ratifying the present treaty, or sanctioning 
another reference, as indicated by the President’s 
declaration to the Governor of Maine. 

I cannot agree to the ratification of the present 
realy. Itis unjust to Maine, and, in my judgment, 
dishonorable to the nation. Ido not desire another 
arbitration, which may be more suinous to Maine 
than the present arrangement. E have no confi- 
dence in further negotiation, What we have had, 
has greatly weakened our once perfect title; and I 
see no other way of getting our right as a nation, 
and performing our high obligation to one of the 
States of the Union, than by taking possession of 
what belongs to us, and holding it. In such a 
course, we will have right and justice on our side. 
If others interfere with us, it must be in their own 
wrong, With these views, I send to the Chair the 


following resolution, and ask the yeas and nays 
upon its adoption: 
Resolved, That the treaty and documents now under cen- 
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SPEECH OF MR. CONRAD, 
OF LOU'SIANA. 
In Senate, August 18, 1842.—On the ratification of 
the treaty with Great Britain. 

Mr. CONRAD rose and said— 

It was not my intention, Mr. President, fo take 
any part inthe debate on this treaty; but as I have 
come to the determination to vote against it, I feel 
bound to assign my reasons for that vote. 

The chairman of the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs, and the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Cuoate,] have vied with each other in eulogising 
this treaty as a chef d’euvre of diplomatie skill: I 
cannot perceive, however, in what respect it is so 
advantageonsto the country. 

Tt contains three principal stipulations: ist. The 
first and most important is, that which fixes our 
Northeastern boundary, 2d. ft obliges us tomain- 
tain a naval armament on the coast of Africa, to aid 
in the suppression of the slave-trade; and, lastly, it 
provides for the mutual surrender, in certain cases 
of fugitives from justice. f 

In regard to thé first of these provisions, I be- 


7 


lieve it isadmitted, on all hands, thatthe line agreed 
upon falls far short of our pretensions, and is rather 
a compromise of the question than a settlement of 
it, according to our interpretation of the treaty of 
1783. There probably never was a period, since 
the commencement of the controversy, when a com- 
promise could not have been effected on as favora- 
ble terms. P 
The second stipulation, although in form a recip- 
rocal engagement, is, in point of fact, a conces- 
sion on our part. Great Britain already main- 
iains, and would, in the absence of any sach stipu- 
lation, continue to maintain on the coast of Africa 
a much larger naval force than she binds herself 
to-do by this treaty. Permit me to observe, too, 
Mr..President, that, however willing Imay be, by 


_every proper means, to prevent the prostitution of 


our flag to this odious. traffic, I would much have 
preferred that whatever we did on this subject 
should be our own spontaneous act, instead of ap- 
pearing to have been extorted from us by Great 
Britain—by that country which, after having long 
usurped the police ofthe seas, has recently wheedled 
or intimidated one-half of Europe into an acknowl- 
edgment of this preposterous claim, I should have 
preferred to see our cotntry maintain the proud at- 
titude which France, encouraged by the firmness 
of our minister, has taken on this subject, and con- 
ceded nothing where nothing could rightfully be 
demanded. : 

The third provision is, that which provides for 
the surrender of criminals in certain cases; in re- 
gard to which [shall only observe, that it isa provis- 
jon at least as advantageous to Great Britain as to 
us, and cannot, therefore, be viewedyas a stipula- 
tion in our favor. 

This is the substance of the treaty. I cannot per- 
ceive in it those advantages that some gentlemen 
have professed to do. My objections to it, how- 
ever, are not so much on account of what it does, 
as of what it does not contain, : 


Mr, President, there were three subjects of dif- 
ference between this country and Great Britain, 
the prompt adjustment of which was deemed pe- 
culiarly urgent, as they all threatened hourly to 
disturb the harmony of the two countries, These 
were~-the settlement of our Northeastern boundary; 
the controversy growing out of the destruction of 
the Caroline; and, lastly, that arising out of the 
seizure and liberation of slaves belonging to citi- 
zens of the United States. When it was known 
that a special minister was to be deputed to this 
country, for the purpose of restoring and main- 
taining the harmony of the two countries, no one 
doubted that his mission embraced the settlement 
of all these questions, if none others. I confess, 
therefore, that when the treaty was read at your 
table, and I discovered that one, and not the least 
important of these questions, (I mean that relative 
to the seizure of our slaves,) was left precisely 
where it stood before the arrival of the British 
ambassador, I was equally surprised and disap- 
pointed, No Jess than five cases have already oc- 
curred, in which vessels bound from one port in the 
Union to another, by having slaves.on board have 
beendriven, either by stress of weather, or, by the vio- 
lence of the slaves themselves, into some one of the 
small islands in the Bahama channel; and, in every 
instance, the slaves have been violently taken from 
the possession of their owners, and set at liberty 
by the colonial authorities. In the two first cases, 
the British Government, after a protracted nego- 
tiation, indemnified the owners. The third case 
was that of the schooner “Enterprise,” which oc- 
curred some Six or seven years ago, Application 
was again made for indemnity; and what was the 
answer of the British Government? In substance, 
that this confiscation of American property was 
justified bya recent act of Parliament abolishing 
slavery in their West India possessions, and that 
thenceforward no indemnity was due our cilizens 
for slaves thrown by unavoidable accidents upon 
their shores. 

As soon as this decision cf the British Govern- 
ment was made known to ours, the distinguished 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Cannoun] in- 
troduced the following resolutions; which, on the 
15th April, 1840, were unanimously adopted by this 
body: 

“Resolved, That a ship oy vessel on the high seas, in time of 
peace, engaged in a lawiul voy: ia, according to the laws of 
nations, under the exclusive jnriediction of the State to whieh 
her belongs; as much so, as if constituting a part ofits own 
domain, 

“Resolved, That if such ship or veesel should be forced by 
stress of weather, or other unavoldatle cause, into the ports 
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and under the jurisdiction of a friendly power, she and her car- 
go, and persons on board, with their property, and all the 
sights belonging to their personal relations, as established by 
the laws of the State to which they belong, would be placed un- 
‘der the protection -which the laws of nations extend to the un- 
-fortunate under such circumstances. : 

“Resolved, That the brig Enterprise, which was forced una- 
yoidably, by stress of weather, into Port Hamilton, Bermuda Is- 
land, while-ona lawful voyage on the high stas, froni one port 
of the Union to‘another, comes within the principles embraced 

- jn the foregoing resolutions; aod that the seizure and detention’of 
the negroes on board, by the local authority of the island, was 
an act in violation of the laws of nations, and highly unjust to 
our citizens to whom they belong.” 

I well recollect. the satisfaction with which the 

‘adoption of these resolutions was hailed by the 
Southern portion of this Union. The promptitude 
and unanimity .with which they were adopted, 

proved that the “still small voice” of patriotism 
could yet make itself heard amid the din of party 

_strife ‘with which these halls perpetually resound, 
We flattered ourselves that Great Britain would 
now pause in her course of insolence and aggres- 
sion; and that the petty functionaries of an insignifi- 
cant island, almost in sight of our coast, would no 
longer beard the majesty of this republic, 

More than two years ago, therefore, this body 
solemnly resolved, in substance, that the seizure 
and detention of slaves, under the circumstances of 
those on board the Enterprise, was an act of injus- 
tice to our citizens, a violation of the law of na- 

‘tions, and equivalent to an invasion of our territory. 
This resolution was adopted, after a protracted ne- 
gotiation for redress ha eventuated in a rejection 
of the demand. Two nations could not be brought 
nearer to a state of hostility by any act short of a 
positive declaration of war, than Great Britain and 
this country were by the adoption of these resolu- 
tions, In fact, this left but one allernative—redress 
or war. Foreign nations had, therefore, a right to 
conclude (and I well recollect they did conclude) 
ihat the wrongs complained of would be redress- 
ed, or war would ensue. But what effect did these 
resolutions produce in the country against which 
they were fulminated? Scarcely had their thunder 
died away on the distant shores of Great Britain, 
when, as if in defiance of our threats, another out- 
rage, precisely similar in character to the one 
complained of, is committed. The schooner Her- 
‘mosa, bound on a voyage from Norfolk to New 
Orleans, with a number of slaves on board, is 
wrecked on one of the reefs in the Bahama chan- 
nel. All the persons on board, including the slaves, 
are taken from the wreck by an English “wrecker,” 
and carried to Nassau. As soon as they arrive 
there, a file of soldiers, wearing the British uni- 
form, commanded by a British officer, march on 
board the wrecker, order the slaves ashore, and 
carry them before some petty magistrate; hy whose 
supreme authority, and inspite ofthe remonstrances 
of the American consul, they are’ set at liberty, 
These facts being established by incontestable evi- 
dence, application for indemnity was made to the 
British Government. Before any answer had been 
given to this application, the case of the “Creole” 
occurred. 

So far as the claim tu indemnity is concerned, 
the circumstances of this case were not as Strong 
as those in the cases of the “Enterprise” and the 
“Fermosa;” for, in this case, the liberation of the 
slaves was not the act of the British Government, 
nor did it even occur within their jurisdiction. It 
occurred on the high seas, and was effected by 
the slaves themselves. The atrocities, however, 
with which it was attended, and the aid and pro- 
tection afforded to the authors of them, jusUy ex- 
cited public indignation, and momentarily roused 
our Government from its lethargy. An urgent 
demand for redress was made, enforced by a let- 
ter from the Secretary of State, containing an 
able expositiorl of the law of nations applicable 
to the question, and a complete refutation of the 
arguments by which the British ministry had, in 
- the case of the “Enterprise,” already relerred to, 
attempted to justify the seizure of American prop- 
erty by a British statute. l appeal to. you, Mr. 
President, whether, at that juncture, any one of 
the questions pending between this coantry and 
Great Britain was deemed more important, or more 
urgent in its character, than tbat growing out of 
these repeated outrages? So far as my own State is 
concerned, | can venture to say it stood foremost in 
the catalogue of grievances of which we had a 
right to complain. The Legislatures of many of 
the States (and that of Louisiana among the rest) 
passed strong resolutions expressive of their sense 
of thesé outrages, and of (heir, readiness to vindi- 
cate, by a resort to arms, the insulted _hunor of 


the country. The swelling tide of public indig- 
nation was only. arrested by the announcement of 
the fact that Great Britain had deputed a special 
envoy to this country, ‘charged with the settlement 
of this and all other-differences between the two 
countries; and now we are called upon to ratify a 
treaty in which this subject is entirely pretermitted! 
Why is this, sir? Ido not think I exaggerate the 
magnitude of this question, when I affirm that, in 
whatever light we view it—whether we consider 
the mere pecuniary considerations connected with 
it, the interest felt by a large portion of the country 
in its decision, its exciting and irritating character, 
and, above all, the principles involved in it—itis by 
far more important than any of those embraced in 
the treaty. 


The Northeastern boundary question—about 
which so much is said—is, after all, a mere ques- 
tion of property, involving no principle, establish- 
ing no precedent; and is just such a.controversy as 
two individuals would settle by a law-suit—not by 
an appealtoarms. ‘The Caroline affair was of a 
different character; but it-is past, and cannot be re- 
called: there is no danger of its repetition; and the 
question was narrowed down to one of etiquette, or 
point of honor. Far different is the question ari- 
sing ont of the seizure of our slaves. National 
honor, national interests, national safety even, were 
all included in it. The wrongs complained of were 
not the unpremeditated act of an excited soldiery, 
but were the deliberate proceedings of the civil 
authorities—sanctioned, authorized, encouraged, if 
not commanded, by the British Government. It 
was not a single act, but a series of acts, following 
each other in rapid succession, in the very face of 
our remonstrances--1 may almost say, in defiance 
of our threats. If the property seized had been of 
any other character; if, instead of slaves, an equal 
number of bales of merchandise, or hogsheads of 
tobacco, had been seized and appropriated by the 
British Government,—all would at once perceive 
the enormity of the pretensions. But, because it is 
a description of property not known to English law, 
although known to ours, we suffer our demand for 
redress to be put off by cavils that would disgrace 
a nisi prius attorney. For my own part, Mr. Pres- 
ident; E would prefer that ten times the amount in 
property of any other description had been seized 
and confiscated, without a color of pretext, by the 
British Government. I consider the mere pecuni- 
ary interest involved in the question as trifling, in 
comparison with the principles involved. ‘These 
principles are no less than the inviolability of our 
flag, and the right to regulate our domestic insti- 
tutions as we sce fit. I have never entertained a 
doubt that more was concealed under these acts 
„han appeared on their surface. England, after hav- 
ing endeavored in vain to assail us by open force, 
is resorting to the more dangerous met nod of an 
ensidious policy. Abolition of slavery, which is 
treason and madness with us, is wisdom and pro- 
found policy with her. It is the sole engine by 
which she can hope to prostrate her only commer- 
cial rival. Hence her peculiar sensibility to the 
wrongs of the African race, while she is reducing 
all Asia under the yoke of the most galling servi- 
tude. Hence her disinterested philanthropy in 
abolishing slavery jn the West, while she is only 
transplanting itin the East. Hence her exertions 
to extend the culture of cotton and sugar in her 
East India possessions. Hence the declamations of 
her orators against negro slavery; the exaggerated 
accounts by her writers of the sufferings of our 
slaves, while they are deaf to the cries of the 
starving millions of their countrymen at home. 
A community of language and religion—her litera- 
ture universally diffused throughout this country~~ 
a social and commercial intercourse continually 
increasing--a respect and reverence for English 
opitiions more frequently felt than acknowledged,—- 
afford her too many facilities for the accomplish- 
ment of this Machiavelian policy. Do we not see 
anti-slavery societies, composed of our own citi- 
zens, affiliated with similar associations, encour- 
aged, if not established, by the British Govern- 
ment? Do we not see their hireling orators, their 
prostituted preachers, their pensioned presses, using 
every artifice to agitate the country, and array one 
portion of it against the other? England is already 
considered as the mainspring of the “great antt- 
slavery movement,” as itis termed, which is now 
making throughout Europe and America; and these 
repeated aggressions on slave property are only 
one among many indications of her desire to be sco 
considered, There is no doubt that the {slaves on 


board the Creole were prompted to the crimes 
which they. committed by the knowledge they 
had acquired before their embarcation, that if they 
could succeed in reaching any of the British pos- 
sessions, their crimes would not only go unpunished, 
but be rewarded hy their freedom. ee 

‘Am I not correct, then, Mr. President, when I 
affirm that principles vital to the institutions and 
safety of this country are involvedin this question? 
and that it oughtnot to have been overlooked in a 
treaty, the very object of which is to remove the 
causes of discord between the twocountries? And 
whatis the reason assigned for this extraordinary 
omission? Why, that Lord Ashburton’s powers 
did not embrace the settlement of this question. 
But why did they not embrace it? Has it not been 
pending for years? Itis true, as Lord Ashburton 
says, that the case of the Creole was only known in 
England a few days before his departure for this 
country; but that of the Enterprise, occurred many 
years ago; and the resolutions of this body, declar- 
ing it a violation of the law of nations, and equiv- 
alent to an invasion of our territory, were adopted 
more than two years prior to his departure... .Be+ 
sides, nothing would have been easier than to:have 
enlarged his powers, had they been found insufli- 
cient. No, sir; the true reason for this casus omis- 
sus in the treaty is to be found in Lord Ashburton’s 
letter, He there says: “There are certain great 
principles too deeply rooted in the consciences and 
sympathies of the people of Great Britain for any 
minister to be able to overlook; and any engage- 
ment I might make in opposition to them would be 
instantly disuvowed.” Yn other words, the sympa- 
thies of British abolitionists must not be shocked 
by having any restraint put upon their humane ef- 
forts to excite our slaves to insurrection and blood- 
shed! Gentlemen refer üsto this letter, as contain- 
ing all that was necessary on this subject. Itis 
true, Mr. President, that, as nothing was intended to 
be done, it was thought necessary, at least, to. sgy 
something. But if it was intended to enter into any 
binding engagements on this subject, why was it 
done in the form of a letter? Why was it not in- 
serted in the treaty? I have looked in vain, how- 
ever, in this letter, for anything which could be con- 
strued either into an apology for the past, or a pledge 
for the future. So far from admitting the truth of 
the unanswerable propositions contained in Mr. 
Webster’s letter to him, Lord. A. pronounces them 
to be startling; and so far from making any specific 
pledges, he expressly declares that, if he were to 
make any, they would be “instantly disavowed by 
his Government.” Itistrue, he talks of transfer- 
ring the negotiation on this point to London; but, 
ai the very time when this correspondence was 
penned, Lord Ashburton and Mr. Webster Voth 
were well aware thata negotiation had already ta- 
ken place at London, and that the British Govern- 
ment had adhered to their former decision. ; 

1 bave already stated that application was made 
hy our Government for indemnity for slaves cap- 
tured on board the schooner Hermosa, I hold in 
my hand copies of the correspondence which took 
place on this subject between Mr, Everett, our 
minister at London, and Lord Aberdeen, the Min- 
ister of Foreign Affairs of Great Britain. As this 
correspondence has never been published, nor, [be- 
lieve, ever seen by asingle member of this body, 
I beg leave to read it to the Senate. ; 

Mr. C. here read a letter from Mr, Everett to 
Lord Aberdeen, dated 3d May, 1842, and the fol- 
fs answer of Lord Aberdeen, dated May 22, 
1842: 


LEGATION oF THE UNITED Stites, May 3, 1842. 

The undersigned, Envoy” Extraordinary and Minister Pleni- 
potentiary of the United States of America, hasbeen directed: to 
bring to the knowledge of Lord Aberdeen, her Majesty’s princi. 
pal Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, the par ticulars of the 
case of the Fiermosa, a vesse! bound from Richmond to New 
Orleans, with an assorted cargo, and having on board, also, 
thirty-eight slaves. This vessel was, on the 19h of October, 
1840, wrecked upona reef of rocks, which proved to be Spanish 
Key, near Abaco. Her cargoand slaves were taken possession 
of by a company of licensed wreckers; and being brought into 
Nassau, in the Island of New Providence, the slaves were set 
at liberty by the civil and military authorities of that island, 
For the facis of the case in detail, reference is made to a copy of 
two protesis of John 8. Chattin, the master of the vessel, here- 
with transmitted to the Earl of Aberdeen; andthe undersigned 
is instructed to inform Lord Aberdeen, that, inasmuch as the 
vesse), iu the pursuitof alawfu) voyage, was driven, by stress 
of weaiher, within her Majesty’s colonial dominions, and the 
slaves on board her, belonging to citizens of the United States, 
were set at liberty by the direct interference of her Majesty’a 
colonia! authorities, the Government of the United States, on 
behalf of the parties thus deprived of thelr property, tooksto the 
Government of her Majesty for ajust indemnification. 

The principles on which this claim is founded having been 
heretofore frequently urged upon the consideration of her Ma. 
jeaty’s Government, and particularly in the note of the unger 
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Signed of the Ist March, relative to the case of the Créole, he 
deems it unnecessary, on this occasion, to-reniew the discussion. 

_ He will confine himself to restating, briefly, a portion of the ar- 
gument contained in that note. : 

Her Majesty’s Government is understood to hold that, in con- 
‘sequence of the abolition of slavery in a portion of her Majesty’s 
dominions, by the act of Parliament of 3d and 4th William IV., 
C. 73, her Majesiy’s authorities are prevented from recognising 
the relation ofslavery, or any of its. incidents, even on board 
the vessels belonging to friendly States in which slavery legally 
exists. Ithas been already observed by the undersigned, in the 
note referred to, that the Government of the Uniled States can- 
notadmit that the vessels of a friendly power, driven hy stress 
of weather, or by mutiny, into her Majesty’s ports, can, in con- 
sequence of a change in the municipal law of England, be 
rightfully deprived of any aid and assistance to which they are 
entitled by the law and comity of nations. But, granting this, 
for arguments sake, to be an erroneous view; and: that the 
principle above stated is correctly assumed by her Majesty’s 
Government: tt can only follow that her Majesty’s authorities, 
in the cases supposed, are justified in refusing tò perform acts 
not now. authorized by British law, in reference to slavery; as, 
for instance, to employ their officers in arresting fugitive slaves. 
Xt cannot follow that when, by stress of weather, or mutiny, a 
foreign vessel, having slaves lawfully on board, is driven into a 
British port, thie British civil and’ military authorities may 
forcibly interfere to liberate them; because this cannot be done 
without violently infringing that authority of the captain of the 
vessel over the ship’s company, which is recognised as well by 
the Jawa of England as of all other civilized States, Ifthe law 
of Bugland converts slaves into passengers, in exempting them 
fromone kind of control, which her laws do not recognise, it 
subjects them to another, which her Jaws do recognise. 

Ivis vot exclusively in’ reference to cases like those which 
have so often been the subject of the reclamations of the United 
Staces, that these principles apply. A species of servitude not 
materially different from that abolished by the 3d and 4th Wil- 
liam IV., ©. 73, once prevailing throughout Europe, still exists 
insome of the northern portions of the continent, Ha vessel 
from that quarter should be driven into a port in her Majesty’s 
dominions, navigated in whole or in part by persons held in a 
servitude like that alluded. to, the undersigned presumes it 
would be deemed a great violation of the comity of nations, if the 
vessel should be boarded by her Majesty’s civil’ officers, sup- 
ported by a military force, and proclaiming to the ship's com- 
pany that, asservitade no longer existed in Bagland, they were 
free to quit the vessel, and go where they pleased; and ihe un- 
dersigned cannot doubt that if pecuniary loss accrued in conso- 
quence of this interference, it would be held to wanant a de- 
mand on her Majesty’s Government for Indemnification. 


But, in referenco immediately to the cage in hand: il it should 
be granted tbat, by, unavoidable force of British law, the statute 
of 23h August, 1833, so enurely requires the liberation of alt 
slaves, however brought into her Majesty’s dominions, as to au- 
thorize every species of civil and military agency by which 
such liberation is effected, (an extension of the principle which 
her Majesty’s Goversment has never, itis believed, maintained, ) 
then, the leaat thata foreign and friendly power can demand, is, 
that effect should be given to the act asa whale. It would seem 
peculiarly unjust, in applying the statute to the cidizens of a 
friendly State, to call into action only so nuch of its provisions 
as is necessary t0 divest them of their property, without giving 
thom the benefit of the other enactments, hy Which compensa- 
tion is made for the property of which they are thus deprived. 
The abolition ofalavery is nowhere, itis believed, defined in 
the statute as a simple technical idea, importing nothing but a 
change of condition from servitude to freedom. Bat itis 
a complex act, consisting of several part, all of which are 
equally essential, aud equally established by the statute. 
The undersigned bad the honor to observe, iu bis note 
of the lat of March, that, in the same act which liber- 
ated the slaves in her Majesiy’s colonies, (and in  virtre 
of which alone it is now held that slaves in foreign vessels, 
driven by stress of weather into her Majesty's dominions, must 
be liberatod,) it is declared to be “just and expedient that a rea- 
sonable compengation should be made ta the persons hitherto 
entitled to the services of such slaves, forthe loss which they 
will incur by being deprived of their right to such services”? H, 
then, in the understanding of Parliament, in cnacsing tbe statute 
of 3d and4uh William 1V.,¢. 73, i would have been unjust to 
Viberare the slaves of ker Majocty’s subjec.s without compen- 
Bating the master, it would seem Impossible to derive from that 
act any warrant 19 liberate the slaves of the citizens of a foreign 
State, driven by stress Of weather into a Budish port, without 
similar compensation, If such a liberation would have been 
unjust toward Bridsh subjects much more would it be unjust 
toward the citizens of a friendly and fo 1 State, tis onty 
by inference that the act is considercd by Majesty’s Govern- 
ment to apply at all to foreign cit by stress of 
weather into a British port, To ent sainst such foreign 
Citizens liberation without compensation a inference from 
a statute declaring that justice demandsc nsation to British 
subjects whose slaves ave liberated, would seem as much at va- 
eee with the rules ef reasoning as with the dictates of jas- 

ice, 5 

‘The undersigned has the hanor to renew to the Far) of Aber- 
deen the assurauce of his distinguished consideration, 
EDWARD EVERETT, 


i , | Former Orres, May 20, 1892, 

The undersigned, hor Majesty’s Principal Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs, has the honor to acknowledge the receipt 
of Me. Everews note of the Bd jnsiant, in which Mr. Breret. 
states that be has been directed by his Government to bring to 
the knowledge ofthe undersigned the particulars of the case of 
the “Hfermosa,” an American vessel, bound fram R chmond to 
New Orleans, and carryingan assorted carro and forty-eight 
slaves, which was wrecked on the t 
comthe slaves and cargo being saved by Heensed wrecker: 


sau, the slaves were set at lib 
Mr. Everett claims compensation for the 
by the former proprietors of the slaves, 
For the facis of the case in detati, My. Everett refers to two 
declarations made by the master of the Hermosa, before a 
magistrate of the United States, and enclosed in the pote of Mr. 
Everett. There is some discrepancy in the account given by 
Mr. Chattin from thet which her Majesty’s Government have 
received from the Governor of the Bahamas. The former 
aileges that the stipendiary magistrate of Nassau was seen to 


iberty; and 
loss therein suffered 


send the slaves on shore from the wreckers’ vessel; and that the 
Governor of the Bahamas, being then in Nassau, knew ofevery- 
thing which was dcnerelative to the slaves. The account given 
by the Governor, though it does not enter-so minutely into par- 
ticulars, distinctly states that, upon reference being made to 
him, he declined any interference with the slaves; but that, un- 
der instructions formerly sent from England they were per- 
mitted to land in Nassau. - Itcan hardly be supposed that Col. 
Cockburn wouid have so expressed himself if he had been 
aware that a magistrate of the colony, had been actively em- 

ioyed in sending theslaves oa shore, — N 
$ But, although the undersigned thisksit right to pointout the 
discrepancy to Mr. Everett, be does not consider it as in any 
way affecting the point at issue; for, admitting that the magis- 
trate did interfere actively, and that, in the absence of the mas- 
ter of the “Herinosa,” be visited the negroes, and, by his own 
authority, sent them on shore,-~it must be remembered that the 
vessel in which the negroes entered Nassau was not an Ameri- 
can, but a British vessel; consequently, that the magistrate was 
called upon to deal with her and her crew strictly according to 
British law; and that, if he had reason to suppose that any iHe- 
gal constraint was put upon the liberties or inclinations of those 
whom she had rescued; it was his bounden duly to see their 
freedom vindicated, and the persons exercising authority on 
board the vessel duly punished. For this reason, the unger- 
signed cannot admit that the forcible interference on the part of 
the British officer, which the account furnished to Mr. Everett 
states to have taken place, would have formed any just cause 
of complaint from the late owners of the slaves; still less, that 
it would have been a violent infringement of the authority of the 
American captain. o. 

In the latter part of Mr, Everew’s note, it is suggested, that 
if, by the actol the 28th August, 1833, British law requires the 
liberation of the slaves in question, effect should be given to that 
act asa whole; and that, as it has provided compensation for 
British slave-owners, it should do the same for citizens of a 
foreign Siate, and whose slaves may be liberated by being driven 
within its jurisdiction. i 

The question which is here raised has been so fully discussed, 
and go deliberately decided upon a former occasion, that it 


is scarcely necessary to do more than refer Mr. Everettto what | 


then passed between Mr, Sievenson and her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment, Inthe notes addressed by Lord Palmerston to Mr, Ste- 
venson on the 7th of January and the 11th of December, 1837, 
upon the case of the “Enterprise,” Mr. Everett will find stated 
at length the reasons which forbid her Majesty’s Government 
hencelorward to entertain the quession of compensation for 
slaves who may have acquired their liberty by passing under 
the jurisdiction of British taw. 

The undersiened cannot hold out to Mr. Everett any expecta- 
tion that her Majesty’s Government will recede from the deter- 
mination then taken, es 

The sole pointsof difference between the case of the “Enter- 
prise” and that of the “Hermosa” appear to be~first, that the 
slaves from the latter vessel entered the port of their liberation 
under the British, and not under the Americaa flag; and, sec- 
ondly, that the time of their liberation was subsequent to the 
complete emancipation of the slaves in the British colonies, 
when even the apprenticeship of the negroes had ceased to exist. 

The undersigned feels assured that Mr. Everett will see in 
these two points of diference no cause for any deviation from 
the conrse taken by her Majesty’s Government on the former 
occasion, when it was decided by them, “that slavery, being 
now abolished throughout the British empire, there cau be no 
well founded claim onthe part of any foreigner for compensa- 
tion in respect to slaves, who, under any circumstances what- 
ever, may come into the British colonies, any more than there 
would be in respect to slaves who might come into the United 
Kingdom.” i ‘ g 

The undersigned avails himself of this occasion to renew to 
Mr. Everett the assurance of his distinguished consideration, 

ARERDEEN. 

Here, then, we find (continued Mr.C.,) that, as 
late asthe 20ih May last, when Lord Ashburton 
was writing diplomatie notes about adjourning the 
settlement of thisquestion to London, where “ac- 
cess could be had loall the authorities,” the British 
Government had solemnly decided that “they would 
nol, henceforward, enterlain the question of compen- 
sation for slaves who may have acquired their liberty 
by passing under the jurisdiction of Bri laus;” 
and “thal, slavery being now abolished throughout 
the Britishempire, there can be no well-founded claim 
on the part of any foreigner for compensalion in re- 
spect lo slareswho, under any circumstances whalerer, 
may come into lhe British colonies.” No, not even 
when the vessels containing them are driven there 
by tempest, like the Enterprise; by shipwreck, like 
the Hermosa; or by mutiny and murder, hike the 
Creole. Andthis inbuman doctrine--this barbar- 
ous interpolation of the code of international law, 
which imposes a penalty on misfortune, and holds 
outa premium to insurrection and murder, is pro- 
mulgated at the very moment when the bloody tra- 
gedy recently enacted on board the Creole had 
demonstrated the fatal consequences to which it 
would inevitably lead. 

|My. Rives here interrupted Mr. C. and observed 
that the letter of Lord Aberdeen was a mere refer- 
ence to a prior decision given in the case of the 
Enterprise.] 

It does refer (continued Mr. C.) to that decision; 
bat itexpressly adoptsand confirms it; and the refer- 
ence to a case which this body had already pro- 
nounced to have been ‘a violation of our flag and 
of national law, only renders their rejection of our 
demand as offensive in form, as it was unjust in 
substanee. Why, let me ask, was this letter, re- 
jecting our demand, withheld from the public, 


-when Mr, Webster’s letter to Mr, Everett, instruct- 


| 


inghim to make that demand and demonstrating 
its injustice, was paraded in every newspaper m 
the country, even before it had reached its destina- 
tion? Why was the smooth, plausible diplomatic 
note of Lord Ashburton, who was not authorized 
to negotiale on this subject, sent to this body along 
with this treaty; when not. a word. was said about 
the plain, unequivocal, peremptory answer of the 
British minister, about the extent of whose power 
there could be no dispute? How is it that, until 
yesterday, the very existence of such a corres- 
poridence was unknown to this body? Was it be- 
cause it was feared that such a letter might prove 
an obstacle to the ratification ofthis treaty, and might 
revive anew those feelings of indignation which 
these outrages had excited, and which had only slum- 
bered' since this negotiation had been set on foot? 


_Mr. President, the moment that this answer of 
Lord Ashburton was known here, our Govern- 
ment should have made the settlement of this ques- 
tion a sine qua non; and, in case of refusal, have 
broken off the negotiation at once. Had this 
course been pursued, depend upon it, the powers 
of Lord Ashburton would have been found broad 
enough to cover the case, or have been speedily en- 
larged. Gentlemen tell us that, in that event, war 
would have been inevitable; and one would almost 
fancy that the chairman of the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs already heard the distant roar of Brit- 
ish artillery. For my own part, I entertain no such 
fears, Embarrassed as she is in her finances, and 
encumbered with two Asiatic wars, England is not 
more anxious or better prepared for war than we 
are. She would never go to war for the sake of 
maintaining a principle whichis only important to - 
heras a mesns of annoying us, and which the 
voice of the civilized world would pronounce to be 
erroneous. Her boasted philanthropy is wonder- 
fully sagacious, and always coincides with and 
subserves her interests. But, even did I believe 
that war would be the inevitable consequence of 
a rejection of this treaty, I would not permit that 
belief to influence my decision. True, our finances 
are deranged, our treasury exhausted, and the ad- 
ministration of our affairs confided to hands that 
neither possess nor deserve the confidence of the 
country; but I would prefer to encounter war, under 
all these disadvantages, than to purchase an ignomin- 
ous peace by the surrender of a principle of such 
vital importance. I would not permitany temporary 
difficulties to create permanent misfortunes. 
wouldtreat with Great Britain asI wonld treat with 
the weakest power in Christendom; [ would treat 
with her now, as I would when our affairs are most 
prosperous. I would treat with her, with Tyler for 
our President, as I would with Washington or Jack- 
son at the helm of Government. And, afterall, if we 
ratify this treaty, will not there still remain sufficient 
cause for war? Did not this body, two years ago, 
solemnly declare that there was, when they pro- 
nounced the seizure of the slaves on board the En- 
terprise a violation of lawand of the rights.of our cit- 
jzens, and equivalent to an invasion of our domain? 
Since those resolutions, the outrages of the Her- 
mosa and the Creole have been superadded to that 
of the Enterprise. If there was cause for war then, 
is there not much greater cause now? If these res- 
olutions be erroneous, repeal them. If the princi- 
ples they contain be correct, preserve your consist- 
ency, and maintain them at whatever sacrifice, 
But do not ratify this treaty, and leave them in full 
force—a recorded sentence of self-condemnation. 


We have been told that the 10th article of the 
treaty would apply to cases like the Creole; and that 
henceforward Great Britain, although she might 
still continue to liberate our slaves when they eame 
withm her grasp, would be bound to surrender 
them when they had committed murder. I hope, 
for the sake of humanity and the honor of this 
country, it may be so; but there is a clause in that 
article which Ido not like, and which, if not in- 
serted for the purpose of preventing its application 
to cases of this description, will, lam confident, be 
used as a pretext for that purpose: I refer to that 
clause which provides that “the evidence of erim- 
inaliiy shall be according to the laws of the place 
where the fugitive, or person charged, shall be found.” 
Suppose, sir, that a slave, in attempting to recover 
his liberty, murders him who holds him in custody: 
would not an English judge (upon whom the de- 
cision would devolve) decide that, according to the 
laws of England, there was no criminality? That 
the restraint on the person of the slave was.an un- 
lawful duress—a violent assault, which justified or 
excused the killing of him who committed itt J 
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do-not say, sir, that such ought to be the decision. 
T donot say that it would be a fair and honest inter- 
pretation of the article. But I do say, there is 
enough in it to cavil about—enough to afford the 
English Government a plausible pretext for doing 
that which they are now doing without a pretext.* 


*The following account, given by the-notorious ‘fappan, ofa 
conference which took place between Lord Ashburton and a 
committee of the American and Foreign Anti-Slavery Society, 
shortly. after the ratification of the treaty, appeared in the New 
York Courier and Enquirer of the 12th September last. If we 
can credit this statement (I admit of doubtful authenticity) we 
have already a commentary on this article of the treaty by 
the minister who negotiated it, declaring, not only that. it does 
not apply to cases like: the Creole, but that, in framing the trea- 
ty, great care had been taken to prevent any such application. 
Trefer to this publication here, not only as furnishing some in- 
dication of his Lordship’s views on this subject, but especi- 
ally as an evidence of the connexion which exists between 
the Abolitionists of this country and the Government of 
Great Britain. low diseased must be the state of public 
opinion in a community which can tolerate, -within its bosom, 
foreign societies formed for the avowed purpose of war- 
ying against the fundamental institutions of the country, and 
does not cover with universal opprobrium American citizens 
who publicly apply to the ambassador of a foreign nation to 
protect them against the acts of their own Government. 


“apouition Moraziry.—We find in the Journal of Com. 


merce the following gross attack upon the honor and honesty 


of ‘Lord Ashburton: 

“We have heretofore a!luded to the fact, that the Abolitionists 
have openly recommended slaves to steal from their masters 
whenever it would aid them in effecting their escape; and now 
Lewis Tappan would have the world believe that Lord Ash- 
burton. approves of auch advice ! 

“In law, the receiver of stolen goods is as criminal as the thief; 
andin morals, all must agree that the person who can de- 
jiberately advise a human being to set at naught the laws of 
God and man, and justify—nay, urge—his stealing, would him- 
self be guilty of theft when an opportunity ofiered. “Thou 
shalt not steal ig one of God’s commandments; and he who 
advises his fellow-heing to violate it, would undoubtedly vio- 
late it himself if secure from punishment. 

“and yet, because Mr. Lewis Tappan and some of his asso- 
ciates are willing to advise vihers to sfeal, these honest and 
prove gentlemen infer that Lord Ashburton would give simi- 
Jar advice! In other words, they in fact publish his Lordship 
as a THIER. 

“Pet the reader pernse the following, and form his fown 
opinion of Mr. Tappan and his honest and religious associ- 
atea,?— Ad, Cour, and Eng. 


“From the Journal of Commerce. 
. INTERVIEW WITH LORD ASHBURTON. 


The Executive Committee of the American and Foreign 
Anti-Slavery Society, apprehending that the tenth article of 
the treaty lately concluded between the British minister and 
our Government, might be used to the injury of fugitive slaves 
escaping into Canada, appoliited a deputation to solicit an in- 
terview with Lord Asbburton just before his departure for 
England, to lay before him facts in relation to the subject, 

which might be Communicated to his Government. He very 
readily complied with the request, and appointed 10 o'clock 
a, m. September 24, for the interview, at his lodgings atthe 
‘Astor Fouse, The committee consisted of Messrs. 8.8. Joce- 
lyn, Leonard Gibbs, Le Roy Sunderland, and Lewis Tappan. 
Mr. Gerrit Smith being present, was invited to accompany the 
delegation. The delegation was courteously received by Mr. 
Mildmay, secretary of the special missioa of her Britannic 
Majesty, and by him presented to Lord Ashburton, who invited 
them to be seated, expressed much satisfaction at seeing them, 
andentered into a frank and fuil conversation on the subject 
for which the intetview was requested. The delegation, alter 
congratulating the British envoy on die successful termination 
of his mission, informed himof the particulars of the case of 
Nelson Hackett, a slave who fled from Arkansas to Canada, 
where bis pursuers overtook him, had him arrested on a charge 
of stealing a coat, gald-watch, and horse of his master, Hackett 
was imprisoned, and meantime a grand jury in Arkansasin- 
dicted him. A demand was forwarded from the Governor of 
Arkansas to the Governor General of Canada, for bis surren- 
der, Sir Charles Bagot complied, and Jackett was taken back 
to Arkansas, ‘The delegation stated to Lord Ashburton their 
apprehensions that such a course occurring without any treaty 
stipulation, there was great cause of apprehension that, under 
the tenth articleof the treaty, which provides forthe mutual 
surrender of all persons charged with certain specified crimes, 
no fugitive slave would be safe in Canada, when it is notorious 
that slaveholders allege crimes against jugitive slaves as one 
expedient for their reclamation. 

Lord Ashburton went into an explanation of the 10ch article, 
and mentioned several particulars of the discussion that took 
place, both on that topic and others relating to slaves. He said 
that it was very desirable to have an article jn the treaty to 
meet cases similar to that of Holmes, who ed from Canada 
into Vermont, and the cases that would frequently arise, con- 
sidering (he extent of the bordering lines, and the temptation for 
criminals to flee across the lines in hope of securing themselves 
from arrest and punishment. The Governor of Canada was 
anxious that desertersshould be included; but as Lord A. Jearned 
that a claim would be putin forthe delivering up of fugitive 
slaves,-he abandoned the question of deserters from her Britan 
nic Majesty’s possessions. He was also very desirous tosecure 

` the delivery of mntineers; but did not press it, lest it should 
involve, on the part of his Government, the delivery of slaves 
situated as were those on board the Creole. With regard to the 
case of the slave flackett, he did not know all the facts. Sir 
Charles Bagot was known to him, and he did not believe he 
would do anything intentionally wrong. But he had just en- 
tered upon his duties, and was probably desirous, atthat junc- 
ture, of promoting goo? feeling with bis great neighbor, The 
fact that the slave had taken his master’s watch, was a circum- 
stance that peobably wentagainst him. “Fad he only taken the 
horse,” said Lord A., Clooking at Gerrit Smuh, significantly, 
though he could noi be supposed ever to have read the advice 
ofthat gentleman to fugitive slaves,) “he would not probably 
have been surrendered; for you know the horse was necessary 
for his esespe.”? Lord A, said that, in framing the loth article, 
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Some gentlemen, I know, although, like myself, | 


they do not entirely approve this treaty, are yet 
willing to vote for it as the price of peace. How- 
ever anxious I may be to preserve peace, I am not 
willing to purchase it. [differ from them, moreover. 
Ido not believe any peace will be permanent, as 


-long as this agitating subject remains unsettled. 


England has told you that the door of negotiation on 
this subject is closed. It will never be re-opened, 
except at the point of the bayonet, — If you were to 
go to war now, it would be the war of the whole 
country. From the banks of the Penobscot to the 
Mississippi, we would present an unbroken front. 
But, once separate these questions; let the North set- 
tle those in which she is more immediatély inter- 
ested, and leave the South alone with its wrongs 
unredressed ; and you increase the chances of war, 
while you diminish those of its successful prosecu- 
tion. Your forbearance now will only increase 
the insolence of Great Britain, and encourage the 
repetition of outrages like those of the Hermosa 
and the Creole. She will unfurl the banner of ab- 
olition still more conspicuously before the eyes of 
your slaves. She will accustom them to consider 
her as their benefactress; the champion of their 
rights, the avenger of their wrongs; and when 
war does come—as come it will—she may then hope 
to realize her threat of being welcomed by them as 
a deliverer, and ‘her flag, wherever it appears, be- 


. coming the signal of servile insurrection. 


great care had been taken that. inferior magistrates in Canada 
ghould have no authority to surrender fugitives, as had been 
urged by the other party; and that only the Governor himself 
could perform an act of so great importance. Great care would 
be taken, he had no doubt, to protect the innocent; and that the 
taking of any article necessary to effect an escape would not 
be considered felonious. If, saidhe, the operation of the 10th 
article prove injurious, he had no doubt the British Govern- 
ment would put an end to it, agreeably to another pro- 
vision of the treaty, viz: “The 10:h article shail continue in 
force until one or the other party shall signify its wish to ter- 
minate it, and no longer.” 

Lord Ashburton said that, when the delegation came to read 
his correspondence with Mr, Webster, they would see that he 
had taken all possible care to prevent any injury being done to 
the people of color; that, if he hadeven been willing to intro- 
duce an article including cases similar to that of the Creole, his 
Government would never have ratified it, as they will adhere 
w the great principles they have so long avowed and main- 
tained; and that the friends of the slave in England would be 
very watchfultosee that no wrong practice took place under 
the tenth article. 

"Phe delegation now rose, and, aficr thanking Lord Ashburton 
for the candid and satisfactory manner in which he had received 
their communications, and answered their inquiries—wishing 
the divine blessing for the part he had taken in perpetuating 
peace between the respective countries, and protecting the 
rights of the oppressed, and a safe and epeedy return to his na- 
tive land-—iovk their leave, highly gratified with the courtesy, 
frankness, intelligence, and philanthropy of this distinguished 
nobleman. Believing the above statement will be interesting 
to your readers, especially to those who labor and pray for the 
alave—for the poor fugitive, particularly—that it will tend to 
quiet the fears of the twelve thousand colored inhabitants of 
Canada, mostof whom have fled from Southern slavery, and 
their numerous friends on both sides of the line; and that there 
will be found an additional occasion for the thankfulness to 
God, that he has, through the instrumentality of the American 
and British ministers, brought about a peace that will, it is 
hoped, be lasting. Trematn, very respectfully, yours, 

LEWIS TAPPAN. 


. 


SPEECH OF MR. RIVES, 
OF VIRGINIA, 


In Senate, August 17 and 19, 1842——On the treaty 
with Great Britain. 


Mr. RIVES said that the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to which the treaty had been referred, 
not haying been able, from the shortness of the time 
allowed by the now advanced stage of the, session, 
and the consequent necessity of early action on the 
subject, to make a formal and written report, it de- 
volved on him, as the organ of the committee, to 
state the views and considerations by which the 
committee had been influenced, in recommending 


to the Senate to give. the constitutional sanction of 


their “advice and consent” to its ratification. He 
begged leave to say, in the outset, that, in forming 
their judgment on the grave question submitted to 
them, the committee had felt themselves bound, by 
the most solemn of all obligations, to discard trom 
their minds every consideration but such as apper- 
tained to the true interest and honor of their coun- 
wy. They had felt that it would be to betray the 
trust reposed in them by the Senate, and to show 
themselves unworthy of the confidence of the coun- 
try, if they could, for a moment, permitthemselves, 
in pursuit of party objects, or under the influence of 
personal or political prejudices, to turn aside from 
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: Senate. 


the national question, to inquire by whom the treaty. 
had been negotiated, or whose name stood sub- 
scribed to it. They have looked to the treaty in 
itself, isolated from every invidious reference to 
persons or parties; and have pronounced ‘upon its 
acceptance or rejection as, in their best judgment, 
the interests and honor of the nation demand. . - 

The stipulations of the treaty embrace three dis- 
tinct objects: an exact and permanent definition ‘of 
the boundaries, where they had been the subject of. 
doubt or dispute, between the territories of the Uni- 
ted States and the adjacent provinces of Great Brit- 
ain; a plan of co-operation for the more effectual 
suppression of the African slave-trade; and an 
agreement for the mutual surrender, in certain 
cases, of criminals fugitive from justice. ‘The 
first. of these objects, from its intimate connexion 
with the tranquillity of the frontier, and the peace 
of the two countries—on several recent occasions 
exposed to imminent hazard of interruption, from 
intrusions on the disputed territory, and the conflict- 
ing jurisdictions exercised over it-~naturally occu,’ 
pies the foreground of the treaty.. js 

The merits of the controversy respecting ouy 
Northeastern boundary, and the respective claims 
and arguments of the two parties in regard to it, 
are too well known to the Senate, (said Mr. R.,) to 
require any recapitulation of them at my hands. 
A brief retrospect of the history of the controversy, | 
however, may be necessary to enable the Senate to 
comprehend the position of the question at the mo- 
ment when the negotiations which. terminated in 
this treaty were entered upon. 

The second article of the definitive treaty of 
peace of 1783, describes the Northeastern boundary 
of the United States as follows: “ Beginning at the 
northwest angle of Nova Scotia, to wit: that angle 
whieh is formed by a line drawn due north from . 

„the source of the St. Croix river to the highlands; © 
along the said highlands, which divide those rivers 
that empty themselves into the river St. Lawrence 
from those which fall into the Atlantic ocean, to 
the northwesternmost head of Connecticut river;” 
and then, pursuing the description. of the bounda- 
ries of the United States around their whole terri- 
tory, on the north, the west, and the south, it re- 
turns to the eastern boundary of Maine in the fol- 
lowing words: “ East by a line to be drawn along 
the middle of the river St. Croix, from its mouth, 
in the Bay of Fundy, to its source; and from. its 
source, directly north tothe aforesaid highlands, 
which divide the rivers that fall into the Atlantic’ 
ocean from those which fall into the river St. Law- 
rence.” 


Nothing could afford.a more striking evidence 
of the extremely defective knowledge of the geog- 
raphy of the country in question, which existed at 
the lime of the signature of the treaty of peace, 
than the fact, that, in the very first year succeeding 
the conclusion of the treaty, a serious controversy 
arose between the high contracting parties as: to 
which was this river St. Croix, here called for as 
a natural boundary between their adjacent posses- 
sions. There were three rivers emptying them- 
selves into Passamaquoddy bay, a part of the Bay 
of Fundy, (as it wassubsequently formally declared 
to be,*) each one of which, it seemed, had, some 
time or other, passed under the name of the St. 
Croix. Thisterritorial comedy of errors, like all other 
questions of disputed boundary, was, on several 
occasions, hear producing tragical results, by em- 
broiling the authorities and population adjacent .to ` 
the coniroverted limits. The most eastern ‘river ` 
was claimed by the United States as the true St. 
Groix—the western by Great Britain. Finally, 
afier lowering over the peace of the frontiers for 
ten years, this controversy was put in a train of 
amicable adjustment by the treaty of 1794, (com- 
monly called Jay’s treaty,) which provided for the 
appointment of joint commissioners to- determine 
which was the river truly intended under the name 
of the St. Croix, in thetreaty of peace. The com- 
missioners met, and in 1798 closed their delibera- 
tions, by declaring an intermediate river, called the 
Scoodiac, to be the true St. Crois of the treaty; 
which has been, accordingly, ever since recognised 
and observed as the actual boundary of the United 
States in that quarter, and to that extent. 

Ina very short time after this portion of the North- 
eastern boundary was ascertained and established, 
new difficulties and uncertainties arose in follow- 
ing it out, according to the terms ofthe treaty of 
peace. The decision of the commissioners, under 
the treaty of 1794, in identifying the true river St. 


60 


| 7TH Cona.......3p SESS. 


August, 1842; 


APPENDIX. TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


The British Treaty—Mr. Rives. 


Croix, and in fixing its source; had established the 
- te¥minus á quo, from which the boundary in ques- 
tion was to be run. But the terminus ad quem, to 
which it was to be continued—to wit: the highlands 
dividing the tributary waters of the St. Lawrence 
andthe Atlautic, which lay due north from the 
source of the St. Croix—- remained to be ascertained; 
and when they were ascertained, the northwestern- 
most head of the Connecticut river, (another termi- 
nus to which the boundary along lhe said highlands 
was to be continued,) was also to be identified and 
established. Both of these termini were supposed 
to be involved in doubt by the actual geography and 
physical conformation of the country. The high. 
lands described in the treaty were said to have no 
` defmite existence in nature; and the various sources 
of the Connécticut river, and their relative position, 
produced confusion in determining which was the 
true northwesternmost source referred to by the 
tréaly of peace. Forthe “adjustment of these un- 
certainties,” by the agency of a joint commission 
formed on the model of that of Jay’s treaty in re- 
gard to the St. Croix river, a convention was con- 
eluded by Mr. Rufus King with Lord Hawkesbury, 
in May, 1803, under the instructions of Mr. Madi- 
son, then Secretary of State. This convention re- 
ceived the. unanimous advice and consent of the 
Senate to ils ratification, with the exception of its 
fifth article, relating to the northwestern bounda- 
ry between the Lake of the Woods and the Missis- 
sippi river, which, it was apprehended, might con- 
flict with the territorial claims of the United States 
under the treaty for the purchase of Louisiana from 
France; which had been. concluded twelve days 
revious to the convention with Lord Hawkes- 
ury, but which fact was not known to either of 
the ‘negotiators at the signature of the latter. The 
change thus made by the Senate not being acceded 
to by the British Government, the convention failed 
to take eflect. 

Thus stood the question in regard to the North- 
eastern boundary, without any new arrangement 
to obviate or adjust the uncertainties which had 
arisen, until the treaty of Ghent. By the fifth 
article of that treaty, it was agreed that two com- 
missioners should be appointed—one by each par- 
ty—to ascertain and determine where is the point 
of intersection, or angle called the northwest angle 
of Nova Scotia, formed by a line drawn due north 
from the source of the St. Croix tothe highlands, 
as described in the treaty of peace; and also the 
northwesteramost head of Connecticut river; and 
to cause the entire boundary, from the source of 
the St. Croix to the river St, Lawrence, to be sur- 
veyed and marked, according to the provisions of 
the said treaty of peace; andil these commission- 
ers should differin opinion on the matters referred 
to them, then their differences were to be referred 
to some friendly sovereign or State, to. be named 
forthe purpose, whose decision should be final and 
conclusive on all the matters so referred. The com- 
missioners appointed under the treaty of Ghent 
having radically differed in their views of the true 
boundary, a convention was entered into between 
the two Governments, in September, 1827, for car- 
rying into effect the stipulated reference to some 
friendly sovereign; agreeing to proceed, in concert, 
tothe choice of such friendly sovereign, and reg- 
wating various details connected with the arbitra- 
tion. The King of the Netherlands was, by the 
concurrent act of the two Governments, subse- 
quently chosen as the arbiter; and, in January, 
1831, he pronounced his award~-deelaring, in ef- 
fect, that neither the line claimed by the United 
States, to the north of the river St. John, nor that 
claimed by Great Britain, to the south of that riv- 
er, fulfilled the description of the boundary con- 
tained in the treaty of peace; that the stipulations of 
the treaty were too vague and indeterminate to ad- 
mitof satisfactory execution, when applied to the 
actual topography of the country; and that, there- 
fore, “it willbe suitable (il conviendra) to adopt as 
the boundary of the two States” a line which 
drawn from the source of the St. Croix till it inter- 
sect the river St. John, shail continue along that 
Tiver te the mouth of the St. Francis; thence along 
the St. Francis, to its southwesternmost head; and 
thence, by a due-west course, to the line claimed by 
the United States. 

This award of the King of the Netherlands, in 
proposing the adoption of a new boundary, was 
considered as a departure from the question sub- 
mitted for his decision by the terms of the refer- 
ence, and was held, therefore, not to be obligatory 
ọn the parties, The Senate of the United States, 


-before whom the award was laid by the President 
for their advice on the subject; expressed an opin- 
ion unfavorable to its acceptance; and from that 
time down tothe special mission of Lord Ashbur- 
ton, a series of halting and abortive negotiations 
has been going on between the two Governments, 
terminating in nothing, and leaving this disturb- 
ing controversy as far as ever from settlement; the 
peace of the two countries, in the mean tine, ex- 
posed to perpetual danger of interruption, by collis 
ions on the debatable frontier. ; 
Mr. R. said he had thus briefly retraced the his- 
tory of this controversy, and exhibited the mutual 
proceedings of the two Governments in regard to 
it—not with any purpose of weakening or impugn- 
ing the just tile of the United States to the territo- 
ry claimed by them as being within the limits es- 
tablished by the treaty of peace; on the contrary, 
he felt in his own mind a clear ‘conviction of the 
justice and validity of the American claim as 
resting on theterms of the treaty. He believed 
that the boundary claimed by the United States 
fulfilled the literal description contained in the 
treaty, and that it was the only boundary which 
did fulfil that description. He had, therefore, 
heartily concurred in the resolution unanimously 
passed in this body, four years ago, affirming our 
conviction of the right of the United States under 
the treaty of peace; and such, he was authorized to 
say, was still the opinion entertained by every 
member of the committee. But, while this was 
the opinion of the committee and of the Senate, and, 


cf the United States who have investigated the sub- 
ject, it is impossible for us, looking at the public 
and solemn acts of the nation through its recog- 
nised organs, now to stand uncompromisingly on 
the ground of right. We have admitted, over 
and over again, that the question is one open to 
doubt and controversy; and, as such, we have agreed 
to make it a subject of arbitration; and the opinion 
of thearbiter, however wanting in legal obligation, 
has yet been pronounced before the world against 
our claim. 

The Senate has seen, from the review just 
presented, that, not only by the treaty of Ghent, and 
the subsequent convention of 1827, had we abandon- 
ed the ground of clear and incontestable right; but 
that, at a long antecedent period, by the convention 
of 1803 between Mr. King and Lord Hawkesbury, 
(an arrangement unanimously confirmed by the 
Senate, so far as the Northeastern boundary was 
concerned,) we had agreed to bring ourclaims into 
litigation before a mixed tribunal of arbitrament, 
to be specially constituted for the purpose, The 
President of the United States, [Mr. Jefferson,] 
in communicating the conclusion of that arrange- 
ment to Congress, accompanied it with the follow- 
ing pregnant remarks: 

“A further knowledge of the ground inthe northeastern and 
northwestern angles of the Uniied States has evinced that the 
boundaries established by the treaty of Paris, between the Brit- 
ish territories and ours in those parts, were foo imperfectly de- 
scribed to be susceptible of exceution. It has, therefore, been 
thought worthy of attention, for preserving and cherishing she 
harmony and useful intercourse subsisting hetween the two na- 
tops, fo remove, by timely ar angements, what unfavorable 
incidents might otherwise render a ground of future misnnder- 
standing. A convention has, therefore, been entered into, which 
provides for a practicable demarcation of those limits, to the 
salisfaction of hoth parties? 

Mr. Madison, in the instructions given by him 
to Mr. King for the negotiation of the convention, 
used Jangaage of similar, and not less significant 
import: 

“In fixing,” said he, “the point at which the line is to ter- 
minate, and which is reforred to asthe northwest angle of Nova. 
Scotia, the difficulty arises from a reference of the treaty of 
3783 to‘the highlands,’ which 7f is now found have no defi- 
nite existence. To remove this difficulty, no better expedient 
occurs than to provide for the appointment of a third commis. 
stoner, asin article five of the treaty of 1794; and to authorize 
the three to determine on a point to be substituted for the de- 
scription in the second article of the treaty of 1783, having due 
regard to the general idea that the line oughtto terminate on the 
elevated ground dividing the rivers falling into the Atlantic, 
from thase emptying themselves into the St. Lawrence. The 
commissioners *may also be authorized tosubsiitute for the de. 
scription of the boundary between the point so fixed and the 
north westernmost head of the Connerticat river—namely, a line 
‘along the said highlands;?—-such a reference to intermediate 
sources of rivers, or other ascertained or ascertainable points, 
te be connected by straight lines, as will admit of easy and 
acenrate execution hereafter, ang as will best comport with the 
apparent intention of the treaty of 1783.” & 

Here we have an instruction from one efihe most 
cautious, as well as able and enlightened statesmen, 
; that ever presided over the department of onr for. 
eign relations, expressly authorizing the minister 
| of the United States, on` the ground of the imprac- 
H teability of finding the limits described in the 


without doubt, of a large majority of the citizens. 


Senate. 


treaty of 1783, to enter into an arrangement to sub- 
stitute—not, as has been’ said, a point only, but—a 
continuous and long line of boundary between that 
point and another, for the lines and angles described 
in the treaty, 


After these various and repeated acts of the na- 
tional authorities, acknowledging, in one form or 
another, the doubts and difficulties which stood in 
the way of the actual demarcation of the boundary 
in question, according to the provisions of the treaty 
of 1783, it seems to the committee too late in the 
day, consistently with a proper regard for the peace 
of nations and the opinion of the world, to plant 
ourselves now sternly and inflexibly on the ground 
of a clear, manifest, and incontrovertible right to 
the precise line of boundary we claim. If the 
honor of the country, as is now asserted, demanded 
that the summum jus of our.claims, in regard to 
the disputed-boundary, should have been rigorously 
insisted on in the late negotiation, then that honor 
has been long since irretrievably prostrated in the 
dust. It. was sacréficed-by the treaty of 1794, by the 
convention of 1803, by the Ghent negotiations in 
1814, by the arbitration arrangement of 1827; it 
was betrayed by Washington, Jefferson, and Madi- 
son; and trampled under foot by every successive ad- 
ministration that has been charged with the foreign 
relations of the country, from the peace of 1783 to 
the present day. How wonld even our hero Presi- 
dent, the venerable Jackson—at whose lofty tone in 
the foreign intercourse of the nation the world 


‘stood surprised—how would even he stand, it tried 


by this new standard of diplomatic chivalry? Du- 
ring the period of his administration, repeated en- 
tries were made on the disputed territory by agents 
of the neighboring British provincial authorities, 
who arrested our citizens, scized their property, 
and transported both one and the other into a for- 
eign jurisdiction. Did he summon the nation to 
arms for this hostile invasion of our territory?—as 
it assuredly was, if the ‘principle now so cheaply 
put forward, of the incontrovertible justice and va- 
lidity of our title to the-boundary we claimed, be 
correct. No, sir; he knew that, however strong 
might be our conviction of the justice of our claim, 
there were two sides to the question—the adver- 
sary claim resting on grounds which we had, by 
the most solemn national acts, recognised to be 
fair topics of discussion; and that we could not 
justify ourselves to the moral sense of mankind, in 
rashly taking the decision of the question into our 
own hands. 


The truth is, that no administration has ever 
shown a greater disposition to settle this question 
with Great Britain, on principles of compromise and 
concession, than did that of General Jackson. It is 
well known that his opinions and inclinations were 
decidedly in favor of the acceptance of the award 
of the King of the Netherlands; and that the objec- 
tions of the State .of Maine, and the action of the 
Senate on the subject, alone prevented his acceding 
to the new conventional line proposed by that 
award. When, from these causes, the adjustment 
under the mediation of the King of the Nether- 
lands failed, PresidentJackscn immediately sought, 
by a provisional arrangement with the State of 
Maine, for anĝ indemnity to be paid her by the 
United States in other lands, to arm himself. with 
the necessary sanction of her assent, to agree with 
Great Britain upon a new boundary line, in place 
of that of the treaty of 1783. An arrangement to 
that effect was actually entered into by three distin- 
guished public functionaries duly authorized by 
the President, with three other gentlemen as agents 
of the State of Maine; but not being ratified by the 
Legislature of the State, when submitted to them, 
the negotiation, upon that basis, was necessarily 
abandoned. Being thus forced back upon new ef- 
forts to settle and ascertain the boundary as it exist- 
ed under the treaty of peace, General Jackson 
authorized a proposition of extreme liberality to 
be submitted to the British minister. Hitherto, in 
all the discussions upon thes ubject, as well asin the 
explorations and surveys made to determine the 
boundary, one thing had been assumed as certain 
and fixed—to wit: that, from the source of the St. 
Croix, the boundary, in the express language of 
the treaty, should be run directly north to the high- 
lands, &e.; and this had been invariably considered’ 
a main pillar of the argument in support of the 
American claim. General Jackson, in his earnest 
desire to bring this long-pending controversy to an 
amicable termination, and with an accommodating 
and liberal spirit which was emphatically acknowl 
edged by the British Government, now proposed, 
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through Mr. Livingston and Mr. McLane, succes- 
sively Secretaries.of State, that the. commissioners 
should bė no longer restricted by the due-nerth line 
in determining the true boundary; but, discarding 
that line, if they thought proper, they should be atli- 
berty to.seek the highlands described in the treaty, to 
the west of the meridian of the source of the St. 
Croix, and in any part of the disputed territory north 
or south of the river St. John. What seemed mainly 
to produce the hesitation of the British Government 
in acceding to this proposition, was, the doubt enter- 
tained by it whether the assent of the State of Maine 
(which hadnot, and probably could not, be obtained) 
would not be as necessary to give effect to an ar- 
rangement on this basis, as.on that of an avowed 
conventional line. 


Tt appears.to the committee, therefore, in looking 
back tothe public and solemn acts of the Govern- 
ment, and of its suecessive administrations, that 
the time has passed, if it ever existed, when we 
could be justified in making the precise line of 
boundary claimed by us the subject ofa sine qua 
non of negotiation, or of the ulivma ratio of an 
assertion by force. Did a second arbitration, then, 
afford the prospect of a more. satisfactory result? 
This expedient seemed to be equally rejected by 
all parties—by the United States, by Great Britain, 
and by the State of Maine. Ifsuch an alternative 
should be contemplated by any one as ‘preferable 
to the arrangement which has been made, it is fit 
to bear in mind the risk and uncertainty, as well 
as the inevitable delay and expense, incident to that 
mode of decision. We have already seen, in the 
instance of the arbitration by the King of the 
Netherlands, how much weight a tribunal of that 
sort is inclined to give to the argument of conve- 
nience, and a supposed intention on the part of the 
negotiators ofthe treaty of 1783, against the literal 
and positive terms employed by the instrument in 
its description of limits. Is there no danger, in the 
event of another arbitration, that a farther research 
into the public archives of Europe might bring to 
light some embarrassing (even though apocryphal) 
document, to throw anew shade of plausible doubt 
on the clearness of our title, in the view of a sov- 
eign arbiter? Sach a document has already been 
communicated tothe committee; and I feel it (said 
Mr. Ri) tobe my duty to lay it before the Senate, 
that they may fully appreciate its bearings, and de- 
termine for themselves the weight and importance 
which belong to it. Itis due to the learned and 
distinguished gentleman, (Mr, Jared Sparks of Bos- 
ton,) by whom the document referred to was dis- 
covered in the archives of France, while pursuing 
his laborious and intelligent researches connected 
with the history of our own country, that the ac- 
count of it should be given in his own words, as 
contained in a communication addressed by him to 
the Department of State. I proceed, therefore, to 
read from that communication: 

“While pursuing my researches among the voluminous pa: 
pers relating to the American Revolution in the Archives des 
Affaires Etrangeres in Paris, I found in one of the bound 


volumes an origina] letter from. Dr. Franklin to Count de Ver- 
gennes, of which the following is an exact transcript: 


“Passy, December 6, 1782, 
“Sir: I have the honor of returning herewith the map your 
Excellency sent me yesterday. I have marked witha strong red 
line, according to your desire, the limits of the United States, 
a3 eettled in the preliminaries between the British and American 

plenipotentiaries. 
“With great respect, lam, &.,  * 
“B. FRANKLIN.” 


“This letter was written six days after the preliminaries were 
signed; and if we could procure the identical map mentioned 
by Franklin, it would seem to afford conclusive evider.ce as to 
the meaning affixed by the, Commissioners to the language af 
the treaty on the subject of the boundaries. You may well sup- 
pose that Llost no time in making inquiry for the map, not 
doubting that it would confirm all my previous opinions re- 
specting the validity of our claim. In the geographical de- 
parument of the Archives are sixty thousand mapsand charts; 
but so weil arranged with catalogues and indexes, that any one 
of them may be easily found. After a little research in the 
American division, with the aid of the keeper, I came upon a 
map of North America, by D’Anville, dated 1746, in size 
about eighteen inches square, on which was ‘drawn a strong 
red line throughout the entire boundary of the United States, 
answering precisely to Frankiin’s description. The line is 
bold and distinct in every part, made with red ink, and apparent- 
ly drawn with a hatr-pencil, ora pen with a blunt paint. Phere 
is no other coloring on any part of the map. 

“Imagine my surprise on discovering that this line runs whel- 
ly south of the St. John’s, and between the head waters of that 
river.and those of the Penobscot and Kennebec. fn short, it is 
exacily the line now contended for by Great Britain, except 
that it concedes more than is claimed. The north line, after če- 
parting from the source of the St. Croix, instead of proceeding 
to Mars Hill, stops fav short of that point, and turns off to the 
west, s0 as to leavé. on the British side all the streams which 
flow into the St, John’s, between the source of the St. Croix 
and Mars Hill. Itis evident that the line, frem the St. Croix to 
the Canadian highlands, is intended to exclude al? the waters 
running into the St. John’s. ' 
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- “Phere is no’ positive proof that, this map is actually the one 
marked by Franklin; yet, uponany other supposition, it would 
be difficult to explain the circumstances of its agreeing so per- 
fectly with his description, and of its being preserved in the 
place where it would naturally be deposited by Count de Ver- 
gennes. also foundanother map in the Archives, on which 
the. same boundary was traced in a dotted red line witha pen, 
apparently.copied from the other. | = 

“I enclose herewith a map of Maine, on which I have drawn 
astrong blackline, corresponding with the red one above men- 
tioned.” 


Tam far from intimating (said Mr. Rives) that 
the documents discovered by Mr. Sparks, curious 
and well worthy of consideration as they undoubt- 
edly are, are of weight sufficient to shake the title 
of the United States, founded on the positive lan- 
guage of the treaty of peace. But they could not 
fail, in the event of another reference, to give in- 
creased confidence and emphasis to the pretensions 
of Great Britain, and to exert a corresponding in- 
fluence upon the mind ofthe arbiter. It is worth 
while, in this connexion, to turn to what Lord 
Ashburton has said, in one of his communications 
to Mr, Webster, when explaining his views of the 
position of the highlands described in the treaty: 

“My inspection of the maps, and my examination of the docu- 
ments,” says his Lordship, “lead me toa very strong conviction 
that the highlands contemplated by the negotiators of the treaty 
were the only highlands then known to them—at the head of the 
Penobscot, Kennebec, and the rivers west of the St. Croix; 
and that they did not precisely know how the north line from 
the St. Croix would strike them; and if it were not my wish to 
shorten this discussion, I believe a very good argument might be 
drawn from the words of the treaty in proof ofthis. In the ne 
gotiations with Mr. Livingston, and afterwards with Mr. 
McLane. this view seemed to. prevail; and, as you are aware, 
there were proposals to search for these highlands to the west, 
where alona, l believe, they will be fonnd to answer perfectly the 
description of the treaty. Jf this question should unforte- 
nately goto a further reference, 1 should by no means 
despair of finding some confia mation of this view of the 
Cuse. 

It is for the Senate to consider (added Mr. 
Rives) whether there would not be much risk of 
introducing new complications and embarrass- 
ments in this controversy, by leaving it open for 
another litigated reference; and if the British Gov. 
ernment—strongly prepossessed, as its minister tells 
us itis, with the justice of its claims--would net 
find what it would naturally consider a persuasive 
“confirmation of ils view of the case” in documents, 
such as those encountered by Mr. Sparks in his 
historical researches in the archives of France. 

A map has been vauntingly paraded here, from 
Mr. Jefferson’s collection, in the zeal of opposition, 
(without taking time to see what it was,) to con- 
front and invalidate the map found by Mr. Sparks 
in the Foreign Office at Pari ; but, the moment it is 
examined, it is found to sustain, by the most pre- 
cise and remarkable correspondence in every fea- 
ture, the map communicated by Mr. Sparks. The 
Senator who produced it, could see nothing but 
the microscopic dotted line running off in a north- 
easterly direction; but the moment other eyes were 
applied to it, there was found. in bold relief, a 
sirong red line, indicating the limits of the United 
i States according to the treaty of peace, and coin- 
| ciding, minutely and exactly, with the boundary 
traced on the map of Mr. Sparks. That this red 
line, and not the hardly visible dotted line, was in- 
tended to represent the limits of the United States 
aceording to the treaty of peace, is conclusively 
shown by the circumstance, that the. red line is 
drawn on the map al! around the exterior boundary 
of the United States;—through the middle of the 
Northern Lakes, thence through the Long Lake and 
the Rainy Lake to the Lake of the Woods; and 
from the western extremity of the Lake of the 
Woods to the river Mississippi; and along that 
river, tothe point where the boundary ofthe United 
States, according to the treaty of peace, leaves it; 
and thence, by its easleriy course, to the mouth of the 
St. Mary’s, on the Atlantic. 

Here, then, is a most remarkable and unforeseen 
confirmation of the map of Mr. Sparks, and by an- 
other map of a most imposing character, and bearing 
every mark of high authenticity. lt was printed and 
published in Paris in 1784, (the year after the con- 
clusion of the peace,) by Lattré, graveur du Roi, (en- 
graver of maps, &c¢ tothe King.) Itisformally enti- 
tled, on its face, a “map of the United States of Amer- 
ica, according to the treaty of peace of 1783.—( Carte 
des Etats Unis de P Amérique, suivant letraité de paix 
de 1783.) Itis “dedicated and presented” (dediče 
et presentéc) “to his Excellency Benjamin Frank- 
lin, Minisjer Plenipotentiary of the United States 
of America, near the courtof France,” and while 
Dr. Franklin yetremained in Paris; for he did not 
| return to the United States till the spring of the 
į year 1785. Isthere not, then, the most plausible 
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ground to argue that this map, professing to be one 
constructed “according to the ‘treaty of peace of 
1783,” and being “dedicated and presented” to Dr; 
Franklin, the leading negotiator. who concluded 
that treaty, and who yet remained in Paris: while 
the map was published, was made out with his 
knowledge, and by his directions; and that, corres~ 
ponding asit does identically with the map found by 
Mr. Sparksin the Archives ofthe Foreign Affairsin 
Paris, they both partake of the same presumptions 
in favor of their authenticity. . 
Mr. R. said he did not design to dwell farther ọn 
these matters. That the knowledge possessed of 
the countiy bordering on the northern, and north- 
eastern, and northwestern frontiers of the United 
States, was exceedingly imperfect at the lime the 
attempt was made to define these boundaries in the 
treaty of peace of 1783, is admitted by our whole 
diplomatic history. Exclusive of the early contro- 
versies respecting the true river St. Croix, and the 
extension of our boundary from the northwestern 
point of the Lake of the Woods to the river Missis- 
sippi, (both of which arose from the imperfect or er~ 
roneous notions of the geography of the country ex- 
isting at the conclusion of the treaty of peace, ) the 
remarkable fact, thatas many as four boards of com- 
missioners were constituted by the treaty of Ghent, 
more than thirty years after the definitive treaty of 
peace, to settle and determine an equal number of 
disputed boundary lines on the northern frontier of 
the United States, from Passamaquoddy Bay to the 
Lake of the Woods, is in itself pregnant evidence 
ofthe necessarily imperfect description of liñits 
contained in the ireaty of peace. From the want 
of known and recognised landmarks, or familiar 
natural monuments, in a country then unpeopled 
and unexplored, the negotiators of the treaty of 
peace were compelled to act very much in the 
dark, and to substitute, for a plain reference to 
known and familiar objects, a general description 
of limits, which has given rise to doubts and argu- 
ments, more or Jess plausible, as to the boundaries , 
really intended, or most nearly described under the 
terms employed in the treaty. So long as the dis- 
cussion shall continue to be conducted on its origi- 
nal grounds, the same doubts and difficulties which, 
for now sixty years since the achievement of our 
national independence, have prevented the defini- 
tive adjustment of our limits, will continue to em» ` 
barrass and defeat a-settlement of the question, 
Some new mode of solving the controversy, there- 
fore , has become imperiously necessary. . f 


A. question of disputed boundary between adja- . 
cent territories, now rapidly filling up with a hardy 
and enterprising population, is one attended with. . 
constant danger to the peace of the two nations. 
The acts of ill-advised individuals, of small detach- 
ments of troops, of subordinate local authorities, 
may, at any moment, bring on a conflict, in which 
the two countries would be committed to the stern 
issues of war, against their own deliberate policy 
and will. How near this çatasiropis was being 
brought about three years ago, on the occasion of 
what was called the Aroostook war, I need not re- 
mindthe Senate. For terminating this thorny and 
long-protracted controversy, so fraught with mis- 
chiefs and dangers to both countries, the failures of 
the past prove that the only expedient now left is 
the conventional establishment of a new and well- 
defined boundary line. All attempts to effect an 
arrangement of this kind hitherto have been ren- 
dered unavailing, by the impossibility of obtaining 
the assent of the Slates of Maine and Massachu- 
setts—one of them claiming the rights of sovereign- © 
ty and jurisdiction, as well as soil; the other an 
original and undivested interest in the soil of the 
disputed territory. Under the principles of our fed- 
erative system, the national authority has been held 
incompetent, by means of a convention with a fot- 
eign power or otherwise, to change the boundaries, 
and, in effect, alienate a portion of the territory of 
one of the members of the Union, without its formal 
and stipulated assent. This fundamental obstacle, 
which, through so long a series of abortive nego- 
tiations, has continued to keep open an ancient and 
dangerous controversy with a foreign power, has 
at length, by a fortunate combination of circum- 
stances, and happy reconciliation of jarring inter- 
ests, been overcome. Both Maine and Massachu- 
setts, through their several commissioners fuar- 
nished with full powers for the purpose, have 
given their final assent to the new boundary line, - 
separating their territory from that of the adja- 
cent British provinces, which is proposed to be es- 
tablished by the treaty before us. # 


“62 


a7rn. Coxa----Sp Sess. 


«* Thé Committee -on Foreign Relations (said Mr. 
‘Rivss)is clear in the opinion that an arrangement 
- sO'sanctioned, after the numberless perplexities and 
impediments which have heretofore and so long ob- 
structed a satisfactory adjustment. of the question, 
ought not to be lightly disturbed by the action of 
this body. - On looking into the arrangement itself, 
they see nothing in it incompatible with the charac- 
-terof a fair, just, and reasonable compromise, un- 
der all the circumstances of difficulty and embar- 
‘rassment which surrounded the subject, The new 
boundary agreed on pursues the line recommended 
. by the King of Netherlands, till it reaches a point 
on. the St. Francis not very distant from its source; 
` and thence, turning off at right angles, in a south- 
westerly direction, it terminates at a pointin the 
highlands where the respective boundaries hereto- 
fore. claimed by Great Britain and the United 
States meet--throwing on the British side of the 
new line a narrow strip of barren land, along the 
eastern base of the highlands formerly claimed by 
the United States, of about one hundred and ten 
miles in length. In consideration of this narrow 
strip of land conceded to Great Britain, beyond 
- what was allotted to her by the award of the King 
of the Netherlands, she grants in perpetuity to the 
inhabitants of Maine the free navigation of the St. 
John, from the point where it enters her territory, 
` to the seaport at its mouth--guarantying, in favor 
of the agricultural produce and lumber of Maine, 
the same treatment, in all respecis, as if they were 
the productions of her own provinces. She also 
relinquishes and gives up forever the one hundred 
thousand acres of valuable land at the sources of 
the Connecticut, lying within the actual limits of 
New Hampshire; as well as the strip of land on 
thenorthern frontier of Vermont and New York-- 
both of which were determined, by the award of 
the King of the Netherlands, to belong to Great 
Britain. And the all-important military position at 
Rouse’s Point, commanding the outlet of Lake 
Champlain--which, by a special exception in the 
award of the King of the Netherlands, was reserved 
to the United States--is also, by this arrangement, 
forever secured to them. At thesame time, inthead- 
jastment of certain disputed boundary lines farther to 
“the west, on which the British and American com- 
missioners under the seventh article of the treaty 
of Ghent differed, it is agreed that the limits shall 
be so established as to throw a very largeand valu- 
ble island in the water communication between 
Lakes Huron and Superior, called St. George’s or 
Sugar island, (which was claimed by the British 
cominissioner,) on the side of the United States; 
and also to yield lo the United States an extensive 
district of about four millions of acres, lying on the 
western side of Lake Superior—of but little intrinsic 
value, probably, but which was, nevertheless, 
warmly contended for by the British commissioner 
under the aforesaid article of the treaty of Ghent. 
Many of these concessions on the part of Great 
Britain, enuring to the benefit of the United States 
in their national capacity, and being rincipally 
induced by the assent of the States of Maine and 
Massachusetts to the establishment of the new 
boundary Jine on the Northeastern frontier, the 
United States finally stipulate to pay to those two 
States, in equal moieties, the sum of three hundred 
thousand dollars, on account of their assent to the 
said line; and to refund the expenses incurred by 
them, respectively, in protecting and surveying the 
disputed territory. 


In analyzing the details of this arrangement, it 
appears that seven-lwelfihs in quantity of the dis- 
puted territory have fallen to the share of Maine— 
in value, a far Jarger proportion, The lands al- 
lotted to Great Britain are, for the most part, bar- 
ren and unproductive; deriving their chief (if not 

, Sole) importance from the more directand conve- 
nient communication they afford between her 
provinces, and the greater breadih of border they 
give her on the St. Lawrence. These, indeed, 
are the essential objects she professed to have in 
view. On the other hand, the lands reserved to the 
State of Maine are, many of them, of great fertility, 
andall of them abound in fine timber. But their 
actual commercial value must depend, after all, 
on ‘the facilities of a cheap transportation to convey 
their. agricultura] produce, and especially their 
heavy lumber, to market. Hence the free naviga- 
tion of the St, John to the ocean is of vital import- 
ance tothe upper parts of the State of Maine; and 
the stipulation to receive and treat their productions 
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ona footing of equal favor with the produce of the 
colonies, enhances still farther the value of this | 
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grant. The free navigation of the St. John formed 
no part ofthe award of the King of the Nether- 
lands; and in every practical view, therefore, the 
arrangement now proposed possesses marked. ad- 


-vantages for the State of Maine over that of the 


award, which it is now attempted to exalt’ so 
much in the comparison. On this point, we have 
the highest possible evidence—the decision of the 
party most deeply interested—of Maine herself. It 
is apparent, from the correspondence before us, that 
Lord Ashburton was, at all times, ready to enter 
into an arrangement on the naked basis of the award 
of the King of the Netherlands, and that the com- 
missioners of Maine were as steady.and unwaver- 
ing in their repugnance to it; and I am authorized 
explicitly to state the fact, that the three-fold option 
was distinctly presented to the commissioners—of 
the award, the arbitration, and the arrangement now 
before us. They deliberately elected the last; and 
most wisely and sagaciously, in my opinion, did 
they decide. 

Looking at the arrangement as a national ques- 
tion, and as the interests of the Union at large are 
concerned, its advantages, in a soberand candid 
view of things, appear to the committee equally ob- 
vious. Will any gentleman hesitate to say that the 
important territorial concessions, and the quieting of 
contested boundaries all along the Northern fron- 
tier of the United States, fromthe head of Connecti- 
cut river to the western extremity of Lake Supe- 
rior, including the surrender of the unquestionable 
British title to the ownexship of by far the most im- 
portant military position upon our whole frontier, 
(Rouse’s Point,) are not cheaply purchased by the 
paltry sum to be paid to Maine and Massachusetts 
for their assent to the new boundary? Have honor- 
able gentlemen, who find so much fault with this ar- 
rangement, forgotten that General Jackson was wil- 
ling, and actually entered into an agreement, to pay 
to Maine and Massachusetts—-not the pittance of 
three hundred thousand dollars—but an indemnity 
equivalent to a million and a quarter of dollars, if 
they wouldacquiesce in the award of the King of 
the Netherlands. 


But it is said thatthe arrangement in question, by 
giving to Great Brilain the natrow strip of wild 
and desolate land on the eastern side of the high- 
lands from the head waters of the St. Francis ri- 
ver to the Metjarmette portage, surrenders a Jine of 
military positions, Which, at the same time, com- 
mand Quebec and cover the State of Maine! But for 
this unlucky treaty, Mr. President, these important 
discoveries in military topography, I venture to say, 
would never have been made. We have had able 
and scientific reports, from time to time, on the de- 
ences of our inland frontier, from boards of offi- 
cers, consisting of the first professional men in 
America, who are well acquainted with the coun- 
try in question, and all its military attributes and 
relations, And yet, in not one of these reports 
have we had the remotest hint of these command- 
ing military positions—facing, as they do, the St. 
Lawrence at points below Quebec, where nothing 
would be gained if you were to reach it, and on the 
other side looking down on a sterile region and 
boundless forests, where armies could neither be 
moved nor subsisted, and would, therefore, never 
attempt to penetrate! I have two of these reports 
now before me—one made in 1838, and the other in 
1840—and they both concur in the emphatic decla- 
ration, that north of the old route leading to Que- 
bec along the Kennebec and the Chaudigre—a line 
which the southern termination of the new boun- 
dary conceded to Great Britain does not approach 
nearer than within some thirty or forty miles—there 
is no military position along the highlands of any 
importance cither for defence or invasion. One 
of these reports disposes of the whole question, by 
briefly declaring that “no general, who understood 
his profession, would invade Maine by a route des- 
titute of forage, provisions, and the means of trans- 
portation ;” and the other pithily remarks. that 
“isolated forts along the frontier, if you had them 
would command nothing beyond the range of their 
own guns."* And yet the Quixotic imagination of 
gentlemen, by these highland windmills, would com- 
mand Quebec at the distance of some fifty miles! 

No, sir: Great Britain obtains nothing by the 
new boundary agreed upon, but a more direct and 
convenient communication between her upper and 


“See the report on the defence of the frontier. of Maine. 
communicated to Congress by the Secretary of War, on the 
2ist December, 1838; and, also, the report ofa board of officers, 
on i system of national defences, communicated the 15th May, 
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lower provinces, and a strip of alternate roek and 
morass, which simply serves to eke out, by added 
space, her border along the St. Lawrence. And are 
these such boons that national honor or safety for- 
bids they should be granted, for fair equivalents, to 
a neighboring power, in the compromise and ad- 
justment of a disputed boundary, which has been 
the subject of controversy for half a century? We 
have always admitted that the boundary claimed 
by us was a most inconvenient one for Great Brit- 
ain, by interrupting the communication between 
her provinces; and we have never been so churlish 
a neighbor as to insist on holding this advantage, 
against every proposition of compromise and mu- 
tual accommodation. I cannot divest myself of 
the consciousnessthat we are the stronger power 
on this continent, and I am not afraid to do what 
the spirit of good neighborhood and manly inter- 
course requires, when appealed to by corresponding 
dispositions, and it does seem to me that, while 
Great Britain is freely surrendering to us an inval- 
uable military position—her title to which, if she 
chose to insist on it, is above all question—(I mean 
Rouse’s Point)—a position which is pronounced, 
by the first military officers in our service, (in com- 
munications now before me,) to be the great strategic 
point on our Northern frontier—the key, in our 
hands, to the Canadas; in theirs, to the heart of 
our own country; and, therefore, “above al) price,” 
either for attack or defence;—it would be ungra- 
cious, indeed, and unworthy alike of our honor 
and our strength, if we were doggedly to refuse 
the slightest relaxation from the rigor of our 
claims, even for an obvious mutual convenience. 

Bui the Roman god Terminus, Mr. President, 
is invoked to animate us to stand uncompromising- 
ly by our limits as they are, however inconvenient 
to others or to ourselves. The honorable gentle- 
men who make this invocation will pardon me 
for saying that they have not been very consistent 
worshippers of the Roman deity. Where was their 
holy reverence for the rites of this revived worship, 
three years ago, when my honorable friend, one of 
the Senators from Maine [Mr. Wiuiams} in- 
troduced a bill simply to provide for a peaceable 
and innocent survey of our boundaries by skilful 
and scientific men, according to the description 
of limits in the treaty of peace? They then ar- 
rayed themselves in stern opposition even to this 
peaceable attempt to ascertain our limits, lest it 
might give umbrage to our neigbbor, 1 beg leave 
to remind my learnedand classical friends who now 
hold up to us the example of the Romans in the 
worship of the god Terminus, that the same hardy 
and restless people worshipped another pagan 
deity—Janus, the god of war—whose temple, al- 
ways open in time of war, was shut, we are told, 
but three times during a period of more than 
seven hundred years. Do the patriotic gentlemen, 
who call upon us now to imitate the example of the 
Romans in worshipping the litigious and impracti- 
cable divinily that presided over limits, mean to in- 
vite us also to follow them in their warlike and bloody 
career? and dothey propose to celebrate the Ame- 
rican Terminalia, not by libations of milk and 
wine, butby the effusion of blood? 

To the worship of these pagan deities, Mr, Pres- 
ident, has succeeded a purer and better religion, 
which teaches “peace on earth, and good will to 
men;” and while, for one, I would nevershrink from 
the maintenance of the rights and honor of my 
country, at every hazard, when the oecasion de- 
manded, I should, from the bottom of my soul, de- 
precate an appeal to the arbitrament of arms, upon 
a mere question of disputed boundary. We live 
in an age when the moral sense of mankind de- 
mands that every honorable expedient for the ad- 
justment of national disputes should be honestly 
tried, before the ultimate appeal is ventured upon; 
andl feel a strong confidence that the body of our 
tellow-cilizens—the friends of civilizationand hu- 
manity everywhere—-the rest of the nations of the 
earth all of whom haveso deepa stake in the preser- 
vation of general peace—will rejoice that, in this 
instance, they have not been tried in vain. 

We come now (said Mr. Rives) tothat portion of 
the treaty which relates to the suppression of the 
African slave-trade. There is nonation under the 
sun which has shown, through her whole history, 
more anxiety for the extinction of this odious and 
revolting traffic than the United States; and none 
have, therefore, a deeper interest, historical and 
political. in the consummation of the great work 
in which they led the way. Not to speak of the 
various and repeated acts of the Legislatures of 
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the several States, while they were yet colonies of 
Great Britain, to arrest and put an end to this cruel 
traffic-acts rendered inoperative by what my own 
State (Virginia) denounced at the time to be “an 
inhuman use of the royal negative,” and which 
she specially set forth among the wrongs and 
grievances which impelled her to the establishment 
ofan independent Government;--not to speak of 
acts of this sort, with which our ante-revolution- 
ary history abounds,—it is sufficient to say that 
the Government of the Union, from the mo- 
ment of its establishment under the existing Con- 
stitution, has steadily devoted itself to the ac- 
complishment of the same great object. While 
thë Christian States of Europe still tolerated, 
and some of them even encouraged, this revolting 
commerce, the United States, first among the na- 
tions ef the earth, pronounced its formal condem- 
nation by law; and, following up this condemnation, 
as oceasion requiréd, with new penal sanctions, 
combined with active measures of surveillance 
and repression, they finally gave to the world the 
striking example of a crowning act of legislative 
energy, by which they affixed the brand of piracy 
to the slave-trade, declaring that any citizen of the 
United States found engaged in it, whether on 
board an American or a foreign vessel, or any 
foreigner on board an American vessel, so cm- 
ployed, “should be adjudged a pirate, and suffer 
death as such,” g 

While the United States thus set the example of 
their own early and energetic legislation for the 
repression of this crime against humanity, it 
was felt that a general co-operation of the powers 
of Christendom, and especially of all the maritime 
powers, would be necessary to ensure its final and 
complete extirpation. In pursuance of this policy, 
the United States and Great Britain, in concluding 
the treaty of peace at Ghent, entered into the fol- 
lowing stipulation with each other: 

“Whereas the traffic in slaves is irreconcilable with the prin- 
ciples of humanity and justice; anil whereas, both his Majesty 
and the United States are desirous of continuing their efforts 
to promote its entire abolition; it is hereby agreed that both the 
contracting parties shall use their best endeavors to accom- 
plish so desirable an object,” 

A practical interpretation of the spirit of this en- 
gagement, and a striking proof of the cordial sym- 
pathy of the representatives of the people in the 
general object of it, was afterwards afforded in a 
resolution, passed by the Flouse of Representatives, 
on the 10th day of February, 1823, by the nearly 
unanimous voie of 131 yeas to 9 nays. It was. ex- 
pressed in the following words: 

“Resolved, That the President of the United States he re- 
quested to enter upon and prosecute from time to time such 
negotiations with the maritime powers of Europe and America 
as he may deem expedient, for the effectual abolition of the 
African slave-trade, and its ullimate denunciation as piracy 
under the law of nations, by consent of the civilized world.” 

Both of these solemn acts--the resolution of 
the House of Representatives in 1823, as well as the 
stipulation of the treaty of Ghent—clearly recog- 
nised the propriety and necessity of some system 
of combined action among the maritime powers of 
the world, to put an end effectually to the slave- 
trade. Great Britain early embraced, and has till 
now perseveringly adhered to the opinion, that the 
mutual concession of a right of search, to be exer- 
cised by the armed cruisers of each party over the 
merchant vessels of the others, is the only effectual 
means of putting an end to this infamous traffic. 
The United States, on the other hand, unable to 
forget the serious wrongs they had so recently ex- 
perienced from the abusive exercise of the right of 
search; jealous, above all things, of the immunity 
of their flag, and of the general freedom ofthe seas— 
the commonand equal inheritance of all nations— 
have been unwilling to compromise these great 
interests, by entering into an arrangement in- 
volving so vital an innovation upon the establish- 
ed maritime code; especially as they believed other 
means were to be found no less effectual for the 
accomplishment of the common object of the sup- 
pression of the slave-trade. Great Britain, in the 
mean time, succeeded in making treaties with 
Spain, Portugal, and the Netherlands, for the mu- 
tual- right of search.’ And other European States 
having, from time to time, come into the same ar- 
rangement, the United States are now the only 
considerable maritime power that has continued 
to refuse its accession to a system which they could 
not butregard as compromising, in a high degree, 
the ‘geheral freedom of the seas. It has thus, 
doubtless, happened that the American flag has 
been, in many instances, fraudulently used to cover 
vessels really belonging to States who are parties 


The British, Treaty—Mr. Rives. 


to the mutual grant of the right of search, from _ 


the exercise of that right; and, to. prevent this eva- 
sion, the Government of Great Britain recently put 
forth a pretension of alarming extent, and which 
we have resisted, and must ever resist, as wholly 
unsustainable upon any just principle of public law; 


` to wit, that her cruisers have the right to board and 


detain vessels sailing. under the American flag, 
when they shalljudge it proper to do so, to ascer- 
tain, by an examination of their papers, whether 
they are truly and bona fide American or not. 

This was the state of things existing at the com- 
mencement of the present session of Congress, 
when the President laid before us the correspond- 
ence which had taken place on the subject of this 
new pretension between our Minister at London and 
Lord Palmerston and Lord Aberdeen, successively 
her Majesty’s Secretaries of State for Foreign Af- 
fairs, ‘I'he message of the President, referring tothe 
same pretension, held the following emphatic and 
unequivocal language: 

“However desirous the United States may be for the sup- 
pression ofthe slave-trade, they cannot consent to interpolations 
into the maritime code, at the mere will and pleasure of other 
Governments. We deny the right ofany such interpolation to 
any one or all the nations of the earth, without our consent. 
We claim to have a voice in all amendments or alterations of 
that code; and when we are given to understand, as in this in- 
stance, by a foreign Government, thatits treaties with other na 
tions cannot be executed without the establishment and enforce- 
ment of new principles of maritime police, to be applied with- 
out our consent, we must employ a language neither of eqnivo- 
cal import, norsusceptible of misconstruction, American citi- 
zens, prosecuting a lawful commerce in the African seas, under 
the flag of their country, are not responsible for the abuse or 
unlawful use of that flag by others; nor can they rightfully, 
on account of any such alleged abuses, be interrupted, molested, 
or detained, while on the ocean.” 


Tere, then, is the answer of the American Gov- 
ernment, in the highest and most authoritative 
form known to its official intercourse, to the pre- 
tension advanced on the part of Great Britain, in 
the discussion with our late Minister at London, 
lt isan unequivocal negation of that pretension, in 
principle and in practice; and Jeaves nothing to be 
done which could announce in more emphatic 
terms our determined resistance to it. 

The vital question of the independence of our 
flag being thus disposed of, by the prompt, unequivo- 
cal, and final answer of the American Government 
to this new pretension, other considerations of an 
important character present themselves to view. tit 
is shown, by the correspondence just referred to, 
and other incontestable proofs thatthe American 
flag has been extensively abused to cover this in- 
iquitous traflic—sometimes by American citizens, 
notwithstanding the severity of our penal enact- 
ments; but more frequently by the subjects of other 
powers—by Spanish, Portuguese, or Brazilian 
slave-dealers, who assume the American colors to 
protect them from the right of search, to which 
they would be subject under their own national 
flags. The fact of this abuse is admilted by our 
Government. Mr. Stevenson, in his letter to Lord 
Aberdcen, says: “That the flag of the United States 
hasbeen grossly abused, there is too much reason 
to believe and deplore.” ‘Che same declaration is 
repeated by the President, in bis message to Cou- 
gress al the commencement of the present session; 
and in the correspondence between Lord Palmer- 
ston and Mr. Stevenson, which accompanied that 
message, the mortifying fact is disclosed that, of the 
four vessels sailing under the American flag, which 
had been. visited and detained by British cruisers 
on the coast of Africa, (and which it became the 
duty of our minister to make the subject of repre- 
sentation and complaintto the British Government, 
on aceount of the violation of the flag,) every one 
of them tarned out, upon inguiry and investigation, 
to be slavers, furnished with American captains 
and American papers; but, in reality, as there is 
reason to believe, Spanish property. 

Seeing, then, that our flag has been shamelessly 
abnsed to cover an infamous trafic, which our Jaws 
were the first to denounce and pursue with ade- 
quate penaities—that it has been made a shelter to 
screen from the punishment due to their crimes the 
most profligate of the human race,—does not the 
national honor demand that we should give to the 
world an assurance of our determination to cleanse 
and preserve it from this horrible pollution?. We 
have, upon considerations of the highest state poli- 
cy, and from a jealous solicitude to maintain the 
freedom of the seas, refused to concede that mutual 
right of search which other nations have consented 
to yield, as an instrument for the suppression of the 
slave-trade. Wehave, with still stronger determi- 
nation, and-upon impregnable grounds of public 
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law, declared our resistance to the new pretension 
of subjecting our flag to visitation and detention, 


for the alleged purpose of carrying into execution 


the agreements of other powers, to which we have 
refused to become a party. Under these circum- 
stances, is it not due to the character of the Ameri- 
ean people, pledged by all their past history tothe. 
great cause of the final suppression of the African 
slave-trade, that, while rejecting the plans proposed 


‘by other Governments for this object, we should 


come forward with one of our own, which will. af- 
ford a compiete guaranty against the prostitution to. 
which we have seen our flag so vilely exposed, and 
which will, at the same time, bring the most effi- 
cient means lo the general extirpation of this odious 
traffic, without intrenching on the liberty of the 
seas and the established principles of maritime 
law? 

Considerations and. sentiments such as these, 
doubtless suggested the arrangement contained in 
the treaty. By that arrangement, it is stipnlated 
that the two powers shall each maintain a squadron 
of not Jess than eighty guns on the coast of Africa, 
to enforce, separately and respectively, the laws and 
obligations of each country for the suppression of 
the slave-trade: the two squadrons to be perfectly 
independent of each other; but, at the same time, to ° 
actin concert and co-operation for the attainment of 
the common object, under such orders as shall, from 
time to time, be given by their respective Govern- 
ments. And it is farther stipulated, thatthe two 
parties will unite in all becoming representations 
and remonstrances to any power within whose do- 
minions markets for the purchase of African slaves 
may be still allowed to exist, to close such markets 
at once and forever. In virtue of this arrangement, 
(which is limited to five years, if cither party shall 
wish then to terminate it,) each power will, sepa- 
rately and independently, exercise the necessary 
supervision and police over all vessels sailing un- 
der its own flag; neither being permitted to visit or 
search the vessels of the other; but the presence of 
the two squadrons, always on the alert, and acting 
in friendly concert, will afford, by their vigilant 
oversight, complete security against the use of the 
flag of either power to cover the prohibited traffic, 
and will, at the same time, give protection to the 
merchant vessels of each, when necessary, from all 
unlawful interruption or molestation.* 

This arrangement is adapted to meet every exi- 
gency of the case, and reconciles the most vigor- 
ous measures for the suppression of the slave-trade 
with a sacred regard for the independence and im- 
munity of the national fag. It vindicates from all 
suspicion the sincerity of the United States; which 
their persevering and solitary opposition, fora long 
time, to the mutual concession of the right of search, 
for the more effective pursuit and detection -of the 
traffic, exposed to injurious doubts and misconstrue~ 
tion. At the same time, it has the merit of a strict 
fidelity to American principles. It is, indeed, the 
identical plan which, when Lord Castlereagh was 
so earnestly insisting on a mutual right of search as 
the only effectual means for the suppression of the 
slave-trade, President Monroe caused to be present- 
ed,as the American contre-projet-—which, however, 
did not prevent his Lordship from recurring to, 
and urgently pressing, again and again, his favorite 
right of search. 'The proposition referred to was 
developed in a letter from the Secretary of State 


* In the speech of Mr. Benton on the British treaty, recently 
published, he claims great credit to Mr. Van Buren’s adminis- 
tration for having rejected, as contrary to the principles.and 
policy of this Government, an agreement of co-operation for 
the suppression of the slave-trade, which, he says, was similar 
to that contained inthe treaty, Mr. Benton’s allusion, it seems, 
isto a letter of Mr. Paulding, Secretary of the Navy, to-Lieur. 
Paine, commanding United States schooner Grampus; in 
which the Secretary disapproved an arrangement entered into- 
by that officer with the commander of a British cruiser on 
the coast of Africa. by which “Lieut. Paine delegated to 
the British commander the right to seize and detain, under 
certain circumstances, vessels sailing under American col- 
ors.’ Now, it was this “delegation af power to seize and des 
tain vessels under American colors,” which Mr. Paulding de- 
Cared was “unauthorized by instructions, and contrary to the 
established and well-known principles and policy of the Ameri- 
can Government.” But Mr. Benton surely will not say thatthe 
arrangement made in the treaty delegates to British cruisers 
the right lo se end detain vessels sailing under Amerie 
can colors Tt yrecissiy the contrary; for the treaty ex- 
pressly declares that ihe two squadrons are to enforce, sepas 
rately and respectively, the lawsof each country for the sup- ` 
pression of the siave-trade, and that they are to he independent - 
of each other. The same letter of Mr. Paulding, however, ên: 
joins “a friendly co operation with the British cruisersin 
the suppression of the slave-trade;’? and expressly authorizes 
Lieut. Paine “to cruise in company and co-operation with 
any British vessel of war employed on the slave’ coast? 
which is precisely what is done (neither less nor more) by~ the 
treaty arrangement so much denounced by Mr. Benton! 
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tothe Hon. ‘Stratford Canning, dated the 30th’of 


December, 1820: : 


‘Bat, while regretting that the character of the organized 
means of co-operation fur the suppression of the African slave- 
trade, proposed by Great Britain, did not admit of our concur- 
rence in the adoption of them, the President has-been far from 
the disposition to reject or discountenance the general proposi. 
tion of concerted co-operation with Great Britain, to the ac- 
complistiment of the common end—the suppression of the 
‘trade. For this purpose, armed cruisers of the United States 
have beén for some time kepi-stationed on the coast which is 
the scene of this odious traffic—a measure which it is in the 
contemplation of this Government to continue, without inter- 
mission. As there are armed British vessels, charged with the 
same. duty, constantly kept cruising on the same coast, I am 
directed by the President to propose that instructions, fo be 
concerted leinen the two Governments, with a-view to mu 
tual assistance, should be given.to the commandersof the ves- 
sels respectively assigned to that service; that they may be or- 
dered, whenever the occasion may render it convenient, to 
cruise in company together, to communicate mutually to each 
other all information obtained by the one, and which may be 
useful to the execution of the duties of the other; and to give 
each other every assistance which may be compatible with the 
performance of their own service, and adapted to the end which 
is the common aim of both parties.’’” 


An apprehension has been expressed, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that this arrangement will carry with it dis- 
appointment to our ancient ally and friend, France 
who, by withholding her ratification from the 
quintuple treaty, has placed herself upon common 
pase with us, in regard to the great question of 
the freedom of the sea; and that it may tend to 
weaken the position so gallantly assumed, on the 
same occasion, by our able and patriotic minister at 
Paris. Neither consequence, I ain persuaded, can 
possibly arise. France will see with satisfaction, on 
the one hand, that Great Britain has acceded to a 
scheme of maritime co-operation for the suppres- 
sion of the slave-trade, involving no right of search; 
and, on the other, that the United States, while 
maintaining intact the independence of their flag, 
have agreed to devote an efficient portion of their 
naval power to the common cause of extirpating a 
traffic which has become the horror of the civil- 
ized world, She. will see, in the principles on 
which this arrangement is founded, the very doc- 
trines heretofore asserted by her most distinguished 
statesmen——-by Talleyrand, in 1814; by the Due de 
Richelieu, in 1818; and by Chateaubriand, in 1822: 
and in the arrangement itself she will see an ex- 
act reflection of the contre-projel which she caused 
to be presented to the Congress of Aix la Chapelle, 
as a substitute for the British proposition of a recip- 
rocal right of search. In regard to our distin- 
guished representative at the court of France, the 
conclusion of this arrangement will serve only to 
crown his aseful and efficient services; and the rat- 
ification of the quintuple treaty--which, -by his 
timely and well-directed efforts, he has contributed 
thus far to avert—must henceforward be considered 
as definitively withheld. No person honors more 
than 1 do the true-hearted instincts of American 
patriotism, as well as the sagacious views and lofty 
spirit, which have directed our able minister, at so 
important a juncture. Fie has entitled himself to, 
and will undoubtedly receive, the warmest thanks 
of his. country, > 

The incidental advantages attending this ar- 
rangement, in the support and protection which 
the presence of an American squadron will give 
to our growing commerce on the coast of Afriea— 
a commerce susceptible of the most beneficial de- 
velopments, through the civilized colonial settle- 
ments already established Uiere—constilute an im- 
portant additional recommendation of it, This 
consideration early attracted the attention of the 
proper department; and we see, from the report of 
the Secretary of the Navy at the commencement 
of the session, that he proposed to enlarge mate- 
rially the number of vessels employed on the Afri- 
can station, as well in reference to this object, as 
for the suppression of the slave-trade. T'he extent 
of the squadron stipulated to be maintained there, 
is probably not greater than the Secretary would 
have deemed expedient in any event; and the ex- 
pense will be amply repaid in resulting benefits to 
the commerce of the country. ` 

The last stipulation in the treaty which remains 
to: be noticed, is that by which the parties agree 
mutually to surrender fugitives from justice, in 

- certain cases. An arrangement of this sort be- 
tween neighboring States, whose territories border 
on each other through an extended boundary—pre- 
senting tooffenders great facilities of escape from 
one jurisdiction into the other—seems to be urgenily 


demanded by the interests of peace, law, and social ° 


order. So just and proper is itin itself, that some 
writers of high authority on the law of nations 


have regarded it as a matter of absolute obliga- | 
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tion, independently of treaty stipulations. The 


modern and better opinion, however, (considering 


how diversified, and often arbitrary, is the penal 
legislation of different countries,) is, that there is 
no obligation to surrender fugitives from the crim- 
inal’ justice of one country taking refuge in 
another, but in virtue of positive and precise com- 
pact. The want of some conventional arrange- 
ment of this sort between the United States and 
Great Britain has. been particularly felt in the 
States of the Union adjacent to the Canadas and 
other British possessions on the continent, where 
the prospect of ihe easy impunity gained by pass- 
ing from one side to the other of the boundary 
line has been found to operate as a great tempta- 
tion and encouragement to crime. Several of 
those States have manifested an earnest desire for 
such a reciprocal. arrangement between the two 
Governments. The stipulation in thetreaty, it will 
be seen, is confined exclusively to crimes of an 
aggravated character against life or property—-such 
as murder, robbery, piracy, and some two or three 
other enumerated offences, carefully pretermitting 
all political offences; and lest some unforeseen 
abuse or inconvenience should arise in the practi- 
cal administration of the agreement, the right is 
reserved to either party to terminate it at will. 

This article closes the circle of matters embraced 
by the treaty. There are other questions, of much 
interest to both countries, which have formed the 
subject of an important correspondence between 
the Secretary of State and the special minister of 
Great Britain. This correspondence has been laid 
before the Senate with the treaty, and must neces- 
sarily enter into their consideration in disposing 
of the treaty itself. It has, therefore, attracted the 
careful attention of the committee; and they have 
seen, with pleasure, that there has been an amica- 
ble and honorable understanding, or an important 
advance to such an understanding ultimately, on 
each of the questions which formed the topic of 
hat correspondence. 


The first of those questions that present them- 
selves to view, is the affair of the steamboat Caro- 
line, captured and destroyed, some years ago, with- 
inthe territorial limits of the United States, and 
forming part of the arrears of an unsettled diplo- 
matie account which the present Administration 
inherited from the last, I is no part of my pur- 
pose (said Mr. R.) to cast censure unnecessarily 
anywhere, or to enler into a partisan discussion of 
auy of the questions which now come before us for 
a grave and calin deliberation. But,as gentlemen 
have seen fit to indulge.in very unsparing denun- 
ciations of the course parsued by those now in pow- 
er, in regard to this affair,and have given the reins 
to their imaginations in the most boundless and gra- 
tuitous praises of the course of the late Adminis- 
tration on the same subject, it becomes indispensa- 
ble to a just understanding of the question, to restate 
facts in the nakedness of their historical truth. 


The seizure and destruction of the Caroline oc- 
curred at Schlosser, onthe Niagara frontier, in 
December, 1837; being the first year of Mr. Van 
Buren’s administration. It led to a brief corre- 
spondence between Mr. Forsyth and Mr. Fox, at 
Washington; and Mr. Stevenson, our minister at 
London, was instructed to make a formal repre- 
sentation to the British Government on the subject, 
and to demand redress. This representation was 
made by Mr. Stevenson, in a note to Lord Palmers- 
ton dated the 22d of May, 1838. His note remain- 
ing without any other answer than a mere ac- 
knowledgment of its receipt for more than twelve 
months, Mr. Stevenson, very properly, wrote to 
Mr. Forsyth in July, 1839, stating that he “regretted 
to say no answer bad yet been given to his note in 
the case of the Caroline,” and desiring to know “if 
it was the wish of the Government that he should 
press the subject again; and, if so, with what de- 
gree of urgency.” In answer to this communica- 
tion, Mr, Forsyth, in September, 1839, replied, that 
no instructions were then required for again bring- 
ing forward the question of the Caroline; thar he 
had had frequent conversations with Mr. Fox in 
regard to the subject--one of very recent date; and 
“from its tone, the President expects the British 
Government will answer your [Mr. Stevenson's] 
application in the case without much farther de- 
lay.” But, in point of fact, the Presidents expect- 
ation was not fulfilled; the British Government 
gave no answer to Mr. Stevenson’s “application in 
the case;” and so the matter stood—the formal rep- 
resentation made by Mr. Stevenson remaining 
wholly unnoticed by the British Government for 
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eighteen months longer, and down to the close of 
Mr. Van Buren’s administration! For three long 
years Mr. Van Buren patiently acquiesced in this 
silence, and slept over an outrage which gentle- 
men--his friends and eulogists on this floor— 


- would persuade us, in the lofty flights of their 


chivalry and eloquence, they burned to avenge by 
an instant recourse to arms. 

What advantage has been naturally taken of 
this most extraordinary acquiesence of the last ad- 
ministration, to embarrass any renewed demand for 
redress, is strikingly shown in the following pas- 
sage of a note addressed by Lord Palmerston to 
Mr. Stevenson on the 2d of September last, which 
isnow before me: 

“Jt appears, then, that, for nearly three years, the United 
States Government acquiesced in the silence of her Majesty’s 
Government on this subject; for though in September, 1839, 
Mr. Forsyth stated, as a reason for not pressing her Majesty’s 
Government for an answer, that the Fresftlent, had been led, by 
some conversation of Mr. Fox, to expect the British answer 
without any further delay, yet that reason necessarily ceased 
with the further lapse of time, and could not be said to have 
held good as long as til] the beginning of 1640, Mr. Stevenson, 
moreover, specifically states, in his note of the 3lst ultimo, that, 
during the whole interval between the date of his note of May, 
1838, and the time when the arrest of McLeod became known in 
England, in February, 1841, no communication ever took place 
between himselfand the uadersigned on the subject of the Car- 
oline. Now,as neither Mr. Stevenson, nor the late President 
Van Buren, have ever shown themselves deficient in watchful 
and active attention to ail matters in which the just rights of 
the United States are concerned, the undersigned considers that 
he has not much erred in supposing, as stated in his former com- 
munication, that thislong and intentional silence of the Uni. 
ted States Government, aad of its minister at this court, upon 
the subject of the Caroline, arose from the considerations to 
which the undersigned advertedin that note.” 


The considerations adverted to in his Lordship’s 
former note, as expressed by himself, were, thatthe 
President was “perfectly aware” that the British 
Government considered the destruction of the Car- 
oline a justifiable act of self-defence, done by order 
of her Majesty’s colonial authorities; that both what 
her Majesty’s Government had done, and what they 
had abstained from doing, “could leave no doubt on 
the mind of the President” that the British Gov- 
ernment intended todecline to comply with the de- 
mand contained in Mr. Stevenson’s note; and that 
the presumption, therefore, was, that the President, 
innot pressing for an answer, was actuated by the 
consideration that it was better to leave the refusal 
of the British Government to be inferred from its 
silence, than to have it furmally communicated in 
answer fo an explicit demand ofthe United States. 

However this may be, (and 1 do nok mean, said 
Mr. R.,to enter into the merits of the diplomatic 
digladiation which took place on the occasion be- 
tween Lord Palmerston and Mr. Stevenson,) noth- 
ing is.clearer than that President Van Buren can- 
not claim the benefil of tne plea which is now set 
up for him—to wit: that, during the period of his 
administration, the destruction of the Caroline pre- 
sented itself to him, for aught that appeared to the 
contrary, asthe mere “act of individuals,”* 

So far is this from being the ease, that his own 
minister plenipotentiary, in the note addressed by 
him to Lord Palmerston in May, 1838, “in obedi- 
ence to instructions,” expressly presented the out- 
rage for which he was directed to demand redress, 
as one “committed by British troops from the prov- 
ince of Upper Canada,” “forming a portion of the 
British force at Chippewn,” and “planned and execu- 
ted, with the knowledge and approbation of the Licu- 
lenant-Governor of Upper Canada.” Whatever 
other reasons, then, Mr. Van Buren may have had 
for his extraordinary and patient acquiescence 
in the long-continued omission of the Brit- 
ish Government to return any answer to our 
demand of reparation in the case of the Caroline, 
he cannot take the benefit of an after-thought, in 
contradiction with his own deliberate official act. 

He may have thought, perhaps, that, ina case 
where the justification of the British Government 
rested on a question of fact as to the degree and wr- 
gency of that necessity of self-defence under which 
their authorities professed to have acted, and in re- 
lation to which the testimony and statements relied 
on by the respective Governments were directly at 
variance, prudence and a proper regard for the 
peace of the two countries forbade that their rela- 
tions should be brought to extremity on a point of 
dubious and debatable evidence, where, amid the 
conflict of opposing statements, it was difficult to 
ascertain. the truth. But, considering the gravity 
of the occurrence, and the danger of its being 
drawn into precedent by a powerful and haughty 
neighbor, he owed it to the character of the coun- 
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journ 


infentional disrespect of the national sovereign- 


y: 
„of those sacred principles of the public law which 
gùaråtheinviolability of territory, and upon‘ the 


nity of nations so vitally depend.: 


Nothing of this sort, however, was done. ‘The: 


Gestion was permitted.to slumber. in the most pro 
found neglect during thewhole period of Mr. 
‘Van Buren’s presidency; and those now in power 
have had to assert the. national dignity: and:honor, 


cmider all the disadvantages-arising from the. long . 


‘acquiéscence and ‘virtual dereliction of the last 
Administration. The correspondence submitted 
tous shows in what manner, and upon what 
principles, this controversy, so long the source of 
‘mutiial-irritation and heartburning between the two 
~countries, has been at length honorably terminated. 
The British minister gives his adhesion, in the 
most: explicit and unequivocal terms, to all the 
principles of public law, which we have laid down 
as. applicable to the case. He declares, that ‘“ve- 
spect for the inviolable character of the territory of 
independent nations is the most essential foundation 
of civilization;” and that, in addition to a sense of 
moral responsibility, the most obvious dictates of 
policy and interest would. lead Great Britain: to an 
‘observance. of this duty, “in the case. of a long 
conterminous boundary of some thousand miles, 
with, a country of such greatand growing power 
asthe United ‘States of America, inhabited by a 
kindred race, gifted with all its activity, and all 
its susceptibility on points of national honor,” that 
while every. consideration leads the British Govern- 
ment tosetas high a value as the Government of 
the. United. States can possibly do “on this 
paramount obligation of reciprocal, respect for the 
independent territory of each,” it is yet admitted, 
by all writers on public Jaw, and by the occasional 
practice of all nations, (our own among the num- 
ber) that a strong overpowering necessity may arise, 
when this great principle may and must be mo- 
mentarily suspended; but “it must be so for the 
shortest possible period, during the continuance of an 
admitted overruling necessity, and strictly confined. 
within the narrowest limits imposed by that ne- 
Jeessity.” . 

Thus far, there isa perfect and satisfactory ac- 
cordance between the views of the Government of 
the United States and those of the British Govern- 
ment, as represented by Lord Ashburton, both as to 
‘the general principle, and the narrow and limited 
exception to it, The exception, within the limits 
soastringently stated by Lord Ashburton, isadmitted 
both by Mr, Stevenson, in his note to Lord Pal- 
merston in May, 1838, and by Mr. Webster, in his 
note to Mr. Fox, in April, 1841; and upon it, indeed, 
rests the vindication of some important transac- 
tions in our own military history, which are too 
deeply engraven on the recollection of the country 
to make it necessary for me to recall them to the 
Senate. Mr. Stevenson definesthe necessity which 
js admitted to constitute an exception to the gen- 
eral inviolability of neutral territory, to be “immi- 
“nent and extreme, and involving impending de- 
struction.” Mr. Webster, with no less force, de- 
scribes it to be “a necessity of self-defence, instant, 
overwhelming, leaving no choice of means, and 
no moment for deliberation.” Lord Ashburton, 
distinctly assenting to the limits thus cautiously 
placed upon ihe admitted exception, seeks, by a 
recurrence to the circumstances of the case, to 
show that the steamboat Caroline, being the means 
and instrument by which ‘accessions of men, arms 
and munitions of war were hourly” brought from 
the American shore tò the position of the hostile 
and invading foree on Navy Island, the necessity 
for her capture and destruction was of that impe- 
rious and overruling character, which brought 
the act fairly within the limits of the exception, as 
‘defined by the Government of the United States. 

_ Stillthere was in the case, whatever may have 
been the supposed necessity for it, (as Lord Ash- 
burton remarks, with that just sense of whatbelongs 
‘to. the honor and dignity of both. Governments, 
which characterizes all the communications of this 
able -and judicious minister,) the grave fact of 
ta violation of territory,” which heis “instroeted 
by her Majesty’s Government fo assure the Gov- 
ernment of the United States is considered by itas 
a most serious fact” and that, “far from thinking an 


event of this kind should be lightly risked, they. 


ing every subordinate question of evi- 
“to-insist atOtice upoh a prompt disavowal of | 


APPENDIX TO THE ČONG 


accompanied: with an: explicit acknowledgment >. 


serupülous observance of which: the peace and dig- 


woud .unfeignedly deprecate is recurrence; that 
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ogy for- the occurrence ‘was not’ immediately 


“madé;” that kë ean “most solemnly affirm that: no 


distespect to the soveréign-authority of the United 


States -was intended;” and that “he repeats the as- . 
„surance of ‘regret her Majesty’s Government feel 


that-the event-should: have disturbed the harmony 


they so anxiously wish to maintain with the Ameri- ` 


ean people and Government.” After the “explana- 
tions and assurances” thus cordially given; he 
concludes his letter tothe Secretary of State, by 
expressing the ‘hope that “all feelings of resent- 
ment and ill-will, resulting from these truly -unfor- 
tunate events, may be buried in oblivion; and that 
they may be succeeded by those. of ‘harmony and 
friendship, which itis certainly the inferest, and, 
he also believes, the inclination of all to promote.” 

If gentlemen can see nothing in frank and hon- 


_orable explanations such as these, proceeding from 


the representative of an “old and haughty nation, 
proud in arms,” to satisfy the just sentiment of na- 
tional pride and dignity, in regard toa transaction 
long past, over which our own. Government had 
slept with, quiet indifference for years, and-where 
there is a perfect concurrence of both Governments 
in the great conservative principles which must 
guard and secure the immunity of their respective 
terrritories, (differing only as to a debatable ques- 
tion of fact in.the particular case,) I can only say, 
that-their moral temperaments are constituted very 
differently from my own, 

The next subject treated, in. the correspondence 
between her Britannic Majesty’s special . minister 
and the Secretary of State, is one of peculiar deli- 
cacy, as well as importance;—the interference of 
the British colonial authorities with American. ves- 
sels having slaves on board, the property of Ameri- 
can citizens under the laws of their respective 
States, and driven by. stress of weather, or other 


uncontrollable causes, intothe British West Indies, ` 


while passing from one port to another of the 
Union. The first eases of this sort. which oc- 
curred, were of three vessels whose- names have 
unfortunately become familiar as “household 
words” in our diplomatic history—the Comet, the 
Encomium, and the Enterprise. The two first 
named of these vessels were wrecked on the Ba- 
hama islands in 1831 and 1834, and the third was 
driven by stress of weather into a port of the island 
of Bermuda in 1885. In each of these cases, the 
slaves on board were liberated by the .interference 
of the colonial authorities, and were finally lost to 
their owners. On all these oceasions, strong rep- 
resentations were addressed by the Government of 
the United States to that of Great Britain, complain- 
ing of the improper and unlawful interference of 
the local authorities of the islands, and demanding 
indemnity to the owners of the liberated slaves. 
The British Government, in 1837, finally agreed 
to render compensation to the owners of the slaves 
in the cases of the Comet and the Encomium, butab- 
solulely refuscd it in the case of the Enterprise. 
The ground on which this discrimination was 
made, was—that, at the time of the disasters to the 
Comet andthe Encomium, the state ofslavery still ex- 
isted in the British colonies, and the rights of Amer- 
ican slave-owners might, therefore, be recognised 
under British law; but, at the period when the Ein 
terprise was driven by stress of weather into Port 
Hamilton, the act of the British Parliament for 


the “abolition of slavery throughout the colonies” . 


had taken: effect, and thenceforward there could 
be, lawfully, no property in. slaves in any part of 
the British dominions. Lord Palmerston, in an- 
nouncing to Mr. Stevenson, by his note of 7th Jan- 
uary, 1837, the final decision of the British Govern- 
ment on the case of the Enterprise, added, that 
“slavery being now abolished throughout the Brit- 
ishempire, there can be no well-founded claim on 
the part of any foreigner, in respect of slaves: who, 
under any circumstances, may come into the British 
colonies, any more than there would be in respect 
to slaves who might come into the United King- 
.dom;” and this declaration he emphatically repeated 
in a subsequent note to Mr. Stevenson of the Tth 
December, 1837. i 

Upon the important question of public law in- 
volved in this decision of the British Government, 
a long and earnest discussion took place between 
the two Governments; but terminating, as it began, 
in a wide and irreconcilable difference of principle, 
the American minister at London was instructed 
to propose to the British Government a conven- 


tional arrangement, by which, in practice, the offi-- 


cious and exciting-interlerence:of the local author- 
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it is to be “regretted that: an explanation: and apót- 


ds with American vessels 
having slaves on boar, ‘when - driven“intd! their 
waters by casualties o: sea Might Be prevelited. 
This arrangement: was; alsó, very Sutimarity ‘de- 


bf the 
nattér 


and sovereignty of their own.country on the ocean— 
retain their national jurisdiction’ and immunity, to 
many purposes, in the ports öfa -foreign power, 
even when they enter those ports voluntarily. But 
when they are forced, by stress: of weather, or un- 
lawful violence, against the. will of :the-master, into 
a foreign port, they are.to-be considered, in justice, 


_as if they were still upon the high:seas, and, during 


the existence of such:-involuntary: emergency, Vir- 
tually under-the jurisdiction of sheir/own country, 
by whose’ laws. the ‘condition: and: relations of all 
persons and things on board are to-be governed; 
and any interference by the local authorities of the 
foreign port, in such a case,.to change that condi- 
tion, oF to disturb those relations, issa proceeding 
contrary tothe law and comity of nations. ..These 
principles are enforced and illustrated, with great 
copiousness and :ability by. the Secretary of State, 
in his letter to Lord Ashburton; and proceeding to 
apply them to the case of slaves on, board of Amer- 
ican’ vessels forced. by stress of weather, or other 
causes, into British ports, he says: Ba 


“The usual. mode of stating. the ‘rule of English Jaw.is, that 
no sdoner does aslave réach the. shore of England than he is 
free. ` This is true; but it means no more than that, when a 
slave comes within the exclusive jurisdiction: of England, he 
ceases to be a slave, because the law of England positively. and 
notoriously ‘prohibits and - forbids: the. exists cp o-suel pola- ` 
tion between man and man. . But it does hor mena that Enelish 
authorities, with this rule of English’ law ir their-hands; mat 
enter where the jurisdiction of another natio ts. ackpow 
edged ta exist, and there destroy. rights, obligations; and inter- 
ests, lawfully existing under the:autharit of such, other nation, 
No: such construction, and no such effect, ‘can be tightfully 
given to the British law,” š $ D $ 


He then adds: Ea z 


“If, therefore, vessels of the United States, pursting lawful 
voyages from port to port, along their own shore, are driven 
by stress of weather, or carried by unlawful violence, into Eng- 
lish ports, the Government of. the United States.cannot consent 
that the local authoritiesin those ports. shall take advantage of 
such misfortunes, and enter them for the purpose of interfering 
with the condition of persons or things on board, as established 
by their own laws. If slaves, the property of citizens of the 
United States, escape into the British territories, it is not expect. 
ed that they willbe restored. In. that case, the territorial juris- 
diction of England will have become exclusive over them, and 
must decide their condition. “But slaves on board of Américan 
vessels lying in British waters, are not. within the exclusive 
jurisdiction of England, or. under the exclusive operation of 
English law; and this founds the broad distinction between the 


- eases.” “In the opinion of the Government of the United 


States, such: vessels, so driven and su. detained by hocessity in 
a friendly. port; ought.to be. regarded: as still pursuing their 
original voyagé, and turned out of their dirett.. course only by 


. disaster, or by wrongful-violence; that they ought to receive all 
|.” assistance necessary to enable them toresume that direct course; 


and that interference and moléstation by the local authorities, 
where the whole voyage is lawful, both. in: fact and intent, ig 
ground for just and grave complaint.” - . 3 

Lord Ashburton, in-his answer to Mr. Websters 
note, begins by remarking that, “having left England 


-before the case of the Creole had been brought to 


the notice of. his Government by the American 
minister, he had not.been ‘empowered to enter into 
a formal stipulation” with respect to the class. of 
cases to which it belongs; but that he felt all the 
importance of the subject, and the desirableness of 
falling upon some-means for the prevention, in fu- 
ture, of such occurrences. “Upon the: great gen- 
eral principles.affecting the case,” he says, “ we do 
not differ.” And again he observes: ‘‘ At the same 
time that we maintain our own laws within our own 
territories, we are bound to:respect those, of our 
neighbors, and to listen to every possible suggestion. 
of means.of averting from them every. annoyance 
andinjury. Ihave great. conjidence that this,may be 
effectually done in ihe present instance ;. but-the case 
to be met.and remedied is new, and must hot be tog 
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hastily dealt. with.. You may, however, be assured 
that measures. so important for. the preservation of 
_ friendly. intercourse between the two countries shall 
-hot be neglected.”. - hee hs : 
‘Tn the mean time,” he says, “ I can engage that 
- instructions shall. be given: to the governors of her 
Majesty’s colonies on the southern borders of the 
United States to execute their own laws with care- 
_ ful attention. to. the wish -of their Government to 
maintain good neighborhood; and that there shall 
‘be no offcious interference with American. vessels 
_ driven by accident or by violence intothose ports, The 
laws and duties of hospitality shall be executed ; and 
‘these seem neither to require nor to justify any fur- 
ther. inquisition into the state. of persons or things.on 
-board of vessels so situated, than-may be indispensa- 
ple to.enforce the observance of the municipal law 
of the colony, and the proper regulation of its har- 
bors amd waters,” 

These declarations and engagements, in their 
spirit and obvious import, go far towards giving us 
ihe practical security we have so long sought; and 
wanting only the formality of a treaty stipulation, 
present, in the plighted faith of an accredited pub- 
lic “minister, acting with the approbation and au- 
thority of his Government, a. guaranty which all 
great nations ‘regard as no less sacred and obliga- 
tory. Who that looks back upon the state of this 

-aquestion, as it was left four years ago by the re- 
‘peated, peremptory, and unceremonious. repulses, 
which My. Van’ Buren’s administration met with 
from Lord Palmerston on every branch of the sub- 
ject, can fail to recognise the important advance 
which a spirit of justice and conciliation, wisely 
consulting the. interests of peace and good neigh- 
borhood, has now made towards the ultimate re- 
moval of one great cause of irritation and com- 
plaint in the relations of the two countries 4 


The last subject treated of in the correspondence 
which has been laid before us, is the great and vi- 
tal question of impressment. Nothing, through a 
a large portion of our history, had exerciséd so em- 
pitteridg and disturbing an influence on ‘the rela- 

tions of England and America as the ancient, and, 
we may trust, now obsolete pretension of impress- 
ing British seamen (and, under that name, in very 
many instances, our own citizens) from on board the 
merchant vessels of the United States. It was fit- 
ting, therefore, in seeking to establish the peace of 
the two.countries on durable foundations, by the 
adjustment of so many questions of present inter- 
est, to anticipate the consequences which would in- 
evilably attend the revival of a pretension sore- 
volting to the national sensibilities, in the event of 
another European war; and to declare, frankly and 
beforehand, to the British Government, that it was 
a practice which would henceforward never be 
submitted to, but would be promptly resisted at 
every hazard, if it should be attempted to be re- 
newed, This declaration, at the moment of ter- 
minating a negotiation which, it was hoped, would 
. consolidate: a permanent good understanding be- 
tween the two countries, was due to the spirit of 
frankness and manly dealing, and called for by the 
true interests of peace. It wasto be made, as the 

Secretary of State remarks in his letter to Lord 

Ashbarton, “not to revive. useless recollections, or 

to stirthe embers from fires which have been, in a 

great degree, smothered by many years of peace; 

but to extinguish those fires effectually, before new 
incidents arose to fan them into flame,” 

The Secretary of State, therefore, addressed a 
note to Lord Ashburton, in which he reviews and 
analyses with great clearness the grounds on which 
the British doctrine of impressment rests; and, af- 
ter demonstrating with conclusive and irresistible 
rorce that it has no foundation whatever in any 
principle of the common and recognised law of na- 
tions, however countenanced by the municipal code 
of England, he proceeds to declare that the Govern- 
ment of the United States, after the most mature 
deliberation on the subject, “is prepared to say 
that the practice of impressing seamen from Amer- 
ican vessels cannot hereafler be allowed to iake 
place;” that “itis founded on principles which the 
United States do not recognise, and is invariably at- 
tended by consequences so unjust; so injurious, and 
of such formidable magnitude, as cannot be submit- 
tedto;” that the rule laid down by Mr. Jefferson, 
when Secretary of State, in the origin of the discus. 
sions between the-two Governments on this subject 
-—to wit: that “the vessel being American, shall be 
evidence that the seamen on board are such”—will 
hereafter be inflexibly maintained by this Govern- 
ment; and that, “in every regularly documented 
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American. merchant vessel, the crew who navigate it 
will find their protection im the flag which is over 
them” Here, at least, is.a declaration worthy the 


character of a Government conscious both of its | 


rights, and of its power “to maintain. them, and 
which will find an.echo in every American bosom. 

Lord: Ashburton, in acknowledging the receipt 
of Mr. Websters note, recognises. the. propriety, 
in a season of peace, of anticipating and guarding 
against. “even peas causes of future disagree- 
ment,” especially in relation to “so grave a subject 
of -past irritation” as that of impressment; and al- 
though without authority to enter upon its “settle- 
ment” during the limited continuance of his mis- 
sion, he entertains a contident hope that the task 
may be accomplished, when undertaken with a 
spirit of candor and conciliation. After adverting 
to the “opposite principles maintained by the two 
countries respecting allegiance to the sovereign,” 
he admits that a “serious practical question does 
arise, or rather has existed, from practices former- 
ly. attending the mode of manning the British 
navy, in times of war;” that those practices were 
attended “with injuries of an extent and importance 
so formidable” as to call for a “remedy;” and that 
he has “much reason to hope that a satisfactory ar- 
rangement may be made, so as to set at rest all ap- 
prehension and anxiety.” 


Now, sir, l.must say that, considering the mark- 
ed contrast between the matter as well as the tone 
of Lord Ashburton’s note, and the manner in 
which every allusion to thé subject of impress- 
ment has heretofore been invariably met by the 
British Government, I cannot but regard it as a 
wise and honorable abandohment of this odious 
pretension, under the influence of a more calm 
and enlightened public opinion, and the progress 
which sounder principles of public law have hap- 
pily made in the world since the return of general 
peace. 

It is true that Lord Ashburton says that the 
“laws of Great Britain have maintained, from all 
time, the doctrine of perpetual allegiance,” and 
that, in virtue of these laws, “all subjects of the 
Crown are, in case of necessity, bound to serve 
their country; and the sea-faring man is natually 
taken for the naval service.” _ Now, to all this, as 
matter of English law and English prerogative, 
we take no exception. But we say that the exe- 
cution of English law must be confined to English 
jurisdiction; that, if Great Britain chooses to en- 
force this alleged obligation of perpetual allegiance 
against her natural-born subjects, who are sea-far- 
ing men, she may do so, for aught we have to 
say, by impressing them while they are within the 
limits of English territory, and on board of English 
ships; but that, if she attempts to do so from on 
board the ships of other nations, she-trespasses 
beyond her jurisdiction, and violates the law of 
nations. It is to be remarked that Lord Ashbur- 
ton, keeping this distinction clearly in view, while 
asserting the right of the Crown to the services 
of its natural-born subjects as a doctrine of the 
English law, nowhere sets upa claim to enforce that 
service on board the vessels of a foreign power—which 
is the gist of the whole controversy, 


How different was the language of Lord Castle- 
reagh, when, shortly after the commencement of 
the late war with Great Britain, the Government of 
the United States, anxious to arrest the farther ca- 
lamities of the conflict, authorized a proposition to 
be made, through Mr. Russell, to the British Gov- 
ernment, assenting to a suspension of hostilities on 
the condition ofa repeal of the orders in council, 
and that instructions should be immediately given 
to discontinue the impressment of persons from 
American vessels, and to restore the citizens of the 
United States already impressed; with the under- 
standing that, in that case, a law would be passed 
by Congress to prohibit the employment of British 
seamen in the commercial or publie service of the 
United States. Lord Castlereagh, in his answer to 
the proposition of Mr. Russell, thus nakedly and 
imperiously asserts the British claim of impress- 
ment: 

“T cannot refrain from expressing my surprise that, as a con- 
dition preliminary even to a suspension of hostilities, the Gov- 
ernment of the United Statesshould have thought fit to demand 
thatthe British Government should desist from its ancient and 
accustomed practice of impressing British seamen from the 
merchan iships of a foreign State, simply on the assurance 
that a law shal] hereafter be passed to prohibit the employment 


or Pritish seamen in the public or commercial service of that 
ate. $ 


_ Inthe same spirit, when the American commis- 
sioners at Ghent, in their projet of a treaty, offered 
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an article proposing only a suspension of the prac- 
tice ofimpressment for a limited time—accompanied, 
too, with a stipulation on our part to exclude British 
seamen from our naval and commercial service, 
and also to surrender deserters from their ships— 
the British commissioners dashed their pen through 
the article, simply writing the word “inadmissible” 
against it. : 

When, instead of ail this, we see an experienced, 
and able British statesman, charged with the views 
of his Government, frankly admitting the evils 
andinjuries attending this practice, refraining from 
any attempt to justify it on grounds of international 
law, and expressing a confident belief that the sub- 
ject may be satisfactorily adjusted,—and this in ans 
swer to a formal representation from the American 
Government, remonstrating. against the pretension 
as utterly indefensible in principle, and intolerable 
in practice, and calling for its total renunciation,— 
does so marked a change of tone, under such cir- 
cumstances, admit of any reasonable interpretation, 
but that the English nation and Government, under 
the influence of the moral and enlightened code. 
which now controls the intercourse of nations, are 
prepared to abandon a claim which can find no 
countenance or support in the principles of that 
code.* i 


Whether, then, we look to the charactér of the 
treaty stipulations which have been entered into, or 
to the results of the correspondence between the 
representatives of the two Governments, every 
sound view of the interests and honor of the coun- 
try equally demands the acceptance and ratification 
of the treaty. It is earnestly objected to the ratifi- 
cation, that there has been no adjustment of our 
limits west of the Rocky mountains. Most cer- 
tainly it was greatly to be desired that our importe 
ant territorial rights in that region should have been. 
definitively established. But, if it was found im~« 
practicable to come to an agreement on this sub. 
ject at present, (as the President informs us it was,) 
ought that to have been madea reason for decli« 
ning, an adjustment of so many other important ins 
terests Where an agreement was practicable and on 
whose immediate adjustment the harmony, and 
probably the peace, of two great nations was at 
stake, The question of our Oregon territory, deep- 
ly interesting as it undonbtedly is, is not likely to 
suffer by waiting for a brief season; and, in the 
meanwhile, the adjustment of other subjects of 
controversy will enable us to give a more undi- 
vided attention toit; and to bring all our vigilance 
and resources to bear upon it. And here, sir, I 
must be permitted to protest against this great ques- 
tion being treated as peculiarly a Western interest. 
It has the broadest possible national relations, ad« 
dressing itself to the pride and the interests of every 
portion of the Union; and, for one, I beg leave to 
say I shall be found as impracticable, if I should 
have any voice in the matter, in yielding one “ jot 
or tittle” of our just rights in regard to it, as any 
representative of Western interests on this floor. 
It is henceforward the sole unsettled point in our 
immense boundary stretching from sea to sea, 
which, till now, presented so many distracting 


“The following extract from the London Times, an enlight- 
ened and influential organ of public opinion in England, and 
especially of the party now in power, published in October 
last, (subsequently to ‘the appearance of the correspondence 
between Mr. Webster and Lord Ashburton,) fully sustains Mr, 
Rives’sin reference from Lord Ashbarton’s note: 

“ Mr. Webster is certainly right in contending that the evils 
of the system of inspressment, as practised by this country in 
former years, are greatly enhanced when it is attempted to en- 
force iis operations beyond the natural limits of the territory 
and jurisdiction of Bogland and its dependencies, Except asa 
belligerent right, nothing can be said in defence of it; and even 
as a belligerent right, it is altogether different from the practice 
of visiting neutral ships in search of the evemy’s property. 
Thai rightis a part of the law of nations; it isa necessary 
part of maritime warfare; and, in spite of occasional protests 
against it, it has been asseried and exercised by all great mari» 
time States, and by none move than by the French themselves, 
in the best days of their naval renown. But, although a neutral 
exposes himself to risk by taking the enemy’s goods on board, 
and becomes pro tanto an enemy, the circumstance of the 
voluntary presence of certain English sailors on board an 
American merchant ship is a very questionable ground for 
exercising a quaci-hostile power in that vessel. For, be the 
municipal law of England what it may, in relation to a neutral 
vessel, a British officer has no claim to act under any other law 
than that which is recognised by the world, or. conceded by 
special treaty. . 

There is, we believe, a very strong probability that, in the 
event of a war, no instructions for the impressment of British 
seamen found in American merchant vessels will be issued to 
our cruisers. The right is doubtful; the inexpediency of 
such a practice certain; nor can it be necessary for the British 
navy to recruit its forces by such means. It might, therefore, 
be possible to accede toa declaration to this e ect, and ig 
renounce a practice which it is not intended torepive.’ 
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ints of controversy ; and we shall be the better 
able, in future, to concentrate the national solici- 
tude and guardianship upon it, : 

Tam sensible, Mr. President, what deep-rooted 
prejudices there are in some minds, surviving-(un- 
consciously, perhaps) our former national conflicts, 
which oppose any settlement, however just and 
honorable, of our difficulties with England. But I 
appeal to Senators if thisis an occasion on whichan- 
tipathies of that sort should be either indulged or in- 
voked, “Whatever cause we may have had, in former 
periods ofour history, to complain of the haughtiness 
and injustice of England, in the present instance, at 
least, she has shown nothing but a spirit of concil- 
iation and peace, . I profess to be not altogether un- 
readin the history of our eventful relations with that 
great power; and I take upon myself to say, that 
never before (with the single exception of the short 
administration of Mr. Fox, in 1806) has her Gov- 
ernment evinced so sincere a desire to establish and 
cement cordial and friendly relations with this 
country. Is it either for our interest or our honor 
to repel such dispositions ? 


: I know the just weight and authority which the 
opinions of Mr. Jefferson on subjects of national 
policy have with many. gentlemen on this floor. 

hey will pardon me, therefore, if Icall their 
attention tosome remarks of his, which, both for 
their spirit and their wisdom, seem to me full of 
instructive application to the present occasion. 
Writing to Mr. Monroe in 1806, (then our minister 
in London,) and congratulating him on the prospect 
ofa just settlement of our differences with Eng- 
land, which the known dispositions of Mr. Fox, 
who had just acceded to power, afforded, he says: 

“No two countries upon earth have so many points of com- 
mon interest and friendship; and their rulers must be bunglers 
indeed, if, with such dispositions, they break them asunder. 
The only rivalry that can arise ison the ocean. If she is just to 
us, conciliatory, and encourages the sentiment of family 
feeling and conduct, it cannot fai) to befriend the security of 
both,’ 

Shall we prove ourselves something worse than 
the bunglers which Mr. Jefferson describes, by rashly 
setting aside a delicate and laborious adjustment of 
long-standing differences, which the just and con- 
ciliatory sentiments he invokes alone. rendered 
possible; and thus. embroil anew two powers who 
were but yesterday on the brink of a rupture, 
which must have involved the peace of the world 
with theirown? Whatever the violence of party 
feeling may suggest, the sober judgment of man- 
kind will pronounce the arrangement which has, 
through so many difficulties, been at last effected, 
a happy and providential event—above a mere 
achievement of diplomacy; and, hailing it as the 
pledge of honorable peace, and of al) the high in- 
terests of civilization and improvement connected 
with it, will hold to no light responsibility any, on 
either side of the Atlantic, who, by rudely. reject- 
ing it, from passion or caprice, would commit us 
again to the excitements and the hazards of a re- 
newed and exacerbated controversy. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuorspay, December 22, 1842. 


The bill introduced by Mr. Linn, to indemnify 
General Jackson for the fine imposed on him at 
New Orleans while in the discharge of his official 
duty, came up for consideration, as in committee 
of the whole; and there being no motion to amend, 
it'was reported to the Senate, 

Mr. LINN remarked that he hoped the dill 
would be ordered to te. engrossed for a third read- 
ing, If there was to be any discussion on the sub- 
ject, it could take place upon the third reading. It 
was his desire that it should be advanced now, and 
he hoped the Senate would consent to the course 
he had pointed out. i 

Mr. CRIFTENDEN observed that it seemed 
tohim there was no good reason for exempting it 
fromthe ordinary course of bills passing through 
the Senate—that of referring it toan appropriate 
committee. Indeed, it seemed the more necessary 
that this bill should now take this course, in con- 
sequence. of the exiraordinary mannerin which 
the subject had been recommended to the consider- 
ation of Congress in the President's message. If 
it is a subject cf such importance to the geveral 
welfare, as to call fcr that recommendation, it must 


surely be one which itis proper should take ths- 


oe 
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‘ordinary course of being referred, like the other 
topics. of the message.. This is, at all events, a 
safe-course, and one from which be would not ex- 
empt this bill. He-did not well know—nor, indeed, 
did he consider it important—what committee it 
should be referred to;.but he would suggest that 
probably the Committee on the Judiciary was the 
most appropriate. 2 

Mr. LINN contended that there was nothing 
unusual in the manner in which he had introduced 
the bill, or its present position on the calendar. It 
was the same bill which he bad introduced last 
session, and which was defeated by an amendment 
that obliged him and his friends to vote against its 
passage. The subject hed been fully discussed 
then, and he really thought exhausted. It had been 
referred to the Judiciary Committee, and. returned 
without any additional light. He could, therefore, 
see no use in such delay now. And as to the Sen- 
ator’s remarks. in reference to the President’s mes- 
sage, he should szy that it was notat all in conse- 
quence of the recommendation in it, that he had 
introduced the bill; for if it never bad been men- 
tioned, heshould have introduced the bill the first op- 
portunity afforded, in the exact form in which it is 
now before the Senate, being the very same bill 
which was defeated last session. The whole sub- 
ject is compressed into as few words as possible, 
and requires no elaborate report of a committee. 

When up last session, it was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, contrary to his wishes and 
remonstrance. He then thought (and was still 
of the same opinion) that, as the introducer and 
mover of the bill, he was in. courtesy entitled to 
make choice of a direct vote on its adoption or 
rejection, in preference to its commitment or mod: 
ification. He knew that, if referred toa hostile 
committee, it must receive an adverse report. The 
Judiciary Committee Jast session returned it to the 
Senate for its own decision—perhaps net being able 
to come to any conclusion as to the nature of the 
report, which should be made, 


The bill was very simple; it required but few 
words to express its object; that itclearly did, with- 
out the stightest reference to any controverted 
point; and, therefore, he could not see any rea- 
sonable objection to letting it be ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading; and if then any gen- 
Ueman wished to enter inte discussion, ke would 
be ready to show why he thought the bill ought to 
pass. It might, by common consent, now be ad- 
vanced to that stage, and the discussion might pre- 
ceed; or, if it was thought more desirable, a day 
next week might be fixed for debate, and the sub- 
ject might be so postponed. When he introduced 
the bill, his only reason for then fixing a day for 
its consideration as a special order, was to proceed 
with it in conformity with the course pursued by 
the Senator from New York [Mr. Tatimapcx] on 
introducing. his exchequer bill, which was made 
the special order for Tuesday next, without being 
referred to any committee. He wished this to take 
the same course, presuming that it required no 
elaborate report from any commitiee—and: that 
there could exist no desire to give it unnecessary 
delay. He would now propose that the bill be 


ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and 


that the discussion be postponed till it came up on 
its thi-d reading. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON objected, that if the course 
pointed out by his friend from Missouri were 
adopted, the bill would be placed beyond the 
stage of reference and amendment, even should it 
appear in discussion that either were necessary. 
There was, he thought, one fact not touched upon, 
which placed the matter in a light somewhat differ- 
ent from that refiected upon it last session. It was 
well known to the Senate that, when the subject 
was refefred to the Committee on the Judiciary 
last session, and when the committee returned the 
bill without a report, it was because the committee 
had no evidence before it, either decumentary, his- 
torical, or otherwise, upon which it could base a 
report. Now, the case may be quite different. 
There may be authentic evidence to Jay before the 
committee; it may be in a condition to advise the 
Senate, which it. did not feel authorized to do last 
session. F 

"Mir, BAYARD observed, that when this matter 


t 
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was submitted jo the Senate at the last. session, he 
felt disposed to return the fine—not onthe ground 


‘that there was any legal claim on the Government 


of the United States, but as a matter of courtesy-— 
as an additional acknowledgment . of -services 
rendered. It seemed, however, that the gentlemen 
who advocated the bill were not satisfied with this: 
concession, but that, seeking the absolute exculpa- 
tion of the General, he and his friends insisted: that 
his course on the occasion in which the fine: 
originated, was perfectly justifiable—that the ac- 
tion of the judge was wrong, and that it is the duty. 
of Congress to refund the fine. And this was the 
very issue which demanded the amendment of the 
bill which he had submitted at the last session. It 
certainly, then, did seem very odd that, after a re- 
pose of nearly thirty years, Congress should be 
called upon—after the circumstances had faded from 
the recollection of the community and of individual 
members of Congress—to approve. of a high- 
handed violation of the Constitution by one of the 
military officers of the Government. The altern- 
ative was presented of either giving countenance 
toan implied approval, or expressly disavowing 
the intention of passing any opinion; and the Sen- 
ate preferred the latter course. 


Through the kindness of. the Senator from Loui- 
siana, [Mr. Conrap,] he (Mr..B.) was now éna- 
bled torefer to more documentary evidence of the 
grounds of decision in the matter, than was at his 
disposal last session. He heid in his hand a copy 
of the record of the court, in tthe handwriting of 
the clerk of the court, and made out at the time. 
He had read it carefully, and had come to the con 
clusion that justice to the court itself—the perma- 
nent interesis of the people of the United States— 
required that the matter should stand as it does; 
and that it comports better with those interests, and 
the reputation of the distinguished individual in 
question, that the affair should rest on its present 
footing. This was the deliberate conclusion to 
which he had come. Under these circumstances, 


-he was in favor of referring the bill to the proper 


committee; and this. course’ was the more necessary, 
seeing that the avowed object of the bill isto pro- 
cure a legislative recognition ef ‘the legality. cf -the 
course pursued by General Jackson on that occa’ 
sion. He himself—his friends who push this meas- 
ure in its present shape—say he would disdain to 
accept the restitution of the fine asa gratuity. Ttis 
claimed as his right, on the ground that he was 
perfectly justifiable. And what is the inevitable 
conclusion? What but that, if he was justifiable, 
then was the action of the court illegal and unjus- 
tifable. This is the conclusion, and there can be 
none other. He weuld ask, could the Senate, with 
a due sense of its duty, permit such a conclusion? 
Was it not necessary that care should be. taken to 
avoid this conclusion? and, therefore, the bill ought: 
to be sent to the Committee on the Judiciary, that 
its report may place before the Senate and the 
country all the facts in relation to which it is ¢alled 
upon to act. . 

It is not a light matter. for. Congress to sanction: ` 
the idea that the lives of our citizens, their prop< 
erty, and their personal liberty, may, with impu- 
nity, be placed at the mercy of a military com- 
mander, and a court-martial of his officers, brought 
together at hissummons.- He knew very well that 
there were some very extraordinary notions enter- 
tained on the subject of martial law, which would 
render a court-martial the mere ministers of the 
arbitrary will of the commanding officer. Now, 
he thought he was prepared to show that, by the 
Constitution of the United States, it is not in 
the power even of the Congress of the United 
States, much iess of an officer acting under a com-.. 
mission derived from the’Federal Government, to 
declare martial law, affecting every class of the 
community. Congress may, indeed, suspend the 
privileges of the writ of habeas corpus, but cannot 
declare martial Jaw to be the law of the United 
States, or of any part of them. ` There is a great 
and glaring error committed in this matter, by con- 
founding these things. Civil law is that Jaw which 
regulates the rights and duties of citizens gen- 
erally. Martial law isa code specially applicable 
to the army and navy, and militia. when called 
into actual service, and is a distinct code for their 
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government. : 
citizen; the noh-combatant, cannot -be subjected: to. 
the code which governs. those engaged in warfare, 
without a manifest: violation. of -his civil rights. 
A person: not enlisted in. the service of the United 


States, either in. the army or the-navy, or in the: 


militia when in actual service, cannot be subjected 
to the operation of martial: law, because Congress 
could confer no such: power. It is limited in its: 
powers? -The Constitution says, Congress shall 
have power to declare war, to raise armies, to. pro- 
vide a navy, to provide arms and. munitions of 
war, and to make rules. for the government of: the 


land and naval-forces. .On-these: limited and spe: : 


cific powers, it-bas -peen inferred that Congress 
may declare martial law. To avoid this very con- 
clusion, there is an express provision in the very 
next section, among the restrictions on the power 
of Congress, declaring that the remedy of the writ 
of: habeas corpus shall net be suspended, unless in 
cases of rebellion or invasion. 


nA state of war, then, authorizes the suspension 
ofthe privilege of the writ of habeas corpus, which 
js'the sacred instrument of liberty in the hands of 
the State authorities; but does not give the right of 
declaring martial law, as applicable to the commu- 
nity generally, subjecting the citizen to a ‘code 
which is summary in its proceedings, and arbitrary 
in its judgments. No citizen, unless with his own 
consent, is amenable to the military code;.and that 
occurs when he enlists in the army or navy, or is 
called into action as part of the militia. ‘There is 
an express provision in the 5th article of the amend- 
ments to the Constitution, which guards against 
such a result, by declaring that “no person ‘shall 
be held to answer for a capital, or otherwise infa- 
mous crime, unless on a presentment or indictment 
of a grand jury, except in cases arising in the Jand 
or naval forces, or in the militia when in actual 
service, in time of war or public danger.” The 
only power Government has to establish 2 code of 
martial law, is in relation to those who are enlisted 
in‘itsJandand naval forces, including the militia. 


It is to. be regretted. that such erroneous notions, - 


avowed in relation to martial law, should prevail 
in’a country boasting of its civil liberty. All Con- 
gress can do, even in the cases of war and invasion, 
is to suspend the privilege of the writ of habeas 
corpus; and that can be done by Congress only— 
not by an officer of the Government without its au- 
thority. But that suspension of the writ, although it 
may leave the individual subject to the inconveni- 
ence of temporary restraint, does not subject him 
io be.tried and punished by the military code. If 
an individual, no matter how high in commission, 
or how much impelled by necessity, usurps the 
power, he cannot be said to act rightfully, though 
he may be excused. A high and imperious neces- 
sity: may exist, which can alone form his excuse; 
aud whenever such a case is presented, he (Mr. B.) 
would sustain the officer: Whether such was the fact 
in the case of General Jackson, should be distinctly 
settled.” And the report of the committee, present- 
ing all the facts of the case, would place the mat- 
ter on the right footing, and prevent any erroneous 
oe in relation to this question of martial 
aw. 

He had dwelt on this point, because he con- 
ceived these views too important to be overiooked. 
He had been induced to go thus minutely into the 
matter, witha view of showing that it contains a 
grave and most. important question, involving not 
only individual life, liberty, aad property, but the 
liberties of.this country, its dearest rights, and its 
safeguards against-the exercise of the most perilous 
and tyrannous power—a power such as this Govern- 
ment, much less its commissioned officer, has, and 

,€an bave, no right to assume for a moment. He 
trusted that he had shown the propriety of the refer- 
ence, and that it would be made. 

Mr. LUNN remarked that he should: not. have 
said one word more at present—wishing to reserve 
his remarks for the regular discussion of the meas 
ure—had not the Senator from Delaware made use 
of some extraordinary cbservations, which de- 
manded immediate notice, That Senator says: “It 
has been argued by General Jacksen’s friends that 
he (General Jackson) acted in conformity with the 
jetter of the Constitution.” If there was any indi- 


Even’ in time of-war, thé- private- 
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ebate on ihe fine on General. Jackson. 
“videal‘among the friends of General Jackson who 
made usé of any such argument during the discus- 


| he bad not heard it; and certain he was that he had 
not himself used one expression to tbat effect. 
| What he and his friends did say was, that General 
| Jackson, under the circumstances 1a which he was 
| placed, acted nobly, and merited the approval and 
J, gratitude of the whole country, 50 fully, unequivo- 
| cally, anā repeatedly awarded to bim then, and 
| eyer since the transaction. He was not the man 
| voluntarily to abandon bis duty to his country in 
| such a crisis, and take refuge behind the letter of the 
Constitution for his excuse, after both country and 
Constitution were destroyed by an invading. en- 
emy. He was not-the man for any such line of 
conduct. 

He had not sought to’ place’ the bill on any 
ground different from that on which bills hereto- 
fore had been placed for refunding officers in the 
public service fines incurred, or judgments award- 
ed against them, for official acts done for the benefit 
of the country. Money paid by tbem, in compli- 
ance with the mandates of the law, had been re- 
funded by Congress; and upon the same ground he 
placed this bill—ihat of restoring to the public ser- 
vant money paid by him for the public good. He 
had no wish to go any farther with the subject than 
this; and would not, unless compelled by the re- 
marks of others. He had no desire to disturb the 
question of the constitutionality of the matter. The 
question was, simply, whether General Jackson 
shall have the same measure of justice extended to 
him, which has been extended to other officers of 
the Government—even to the lowest in grade of 
your revenue officers. ‘The cases of Generals 
Brown and Wilkinson, Colonel Purdy, &c., will 
present themselves at once to the memory of Sen- 
ators; they being of ahigh military character. This 
bill must pass. The American people have willed 
it. It is not with them a party question. All go 
for it—Jew and Gentile, Democrat and Whig; and 
it should be done promptly. 

He should repeat, that the friends of this meas- 
ure had not argued it on the ground of the act for 
which the fine was ineurred beig constitational. 
He apprehended not one of his friends had taken 
that position, aud that theretore the Senator from 
Delaware was in error in supposing it was so ad- 
voeated. The constituticnal question was a re- 
served question. The friends of the bill never urged 
iton that ground; they never said aught about the 
Judge being right or wrong, There might have 
been those who disapproved of the course pursued 
by the Judge, and so condemned it. But, whether 
they did so or not, it had nothing to do with 
the bill now before the Senate, which was discon- 
nected from any. question of that kind. And, as 
to the record referred to by the Senator from Dela- 
ware, hë knew not what it contained; but he hoped 
the Senator would move to have it printed. Let 
it come to light, and not be kept floating about in 
holes and corners. If there is anything in it of 
such importance as is supposed, it is right it should 
be made known—right that the country should see 
it. 

It has been intimated by the Senator from Loui- 
siana [Mr. Conran] that this bill, after so long a 
delay on the part of General Jackson and bis 
friends, was a populatity-hunting scheme. It may 
be so; if doing justice to a venerable patriot soldier 
and siatesman would gain him favor with his coun- 
trymen, he must confess he desired it, for he cov- 
eted the popularity which would spring from doing 
right; he desired no other. 

It would be obvious to the most casual observer, 
that General Jackscn could not, in the plenitude 
of power, ask that this money should be refunded 
as amark of approbation of his conduct; nor Mr. 
Van Buren and his friends;—as the first was ac- 
cused of subserviency, and the latter of wearing 
“collars.” No;it is reserved for the Whigs—to 
his political opponents-—to act with justice and 
magnanimity, and do the deed themselves: the 
more magnanimous, from the bitter political war 
that has heen waged for so many years. 

He frankly confessed that it had eseaped his at- 
tention. It was first excited by the debates in the 
Legislatures of the States of New York and Ohio; 


1: sion of this bill last. session, or at any other time, - 


vand ask that it be printed. 


Dec. 1842. 


Senate. 


and of the presentation of instructions to the House 
of. Representatives in favor-of this measure from 
the Siate of Michigan; in. which latter, remarks 
were uttered by an individual alike: injurious to., 
himself-and to Gen. Jackson, for he stated (as Mr. 
L.: understood) that the General-had not paid the. 
‘amount of the fine himself--it being paid by others. 
Could there be a harsher reflection upon the honor 
and integrity of the man who-‘had perilled all: for 
his country? ft was, then, important to the Gene- 
ral’s fame that all doubt should cease upon ‘that 


“point; that the historical fact of the payment of the 


amount.of the fine out of his own funds should be 
placed beyond cavil or dispute, whilst he was yet in 
the land of the living- i 

Mr. BAYARD did. not know that the Senator 
‘from Missouri [Mr. Linn]. had, in debating the 
subject: last session, put the claim on that ground; 
‘put he (Mr..Bayarp) had a distinct recollection 

thatsome one on his {Mr. Liwn’s] side of the ques. 
tion -did, and-that the general gist of the argument 
‘urged by the friends of the bill, was, that General 
‘Jackson was perfectly justified in resisting the’ 
Judge’s mandate. New, be ‘was-ready to admit 
thatit might have been a case ‘of the strongest 
necessity. All be wanted was, that this point 
should be settled. Leta report of the committee, 
be made, putting the matter on its true foundation. 
Let it beshown that it was a case of high necessity — 
that, under the circumstances then existing, Gen- 
ere] Jackson was excusable; and that, therefore, 
the fine ought to be refunded to him. But let not 
a bill, whick is susceptible of a different construc- 
tion, be passed, in the face of a construction which 
all know is intended to be put upon it, 

Mr. HUNTINGTON observed that -he rose 
merely to make an explanation. He understood 
that, when the bill last session was referred to the . 
Committee on-the Judiciary, and it made its report, 
all the facts were not beforeit. Now, a different 
state of facts was presented. In referring the biil 
to the same committee, it would be accompanied 
by an authenticated document, affording informas 
tion to enable the commitiee to make a satisfactory 
report. ‘The document he alluded to was that in 
the hands of the Senator from Delaware. He was 
of opinion that the bill ought to take the ordinary 
course of reference, 

Mr. BAYARD remarked, that he had been 
handed the paper to which he had referred by the 
Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. Conrap,] to whom 
he would restore it. 

Mr. WRIGHT hoped the Senator from Louis- 
iana [Mr. Conran] wouid present it to the Senate, 
tis alludedto asa 
paper containing important facts, and it was there- 
fore desirable that it should be printed. 

Mr. CONRAD observed, that, owing'to the pecu- 
liar position in which he stood in regard to the bill- 
which had procured him the honor of a contro- 
versy partaking somewhat of a personal character 
with the distinguished individual for whose benefit 


| itis intended—he had determined to take no partin 


this debate, but, having already fully expressed his 
views, to give a silent vote. He should not now 
depart from this resolution, except to reply to an 
ob:ervation which fell from the Senator from Mis- 
sowi, [Mr. Lınn.] That Senator remarked that 
the copy of the record referred to by the Senator 
frum Delaware was floating about in holes and 
corners of the Senate. He did not know exactly 
what meaning to attach to the expression, 

Mr. LUNN interposed to assure the Senator from 
Louisiana that he did not intend by it anything of- 
fensive or personal to him. 

Mr. CONRAD hoped not; but the expression 
was caleniated to convey the idèa that there was 
some mystery or secrecy connected with this docu- 
ment; anc, asthe Senator from Delaware had re- 
ceived it from him, he would beg leave to inform 
the Senate how, and for what purpose, he had pre- 
cured it. 

Shortly after the rejection of this bill, last sum- 
mer, finding it resuscitated in the House, and sup- 
posing it would probably be his duty again to vote 
on it, be determined to procure all the information 
he could in relation to the facts of the case. He 
accordingly wrote io ihe clerk of the court, before 
which the proceedings had taken place, requesting 
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“to be made, and forwarded to him. This was done. 
. Meantime, however, a friend in New Orleans had 
: sent him the copy. now in the hands ef the Senator 


from. Delaware, which he brought to’ the. Senate-a. 


few days ago, when -this bill was last up; and ex- 
hibited it to several members as a document ascer- 
_ «tainting the proceedings connected with the imposi- 
-tion of the fine on General Jackson... By: a:singu- 
© Jarchanee, itis a copy. made out shortly ‘afier the 
_ proceedings occurred, and is certified by the clerk 
‘who. officiated in them. = Ft is dated in December, 
1815. The gentleman who sent it to him ‘stated 
_ (as well ashe recollected) that it bad been found 


among the papers of some person deceased, by the, 


“notary who made the inventory of his estate, and 
had been preserved as a curiosity. . _ 
-So far had it been from his (Mr. Conrap’s) in- 
tention, or that of any other Senator, to suppress 
this document, that it was determined to lay it 
before. the committee to which the bill should be 
referred, if it ‘were referred, or to submit it to 
‘the Senate if the bill were not referred. In the 
Meantime, it had been shown to many Senators, 
who had expressed a curiosity to see it; and it 
was now at the service of the Senator from 
Missouri, if he desired to examine it.. Perhaps, 

“indeed, it would be well to adopt the suggestion 
of that Senator, and have it printed for the use 
of the Senate... 3 , 

On the question now pending before the Senate, 
he would only say that it was entirely indifferent 
to him what course the bill might take. Jt must 
be ‘recollected, however, that in fact there had 
been, as yet, no report on the bill--the committee 
to which the former bill was referred having had 
no evidence before it upon which it was consid- 

- ered a report could be based. If the object of the 
_ Senator from Missouri was really to have this 
: money refunded to General Jackson on terms hon- 
erable to him, (and he did not doubt that this was 
his object,) and not io make political capital out of 
the question, it appeared to him thatthe only way 
In which his object could be attained would be by 
‘the reference of the bill. What was the Senator 
now allempting? To have the bill adopted by the 
identical body which, after a protracted discussion, 
rejected it by a large majority, not five months ago. 
He submitted to that Senator’s candor, whether 
he.could expect the Senate to reverse ils former 
decision, except on such evidence as should satisiy 


the majority they were wrong? On the other hand, 


if the bill were referred to a committee, the facts 
might. be reported, and some mode might be sug- 
gested in its report by which the money could be 
refunded to General Jackson, without doing any 
injustice to the character of others, or encouraging 
the exercise, by future military commanders, 
of powers not conferred by the Constitution, and 
dangerous to the lives and liberties of oar citizens. 
Mr. BUCHANAN had but a few words to say 
ow this subject. “The Senatcr from Delaware [Mr. 
‘Bayarp] bad been discharging his heavy ariillery 
against nothing, He had not even a target to aim 
“at... Rhad never been contended on this floor that 
a military commander possessed the power, under 
the Constitution of the United States, to declare 
martial law. No such principle had ever been 
asserted on this'\(the Democratic) side of the Rouse. 
He had been induced to make this disclaimer in 
consequence of anvaltack which had been made 
upon him, ina well-written pamphlet signed “A 
Kentuckian,” for having advocated such a doc- 
‘trine, in conjunstion, strangely enough; with the 
‘Senator from Georgia [Mr. Benign] and a distin- 
“puished member of the other House, [Mr. Anas. J 
‘He did not know who might be the zuthor of this 
pamphlet; but he must express his surprise how 
any candid man, who had read his remarks at the 
lage session of Congress on the subjeet of the re- 
emission of General Jackecn’s fine, could have 
¿fallen into such an error. He bad then expressly 
declared (and the published report of the. debate, 
Owhieh-he-had recently exagined, would fusiiry 
“hia: this assertion) that we did not contend, 
i ‘speaking, that General Jackson bad any 


constitutional right fo declare martial law at New: 
‘Orleans; but tha, as this exercise of power was the: 


only means of saving the city from capture by the 


o’eause, an authenticated copy of the record 


‘their country from fearful and impending danger. 
By what means did the General achieve this great 


Debate on the fine on General Jackson. 


“enemy, he stood amply justified before his country 
| forthe act. We placed the argument not upon the 


ground of strict constitutional right, but of such 
an overruling nevessity as left General Jackson no 
alternative but the establishment of martial law, or 


“the sacrifice of New Orleans to the rapine and lust 


of the ‘British soldiery. On this ground Mr. B. 
had planted himself firmly at the last session of 
Congress; and here he intended to remain. ; 

In the history of every nation at war, cases might 
occur of such extreme and overpowering necessi- 
ty, that, in order to save the country, a military 
commander might be compelled to resort to the es- 
tablishment of martial law. Emergencies might 
exist, in which he would be guilty of culpable heg- 


ligence, if he refused to adopt this expedient. This | 


was eminently the position of General Jackson at 


New Orleans. If, knowing, as he did, that a trab 


torous correspondence was carried og with the ene- 
my, and. that no other means of arresting it exist- 
ed, he would justly bave exposed himself to the 
severest censure, had he suffered the city to be 
sacked; rather than save it by declaring martial 
law. But, in every such case, thee commanding 
general acted upon his own responsibility, and at 
his own peril; and must afterwards appeal to his 
country for his justification. To that country he 
had made his appeal, and it had nobly justified his 
conduct. It was an act of the most heroic patriot- 
ism—of the sternest duty. Most fortunate had it 
been for us, that a man commanded in that city 
who never shrunk from personal responsibility 
when his country was in danger. 

General Jackson’s situation at New Orleans pre> 
sented the case par excellence for such an exercise of 
power. If we were to search the history: of the 
world for examples~-if imagination were permit- 
ted to take the widest range, we could not present, 
or even fancy, a case more strongly justifying, in 
every particular, the Ceclaration of martial law, 
than that which existed at New Orleans. All the 
attendant circumstances are now matters of du- 
thentic history. General Jackson was sent to de- 
fend our great Western commercial city against 
the British forces. He was almost destitute of regu- 
lar soldiers. A few thousand raw militia, suddenly 
brought together, constituted nearly his whole ar- 
my. All that he had to rely upun was their native 
but undisciplined courage. He had to organize 
them, to discipline them, to infuse into them his 
own indomitable spirit, and then to lead them to 
battle and to victory. 

And what was the condition and character of the 
enemy against whom he had to contend? The 
British General commanded a numerous and well- 
provided’ army of regulars, in a perfect state of 
discipline, and flushed with victory over the con- 
querors of Europe. Such were the fearful odds 
against General Jackson! We can all remember 
that, for a time, despair sat on almost every coun- 
tenance; and we bave been informed that when the 
news of the victory reached Congress, there was 
such a burst of enthusiastic joy as had never been 
witnessed before in these halls. This was the 
effusion. of patriotie hearts upon the delivery of 


and glorious victory? : 

Louisiana bad been a Spanish province but a 
few years before. Its ancient inhabitants had not 
become warmly attached to our Constitution and 
laws; as they are at present. Besides, there were 
wany discontented foreigners within’ the city of 
New Orleans. Whilst a very large majority of the 
inbabitants displayed their patriotism and their cour- 
age on the field of battle, the city harbored within its 
bosom a number of tratiors, who were in cortes- 


pondence with theenemy. ‘The General’s weakness, 


aud his plan of defence were in this manner com- 
municated to the British commander, who was 
thus instructed in the best mode of attack. 

Genéral Jackson wasthus placed iù apposition of 
awful responsibility. On the one hand, he was 
aware that the letter of the Constitution conferred 
upon him no authority to declare martial law ; 
whilst, on the other, he knew that the establishment 


of martial law was the only human means of èr- | 
resting this traitorous correspondence with the ene- 


my, and saving the city. Before this act was per- 


Ce ee ee Benate, 


formed, he had consulted the leading inhabitanis’of ` 
New Orleans,-who: entirely approvec the measdre. 
< Suppose General Jackson had‘refused to estab- 


-lish martial law, and the city- had: been--captared: 


how could ke then have justified his. conduct to 
his country? Could he have said, “I knew there 
was a band of traitors within the city, whotwefe 
in correspondence with the enemy; I- knew that in 
this manner, all my plans for its:defence would be 
defeated; I knew that, by declaring martial law, the 
city could have been saved: I knew all -thisy but 
such was my reverence for the letter of. the. Goms- 
stitution, that, rather: than violate it, I determined 
that New Orleans should be.surrendered, to the pos- 
session and pillage of the enemy? I would not, 
even for afew days, restrain the. constitutional 
liberty. of the citizens, even to secure. the perma- 
nent salvation of the city.” oe VA paz oe 
_No, sir, no. . Excusable is not the words: Gen- 
eral Jackson stands justified——am ply: justified—<in 
the judgment of his. whole. country, for. -bis:con- 
duct. This is no party question; at least, so: far 
as I am acquainted with the feelings of the people. 
Posterity has already. decided the question; becanise 
more ‘than a quarter of a century. has. elapsed 
since the event. The passage of this: bill, there- 
fore, is only important as it will embody public 
sentiment, and-place upon the records of the nation 
the vindication of their General. ? 
Mr. B. bad confidently hoped that, in this,era of 
good feeling, the bill might have been permitted: to 
pass without a word of comment. It was destined 
to pass; it would pass; it must pass, and that.: at 
no distant day. This act of justice towards Gen- 
eral Jackson would as certainly be -performed as 
that the American people were grateful- to.’ their 
distinguished benefactor. ‘Then .why delay ii? 
Let the healing balm of our approbation go home 
to him whilst: he was yet in the land of the living. 
Mr. B. strongly appealed to his patriotic and.gal- 
lant political enemies in the Senate to: suffer the 
bill to pass without further delay. 


Mr. ALLEN made some remarks against the 
reference, and argued in justification of the declara- 
tion of martial law by General Jackson at New 
Orleans. He maintained thatits-declaration was 
indispensable to the safety of that city, ‘and that 
the necessity was a full justification of the act; - 

Mr. CRITTENDEN followed in reply: to Mr. 


ALLEN. 

Mr. BERRIEN observed that his - remarks had 
been misconceived in the report quoted by the au- 
thor of the pamphlet signed “A Kentuckian” I 
said (continved Mr. B.) in the debate’ which took 
place at the last session, I gave no opinion as to 
the right of a military commander to establish mar- 
tial Jaw, unless the expression of my belief, that 
Judge Hall was bound to issue the writ of habeas 
corpus, may be considered as a denial of it: for the 
very obvious reason that that right and this obliga- 
tion could not co-exist. If martial law was. right- 
fully established in New Orleans, superseding, in 
the extent which was practically given to it, all 
civil authority, Judge Hall, thus stripped of auttior- 
ity, could have been under no obligation to issue 
this writ. ‘When, therefore, E asserted: this obliga- 
tion, (which I did expressly in that debate,) denied 
inferentially the right to establish martial laws 

I did, however, say on that occasion. and now 
repeat it, that, if Gen. Jackson believed (and I did 
not question the sincerity of bis belief) that the . 
safety of New Orleans required the conficement 
ortemoval! of Louallier, and persons similarly sit- 
uated, he was excusable in disobeying the writ of 
habeas corpus, relying upon the country to absolve 
him from a responsibility which he had assumed, 
by adopting a measure which he deemed necessary 
for its defence, when the responsibility of making 
that defence was thrown upon him, I do not rec- 
ollect that any gentleman asserted in that debate 
that General Jackson had a right, under the Con- 
stitution and laws of the United States, to estab- 
lish martial law in the military district under, bis 
command—that is, to subject: its inhabitants to-the 
rules.and articles of war. There were those who 
maintained that he was justifiable indoitig so; 
which T did not. When it was admitted: that the 
Constitution and laws of the United States gave no 
such authority, the legal question was at an end; 
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because the: authority of General Jackson -as the 
¿military commander of that district. was derived, 
and.could:be derived, only. from that Constitution 
and laws; and beyond these, he could have no 
rightful authority. I held, however, that the act 
of. disobedience to the writ of habeas.corpus was ex- 
cusable, if it was done under. a belief that it was 
indispensable to the safety. of ‘the.city with the de- 
fence of which he was intrusted, 

-< Mr PORTER said he would not have détained 
the Senate a moment at this stage of the discussion, 


:but-fór the ‘fact that he considered himself as | 


called out by the allusion made by the Senator 
from Missouri. [Mr. Linn} to certain resolutions 
adopted by the: Legislature of Michigan a year 
ago, purporting to instruct, the Senators from that 
State on this floor how to vote on this bill. It is 
true, that such resolutions were sent to me, and 
were in my hands pending this bill during the last 
session. Itis also true, that I did not present them 
to the Senate. I regarded them as a legislative 
expression of opinion, addressed to myself only, 
and-not to this body. They assumed to control 
my action. here, but not that of. anybody else. 
‘They related merely. to a ‘private claim of small 
pecuniary amount, ‘and not to any great measure 
of national policy. It was: not. necessary they 
should: be presented, in order that their moral 
effect should be felt here; for the fact that this legis- 
tive movement had been made, was sufficiently 
notorious. Wheiher the Legislature of Michigan 
be entitled to the honor, in this instance, of first 
imparting warmth to national gratitude, which had 
lain cold for more. than a quarter of a century, I 
ama’ not prepared to say. It would seem, however, 
from the remarks of the Senator, that the arrival 
of these resolutions in this city first prompted him 
to action here. That action was the introduction 
of a bill, at the last session, precisely like the one 
now before us. The fate of that bill is well 
known. An amendment was offered, which di- 
rected the refunding of this fine, with costs and 
interest; with the proviso, “that this act should not 
be construed as an. expression of the opinion of 
Congress upon any judicial proceeding or legal 
questions growing out of the declaration of mar- 
tial law by General Jackson during the defence of 
New Orleans.” I voted for this amendment, and 
it was adopted by the Senate. On the question 
which next presented itself, viz: the engrossment 
of the bill, I voted in the affirmative. But that 
vote was rendered ineffectual by that of the Sena- 
tor and his friends. ‘The bill was lost. 

At will be seen, from this reference to the history 
of the case during the last session, that my course 
has been strictly in conformity with the wishes of 
the Legislature of Michigan, as expressed in these 
resolutions. Had I been disposed to regard them 
as mandatory on me, I could not have acted dif- 
ferently. In saying this, however, I mean notto be 
understood as admitting myself to have been under 
any obligation, constitutional or otherwise, to yield 
the right which they assumed to exercise. : 

Mr, WOODBRIDGE said: It will not have es- 
caped observation, Mr. President, that I, too, stand 
in the same relation to this matter with my friend and 
colleague from Michigan. It is true, sir, that resolu- 
tions, such as have been described by the honorable 
Senator from Missouri, passed the Legislature of 
Michigan, and were sent duly certified to us here; 
nor was itat all necessary, I think, that we should 
thus have been reminded of the fact. 

The gentleman from Missouri has been pleased, 
also, to draw into notice our omission to present 
those resolutions to the Senate. For the present 
occasion, at-least, I am satisfied, so far as regards 
myself, with the brief but general exposition made 
by my colleague, of the motives which may have 
induced the course we each of us pursued. 

It will be observed, sir, that my name, too, is 
registered among those who, last summer, voted 
for a bill, the object of which was, without casting 
reproach upon the distinguished judge who passed 
the sentence, to remit the pecuniary fine imposed 
upon General Jackson. Nor am I Prepared to. say 
that I have since had occasion io vary the opinions 
I then entertained in the mauer. With regard 
to the degree of respect in which ! should hold the 


expressed wishes or opinions of the authorities of 


Michigan, on any subject, as. well as with respect 


to my own estimate of the extent of the obligation 


which such resolu'ions as are alluded to may be | 


deemed to-impose, I am certainly not without some 
opihions of my own—and opinions I have no dis- 
position to conceal. And I assure my friend from 
Missouri that I will feel myself at all times ready, 
if he. desire it, to explain them very fully and 
frankly to him; or, when a fit occasion shall occur, 
to expose them in extenso here in the Senate. But 
now, at this late hour, I do not desire to delay the 
Senate-by entering upon an exposition which would 
consume so much time. ; 
colleague has said, I should hardly have risen now, 
but for his omission—accidental, I presume—to 
notice the imputations I was very sorry to hear, but 
which the Senator from Missouri allowed himself 
to cast upon the gentleman who has the honor, in 
the other wing of the Capitol, to represent the inter- 
ests of Michigan. I do not know in what terms 
that gentleman thought proper to announce the 
resolutions in question, in the other House; nor do 
I at all remember to have read the newspaper 
which, we are informed, contained the account of 
that procedure. 

But, relatively to the animadversions in which 
the gentleman from Missouri has been pleased to 
indulge, and’waiving all comment upon the com- 
petency or propriety of making thus the action of 
the other House, or of any of its members there, 
the subject of comment or criticism, much more 
of censure, here, I ask leave to say that the Repre- 


sentative from Michigan in the other House is, I | 
have no doubt, abundantly competent, and onany | 
* proper occasion will be equally willing, fully to i 
justify and defend his course, whatever it might | 


Indeed, afler what my | 


have been in this regard; and I only regret that | 


the gentleman from Missouri should kere, in another | 


forum, have permitted himself thus to impugn the 
conduct of an absent person. 

The further consideration of the Dill was then, 
on motion to that effect, postponed to the succeed- 
ing Tuesday. 

Mr. LINN hoped there would be no objection 
to the publicity of the document in the possession 
of the Senator from Louisiana, and that the Sena- 
tor would consent to Jay it before the Senate in 
the proper manner to warrant that course. 

Mr. CONRAD had no objection. 

The copy of the record was then presented in 
form to the Senate; and, on mofion of Mr. LINN, 
ordered to be printed. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


REMARKS OF Mr. WELLER, 
OF OHIO. 
In the House of Representatives, January 3d, 1843, 


The bill to repeal the bankrupt law being under 
consideration, and the debate having taken a 
wide range— 

Mr. WELLER rose, and said he had not risen 
with any disposition to discuss the question really 
before the House. This, indeed, was required by 
the parliamentary law; but the common usage since 
he had the honor of a seat here, had been to discuss 
anything else except the question upon which we 


were called to vote. In this instance, he found it | 
more convenient to observe the usage than the rules | 


of the House; and he should, after a few remarks 
upon the question, allude to other topics introduced 
by other gentlemen in this debate. 


Mr, W. said he was opposed to the passage 
of the bankrupt law al the extra session, be- 
cause he then believed, as he still does, that such a 
law was neither sanctioned by the Constitution, nor 
called for by the voice of thepeople. After a care- 


ful examination of that instrument, he could not | 


find that it authorized Congress to pass a law 
sanctioning the violation of contracts—he alluded 
to the retrospective feature in the law. For him- 
self, he was in favor of a strict construction of the 
Constitution, and he denied to Congress the exer- 
cise of any power not expressly delegated, or abso- 
lutely necessary to the exercise of a delegated pow- 


er. But gentlemen infer, because the States are in | 


express terms forbidden to pass any laws violating 
contracts, and the General Government is not, that 


-therefore Congress may violate contracts! Are we, 


then; to assume the power, because it is not forbid- 
den by the Constitution? Did not the framers of 


that instrument intend that this. should be a Govern. 
ment of limited, of delegated powers? If the latitudi- 
nous construction. claimed by gentlemen be given 
to that Constitution, then the General Govern- 
ment is omnipotent, The States are prohibited 
from passing laws violating contracts; the Federal 
Government is not. Why is this? Simply be- 
cause the States would have had the power, if not 
prohibited, to pass laws of that character; and be- 
cause the Federal Government, deriving all its legis- 
lative power directly from the Constitution, can do 
nothing except that which it is expressly authorized 
todo. If in this he was correct, the only question 
which remained to be decided, was, whether Con- 
gress could exercise the power conferred to pass uni- 
form lawson the subject of bankruptcy, without vio- 
lating contracts. . If this could be done, then he held 
‘we had not the power to violate contracts, Thatit can 
be done, must be obvious to all. A prospective 
bankrupt law, to operate on contracts made after 
its passage, would be a uniform law upon the sub- 
ject of bankruptcy, and no violation of the Consti- 
tution. To sucha bill, properly. guarded against 


- fraud, and so framed as to include your banks and 


all other incorporations, he might not be disposed 
to object. Then individuals woald make their bar- 
gains with a full knowledge of the law. He could 
easily see that such a measure might operate bene- 
ficially upon the country, in checking excessive 
credit, and, by drawing the banks within its influ. 
ence, save the people from the immense losses 
herefore sustained by the frauds of those institu. 
tions. 


This law, (said Mr. W.,) which we are now 
called on to repeal, was passed under very peculiar 
circumstances, At the extra session, after the bill 
had been laid on the table (where every one sup- 
posedit was destined to sleep the sleep of death) by 
a decisive majority, the Whig members here were 
entertained that evening at a certain board, where 
the sparkling champagne flowed pretty freely, and 
where rumor said an agreement was made to re- 
consider the vote next morning. Sure enough, 
when morning came, the identical same men 
came into this hall, reconsidered the vote of the 
previons day, and, in the twinkling of an eye, this 
bill, with all its acknowledged imperfections, was 
passed. A majority of this House at.that very time 
was opposed to it; but it was passed to secure the 
enactment of another bill, in which certain West- 
ern Whigs felt a deep interest—he meant the land 
bill; for it is well known that all the laws passed at 
that session were passed by contract. Not one of 
them had merits cf its own sufficient to secure its 
passage, if standing alone. It therefore became 
hecessary, in order to carry one bill, to pass several, 
The land bill has been virtually repealed; and now 
the friends of that, secing the contract has been 
violated, demand the repeal of the bankrupt law. 
And hence we find the very men who aided by their 
votes in passing this bill, now clamorous for its 
repeal! What wonderful stability and harmony 
there is in Whig legislation! 

But why could not the law be repealed? Could 
it be pretended that the people were in favor of its 
retention on the statute-book? Would any gentle- 
man rise in his place and tell him that? “No, sir, 
no one has the hardihood to hazard such a declara- 
tion. Why not, then, pass this bill instantly? 
Was it not the duty of this House first to ascertain 
public sentiment, and then make legislation con- 
form to it? When our masters the people have 
clearly (as in this case) expressed their will, are we 
not bound to bow submissively to it? But we have 
been told that the people in 1840, by electing a ma- 
jority of Whigs to this House, decided in favor of 
of a bankrupt law! He deniedthis in toto. No 
Such issue had been presented—no such decision 
made. The act was passed by the Whig members 
here, without consulting with their constituents; or 
else why is it that you now find some twenty or 
thirty of the very men who voted for it in favor 
its repeal? Again: It has been said that the peo- 
ple do not understand this bill—that their hostility 
toit grows out of their ignorance! It is the prac- 
lice of a certain class of politicians to denounce the 
people as ignorant whenever they do not act in con- 
formity with their particular opinions. At one 
time you will hear them demanding that a law 
shall be passed, because the people desire it; but 
when the people are found to be opposed to it, then 
itis said their opposition grows out of their ignor- 
ance! Well, (said Mr. W.) 1 am inelined to the 
opinion that the honest farmers in my district, who 
have lost large amounts by the bankrupt law, know 
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something of its practical operation. They have 
seen enough of it to satisfy them that it should be 
repealed. The merits and demerits of the law 
have since its passage been. freely discussed- 
‘in the newspapers. and in the popular. assemblies 

and the people have almost with one voice demand- 
ed its repeal... Why should not: their judgment be 
carried into effect? f j 


Mr. W. admitted that the unconditional repeal 
of the law.might operate hard, and even unjust- 
ly, upon many individuals; for he had no doubt 
some honest men would be compelled to declare 
themselves bankrupts, in consequence of the dis- 
chargé of their ‘debtors. Some of them would, 

rhaps, after having been made bankrupts by the 
aw,be'excluded from its benefits. Besides, owing 
to the decision of one of the States, (Missouri,) 
that the act was unconstitutional, no one there 
had been permitted to avail himself of its provi-` 
sions. He deeply sympathised with the unfortu- 
nate debtor, and was willing to exercise all the 
power conferred on him by the Constitution to 
alleviate’ his sufferings, or release him from im- 
prisonment; but, as he held that this law was un- 
constitutional, he must vote for its repeal, Those 
who believed with him, that the act was uncon- 
stitutional, were compelled to seize the earliest op- 
portunity to repair the breach made in its enact- 
ment. It is true, the retroactive part of the law is 
pretty well spent, and the greatest amount of evil 
resulting from it has already been felt; but, no mat- 
ter what benefits might result to the country from 
its. prospective features, he was bound to vote for 
the repeal of this bill. 

Having said this much on the subject before the 
House, he would notice other questions discussed 
in extenso by some of the gentlemen who had pre- 
ceded him. In ranging over the wide field of 

arty debate, he was but following in the foot- 
steps of his illustrious predecessors, 

He knew and admitted that the present Execu- 
tave had had difficulties to encounter, such as never 
obstructed the path of his predecessor. He came 
into power upon the top of a popular wave, which 
dashed from office a party which, for twelve years, 
had had, to a great extent, the possession of the 
Government. It could scarcely be expected that we, 
who had been ejected from power by the infiuence 
of his name, in conjunction with that of another dis- 


nally defeated at the ballot-box, would cherish any 
very friendly feelings for him. It was but natural 
that we should look with distrust—yea, even un- 
kindness—upon the individual who had been one of 
the active agents in producing our overthrow. We 
came here, however, (said Mr. W.,) at the extra 
session, with every disposition to aid in the proper 
administration of the Government. That generos- 
ity and forbearance which brave and chivalric 
knights always extend to a defeated adversary, was 
not'extended tous. We were taunted with our de- 
feat; and whenever we dared to raise our voices in 
this hall, were told that the people had condemned us 
-—that we were like criminals in the cart, waiting but 
for the arrival of the executioner to do his office 
upon us! You of the Whig party were then ina 
triumphant majority. Your victorious banner 
waved over twenty of the States of this Confeder- 
acy. So complete, so triumphant a victory, had 
never before been achieved in the annals of party 
warfare. He would not stop to inquire by what 
means this revolution had been effected. “It was 
enough for him to say that they were such as had 
since been condemned by the sober judgment of the 
people—such as should cause a blush to mantle the 
cheek of those who used them—such as he trusted, 
for the honor of this country, would never again be 
resorted to, Your distinguished leader, (Mr. Clay,) 
whom a majority of you have so long delighted to 
honor, was then in the other end of the Capitol, 
to shapen legislation so as to secure the succession 
to- himself. That was a happy hour for him; it 
was the day of his triumph. He then imagined 
that the difficulties which had heretofore obstruct- 
ed his path to the Presidency were all removed, 
‘and that he would have an easy and rapid march 
tothe goal of his ambition—that goal for the at- 


tainment of which he had directed all the mighty ` 


energies of his mind for more than twenty years. 
Already he imagined himself seatedin the Presiden- 
jal chair, and dispensing with a lordly munificence 
the patronage of the office amongst his friends 
and’ followers, But, alas! how short-sighted is 
shan! ‘How soon the destiny of the politician may 
be: changed! To-day, courted and caressed by a 


tinguished individual—we, who had been so sig- ° 


crowd of fawning flatterers; to-morrow, when ad- 
versity -falls upon him, there are “none so- poor 
to do him reverence.” 
chieftain has fallen—fallen “like Lucifer, never 


to hope again”—blasted, scathed by the lightning -. 


of popular indignation, he stands a most melancholy 
monument of. ill-directed ambition. He. might 
philosophize over his present prostrate condition, 
and repeat as applicable to his own case the lines 
ascribed by Shakspeare to Cardinal Wolsey in 
the hour of his misfortune.. He would not trouble 
the House to recitethem. s 

[Several gentlemen around Mr. W.said, “Repeat 
them—let us hear. them—recite them.”] 

Well, (said Mr. W.) I will quote them for the 
edification of gentlemen— 

“This is the state of man; to-day he puts forth 
The tender leavesof hope; to-morrow blossoms,  @ 
And bears his blushing honors thick upon him; 
The third day comes a frost, a killing frost; 
And—when he thinks good easy man, full surely 
His greatness is a ripening,—nips his root, 

And then he falls asl do. Lhave ventur’d, 

Like little wanton boys that swim on bladders, 
This many summers in a sea of glory, 

But far beyond my depth; my high blown pride 
At length broke under me; and now has left me, 
Weary, and old with service, to the mercy 

Ofa rude stream that mst forever hide me.” 

Yes, sir, there has been a “frost, a killing frost,” 
in Ohio, where your captain went to take charge 
of his troops in propria personéd—in New York, 
Pennsylvania, Maryland, Maine—and, in fact, 
nearly all the States—which has nipped the root of 
his hopes, and produced an explosion of his “high- 
blown pride.” That banner which waved so proud- 
ly in 1840, and under which he believed that his 
friends could again be rallied to victory, is now 
tattered, and torn, and trailing in the dust. But he 
had no disposition to exult over a fallen foe, nor to 
do violence to the feelings of his gallant friends 
who had adhered to him through good and through 
evil report, and who were still willing to do battle 
under his lead. 

It is said, “whom the Lord loveth he chasteneth.” 
Ifthe degree of affection is to be measured by the 
amount of chastening bestowed, one would suppose 
that our Whig friends were the especial favorites 
of Heaven. Surely, no party has ever been so se- 
verely Whipped. But there are some men who do 
not profit by experience. There are some whose 
souls are hardened by ‘adversity; and he doubted 
very much whether the recent afflictions of the 
Whigs had softened their hearts, corrected their 
principles, improved their manners, or disposed 
them to abandon their heresies. Well, let them go 
on in their wild and reckless course. They will 
find that “the way of the transgressor is hard.” 
The people, seeing that their prosperity lies in the 
defeat of the Whigs, will “laugh at their calami- 
ties, and mock when their fear cometh.” In their 
efforts tobreak down the Executive for the exercise 
of a constitutional power, they will find they are 
“kicking against the pricks.” 

At the extra session, we were (said Mr. W.) in 
a lean minorilty--a minority almost hopeless, Our 
voices were too weak to resist the passage of the 
unconstitutional and dangerous laws of that ses- 
sion; but we fortunately found a Chiet Magistrate 
sufficiently devoted to the Constitution (in some re- 
spects, at least) to save it from the ruthless hands of 
the spoilers. He vetoed the bank bill, and thus de- 
feated a measure fraught with the most dangerous 
consequences to the country. He believed, if such 
an institution had been permitted to go into full op- 
eration, with branches extended all over the States 
of this Union, its corrupting influence upon the bal- 
lot-box, and upon the legislation of the country, 
would have been such as to have required a revo- 
lution to put it down, We all know the influence 
of concentrated, of organized wealth, in the hands 
of ambitious, designing politicians. The history 
of the late Bank of the United States furnishes us 
with abundant evidence on this subject. Well, 
(said Mr. W.,) the President, in the exercise of 
his constitutional prerogative, arrested the bill: and 


is it to be wondered at that we applaud him for - 


the act? Would Whig orators on this floor expect 


us to denounce, with their fish-market epithets, a ' 


man who had thus nobly vindicated our princi- 
ples? Did they suppose that the same base ingrati- 


tude which had, upon more than one occasion, sig- ` 


nalized their conduct, would be exhibited by us? 
But heis denounced as a traitor! What right had 


they to expect that Mr. Tyler would approve of - 


their bank charters? Had he not repeatedly, when 


in public life, denied, in the most solemn manner, : 


Yes, (said Mr. W.,) your, 


the constitutional power of Congress to incorporate 
such an institution? Does. any man. pretend that 
he recanted ‘these sentiments, when. canvassing 
for the second office in the Government? ‘Di 
he not, in his first message to Congress, say that” 
such an institution had been condemned by the peo | 
ple? Could they expect him to disregard the” 
solemn judgment of the people upon this quésito! 
Why, then, charge him with treachery? . Whys, 
say they, he is a traitor to the “universal Whig 
arty!” During the pas administration, Mr. Van 

uren was denounced as the President of a partly, 
which they said was dangerous—ay, exceedingly 
dangerous to the liberties of the people. Yes, said 
he, these eloquent orators wanted no party Presi- 
dent; they wanted a man who would soar above 
party trammels, and preside with impartiality over 
the whole republic! Ob, no; there was nothing 
selfish in their movements; they cared nothing for 
office! Nothing but the most devoted affection— 
the most ardent Jove for that unhappy country 
which had been ruined, as-they said, bythe mal~ 
administration of a party. President—fired’ their 
bosoms, or nerved their arms, in the ever-memora- 
ble contest of 1840! Well, sir, how stands the 
case now? Mr. Tyler refuses to be a mere party 
President; he refuses to permit a legislative cau- 
cus of Whig members to prescribe to him the man- 
ner in which he shall discharge his executive du- 
ties; he refuses to let other men construe for him 
that instrument which he had sworn to maintain 
and defend; in the language of the spoils haters of 
1840, he soars above party discipline; he refuses to. 
fill the capacious maws of the horde of hungry 
office-seekers who are constantly ` besetting him. 
This is the head and front of his offending; and 
for this, he is daily denounced on this floor by’ 
these same disinterested, no-party patriots of 1840, 
as a base and an infamous traitor! hogni 


Mr. W. said, he repeated that John Tyler had hag 
no ordinary difficulties to encounter. He had been. 
placed in a position requiring the exercise of great 
firmness and mora! courage. He came into office 
when the tariff had run down to its minimum 
point, with an accruing revenue wholly inadequate 
to defray the necessary wants of the Government. 
The banking system—which, under vicious State 
legislation, had swollen to an enormous bulk—was. 
exploding, spreading ruin- and. desolation. over, all 
the interests of the country... States, as well.as indi- 
viduals, were deeply involved in debt, and national 
bankruptcy seemed almost inevitable. “In - this. 
emergency, he was backed by no party here, - Both: 
ofthe great partiesin this hall were arrayed against. 
him. The Whigs would not sustain him, because: 
he refused to obey the mandates of their Captain- 
General, and because he would not direct his patron- 
age in sucha way as to secure him in thesuccession.. 
The Democrats, itis true, supported some of his. 
measures zealously; but there were others which 
they were compelled to oppose. Besides, they then. 
saw, as they still see, around him some men in: 
whom they never have had, and never can have, the 
slightest degree of confidence. Thatthe President 
has been actuated in the discharge of his official 
duties, by the highest considerations of patriotism, 
he had never doubted. That he conscientiously 
believes that the measures which he has from time 
to time recommended to our consideration are 
calculated to advance the interésts, and secure the 


| permanent prosperity of the country, he did ‘not 


questidn. And he would venture: thé prediction, 
that, after the excitement which now prevails showld 
have subsided, and reason was once more permitted 
to exercise her proper influence over the minds-of 
men, after the brawling partisans who are now de- 
nouncing him here have turned*their attention to 
some other object, the purity of his intentions, the 
integrity of his motives (whatever may be the: er- 
rors of his administration) will be doubted by none. 
Cherishing, then, (said Mr. W.,) as he certainly 
did, the utmost feelings of kindness and respeet for 
the President, he trusted that he should-not be 
charged with a factious spirit in opposing some of 
his measures. Whatever his personal feeling 
might be, that could not influence his political sen- 
timents; he never suffered his personal attach- 
ments to control his political opinions. He was 
wedded to Democratic principles; he had sworn 
upon the altar of his country to devote his life to 
their maintenance and dissemination; and neither 
the sunny smiles. or the courtly praises of friends, 
nor the curses or threats.of enemies, could change 
his course. : : ; aoe 
We should not (said Mr. W.) attempt to stop the 
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sealise. the Wan at 
ual’ of. our choice. 
i che 


th the - 
of nding officer ‘did 
‘with ‘his precon- 
gain by stepping the 
e inflic shastisement on the 
e Spread“ ruin “and. distress 
situents? This; Government: be- 
arty—it is the common property of us 
- fdint tenants’ ‘the glorious inherit- 


ay of the old leaven of Federalism, we are bound 
to oppose them; and. he trusted we should do so 


ehden¢e of character, at the footstaol of any Presi- 
dent. The mass of the Democratic party were 
made of sterner stuff than to be seduced from the 
allegiance they owe to their principles by the hope 
of office. : ; i 

_ Uf (said Mr, W.) there be an idea in the mind of 
any one thata party can be organized and sustain- 
ed on executive gifts, let me say that, in my judg- 
ment, it is entirely fallacious. The Administra- 


tion must rely upon principles; and, if it expects 
the support of the Democracy, it must take care to 
ynake those principles Democratic. Executive pa- 


: Other gentlemen had defined their position in re- 
lation to the coming contest, So far as he was con- 
cerned, if any gentleman desired to know where 
nin saree to be, he could answer that in a few 
‘months. he should lay aside his legislative robes. and 
become a private citizen. He expected that a na- 
tional convention would be held, to reconcile the 
differences of opinion which now exist among us 
asto who the candidate shall be. When the result 
is announced, he should be found as an humble 
private, supporting that nominee, come he fromthe 
North or South, the East or West. He held on to 
the principles upon which he came into publiclife, 
and, sink or swim, he should not abandon them. 


REMARKS OF MR. KENNEDY, 
OF INDIANA, 
Jn the House of Representatives, Dec, 28, 1842— 
On the bankrupt law. 


_ Mr. Evererr having called the previous ques- 
tion, ; 


Mr. Kenxepy appealed to him to withdraw it. 


until he, or sore other person on his side of the 
House, could be heard a few moments. 

Mr, Everett refuséd to comply. ; 

Mr. Kennepy said, if he could make no better 


The Bankrupt Law— Mr. A. Kennedy: 


bargain, he would ‘undertake to renew the motion 
when he was through with his remarks. Pap 
[Cries of 


Mr. Evererr persisted in. his:motion. 
“Vote it down”) -And the question being put on a 
second ‘to the’ previous. quèstion, the House, by a 
clamorous majority, refused the second. Where- 
upon rege oe a : 
aM KENNEDY proceeded to address the House 
as follows: ` : ne : l 

Mr. Speaker: The question of repealing the 
bankrupt law has unexpectedly created great ex- 
citement inthis House, not-so much from the de- 


- bate on the main proposition ‘of. repeal, as from 


some incidental remarks which have fallen from 
two sides of the triangle on this floor. And as Í 
belong to the other side of this three-cornered fight, 
I begto be heard a few moments before the debate 
closes, : 

It is known to members here that I voted against 
the passage of this law. I did not give this vote 
because | was opposed to a well-regulated system 
of bankruptcy, but because this bill was not such a 
one as I believed the Constitution contemplated or 
the interest of the country demanded. But, how- 
ever objectionable it was in its original inception, I 
am free to confess that, ig my judgment, it has 
worked its worst; or, in the language of the 
gentleman from Vermont, wh advocated its pas- 
sage, and now seeks its repeal, “It has answered 
the purpose of ils passage;” or, as I would express 
it, “It has answered the purposes of those who 
passed it.” It has given the power to many mil- 
lionary debtors, who, in equity, should never have 
had the benefit of its provisions to wipe out their 
honest debts; and now, when the time has arrived 
that some honest men, who have been made bank- 
rupts by applying this sponge to debts due them, 
are about receiving the benefits of the law, it is to 
be repealed; and repealed, too, on the motion of 
those who advocated its passage, and who have the 
effrontery now to declare that they intended origin- 
ally that it should have but a temporary duration. 

I respond, then, to the declaration of the gentle- 
man from Vermont, when he says “It has accom- 
plished its object.” And I say to that gentleman, 
and to the House, that, although I voted against this 
law in its inception, yet if I had any well-grounded 
hope that a proper system could be ingrafted on 
this act, I would freely and fearlessly vote against 
its repeal. But, sir, this thing has gone forth to 
our constituents in its original deformity, and ac- 
cumulated against it such a fearful denunciation 
as calls for its sudden and total repeal. 

Under these circumstances, { shall vote for the 
repeal, hoping that, at some future time, an egui- 
table and constitutional bankrupt law may be en- 
acted. But, whilst I am on this subject, I beg leave 
to say, that the mode and manner of passing this 
law has done more to render it so universally odi- 
ous than even its unjust provisions. In treating of 
this subject, I hope the House will excuse me if I 
speak plainly. 

‘What were the circumstances under which this 
Jaw was passed? I understood at the time of its 
passage—nay, it was then bold'y avowed—that its 
passage was to. secure the passage of another law: 

mean the distribution act. But I have been told 
by a member of this House, (and one, too, who 
avowed his participation in the act,) that it was 
passed for the purpose of carrying the elections in 
the States of New York and Maine. I understood 
from this gentleman that it was feared, and so rep- 
resented in Whig caucus by the members from 
those States, that, unless this law ‘was passed, the 
Whig party would be defeated there in the then 
coming elections. What a reason of state for the 
passage of alaw! If you Western. Whigs, whose 
constituents are opposed to the law, will neverthe- 
less pass it, we, on our part, will stipulate and 
agree to use it as an instrument to carry the elec- 
tions in our States for the Whig party. Shame 
on such a prostitution of legislative functions! 
But it turns out, in the sequel, that although the 
price was paid for Whig delegates in the 28th 
Congress from the States of Maine and New 
York, yet the votes are not forthcoming. There 
has been a Yankee trick played off on our Western 
gentlemen, The Whigs have been routed, horse, 
foot, and dragoons—or rather I should say “rac- 
coons”—in these two States. And I suppose our 


bays, not to be outdone by their Yankee brethren, are . 
determined to take back the consideration by re- 


pealing the jaw, - : 


Now, sir, Tsay, on leaving this part of the sub- 


ject, that if this law was passed by these means, 


. all old scores. 
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and for such objects, it was an unholy, dishonor- 
able, and . damnable combination; and if such 
practices be tolerated:by the people of this country, 


at will end in the total corruption and overthrow of 


the legislative functions of this Government. I re- 
peat, then, that the mode’and manner of the pas- 
sage of this law went further in rendering it uni- 
versally odious than even its unjust provisions. © It 
is objectionable, first, for what it contains; and, sec- 
ondly, for what it does not contain. The law ought 
never to have operated retrospectively.; for, by 
destroying existing contracts, it amounts to repudi+ 
ation, It is a congressional sponge, that wipes out 
This feature rendered it justly odi- 
ous to a debt-paying peeple. But further, it eught 
to have embraced within its provisions all corpora- 
ions issuing paper to circulate as money. It was ` 
odious, then, from this omission. And hence the 
people demand its repeal; and repealed it must be. 
So much for the repeal bill. : 

The debate on this bill was opened by the gen- 
tleman-from New York {Mr. Banyanp] with along 
and doleful history of the discomfitures and disas- 
ters ithad oceasioned the universal Whig party. 
Sir, whilst listening to that lamentable recapitula- 
tion, | really had my sympathies enlisted. My 
heart is warm, and rather tender; and. although-I 
can war against the Whigs to the knife—ay, and 
the knife to the hilt—whilst they are before mein 
the open field; yet when they come to us with 
such tales of wo as have been repeated on this occa- 
sion, I cannot and will not withholda sympathizing 


ear. 

I think the gentleman likened their cause to 
that of some miserable criminal, who was .con- 
demned to the task of rolling a heavy load up a 
steep hill, but to be met at the top by a force whieh 
would instantly hurl him and his load to the bot- 
tom again. Sir, this was a hard case, but an apt 
and striking illustration, ‘True,the Whigs have 
been engaged in rolling a heavy load of condemned 
and exploded measures, and they have rolled them 
up the steep of public opinion. These measures 
had been condemned to the garret of ‘obsolete 
ideas” for the last quarter of a century. By im- 
mense labor, long-continued, they did, at the extra 
session, by a desperate effort, succeed in reaching 
the brow of the hill; and here they were met by an 


|. indignant constituency, and they and their load 


hurled to the bottom, leaving them and their meas- 
ures in a state of total wreck and ruin. ` 

I now enter upon that part of the debate which 
has been called the desultory, the incidental, or ac- 
cidental part. 

Here let me refer to the remarks of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, [Mr. Cusnine.] , He says 
that the Whigs as a party have dashed themselves to 
pieces against the buckler of executive power, 
which power he has ingeniously denominated a 
“constitutional fact.” Now I can tell the.gentle- 
man from Massachusetts that he too is mistaken; 
and I beg leave to correct. him, as it. is my inten- 
tion, as I proceed, to strike to the right as well as 
the left. The gentleman. is wrong, then, in sup- 
posing that the Whig party has broken itself into 
the fragments that it now exhibits, either against ex- 
ecutive power, executive vetoes, or what the gen- 
tleman calls a “constitutional fact.” No, sir; they 
have dashed ihemselves to atoms against the 
“buckler” of public opmion. THe secret of this 
fearful destruction which has so unexpectedly over- 
taken them, is to be found in that series of public 
measures which was so hastily, at the extra session, 
called from the storehouse of “obsolete ideas,” 
and attempted to be forced through Congress as a 
grand whole; and this, before the people had time 
to cool after the glorious victory of 1840. Now, those 
gentlemen. who believe in their consciences that 
those measures are for the public good, deservegreat 
credit for their zeal in their enactment, for there is 
nothing more to be admired in a public man than 
a fearless and independent discharge of what he 
thinks his duty; but, in persuading themselves that 
the people were in favor of those measures, or that 
they were for the public weal, —in this consistedtheir 
error. In the last Presidential canvass, the Whigs 
played the game of hide-and-go-seek with the peo- 
ple. They nominated candidates of doubtful poli- 
tics, so that it could. be said in one section of the 
country that they were in favor of one set. of 
measures, in another of another; for a bank and 
against a bank; for a tariff and against a tariff; for 
distribution and against distribution, according to 
the section in which the assertion was. made, or 
would suit popular feeling. Thus they contrived 
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to rally men of ali shades of opinion, and by this 
means united the entire elements of opposition. 
By the combined. efforts of this motley crew, the 
solid and well-formed ranks of Democracy were 
broken, and they came into power flushed with an 
gnexpected victory. But what followed? When they 
ceased to break down, and undertook to build up— 
when they ceased to object, and attempted to pro- 
jeét=-they. suddenly found thémselves in the fiz al- 
Iuded to in this debate. They soon -went to pot; 
of, as the gentleman from. Massachusetts’ has it, 
they found themselves dashed to atoms against 
a constitutional facl”’—against which constitution- 
al fact the gentleman kindly warns us ofthe Dem- 
ocratic party that we may chance to knock out our 
brains. , 

One word now to my friend and colleague, [Mr. 
THompson.] He says that the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Cusnina] has set up the Gov- 
ernment ‘ai auction. to be knocked down to the 
highest bidder; that that gentleman has openly pro- 
posed a coalition with the Democrats; and that if 
we say nothing, the old rule of “silence gives con- 
sent” will attach, Now, Iam aware that what is 
said by-that gentleman on this floor is read with 
great interest by our people at home; and hence I 
feel myself called on to make an immediate re- 
sponse, For myself, I did not so understand the 
gentleman from Massachusetts; I. did not under- 
stand him tosell out th® Administration to the 
highest bidder, though I confess it squinted a little 
that way.. What T understood the gentleman to say 
‘was, that the dominant party in this House had be- 
come, by its course towards the President, nothing 
more nor less than a miserable faction; that they 
were willing to trample under foot all regard for 
the Constitution, as well as the best interests of the 
country, in order to “head Capting Tyler,” and 
that they. manifested a spleen totally unbecoming 
American. Representatives. I certainly did not 
understand the gentleman to mean any more than 
that, as John Tyler was the President, and it 
was his duty to discharge the public functions 
belonging to that station, and being thus opposed 
by the majority in Congress, he was bound, and 
would carry on the Government by the best means 
within his power, To this, and thus far, then, I- 
respond to the gentleman from Massachusetts; and 
{I take it upon myself to say, that, although it is not 
material to the people of this country who is Presi- 
dent, yet it is, nevertheless, very material that their 
Government should not be stopped. If John Tyler 
finds the Whigs constantly blocking up his way, in 
his honest intentions to do his duty—constantly 
clinging to the wheels of Government to impede its 
progress—then I hold it not only to be his right, but 
his bounden duty, as President, to look beyond that 
party, and to every part of the country, for that aid 
‘which he has a right to expect from those who put 
himin power. 

One wore as to the bid that the Democrats will 
make at this presidential sale, which my colleague 
says is coming off. I do not speak by authority, 
but I speak as one of the fifty-three thousand Dem- 
ocrats of the Hoosier State; and as I am the only 
one of the number who now has the right to speak 
here, I speak with the more freedom. If I am re- 
quired to bid, I must first know the terms of sale;—- 
whether the bids are to be made orally or in wri- 
ting. | In the latter case, I should be cautions, as I 
have always found it to be extremely inconvenient 
and troublesome for a politician to put his thoughts 
to paper. They sometimes become extremely hard 
fo explain away. 

But, to be serious: I tell my colleague tkat so far 
as myself, or those I represent, are concerned, I 
have no bid to make; no political alliances to form 
with any man; no threats to fear from any quarter. 
‘We have butone set of plain, straightforward prin- 
ciples; and, so far as the Executive is concerned, or 
anybody with the Executive—so far as the Execu- 
tive will carry out those principles, so far will we 
stand by and support him; and not one inch further. 

“Ws for the offices of the Government, which, it 
has been supposed, were offered under disguise by 


the gentleman from Massachusetts—for myself, and ” 


ty political friends whom I represent, Imust say I 
‘want none of them. If one of my political friends 
should ask me to use my influence (if any I pos- 


gessed) to get him an office, my reply would be, . 


No; sir... And why? Because Ido not believe it 
right to hold office under this, or any other admin- 
istration, unless you can give ita foll and fair sup- 


ort. ‘Lhold that John Tyler has a right—-nay, : 


more, that itis his duty—-to place in office under 


him such men only as can and will give to his ad- 
ministration a fall and free support, if such can be 
found. I care not if, on this ground, he removes 
some, and puts-in others. I never complained of 
President Harrison for doing this. I thought.it his 
right and duty thus to. act.. What sort of policy is 
it to have enemies in your camp?—men on the watch 
to undermine or betray all your measures? What 
is this but political suicide? This is what I shal 
demand of nobody. s T 

I believe that President Tyler ought to have bis 
friends in the executive offices—-provided, always, 
they are capable, and faithful to their trusts. So 
far, then, as offices are concerned, the. President 
has none that I would receive or ask for my politi- 
eal friends; and I may add, that I suspect any 
man’s Democracy who may be found applying, for 
them. j 

As to the supposed threat, that the veto power, 
at a subsequent period, will be used against us: 1 
understood the gentleman from Massachusetts to 
say, in substance, that the Whigs passed ceriain 
measures through Congress; that the President 
had vetoed them; that the wild fury of resentment 
exhibited by that party against the Executive, for 
thus exercising the vgto power, had destroyed 
them. Now, gentlemen Democrats, as you will 
have a majority in the next Congress, I warn you 
not to adhere to your old musty notions of a sub- 
treasury, &c., but to come in and go with us for the 
exchequer; for, if you do persist in sticking at the 
President your ultra measures, why, he'll hit you 
across the face with a veto too. For myself, I 
hardly expect to be a member of the next Congress, 
as Lam persuaded that a pretty considerabie num- 
ber of my worthy constituents have serious objec- 
tions. But, if it ‘should be my good or bad fortune 
to be here at the next Congress, I will most assur- 
edly vote for such measures as I think right, regard- 
less of consequences. And, should the President 
veto any or all of them, although I am not pre- 
pared to say what I would do, yet I am fully pre- 
pared to say what I would not do: I would not turn 
round and commence a vindictive and personal 
war againsi the President, for an honest discharge 
of what he believes to be his duty; much less would 
I, because he had thwarted my favorite plans, take 
advantage of the excitement it night engender, to 
tear the Constitution of my country to tatters— 
thus madly destroying this ark of political safety 
purchased for and handed down to us by our patri- 
otie fathers, at the cost of so much blood and treas- 
ure. 

1f, however, my poor advice should be asked by 
my Democratic friends as to their future policy, I 
would say tothem, give the Executive no occasion 
to use the veto power against you. [ have no no- 
tion of making a greater man of John Tyler than 
the Almighty intended him to be. Therefore, i 
would avoid giving him occasion to use this pow- 
erfully popular weapon. No, sir: I would force on 
him no bill but such as I was satisfied he could 
conscientiously approve. I never desire to get a 
stroke with such a weapon across my political pate, 
It makes a most ugly scar. lf there is any charac- 
teristic in a public man that the people admire, it 
is a bold and fearless discharge of duty; and I have 
never yet known the veto power used, that the 


- masses did not rally around and sustain the Presi- 


dent in its use. It is instinctive in our people to 
rally round and support the man who fearlessly 
“assumes the responsibility.” It was imputed as a 
sin to President Jackson thathe said, “Itake the re- 
sponsibility.” Never did politicians make @ greater 
mistake than charging this as asin. Sir, it was 
the consciousness of having taken this responsi- 
bility which nerved the old Roman’s arm, until it 
became as an iron sinew. Jt was this cry against 
him of “tyrant,” which called the honest yeomanry 
of the country to his support. They believed his 
heart was pure, and his purposes patriotic; and 
when they saw him nerve himself to the conflict, 
regardless of all consequences, then it was that 
ihey rallied around and buoyed him upto a point 
in popular affection rarely reached by mortal 
man. 

One word in relation tomy opinion of President 
Tyler. Ithink him a very honest man;, but notas 
great a man as General Jackson, by considerable. 

I willtell gentemen further, that there is little 
likelihood of all the “storms” that have or can be 
raised ever “blowing” John Tyler into the presi- 
dential chair again. Gentlemen need not count 
muchonthat. He will be suffered to retire, at the 
end of his present term, with a good-honest name. 


To be sure, it will be somewhat bespattered with 
the spleen and filth of the party who: put him in 
power; but what of that?. ‘The world will appre- 
ciate the motives of his calumniators. He: has al- 
ready been treated to a round of billingsgate, and 
denounced as atraitor,. A traitor to what}—to-his 
country? No. Noman, asyet, has dared such-an 
avowal. Buta traitor to his party! And whois 
it, pray, who thus deals in-epithets? tis the self- 
same men who once denounced Gen. Jackson. And. 
what was he denounced for? These classical epithets 
were poured with much profusion upon his venera- 
ble head because he, forsooth, went with his party. 
Aceording to the notions of these president-revi- 
lers, it was treason for him to go with his party, 


while it is treason in Tyler to go against his party. 


Sir, the people have seen these pretended patriots 
denouncing the President because he did, and the 
President because he does not, until they are becom- 
ing somewhat suspicious of the motives of such 
rabid politicians. But let no man suppose, from 
this remark, that I am going to join in the hue-and- 
ery lately’ raised against “radical” or ultra politi- 
cians. No,sir. Iam, myself, “radical” to the root; 
and my party feelings, like the routs of our forest 
oaks, strike deep into the soil of my social affec- 
tions, Yes, sir, J ain radical throughout, and a pretty 
terrible fellow when once going; but I beg leave to 
remind gentiemen again, that when the people hear 
us clamor one thing to-day, and ancther to-mor- 
row--denounce one man for sticking to his par- 
ty, and ancther for not sticking to. his party--they 
willbe aptto conclude itis done more for the party 
than for the country. 

The gentleman from Massachusetis has intima- 
ted that there will be trouble in our own ranks; that 
there are breakers ahead. He says that the names 
of our candidates for the presidency are “legion.” 
Now, I will take the liberty of informing that gen- 
Ueman that he need give himself no uneasinesson 
that subject. It is rue, we have. many eminent 


} and worthy sons in our ranks, whose talents and ser- 


vices to our country eminently qualify them for 
that high station. Most, if not all of them, are 
striving with a laudable ambition, by worthy means, 
to reach that summit of human ambition. But, the 
gentleman from Massachusetts must recollect one 
other thing; and that is, none .of.our men,.ever 
come before they are called. We have a long es- 
tablished usage in our household upon this subject. 
We submit all our claims, and the claims of our 
respective friends, to the decision of a majority of 
our friends in convention, Such a meeting we are 
yet to have, when the conscript fathers of our faith 
will meet in council, When they have thus spo- 
ken, their voice will be. responded to with one uni- 
versal shout of approval, from Maine to Arkansas, 
Before that day arrives, we each have our. prefer. 
ences, and will freely express them. After that 
day has passed, these personal preferences give 
place to our zeal for the good of the whole. My 
colleague [Mr. Tuompson ] likewise indulges in the 
hope that a division may yet spring up amongst the 
Democracy. And with a view to foment these 
supposed differences, he has artfully spoken of geo- 
graphical divisions. He says he had hoped to meet, 
in our next fight, the great Southern chief. Atthe 
same time he expresses this wish, he insinuates that 
this fancy of his is not likely to be gratified, judg- 
ing from the “signs-of the times.” 

Let me tell my colleague that he is. not a good 
observer of the “signs of the times.” And farther, 
if he supposes. thal that chief will. be the easiest 
overgome in the coming conflict, he is mistaken in 
that-too. Ifthe mantle of the’people’s choice should 
fall upon ihe shoulders of that.chief, I, for one, will 
give the hearty response--Amen. Under-his lead, 
or that of any one of our great chiefs, I will go into 
the battle, with full confidence in being able to 
scatter the cohorts of Whigery, backed though they 
may be with the disaffected from all quarters; to 
which you may add, if you please, the influence of 
the “constitutional fact.” Here let me remark, that, 
if President Tyler can answer the catechism, and 
receive the nomination of the Democratic conven- 
tion, then I stand pledged to go for him—[A voice: 
“And not otherwise”]—and not otherwise, 

We scek this unanimity of action in our entire 
party, not for the purpose of office or patronage; 
for, however honorable and desirable it may: be to 
serve our country in the numerous offices of trust 
or profit attached thereto, yet this with us isid sec- 
ondary consideration, I: is for the purpose of car- 
rying out certain great leading Democratic méas- 
ures that we scek power. [A voice: What-are 
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they?=namethem.”}] Sii; [have not time how to 
enumerate them; but, to satisfy. the gentleman, Í 
now pledge him, that -if, after my political friends 
Shall: have nominated their’ candidate for Presi- 
dènt, they do not give them to the world in black 
and white—if they do not write them out in bold 
relief, so that he who. runs. may read—or if they 
should attempt to play the game of “no more dis- 
- closures for the public eye”——then, before God, and 
in the face of the people; I will denounce them, and 
refuse to act with them. Does this satisfy the gen- 
tleman? : 

Yes, sir, in due time our banner will be un- 
farled to the breeze. The mouths of our prophets 
will be-open; and, as T said before, if John Tyler 


can respond'to these principles, one and all, and 


receive the nomination of the Democratie conven- 
tion, ‘he will be good enough for me, notwithstand- 
tag the corruption that surrounds him, 
Some of John Tyler's acts I mosi heartily ap- 
rove; and I am not going to attempt to close the 
emocratic temple against him, or any other per- 
son who chooses to come. But there are, I confess, 
some of those surrounding him, who, I think, would 
make an awkward appearance in our ranks. Oniy 
think, for a moment, of an Administration with 
Daniel Webster and John C. Spencer for its high 
priests, endeavoring to recommend. itself to the De- 
mocracy! Sir, you might as well attempt to graft 
à crab-tree on an orange-stock. Yet, Mr. Webster 
has said somewhere—at “Patchogue,” I believe— 
that hë was a Democrat--2 Democratot the Jefferson 
school, it may be so; but I was not taught to be- 
lieve Webstera Democrat. Iconfess I have strong 
prejudices against the man; but, notwithstanding I 


ave looked upon him as a political leper, yet T’ 


confess that, since he has” been so liberally de- 
nounced by his old cronies—by those who used to 
eall hir the “god-like”—those who ate bread with 
him—and, above all, those who drank his wine 
on the night preceding lhe passage of the bankrupt 
low,—since these men have denounced him, I 
have thought that possiblywthere was something 
good in him. These denunciations have caused 
me to look a little closer into his political history; 
and if, upon full examination, I find one good act— 
one single green spot to rest my eye on—I will 
eonsént that he may come into our party: prè- 
vided, always, he comes as a private; as a “cap- 
ting,” he cannot come, 


As to bargains, 1 tell my colleague, [Mr. Tuome- 
son,] on behalf of at least the Democracy of the 
Hoosier State, there will be none made. But at the 
same time that we refuse to assume the responsi- 
bility of this Administration, we will, by no means, 
refase to aid the Administration to carry on the 
Government, We will not refase to support a good 
measure, simply because it is recommended by a 
man in whose election we had no ageney. 4, for 
one, will vote for every measure I think right, let 
who will recommend it; much less will 1 join 
ih an attempt to tumble. my Government to pieces, 
merely for the gratification of seeing John Tyler 
buried under its ruins, 


After the general route sustained by the Whig 
pany since the last adjournment of Congress, Í 
ad hoped they would have been taught wisdom, 
and somewhat changed their haughty dictatorial 
tone. Whipping is beneficial generally on bad ebild- 


ren, and I thought it would have done the Whigs 
good. Never did a party so much need taking 


down. None was ever so haughty, so presuming, 
so self-conceited. Well do I remember the declar- 
ation of the imperious tenant of Ashland, that the 
Democrats were like criminals on the hangman’s 
cart, waiting only for the order of execution. Yes, 
sir, no longer-ago than the extra session, this’ was 
the language of the master here, and repeated by 
the man the country over. Indeed, it appeared to 
me at the extra session, and a part of the last, that 
the entire party had tried how they conid act the 
tyrant. Ali discussion, all freedom of debate, was 
effectually set aside—the gag introduced—the hour 
rule applied~-and this hall, sacred to liberty, made 
to play second fiddle to caucus rooms. Let me here 
put ina few words in exculpation of some of those 
who aided in this work offaries Ido not accuse 
my Whig friends with having perpetrated all the 
mischiets of which they were the authors, out. of 
mere wantonness, Tt grew partly out of ignorance 
oftheir duties. They knew not how to manage. 
‘They had been along time out of power—they had 
been running on, grass, (to use a farmer’s phrase,) 
until they had become lean and lank, The conse- 
quence was, when they got into clover, their course 


was’ constantly marked by the most enormous 
excesses. Such another set of legislators I hope 
never again to see. Byes. - 

At the commencement of this session, i hoped, 
from their conduct, that the late elections had had 
their desired effect on the Whigs in this House. Un- 
der this impression, Í wrote to numbers of my 


| friends that the Whigs were quite tame, and dis- 


posed io attend to public business. If, however, it 
shall turn out that destruction is not sufficient, but 
that nothing else than annihilation will. do this 
party; I hope, atleast, that thdse who are yet sober 
on political matters will take the watning which 
thé prostration of the late Whig party gives to the 
world; and, in futtre; let politicians here make the 


! Jaws, and the people wil} make the Presidents. 


In defence of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. Cusuine] against the charge of the gentleman 
from Vermont, |My, Everert,] I am bound to say 
that this party and personal debate did not originate 
with the gentleman from Massachusetts, Lf my 
memory serves me, it originated with the gentle- 
man from Tennessce, [Mr, Arnczup,] who opened 
up the floodgates of his wrath against the Admin- 
istration, and poured sluices of billingsgate upon 
the heads of John Tyler and his friends; a liberal 
share of which was meteg ort to what he calls 
“the sub-tranian Democracy.” i; 

Thus, you see, this debate originated on thé 
opposite side of the House, Indeed, I have never 
known one of this character that did not; and I 
now challenge any person within thé sound of my 
Voice to mention the occasion, since this Congréss 
commenced its first session, when any member of 
the Democratic party commenced a party debate 
that consumed the time of the Hoùse one hour. 
There is no such instance. Heretofore, duriag 
this session, the Whigs, smarting under their late 
eastigation, have forborne to enter into a personal 
or party debate. Within the last few days, how- 
ever, they have shown an evident disposition to 
launch out into their former practices of violence 
and vituperation. Is it, then, to be expected that 
the particular friends of the President will sit still, 
and hear themselves and their friends violently 
and wantonly assailed, without making a proper 
reply and suitable resentment? The whole course 
of my Whig friends here seems to me to be direct- 
ed to sustaining the power which they by accident 
obtained; and I will be excused for saying that, 
unless they alter their course, and that speedily, 
such an accident will never happen to them again. 

One word further upon the subject of a coalition 
between the Administration and the Democrats. I 
see no signs of such a union. There seems to me 
as much prospect of the ultra Whigs—the “white 
Charlies” —coalescing with the Democrats, as there 
is of Tyler and his friends. I hope, therefore, 
that I, for one, shall not be subjected to the sus- 
picion of bargain and intrigue. It was the sup- 
posed, if not real, bargain between the venerable 
ex-President now on this floor, and the “Western 


Star,” which caused the sun of Ashland to set, and - 


set forever. With this example of results before 
mie, 1 pray my name may never be tainted with 
the suspicion of a political bargain. Iam now just 
starting out in political life, and I cannot say where 
I mav want to go yet;—perhaps I may aspire to a 
seat in the Senate—perhaps to the Vice Presidency, 
or even the Presidency. There is no telling where 
the untamed ambition of a native Hoosier may Jead 
him; but, come of me what may, I pray that I may 
never have aitached to me even a suspicion of 
politica] bargain and sale. 


One concluding remark to my colleague and the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, in relation to the 
geographical] divisions which they hope will spring 
up amongst the Democrats. Both these gentlemen 
seem delighted with this idea. These gentlemen 
know nothing of the “hooks of steel” that bind 
Democrats each to the other, and all together. If 
they did, they would know that the affections of 
that party towards their public men are not in the 
least degree dependent upon geographical location. 
Democrats know no distinctions of geography. 
The links and bonds that bind them together are 
sufficiently large to embrace a hemisphere within 
iis circle.. Let the nomination once be made 
there will be no difference whether the candidate 
comes from the North or the South, the East or the 
West. Nor willit be material who opposes-~ihe 
Whigs, the “white Charlies,” or even the “consti- 
tutional fact,” or all these together. Give us an 
open field and a fair fight, and we will lick them, 
one and all—else J am no prophet. Í 


SPEECH. OF Mr. BENTON, 


OF MISSOURI, 


In Senate, Thursday, January 12; 1843—On the 
Oregon bill. 


Mr. BENTON said, in substance, that the ob- 
jections to this bill grew out of the clause granting 
land to the settlers, not so much on account of the 
grants themselves, as on account of the exclusive 
jurisdiction over the country, which the grants 
would seem to imply. ‘This was the objection; for 
no one defended the title of the British to one inch 
square of the valley of Oregon, The Senator from 
Arkansas, [Mr. Szvisr,] who has just spoken, had 
well said that this was an objection to the whole 
bill; for the rest would be worth nothing, without 
these grants to the settlers. Nobody would go there 
without the inducement of land. The British had 
planted a power there—the Hudson Bay Fur Com- 
pany—in which the old Northwest Company was 
merged; and this power was to them in the New 
Worcp what the East Inpra Company was to them 
in the Orp Wor to: it was an arm of. the Govern- 
ment, and did everything for the Government 
which policy, or treaties, prevented it from doing 
for itself. This company wds settling and colo- 
nizing the Columbia for the British Government; 
and we wish American citizens to settle and colo- 
nize it for us. The British Government gives in- 
ducétiieht to this compgny. It gives them trade, 
commerce, an éxclusive Charter, laws, and national 
protection. We must give inducement also; and 
our inducement must be land and protection. 
Grants of land will carry settlers there; and the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. Tappan] was treading in 
the tracks of Mr. Jefferson (perhaps without hav- 
ing read his recommendation, although he has read 
much) when he proposed, in his speech of yester- 
day, to plant 50,000 settlers, with their 50,000 rifles, 
onthe banks of the Oregon. Mr. Jefferson had 
proposed the same thing in regard to Louisiana. 
He proposed that we should settle that vast domain 
when we acquired it; and for that purpose, that do- 
nations of land should be made to the first 30,000 
settlers who should go there. This was the right 
doctrine, and the old doctrine. The white race 
were a land-loving people, and had a right to pos- 
sess it, because they used it according to the inten- 
tions of the Crearor. The white race went for 
land, and they will continue to go for it, and will go 
where they can get it. Europe, Asia, and America 
have been settled by them in this way. All the 
States of this Union have been so settled. The 
principle is founded in their nature, and in God’s 
command; and it will continue to be obeyed. The 
valley of the Columbia is a vast field open to the set- 
tler. It is ours, and our people are beginning to ga 
upon it. They go under the expectation of getting 
land; and that expectation must be confirmed’ to 
them. This bill proposes to confirm it; and if it 
fails in this particular, it fails in all. There is 
nothing left to induce emigration; and émigration 
is the only thing which can save the country from 
the British, acting through their powerful agent~ 
the Hupson Bay Company. 


Mr. B. said he would not restate the American 
title to this country: it had been well done by others 
who had preceded him in the debate. He would 
only give a litle more development to two points-— 
the treaties of 1803 and 1819; the former with 
France, by which we acquired Louisiana; the lat- 
ter with Spain, by which we acquired all her 
rights on the northwest coast of America north of 
42 degrees. By the first of these treaties we be- 
came a party to the 10th article of the treaty of 
Utrecht, between France and England; the treaty 
of peace of 1714 which terminated the wars of 
Queen. Anne and Louis XIV, and settled all 
their differences of every kind in Europe and 
America, and undertook to prevent the recurrence 
of future differences between them, The 10th arti- 
cle of this treaty applied to their settlements and 
territories in North America, and directed com- 
missaries to be appointed to mark and define their 
possessions. These commissaries did their work. 
They drew a line from ocean to ocean, to separate 
the French and British dominions, and to prevent 
future encroachments and collisions. This line 
began on the coast of Labrador, and followed a 
course slightly south of west, to the centre of North 
America, leaving the British settlements of Hud- 
son’s Bay to the north, and the French Canadian 
possessions tothe south. This line took for a land- 
mark the Lake of the Woods, which was then be- 
lieved to be due east from the head of the Missis- 
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sippi; and from that point took the 49th parallel of 
north ‘latitude indefinitely to the west. The lan- 
guage of the line. is “indefinitely;” and this estab- 
lished ‘the northern boundary of Louisiana, and 
erected a wall beyond which future French settle- 
ments could hot cross to the north, nor British tg 
the south, 


As purchasers of Louisiana, the treaty of 1803 
made us party to the 10th article of the treaty of 
Utrecht, and made the £9th parallel the same to us 
and the British, which it had been to the French 
and the British: it became a wall which neither 
ould pass, so far as it depended upon that line. 
This the British saw, and quickly went to work to 
abrogate or mutilate a line which presented an 
ämpassable barrier totheir designs upon the Co- 
lumbia river. The American, Captain Gray, had 
first: discovered that river at its mouth, in 1790; 
Lewis ahd Clarke had discovered it from its head 
to the sea in 1804-5; and these discoveries of con- 
tiguous territory gave us the rights of first dis- 
covery. over the whole river, in addition to the 
vights derived from treaties. But no sooner had 
‘Captain Gray discovered this great river than the 
British coveted it, and sent out McKenzie to dis- 
‘cover it over again, and especially to find its head 
in high northern latitudes. To do this, McKenzie, 
proceeding from Canada, bore far to the north; miss- 
ed all the waters of the Columbia; fe)! upon the 7%- 
coutche Terse; and struck the ocean five hundred 

-miles (following the coast) to the north of the Co- 
lumbia, Thus, this attempt to hatch aclaim to this 
river, by discovering it at the head, after.we had 
discovered it atthe mouth, entirely failed; and the 
British were left without a pretext for claiming 
our property, In this dilemma, McKenzie pro- 
osed to make short work of it with the United 
Strates; he proposed to seize the river, and to hold 
it, because it was necessary to the British scheme 
_ of trade and domination in'that quarter; and to ex- 
pel all “American adventurers” from it, His ad- 
vice was in these words: 


“The Russians, who first discovered that along the coaste of 
Asia no useful or regular navigation existed, opened an interior 
‘communication by rivers, &c., and through that long and wide 
‘extended continent, to the strait that separates Asia from Ameri- 
‘ca, over which they passed to the American continent. Our 
situation is at length in some degree similar to theirs-~the non- 
existence of a practicable passage by sea, and the existence of 
one through the continent, are clearly proved; and it requires 
only the countenance and support of the British Government 
to increase, in a very ample proportion, this national advantage, 
and secure the trade of that country to its subjects, i. : 

i r 2 ” By the rivers which discharge them- 
selves into Mudson’s Bay, at Port Nelson, it is proposed tocarry 
‘on the trade to their source at the head of the Saskatchiwine 
giver, Which rises in the Rocky Mountains, net eight degrees of 
Jongitude from the Pacific ocean. The Columbia flows from 
the same mountains, and discharges itself into the Pacific in 
north latitude 36 degrees 20 minutes. Both of them are capable 
of receiving ships at their mouths, and are navigable th roughout 
for boats. a + $ x a $ But 
whatever course may be taken from the Atlantic, the Colum- 
bia is the line of communication from the Pacific ocean, pointe 
ed out by nature, as itis the only navigable river in the whole 
extent of Vancouver's minute survey of the coast. Tis banks 
also form the first level country in all the southern extent of 
continental coast from Cook’s entry, and, cunsequently, the 
most. northern situation suited for the residence of a civilized 
people, By opening this intercourse between the Atlantic and 

acific ‘oceans, and forming regular establisiments through the 
interior, and at both extremes, as well as along the coasts and 
islands, the entire command of the far-trade of North America 
Wight be obtained from latitude 45 to the pole, except that 
portion of it which the Russians have in the Pacific. ‘To this 
may be added the fishing in both seas, and the markets in the 
four quarters of the globe, Such would be the field for com- 
mercial enterprise; and incaiculable would be the produce of 
Å, when supported by the operations of that credit and capital 
which Great Britain so eminently possesses, Then would this 
‘country begin to be remunerated for the expense it has sustain- 
ed in discovering and surveying the coast of the Pacific ocean, 
which is at presentleftto American adventurers, who, without 
regularity or capital, or the desire of conciliating future confi- 
dence, look altogether to the interests of the moment. Such ad- 
venturers (and many of them, as I have been informed, have 
been very successful) would instantly disappear before a well. 
regulated trade. = * * ` ‘i . ~ Many 
political reasons, which it is not necessary here to enumerate, 
pust present themselves to the mind of every man acruaiuted 
with the enlarged system and capacities of British commerce 
in support of the measures which I have briefly suggested an 
promising the most important advantages to tbe irade of the 
United Kingdom. a id > i x > Let 
the line begin where it may on the Mississippi, it must be con- 
tinued west, till it terminates in the Pacific ocean to the south 
ofthe Columbia river.” 


This was the proposition of McKenzie; and 
from that momen! the labors of the British Gov- 
ernment. became systematic and incessant to seize 
the Columbia. Their first, step in this work was to 
abrogate, or mutilate, tne established boundary of 
the 49th degree of nurth latitude; for, while that 
line stood, they coul<; not approach within three de- 
grees of the mouth of the Columbia, which was in 
46 degrees. British diplomacy now went to work 


to destroy this line, at least beyond the Rocky Moun- Ñ 


tains; and labored indefatigably at ii, 
complished their desigp , : 
Louisiana Was acquired in 1803, In the very in- 
stant of Signing the treaty which brought us that 
(without another treaty was signed in London, 


until they ac- 


without a knowledge of what was done in Paris,) 
xing, among other things, the line from the Lake 
of the Woods to the Mississippi. This treaty, 
signed by Mr. Rufus King and Lord Hawkesbury, 
was rejected by Mr. Jefferson, without reference to 
the Senate, on account of the fifth article, (which 
related to the line between the Lake of the Woods 
and the head of the Mississippi,) for fear it might 
compromise the northern boundary of Louisiana 
and the line of 49 degrees. In this negotiation of 
1803, the British made no attempt on the line of 
the 49th degree, because it was not then known to 
them that we had acquired Louisiana; but Mr. Jef- 
ferson, having a knowledge of this aéquisition, 
was determined that nothing should be done to 
compromise our rights, or to unsettle the bounda- 
ries established under the treaty of Utrecht. . 
Another treaty was negotiated with Great Brit- 
ain in 1807, beween Messrs, Monroe and William 
Pinckney on one side, and Lords Holland and 
Auckland on the other. The English were now 
fully possessed of the fact that we had acquired 
Louisiana, and become a party to the line of 49 de- 
grees; and. they set themselves. openly to work ‘to 
destroy that line. The correspondence of the min- 
isters shows the pertinacity of these attempts; and 
the instructions of Mr. Adams, in 1818, (when Sec- 
retary of State, under Mr. Monrce,) to Messrs. 
Rush and Gallatin, then in London, charged with 
negotiating a convention on points left unsettled at 
Ghent, condense the history of the mutual propo- 
sitions then made. Finally, an article was agreed 
upon, in which the British succeeded in mutilating 
the line, and stopping it at the Rocky Mountains. 
This treaty of 1807 shared the fate of that of 1803, 
but fora different reason. It was rejected by Mr, 
Jefferson, without reference to the Senate, because 
it did not contain an explicit renunciation of the 
pretension of impressment! 


At Ghent the attempt was renewed: the ar- 
rest of the line at the Rocky Mountains was 
agreed upon, but the British coupled with their 

roposition a demand for the free navigation of the 
Mississippi, and access to it through the territories 
of the United States; and this demand occasioned the 
whole article to be omitted. ‘The Ghent treaty was 
signed without any stipulation on the subject of the 
line along the 49th degree, and that point became 
a principal object of the ministers charged with 
completing at London, in 1818, the subjecis unfin- 
ished at Ghent in 1814. Thus the British were 
again foiled; but, true to theirdesign, they persevered 
and accomplished it in the convention signed at 
London in 1818." That convention arrested the 
line at the mountains, and opened the Columbia to 
the joint dccupation of the British; and, being rati- 
fied by the United States, it has become binding 
and obligatory on the country, But it is a point 
notto be overlooked, or undervalued, in this case, 
that it was in the year 1818 that this arrestation of 
the line took place; that up to that period it was in 
full force in all its extent, and, consequently, in 
full force to the Pacific ocean; and a complete 
bar (leaving out all other barriers) to any British 
acquisition, by discovery, south of 49 degrees in 
North America, 


The other pointin our title, to which I wish to 
give a little more development than it has received 
from other speakers, is, its derivation under the 
treaty with Spain of1819. By that treaty the Uni- 
ted States succeeded to all the rights of Spain on 
the northwest coast of America north of 42 de- 
grees. These rights, according to the memoir of 
the Spanish minister, Don Onis, extended to the 
Russian possessions—the British having nothing on 
that coast! This was the representation of the 
Spanish minister; and with this, the fact of the ease 
agreed. The Nootka Sound treaty and controversy 
of 1790 had decided that point! It decided that the 
British had no right to Nootka,a place four de- 
grees north of the Columbia, and no way connected 
with i: and it ended in obtaining for the British 
the privilege, and nothing but the privilege, of fish- 
ing and hunting along the northwest coast, and 
erecting the temporary huts which the pursuit of 
these occupations might require. Colonization or 
settlement was renounced. The treaty itself, espe- 
cially the 3d and the 6th articles, will prove this; 
and the parliamentary debates of the day corres- 


pond with the words ofthe treaty. As a faet, that 
treaty nullifies all British claim on. the northwést 
coast; asa law, (ifnot abrogated by-war,) it would 
still confine them to the pursuit of huhting and fish- 
ing. The treaty of 1819, by which we acquired all 
the Spanish title north of 42°, has given us-all the 
benefits of the Nootka Sound treaty, both as a-fact, 
and as a law; and, tested by either, the British ate 
excluded from the northwest coast of America, for 
all the purposes of settlement or colonization. 

Having given this development to our title as de- 
rived from the treaties of 1803 and 1819 with 
France and Spain, Mr. B; proceeded to show the 
nullity of the British pretension, and the tortious 
nature of the possession Which they had acquired 
onthe Columbia river. For this purpose he took 
several positions, and stated them as points which 
he meant to establish by proof. The first was, that 
up to the year 1818, the British never pretended to 
state any claim, or any shadow or color of ¢laiin, 
of any kind whatever, to the Columbiariver. The 
second position was, that in the year 1818 they sug- 
gested title under the discoveries of Captain Cook, 
and under purchases made from Indians south of 
the Columbia prior to the American revolution; but 
showed nothing to sustain these empty suggestions, 
The third position was, that in 1826 they abandoned 
the idle suggestions of 1818, and took refage, for 
the first time, under the Nootka Sound treaty; and, 
in the fourth place, hc undertook to show that their 
possession of the Columbia was intrusive and tor- 
\ious—a trespass, and a fraud upon our pre-existing 
possession of the same river; and a wrong and àg- 
gression which the Government of the United States 
should resist and repulse. 


In snpport of these positions, Mr. B, read copi- 
ously from Mr. Adams’s instructions of 1818 to the 
American ministers in London who negotiated the 
convention of that year; and from a letter from Mr, 
John Jacob Astor of 1813 to the Secretary of State, 
we Monroe,) to Be laid before President Madison, 
These documents established, as he maintained, all 
the points he had stated, and showed the nullity and 
futility, as well asthe impudence, of the British pre~ 
tension, 


“From the earnestness with which the British Government 
now return to the object of fixing this boundary, there is reason 
to believe that they have somè other purpose connected with 
it, which they do not. avow, but which, in théir gual 4 
gives it an importance not belonging to it, considered in itself, 
* + * à ©The new pretension, however, of disputing our 
title to the settiement at the mouth of the Columbia river, 
either indicates a design, on their part, to encroach, by new 
establishments of. their own, upon the 49th parallel uf lati- 
tude, south of which they can have no valid claim; or it mani- 
fests a jealousy of the United States—a desire to check the pro. 
gress of our settlements, of which it might have been supposed 
that experience would, before this day, have relieved them.” 
* * * * “Their projects for the line, both-In the negotia. 
tions. of Messrs, Monroe and Pinckney jin 1807, and at 
Ghent in 1814, wereto take the 49th parallel of latitude fror 
the Lake of the Woods, west, as far as the territories of the 
Uniied Statesextend in that direction, with a caveat against its 
extension to the South Sea, or beyond the Stony Mountains, 
Upon which two observations are to be made: first, thatit is 
uncertain whether any part of the Lake of the Woods is in lati. 
tude 49; and, secondiy, that they always affected to apply thé 
indefinite of the extension, “as fur as the territeries es- 
tend,” to the territories of the United States, and not to those of 
Great Britain—leaving a_nest-egg for future pretensions south 
of Jattude 99,7 * © * * “Brom the late correspondence 
with the Spanish minister, (Don Onis,) it appears that the clam 
of Spain upon the shores of the South Sea extends to the 56th 
degree of north latitude: but there is a Russian settlement in 55, 
besides a temporary lodgment connected with it as far south as 
42, The pretensions of the British may, on. this occasion, be 
disclosed. We know not precisely what they are; nor have they 
explained the grounds, or the motives, upon which they con. 
test our right tothe settlemént called Astoria; formed before 
the late war, and broke up by the British sloop-of-war Racon, 
inthe course cf it.” * * * * Ag the British Government 
admits, explicitly, their obligation, under the treaty of Ghent, 
to restore the post, there can be no question with regard to the 
United States to resume it.” * * * * “We do not per 
ceive how, or why, thisquestion should be referred to two com- 
missioners of the respective nations; and as Russia herself has 
pretensions on that coast, it deserves the consideration of both 
parties, whether the ultimate determination in the almost 
unavoidable case of a difference between the commissioners 
could with propriety be referred to her sovereign”? * * +o * 
“The expedient itself, of submitting questions of territorial 
rights and boundaries, in discussion between two nations, to 
the decision of a third, was unusual, ifnotentirely new: and 
should the contingency occur, will probably encounter dificul- 
ties of execution not foreseen at the time that the stipulation 
was made. reserting to it. The subjects in controversy are 
ofa nature too intricate and complicated, requiring on the part 
of the arbitrator a_ patience of investigation and research, his- 
torical, political, legal, geographical, and astronomical, for 
which itisimpossibieto conceive that the sovereign of a great 
empire could personally bestow the time.” 


Having read these extracts from Mr. Adams’s 
letter of instructions of July, 1818, Mr. B. com- 
mented upon them to sustain his several positions 
in relation to the nullity, inconsistency; and bad 
faith of the British pretension. He particularly 
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Yelied upon these expressions: -“ The new preten- 
: sjom of disputing our. title to the Columbia river”~~ 
design on their part to encroach by new establish-:’ 
“ments south of 49. degrees”—desire to check the 
yrogress. of our seitlements’~—Geclousy of the’. 
nited States”—“‘affected to.apply the indefinite ex- : 
: tension of the limit to our: territories, and not to. 
those of Great. Britain’~—“leave a nest-egg for fu~ 
ture pretensions. south of 49°-~“the Spanish minis- 
ter claims for Spain to 56”-—“the pretensions of the 
British Government may, on this occasion, be dès- 
closed” —“we know. not precisely what they are.” 
Upon these expressions, and others, Mr. B, relied, 
and commented, to show that, up to the date of that 
setter of Mr. Adams, (to wit, July 28h, 1818,) the 
British hag shown or suggested no claim of any 
kind whatever to any part of the valley of the Ca. 
jumbia; that they were trusting to the arts of diplo 
‘macy to generate something which could be 
hatched into a claim; and that their design was to 
encroach upon our settlements south of 49. 

Thais was the state of the question in July, 1818, 
when the negotiation was commenced in. London, 
which ended in the convention of October of that 
year, for, a ten years’ joint possession of all the 
country west of the Rocky Mountains. The ne- 
gotiation was conducted by Messrs, Gallatin and 
Rash, and, of course, was calculated to constrain 
the British to make a disclosure of the grounds of 
their pretensions. Mr. Adams had notified them 
that, on this occasion, the British claim must be 
disclosed; and disclosed it was! and what a disclo- 
sure! Listen to it,as communicated to our Gov- 
ernment by Messrs. Gallatin and Rush in their des- 
patch of October 20, 1818, Here it is: 

“Tho British plenipotentiaries asserted that former voyages, 
and principally that of Captain Cook, gave to Great Britain 
the rights derive! from discovery; and (they alluded to pur- 
chases from the natives south of the viver Columbia, which 
they alleged to have been made prior to the American revola- 
tion.” é 

This was the claim disclosed; and in support of 
this, not one name, fact, or specification of any kind 
was submitted. Discovery and purchase was the 
‘ground of their pretension, But who discovered, 
and when, and from whom the purchase was 
made, the British commissioners could not tell, 
They did not attempt to tell; but proposed to com- 
pranie the question by taking the river forthe 

oundary, and getting the use of the harbor at is 
mouth, Their proposition to this effect. is thus sta- 
ted, in the same despatch, by Messrs, Gallatin and 
Rush: 

‘They did not make any formal proposition fora boundary 
Vat intimated that the river itsel( was the most conveni 
could be adopted, and that they would not D iry Uh 
not give them the barbor atine mouth of tie z in common 
with the United Bunes,” 

This (said Mr, B.) was their intimation for a 
boundary; and in this intimation we recognise the 
precise policy which MeKenzie had marked oat, 
and by which the British were to become the mas- 
ters of the Columbia, and to expel the “Americar 
adventurers” from it. 

Ourcommissioners did not sgree to this bounda- 
ry, and to this joint-tenanicy in the harbor; but they 
signed the convention of 1818, according to their in- 
structions, which arrested the line of the 49th de- 
gree at the Rocky Mountains, and gave a joint 
cupation of the country beyond the mountains to 
both parties. Their instructions authorized them 
todo this: and the point to be now noted is, that up 
to the ratification of that convention the line of 49 
degrees, as established under the treaty of Utrecht, - 
to define the possessions and Umit the acquisitions 
by discovery of France and Great Britain in 
North America, remained in full force! That 
line was in force until we ratified the convention: 
and, by that lme, without regard to other barrie : 
Great Britain was barred out from all the valley of 
the Columbia, and all the coast of North America 
south of 49 degrees, ‘The convention abrogated 
the line—unhappily abrogaied it—from the Rocky 
Mountains tothe Pacific ocean. But it did so with 
a reservation, that the claims of the pari were 
notto be alfecied by ii, The abrogation was un- 

_fortiinaie; bat the reservation was a stipulation è 
prevent mischiel—a stipulation to bafle the de- 
signsof subtle diplom always seeking to depos- 
ite the seeds of a newe tation in the simmalated 
settlement of an vid one; andit was equivalent io 

_ an express declaration that the Briiish claim waste 
be made no better, and oursio be made no worse, by 
this arrestation of the line of 49 degrees, and the 
joint occupation. of tae Columbia, which resulted 
from it. > , 

We have now (said Mr. B.) traced the British 
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pretension up to the conclusion of the convention of 
1818; and we have seen that, upto the month of 


July of that year, they had stated or suggested no 


claim, or even. shadow. or color of claim, to 
the Columbia; that, being pressed, they then in- 
iimateå a ciaim resting on DISCOVERY and PUR- 
CHASE, but without stating a single particular by 
which this pretended discovery and purchase could 
be brought to the touchstone of proof and reason. 
"Fhey were evidently absurd, and even ridiculous, 
All the world knows that Capt. Cook neversaw the 
Columbia !--all the world knows that no other Brit- 
ish navigator ever saw it, until alter Capt. Gray 
showed it to them!—and,as for the Indian pur- 
chases south of that river, before the Revolution, it 
is a story of a man in the moon! and has no name, 
date; place, stm, sign, trace, circumstance, fact, or 
supposition to rest upon ! ` 

The pretension, then, of this right by discovery, 


- and by purchase, so tardily brought forward in Oc- 


tober, 1818, are absurditfes which the British could 
not, and did not, support; and which they have 
since totally abandoned. ‘This abandonment was 
made in 1S27—at the time when the convention of 
1818, being about to expire upon its limitation of 
ten years—was renewed until one of the parties 
chose to terminate it by giving twelve months’ no- 
tice. It was made by Messrs. Huskisson and Ad- 
dington, in their formal negotiations with Mr. Gal- 
latin for the renewal of the convention of 1818. In 
that negotiation, they delivered a paper tothe Amer- 
ican negotiator, in which the British claim to the 
Columbia is referred—and for the first time refer- 
red—to the Nootka Sound convention of 1790! 
Tlear it! i 5 
“She rights of Great Britain ave recorded and defiued in tie 
convention of 1780: they embrace the right to navigate the wa- 
ters of those countries—-to settle in and over any pert of them, 
and to trade with the inhabitants and occupiers of the same. 
These righis have been peaceably exercised ever since the date 
of that convention; that is, for a period of nearly foriy years. 
Under that convention, valuable British interests have grown 
upinthat quarter? ; 


Elere is a complete- abandonment of the claim 
founded on discovery aad purchase before the Rev- 
olution! That claim, set up for the first time in 
1815, is abandoned in 1527!--and the Nootka 
Sound convention, which bad never been vouched 
before, is then paraded as the instrument in which 
the “rights? of Greai Britain are “ ded” and 
“defined;” and under which valuable “British” im- 
terests had grown up in that quarier, This is, at 
Jeast, an admission that the discovery and purchase 
brought forward as the foundation, and the sole foun- 
dation, of the British claim in 1818, were unfounded 
and supposititious! and not only relieves us from all 
farther attention to such intimations, but gives us 
the benefit of a legal maxim, as universal in its ap- 
plication. as it is just and reasonable in its princi- 
ple !--that maxim which di:credits the whole title, 
insupport of which an untraih hasbeen adduced. — 
But the British “right” to the Columbia now 
rests upon the Nootka Sound convention; since the 
year of our Lord 1827, their claimto this country 
has become a “right,” and this “right” has estab- 
lished itself in the musty record of the Nootka 
Sound convention! Be it sol We will quickly 
see what that convention is worth to them, Far 
that purpose we may look tothe convention itself, 
or to the character of it given in the British House 
of Commons at the time of its negotiation. ‘The 
Erst article of the treaty restored the British to 
iheir fishing and hunting privileges and buildings 
in Nootka Sound. The hird article granted the 
limited privilege of fishing and hunting on certain 
other paris of the coast; and tite sixth article limited 
the buildings which might he erected to the tempo- 
rary huts necessary for the hunters and fishermen. 
This was the treaty. Listen to Mr, Fox. After 
denouncing the treaty as one of concessions, and 
not of acquisitions, onthe part of Great Britain, he 
2025 ON tO say: l 
“Our rig 
y iwe 


bt before, was to setile i 
i fied 


3 settlements was no ow, a Yight to 
at te plant col i 


with the natives. 
he to navigation, fishery 
, Ghe sixth,) which take 
Z even empe 


on the fisher 


‘This was the language of Mr. Fox; and under 


t 
| gained but the acknowledgment ofthe pre-existing 
| 


this language Mr, Pitt (the author of the conyen- 
tion) sunk down and admitted that no new rights. 
were gained under the treaty! that nothing had been 


right of fishing, trading, and navigating the Pacific 


ocean! Hear him: 


“Tn answer to this, Mr. Pitt maintained that, though what 
this country had gained consisted not of new rights, it certain- 
ly did of new advantages. We had before a right to the 
hery, anda right to navigate and carry on 
fisheries in the Pacific ocean, and to trade on the coasts of any 
pari of Northwest America; but that right not only had not 
been acknowledged, but disputed and resisted; whereas, by the 
convention, it was secured to us—a circumstance which, though 
ne new righi, was a new advantage.” 

This (said Mr. B.) isthe Nootka Sound treaty, 
which is now relied upon to establish the British 
right to the Columbia. Under this treaty they have 
taken possession of the Columbia, although 500 
miles from Nootka, and having no connexion with 
it. Under this treaty a British colony is growing . 
up there; and in protection of this colony, the Brit- 
ish now declare their determination to maintain 
their ground. . The same paper from Mr. Huskis- 
son and Mr. Addington, which vouched the Nootka 
convention for the record and the definition of their 
“right,” proceeds to say: 

“Under that convention, valuable British interests have grown 
up in these countries. * thas és 5 
In the interior of the country in question, the subjects of Great 
Britain have bad for many years settlements and trading posts. 
Several of these posts are on the tributary streams of the Co- 
lumbia; several upon the Columbia itself; some to the north- 
ward, and others to the southward of that river, And they nav- 
igate the Columbia asthe sole channel for the conveyance of 
their produce to the British stations nearest the sea, and for the 
shipments of it from thence to Great Britain. It isalso by the 
Columbia that these posts and settlements receive their annua! 
supplies from Great Britain. = * È . rie oe 

z To the interests and establishments which Brit- 
ish industry and enterprise have created, Great Britain owes 
protection, "hat protection will be given both as regards SET- 
TLEMENT and FREEDOM Of TRADE and NAVIGATION, with every 
attention not to ‘infringe the co-ordinate rights of the United 
States; it being the desire of the British Government, so long 
asthe joint occupancy continues, to reguiaie ity own obliga- 
tions by the same rules which govern the obligations of every 
other occupying party,” 

Have grown up there, and will be protected! 
British interests have grown up on the Columbia; 
and the British Government owes protection to 
these interests, and will give it! This is now the 
language of British ministers; and this is what we 
have got for forty years’ forbearance to assert our 
title! The nest-egg laid by British diplomacy, has 
undergone incubation, aud has hatched, and has 

roduced a fuil-grown bird—a game cock—which 
has clapped his wings and crowed defiance in the 
face of the American eagle! and this poor eagle, if 
a view could be got of him as he stood during the 
“informal conferences” between Mr. Webster and 
Lord Ashburton, would be found (no doubt) to have 
stuck his head under his wing, and hung out the 
white and craven feather. 

British interests have grown up on both sides of 
the Columbia—-to the south as well as to the north 
of the river—and it is the intention of the British 
Government to protect the whole. So say Mr. 
Huskisson and Mr. Addington. But this is diplo- 
macy—modern diplomacy-—cquivalent to finesse. 
The south of the Columbia has not been seized to 
be retained, but to be given up! The north is to be 
retained, for that is the commanding bank, The 
south is only seized to be given up as an equivalent, 
according to the modern system of compromising, 
so successfully: introduced in the case of Maine. 
Seize all! then give back half! call this a compro- 
mise! and there will be people (for the minds of 
men are various)—there will be people to applaud 
the fine arrangement, and to thank God for such a 
happy deliverance from war. No, sir, no. .This 
is a joke about holding on to the south bank. The 
settlements made there are for surrender; not for 
retention, “They are mace there to be given upas 
equivalents for what is taken from us on the north: 
2nd thus settle the Columbia question according to 
the precedent of Maine. 

Bui the settlements on the north bank: their pro- 
tcelion is no joke. ‘The British mean to hold on to 
hem, for they command the remainder. The 
otka Sound controversy is to have the effect 
npon us which it could not have upon the Spaniards 
forty years ago. l» vain the lighted match was 
Lrandished over the British cannon in the affair of 
Nootka in 1790; in vain immediate and. bloody 
war was threatened. The Spanish Government, 
though old, decrepid, and tottering under the feeble 
sway of Charles FY. and the favorite Godoy, had 
yet too much of the Castilian blood in it to prefer 
dishoner to war, They prepared for war! and the 
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British, seeing that the Don could not be bullied, 
relinquished their high. pretensions of colonization 
and.settlement, and accepted the humble privilege 
of fishing, and hunting, and sailing the high seas. 
This is the way the.old Nootka controversy between 
Spain and England ended fifty years. ago. After 
the experiment which the British have just made 
of, our peace-loving temper, it is not to be supposed 
that, we shall get out of the new. Nootka scrape 
without: seeing the match applied to the priming, 
or having the cup of dishonor held to our lips until 
we drink it tothe dregs. 

. The origin and. the character of these establish- 
ments on the Columbia, which the British Govern- 
ment avows its determination to protect, I now 
proceed to show; and for that purpose will have 
recourse to the letters of Mr. jour Jacob Astor, 
addressed, to. the Department of State, and giving 
an account of his settlement on that river, and the 
attempts of the British fur company to break it up 
before the war, 
the war commenced, and by the aid of their Gov- 
ernment. It was.in the spring of 1811 that the ship 
Tonquin, despatched ‘from New York by Mr. As- 
tor, carrying:20 guns and 60 men, and an over-land 
party of: 100-men, led by Mr, Wilson P. Hunt, ar- 
rived on the Columbia, and built the fort called 
Astoria, near its mouth, and trading-posts in the 
interior. There were no British establishments 
then upon the river! Bui the moment the Tludson 
Bay Company heard of Mr. Astot’s enterprise, they 
commenced their system of encroachment upon it, 
I now read from his letters: 


as war was declared, these repre» 
1 was asked from the Govern- 


pray you, sir, fo h: 


the consideration of the President,” ét. 


Mr. B. read other passages from Mr. Astor’s let- 
ters, explanatory of bis enlarged and liberal views 
in making the establishmeht at the mouth of the Cos 
lumbia river, and said they showed him to be a 
statesman as well as an able merchant. Tie also 

assed a high encomium on the character of Mr. 
‘Wilson P. Hunt, who led the overland expedition 
of 100 men to the Columbia in 1811, and who, not- 
withstanding his political opposition, was kept m the 
best federal office in the State of Missouri (the St 
Louis post office) eleven and a half years ou: of 
the twelve that Gen. Jackson and Mr. Van Buren 
were Presidents. Having done this justice io Mr. 
Astor, and his agent, Mr, Hunt, (the first pro r 
and the first founder of a white settlement 
Columbia river,) Mr. B. returned to the 
diate object of his quotations from Mr. Ast 
ters: they were to show that he made the first se 
tlement on the Columbia—that there was then no 
British settlement upon ji—that the British fur 
companies wenl to work immediately to break him 
ap--that he resisted thei during ihe peace, but 
sunk under them during the war, the British Gov- 
ernment having come to their aid. The capture of 
his post was an act of war, done by a British sloop 
of war; and asa place so captured, it was bound 
to be restored at ihe peace. 


Fhe Ghent treaty 
stipulated for the restitution, and it was restored. 
Bat here a fraudulent evasion of ihe treaty was im- 
mediately perpetrated, ‘Phe fort Astoria was given 


and their sucecss in doing so after | 


up; and the clear intention of the restitution was 
ihat the fort represented the country, and that, in 


` its surrender, the country should be given up. ‘Fhis 


was the clear intent of the treaty; notso the conduct 
‘of the British! They gave up the little fort itself, 
and immediately built a better one, in a better 
position higher up the river; and then established a 
chain of posts from the tide-water to the mountains, 
and on both. sides of the river.. These are the es- 
tablishments which Mr. Huskisson and Mr, Ad- 
dington say have grown up under the Nootka cox- 
vention, and to which the British Government 
owes protection, and intends to give it! These are 
the establishments with respect to which that ar- 
rogant language was used, and which, in fact, are 
not within 500 miles of Nootka Sound, and have no 
connexion withit, They are wilfalencroachments 
upon our known territory!—they are flagrant intru- 
sions upon our settlements!--they are fraudulent 
evasions of the treaty of Ghent!--and they are tas 
king the character of permanent possession and na- 
tional colonies, while the Nootka Sound convention, 


‘under which they-are alleged (absurdly alleged) to 


have grown up, would only have justified tempor- 
ary huts upon ihe coast, for the personal accommo- 
dation of hunters and fishermen while pursuing 
their craft. Major Pilcher, late superintendent of 
Indian affairs at St. Lonis, (removed for his poii- 
ties and his friendship to me,) and who visited the 
Columbia in 1829, thus speaks of the principal of 
these establishments, such as it was at that time: 


“This fort is on the norih side of the Columbia, nva 
posite the mouth of the Multnomah, ia the region of tide 
and near the head cf ship navigation. It is a grand position, 
both in a military and commercial point of view, and formed 
to command the whole regiou watered by the Columbia and its 
tributaries. 
soil, is capable of sustaiaing a large population; and its re- 
sources intimbergiveam facilities (or ship-buildiog. This 
poat is fortified with cany and, having been select the 
principal of master position, no pains have been i 
sirengiien and improve it. for this purpose, the old} 
ie mouth of the river has been abandoned. About 
of ground ays in enitivation; and the product ixu wheat, pa 
onis, corn, poiatees, and other vegetables, is equal to wh 
known in the bes Domestic ani- 
mals are nurnmerons: 
me at 300; hogs, ho: 
the usual dome: 
maperit 


1e horned cattle ha’ 


fi 


ip-bu 
been bulit 
of the P 


who was destined for Fort Vancouver, for the purpose of build. 
inga ship of 
have hee 
the timber whi 
portation to the Sandwich Islauŭs; upon ti 
is manufactured into tlour- And, from all ihat E cauld learn, 
this important post issilenily growing up into a colony; an 
perhaps, intended asa fature military and naval station, w 
was not expected to Jelivered up at the | 
treaty which granted ma temporary and 
Such are the nature, origin, and pr 
of the Briush ishments on 
They are intr upor. our known terri 
tortious aggressions before the war on Mr. Astor’: 
seitlement-—fraadulent evasions of the treaty of 
Ghent-~and have no more io do with the N 
Sound convention than they have with the 
treaiy of China 


laie 
Nootka is in vain invoked to 
cover these enc hments rpon ws--enercachinents 
for which British diplomacy has been endeavor- 
ing above thirty years fo prepare the way—in 
which the powerful Hudson Bay Company has 
acted as the agent of the Goverrment—and jor the 
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This was the admission of Lord Castlereagh 


The surrounding country, both in climate and, 
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| degree— c 


while negotiating the convention. of 1818.. He had 
admitted our right to be reinstated—that is, to be 
restored to the possession which we had before the 
war, and of which war had deprived us. This 
possession was not liniied to the diagram of earth. 
covered by Mr. Astor’s fort, but to the country of 
which it was part. To give up this diagram coy- 
ered by.a fort, and then go and take possession of . 
all the country besides, was not -a restitution, no 
more than it would have been to have taken posses- 
sion of Michigan after giving up Mackinaw, or of , 
Maine, after giving up Castite. We have a right 
to the possession, while treating of the tile; But we 
have not the possession; and this bill, which pro- 
poses merely to obtain a part of what is due to us, 
is resisted because it implies the assertion of an ex- 
clusive possession, and may be a breach, of the con- 
vention of 1818, This is a mistake, Exclusive 
can only be to the extent occupied. The Brit» 


-ish now have exclusive possession of the ground 


covered by Fort Vancouver, Fort Colville, and 
other forts, and of all the ground which they.culti-, 
vate. They have forts, houses, fields, and farms, 
and possess them exclusively. Our grants will be 
no more exclusive than theirs: they will only ex- 
clude to the extent of the grant. 3 

The objection to the terms of this bill grow outor 
the third article of the convention of 1818-—that ar- 
ticle which gives mutuality of occupancy, for cer- 
tain purposes, tothecountry claimed by each par- 
ty, for ten years; an article which is continued in- 
definitely by the convention of 1828, subject to de- 
termination on one year’s notice from either party. 
It is supposed that that article will prevent us from 
using our own properly as we might have used it 
before that convention was made. ‘This is a mis- 
take; and the reading of the article itself will 
show that its object, was to give the privileges of 
bunting, fishing, and navigation to the citizens and 
subjects of each power over the territories claimed 
by the other, without diminishing the power of 
each over the territories claimed by itself, This is 
clear from the article, which is in these words: 

Yt is agreed that any conntry that may be claimed by either» 
party on the northwest coast of America, westward of the 
sony Mountains, shall, together with its harbors, bays, and 
ks, and the navigation of all vivers within the same, hea free 
and open for the term of ten years from the date of the signature 
ofthis convention, to the vessels, citizens, and subjects of the 
two powers; it being well understood that this agreement is not 
to be construed to the prejudice of any claim which either of the 
two high contracting parties may have to any part of said 
country; nov shall it be taken to affect the claims of any other 
power or State to any partofthe said country; the only object 
of the high contracting parties, in ihat respect, being to pres 
vent disputes and differences amongst themselves.” 

This (said Mr, B.) is clear and explicit, We 
acquire ihe right ef going upon the British claims 
to hunt, fish, and navigate: they acquire the right 
to come upon our claws for the same purposes: 
the claims of each remaining precisely as they 
were, This is all clear. Now, what were the 
einims of cach at thattime? Ours was territorial, 
end definite and notorious to the Columbia river, 
from its head to iis mouth. The letter of Mr. 
Adams to our ministers in London, ana their let- 
ters to him, show that the British had no such 
claim; that they pretended none such; but only 
Jahoced te te the Jine of forty-nine degrees, 
and to iay egg for future pretensions south 
of that Jine. inthe northwest-~+ 


a t 
Their claims w 


| fay in the northwest—where McKenzie, Hearne, 


and other discoverers had~gone, and where the 
fur companies had taken. possession, Our claim 
covered the whole Columbia. Mutuality of occu- 
pancy in each others cis imed territories for ten 
years, without diminution of rights over our own 
claimed territories, was the extent of the stipula- 
uor: and, therefore, we might do upon our claim 
whatever we did before, subject to the navigation, 
trade, &c., with which it was encumbered, We 

Di t land before the convention; we can 
i a colony before 
and ihe grant 
ition. fn tact, 
car pre-existing 


has been the conduct of the Brit- 
et They have'crossed the 49th 
"a upon the Columbia—taken 
jon of it from the head to the mouth-- 
fortified and colonized it--monopolized the fur 
trade—driven all our traders across the moun 
iains--killed more than a thousand of them, 
(through their Indians,) and used the Columa 
pia as a free port, through which they bring 
goods free of duty inte our territories—up inte 
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the Rocky Mountains, and across them. This 
is what they have done by their agent, the Hudson 
Bay Company.» In its own name, and by an act of 
Parliament immediately after the convention, the 
British Government has exterided jurisdiction over 
thé whole country, taking no notice at all-of our 
claims, and subjecting all our citizens and their 
property to British judges, British courts, and ap- 
peals to Canada. This act has been read by my 
colleague, [Mr: Linn,]and I commend it to the con- 
sideratjon of all Americans who: object to this bill 
for fear it may imply an exclusive jurisdiction ! 
and so give offence to the British, This is what 
has been done by the British since the conven- 
tion. They have taken possession of our claimed 
territory, of our “harbor, our river—colonized the 
country—and killed and expelled our traders. 
What have we done? Nothing! So far from go- 
ing into the Northwest to hunt, fish, and navigate | 
on their claims, we have been expelled from our: 
own! and the mutual convention has become the 
means of the exclusive possession of the British! 
Our traders, left to contend single-handed against 
the organized Hudson Bay Company, against their 
Indians, against their free goods, have all been 
driven in—forced not only out of the valley of the 
Columbia, but out of the Rocky Mountains—-and - 
ruin has overtaken many ofthem. Even the strong 
and rich company of Mr. Chontean can no longer 
approach the Rocky Mountains, The Hudson 
Bay traders are the masters there. Every Ameri- 
ean that approachesthat region, doesso at the peril 
of his life. Many were killed there this summer. 
And, in the face of all this, we sit here, fearing to 
pass this bill, lest it may give offence to the British. 
It is time to terminate this convention of 1818; 
it is time to terminate the discreditable state of 
things in relation to the Columbia. It is a war 
subject, and the peace mission should bave termi- 
nated it! No earthly consideration should have de- 
tached this question from the Maine boundary, and 
the other subjects of complaint. ‘To separate them, 
was lo Surrender ajl the unsettled questions. The 
Columbia, and the Southern question in relation lo 
slaves, were separated; and in that separation their 
sacrifice, or a war on account of them, was in- 
volved. The President, in his message recom- 
mending the peace treaty, informs us that the Co- 
lumbia was the subject of “informal conferences” be- 
tween the negotiators of that treaty; but that it 
could not then be incladed among the subjects of 
formal negotiation, ‘Chis was an ominous annun- 
ciation, and should have opened the eyes of the 
President toa great danger. If the peace mission, 
which came here to seile everything, and which 
had so much to gain in the Maine boundary and 
the African allianee;--if this mission conid not 
agree wil) ns about the Columbia, what mission 
evercan? ‘To an inquiry irom the Senate to know 
the nature and extent of these “informal confer- 
ences” between Mr. Webster and Lord Ashburton, 
and.to learn the reason why the Columbia question 
could not have been included among the subjects 
of formal negotiation-—to these inquiries, the Presi- 
dent answers, that it is incompatible with the 
public interest to communicate these things. ‘This 
isa strange answer, and most unexpected. We have 
no political secrets in our country, neither among 
ourselves nor with foreigners. On this subject of 
the Colambia, expecially, we have no seerets. 
Everything in relation to jt has been published. 
All the conferences heretofore have been made pub- 
lic. The protoco's, the minutes, the conversations, 
on both sides, have all been published. The British 
have published their claim, such as it is: we have 
published ours. The public documents are fall of 
them, and there can be nothing in the question it- 
self to require secrecy. The negotiator, and not 
the subject, may require secrecy. Propositions 
may have been made, which no previows adminis- 
tration would tolerate, and which it may be deemed 
prudent to conceal until it has taken the form ofa 
stipulation, and the ery of war can be raised to 
ravish its ratification from us, AR previous ad- 
ministrations, while claiming the whole valley of 
the Columbia, have refused to admit a particle of 
British claim south of 49 degrees, Mr. Adams, 
under Mr. Monroe, peremptorily refused to submit 
any such claim even to arbitration) The Maine 
boundary, settled by the treaty of ; been | 
submitted to arbitration; but this was refused. And 
now, if, after ali this, any proposition has been made 
by our Government to give up the north bank of 
the river, I, for one, shall not failto brand sucha | 
Proposition with the name of treason, | 
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This pretension to the Columbia is an encroach- 
ment upon our rights and possession. It is a con- 


tinuation of the encroachments which Great Brit- . 


ain systematically practises upon us. Diplomacy 
and audacity carry her through, and gain her posi- 
tion after position upon our borders. It is in vain 
that the treaty of 1783 gave us a safe military fron- 
tier. We have been losing it ever since the late 
war, andare still losing it. Thecommission under 
the treaty of Ghent took from us the islands of 
Grand Menan, Campo Bello, and Indian island, on 
the coast. of Maine, and which command the bays 
of Fundy and Passamaquoddy. Those islands be- 
longed to us by the treaty of peace, and by the laws 
of God and Nature; for they are on our coast, and 
within wading distance of it. Can we not wade to 
these islands? [Looking at Senator WiLtrams, who 
answered, “We can wade to one of them.”] Yes, 
wadetoit! And yet the British worked them out 


“of us; and now can wade to us, and command our 
By these acquisitions, . 
“and those of the late treaty, the Bay of Fundy will 


land, as well as our water. 


become a great naval station to overawe and scourge 
our whole coast, from Maine to Florida. Under 
the same commission of the Ghent treaty, she got 
from us the island of Boisblanc, in the mouth of the 
Detroit river, and which commands that river and 
the entrance into Lake Erie. It was ours under the 
treaty of 1783; it was taken from us by diplomacy. 
And now an American ship must pass between the 
mouths of two sels of British batteries—one on 
Boisblane; the other directly opposite, at Malden; 
and the two batteries within three or four hundred 
yards of each other, Am right as to the distance? 
[Looking at Senator Woopsrince, who answered, 
“The distance js three hundred yards.”] Then 
comes the Jate treaty, which takes from us (for I 
will say nothing of what the award gave up beyond 
the St. John) the mountain frontier, 3,000 feet in 
height, 150 mites long, approaching Quebec and the 
St. Lawrence, and, in the language of Mr. Feather- 
stonhaugh, “commanding all their communications, 
and commanding and overawing Quebec itself.” 
‘This we have given up; and, in doing so, have given 
up our military advantages in that quarter, and 
placed them jn the hands of Great Britain, to 
be used against curselves in future wars. 
boundary between the Lake Superior and the Lake 
of the Woods has been altered by the late treaty, 
and subjected us to another encroachment, and to 
fhe loss of a military advantage, which Great 
Britain gains. To say nothing about Pigeon river 
as being or not being the “long lake” of the treaty 
of 1783; to say nothing of that, there are yet two 
routes commencing in that stream—one bearing far 
to the south, and forming the large island called 
“FEunter’s.” By the old boundary, the line went 
the northern route; by the new, it goes to the south; 
giving the British a large scope of our territory, 
(whichiis of no great value;) bat giving them, also, 
the exclusive possession of the old route, the best 
route, and the one commanding the Indians, which 
is of greatimportance. Above all, he brings them 
back tothe Grand Portage, on this side of Pigeon 
river, [rom which they removed forty years ago to 
avoid paying duties; and then went to Fort Wil- 
liam, beyond the Kamanistequia; he brings back the 
British fur company, and re-establishes them in 
the United States, At the same time, while yield- 
ing to this encroachment upon us in the North- 
west, the American negotiator, disregarding his 
own witnesses when they would not follow 
his leading questions to “draw testimony fa- 
vorable tothe British,—-disregarding these witnesses, 
the American negotiator, yields to an encroach- 
ment in that quarter; grants all that Lord Ashbur- 
ton asked, and then affects to have made an acqui- 
sition there of four millions of acres of fine mineral 
land! The encroachment now attempted upon the 
Columbia, is but a continuation of this system of 
encroachments which is kept up against us, and 
which, until 1818, labored even toget the navi- 
gation of the Mississippi, by laboring to make the 
line from the Lake of the Woods reach its head 
spring. Jf Great Britain had succeeded in getting this 
line to touch the Mississippi, she was then to claim. 
the navigation of the river, under the law of na- 
tions, contrary to her doctrine in the case of the 
people of Maine and the river St.John. The line 


of the 49th parallel of north latitude is another in- | 


stance of her encroaching policy; it has been mati- 
lated by the persevering efforts of British diplo- 
macy; and the breaking of that line was immedi- 
ately followed bythe most daring of all her en- 
croachments—that of the Columbia river, 
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Besides encroaching upon our borders, Great 
Britain is using all her own advantages in the same 
hostile sense. Bermuda, opposite the Southern 
coast, is made avast place of arms. Nassau, New 
Providence, almost in sight of Florida, is made the 
same; the lines of steamers to Halifax and to the 
West Indies, commanded by naval officers and 
fitted for war, are all preparations against us. All 
around us—north, south, east, west-—-Great Britain 
is surrounding us, and encroaching upon us. 
Like a vast boa constrictor, she is involving 
us in her folds, and twisting herself all around us! 
and we sit here fearing to exercise our own rights, 
lest we give her offence! We are beleaguered; 
blockaded, hedged in, circumvented on all sides; 
yet fear to warn theintruder from our premises, 

We fear war! asif the fear of war evér kept it 
off. We fear war! while Great Britain is systemat- 
ically preparing for war with us. All her encroach- 
ments upon us show that she is preparing for this 
result. ‘Why else this eternal pressure upon us? 
We do not go to the islands on the British coasts to 
obtain commanding positions against her. No other 
power in the world comes here to encroach upon us. 
Why does she come, except with hostile intents? 
She is preparing for war; and the late treaty is the 
largest of all her preparations. -It pacifies the 
Northern States, leaving the South and West in the 
lurch; while the new corn law gives them virtually 
a free trade, anda separate trade in the great staples 
of grain and provisions. Henceforth they must 
have a separate interest in peace with Great Brit- 
ain, The Union has ceased to be a unit in its 
complaints against that power! 

Great Britain is preparing for war against us, 
and is manaftvring to get the advantage in the 
cause; to find a pretext in the question ofslavery— 
a question in which she would have the sympathies 
of all the-world, and much of this Union, on her 
side. Hence her invention of the new claim of 
visiting our ships on the coast of Africa—a claim 
which is a branch of the impressment claim, and 
which the tribute of the five years eighty-gun squad. 
ron has purchased off for the present, As a nation, 
Great Britain despises and hates our nation, There 
may be individual Englishmen who have regard 
for individual Americans; but, as it concerns na- 
tion and nation, they despise and hate us! They 
want war with us; and count upon its being short 
and triamphant. They count upon raising a San 
Domingo insurrection in the South, arming all the 
Indians of North America against us, and crush- 
ing the paper fabric of our finances. Thisis their 
count. We should count upon expelling them from 
our continent, giving liberty to Ireland, and aiding 
the English people to reform their Government, 
Sooner or later, war will come, for Great Britain 
is determined upon it; and we should roll back 
the thunder upon her own shores, Thirty thousand 
friends of Ireland landed on her coast, and forming 
the rallying-point for a million»of patriots, would 
make that devoted island free, and shake OLD Ena- 
LAND to her centre. These are my sentiments; and 
I neither dissemble nor deny them. Peace is our 
policy, War is the policy of England; and war 
with us is now her favoriie policy, Let it come, 
rather than dishonor! The man is alive, and with 
a beard on his face, (though it may not be I,) who 
will then see an American army in Ireland, and an 
American general in the streets of London. 


SPEECH OF MR. LINN, 
OF MISSOURI. 
dn Senate, Monday, January 9, 1843.—The bill 
for the occupation and settlement of the Tertito- 
ty of Oregon being under discussion, and on its 
passage— 

Mr. LINN, in reply to the Senators from South 
Carolina and Massachusetts, Messrs, Carnoux and 
Cuosrs] addressed the Senate as follows: 

Mr. Prestprna: The Senator from South Caro- 
lina has given a brief, but very admirable analysis 
of the English and American claims to the Territory 
of Oregon; and spoken with great force and truth-of 
the rapid advance of our population to the West, 
which may well be compared to the rolling on of a 
great and wide stream, Yes, its march is onward 
to the West—to the far West; and can only be 
stayed by the waters of the great Pacific. You 
might as well attempt to dam the course of the 
turbulent Mississippi, as to arrest the onward 
march of this restless people, ‘The puny arm of 
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man is too feeble for such an overwhelming power: 
after: achieving the-independence of the old thirteen 
States, and scaling the Alleghany Mountains, they 

. are rapidly filling up the magnificent valley of the 
Mississippi with a. prosperous, happy, and inteli- 
gent race of. beings, who have subdued the savages 
of the forest; made the wilderness blossom like the 
rose; built villages and churches, towns and cities; 
made roads; cut canals; endowed colleges, and tun- 
nelled. mountains. 


The borders of the mighty rivers of the West are 
adorned, even at this early day, with everything to 
make life happy; and these elongated oceans. bear 

‘on their bosoms floating palaces, anifnate with gay 
. passengers; and freighted with their own, and the 
rich productions of every clime and country. This 
people, imbued with a spirit that holds in contempt 
all obstacles to their onward march, are now moving 
up the inclined plane of the‘vast Western prairies, 
and in a few years will reach the gorges and passes 
of the Rocky Mountains from whence, they will 
. precipitate themselves into the fertile region and 
wild climate of the Territory of Oregon, trampling 
under their feet all opposition to their progress. But, 
notwithstanding, the policy of the Government it- 
self has, in the disposition made of all the Indian 
tribes of the interior States, raised up an artificial 
barrier, which for the presenthas stopped the natural 
spread of our population to: the West. On this In- 
dian frontier, it has reached its limits. This outlet 
of the West (Oregon) must be opened, or our peo- 
ple will soon break across the bounds within which 
we have pledged ourselves by treaties that the ex- 
patriated Indian tribes shall dwell securely. The 
Oregon region must be opened to. the adventurous 
and migratory spirit of our people; or the collected 
flood will soon burst over, and sweep away the In- 
dian, to whom we have solemnly promised an un- 
disturbed refuge in the home to which we have, by 
so humane a policy, transplanted him, 


The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Carnoux] 
. regards this bill as going new and dangerous lengths— 
dangerous to the peace and tranquillity of the two 
_countries, Yet the bills introduced withthe same 
object, long since, under the administrations of Mr. 
Monroe and Mr. Adams, by Doctor Floyd, were far 
stronger. They provided for the erection of forts 
and custom-houses. As for that formidable and 
perpetual impediment, the treaty, it existed just as 
much in force then, as now; and surely those gentle- 
men might be considered as tolerable judges of the 
force of treaty stipulations. Adverting, then, to the 
English claim, as founded on their alleged discovery, 
Mr. Lrny treated the pretended visit of Drake to that 
portion of the Northwest coast as altogether prepos- 
terous. The narrative itself, which describes a re- 
gion bound up in ribs ofice, in the month of June, 
makes it impassible for any one now to believe that 
Drake’s visit was to Oregon—a coast never witness- 
ing such intense cold, even in mid-winter, and 
usually enjoying the soft temperature of earlier 
spring. Nor can any more stress be laid upon theal- 
leged discoveries of Mear’s: and Vancouvers Lieut. 
Broughton. But, in truth, this whole British claim 
isrecent. It was never heard of, as against the dis- 
covery of Captain Gray, or the explorations of Lewis 
and Clarke. As late as 1814, the question of our dis- 
covery was minutely examined in one of the Icad- 
ing British authorities on such questions, and our 
claim admitted as incontrovertible. After the sur- 
render of Astoria during the war, (which place fell 
into the hands of the British, through the treachery 
of Mr. Astor’s English partners,) they began to per- 
ceive, in its full extent, the value of this new acquisi- 
tion; and although it was surrendered to the United 
States under the first article of the treaty of Ghent, 
the English began to announce their pretensions to 
a claim—first, through anonymous writers in the Na- 
. tional Intelligencer, at this place, (at the instance, it 
was said, of Sir Charles Bagot;) and afterwards by 
the British authorities, in their formal correspondence 
with the United States Government. As to what 
England may urge in regard to the force of the 
Nootka Sound treaty with Spain, it is sufficient, at 
present, to say that any such claim must have fallen 
with that treaty itself. Temporary in its character, 
and speedily dissolved by the war which occurred 


between the two countries soon after, our right, if 
placed alone on the strong and certain ground of 
prior discovery, would be as immutable as the 


everlasting hills, 


The Senator from South Carolina has urged that. 


we should, first of all, give. the twelve months’ no- 
tice of our renunciation of the treaty. He (Mr. 
Lixw) could only answer that he had repeatedly, by 
resolutions, urged that course in former years; but 
always in vain. He had ever been met with the 
answer: “This is not the -proper time—wait.” 
Meanwhile, the adverse possession was going on, 
fortifying from year to year the British claim and 
the British resources, to make it good. Mr. Madi- 
son had encouraged the bold and well-arranged 
scheme of Astor to fortify and colonize. He was 
dispossessed; and the nucleus of empire which his 
establishments formed, passed into the hands of the 
Hudsons Bay Company, now the great instru- 
ment of English aggrandizement in that quarter. 
The Senator insists that, by the treaty, there should 
be a joint possession. Be it so, if you will. But 
where is our part of this joint possession? In what 
does it consist, or has it consisted? We have no 
posts there, no agent, no military power to protect 
traders. Nay, indeed, no traders! For they have 
disappeared before foreign competition; or fallen a 
sacrifice to the rifle, the tomahawk, or the scalping- 
knife of those savages whom the Hudson Bay Com- 
pany can always make the instruments of system- 
atic massacre of adventurous rivals. Of the extent 
of these murders, or of the regularity with which 
they are enacted, the Senator has probably but little 
notion, unless he has made it the subject of special 
investigation. I can assure him that, before the 
year 1829, there had perished in this way, on the 
plains and in the mountains, as was well ascertained 
by a committee of this body, full five hundred men; 
and the yearly slaughter has gone on ever since, 
ranging between fifteen and twenty men during the 
year 1842. But, whatever has been the history of 
your peopling distant regions, will be its history 
now—every effort to be disputed with something 
which this Government shrinks from encountering. 
You have never failed to turn your back upon any 
such hardy enterprise. The very navigation of the 
great river of the West, so vital to the prosperity 
and happiness of the population of the valley of the 
Mississippi, for thirty years would have been yielded 
to Spain, under the old articles of confederation, but 
that it required the assent of nine States to bring it 
into the validity of a treaty. Six Eastern States 
were ready to abandongit, for an interest the most 
wretchedly disproportionate. If that mighty access 
to a new and a greater empire of the West has been 
preserved to you, it isin spite of your supineness, 
in spite of your timidity, in spite of your impolicy. 


As for me, (said Mr. L.,) I desire, in this rre- 
sistible advance of our population, destined to carry 
to the very verge of the continent the benefits of 
our free institutions, to march with every public 
right in the lead, while we carry to those regions 
of barbarism the press, the ploughshare, and the 
bible.. And I would, even in these great purposes, 
halt rather than violate our national faith solemnly 
pledged in a treaty. But I tell the Senator that we 
cannot thus rigidly adhere to what our rival so lit- 
tle regards. ‘That Senator docs not know, or has 
overlooked, the progress which English possession 
has been for near thirty years making against us, 
under cover of the Hudson Bay Company—the 
irresponsible instrument of British power in that 
quarter—by means of which and this treaty 
we are steadily circurnvented. There, as in the 
East Indies, Britain prepares her way. to unchecked 
dominion, through the stealthy advance of these 
trading companies, which scatter the secds that are 
to spring up into a harvest of power for her. 


I insist that the bill does not attempt to dis- 
possess Great Britain of anything she now holds. 
Tt does not define our territory. That we have 
some there, is certain. Can’she object to our set- 
tling south of the Columbia, on a territory to 
which, with all her facility of claiming, and tenacity 
of holding on, she has been willing to surrender! 
She, herself, has extended her Jurisdiction over 
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Oregon,—-built forts, set up. establishments, settled 
farms. Why cannot we do the same? . 
Tam glad (said Mr. L.) that the Congress of the 
United States—at least as fər as the expression of « 
opinion has gone—has made some progress in this 
matter, If the Senators [Messrs. Catnoun and 
Cuoare}] who have just spoken will turn back to 
the recorded arguments of 1822, and. subsequent. 
years, in Congress; they will find that the reasons 
they now urge against. granting lands, were then: 
used against the proposition to build forts, extend, 
our laws, or erect custom-houses. I now un- 
derstand these Senators as resting their objections 
to this bill on the clause granting away lands in the 
territory—on our obligations under the treaty of 
1818, renewed in 1827; and that they do not raise 
the same objections to our building forts and occu- 
pying such portions of land as may suit our con~ 
venience. Thisis reporting some progress, as there 
existed three objections formerly, and one only is 
put forward now, 

It strikes me, Mr. President,—indeed, I know it 
to be a fact—that the British Government, as a 
Government, never has built a fort in the Oregon 
country. It is plain, then, that if our Government 
erects fortifications on the Columbia, the same ob- 
jection may be made by the British Government, 
which is now made here, with regard to grants of 
land—that it amounts to the exercise of an exclusive 
right not authorized by our obligations-ander the 
treaty, There is, in fact, no objection which can 
be urged against our making grants of Zand, that 
will not equally apply to our Government building 
Joris, and occupying any part of the soil. It is a 
mere question of a government doing an act openly 
and honestly as a government; or doing it covertly, 
through the agency it has itselfcreated, 


The Government of Great Britain has not direct- 
ly, in its capacity as a Government, built forts, or 
selected and occupied lands in the territory; but it 
has encouraged its creature—the Hudson Bay 
Company—to do these acts; and, when they are 
done, it tells us openly that British interests have 
grown up there, which it must and will protect 
against the world. The facts are indisputable, that 
forts, called Hudson Bay “trading posts,” exist on 
the Columbia; that the English have selected and 
occupied lands in which their Government ‘has 
promised that their interests shall be protected; and. 
that, although our citizens may, in their private ca- 
pacities, make settlements and occupy lands - there 
also, our Government has failed to promise them 
the same protection and security promised to the 
subjects of Great Britain by their Government. 

We are, indeed, with some inconsistency, told by 
the Senators that we may. build forts; which ne- 
cessarily implies the permanent occupation of the 
sites upon which they are to be built; but we cannot 
exercise the same power over the contiguous lands, 
that we do over those on which the forts stand. The 
principle appears to me to be identically the same, 
whether we occupy or appropriate one acre ora 
thousand, or whether the value of the land is little 
or much. The objection on the ‘score of exclusive 
appropriation of any part of the tertitory for Gov- 
ernmental purposes, is like applicable to our obli- 
gations under the treaty, if those obligations are in 
reality susceptible of the construction given to them 
by the Senators. Great Britain, in her own pur- 
suits, has not so regarded her obligations under the 
treaty. And all that I propose to do by this bill 
is, to take the same steps she has taken; to inter- 
pret our obligations as she interprets hers; and to 
offer our citizens the same encouragement and pro- 
tection she invariably gives to her subjects, through 
the medium ofthe Hudson Bay Company. ; 

Why should there be anything offensive to Great 
Britain in all this? Why should this endanger the 
peace of the two countries? And if she can be so 
unreasonable as to conceive offence at it, why 
should that deter us from doing right—~from doing 
our duty? Are we to wait for her permission?—to 
submit to her dictation?—to follow,in her wake, in re=. 
gard to the construction to be put upon this treaty t= 
to look to hersubmissively till she says, You may go 
so far, but you shall gone farther? No,-sir; Mr. La 
said he could not, would not believe that any 
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and is saying, to the nations of the earth——like one 
of her monarchs of old to the ocean—thus far ye 
shall go,.but no farther.”. But he also knew that 
‘we—at least in times not long past—had refused to 
pow to her.commands, and had set at naught. her 
threats. “And he would not now, nor should he 
eyor, asan American citizen, submit to the arvro- 
gance. of, dictation. Either on this, or any other 
‘subject of our internal policy, the consideration of her 
pleasure or. displeasure could have. no weight with 
him, Neither as a Senatorhere, nor as a private citi- 
zen elsewhere, would he ever yield one iota of our 
claim to that territory. It is ours by treaty with 
France and Spain, by discovery, and by settlement; 
and he was prepared to take every step in his pow- 
er to do what is necessary to assert and maintain 
our title. If, in doing this, we are compelled to ap- 
proach the verge of war, or plunge in the gulf, let 
the blame fall on the injustice which drives us to 
it. Hawas not insensible to the evils of war. He 
knew it was a rough game—a scourge to the na- 
tions.of the earth—-and that we must share its mis- 
eries as well as its triumphs. He knew, too, that 
England never wants a pretext for war, when she 
decides that it is her- interest to be the aggressor, 
If she chooses to make the passage of this bill a pre- 
text, itis the same thing to us as the selection of 
any other pretext. She makes war or peace, just to 
suit her own views and further her own policy. 
She acts for her own interests, regardless of the ef- 
fects on others. © 
tion of the treaty when she encouraged the. build- 
ing of British posts on the Columbia, and the oc- 
eupation of the whole country through the agency 
of her fur companies. She did not wait for our 
permission to build up British interests in the coun- 
try, which, when erecting, she told us to our tecth 
she would protect. But we are told on this floor 
that she construes the treaty to mean a joint occu- 
paney for trading purposes; and we are called upon 
to interpret it as she docs, while we know that her 
actions do not conform to that interpretation, 


Į hold (said Mr. L.) that we are to interpret the trea- 
ty for ourselves. We witness that, under the mantle 
ofher Hudson Bay Company, Great Britain is spread- 
ing her coils around the whole territory; and we 
know that her policy must eventuate in her obtain- 
ing, not a joint cccupancy and jurisdiction, bat. an 
exclusive possession, Under. this cover, she has 

” already done what this bill calls upon you now to do 
on our patt, or weakly to suffer our rights, even un- 
dex the treaty, to lapse. She has legislated for the 
jurisdiction of the whole, under the pretext of legis- 
lating for the protection of her Hudson Bay Com- 
pany and jis interests. 

What is this but the same artful course she pur- 
sucdin Indiat For,at first, her movements were under 
the shadow of her Bast India Company; until, eventu- 
ally, she took the reins epenfy into her own hauls, 
and became the ruler of two hundred mions of 
subjects entangled in her meshes, 


On the banks of the Columbia river, she is lay- 
ing the foundation for a similar state of things. It 
is in vain for gentlemen, in their overweening con- 
fidence in the national integrity ef Englend, te de- 
ny the facts indelibly impressed on the pages of his- 
tory, which records these transactions, 

He would ask the Senators whether she has not 
taken the course indicated, in relation to India? and 
whether the increase of her power there was not 
fostered in the same way that she is now cultivating 
it on the Columbia? It is a system from which she 
cannot and will not depart, wherever she is permit- 
ted to prosecute it. itis our policy to pul a stop to 
that system in the Oregon ‘Porritory. 

In what I have said, E would not wish to be un- 
derstood as meaning to assert that, in exereising her 
present authority, over tais territory, Great Britain 
would think of dispossessing onr citizens’ already 
settled there, or preventing our emigrants from be- 
coming new settlers. The result to which her poli- 


She never asked for our interpreta- . 


‘rami ies em i in en 


cy must. lead, if followed out without interruption, 
would'be, that all settlers—no matter whence they 
came—should ultimately become her subjects, under 
the force of circumstances.. But what I chiefly 
insist upon, is, that she has given to.the treaty, 
which we are called upon. to respect to the. letter, a- 
construction in: every way advantageous to herself; 
and that we, in self-defence, are necessarily -obliged 
to act upon similar views, Mi ees 

“It is not pretended by her that we may not settle 
the country south of the Columbia river; for, since 
her ultimatum of 1827, in which. she proposed to 
take that stream as her southern boundary, the 
Hudson Bay Company have actually dropped any 
pretensions to exclusive right on the southern side. 
Indeed, her hunters and trappers, after exhausting its 
fur-bearing animals, have gradually withdrawn from 
the hills and plains of the south, leaving many regu- 
lar agricultural séttlements inthe valley of the Wal- 
lamette, where they have farms, and even mills, and 
have established themselves with increased energy, as 
if determined to make their settlements permanent 
on the northern bank of the Columbia. Although 
this is a disguised admission that they have no right 
to exclusive appropriation on the south side, it is 
equally a proof that they do exercise exclusive right 
over the northern side of the river. But even then 
they do not give up their jurisdiction over the whole 
territory down to the 42d degree of latitude, and 
even to the borders of Missouri and Arkansas. 


It has been said by the Senator from Massachu- 
setis, that the British authorities have not construed 
the treaty so as to confer any joint right but that of 
trading; and that our exercising the power of grant- 
ing away lands for agricultural purposes would be 
subversive of the objects of the treaty, to maintain 
the right of hunting, trapping, and trading in the 
country, by the subjects of Great Britain, and citizens 
of the United States, jointly. But how do the facts 
square with this assumption? Have not the British 
extensive and well-cultivated farms on the Colum- 
bia? Have they not large tracts to the north of this 
river, from which they have prohibited all game 
from being hunted or trapped? Have they not es- 
tablished at home, in the city of London, the Puget 
Sound Company, with a view of pursving agricul- 
ture on an extensive scale at Forts Nasqually, Col- 
ville Walia-walla, and what is called their Colony 
of Vancouver! Have they not extensive saw-mills, 
furnishing lumber for exportation from the Columbia 
river to the Sandwich Islands and elsewhere? Have 
they not contracts with Russian settiemenis to the 
north, for incredible quantities of wheat, butter, pork, 
beef, salmon, and other products of the country? 
And will the Senators say that these are legitimate 
exercises of the right to trap, unt, and trade in 
the territory? Docs the treaty, providing for the joint 
use of the country for purposes of trading, trapping, 
and hunting, give the British a right to turn it into 
British agricultural settlements, and deny to us the 
right of making the like appropriation of the soil? 
What exclusive right did they obtain to cut down, 
and curn into lumber, for exportation, the timber of 
the territory? Was there less exercise of exclusive 
ownershin over the timber, than over the forts built 
of it? 

£ 


The Senator from Massachusetts says he has no | 


objection to the other portions of the bill, if the 
grant of lands is stricken out. Does not the Sen- 
ator seo that its whole effcacy would be destroyed 
by that very operation? Tt would be a dead letter; 
for no citizens of the United States would have suf 
ficient inducement to abandon the certaintics which 


j they enjoy at home, for the uncertainties, risks, and 


expenses of 2n emigration so distant and dangerous, 
merely on the assurance of protection from a few 
widely-scattered military posts. They must have 
this stimulant, which is the rational and substantial 
encouragement for an enterprise so great to them 
as emigrating to a wild country, cut off from friends, 
kindred, and government, by thousands of miles, and 
by hordes of savage tribes. Our citizens there, 
and going there, without the guaranty of this 
clease of the bill, would be discouraged, and be ul- 
timately rooted out by the British, to whom the In- 
dians are tributary. Give them the land, and they 
will hold it. i 


| 


We have raised a barrier against our own onward 
march westward, by the Indian tribes planted on 
our territorial borders. "They. are there open. to a 
foreign subsidy, for impeding our accession to our 
ocean limits; and it has become of vital interest to 
our safety to-acquire an ascendency over these treach- 
erous and dangerous: neighbors: That ascendency 
can only be acquired and preserved by placing our 
population, in part, beyond them, and securing our 
avenues: of intercourse with our distant. territory. 


_ And we cannot plant any of our population: there, 


without giving that encouragement for. colonization, 
which it has been the uniform practice of every civ- 
ilized nation to hold out in such cases. 

That we have the right to give all that encour- 
agement which this bill proposes, he (Mr. L.) had no 
more doubt, than he had of our title to some of the 
Oregon Territory—a matter that. never has been, 
and never can be, disputed. with truth. 


SPEECH OF MR. GIDDINGS, 


‘OF OHIO. 
In the House of Representatives, January 14, 1843,-~ 
On the bill for the relief of the people of West 
Florida. 


Mr. GIDDINGS said that a gentleman not now 
in his seat (the Hon. Wm. B..CanHoun, of Massa- 
chusetts) had intended to present some objections 
to the bill now beforethe House. As that gentle- 
man (said he) is absent, I feel it my duty to state 
such objections as exist in my own mind. In or- 
der to be understood, I will briefly relate some his- 
torical facts that have a bearing on the subject. As 
early as 1811 Congress, by secret resolution, au- 
thorized the President to take possession of the 
Floridas, “in case. an arrangement could be made 
with the local authorities of the provinces for de- 
livering possession of the same, or any part thereof, 
to the United States.” By virtue of this act, Gen. 
Matihews invaded East Florida in the year 1812. 
While there, the men under his command commit- 
ted all those depredations which too commonly at- 
tend the march of aninvading army. They were 
not restrained by the laws of the Territory, nor by 
those of necessity. They took property which we 
never furnish for our troops, and for which, when 
taken from our citizens by our officers or soldiers, 
we grant no compensation. Nor did they stop here. 
They went further, and interfered with the. per- 
sonal relations of the people, and brought away 
their slaves, What disposition was made of the 
slaves does not appear. lfear they were not re- 
stored to liberty. They were probably held in servi- 
tude by their captors, and they, or their descendants, 
are most likely in bondage in that Territory or 
some neighboring Statė. In 1814 General Jackson 
invaded the Territory of West Florida, and simi- 
lar depredations were committed by the troops un- 
der his command. In 1818 he again invaded East 
Florida, where like depredations were committed. 


fn 1819 the United States, by her then Secretary 
of State, John Quincy Adams, entered into a 
treaty with his Catholic Majesty, acting by his Min- 
ister Plenipotentiary, Don Onis, by which Florida 
was ceded to the United States, 

The last clause of the ninth article of the treaty 
is as follows: 

“The United States will cause satisfaction to be made for 
the injuries, fany, wbich by process of Jaw shall be establish. 
ed tohave been suffered by the Spanish officers, and the indi- 
vidual Spanish inhabitants, by the late operations ofthe Ameri: 
can army in Florida.” 

In 1823, Congress passed a law to carry into ef- 
fect this clause of the treaty. Atthis time all de- 
partments of the Government appear to have con- 
curred in their construction of this provision of the 
lreaty. They limited it to the operations of the 
American army in 1818, under General Jackson, 
as its terms plainly import. But I understand that 
all payment ior slaves killed or stolen either by the 
army, or by the followers of General Jackson’s 
camp, was refused by the Treasury Department. 
The people of Florida, however, were not satisfied 
with this limitation, particularly those who had suf- 
fered under the invasion by General Matthews. 
They applied for indemnity also under the law, and 
their claims were rejecied. They then applied to 
Congress for relief; and in 1834, another law was 
passed for the purpose of extending indemnity to 
those who suffered losses by the operations. of the 


. aroy under General Matthews in 1812 and in 1813. 


This was an act entirely gratuitous, The losses 
occasioned by the army under General Matthews 
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had not-been embraced in the treaty; and Congress 
went altogether beyond our stipulations with Spain, 
in passing the law of 1834. - 

ne Onder this law, as well as that of 1823, all kinds 
of property were paid. for; but no payments were 
made, as I understand, for persons who had been 


either killed or stolen, up to the year 1838, when the ` 


Secretary of the Treasury found himself so strong- 
ly beset by slaveholders, who claimed to have lost 
slaves during the campaigns in East Florida under 
General Matthews and General Jackson, that he 
referred the subject to the then Attorney General, 
Felix Grundy, who seems to have arrived at the 
very satisfactory conclusion that men were prop- 
erty, (vide opinions of the Attorney General, vol. 
6, Ex, Doc. 2d session 26th Congress.) He seems 
not only to have considered men as property, but he 
appears to have supposed that stealing them consti- 
tuted.a part of the operations of our armies in Flor- 
ida, This learned opinion wasdeemed satisfactory, 
and the doors of our treasury were thrown open to 
the slaveholders, and the money acquired by the 
toil of Northern freemen was handed over in pay- 
ment for the bones and sinews of their fellow-men. 

This, sir, is the history; and we are now asked 
to take another step, and pay for the losses sus- 
tained in West Florida by reason of the invasion of 
General Jackson in 1814. We are, by this bill, not 
only asked to pay for all property used, taken, and 
destroyed by his army, and by the followers of his 
camp; but we are asked to pay for the slaves killed 
and stolen by his army, and those who followed it. 

The House will. bear in wind that the Govern- 
ment holds itself responsible only for the authorized 
acts of its agents. The commander of an army 
may impress provisions for its support, if they are 
not furnished by the Government; or he may im- 
press teams to transport his baggage and arms 
when they are not otherwise provided. But he 
cannot go beyond that, and take property not al- 
lowed to an army by the laws of the country. If 
he take my family pictures, or any other articles 
which we do not ordinarily provide for our armies, 
it is. a trespass, for which he alene is liable. As be- 
fore remarked, I understand that property of every 
description was paid for under these acts of Con- 
gress, whether it was taken by order of the com- 
manding officer, or by the followers of the camp; or 
whether it was property ordinarily allowed to an 
army, or such articles as we never furnish to our 
troops. 


This practice of the Government with our own 
citizens is the same as in private life. Ifour agent 
keep within the bounds of his authority, we hold 
ourselves responsible for his acts; if he transcend 
his authority, we are not bound. Now, if the House 
desire to.go further than we have been accustomed 
to go with our own citizens, and grant to the people 
of Florida indemnity for all acts committed by our 
army, or by those who followed the camp of Gen- 
eral Jackson, upon property which they were au- 
thorized to take, or upon that which they had no 
authority to take, I shall not object. It is to that 
feature in the bill which seeks to grant to the peo- 
ple of West Florida indemnity for the slaves stulen 
by the army, and by the followers of the army, un- 
der General Jackson in 1814, to which I object, I 
oppose this provision of the bill, for the reason that 
it seeks to overturn the entire practice of Congress 
since the adoption of the Constitution; and, in my 
opinion, is in palpable violation of the constitutional 
rights of the people of the free States. It is, there- 
fore, an unyielding sense of duty that constrains me 
to oppose the passage of this bill—a bill which is to 
take from the pockets of my constituents, and of the 
people of the free States, their money, and apply it 
in payment for human flesh. Ido it from no wish 
to stir up strife, by agitating what is generally 
called “the delicate question;” but I do it in defence 
of the constitutional rights of the people of the 
free States. I deem the subject of paramount im- 
aati to the nation, and particularly to these 

tates, 

I have had no agency in bringing forward this 
bill. That has been done by others. Tts passage is 
urged upon us; and we must silently permit it to 
become a law; or we must array ourselves in oppo- 
sition to its further progress. Gentlemen from the 
free States must select the position which they de- 
sire to.occupy. They must, by their votes, aid in 
taking money from the pockets of their constituents, 
and handing it over to those who claim the bodies, 
the flesh and blood of their fellow-men, as property: 
or they must stand forth in defence of the interests 
and the honor of the Northern States, and of 
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West Florida Bill—Mr. Giddings. 


the Federal Constitution. I will remark, further, 
that these questions.of the constitutional rights of 
the people of the several States in regard to slavery, 
are pressing upon us from so many directions, that 
their discussion cannot much longer be delayed. 
The number of bills now upon our calendar, which 
involve those questions, forbids all hopes of suppress- 


` ing the agitation of this matter. Again: if we look 


fora moment to the various parts of the Union, 
and mark the feeling that exists both at the North 
and atthe South, the intensity of which is increas- 
ing daily, from conflicting interests and collisions 
of supposed rights, we must conclude that every 
dictate of patriotism impels us to the speedy adjust- 
ment of these difficulties. This feeling is constantly 
gathering strength throughout our country; and 
every delay will add to its already accumulated 
force, and will increase the difficulties of allaying 
it. I therefore deem the present time the most fa- 
vorable for adjusting those difficulties, from which 
we have so long shrunk with a tremulous delicacy. 
1f, however, we have not the moral courage to meet 
those important questions in this hall, and to decide 
upon them as statesmen and patriots, it requires no 
inspiration to foresee that the people will assume to 
themselves the responsibility which they have as- 
signed tous. Ishall not presume to predict the 
manner of the adjudication, nor when that event 
shall take place, 


Sir, ifwe pass this bill, shall we not add to the 
feelings of the North, which have already reached 
apoint where they cannot be trifled with? Iask 
gentlemen of the North whether they are prepared 
to take the money oftheir constituents and pay for 
slaves killed by the army of General Jackson, or 
stolen by the followers of his camp? Are gentle- 
men of either political party, from the free States, 
prepared to thrust their hands into the pockets of 
their constituents, for money to hand over to the 
Slaveholders of Florida as a compensation for 
slaves? If,sir, we are prepared to do this, let us do 
it openly and fearlessly; let us place ourselves be- 
fore the world; in that altitude, let there beno dodg- 
ing or skulking; let us say by ouracts that we think 
our constituents will submit to it; that they have 
not the spirit to resist, nor the independence to op- 
pose, such violations of their rights;—let this be made 
the issue, and the result will not be doubtful. In 
all sincerity, I ask Southern gentlemen if they be- 
lieve we can compel the sturdy sons of liberty at 
the North, whose fathers and brothers fell in the 
late war, and who were thrown pennyless upon 
the world, to contributea portion of their property, 
acquired by toil, topay the slaveholders of Florida 
for negroes enticed away by the followers of Gen. 
Jackson’s camp? If we pass this bill in its present 
form, we shall adopt a new principle into our le- 
gislation—one that has not heretofore been known 
in an American Congress—one that, up to this day, 
has been denied and repudiated by this House. I 
trust that gentlemen will notice this important fact, 
and that they willbe prepared to say, by their vote 
upon the passage of this bill, whether they are will- 
ing to overturn the principles which have guided 
our national legislation for more than half a cen- 
tury. Tam not prepared to go into a minute ex- 
amination of all claims for slaves that have been 
presented to Congress since the adoption of our 
Constitution. The leading cases were ably exam- 
ined by my highly respected predecessor, the Flon. 
E. Whittlesey, in a report which he, as chairman 
of the Committee of Claims, made to this House in 
1830, (vide 3d vol. Reports, Ist session 21st Con- 
gress, No. 401.) I will send this report to the 
Clerk’s table, with a request that he will read it to 
the House. [The Clerk here read the report of the 
Committee of Claims, made upon the memorial of 
Francis Larch. When the reading was closed, 
Mr. Gipprnes resumed.] 

The case presented by this report is one of the 
very strongest character. Francis Larch owned a 
slave, which he held as property under the laws of 
Louisiana. This slave, while driving a horse and 
cart belonging to his master, was, on the day of the 
battle of New Orleans, impressed, with the horse 
and cart, into the public service, by order of the 
commanding officer. During the battle, the slave 
and horse were killed, and the cart destroyed by 
cannon shot, Mr. Larch applied to Congress for 
compensation. The Committee of Claims, com- 
posed of members both from the slave and the free 
States, reported unanimously in favor of paying 
for the horse and cart, and against any compensa- 
tion for the slave. They came tothis conclusion 
after learning, from the Register of the Treasury, 
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that slaves had never been paid for by the Federal 
Government during the revolutionary war, nor 
since that period; and after a careful examination 
of the action of the House upon this question. 
whenever it had come before them. 1. commend 
to the notice of gentlemen the action of this. House 
in 1816, when an attempt was made to grant in- 
demnity for Slaves killed in the public : service. 
This attempt was opposed by several Southern 
members, among whom was Mr. McCoy ‘of Vir- 
ginia; and such was the force of reasoning brought . 
to bear against the application, that only forty 
members voted for it. We have the authority of 
this report, made by Mr. Whittlesey, that, up to 
the year 1830, no payment for slaves killed in the 
public service, or otherwise lost to their owners, 
had ever been authorized by Congress. I have 
carefully examined the proceedings. of this body 
since the date of this report, and so have other 
gentlemen; but we have found. no. instance in 
which Congress has acknowledged any obligation 
resting upon the United States to pay for slaves. 
On the contrary, the records of the Committee of 
Claims show conclusively that, up to the present 
Congress, that committee, from 1794, (the date of 
its earliest record.) has rejecled every claim pre- 
sented to them for compensation on account of 
slaves lost in the public service, whetber they 
had been impressed into the service, or had en- 
tered it by consent of their masters. I therefore 
say, without hesitation, that, from the meeting of 
the first Congress, in 1789, up to this day, the prac- 
tice of Congress on this subject has been uniform. 
All applications for indemnity for the lossof slaves 
have been rejected, without exception; and Iappeal 
to gentlemen to maintain inviolate this usage, 
which, by universal consent, has now become law 
with us, Lay not violent hands upon a rule thus 
sanctioned by the wisdom of our predecessors. for 
more than fifty years. 


The report which has been read speaks of it as 
“a delicate question,” and of adding to the excite- 
ment already existing.” The committee, like other 
members, were in the habit of approaching this sub- 
ject with a kind of horror which their imagina- 
tions seem to havethrown aroundit. They appear 
to have been unwilling to examine in detail the 
principles on which they based their report; but the 
precedents were established by those who assisted in 
framing the Constitution, Their examples have 
been approved and followed down to this day, and, 
in my opinion, should not now be departed from. 
Those sages and patriots who framed the Constitu- . 
tion must have understood their own intentions in 
framing it; and, being guided by the most pure love 
of country, while subsequently serving in this hall, 
their decisions on this point are certainly entitled to 
great weight. 


But, overwhelming as the authority of these pre- 
cedents is, and conclusive as the former practice of 
this House would seem to be, there are other and 
far stronger arguments to be drawn from the Con- 
stitution itself. But, before entering upon this part 
of the argument, I propose to examine briefly the 
maxim which prevails so generally in the slave 
States, that “slaves are property.’ "This saying is 
frequently made by gentlemen from the South, and 
is sometimes repeated by those of the North: The 
constitution of Ohio declares that “man is created 
free, and is endowed by his Creator with a right to 
the uninterrupted enjoyment of life, liberty, and 
the pursuit of happiness.” i 

This constitution my colleagues and myself have 
often sworn to support, How, then, we can call 
man property, and say that, as such, he. belongs to 
his fellow-man, is a matter which I cannot readily 
comprehend. But itis said that Kentucky, and all 
the other slave States, by their laws, have declared 
a portion of their people to be the property of the 
others. Here is the conflict between the laws of 
Kentucky and Ohio, They are at variance with 
each other, and cannot be reconciled. Yet, sir,asT 
prefer the doctrine of our constitution, I may enjoy 
the blessings of liberty while I remain in that State. 
If I prefer the slavery of Kentucky, 1 may go to that 
State, and participate in its privileges, and live un- 
der her Jaws. While, then, the people of Ohio can- 
not demand of me the adoption of their political 
faith—that man is endowed by his Creator withthe 
right to enjoy his life and his liberty—neither can 
the people of Kentucky force upon me, while a 
citizen of Ohio, the doctrine that man can hold 
property in man. These laws of Kentucky are in 
force within her territory, but not in Ohic. The 
laws of Ohio are in force within that State, but 
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haveno validity in Kentucky. But it is'said that 
wé afé-botind'to consider slavés'a8 property, bé- 
this law of thé slave States hás declared them 
$ f that be the case, then are the people of the 
slave States bound to consider- man free, because 
y rarount law of:Ohiòhas dèclaređd him so. 
Sit, our law is as binding- upon the’ péople of Ken- 
túcky;as the laws of that State are upon the. people 
tio: . We acknowledge no superiority in our 
sister State; nor do we claim any for our own. 
Wé‘stand upon the same level, enjoying equal 
rights; and maintaining an equal independence. If 
She'can demand of us a portion of our substance to 
pay: Her people for the loss of slaves, may we not de- 
mand of her citizens a-portion of. their wealth to 
compensate our: people for the loss of our sons, our 
brothers, our husbands, and fathers, killed in de- 
fending ier citizens (perhaps her slaves) against a 
foreign enemy? Ys the slave more valuable than a 
freeman? Or is the loss of a slave of more import- 
ance to the country than that of a freeman? Has 
the nation‘a deeper interest in the lives of slaves, than 
it has in those of freemen? 

“That difference in the laws of the several States 
‘existed at the formation of the Constitution. Had 
the: framers of that instrument intended to have 
overturned the doctrine of the free States, and of 
the civilized world, in this respect, they would have 
been likely to leave some evidence of that fact in 
the Constitution itself, or in the debates of the con- 
vention that framed it. The distinction between 
persons and property was drawn by the hand of 
God himself, at the creation. That distinction 
cannot be obliterated by man. “The human form 
divine” is distinct from all other earthly beings and 
things. This distinction was sanctioned and estab- 
lished when the voice of the Almighty proclaimed 
to man, “Have dominion over the fish of the sea, 
and over the fowls of the air, and over the cattle, and 
over all the carth, and over every creeping thing that 
creepeth upon the carth 
: “This,” says Sir William Blackstone, “was the 
‘origin, of property” It is founded upon the com- 
mand. of Heaven, and is totally unconnected with 
the laws of our slave States, This marked dis- 
tinction between persons and property has been ob- 
‘Served by jurists, statesmen, and writers, from the 
earliest antiquity to the present day. In 1776, the 
‘Congress of these colonies declared “that all men 
are created equal.” The members of the conven- 
tiori that framed the Constitution were profoundly 
read in natural and municipal law, and well under- 
stood this fundamental distinction. Mr. Madison, 
who is styled “the father of the Constitution,” has 
lefl.on record his epinion, as expressed in the con- 
‘vention, He declared it “wrong to admit slaves 
to be property.” We have no intimation that an 
individual in the convention differed from him. 
On this point, so far as our information extends, 
there” was no difference of opinion. On the con- 
tary, we have conclusive evidence that the dis- 
tinction between persons and property was kept up 
by the language of the Constitution itself, In ev- 
ery instance where that instrument refers to the un- 
fortunate class of people called slaves, they are 
characterized as persons. ‘Thus, in fixing the ra- 
tid of. representation, in the 2d section of the Ist ar- 
ticle, they are denominated persons. When it 
grants to Congress power to suppress the slave- 
trade, in section 9, article 1, it characterizes them 
as persons. In section 2, article 4, in providing for 
the recapture of fugitive slaves, they are again 
styled persons. But in no instance are they alluded 
to as property. 

It would really seem as though these facts could 
leave no room for cavil as to the light in which 
the Constitution of the United States regards them. 
Ifthe opinion of the Supreme Court of the United 
States could Wake this question more clear, I 
might cite the decision of Groves vs, Slaughter, re- 
potted in 15th Peters, in which this point came be- 
fore the court, and it was said by Justice McLean 
that, although slaves may, by the laws of particular 

; States, be declared property, “yet the Federal Con- 
stitution regards them only as persons.” But in 
my opinion, the language of the Constitution is 
conclusive, and cannot be made more apparent by 

_ argument. In some of the States, slaves are declar- 

“ed property. But the question now before us is, 
Do thesqlaws overrule the laws of other States? 
anddo they supersede the Federal Constitution? 

_ The constitutions of the free States, that of the Fed- 

“eral Government, the opinions of the civilized 
world, the hand of nature, and the voice of God 

“pave distinguished: persons from property; and itis 


| now too late for a particular State to overturn these 
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authorities, and force upon us the new principle 
that man is property, or that property is man. It 
cannotbe done. My friend in front of me [Mr. 
Howarp] saysit cannot be done short of a “bill of 
sale fromthe Almighty.” But, Mr. Speaker, should 
such an instrument be: produced, I would at once 
deny. its authenticity. À : 

(Mr. Houmus of S. C. called Mr. Grppras to or- 
der for sacrilege. ane? 
` The GEren pro tem. (Mr. McKennan) decided 
that Mr. Gippives was not out of order, and desired 
him to proceed. J : f 

Mr. Gipoines resumed. Iregret, Mr. Speaker, 
that any gentleman should permit his feelings to 
become excited at what I was saying. I hope to 
control my own feelings, let others doas they may. 
l have said what I desired to say upon the subject 
of man holding man as property. There is, how- 
ever, another view of the question to which I wish 
to call the attention of the House. It is this: that 
we do not possess the constitutional right to involve 
the people of the free States in the expense, the 
disgrace, or the guilt ofslavery. With them, it is 
a matter of principle and of conscience. ‘They 
will not consent to be involved in slavery, unless 
they are constitutionally liable to be made partici- 
pators in that institution. 

I deny that they are thus liable. [lay it down as 
a principle well .established—one that is not to be 
denied or doubted—that, by our Federal Constitution, 
no power was delegated to Congress to involve the 
people of the free States in the expense, the guilt, 
or the disgrace of that institution. I have on a 
former oecasion stated some of my views upon this 
point; but I trust the House will bear with me, 
if, upon the present occasion, I again refer to the 
doctrine which I trust will at no distant day be ac- 
knowledged as a fundamental principle of this 
Government. In order to be understood, I will re- 
fer to the situation of the several States prior to the 
adoption of the Constitution. At that period, each 
State exercised supreme and unlimited power over 
the institution of slavery within its own limits. 
Each possessed the power to continue or abolish it 
without interference or interruption from any other 
power on earth. Virginia held her slaves subject 
only to the laws of that State. Massachusetis en- 
joyed her freedom in the same unlimited and su- 
preme degree. Virginia could not call upon Mas- 
sachusetts to share with her any portion of the ex- 
pense, the disgrace, or the guilt of slavery. Nor 
could Congress, under the old Confederation, in- 
volve Massachusetts, toany extent whatever, in that 
institution. If the slaves of Virginia were killed 
or lost, or ran away from their masters, her people 
sustained the loss, if any; nor could they throw any 
partof it upon the people of Massachusetts. The 
people of the latter State enjoyed their freedom, 
entirely exempt from the restrictions of slavery. 
Her people were not liable tobe called upon to 
contribute their funds to pay for the bones and 
sinews of their fellow-men, in violation of their 
moral principles. 

At the formation of the Constitution, the people 
of each State entertained their own views concern- 
ing slavery. The North were opposed to that in- 
stitution. The South deemed it necessary for their 
prosperity. The same conflicting views and in- 
terests existed at that period, that exist at this 
day. The Northern States were anxious for the 
abolition of slavery. The Southern States re- 
fused to adopt the Constitution, if, by so doing, the 
Federal Government were to have any power over 
it. Virginia would not intrust her Slavery to the 
control of the Federal Government, nor would 
Massachusetts intrust the liberty of her people to 
that power. : 

On the subject of slavery, each State, therefore, 
retained to ilself its whole powers concerning that 
institution—delegating no portion of those powers 
tothe Federal Government, except the power to 
legislate so far as to enable the owners of fugitive 
slaves to recapture them. This power was express- 
ly given in the Constitution: and its existence there 
is as strong a negative of the existence of all other 
powers, as could have been expressed by any lan- 
guage whatever. It therefore follows, that at this 
day we have no more power to apply the public 
funds to pay for slaves, than Congress possessed 
under the old articles of Confederation. We have 
no more power totake aslave from his master now, 
than the old Congress had.. The citizens of Vir- 
gitiz at this day holds his slave as independent of 
the Federal Government ‘as he did prior to the 


adoption of our Constitution. We, sir, possess no 
more constitutional power to separate the master 
and slave in Virginia, than we do to sever that rela- 
tion between persons in India. Nor have weany 
more constitutional right to involve the people of the 
free States in the expense of slavery; or in the 
moral guilt of paying a slaveholder for loosing his 
grasp upon his fellow-man, than we have to take 
money from the people of. Great. Britain for that 
object. Sir, we should violate the rights of the 
people of Canada in no greater degree, if we were 
to compel them to aid in the payment for lost slaves, 
than we shall those of the free States, if wé com- 
pelthem to contribute forthe same purpose. Sir, 
the right of enjoying our personal liberty, and the 
right of continuing slavery, were State interests, 
which were never brought into the political copart- 
nership. They’ constitute no portion of our joint 


_ capital; nor can they be reached by the acts of our 


political firm. We, acting for the joint interests of 
all the States, cannot interfere with either theslave- 
ry ot the South or the liberty of the North, The 
power to do this has never been delegated to us. Its 
exercise would be a usurpation—a palpable viola- 
tion of the Constitution—a -subversion of the rights 
of the people upon whom it is exercised. If we 
have power to involve the people of the free States 
in the payment of slaves to any extent, we have 
ihe right to exert precisely the same power, and to the 
same extent, for the abolition of slavery in the slave 
States. Establish the principle that we caninvolve 
the people of the free States in the payment of 
slaves, and it will follow that we have jurisdiction 
over slavery. If we have power to make the free 
States pay for slaves, we have power to say they 
shall not be paid for. If we may interfere to any 
extent, we may to.all extent, If we have jurisdic- 
tion over that institution, let us at once exercise it 
as becomes a nation professing freedom. I am 
ready to take jurisdiction of it whenever I can sat- 
isfy myself that we can constitutionally do so. 

When we once commence legislation in regard 
to slavery, 1 hope and trust we shall speak of “nat- 
ural rights,” of “human liberty,” and of the crime 
of holding our fellow-men in bondage. When we 
talk ofslavery, I trust it will be to execrate it, to 
abolish it, and not to discuss the propriety of en- 
couraging its continuance at the expense of this 
Government and of the free States, or in any other 
manner, 

Tmove to recommit the bill, with instructions to 
the committee which reported it, to insert a proviso 
that nothing contained in it shall authorize the pay- 
ment for any slave killed, taken, or carried off by 
the American army, or any person belonging there- 
to, or accompanying the same. 
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In the House of Representatives, January 4, 1843— 
On the bill for the repeal of the bankrupt law. 


Mr. MERIWETHER said that he concurred 
fully in opinion with the gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Bowns,] that there would be no repeal 
of the bankrupt law at the present session. He 
had no doubt that many of those who professed to 
oppose the law, were at heart its friends; and that 
such would vote for all motions for commit- 
ment, for all instructions, to waste time and de- 
feat action. They were opposed to repeal; but, to 
save appearances, were compelled to make a show 
of resistance to the law. The measure had been 
made a theme for party declamation throughout 
the Union. It would be difficult to find, in the 
vocabulary of epithets, one which had not been ex- 
hausted upon both the measure and its advocates; 
and now, after it had been made the stepping-stone 
to power, it would be too impudent for those who 


-had so used it, at once to vole against the repeal: 


hence they have sought its defeat by indirect at- 
tacks, and will, no doubt, sueceed in their purpose. 
The whole country had been aroused against the 
aw; its provisions had been declared to be ruin« 
ous, dishonest, villanous: and yet those very pro- 
visions, thus condemned, had, every one of them, 
time and again, been commended to the people, by 
he votes of the leading members of the Demo- 
cratic party in the Senate. All this the country 
had neglected to look at; and the advocates of the 
aw had not had time to catch the first calm, in the 
storm which had swept over them, to demonstrate 
it, The law—just as it is, without change of a 
syllable, word, or sentence—is acceptable, no doubt, 


tothe majority of the Democratic party; but they 
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havé told the people differently, and-must now act 
with: some show of sincerity... But I predict: this 
repeal bill: will be. strangled just where ‘it is; and, 
next session, the Democratic party, having the 
power, will complain of their inability. to correct 


all of “Whig-misrule,” and leave the bankrupt, | 


law: still in-full operation. The. facts just stated 
by: the: gentleman show that I am not very far 
wrong in my suspicions. 
ted. against the passage of the bill originally; that 
there is not. á man in his district, save one, who 
does support it; thatthat one isan ‘‘open andavowed 
supporter” of the law; that the peop'e demand the 
repeal, and, to insure it, haveleft him [Mr. Bowne] 
at home, and elected in his stead this very same 
“open.and avowed supporter” of the present law. 
This fact shows that the excitement in the gentle- 
man’s district was not very alarming, however 
unanimous it may have been. And it shows, far- 
ther, that the gentleman may have mistaken public 
sentiment; and, in. order to get into the current 
again, andto keep up appearances, it may be that 
his speech was intended to do what he censured in 
others so much--to stave off the question of re- 
peal! That strange speech had an “awful squint- 
ing” that way. 

This fact shows, furthermore, what confidence is 
to be placed in the complaints of the Democratic 
parly against their opponents and their acts. No 
exception to the acts of the Whig party was more 
prejudicial to them than that founded upon the 

ankrapt law. {ft was daily denounced as the 
means of destroying all confidence in society, and 
bringing bankruptey and ruin upon the whole 
country.. It was.denounced as a system of rob- 
bery, ‘and a palpable violation of the Constitution. 
These charges have been believed; and the coun- 
try has, by its vote, evicted from power and place 
the party who held control when the law was 
passed. The gentleman was no silent spectator in 
the great struggle. IJe denounced the Jaw; his 
constituents agreed with him, all but one man; and 
‘now, when the batle has been won, when the 
-weapon of assault is yet reeking with the blood of 
the victim, when victory is certain —that very 
constituency. hurl from their affections the man 
who had faithfully sustained their views, and have 
elected in his place one who had opposed him and 
> hem: upon this very question. For the party’s 
sake, they joined in the denunciation; and now, 
for their own sakes, they have elected a Represent- 
ative who could, without change, subserve their 
views. They opposed a principle. to get into pow- 
er; and when in power, they sustain it, to keep 
there. 

Mr. M. said that he was opposed to the repeal of 
the bankrupt law. He stated that now, as it was 
` possible he should not again touch the subject under 
consideration in the course of his remarks, [laugh- 
ter,] he should follow very closely the example 
which had been sethim. He voted originally for 
the passage of the bill. He was. not satisfied, at 
‘the time, as to the wishes of his constituents upon 
the subject. He had to rely upon the evidence be- 
fore him, in the shape of memorials addressed to 
this House—upon ‘private letters received by him- 
self and othcrs--upon conversations with gentle- 
men who were at the seat of Government, from 
his State, at the extra session. From all these 
sources, the overpowering evidence was, that the 
‘peopleof his State desired the passage of the law, 
and he voted for it. Before the Jaw went into ope- 

- ration, however, he became satisfied that the same 
people desired its repeal; he therefore voted in ac- 
cordance with their wishes, Recently, the subject 
had not been agitaied; but he had seen the good 
‘effects of the law; it was a measure of justice, sent 
in mercy to a whole people, groaning beneath the 

` iron rod of heartless power, and struggling, amidst 
the deepest and most gloomy reverses of fortune, 
to subsist those whom nature had made dependent 
upon their labor. Then, upon his own responsi- 
bility, he should vote against the repeal. Further, 
he should so vote upon every incidental motion as 
would most certainly tend to defeat that repeal, 
And if, as it had been said, it was an object of great 

- desire to the Democratic party to reserve to a 
Democratic Congress the honor of repealing the 
law, he would, by his votes, help to give them an 

. Opportunity. Then we should see whether they 
would repeal the law, or retain it; whether they 
would modify it; and whether, since they have de- 
clared:itto-be unconstitutional, they would attempt, 
by their legislation, to set up debts which they now 


He tells us that he vo-- 
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them nave a fair sweep; and let us see. how far 
they‘will verify,-by their acts, what they have said 
tothe people. _ E 

Mr. M. saidhe had been very much amuséd at 
the confession of sins which was now going on 
with the Democracy. Whether conscience was 
pricking, or concealment was no longer necessary, 
he pretended not to say. . The gentleman from 
New York [Mr.- Bowne]. had said that he was an 
old Federalist, but as soon as hejudged for himself 
he became a Democrat. Mr. M. thought it was no 
great effort of judgment to lead a volary of Fed- 
eralism to Democracy: the dividing line between 
the two had never yet been defined. The gentle- 
man said thatif proscription was to cut off or repel 
aman from the. Democratic party because he was 
a Federalist, many who were now in their ranks 
would have -no farther place here. This was a 
candid and a true confession; and if a political 
confessor were appointed, it would be a difficult 
matter to divine the time of his duration in office, 
if he but listened for a moment to the confession 
of each Democrat who had the same sin upon his 
shoulders which the gentleman admitted was on 
his own. 

Mr. M. had sometimes been at a loss to account 
for the great zeal of the gentleman [Mr. Bowne] in 
behalf of the cause of Democracy. If he isa 
penitent. at the footstool of political mercy, and if, 
by shifting from Federalismto Democracy, he has 
found (or thinks he has found) a political regen- 
erating grace, it may be that to the maxim, that 
“new converts are always the most zealous,” is to 
be attributed his fiery zeal. But Mr, M. had like- 
wise heard it said, that the most “zealous converts” 
were not always the most radically reformed. The 
gentleman might still be under a delusion as to his 
conversion, and as to the probabilities of conver- 
sion at all for one who occupies his place. But, 
be this as it may—whether the gentleman be re- 
formed or not—whether it be in fancy or in fact— 
judging of the past by the present, if the past was 
as bad with him, proportionably, as the present 
seems to be, let no man who seeks political refor- 
mation ever cease from the struggle to acquire it; 
for, looking upon the gentleman’s present condi- 
tion as improved, 1 feel that, in the most perfect 
respect to him, I may say to others, go on— 

“For while the lamp holds out to burn, 

The vilest sinner may return.” 
But, turning from the gentleman and his faith, I 
desire to say something of the auction sale, which 
is the subject of a speculation. My friend from 
Indiana [Mr. Tompson] expressed the opinion 
that the article offered was damaged, and there 
would be no bidders. I thought then, and yet 
think, he was mistaken. The thing is damaged, 
beyond doubt; but the Democracy, rather than be 
without power, would bid for and use any article, 
however badly damaged; and, in the sequel, we 
shall see that their too free use of a damaged com- 
modity has resulted in damaging them. The gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts. [Mr. Cusuine] was too 
old a dealer in politics—was too skilfuland provi- 
dent—not to know the value of the article to be sold. 
He knew the character of the bidders too wel]!— 
their necessities and dispositions—to hazard his ob- 
ject. He stood behind the screen; he saw those 
who pulled the wires; he knew the suppliants for 
Executive favor; he held his notes in his pocket, 
and saw and knew all the motives to action—who 
must act, when they must. act, and how; he saw 
over the entire ground, and knew the stations of 
his men. 

The result has shown that he was not mistaken. 
Never did auctioneer ply his bidders so well be- 
fore; never did bidders respond more kindly be- 
foreg True, there was some little squeamishness 
at first—some little restlessness; but this was natu- 
ra}, and to be expected, when the business had been 
so suddenly and publicly thrown uponthem, All 
seemed to like Mr. Tyler very well, he was quite 
an honest man; he had been badly served by the 
Whigs—a most rascally set of ingrates, who had 


put him in office, and then had refused to put their | 


heads down as stones on which he might step 
higher and longer. They did not like Daniel 
Webster and John.C. Spencer, however; but this 
was a secondary matter, they would support Mr. 
Tylers measures that were right, and they knew 
he would offer nothing that his conscience did 
not approve, unless seduced by Daniel Webster. 


- This wasthe maiden covness with which the De- 


mocracy began their bids; but, as an earnest that 


- gay: have been: uaconstitutionally discharged. Let | more would be granted, if enough had not been 
y s af bs 
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conceded, the auctioneer “was assured that the- De- 
mocracy would not dash themselves against the. 
“constitutional fact.” i ` 
As the auction has advanced, the: bidders. have. 
been. warmed up, and better terms-have been: offer- - 
ed. The gentleman [Mr. Bowne} comes up: fully - 
in public to the terms doubtlessly reserved: and:dic- 
tated in private. He says: Take Daniel: Web 
ster and John C. Spencer, with all their sins. upon 
them; receive them gladly and with open arms; 
and tells his brethren that if they are rejected for 
the sin of Federalism, measuring the same:justice: 
to others, they must force “thousands of other gen- 
tlemen” from their ranks. Dues not this looklike . 
bidding, and bidding freely, for the damaged: 
“thing?” . and would the gentleman [Mr. Cusuiné] | 
have opened this sale if he did not know that cif» 
cumstances would force the Democracy to show 
their loyalty here? Sir, this auction has been a. 
troublesome. ma:ter to the Democracy; it has driv- 
en them to assume positions, to show division, to 
disclose purposes, which they:had hoped: to ‘hide 
from the public eye. The Whigs have had: their 
day of adversity; offices and measures were swept. 
trom us, likesand. before the wind. This was @ 
day of rejoicing for the Democracy; they laughed 
at our adversities, and feasted upon the full harvest 
of Executive patronage; and, so long as the. Cap- 
tain-General was inthe dispensation of his favors, 
all was quiet and happy; so long as the war. was 
against the Whigs, not a sorrowful thought crossed 
their happy bosoms. But that war is over; the ene- 
my issupposed to be routed; and now the Captain 
begins to inquire, What share of the spoils is mine? 
What profit enuresto me? Who bids for the “con- 
stitutional fact,” against which I have dashed our 
common foe? There are in my family those who 
intend to be heard in thenext Presidential election. 
Who bids for my power? ee cae 
Sir, I may repeat, this auction has been a trouble- 
some matter for our opponents. Accustomed to. 
grief ourselves, we have more philosophy ‘in its. 
midst. We have looked upon the sorrows of our 
opponents with compassion, since the bright sun- 
shine of their hopes has been turned to the chilling 
damps of disappointment. We would that the. bit- 
ter cup could pass from them. We have seen that 
the hour of their dissolution has come, before they 
have yet entered upon the Elysian fields of their 
glory. But, who bids? is the’ hateful’ sound” that 
rings through their ears. Who. bids? is the. ac- 
cursed knell which foretells the hour of ‘their 
doom. a 
But, sir, a community of action islikely to beget 
a community of sympathy. The Democracy have 
been the soldiery with which Captain Tyler has 
waged his war upon the “friends he left behind 
him,” They have imbibed a love, as was natural, 
for their Captain, and the dispensation of many fa- 
vors—of good and substantial offices, a)l held at. his 
will—has not failed to impress upon these favorites, 
and their friends’ friends and relations, and. upon 
all who think that, by possibility, they might fall 
into the “line of safe precedents,” that the. Cap- 
tann has manly virtues, lofty genius, nokle daring; 
ani Dee 
“Who should be king but Charlie?” 
Besides, there are “buddings of disaffection” in the 
ranks of the Democracy, growing out of the suc- 
cession, as the gentleman [Mr. Cussina] very 
shrewdly told us. Differences between the North- 


„ern and the Southern house were far from any hope 


of speedy reconciliation. In the. mean ‘time; the 
“fact? was here and could not be surmounted. All 
these things had brought uncertainty into the ranks 
of the Democracy; and at this moment, so inoppor- 
tune for them, the President has snatched the ban- 
ner of the guard, and planted it in their midst. Who 
feels that they need my power? Who bids. for it? 
is the ready query that, like an-electric shock, 
thrills throughout their whole ranks; and bid, some 
one must. 

Now, sir, it is unnecessary: for any one to. dis- 
guise the fact that Mr, Tyler has divided. and bro- 
ken the ranks of the Democratic party: Their 
‘one and indivisible” front is a mass of chaos. 
Followers are flocking to his banner; and the lit- 
tle guard, once so insignificant, is now. quite an 
army of well-disposed affections, ifnot counted men; 
and allits recruitsaredrawn from the Democracy. 
The number, too, is greater than public opinion 
has allowed. The “givings out” of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Bowne] favored. this opin- 
ion; and, if Iam not mistaken, from the gentle- 
man’s speech of yesterday, [Mr. Wenuee,] he -has 
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no, special objection to fight under the banner 
of the. Captain, since he was going into private 
life... The position of the President now is.such, 
that:the Democracy dare not treat with neglect or 
contempt his overtures.’ They dare not refuse 
him audience. They must respond when he cries, 
Whobids? : 

“Phe: welcome of Daniel Webster and John C. 
Spencer: to the ranks of Democracy, by the gentle- 
man from New York, is no new idea in that party. 
It. has. before been thought of by them, and acted 
upon before; and all this parade before the coun- 
try by gentlemen, that they cannot receive them, 
nor the Administration with them, is but a feint, 
to operate upon. certain quarters and certain men, 
when, eventually, acting under the constraining 
will of the people, as pretended, they will be re- 
ceived into full fellowship, at least by one portion 
of the immaculate “one and indivisible” Democ- 
racy. 

Toroa reading a resolution adopted at a large 
meeting of Democrats in the State of Kentucky, 
at.which, the “Madisonian” says, the most influ- 
ential Democrats of the State attended, and that 
they are men not. surpassed for influence in that 
partyin the Wvion. Mr. M. read the following: 

“Resolved, That Daniel Webster and John C. 
Spencer, the brightest luminaries of the Whig sky, 
have, in their transit to Democracy, formed a halo 
of. glory around its principles.” 

H aughter, and cries of “Read that again.”} 

After this, let not my friends think that this Ad- 
ministration is without bidders, when it is put up 
forsale. The gentleman [Mr. Cusnine] knew all 
these facts, and knew, however damaged it was to 
thecountry, yet, for party purposes, it was highly 
valuable to the Democracy. Mr. Tyler, by his 
patronage, is omnipotent with that party. He has 

one what no other man, either in or out of the 
party, could do, He has not only carried his own 
strength into the ranks of the Democracy, but he 
has carried with him, and installed into his com- 
mand, Daniel Webster and John C. Spencer as his 
lieutenants; and the Democracy are rallying around 
them, while they “formed a halo of glory around 
its principles.” The Democracy will always bid 
at such a sale. What higher evidence can be 
wanting of the disposition to bid, irrespective of 
conditions, than this? And what better evidence 
ofan alliance, offensive as well as defensive, 
than that which makes old enemies “one and indi- 
visible” political associates? We shall see here- 
after if there is not still stronger evidence of alli- 
ance—one founded on a bid, and that bida bargain. 

But it may be asked if Mr. Tyler himself is, 
without difficulty, surrounded by so many new as- 
sociates and friends? It appears not; from indica- 
tions; it seems that there are false teachers in the 
household; that the bidders are themselves treach- 
erous; and, while they bargain for their loyalty, 
they are seeking to rob patronage of its power, and 
tosacrifice its dispenser to their selfishness, Treason 
seems to reign in the camp, and friendship is made 
the screen behind which perfidy perpetrates its 
deeds, 

I hold in my hand a letter said to have been writ- 
ten from the White House. It appeared in the 
New York Union,” the accredited organ in that 
city of the President, and would not have appeared 
there, urging such grave charges, uttering such 
melancholy complaints, aud speaking such despond- 


ing language, if there was no foundation for all,’ 


anda great many more causes of dissatisfaction 
than those detailed. Speaking of the President, it 
says: 


“The President is like a man who is walking 
over a straight road, and ever and anon some kind 
friend advises him to turn to the right or the left, or 
to go up that hill, or down that lane, intending to 
do him the favor, if they can get him out of the 
straight and honest path he has chosen, to strip 
him of his coat, waistcoat, and breeches.” 

Roars of laughter] 
~ Mr, M. continued. He hoped the gentleman 
from New York was not one of the number who 
were trying to get the President’s breeches. [Con- 
tinued laughter} What a melancholy picture 
does this tale unfold! How fearfully true is the 
treachery which it discloses! That the highest 
officer within the gift of a free people is subject to 
such associations; that he cannot trust himself 
to the counsel they may present; and that, 
under the flattering but deceitful profession of 
friendship, counsellors around. him advise to 
a policy not to subserve the public good, 
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but which, if adopted, selects their own selfish pur- 
poses as the only object to be attained, robs him 
of all ability to be useful, and makes him the de- 
graded tool.oftheir ambition! The language of 
this complaint is figurative, but the fact it discloses 
is real. Surely the President must feel that he 
reclines on tharns, when surrounded by a faction 
which has been collected through the patronage of 
power, and which will betray him as interest may 
dictate. ‘These are melancholy facts,to go down 
to posterity as evidence of the prostiiution of the 
present day. Well might the gentleman, [Mr. 
Cusnine,] knowing all these things—the profes- 
sions of friendship made, and the perfidy which 
was ready to betray confidence reposed—put up 
the Administration at auction; well might he seek 
to bring out before the public eye those who were 
its friends, that those who had sworn their loyalty 
in the recesses at the White House shoutd regis- 
ter their vows before the world—that the truefriends 
might be distinguished, and the robbers of coats 
and breeches expelled. But how could it be other- 
wise than that, when treachery had oncetainted its 
victim, the victim should perfect the treachery? 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Wetter] had 
said on yesterday that the President had been 
greatly annoyed and assailed by the Whigs who 
wanted office; that their “ voracious maws” not 
being satisfied, they had turned in wrath against 
him. Upon the subject of office, perhaps that 
gentleman would have done as well to have been 
silent. Ifreports be true, should that gentleman 
be not now most perfectly satisfied, he might incur 
the charge of having the insatiable appetite of a 
cormorant, But it seems that the thirst for office 
happens not to be confined to the Whigs alone. No 
doubt that there wasa great rush on their part as 
soon as they had been installed in power. Many 
honest and honorable men had been hurled from 
office, for no other reason than that they had an 
opinion of their own. They cameforward quickly 
to have the stigma wiped from their characters— 
which official tyranny had stamped upon them. 
Butit isa fact, whichis disgraceful to both parties, 
that too many of their members desire office for 
the gains which it brings tothem. But the Demo- 
crats seem to have much rapacity for office too, and 
have proved a source of great vexation at the 
White House. Thesame letter to which I before 
referred has this remark: 


“I am glad to find that. your Tyler cliques in 
New York are becoming more orderly and gov- 
ernable. I thought at one time, from their contin- 
ued rush to the Capitol, that a new party, under the 
name of ‘Want-lo-get-into-the-custom-house Party,’ 
would carry all before them; for there was no want 
of applicants for collectors, postmasters, marshals, 
navy agents, district attorneys, &c.; and, if the ap- 
plicants themselves were to be credited, those high 
functionaries were but sorry fellows at best. Al- 
though none has succeeded, or is likely to suc- 
ceed, yet ever and anon a poor ‘faint and wayworm 
traveller’ finds his way down here with his pockets 
full of letters of recommendation from the malcon- 
tents, representing you all to be without the capaci- 
ty or the inclination to do the least service to the 
President; and these denunciations generally end 
by the complainant’s asking for an office.” 


Then, it seems, continued Mr. M., that the Presi- 
dent is beleaguered by office hunters from the De- 
mocracy; and, when he places them in power 
around him, they fail not to consultall the artifices of 
their address to seduce him from an honest, straight- 
forward path, into private ways and by-paths, where 
they may practise upon him their arts of petit larce- 
ny, robbing him even of the slight habiliments 
which now serve to hide his nakedness. Bupwhat 
does this letter of complaintshow? Thatthere must 
be between the President and his followers a guid 
proquofor every favor asked, and every service 
rendered. Office is asked with the understanding 
that the “ability and capacity to serve the Presi- 
dent,” not the country, can be afforded; and office 
is granted, with the understanding that that “ability 
and capacity” are made effective in serving the 
President. What is this but a bargain—a contract 
—an agreement.to do a particular thing—between 
parties capable and willing to contract, and actuaily 
contracting, andthe performance under that con- 
tract of some service, which strips the transaction 
in law of that want of consideration which would 
render the agreement a nudum pactum? 

And what was that bargain to which the genile- 
man from Virginia [Mr. Wise] alluded, which he 
so bitterly denounced the other day as carrying on 
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its face a “damning suspicion?” The public never 
said that it amounted to more than an agreement 
for office for each of the parties. And what is the 
fact disclosed by this White House letter? That 
office is conferred upon those only who have the 
“ability and capacity” to serve the President; and 
those who receive offices must employ that “ability 
and capacity” in his service. 


This is the scene enacting behind the curtain at 
the White House; and forthwith the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Cusmne,] the accred- 
jted friend and counsellor of the President, comes 
upon this floor, in a debate upon the repeal of 
the. bankrupt law, uninduced by anything be- 
fore said, repeats what it seems had before been 
heard elsewhere in rehearsals, that the Admin- 
istration must have friends, and that it possessed 


-the means of rewarding them, and punishing foes. 


He tells us that the Whigs have been dashed to 
pieces against the President's “fixed fact.” This 
was punishment. He tells the Democrats that they 
will “not profit by experience,” and that they are 
dashing wildly against that same “fixed fact.” ‘This 
we all understand to mean the veto of the sub- 
treasury bill, whenever readopted. He had spoken 
of the “buddings of discontent” in. the Democratic 
party; that a prominent man would draw off one 
wing, and another man would draw off another 
wing of that party; that, in the next presidential 
election, there were those connected with the pres- 
ent Administration who intended soon to have a 
word to say; and that no one would make anything 
by indulging in ac‘‘fierce warfare against the Presi- 
dent;” that he held the veto power—something 
more omnipotent than mere patronage. Now, Eng- 
glish these sentiments, and what do they mean? 
That the patronage of the Executive will be thrown 
into the support of that candidate and his friends, 
and the veto power used for their advantage, whose 
friends and associates, possessing the ‘‘ability and 
capacity,” would render him (the President) the 
most effective service, and would not rob him of 
his coat, waistcoat, and breeches. Is there no inti- 
mation of a willingness to bargain for power in all 
this? No expectation of reward created for ser- 
vices rendered or to be rendered? No temptation 
to excite rivalry in devotion to the President? And 
what was the effect of this annunciation of purpose 
on the part of the President? The gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Kennepy] said that he would not bid: 
to have avowed such an intention would have been 
to expose and defeat his purpose; but he told the 
gentleman [Mr. Cusnins] that he, a Democrat, 
would not encounter the rod of punishment—the 
veto! The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WELLER] 
said that it was the high duty of every Democrat to 
support every act of the Administration as far as 
he could; and the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Bowns,] discarding all barriers, exhorts his associ- 
ates to take Mr. Tyler, his administration- Web- 
ster and Spencer-—-however deeply dyed in political 
sins—to take one and all, now and at once, without 
atonement, conditions, reservations, or stipulations—~ 
to take them freely, cheerfully, graciously; and to 
become with them, at once, “one and indivisible.” 
What call you all this? Is there no response here 
to the question, Where shall I find my friends? No 
cringing before the lash? No reaching after the 
reward? No manifestation of fear that the “fixed 
fact” was dangerous; that those connected with the 
Administration, who intended soon to have a word 
to say in the next presidential election, might not 
speak that word unfavorably; that certain “discon- 
tents” might not profit by that word; and no evi- 
dence of a belief that prudence dictated at once 
that all fears should be quelled, that a ‘fierce war- 
fare against the President” was not to be expected 
from a certain quarter? Does not all this squint 
most awfully at the fact, that the terms of sale, as 
stated, are ready to be embraced? Do not the bids 
fully cover the offer? And is there nothing like a 
bargain, an agreement, an undertaking, mutually 
todo and perform certain acts, for a mutual cons 
sideration? 

But the gentleman, no doubt, did look further, 
and to other terms than those he expressed, when 
he put this Administration up at auction. Possibly 
he tad other objects in view; and I will ask the 
gentleman if he did expect that at this sale any bids 
would be put in by the Whig party? 

[Mr. Cosnina (Mr. M. yielding the floor) said 
the gentleman from Georgia |Mr. Mertweraerj 
had repeated the remark several times made in this 
House, and to which he had sought an opportunity 
to reply, The gentleman desired Mr, C, to inform 
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him when he (Mr. oye put up the Administra- 
tion, if he expected the Whig party to bid? Mr. 
©. called on the gentleman, and on every member 
‘of this House, to put his finger on any part of his 
speech that authorized this imputation. [Laughter ] 
He denied that there was any foundation whatever 
for it; and he asked the gentleman from Georgia to 
select trom that speech a single sentence, it he 
could, which justified that imputation, which the 
gentleman himself would declare to the House to 
be unjust in principle, or untrue in fact?} 


Mr. Meriweruer resumed: The gentleman from 
Massachusetts was trying to play a Yankee trick 
upon him—answering his question by asking him 
another. The answer had in nowise been given to 
the interrogatory. Waiving, however, his right to 
jnsist upon an answer, the gentleman asks me to 
point to a single sentence of his remarks that 
‘would justify such an imputation. Mr. M, would 
poin! the gentleman to his whole speech for evi- 

ence to sustain the construction he and others 
had placed upon it. It was no objection to the 
fact, that one single sentence did not contain the 
proposition of sale; the whole speech was com- 
pounded of several propositions, each resting upon, 
and connecting with, theother. If this (Mr. C.’s) 
rule of interpretation were to apply, we might, for 
the same reason, reject some of the most important 
truths of the Bible. Mr. M. could understand 
nothing else from the gentleman’s remarks than the 
imputation which had been made. But I will inti- 
mate to the gentleman what I have before said to 
the House were the terms of his propositions, and 
leave him to contradict the facts as I state them: 
that he spoke of a “fixed fact” in the Federal Gov- 
ernment; of the President as that “fact,” that the 
Whig party had been dashed against it; that expe- 
rience did not serve to teach the Democratic party, 
and they were going to repeat thesame experiment; 
that “fact” was the veto power in the hands of the 
‘President; that in the Democratic ranks there were 
discontent and division in reference to the succes- 
sion; that some persons connected with the Admin- 
istration intended soon to have a word to say in 
the next Presidential election; and that the interest 
of no party would be advanced by a flerce attack 
upon the President, and he deemed it material to 
Þe frank upon that point now, Now, with these 
propositions, what other could follow, but that the 
‘Administration would elect in the use of its friend- 
ship, (which means the patronage of the Govern- 
ment and the exercise of the veto power,) to bestow 
“the one, and to use or withhold the other, as would 
subserve the interest of party friends? And who 
‘would be its friends, but those who sustained its 
measures, and were not “too furious” in their op- 
position to the President? And why talk of being 
frank in your statements, if nothing was meant by 
it~no agreement to be understood? Could lan- 
guage be plainer, or Jogic more clear, than that 
Which deduces this crowning proposition from such 
premises? And the bare statement of these propo- 
sitions had not failed of its effect. The gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Kennrpy] had promptly re- 
sponded to them, disclaiming any intention to bid: 
(and to have acknowledged it would have been too 
. Barefaced,) but assured the gentleman that the De- 
ymocracy would not encounter the “fixed fact” in 
their legislation at the incoming Congress; which 
wasto say, “declare your will, and we will execute 
it” But, as the gentleman now says he did not in- 
tend to sell, I suppose the sale is postponed for the 
present. (Laughter. ] 

[Mr. Cusuine (Mr. M. again yielding the floor 
for explanation) said that the gentleman had put to 
him a question which was based on the assumption 
that he(Mr. C.) had done a particular thing in this 
House. Mr. C. had replied, by contradicting the 
assumption and challenging proof, exhibiting de- 
monstration on that point; and the gentleman said 
that he had practised the Yankee mode of answer- 
ing a question by asking another. It was not so; 
Mr. C. had answered emphatically and fully, cov- 
ering the whole ground; and he now begged leave 
to ask the gentleman a question: Would the gentle- 
man be good enough to put his finger on a single 
sentence of that speech which, either as a Whig or 
Democrat, the gentleman would aver to be unjust 
in principle or untrue in fact? If he would, Mr. 
T. would pledge himself to show, by exhibition of 
the authority of some of the highest and best men 
that had lived in the United States since the Rev- 
olution, that propositions of the same tenor had 

~ pefore been made.] 
> Mr.M, resumed. He had referred the gentle- 
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man to his whole speech; he seemed unwilling to 
scan it; he referred him to it again; and when he 
shall have read it throughout, calmly and dispas- 
sionately, he would find more in it than he seems 
willing to admit now is there, and more than he 
ought ever to have put there. Even the gentleman 
from Virginia, [Mr. Wiss,] from the manner in 
which he had undertaken the other day to explain 
away the gentleman’s speech, had evinced an un- 
uliered conviction, that the construction placed 
upon the speech was not altogether foreign to its 
legitimate meaning. The gentleman says that he 
will show, upon the authority of the highest and 
best men of the country, that similar propositions 
have before been made. Mr. M. did not doubt this, 
Frequent charges had been made of similar com- 
binations, and public sentiment had condemned 
them. Does their recurrenee justify them? or does 
the knowledge of their existence by the “highest 
and best men” of the country give them a passport 
to our approval? or does the existence of like pro- 
positions negative the fact that those now being 
debated ever had an existence? He calls upon me 
to condemn any sentence of his speech as “unjust 
in principle or untrue in fact.” His isolated posi- 
tions, his individual propositions, may stand. The 
gentleman sees the drift of my remarks too well 
not to understand my attack to be upon his speech 
as a whole. I may or may not dissent from his 
propositions individually; that is not the issue I 
make. But depend them one upon another; con- 
nect them together, as he has connected them; de- 
duce from them, as he has deduced the conse- 
quence, the right of the President to wield the pa- 
tronage of his office andthe veto power for the 
building up or pulling down of parties, irrespective 
of the public welfare, and of throwing the influence 
and power of that patronage and of the velo, as 
freaks of friendship or hatred may come over 
him, to perpetuate or destroy political friends or 
opponents,—and I denounce the whole jointly, and 
each singly,in view of such connexion; and I point 
to each and every of them as untrue in fact, and 
grossly unjust in principle to the people, and de- 
structive ot every semblance of political right. 
But, Mr. Speaker, I have not yet learned whe- 
ther, at this auction, when it shall take place, it will 
be expected that the Whigs should bid or not? 
When I was interrupted, I was about entering upon 
the subject of Democratic difficulties. The gentle- 
man [Mr. Cusco] had spoken of disconteuts al- 
ready existing; of the intention of some connected 
with the Administration to have a word to say in 
the next clection. Mr. M. said that, doubtless, 
these divisions had been fully canvassed at the 
other end of the avenue. The letter from the 
White House, before referred io, alludes to this 
matter; and this allusion, and the identity of senti- 
ment expressed by the gentleman with the letter, 
while they show that what he has said was not the 
result of momentary excitement, but premeditated 
and spoken almost by authority, confirm to us that 
these dissensions in the Democratie ranks are the 
subject of speculation and calculation by the wire- 
workers at the President’s. Here is the reference: 


“Talking of the Presidency, I never saw Mr. 
Calhoun lock so well and so full of hope and ex- 
pectation. The Legislatures of South Carolina 
and Alabama have nominated him, and other 
States will follow. He is excessively uneasy and 
fretful about going into a national convention, for 
fear that Mr, Van Buren, being more dexterous 
with the cups and balls, will cheat him out ofa 
nomination; and in this respect he has grounds of 
apprehension. Mr, Van Buren in a convention is 
like a little fierce bull in an amphitheatre, and is 
sure to goreand toss ali the horses and riders who 
may come into the ring against him.” 


Here are some strong intimations of approaching 
difficulty; and while it comes up completely to the 
views as expressed by the gentleman, [Mr. Cusi- 
ING,] let us see if the concluding views do not 
cover the whole ground assumed by him. The 
letter continues: 


“There is absolutely nothing doing here, we may 
say, in the political world, and I am glad of it; 
because when the politicians lie on their oars, the 
country gains by it, Everything, of course, is in 
an unsettled state. Hf a storm is brewing between 
the Whigs, the Calhoun men, and the Van Buren 
men, the Administration have only to remain tran- 
quil until the hurricane blows over, and then take 
advantage of the times, If the people could only 
anhorse the leaders, no man would be so strong as 


John Tyler, because he is evidently gaining strength 
among the great body of the people.” ooo vod a8 

Can any one (continued Mr. M.) look. at: all 
these facts, and shut his eyes to the conviction that 
the gentleman’sspeech wasnot made without concert 
with others—without premeditationor design——with- 
out object? and, if not without object, what other 
than to. identify the Administration, for profit. or 
Joss, for better or worse, with some one of the con- 
tending factions of the “one.and indivisible Dem- 
ocratic parny?” oy reL 

The fact of division in that party is left unques- 
tioned. That Mr. Tyler has effected that division, 
and to a great extent, is undeniable. ‘The only re- 
maining question was, which portion of that party 
desired most to convert his influence to its use? 

The Northern wing of the Democracy had 
stepped forth boldly, bid freely, and anxiously 
sought to close the sale; but the Southern wing had 
not, as yet, been heard irom publicly, Rumor had 
blessed’ them with a greater share of executive 
favor, but yet they have not signified their inten- 
tion to bid or not. I should like to hear, from 
that division of the party before the debate closes. 


There is a great deal submitted to (said Mr. M.) 
in this hall, from parliamentary courtesy. There 
never was freer use made of this liberty than‘du- 
ring this debate. When it first began,a casual 
visiter would have supposed that the war waging 
by the Democrats was aimed sviely at the Whig 
party. While the fact of an open rupture was first 
developing itself, the effort to direct the quarre, 
against the Whigs was most desperate; and soundly 
were we whipped over the shoulders for the benefit 
of our opponents. Well, he did not know that 
he had much objection to this course. Mr. M. was 
opposed to making family jars publie spectacles. 

e was willing to take the castigation, if, in so 
doing, he could hide the wounds which family feuds 
had made, He would have been very willing to 
have covered up the divisions which existed in the 
ranks of his opponents; but this seemed now to be 
a hopeless matter, and they had themselves become 
careless and indifferent as to their exposure. The 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Kenneny] had tried 
very diligently to cover up all their difficulties; he 
thrust most desperately at us; said some hard things; 
appealed to old prejudices; spoke of our unworthi- 
ness, and the vast superiority of his own. friends, 
But all this would not do; there was no response; 
and in the bitterness of grief, ina moment of al- 
most frenzied sorrow, he bade us tostand aloof, and 
Jet their family quarrel alone. Mr. M. said he 
should abide the admonition, and leave the family 
to its tumults. The “cohesive principle,” which 
had hitherto bound them together, seemed too weak 
to preservethe Union. 


Mr, M. couldnot help thinking, when he heard 
such violent declamation from the other side, how 
unsubstantial it was, and how very deceptive it 
was to those who believed or thoughtthere would 
be aserious contest by the opposition in the next 
Presidential election. “The people abroad expected 
a warm and animated contest; but the resistance 
which would be presented seemed more like a 
shadow than a substance. The Democracy were 
united while the whole party warred against the 
Whigs; but now, when the selection is to be made 
who shall wear the robes, confusion and discord 
have scattered them abroad, and divided and broken 
their front. The heterogeneous mass has many 
candidates for the honor—some whose claims are 
growing very stale, and must now be canvassed or 
never; they present many aspirants to the people, 
but they will not be permitted to elect all, and they 
are too weak to elect any one. Division is among 
them, and is premonitory of defeat; if they are not 
counting it, why do they not rally and present their 
candidate? Ifihey can make a selection, why not 
meet at once and harmonize? But do they not fear 
a failure, and consequently a certain overthrow, 
by attempting a reconciliation, and not possessing 
the power to accomplish it? Is there to be a con- 
vention? Tt is said that there may bea fair con- 
vention of the party; if so, when and where is it to 
be held? The party doubtless have little hope of 
any united action, and, consequently, no hope of 
success in 1844. 

Although he was no prophet, he would predict, 
without the hazard of having that prediction cons 
demned by the reality, that, should the Democratic 
party present butone candidate forthe next Presiden- 
cy and Vice Presidency, that candidate for President 
would be Daniel Webster; and that candidate for 
the Vice Presidency would be John ©, Spencer } 


“APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Dec. 1 843 . 


Cowes+s-3p Sess. 


: And it was right that this should be so; for they 
tate thefirst men who ever placed a “halo of glory” 
*‘arotid the “principles” of that party. - The princi- 
a atitude demands it. >- - 
Mr. M; said,-as it: had occurred to him that the 
‘fepéal of the-bankrupt law was: at this time-before 
them; he. would make‘one or two remarks on ‘that 
“subject before he concluded. He should vote against 
` -the repeal, for two reasons. It had been said that, 
in’ the course of the operations of the law, many 
éreditors had been: made bankrupts by thedischarge 
oftheir ‘debtors, This was.a proposition that Mr, 
M: could not well understand; the note or obliga- 
tion, Of ‘an insolvent would go no further to pay a 
debt;* as assets, than that-ofa bankrupt; and he did 
Hot understand*how‘a creditor under the bankrupt 
law; getting a part of: his debt, was worse off than 
he was under the insolvent laws of the States, where 
he got nothing. It might be, however, that a eredi- 
tor had so arranged, through favor, relationship, 
reward, or the hope of it, or by a fraudulent agree- 
“ment with the debtor, to get his own claim satisfied, 
atid toi cover upthe rest of his property for his fu- 
‘ture: benefit, and to oust the weaker and smaller 
eréditors altogether; ànd that the bankrupt law, 
‘coming ‘in ‘to defeat such fraudulent combinations, 
“had placed all upon an equality, whereby this cred- 
itor .was made to share with others the insolvency 
sof ithe: debtor, and ‘his losses. thereby had proved 
“disastrous to him. Be this as it may, however, let 
the: law’be right or wrong in its origin, since it has 
-made victims. by its operation, the highest, no- 
blest; most enduring obligation of the Government 
is to: give ‘to: these victims its benefits, since they 
have unwittingly shared its injuries. 

“There was another reason why Mr. M. would 
not-now vote for the repeal. 
struggling to escape their embarrassments; and so 
longas the hope is held out that, should their efforts 
fail, still they may find relief under the just and wise 
provisions of this law, they will struggle on. But, 
agitate the repeal; give them nothing to hope for 
but the mercy of creditors; and they fly at once 
to the courts for relief, cease from all further cf- 
forts, and sink into despondency at once. Nothiog 
paraiyzes more the energies of man than the cheer- 
fess and annoying frowns of rapacious creditors. 
If you would render him useful to society, valu- 
able.to his friends, and even available to those 
creditors, you must open before him the bright 
field of hope; soothe the pangs of bitter sorrow 
and mortification; stimulate his energies by en- 
couragement; and do not conduct so towards him 
that’ he must feel at every moment the uplifted axe 
is about to descend upon him. It is the fear of 
this fatalaxe which isnow driving many into prem- 
‘ature bankruptcy, and filling the courts with ap- 
plications, Between. bankruptcy and the continued 
demand of the Shylock’s last pound of flesh, hu- 
man natare is. more than itself if it selects the 
heartless demand. Itis the encouragement which 
this law- holds out, that has nerved the energies of 
many an enterprising man, which has dissipated 
the dark cloud that overhung many a debtor, and 
opened to him a bright sunshine. It is this law 
which has stimulated enterprise, and, by well-di- 
rected efforts, has paid fully many debts which, 
‘without it, would have been discharged by ingol- 
veney; and, guided by the star of its bright hope, 
many an unfortunate debtor will yet fully indem- 
nify his creditors, and reserve to himself the means 
of comfortable subsistence in old age. Then, why 
should we rshly repeal it, and wither so many fond 
hopes, now budding into usefulness for society? 

ft is said that the law is unconstitutional. On 
that point Mr. M. would say but a word. It is said 
that. it impairs the obligation of contracts, and 
hence is unconstitutional, He believed nosuch thing. 
Every contract has been made, subject to the power 
of Congress to pass a uniform system of bankruptcy. 
The Constitution is the supreme Jaw of the land: 
that declares and defines the power; and whenever 
acontract has been made, it was in view of that 
“supreme law”—~as much so asif a law had been 
spread on your statute-book. If a contract had 
been made antecedent to the adoption of the Consti- 
tution, then this Jaw would be unconstitutional in 
its application to ¢haé contract. But such contracts 
alone could plead an exception; all others must sub- 
mit to it. 
act to the meaning of a “bankrupt law” as under- 
stood at the time of the adoption of the Constitution; 
and. we are carriedto England, to her bankrupt act 

| ‘then existing, for a definition of the term. Well, 


what do we find, when we Jook to that fountain of | 


Many men are now ` 


But it is said that we must confine our | 
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learning? Why, nothing more than that England 
had declared that her subjects, being unable to pay 
their debts, might surrender their effects and be dis- 
charged; and she limited this right to a favored 
few, whom she called traders, Now, said Mr. M., 
what isthe principle? Why, that a-surrender of as- 
sets entitles to a discharge. The individuals to 
whom the privilege applies is‘a question of expe- 
diency, and not of principle. “According to the 
assumption made, no law could be a bankrupt act, 
unless the whole English law, with its forms, pen- 
alies, rights, punishments, and machinery, were 
adopted by our own legislation. T'he argument 
carries its own refutation along with it, for no one 
would seriously contend that we had no discretion 
left as to the forms we might emplcy.. Exercise 
that discretion. for a moment, and the potent as- 
sumption is defeated. Mr. M. said that if evil had 
grown out of the law, all admitted good might 
come of it hereafter. Why, then, when youare 
about to reap its benefits, would you repeal it? 


SPEECH OF Mr. S. McROBERTS, 
OF ILLINOIS. 

In Senate, December 30, 1842, and January 9, 
1843,—On the title of the United States to the 
Territory of Oregon, and in favor of the bill for its 
occupation and settlement. 


The bill to authorize the adoption of measures 
for the occupation and settlement of the Territory of 
Oregon, and for extending certain portions of the 
laws over the same,” having been taken up, as in 
Committee of the Whole, the motion pending was 
to strike out the preamble to the bill, which is in 
these words: “Whereas the title of the United States 
to the Territory of Oregon is certain, and will not 
be abandoned” — 

Mr. McROBERTS addressed the Senate as fol- 
lows: 

I shall vote, Mr. President, against the motion to 
strike out the preamble to this bill. There is no 
great vitality in a preamble to any law; but the one 
before us expresses so clearly the rights of the peo- 
ple of the United States, that I preferit should stand 
as it is. But whether the preamble be retained in the 
bill or not, it is my purpose to-day to show that our 
title to the Oregon Territory is- certain, and to pre- 
sent those reasons which I hope may, to some ex- 
tent at least, induce our countrymen never to aban- 
don it. The citizens of my own Stale take a deep 
interest in this question; they have memorialized 
Congress repeatedly, for years past, to adopt efficient 
means for the settlement and occupation of the 
Oregon. The same spirit has long animated the 
entire population of the West. Nor is it confined 
to that great division of the Republic, but other 
States—I believe from all of them on this side of the 
Alleghanies, at some time or othea have petitions 
been received, urging this measure upon the atten- 
tion and consideration of Congress. So far, there- 
fore, as the public voice is concerned—a voice which 
is indispeusable in all great undertakings—we shall 
never be stronger than at present. We have the 
great element of national strength and power upon 
our side. These things all point to the eonclesion, 
that now is the time. 

Sir, there are other considerations—great and 
paramount considerations—connected with, and de- 
pendent upon, a determined and speedy action upon 
this bill. Have you counted the cost necessarily 
attendant upon delay? Have you weighed well the 
effect ofprocrastination? It is with States, as it is 
with individuals—iong continued neglect of your 
own rights when others are in their enjoyment, sole- 
ly because of such neglect, may ultimately prove 
fatal to those rights. We live in a stirring age; the 
wants of the human race increase with the augment- 
ation of its numbers, and such wants, when vacant 
territory is concerned, seldom ask many questions. 
Of one thing, sir, you may rest assured: if you re- 
fuse to take the necessary steps, and afford the neces 
saty protection, to cause the Oregon to be populated 
by your citizens, other nations will populate it for 
you. Already great numbers have gone there, who 
owe allegiance to other nations. They have asked 
no questions, and we have interposed no obstacle. 
The unsurpassed salubrity of the climate, and the 
fertile soil of the Oregon, its contiguity to the ocean, 
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and the facility to commerce with other portions of 
the globe, its fisheries, and furs, and its minerals, 
are temptations too inviting to be overlooked. These 
are the temptations which Nature offers to emigrants: 
to pass this bill is but to follow her dictates. To pass 
it now, will secure the advantages to yourown citi- 
zens, which, if neglected, will fall into other hands. 


That the questions connected with the Oregon 
should have remained for forty years unsettled, is, I 
think, very much to be regretted. - The mere fact 
of the delay has operated to retard individual exer- 
tion in the settlement and improvement of the coun- 
try. But this has not been the fault of any Presi- 
dent of the United States, or of the Government; for 
it has been urged on Congress from that quarter on 
various occasions and in various forms. Repeated 
efforts have been made to bring the questions with 
Great Britain in relation to the Oregon toan ami- 
cable adjustment, though hitherto without suecess. 
No other Government but that of Great Britain 
would have desired such’ delays.. In 1815, at the 
treaty of Ghent, an ‘admirable opportunity presented 
itselfto settle the question of boundary; but it was 
not acted upon. In 1818, our minister at London 
was specially instructed to press the final settlement 
of the question of boundary. It was so pressed, but 
nething definite could be obtained. Our minister 
proposed that the 49th parallel of latitude (which 
was the then established boundary) west to the 
Lake of the Woods, should be extended across the 
Rocky Mountains to the Pacific occan, and should 
be the permanent boundary; the north to belong to 
Great Britain, and the south to the United States, 
This the British Government refused. In 1826, the 
United States preposed a renewal of the discussion 
asto boundary. Myr, Gallatin and Mr Rush, our 
ministers, were instructed to propose (and accord- 
ingly made the proposition) that the 49th parallel 
of latitude, which was the boundary between the 
British possessions and the United States, west 
from the Lake of the Woods tothe Rocky Mountains, 
should be the permanent boundary, and be extended 
across the Rocky Mountains to the. Pacific ocean, 
This proposition, and by which the then adminis- 
tration proposed to surrender all claim of the United 
States between the 49th and 54th parallel of lat- 
titude, was refused by Great Britain. Her minis- 
ters, not content with five degrees of latitude on the 
Pacific ocean, which kad been offered them, pro- 
posed that the 49th parallel of latitude should be 
extended across the Rocky Mountains till it inter- 
sected the northern source of the Columbia river, 
and then proceed down the main channel to the sea. 
This, heing wholly inadmissible, was rejected; and 
the minister of the United States (Mr. Gallatin) in- 
formed the British Government that this Govern- 
ment was absolved from its offer to abide by the 
49th parallel of latitude, and would thereafter insist 
upon the whole territory to which it had just claim. 
Great Britain, however, acted in the. spirit of her 
accustomed policy; and one part of that policy is, 
that when its Government has in point of fact no 
strict right in a claim once set up, to effect delay— 
to procrastinate—to put off its adjustment; well 
knowing that weak pretensions have always been 
strengthened by that policy. We must cut the 
Gordian knot, and take possession; or Great Britain 
will accomplish all she desires, overrun the country 
with her people, and then with more plausibility 
urge her claim, upon the ground that she is bound 
to afford them protection. The convention which 
was made in 1818, and renewed in 1827, securing 
to her a joint occupancy with us, has been made by 
her subservient to this very result. Are we to have 
no end to these delays? Why is it that a distin- 
guished nobleman of England, (Lord Ashburton, ) 
who was sent to this country as a special minister, 
and, as was said, to settle, if possible, all disputes 
between the two countries, should have had no in- 
structions from the British ministry. upon this sub- 
ject? When the British Government had the right 
clearly on its side, there is notan instance on record 
where it sought for delay. Now, I am perfectly 
willing to allow that it is always proper to proceed 
deliberately; to see that we have the right on our 
side, when we are obliged to go into such matters. 
But what I do contend for is, that our right and 
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fille to the: territory claimed ‘by us (take from lati- 
`- tude 42 to 49 degrees north, for example) have:been 
. ‘Jéng'since so clearly ascertained, that we should not 
have’ admitted any pretence. for delay in its recogni- 


“ion, ‘Such would have been the course of Great 
Britain herself, had she the right and title we pos- 
_ $688. : am ; 

“Epropose to state briefly the grounds of our title, 
to show that it has been long since rendered plain 
‘and indubitable. I will try and present the subject 
in such ‘a manner that those who run may not only 
read; butcomprehend also. A cherished principle 
upon which our people have always acted, is first to 
investigate,‘ and be -certain that they are right; 
because, if either individuals or nations must quarrel, 
jt.is one of the cardinal laws of being, that— f 


“Thrice is he armed who hath his quarrel just.” 


Let us commence with the title which we derived 
from Spain; because it is to be remembered that, 
whatever of right Spain had to the N orthwést coast, 
either by discovery, occupancy, or purchase, has 
been transferred to us in the most enlarged and 
ample manner. 

Ist. From 1532 to 1540, several expeditions were 
fitted out under Spanish authority, and explored 
California and the coast to a considerable distance 

north of it. The commanders were Mazuela, Gri- 
jalva, Becera, and Ulloa. Their object was discovery, 
‘and to find what did not exist—a water communica- 
tion through to the Atlantic. 

In 1540, Coronado, by orders from the viceroy, 
made an important expedition by land in the interior 
north of New Mexico; and in 1543, Bartolome 
Ferrelo discovered Cape Blanco in 43 degrees north 

_ Jatitude. 

: 2d. It is established beyond all question, that in a 
voyage of discovery under the authority of Spain, in 
the year 1592, Juan De Fuca discovered and travers- 
_ed the straits which bear his name. The straits 
enter the land at 48 degrees north latitude, and ex- 
tend east 100 miles, and thence northwest 250 miles, 
into the Pacific again, in latitude 51 degrees; that 
“he remained twenty days in the straits, landed fre- 
‘quently, and traded with the natives. It further ap- 
‘pears that this voyage and discovery was made 
known to England by letters from Michael Lok, the 
English consul at Aleppo, to Lord Treasurer Cecil, 
‘and Sir Walter Raleigh. Spain, therefore, first dis- 
covered the country, and traversed it as far north as 
51 degrees north latitude, 251 years since, and 184 
years before the celebrated voyage of Captain Cook. 

3d. In 1602 and subsequent years, further and 
more extensive surveys were made of the coast by 
Corvan and Vizcaino, under the Spanish Government, 
extending north of its former possessions; and on 
the 16th of January 1608, Aguiler discovered the 
peautiful river Umqua, which is within our boundary, 
in latitude 44 degrees north. 

4th. Complete and authentic evidence exists that 
in August, 1774, Perez and Martinez, under Spanish 
authority, first discovered the Sound of Nootka be- 
tween latitude 49 and 50 degrees north. They 
called it San Lorenzo, (Humboldt, p. 331.) 
_ Sth, That equally conclusive evidence exists that 
Heceta, Ayala, and Quadra, Spanish officers and 
navigators, discovered the bay at or near the river 
Columbia. 

6th. That in these two years 1774 and 1775, the 
Northwest coast was explored by Perez and Marti- 
nez, Spanish navigators, as high as the 58th degree of 
north latitude. 

7th. That in pursuance of orders from the vice- 
roy of Mexico, then under the Government of Spain, 
Martinez, with two armed vessels, took possession of 
Nootka on the 6th of May 1789; and it is affirmed 
in Greenhow’s compilation, upon full examination, 
that, “before the arrival of the Spanish commander 
Martinez at Nootka, in May 1789, no settlement, 

“factory, or commercial or military establishment 
whatever, had been founded, or even attempted; and 
no jurisdiction had been exercised by the subjects or 
authorities of any civilized nation in any part of 
America bordering upon the Pacific, between Port 
San Francisco and Prince W illiam’s Sound.” The 
first’ being in latitude 87 degrees north, and the 

_ second in latitude 60 degrees. 

Such are the prominent points showing the rights 
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coast, founded upon dis- 


of Spain to the Northwest 
Now, the United. States 


covery and occupancy. 


- have become the successors of Spain, and every right 


she had, according to the law of nations belongs to 
us. By the treaty of February 10,1763, between 


Great Britain, France, and Spain, England was con- 


firmed in her possession.to the French provinces on 
the St, Lawrence, and she relinquished all claim to 
territory beyond. the Mississippi. Spain acquired 
Louisiana from France the 3d of November, 1762, 
and held it until October 1, 1800; „she then retro- 
ceded it to France—‘“the same in éxtent as it now 
is in the hands of Spain, as it was when France 
formerly possessed it, and as it should be according to 
the treaties subsequently made between Spain and 
other nations.” Such is the language of the treaty. 

On the 30th of April, 1803, the First Consul of 
France (Bonaparte) ceded Louisiana to: the United 


States, in the language of the deed itself, “with all 


its rights and appurtenances, as fully and in the 
same manner as it had been acquired from Spain” 
in 1800. 


Whatever extent Louisiana possessed under either 
France or Spain, became the territory of the United 
States. The discovery by La Salle of the river St. 
Louis (now Mississippi) gave to France, according 
to the law of nations, the whole territory watered 
by it, or its tributary streams, not previously occupied 
by any other power. This extended Louisiana to 
the Rocky Mountains on the west, and up the main 
channel to its source. 

By the treaty of February 22, 1819, commonly 
called the Florida treaty, the boundary between the 
possessions of the United States and Spain was 
established at latitude 42 degrees north, extending 
from the head-waters of the Arkansas, west, to the 
Pacific ocean. And the third article of the treaty 
declares that “his Catholic Majesty cedes to the said 
United States all his rights, claims, and pretensions 
to any territories east and north of the said line; and 
for himself, his heirs and successors, renounces all 
claim to the said territories forever.” This is the 
treaty that perfects our rights; and by this sweeping 
clause invests the United States with every right, 
interest, or claim, which the Spanish monarchy 
possessed upon the shores of the Pacific. What her 
discoveries were, extending through a period of two 
hundred and fifty years, I have already shown. 


So much for our title to the Oregon, derived by 
treaty, through France and Spain. Let us now trace 
our own title, as founded upon discovery and occu- 
pancy by citizens and soldiers under the flag of the 
United States. 

The valuable commerce in furs and skins upon 
the shores of the Pacific induced enterprising mer- 
chants, shortly after the Revolution, to engage in 
that trade. 

On the 30th September, 1787, Captains Robert 
Gray and Jobn Kendrick sailed from Boston in the 
ships Washington and Columbia, for the Northwest 
coast. The Washington arrived at Nootka on the 
17th of September, 1788, and the Columbia the 
latter part of that month; at which place both vessels 
spent the winter. The next year Captain Gray 
discovered the strait.of Fuca, and passed up it fifty 
miles; and from information derived from the natives, 
hehad no doubt it communicated with the Pacific 
north of Nootka, at a place he had the year before 
called Pintard’s Sound. The furs collected by Gray 
and Kendrick they sold.in Canton. Gray returned 
to the United States, and Kendrick remained upon 
the coast. Gray shortly after again sailed for the 
Northwest coast, andon the 7th of May, 1792, he 
discovered a safe harbor in latitude 47 degrees north, 
and which, in honor of one of the owners of the ship, 
he called Bulfinch’s harbor. Gn the 11th of May, 
1792, he discovered the mouth of the Columbia, 
which he describes as being a broad and rapid river, 
the water of which was so perfectly fresh that the 
casks of the ship were filled within ten miles of the 
Pacific. He ascended the river twenty miles; he 
landed and examined the country, and remained 
there trading with the great number of natives that 
crowded round his ship in their canoes, until the 
20th of the month, when he sailed outinto the Pacific. 
He bestowed the name of his ship—the Columbia— 
upon the noble river, and called the promontory on 
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the notth Cape ‘Hancock, and that on the 
Cape Adams. ` 7 os. 
Such is the account given by Captain Gray hime. 


self of his discovery of the Columbia.’ ‘he material 


facts are recorded at length in the log-book of his ship, 
a-copy, of which hasbeen furnished by. Mr. Charles 
Bulfinch under oath. í SS 

The discovery ofthis great river of the Wes Con- 
stitutes an important era in the history of the'coyn- 


try. It opened a new channel of communication. 


from.the-ocean to the Rocky Mountains,and extend- 
ed, by means of its tributaries, tọ almost every part 
of one of the most fertile régions upon the~glohe. 
It contributed to secure to thé country, under whose 
flag the discovery was made, a title to the river, and 


- the magnificent territory which is watered by it. 


Since the Oregon Territory has begun tọ be: un- 
derstood and to be justly appreciated, the British 
Government, through its ministers, have; indylged 
in doubts—nay, in. denial—as to Mr.. Gray’spridr gi 
covery of the Columbia. In order that there. s 
be no misunderstanding, I will give the words of the 
British plenipotentiaries in their communication in 
1826, to Mr. Gallatin, our minister. 

They say that “Great Britain can show that,.in 
1788, (that is, four years before Gray entered the 
mouth of the Columbia-river,) Mr. Mears, alieuten- 
ant in the royal navy, who :had. been sent by the 
East India Company on a trading expedition, to the 
Northwest coast of America, had. already:minutely 
explored that coast from the 49th to the. 45th .de- 
gree of north latitude; had taken formal possession 
of the straits of De Fuca in the name of his sover- 
eign; had purchased land, trafficked, and ‘formed 
treaties with the natives; and had actually. entered 
the bay of the Columbia, to the northern headland, 
which he gave the name of Cape Disappointment. 
Dixon, Scott, Duncan, Strange, and other private 
British traders, had also visited these shores and 
countries several ycars before Gray; but the single 
example of Mears suffices to quash Gray’s claim.to 
prior discovery. To the other navigators. above 
mentioned, therefore, it is unnecessary to refer more 
particularly.” 

Let us proceed to examine the pretensions ‘of the 
British Government, as sct forth in the extraordina- 
ry passage here quoted. That Mr. Mears: should 
have minutely explored that coast—“minutely èx- 
plored” are the words—and yet not have discovered 
a river which is seven miles wide at the. mouth, 
would scem to be too great a tax upon the credulity 
of any one. That he should have entered the hay 
south of Cape Disappointment in 1788, and thereby 
furnished his Government any claim to. thé Colum- 
bia, would be equally incredible, when it is positive- 
ly proved that Heceta, a Spanish navigator, entered 
the same opening in 1775, and actually named the 
same Entrada de Heceta, and which is so represent- 
ed on the Spanish maps. That Mr. Mears, should 
have taken formal possession of the Strait of De 
Fuca, and that such act should be relied upon. as 
conferring any right, is equally wonderful-—especial- 
ly when it is remembered that the said straits had 
been discovered and navigated from one end to the 
other under Spanish authority, and therefore right- 
fully belonged to Spain for a period, at that time, of 
one hundred and ninety-six years. Captain Berke- 
ley, under Austrian colors, entered the Strait of De 
Fuca in the summer of 1'787, one year before Mears 
was there. Why did nothe claim it? Berkeley, 
finding it in the latitude, and answering the descrip- 
tion which De Fuca had given of it, and which ap- 
peared upon all the old maps, immediately bestowed 
upon it the name of its discoverer, and called it the 
Strait of Juan De Fuca.. Captain Gray, of the 
United States, landed at Nootka, (which is on-the 
island formed by this strait,) the 17th of September, 
1788; Captain Kendrick joined him during the same 
month; they built houses, traded with the natives, 
and spent the winter there. Gray sailed up this 
same strait fifty miles. The reason that Berkeley 
and Gray made no claim to the discovery of the 
Strait of Fuca is, because they knew what the ‘whole 
maritime world knew—that the merit belonged to 
another; and that the strait would forever bear the 
name of its rightful discoverer. ee 

“What discoveries were made by. Dixon, Scott 
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“Duncan, Strange, and other British traders, we are 
jnot-told;.and for a very good reason. Indeed, they 
.weem to be named only to fill up the back ground of 
“the ‘picture, as the sentence concludes by saying that 
‘the single example of Mears suffices to quash—yes, 


‘ guash is the word—Gray’s claim to the prior dis- 


“eovery:of the Columbia river. ° 

Now, it so happens that Ihave beforeme a. piece 
of evidence upon this subject, that cannot fail to be 
interesting to the Senate and the country. It is tes- 

- Uimony written at the time, with ell the frankness 
ofa gallant sailor—and that sailor, too, an officer of 
Great Britain. I read it here, to show how the as- 
sumed facts and conjured up arguments: of a British 
minister‘ to sustain a bad cause, and made out forty 
years after the date of the transaction, ‘are anni- 
hilated by the naked statement of a sailor, and he 
their own officer. 

I read from the second volume of the voyage of 
discovery of Captain George Vancouver to the north 
Pacific ocean in 1791-’92-—93-'94, 

Vancouver was in latitude 47° 37’, and says at 
page 41: 

“At four o'clock a sail was discovered to the west- 
ward, standing. in shore. This was a very great 
novelty, not having seen any. vessel but our own con- 
sort during the last eight months. She soon hoisted 
American colors, and fired a gun to leeward. At six 
we spoke her. She proved to be the ship Columbia, 
commanded by Mr. Robert Gray, belonging to Bos- 
ton. Having little doubt of his being the same 
person who had formerly commanded the sloop 
‘Washington, I desired he would bring to, and sent 
Mr. Puget and Mr. Menzies on board to acquire 
such information as might be serviceable in our fu- 
ture eperations. 


“Qn the return of the boat, we found our con- 
jectures had not been ill-grounded; that this was the 
same gentleman who had commanded the sloop 
‘Washington at the time we were informed. She had 

_ ‘made a very singular voyage behind Nootka. It was 
not a little remarkable, that, on our approach to this 
inland sea, (Strait of De Fuca,) we should fall in 
with the identical person who, it had been stated, 
had sailed through it. His relation differed, however, 
very materially from that published in England. 
He assured the officers that he had penetrated only 
fifty miles into the strait in question. 


“He (Captain Gray) likewise informed them of 
his having been off the mouth of a river, in latitude 
46° 10’, where the outset or reflux was so strong 
as to prevent his entering for nine days.” 


Page 58: “The river Mr. Gray mentioned should, 
from the latitude he assigned to it, have existence in 
the bay south of Cape Disappointment. This we 
passed on the forenoon of the 27th; and, as I then 
observed, if any inlet or river should be found, it 
must be a very intricate one, and inaccessible to 
vessels of our burden. Mr. Gray said he had been 
several days attempting to enter it. I was thorough- 
ly convinced, as were also most persons of observa- 
tion on board, that we could not possibly have passed 
any safe navigable opening, harbor, or place of 
security for shipping, on this coast, from Cape Men- 
docino to the promontory of Classat:’—that is, 
from 40° to47° 30’ north latitude, and extending a 
great distance both north and south of the Columbia. 

In the month of October following, when the wor- 

~ thy Captain Vancouver returned to Nootka, and saw 
Mr. Quadra, the Spanish commander, he changed his 
opinion upon the point that there was no such 
river as the Columbia, or no harbor on the coast 
for shipping. The 13th of October, at page 388 
vol. 2d, he uses this language: 

“The present re-established serenity (ot weather) 
encouraged me to hope I might be enabled, in our 
route to the southward, to re-examine the coast, and 
particularly a river and a harbor discovered by Mr. 
Gray, in the ship Columbia, between the 46th and 
47th degrees of latitude, of which Segor Quadra 
had favored me with asketch. For this purpose 
our course. was directed along shore to the eastward, 
which would afford an opportunity of examining 
the Spanish survey between Nootka and De Fuca’s 
straits.” 

This last passage contains three highly important 
admissions: 
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lst: That Mr. Gray had discovered the river 
Columbia. 7 a i 

.2d. That he had discovered a harbor (meaning 
Gray’s harbor) north ofthe river; and that both these 
discoveries had been made upon a coast where he 
(Vancouver) had declared, in April before, that no 
river, no harbor, or opening, existed. 

3d. That the Spaniards had previously made a 
survey of the coast from Nootka Sound to De Fu- 
ca’s straits. ` 

Accordingly, on the 16th of October, at page 393, 
we have the following order of Captain Vancouver: 

. “I directed Mr. Whidley, taking one of the Dis- 
covery’s boats, should proceed in the Dedalus to 
examine Gray’s harbor, said to be situated in lati- 
tude 46° 53’; whilst the Chatham and Discovery 
expléred the river Mr. Gray had discovered-in the 
latitude 46° 10/.” 


Page 395: “In the afternoon, when having neatly 
reached Cape Disappointment, which forms the north 
point of entrance into Columbia river, (so named by 
Mr. Gray,) I directed the Chatham to lead into it.” 

Sir, (said Mr. McR.,) was ever proof of the ex- 
istence of any fact more conclusive than that here 
exhibited—that Captain Gray was the first discoverer 
of the great river of the West? This old volume 
which I have found in the library contains the regular 
journal of daily entries, made by Captain Vancouver 
from April to October, 1792. The information fur- 
nished to him by Captain Gray, of the strait of 
Fuca, of Gray’s harbor, and of the Columbia river, 
is repeatedly mentioned. Captain Vancouver ob- 
jected, in April, that there was any such river or 
bay. Whenhe returned in October, and learned the 
particulars from Quadra, and reccived from hima 
diagram of both, he directs the bay to be examined 
by Whidley, and orders the other vessel to lead 
into the Columbia. He examines them, and admits 
that Gray was the discoverer. In the face of proof 
like this, is it not amazing that the British ministers 
in 1826 should declare to Mr. Gallatin that the dis- 
coveries of Mears suffice to “quash” Gray’s claim 
to prior discovery? 


The connected testimony of their own witness, 
entered in his daily journal, and detailed in all the 
simplicity of truth, is, of itself, sulficient to quash 
a thousand such claims as those of Mears. It does 
not only destroy all pretensions on the part of Mears, 
but it annihilates the arguments of the ministry in 
sustaining it. As long as that noble stream shall 
bear the rich commerce that is destined to float upon 
its bosom from the mountains to the sca, so long 
will this evidence hold up to the living world the 
name and character of its undoubted discoverer. 


There is another branch of this subject to be con- 
sidered, and which completes the view of our title 
to the country by discovery. Mr. Jefferson nom- 
inated on the llth January, 1803, Messrs. Livings- 
ton and Monroe to the Senate as ministers to nego- 
tiate for the purchase of Louisiana, On the 18th of 
that month, he recommended an appropriation for 
an ¢xpedition to the Pacific ocean. The 30th of 
April, 1803, the Louisiana treaty was signed; and 
on the 14th of May, 1804, Captains Lewis and 
Clarke entered the Missouri river on their western 
expedition. Ofthe importance of that expedition— 
of the privations and hardships which were en- 
dured in its performance—of the unrivalled intre- 
pidity, courage, and talent, displayed by its com- 
manders and the whole party, itis not now my pur- 
pose to speak. ‘These things are known, and fill up 
one of the most interesting and thrilling pages in 
our history. The expedition traversed the Missouri 
to its sources among the Stony Mountains, crossed 
them in latitude 47 degrees north, found the head 
waters of the Columbia, constructed catoes, and 
passed down the river; and on the 15th of Novem- 
ber, 1805,landed at Cape Hancock, upon the Pacific 
ocean. Lewis and Clarke and their party passed the 
winter at an encampment erected by them south of 
the Columbia, near itsmouth. They traded, hunted, 
and fished with the Indians, and on the 13th of 
March, 1806, started for the United-States. They 
followed the Columbia in their canoes to its falls, 
and thence travelled by land to the mountains. 
One party, under Captain Lewis, crossed the moun- 
tains directly east to the falls of the Missouri; while 
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the other party, under Captain Clarke, crossed south, 
to the sources of the Yellow Stone, and passed down. 
it toits mouth, where the parties were re-united, 
and on the 23d of September, 1806, arrived at Sc. 
Louis. This was the first instance in which the 
Oregon Territory and the Columbia river, from its 
source to its mouth, had ever been traversed by 
civilized man. The whole country on the route, 
for more than three thousand miles, was sublime 
wilderness. Lewis and Clarke were not men about 
whom posterity can err. They are of the number 
of those whose acts stand in high relief before the 
world, and whose. courage, self-command, and in- 
domitable perseverance awakened new impulses in 
the age in which God had placed them upon earth. 


The trip was undertaken by the Government for 
the avowed purpose of discovery; it was intended 
to accomplish an exploration of the Oregon Terri- 
tory from the Rocky Mountains to the Pacific ocean. 
It was intended to founda claim to that territory in 
virtue of such discovery, and in furtherance of our 
existing rights from the discovery of the mouth of 
the Columbia by Captain Gray. The notoriety of 
the expedition of Lewis and Clarke, and the pub- 
lication of their journal, were notice to the world of 
our purposes, and of the success of the expedition, 


Our enterprising citizens have traversed portions 
of the country on both sides of the Rocky Moun- 
tains often since, and as far south as the Mexican 
settlements. Emanuel Lisa, Hunt, Henry, and 
others of Missouri, could be named; and General 
Thomas James, of my own State. These noble 
men, though engaged in individual pursuits, ex- 
plored our remote possessions, and from their in- 
trepidity and talents made the name and character 
of their country respected in the remotest regions 
of the West. Their names are known among all 
the tribes, and by their exertions and sacrifices the 
rights of our country are engraved upon the moun- 
tains, 


In furtherance of the rights of the United States 
to Oregon, founded upon prior discovery, there was 
an occupancy of the country under our flag of great 
notoriety, and a subsequent act of the British Gov- 
ernment recognising our rights founded upon that 
occupancy. I refer to the establishment of Astoria, 
near the mouth of the Columbia. In 1810 the 
party left the United States, with the necessary mate- 
rial and men; part sailed from New York, and part 
crossed the country by land, and all met at the mouth 
of the Columbia in the spring of 1811. Astoria 
was established, houses and other buildings erected, 
gardens enclosed and cultivated, a vessel built and 
launched, and trading-posts located in the interior as 
high as the mouth of the Okanagan, which is four 
hundred miles up the Columbia. The party engaged 
in hunting and trapping, and carried on an extensive 
and lucrative trade with the natives. 'Pheir furs 
and skins they shipped to Canton. The proceeds 
were sent to the United States in silks, teas, and 
other products of the East India markets, 


The establishment at Astoria—though it encoun- 
tered some reverses, and especially inthe murder by 
the Indians of the crew ef the ship Tonquin (in 
which bloody affaiz, one of the crew, rather than suffer 
himself to be murdered by their hands, blew up the 
vessel, after the enemy had overpowered them,)-—the 
establishment, I say, notwithstanding its reverses, bade 
fair to be highly prosperous. It had the entire com- 
mand of the fur trade through the whole extent of 
the valley of the Columbia. It was the first perma- 
nent establishment ever made there. Arrangements 
at St. Petersburg had been made by it, forthe exclu- 
sive trade with the Russian settlements in the north 
Pacific. There was not one British subject in the 
territory. ‘The news of the war of 1812 was carried 
from Canada, by one of the Northwest Company, in 
1813, and communicated to the inhabitants of Asto- 
tia. He was also the bearer of intelligence thata 
naval force was on its way from England to take 
possession of the mouth of the Columbia. ‘The same 
ntelligence was reccived from other quarters. A 
fraudulent sale was then made of the furs and other 
property, to a party of the British Northwest Com- 
pany; and shortly after an English ship of war entered, 
the Columbia river, and took possession of the fort 
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and-buildings at Astoria, changed the name to Fort 
George, and hoisted the British flag. i 
. This was an act of public war. The place fell by 
belligerent capture. The property belonged to citi- 
zens of the United States, and was-under the pro- 
tection of our flag. England acquired no otherright 
than that which grew out of the laws of war. [have 
détailed the material facts of the transaction, in order 
to-show that England herself did not regard that 
capture as of any possession or territory of hers. 
Immediately after the treaty of Ghent, the United 
States demanded the restoration of Astoria, in pur- 
suance of the stipulations in the first article, which 
provided that all territory, places, and possessions, 
captured by one party from the other during the 
‘war, should be restored. 

Accordingly, after writing two letters denying our 
right to be restored to possession; and after an at- 
tempt to have the question referred to an umpire, 
which our Government refused; and after an armed 
vessel of the United States had actually sailed for 
the mouth of the Columbia, for the purpose of re- 
occupying Astoria, and finding that nothing would 
do but the restoration of the fort and property, the 
British Government surrendered it. 

The act of delivery is worth reading, to show 
the good taste in which that Government can do 
things, and also to show the unqualified terms in 
which the restoration was made. It isin these 
words: . 

“In obedience to the commands of his royal high- 
ness the Prince Regent, signified in a despatch from 
the right honorable the Earl Bathurst, addressed to 
the partners or agents of the Northwest Company, 
bearing date the 27th January, 1818, and in obe- 
dience to a subsequent order, dated the 26th of July, 
from W. H. Sherriff, Esq., captain of his Majesty’s 
ship Andromache, we, the undersigned, do, in con- 
formity to the first article of the treaty of Ghent, 
restore to the Government of the United States, 
through its agent, J. B. Provost, Esq., the settlement 
of Fort George onthe Columbia river. Given under 
our hands, in triplicate, at Fort George, (Columbia 
river,) this 6th day of October, 1818. 

F. HICKEY, 

Captain of HW. AL Ship Blossom. 
J. KEITH, 

Of the Northwest Company.” 


We were, therefore, restored to the possession of 
Astoria in the most ample manner; and the United 
States have been in the legal possession over since. 

In 1818 Lord Castlereagh admitted the full right 
of the Americans to be reinstated, and to be the 
party in possession while treating of title, By the 
conventional law of Europe, the consummation of 
the inchoate title gained by discovery is the forma- 
tion of settlements in the country discovered. This 
is a safe and well-settled rule; and we can justly say, 
that both by right of discovery, and by continued acts 
of ownership, as well as by the title derived through 
France and Spain, the United States, according to the 
settled law of nations, has a clear and undoubted 
right and title to the Territory of Oregon. 

< There is another branch of this subject to be con- 
sidered: It is as to the validity of the claim which 
England has made to that territory. I propose to 
state the nature of this claim, that it may be scen in 
connexion with the view I have presented of our 
own. The subject is one of great interest, and an 
examination of its merits cannot be uninteresting to 
the country. England places her claim upon the 
right of discovery, and upon a treaty with Spain 
dated in 1790. The first English navigator that is 
mentioned as conferring any claim is Sir Francis 
Drake. He sailed from Plymouth in 1577, and 
arrived in the Pacific the next year. England and 
Spain were at peace; but as soon as he arrived at 
‘the Spanish towns of Gautulco, Acapulco, and others 
in Mexico, he commenced a system of robbery upon 
their towns and ships, that was altogether new to the 
Spaniards. We do not know what his instructions 
were; but one thing is certain—that he meant to let 
the Spaniards know that there was such a man as 
Sir Francis Drake. He certainly created quite a 
sensation, for. the historian says that the bare men- 
„tion. of his name would horrify the people for a centu- 
ry. afterwards, - After he had thus amused himself, 


he sailed up the coast to 43 degrees north; and then 
returned to the coast at 38 degrees, repaired his ship, 
called the country New. Albion, accepted the crown 
from the natives in the name of her Majesty Queen 
Elizabeth, and arrived in England in 1580. The 
whole of the coast seen by Drake, so far as we can 
judge from ‘the evidence, had been explored under 
the authority of Spain thirty-six years ‘before, and 
several times within that period. 

Sir Thomas Cavendish next attempted the circum- 
navigation of the globe, in the list of English adven- 
turers. He does not appear to have seen as much 
of the coast as Drake had before him. 

The next name that appears in the list of English 
discoverers, is one that has been made immortal by 
his public services, and by the justice and excellence 
of his character. I mean the celebrated Captain 
Cook. England was anxious to ascertain whether 
there was or was not a northern passage by water 
connecting the Atlantic and Pacific oceans. She 
despatched ‘ships forth at purpose, at the same time, 
to the north Pacific, and to Baflin’s Bay. Captain 
Cook was selected to take charge of the expedition 
to the Pacific. 


He was instructed to fall in with the Northwest 
coast at latitude 45, to recruit his wood and water, 
and then to sail to latitude 65 degrees north, and 
there to begin his examination for “a water passage 
pointing towards Hudson or Baffin’s Bay.” Ifhe 
became convinced that no such communication ex- 
isted, he was to explore the seas north as far as he 
could. He was to take possession of such countrics 
as he might discover, that had not already been dis~ 
covered or visited by other European powers. He 
was not to touch upon any part of the Spanish do- 
minions, unless driven there by accident. He was 
to give no offence to the subjects of his Catholic 
Majesty or of Russia, but to treatthem with friend- 
ship. Such is the substance of Cook’s instructions. 
They clearly point out the objects of his voyage, and 
the views of the British Government. Cook sailed 
from England and reached the Northwest coast in 
1778. Hesaw Cape Blanco in latitude 43, and 
Cape Flattery in latitude 48. But he did not see 
the mouth of the Columbia, nor the strait of Fuca. 
The 29th of March, 1778, he anchored in Nootka 
Sound. He remained there four weeks, repairing 
his vessels, and trading with the Indians. He found 
they had weapons of iron, and ornaments of brass. 
One chief had two silver spoons of Spanish manu- 
facture. He saw Mount San Jacinto, which had 
been named four years before by Bodega, and Mount 
St. Elias, described in Bhering’s voyage. He con- 
tinued his examinations north, passed into the Arc- 
tic ocean, to the western extremity of America, and 
crossed over to Asia, naming the strait after Bhering, 
in honor of its first discoverer. He traced the coast 
of America to latitude 70 degrees 30 minutes north, 
when he had to return in consequence of the ice. 
He found no passage to the Atlantic, because none 
existed. he remainder of his history is known to 
the world. We visited the Russian settlement at 
Unalashka on his way to the south, and arrived at 
Owyhee, where, on the 16th of February, 1779, this 
gallant and generous man was murdered by savages. 

The examinations and surveys of Cook in the 
north Pacific are of imperishable value. They 
opened to the world a new theatre for entcrprise. 
But his instructions and the settled laws of nations 
prevented him from acquiring any rights by discov- 
ery to the Oregon Territory. His operations were 
directed to regions far north, and his discovery of 
the Capes Blanco and Flattery, and landing at Noot- 
ka, gave no right to England; for all these points had 
been previously seen and explored by Spanish navi- 
gators. Nootka Sound had been occupied by Perez 
in 1774, which was four years before Cook arrived. 
The subsequent navigators, Mears, Vancouver, and 
others, were nothing but trespassers upon the dis- 
coveries of Spain and of the United States. 

The next ground of title assumed by Great Brit- 
ain is founded upon a treaty with Spain. It is, 
therefore, necessary that we look into the provisions 
of that treaty. In 1826, upon the renewal of the 
discussion in regard to the Oregon between Great 
Britain and the United States, Mr. Huskisson and 
Mr. Addington, the ministers of Great Britain, in a 


| 
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communication to Mr. Gallatin, state their claim 
growing out of the Spanish treaty in these words: 


“Great Britain claims no exclusive: sovereignty 
over any portion of the territory on the Pacific, be- 
tween the 42d and 49th parallel of latitudé;. her. 
present claim-—not in respect to any part, but to the 
whole—is limited to a right of joint occupancy in 
common with’ other States, leaving the right of ex- 
clusive dominion in abeyance; and her pretensions 
tend to the mere maintenance of her own-rights, in 
resistance to the exclusive character of the preten- 
sions of the United States. 

“The rights of Great Britain are recorded and 
defined in the convention of 1790, (with Spain;)} 
they embrace the right to navigate the waters of 
those countries, to settle in and over any part of 
them, and to trade with the inhabitants and occupi- 
ers of the same, Itis admitted that the United 
States possess the same rights; but, beyond those 
rights, they possess none.” ee 

Here, then, we have not only the rights of Great 
Britain defined, but we are modestly told what are 
our rights. Her claim, it is said, is limited to aright 
of joint occupancy in common with other States. 
What other States? In 1826, did any other Gov- 
ernment but ours (except the claim she was put- 
ting forth) lay claim to it? Spain, France, and 
Russia, had all renounced to us, and the boundaries 
were established. And is England to decide. that 
the only right to Oregon, in favor of any Govem- 
ment, is a mere possessory one; and that it is a com- 
mon tight equally belonging to. other States? If 
so, it would seem that ourtreaties with France, Spain, 
and Russia, are to be abrogated; that our right to 
Oregon must be abandoned; and that, henceforth 
it is to be regarded asa country subject to the claim 
of any “other States” of the world. The avowal 
of doctrines so monstrous, and so wholly at. war with 
the settled law of nations, only proves the utter 
groundlessness of her claim. 


Let it be remembered that her ministers declared 
that “the rights of Great Britain are recorded and 
defined in the convention of 1790” with Spain. 
And then let us proceed to examine what.are the 
tights, the breadth and length of which are record- 
ed in that convention. Here is the fifth article, the . 
one upon which these supposed English rights are 
founded : 

“Art. 5. As well in the places which are to be 
restored to the British subjects by virtue of the first 
article, as in all other parts of the northwestern 
coast of North America, or of the islands adjacent, 
situate to the north of the coast already occupied 
by Spain, wherever the subjects of either of the two 
powers shall have made sottlements since the month 
of April, 1789, or shall hereafter make any, the sub- 
jects of the other shall have free access, and shall 
carry on their trade without any disturbance or moles- 
tation.” W 

Now, in what places, or upon what “parts” of 
the northwestern coast of North America, did this 
article operate? Is it upon the whole Northwest 
coast, or only upona part of it? The plainlanguage of 
the article furnishes the answer. It is upon’ the 
“parts of the northwestern coast, or of the islands 
adjacent, situate to the north of the coast already 
occupied by Spain, wherever the subjects of either 


| of the two powers shall have made settlements 


since the month of April, 1789.” And what parts of 


| the northwest coast of North America did the subjects 


of either Spain or England then occupy by settle- 
ments made after the month of April, 1789} It is 
proved beyond all doubt, that the only place upon 
which either Spanish or British subjects made set- 
tlements between the month of April, 1789, and the 
28th of October, 1790, the date of the convention, 


| was at Nootka Sound. ‘The testimony furnished by 


England and Spain, and the letters of Captain Gray 
and Joseph Ingraham, all concur in. proving this, 
Nootka was head-quarters. ‘The ships, after ob- 
taining their supply of furs, sailed from there directə 
ly to Canton. The language of the convention 
could not refer to the ancient southern settlements 
at California or San Francisco. The dispute had 
grown out of disturbancesat Nootka, upon the North- 
west coast. Spain occupied Nootka; so had Eng- 
land; the’ convention looked to that occupation, 


o 


‘Phe jomt: öecupanċy was not to ‘be'to: the south, 
but ‘exclusively north of the parts so occupied. 
And Nootka is in latitude 49° 404, which is two 
hundred. and forty miles north of the mouth of the 
Columbia river. ‘That convention, therefore, never 


gave to’ England the right to occupy a foot of terri- 


‘tory south of Nootka Sound. 
.~ ‘Bir, no part of the valley of.the Columbia. river 
-ås included in that treaty. And Mr. Huskisson and 


‘Mr. Addington, in stating that “the rights of Great’ 


Britain are recorded and defined in the convention 
“of 1790 with Spain,” have admitted that England 
has no rights whatever south of Nootka. - 

My. President, (said Mr. MecR.,) in this construc- 
tion of the treaty of 1'790, I am sustained by the high- 

est possible evidence. I am sustained by the author- 
ity of British statesmen, who supported-that treaty 
when Mr. Pitt brought it before Parliament. I read 
from :the 28th volume of Parliamentary History. 
The Duke of Montrose, who moved an address of 

thanks to his Majesty for having made the treaty, 
said : l 

“We are not only restored to Nootka, but, by an 
express stipulation, we may participate in a more 
northern settlement, if we should find at any time 
that a more northern situation would be preferable 
for the carrying on of the trade.” 

Mr. Dundas said: “At Nootka we have obtained 
a. specific right of settlement to trade and fish,” 
page 980, i 

Mr. Smith, another friend of the ministry, and 
who warmly supported the treaty, said: 

“The whole coast of Prince William’s Sound was 
free for us to settle on, no place being occupied 
there by a Spanish colony.” 

And where is Prince Williams Sound? Mr. McR, 
said, by turning to the map it appeared that it is situ- 
ated directly west of Mount St. Blias, in the 60th 
degree of north latitude, being nine hundred miles 
north of Columbia river. 

Hore we have the construction put upon the 
fieaty by its friends, that the right on the part of 
Great Britain to make settlements was to be to the 
north of Nootka. The same volume (said Mr. McR.) 
contains the opinions of members of Parliament who 
were opposed to the treaty. 

The celebrated Mr. Fox, of whose talents and 
sagacity I need not speak here, in the debate upon 
the convention, said: 

“Our right before was to settle in any part of South 
or Northwest America not fortified against us by 
previous occupancy; and we are now restricted to 
settle in certain places only, and under certain re- 
strictions.” Again, at page 996 he says: “ We had 
obtained an admission of our rights zo settle to the 
north; and even that we had not obtained with 

” clearness, as “Spanish settlements’ were the only 
mark of limits.” 


Lord North said: 

«Was it. not necessary to know the reasons for 
so vague a delineation of our rights in the North- 
western American seas, as the convention contained; 
and ofthe boon of Spain’s not colonizing beyond 
the most northern of her settlements!” 

The Marquis of Lansdowne said: 

“Asto the particular terms of the convention 
just concluded, it stipulated, with respect to Nootka 
Sound, what was either pernicious or trifling. It 
appearcd madness to think of colonies, after what 
had passed in North America.” 

‘The last remark, you perceive, is a very pointed 
one; and being made but nine years after the Revo- 
lution, its import was well understood. 

Sir, many members denounced the ministry, in 
terms of bitter reproach, because the treaty had not 
secured to them more of the Northwest coast, and 
because the British were restricted in their settle- 
ments to the territory north of Nootka, 


Lord Porchester said: 

“A conduct so absurd and pernicious, so desti- 
tute of all policy, the history cf nations cannot ex- 
hibit. Bullying so unprovoked, evaporating at 
length in a convention so unmeaning, confidence 
given so liberally, and so illy rewarded, never was 
paralleled. Did not the event, he asked, confirm 
the very general observation without doors, that we 
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| had a ministry who had- neither courage to make 


war; nor the skillto make peace?” 

And, sir, (said Mr. McR.,) this very subject of 
boundary, and the exclusion of the British traders 
fromthe country south of Nootka—that is, from 
the whole valley of the Columbia river—was pressed 
upon the ministry as a dereliction of duty, with all 
the strength and eloquence cf a most talented oppo- 
sition. This point was never denied by the minis- 
try or their fends. The treaty was defended on 
other grounds, and was adopted, with the admission 
of its friends, and the charge of its opponents, that 
the British right of joint occupancy with Spain 
was confined to the country north of Nootka Sound. 
And yet, sir, it was in this treaty—ay, this far- 


famed treaty—that, in 1826, Mr. Huskisson and Mr. 


Addington averred that “the rights of Great Britain 
are recorded and defined.” 


I take them at their word; and the history now 
exhibited, the concurrent testimony of its friends and 
opponents at the time of its adoption, together with 
the language of the treaty itself, all prove that it 
gave to Great Britain no right at allto any part of 
Oregon. We look to something higher than Nootka 
conventions for our title. It is based upon the first 
elements of national law,—upon prior discovery, 
upon occupancy, and upon deeds of purchase from 
France and Spain. 

T have now done with this branch of the subject 
—the question of title. It is one of great and tran- 
scendant importance to the whole community; for 
our people, who square their lives by a sense of jus- 
tice to others, only want to know what are their 
own rights, in order to defend and maintain them. 
And upon the views now presented of our indefeas- 
ible title to the Oregon Territory, Iam willing to 
abide the decision of the living, aud the judgment of 
posterity. 


The bill before us proposes— 

Ist. To. cause a line of posts, not to exceed five 
in number, to be established from our Western 
boundary to the mouth of the Columbia river. 

2d. To attach the Oregon to the Territory of 
Iowa, for judicial purposes; and to. appoint a judge 
and justices of the peace to administer the laws. 

3d. That Congress will hereafter provide for 
granting to cach inhabitant over eighteen years of 
age six hundred and forty acres of land, who shall 
“ultivate it five years; to the wife of each occupant, one 
hundred and sixty acres; and to the father, for each 
child he may have under eightcen years of age, or 
that may be born there within the five years, one 
hundred and sixty acres, 

These are the inducements which the bill pro- 
poses as an encouragement to emigrants. The 
honorable Senator from South Carolina [Mr, Car- 
noun] and the honorable Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Cnoarr] are of opinion that the pro- 
posed grants of land may come in conflict with one 
of our treaty stipulations, giving a right of joint 
occupancy to English subjects. Now I think that, 
upon a more full examination of the subject, the 
objection will be removed; and I believe I shall be 
abie to show that England has been permitting to be 
done precisely what we propose to do. The con- 
vention ef October 20, 1818, and extended by that 
of August 6, 1827, was intended for the purposes 
of hunting and trapping; the whole object was to 
preserve peace among men of the two nations, in 
pursuit offursand skins. The convention express- 
ly exempted the title to the country from its opera- 
tion. -We can, therefore, as well dispose of the title 
to the land, as though the convention had no exist 
ence. Upon this point there can be no doubt, 
Now, as to the propriety of doing it, we all know 


that the leading inducements to the formation of | 


that convention, which was to facilitate the collec- 
tion of furs and skins, has almost entirely ceased; 
and particularly in the country south of the Colum- 


bia, which is the best adapted to agricultural pur- | 


suits. 

The hunter has laid by his rifle and traps, and is 
cultivating the land for a subsistence. If our peo- 
ple go there, they must pursue the mechanics arts, 
or be cultivators of the soil—not hunters: And they 
will not go to Oregon, unless we make provision 
for them. Indeed, this donation is the most capital 
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feature of the bill, It will insure a vigorous and 


active population in the country, arid nothing ‘else 
will. Now T think my honorable friends will agree 
with me about title. 

Mr. Caruouy. I agree that the question of title 
is clear. g 

Mr. Cuoars expressed himself of the same opin- 
ion. 7 

Mr. McRonerts. We do not differ upon that 
point. ` 

Now the convention of 1818, creating the joint 
occupancy, by one of its provisions, can be annulled 
by giving twelve months’ notice. The passage ‘of 
this bill will induce the Executive to give the re- 
quired notice, or we can have it done by a joint-res- 
olution. Before our people can get to Oregon, the 
convention will be annulled; although it imposes no 
obligation incompatible with our right to pass this 
bill, But there are other reasons: the bill is a pledge 
that we will make provision for emigrants and set- 
tlers, though no grantis to be made under five years. 
This pledge to provide for cultivators of the soil 


could not, therefore, molest the British subjects in - 


any right of hunting, trapping, fishing, or farming, 
which was provided for or contemplated in the con- 
vention of 1818. ` 


Sir, (said Mr. McR.,) the British Government 
have been for ten years doing, or permitting to be 
done, precisely what we propose. Its subjects have 
already large farms in Oregon. One gentleman 
there in 1837, as we learn from a letter of one of 
the missionaries, raised 4,500 bushels of wheat, 
4,000 bushels peas, 1,700 bushels barley, 1,500 
bushels oats, and potatoes in proportion. He has 
750 cattle, 400 hogs, 200 horses, and a grist and 
saw mill of great value, and works one hundred 
hands, mostly Canadians. He has a garden of five 
acres (I quote from the printed letter) “stored with 
almost every species of vegetables, fruits, and flow- 
ers; among them figs, citrons, oranges, lemons, 
pomegranates, cotton plants, and all common fruits 
in the United States. Everything produces well. 
For some days our time was divided between visits 
to the farm, the mills, the herds, the dairy, the 
stores, the ships in. port, the school, &c. It, of 
course, gave us great satisfaction to witness these 
fruits of civilization, which we supposed our eyes had 
looked upon for the last time when we passed the 
ftontier line of our own land.” 


This is farming upon no ordinary scale. The es- 
tablishment.at Vancouver trades largely to the Sand- 
wich Islands in flour and sawed lumber. Both 
English and Americans have farms on the Walla- 
mett, And, sir, Great Britain is encouraging this 
policy, and declares that she will protect her sub- 
jects in this individual appropriation of the land. 
Mr. Huskisson and Mr. Addington, in 1826, ina 
despatch to our ministers, said: “In the interior of 
the territory in question, the subjects of Great Brit- 
ain have had for many yearsnumerous settlements and 
trading-posts. 
as the sole channel for the conveyance of their prod- 
uce to the British stations nearest to the sea, é&c. 
T'o the interests and establishments which British 
industry and enterprise have created, Great Britain 
owes protection; that protection will be given, both 
as regards settlement and freedom of trade and nav- 
igation.” This is all that is material in the state- 
ment. 


Sir, (said Mr. McR.,) what is this but an appro- 
priation of land! We allowed her a temporary 
right of joint occupancy with us; and under this, 
England encourages her subjects to settle and cul- 
tivate the land, erect farms and build mills, and then 


‘tells you that her subjects shall be protected in their 


settlements and establishments thus formed or to be 
formed. Is there any difference between such a 
declaration, and the pledge which we make to pro- 
vide for settlers in this bill? Insubstance, they are 
precisely the same. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts says that England might also make grants of 
land to her subjects, which might produce collisions 
between persons holding adjoining farms under 
different titles. This is the answer: England 
could make no grants where she had no title. “She 
might as well make grants upon the Potomac, as 
upon the Columbia. But this bill removes all tempt- 


And they navigate the Columbia’ 
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cation for such a procedure, by-conferring its privi- 


. leges upon all residents, whether they be of. Anglo- 
: American or European blood. England, therefore, 
could: have no cause of complaint, because such of 
‘her ‘subjects as may have built farms, and who see 
proper to remain in the country and become sub- 
ject-to our laws and jurisdiction, would be protected, 
and placed upon the footing of our own citizens. This 
‘matter has been thoroughly considered; and the pro- 
visions of the bill promising to make future provi- 
sionfor those who. have or may expend their labor 
or money in making farms, is founded in the highest 
principle of justice and philosophy. 

_ Sir, a sense of public duty requires immediate ac- 
tion, By our settled policy, we have placed a nu- 
merous Indian population upon our. Western borders, 
extending from Iowa to the line of Texas. ‘They are 
now at peace with us; but they are the shattered frag- 
‘ments of a hundred hostile tribes, and are composed 
of the very elements of war. _ Being on the frontier, 
‘they are liable to be influenced by those who have 
‘been, and again may become, inimical to us. I need 
not stop here to tell the Senate from what source 
‘all our Indian wars have proceeded, or whose hands 
first kindled the hostile fires; the world knows all 
this, for the history of itis written in blood. 

‘What plan could so effectually remove the tempta- 
tion to war. on -the part of those tribes, as also of the 
tribes ‘still more remote, as to have a population in 
their rear sufficient to overpower them? 

The natural clement of the Indian is war. He 
iş taught it from his mother’s lips in the wigwam, 
‘and sees it practised and cherished as the highest 
virtue of his tribe. We must counteract as far as 
‘possible this dangerous propensity of his being; we 
must remove the temptation; we must provide 
guards for protection; and the settlement of the Ore- 
gon with an efficient population would accomplish 
‘all this, and would create a moral power which, in 
time, would extinguish their war fires. 

: The Territory of Oregon, to which our right is in- 
disputable, extends from the 42d to the 49th degree 
‘ofnorth latitude, and from the Pacific ocean to our 
‘territory east of the Rocky Mountains. This com- 
prises a fertile region 700 miles wide at one extremi- 
ity, and 500 at the other, ranning through seven 
degrees of latitude, and embracing nearly two hun- 
dred millions of acres—enough to form three or four 
new States. Hitherto it might have been thought 
we had territory enough, and that for some genera- 
tions at least we would not have use for more.. But 
the late census, as well as those preceding, shows 
that we may count upon our population being 


doubled every twenty-three or four years. Here is 

the table showing our increase: 

In 1790 - 3 y - 3,929,827 

In 1800 - - - - 5,305,941 
_Intgl0 - - - - 7,239,814 
_Inis20.- 2 - 9,654,596 

In 1830 . - - - 12,866,020 

In 1840 - - - ~ 17,068,666 


By this ratiowe may expect to have a population 
of fifty-two millions in 1880, and at the close of the 
present century at least ninety-two millions. We 

„lay claim to nothing but what belongs to us by right. 
By the mode proposed in this bill, we can accom- 

. plish this without any reasonable ground of offence 
towards any other Government. We have toact for 
those who are to succeed us; and our neglect of their 
interests, at the critical moment when it is our duty 
to place them on a permanent foundation, will be 
wholly inexcusable. 

That duty is now to assert our rights—to extend 
our laws over the country—to encourage the oceu- 
pation of our own territory by our own citizens—to 
give them temporary protection in their emigration; 
and, in less than ten years, your hardy citizens trans- 
planted to this new section of our Union will be 
“able to defend and protect themselves. 

Sir, [want to see no more of this delay—no more 
procrastination. 

Po-morrow, and to morrow, and to-morrow, 
Creeps in its petty pace from day to day 

‘To the last syllable of recorded ume; 
Andall-your yesterdass have lighted men 

;.,, Kheroad to dusty death.” 

- : ‘The great interests of the country require. action— 
speedy and determined action; and I appeal to politi- 
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cal opporients as well.as friends to unite with us, and 


give an undivided support to this bill. Other nations 
will take warning by it. - 


‘Tf our right to Oregon can be settled only by war, 


then my constituents, and I believe the whole coun- . 


try, will unite with me in saying, Let it come. That 


. territory belongs to us,as I have this day demon- 
‘strated; and I hold it one of our highest national 


duties to assert that title, let what may come. Give 
us a decisive vote in both Houses of Congress. 
Unanimity upon the question is all that is now ne- 
cessary; it will settle it as effectually as the sword. 


SPEECH OF MR. WOODBURY, 


OF NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
In Senate, January 24, 1843—-On the Oregon bill. 

Mr. WOODBURY asked if no legislation had 
taken place as to the Territory of Iowa or Florida, 
whether a bill like this, in respect to them, could be 
deemed objectionabie? When our citizens had 
been plundered and murdered in numerous in- 
stances in a part of the country claimed to be our 
own, should we—would we--not protect them? All 
the bill proposed was, to do this; and he believed 
the Territory of Oregon tobe ours, as incontestably 
as that of Florida or Iowa. Thisbill merely inter- 
posed the shield of American legislation over 
Americans there, authorized forts for their safety, 
and held out promises of land to insure settlers, 
and supplies to our own forts and vessels. But 
there were objections to such a measure. If legiti- 
mate, they must arise from some doubts connected 
with our right to the territory, or with the expe- 
diency of legislation in this manner, and at the 
present moment. 

It will simplify the inquiry to see if there be 
any just ground for such doubts. He could not 
concede that there were. 

First, as to the right. Every Senator who has 
spoken on this question has either attempted to 
prove, or has conceded, our right to the soil and 
sovereignty ofthe Territory of Oregon, independ- 
ent of the treaties with England in 1818 and 1827. 
Who will now, in this chamber, deny or question 
that right? After the discovery by Captan Gray 
in 1788-9; after the cession to us of Louisiana in 
1803; after the explorations by Lewis and Clarke 
in 1805; after the occupation up to the war of 1812, 
and the restoration of the fort at the mouth of the 
Columbia in 1818 to this country; after the grant to 
us by Spain, in $819, of all her claims north of the 
42d degree of latitude; after the relinquishment to 
us, by Russia, ofall claim south of the 54th degree,—I 
ask if any one here is prepared to doubt our right? 
Ispeak in an American Congress, and to Ameri- 
can citizens; and do not propose to detain the Sen- 
ate by going into this branch of the question, as re- 
gards the old claims of either England or the rest 
of the world. She herself may feel some confi- 
dence in them; but she has admitted that, while 
she claims some rights there independent of, and 
prior to the treaties of 1818 and 1827, yet that they 
are subject to negotiation; and are to be exercised 
subordinate fo our possession, as well as our 
claims, 

Hence in 1818 (Feb. 14th) Mr. Rush says: (4th 
vol. Gales and Seaton’s State Papers, p. 853:) ‘It is 
proper, at this stage, to say that Lord Castlereagh 
admitted, in the most ample extent, our right to be 
reinstated, and to be the party in possession, while 
treating of the title.” 

Itis, then, manifest that, our rights being clear 
to ourselves, and our possession being admitied to 
be proper by England during any negotiation as to 
their title, independent of the treaties before named, 
we can properly pass this bill, and fully occupy the 
lerrilory, unless this would conflict with those trea- 
ties, fit would, far be it from me to urge the pas- 
sage ofthe bill, I would respect the faith of trea- 
ties as strongly as any one. How stands the case, 
then, under them? for no claims beyond those 
treaties exist in any other nation or power, which 
England can set upagainst this measure. So says 
Lyman, (Diplomatic Cor. p: 99.) So says Baylies, 
in his report to the House of Representatives in 
May, 1826. Nor do I acknowledge her guardian- 
ship over other nations to enforce their claims, if 
they possessed any. We have had quite too much 
of her professed championship for the rest of the 
world; and especially in respect to our keeping a 
squadron on the coast of Africa. 


“When we attempted to negotiate a treaty of com-. 


merce with the King of Siam, her agents on the 


‘time. 
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opposite side of the globe interposed there to thwart 
us. Pie at Muscat they intermeddled, and 
failed. - aay 

“When Mr. Monroe, in 1823, made his ‘noble 
declaration against any new colonization: by Euro- 
peans on this continent, again she interfered with 
that. If we shall hereafter attempt to hunt the 
seal, or chase whales on the coasts of the Antarctic 
continent, discovered by our enterprising vessels, I 
suppose we are again to be meddled with there. So 
be it; and so be its natural consequences in due 
But though in 1818 Russia and Spain may 
have had some claim to paris of the Territory of 
Oregon, they have both been since extinguished; 
and all those of France disappeared long ago, with 
the cession to us of Louisiana. 

Whose claims, then, but her own, does the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts [Mr. Cuoate] seem to ap- 
prehend she can interpose? No European power 
can have. any; and if the sovereigns of any. ‘of. the 
South Sea islands, or the Emperor. of Japan, have 
any, whose canoes or junks were ever blown on 
the Northwest coast, I believe they have not yet 
been hunted up by any of the indefatigable agents 
of British domination. 

Do I make these remarks in derogation of'-her 
right to take care of her own interests, and, at 
proper times and places, to enforce her own claims? 
On the contrary, I respect her the more for stand- 
ing by what belongs to herself; but abhor her of- 
ficiousness ia behalf of others, and the arrogant 
assumption, at times, (by herself, or others for her,) 
that she must dictate to the whole circle of civ» 
ilized mankind. 

Let us scrutinize, then, the origin and object of 
the treaties of 1818 and 1827, in order to see 
whether the present bill militates against the pro- 
visions of either of them. If it does not, even 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Cnoatz] 
avows a willingness to support it. 

Those treaties, it will be seen, originated in 
measures to adjust the commercial relations be- 
tween England and the United States, The first 
one (of which the other is but a prolongation) 
took place, not at the peace—seitling boundaries, 
extent of territories, jurisdiction, title to soil, pow- 
ers of government, and al) that;—but it was en- 
tered into some yearsafter; and as a second commer- 
cial convention with England since the peace. The 
other (in July 1815) related to the rights of trade in 
settled parts of the two countries-—and this, chiefly 
to the rights of fishing, hunting, and trading, in some 
unsettled parts of both countries: for one clause 
of it gives us access to acknowledged portions of. 
her seaboard at the northeast, to dry fish, until the 
country is setéled; while another—and that, the 
clause under consideration—secures to each, free 
and open access tothe Territory of Oregon for.ten 
years, evidently for objects of trade, the fisheries, 
and the chase. 

These are the main objects of the conven. 
tions, though some matters not technically com. 
mercial may be provided for in parts of them. 
That this article now in question is a com. 
mercial one, is to be inferred from the par- 
ticular Janguage, no less than the occasion and 
general object of the ueaty. The language is, 
not that the country: west of the Rocky Moun- 
tains shall belong, in its soil and sovereignty, to 
oth parties, or be governed jointly by them; but 
that “the same be free and open, for the term of 
ten years,” “to the vessels, citizens, and subjects of 
the two poWers.” The natural import of this is, 
hat neither party shall be excluded by the: other 
from fishing, hunting, and trading there, during 
hat period; but the same shall remain free and 
open to each, for such objects. 

So far from this having been intended to sus- 
pend or forbjd any sights of soil, or government, 
which either party might claim, or choose to ex- 
ercise, it proceeded expressly to provide “that this 
agreement is not to be construed to the prejudice of 
any claim which cither of the two coniracting par- 
tics may have io any part of the said country.” 

If the treaty meant merely to stipulate that the 
commerce in and over the country should be free 
and open—leaving the title to it, and the sov- 
ereignty over it, and its government, in the mean 
time, as it was, or might be. by virtue of other 
rights—then it is anatural arrangement, and not 
a novel one. Thus—io take a common case, for 
ilustration—had. we, by the other commercial 
treaty, as to the settled portions ‘of the two.coun- 
tries, made New York a free port, and open. to 
English subjecis,—is there any pretence that the 
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words free and open would have conferred on 
them any right of soil there, or any territorial au- 
thority? . z 
:© Many similar treaties apply merely to commer- 
cial intercourse; and that between England and 
. Russia, made in 1825, contains an example in 
point with the illustration just given. In the 8th 
article, it is provided that “the port of Gitka, or 
“Novo Archangelsk, shall be open to the commerce 
and vessels of British subjects, for the space of ten 
years? &c. But this, of course, could not affect 
the right of soil, or government. In other parts of 
that treaty, providing for mutual access to a certain 
tract of country, and with a view, doubtless, to 
‘shun any equivocal or doubtful expressions, it uses 
different language from our treaty, (but obviously 
with the same idea,) and says the parties “shall 
mutually be at liberty to frequent, without any hin- 
drance whatever, all,” &c., “for the purposes 
of fishing and trading with the natives.” And, 
where a stipulation is made to Jet either par- 
ty have power to colonize, or govern, it uses 
words different still, and speaks of making 
an “establishmen!”—and nol merely of the coun- 
try being free or open to vessels and subjects, 
or there being to both parties mere “liberty of com- 
merce.” So, in the treaty between us in Russia, in 
1824, similar language is employed—almost verb- 
atim, literatim. It also refers to the prevention 
‘of illicit trade, as the object of some of the provis- 
ions; and that was a prominent design in some of 
the articles in the Nootka Sound treaty of 1790-- 
which last treaty was the prolific source of all pro- 
visions of this character since. The difficulty in 
that case grew out of the persevering attempts by 
England to push her commerce into every nook of 
the habitable globe, and procure new markets for 
her manufactures, even at the expense of the colo- 
nial systems of Spain or France. 
Hence the message of the King of England, (28 
Par. Hist., p. 763,) asking for additional means to 
‘yesist the conduct of Spain in seizing her ships, 
speaks of it in a commercial view more than one 
of sovereignty. Hence, also, most of the articles 
“inthe Nootka Sound treaty relate to commerce, 
and provide new and stronger guards against 
illicit trade, wherever Spain had before occupied 
the country. They even push all British vessels 
“ten sea leagues trom any part-of the coast already 
occupied by Spain,” when three leagues is the 
usual distance. And the fifih article, whieh ro~- 
sembles and was the basis of our treaty of 1818, 
allowed new settlements only far north of Oregon, 
and then only in places not occupied before April, 
1789; and tothem, by whichever power made, “the 
subjects of the other shall have free access, and 
shallcarry on their trade without any disturbance 
or molestation. (See 28 Par, Flist, p.916) But this 
did not allow, nor mean to allow, each a title in 
the soil, or aright lo govern the country. It was 
intended to be access for trade, and trade 
alone. In short, the debates on that treaty speak 
of the controversy as being commercial in its ori- 
gin and bearing; and little seems to have been set- 
tled clearly by any part of the treaty, and nothing 
by this part of it, except the rights of trade. 
The similar arrangement between Russia and 
England is classed by McCulloch under the head 
of commercial treaties. Sometimes sach treaties 
go further, and regulate settlements. But then 
they use diflvrent and clear language, as before 
shown in the Russian treaties. So, by one article 
of the Nootka Sound convention, Qvhere, at the 
southern part of this continent, the parties were, un- 
der the treaty, expressly allowed to erect buildings 
in placesnot before occupied,) it is still carefully 
provided that they must be “for the purpose of their 
fishery,” and be mere “hats, or other temporary 
buildings, serving only for those purposes.” 
Under alike cantion in this treaty of 1818, in 
the article allowing us to dry fish on the unsettled 
sarts of British America at the northeast, clearly 
elonging to England, it is provided that, “so soon 
as the same, or any portion thereof, shall be settled, 
it shall not be Jawful for the said fishermen to dry 
or cure fish at such portion so settled, without 

revious agreement for such purpose with the in- 
nabitants,” &c. Tbus we see that, in noother trea- 
ty isthe right of settlement, or of soil, or of govern- 
ment, regulated without using explicit language to 
that effect, and language entirely different from 
that employed in our treaty of 1818: 

As another evidence that no intention existed ia 
the last instrument to grant or regulate any claim, 
or exercise of claim, to the title and the sovereign- l 
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ty, except to prevent them from being so-used. as 
to interfere with freedom of trade to both parties 
during the stipulated period, we have already cited 
the reservation in the treaty itself, that it should 
not-injure or prejudice such claim. : 
The reservation in the convention of 1827 is 
still stronger: It-is, that “nothing contained in 
this convention,” or in the third article.of that of 
1818, “shall be construed to impaif, or in any man- 
ner affect, the claims which either of the contract- 
ing parties may have to any part of the country 
westward of the Stony or Rocky Mountains.” 
But, if these treaties are to be construed to pre- 


vent us from taking possession of the country, ina | 


territorial point of view, which we claimed the 


right to before 1818, and which England herself i 


conceded, then it is manifest they are construed so 
as both to affect and impair our claim to the coun- 
try. They suspend it, interrupt it, and, for the 
time being, destroy it. 

In 1812, we were, by our citizens, in actual pos- 
session of a part of the country—with a fort and 
occupants at the mouth of the Columbia. After 
the war, and before this treaty, that fort was re- 
stored to us officially and formally, asa duty under 
the treaty of peace. Aud Lord Castlereagh, ina 
letier from Mr. Rush before cited, appears to have 
“admitted, in the most ample extent, our right to 
be reinstated, and to be the party in possession 
while treating of the title?” The occupants of the 
fort considered themselves there, not for sover- 
eignty, but for “commercial pursuits.” (See 4th 
vol, Gales & Seaton’s State Papers, page 856.) And 
they well understood the difference between that, 
and occupation for government, as they inquired 
whether they would be indemnified if they were 
ejected or disturbed “prior to the final decision of 
the right of sovereignty to the country between our 
respective Governments.” (State Papers, letter 
October 6, 1818.) This view also prevailed in 
England, as well as in Oregon, with the British 
ministry since, as well as before, the convention 
of October 20, 1818; for, in the negotiations which 
preceded the second convention, they proposedto ex- 
tend the time fifteen years, and to introduce provi- 
sions “that neither power should assume or exercise 
any right of sovereignty or dominion over any part 
of the country during that period.” (See Green- 
how’s Memoir, page 184.) But why this provision, 
if, under a fair construction of the old ones, both 
parties were restrained from exercising any such 
right?) Why this, ifthe treaty of 1818 was intend- 
ed to relate to other rights than those of trading, 
fishing, and hunting? If neither party could, in 
the opinion of England, exercise acts of sovereignty 
or dominion there, withont violating the stipulation 
in the treaty of ISIS, why wish to interpose a new 
provision to that effect?—and why did we reject it 


as we did, except under the conviction that of | 


right we could, at any time, extinguish Indian 
titles, colonize the country, establish forts, erect 
territorial governments, and grant lands, notwith- 
standing any provision in the treaty; taking care, 
however, while the treaty existed, to allow ail ihe 
freedom to trade, fish, and hunt, which it contem- 
plated? All we should have looked to then, and 
all we ought to losk to now, in acting on this sub- 
ject—being convinced of our right to act—would 
be the expediency and duty of settling the country, 
under the exigencies and demands of the whole 
case, 

Asa mere matier of right, then, under the treaty 
of 1818, the Oregon conid have been oceupied and 
governed by us the next day after that treaty was 
ratified, as wellasa year anda day afier we give 
notice, under the convention of 1827, to terminate 
the existing arrangements. 

Another circumstance, which has misled some 
as to the design and effect of that treaty, is the im- 
pression thatit provided, in terms, fora joint occu- 
pation or possession of the country; or that, at least, 
sach was its necessary operation. But we have 
already cited the arrangement, and seen that 
no such words as joint occupation, or joint pos- 
sesston, appear in either of the treaties; nor do 
they appear in any similar treaties which preceded 
or foliowel this with other nations, We have al- 
ready attempted to show, likewise, that the neces- 
sary and natural operation of ali these arrange- 
ments Was commercial, rather than territorial, We 
now go further, and maintain that a joint occupation 
or possession of a territory by two Governments, for 
purposes of title to the soil, or government, or sov- 
ereignty, is fuil of absurdities and peril. Must 
there be joint laws?-—joint judges!—joint grants?— 
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joint legislatures?—a joint executive? But, on 
the contrary, if the treaty is construed to admit both 
parties to freedom of trade, that is natural, com- 
mon, and practicable; and where nations mean to 
go further, and control possession, title, and sov- 
ereignty, they use different and clear words of 
that import. The misfortune has arisen fromem- 
ploying terms in speaking, not used in the treaties 
themselves, and not applicable to the transaction, 
and calculated to misiead as to the true extent of 
the arrangement. The analogy of twoparties hav- 
ing some concurrent rights in the fisheries of the 
grand banks, comes nearer to that of free trade, 
But even that is not joint occupation or joint pos- 
session; and thathas been found so difficult and 
dangerous in practice as to lead, in the end, usually 
to practical divisions. (28 Par. Debates, page 948.) 
Nor is a joint occupation or possession necessary to 
the enjoyment of free tradein any country. Unless a 
country is savage, or semi-barbarous, ambassadors 
and consuls, and especially the latter, are sufficient 
to protect it from within, without, any territorial 
rights. But-when avruder state of society prevent 
this, factories and forts answer as substitutes,’ But 
even those have nothing to do with the title to the 
soil, or the governing of the country, They are 
mere commercial securities. : 

While this treaty and its object were fresh in the 
councils of the country, this view of it must have 
prevailed with the Executive, or something tanta- 
mount; else President Monroe could never have 
recommended, as early as 1824, the actual erection 
of forts, and occupation ofthe territory. The idea 
that such a step violated the treaty of 1818 seems 
never to have been entertained by him—though 
the erection of a military fort by a Government 
isa much stronger act of sovereignty over a coun- 


try, than promising land; on which last provision . 


in this bill so much stress is now laid. But the bill 
which passed the House of Representatives in 1825, 
by a vote of two to one, provided also to extinguish 
900 square miles of Indian title; and. neither in 
that House, nor inthe Senate, where the bill was laid 
onthe table by a majority of only two, does any 
member appear to have dwelt on that as a violation 
of the treaty. 

The next year, Mr. Adams officially renewed the 
recommendation of his predecessor; and the able re- 
portsof Mr. Baylies, which followed, are directed en- 
tirely to the great importance of the territory, and 
our clear title to the soil and government of it, 
rather than to any apprehended objection by Eng- 
land under the treaty of 1818... These may all be 
deemed cotemporaneous constructions, fortifying 
the views entertained by myself, or at least favora- 
bie to the right to passa bill like this, without im- 
pugning any treaty stipulation, I have all these 
messages, reports, and speeches before me, though 
itis not deemed necessary now to detain the Sen- 
ate by reading quotations from them. But reasons 
of expediency operated then against the measure, 
in the view of one branch of Congress, though the 
conclusions of the other branch and of the Execu- 
tive were different. Some such reasons undoubt- 
edly still exist against it; but I think, on examina- 
tion, that most of the old reasons in this respect 
have lost much of their force, and that the balance 
will be found clearly in support of passing a bill 
like this at the present moment, 

The question, then, and the only remaining ques- 
tion which I shall. discuss, isthe expediency of 
exercising the rights we clearly possess, in the 
manner now proposed. 

The paramount reason for extending the opera- 
tion of our Jaws into that territory, is, in my view, 
the protection of our own citizens within its limits. 
They consist of settlers, traders, hunters, mariners, 
aud travellers. 5o far as regards us, they are now 
lawless and defenceless. Hundreds of them have 
with impunity been pillaged and murdered there 
within the last twenty years. But they are Ameri- 
can citizens no less than we—they are on Ameri- 
can soil no less than we—they are pursuing legal 
employments no less than we. Itseems to me, then, 
a burning disgrace to our institntions and character 
to leave them longer in this condition;.and it would 
be far more creditable to renounce the country for- 
ever, than allow it to remain in this disreputable 
position, and still be a portion of the American 
Onion. 

The reasons for forts there are of a like char- 
acter—proiection and security. At the mouth of 
the Columbia, they.are needed also for refuge to 
our whalemen and navy, when crippled by acci- 
dent onthe Western and Northwestern seas, The 
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interests of the fisheries and commerce are great 
in those regions, which. might thus be aided; but I 
shall not now fatigue the Senate by particulars as 
to their amount. : 

. The reasons for promises of land to settlers are 
alike cogent; For many are not likely to expose 
themselves and families at such an. immense dis- 
tance, and among barbarians, without peculiar in- 
ducements; and without more settlers obtained there 
by such inducements, supplies cannot be furnished 
to. the forts, nor to the vessels of the navy and our 
whalemen, without great additional expense. Plant 
forts and settlers there, and throw the shield of 
your laws not only over them, but.over the com- 
merce there; and an increase of our trade within 
the territory will likewise commence at once. 

Some of the islands of the Pacific are becoming 
civilized, and the authorities of one are this very 
winter knocking at our doors for a recognition of 
their independence. The coasts of China, too, 
are now opening to European, and I trust, Amer- 
ican enterprise; and both*of these circumstances, 
from the greater contiguity of the Northwest coast 
to them, will give new impulses to business in that 
‘region. | This is no sectional question. Our mer- 
chants are all directly or indirectly interested in 
this; our shipbuilders are interested; our fisher- 


men—our enterprising and emigrating farmersare . 


all interested, as well as our hunters and fur- 
dealers. 

Beside this, the character of the whole nation 
is implicated, if we do not protect the whites, and 
adopt this or some other course to introduce 
civilization among the Indians in that territory. 
We ought to improve the lot of those who are 
thus placed under. our national guardianship. If 
we claim the country, we must lake it with its 
aboriginal inhabitants. We cannot neglect them, 
and be justified to the moral judgment of the rest 
of mankind. We must try to teach them arts and 
letters. We must protect them, as well as our own 
people, from aggressions and outrages; such parts 
of their title as have not been fairly extinguished 
by individuals, we should amicably purchase from 
time to time, as we need it, and as they are willing 
to part with it. Our right, then, to the country be- 
ing clear—our right to pass a bill like this being 
clear, without any breach of treaties-~our interest 
todo it being clear—and our duty equally clear, 
as well as imperative—why halt? Why hesitate? 
An omission to act now, will throw distrust over 
thesincerity of our wholeclaim. The world,as well 
as England, may well infer that if, under all these 
circumstances, we longer delay to exercise our 
rights, to protect our interesis, and fulfil our du- 
ties, it must arise from some misgiving as to the 
validity of those rights. 

If we have not already slept over our claims 
quite a quarter of a century, it is certain we have 
not enforced them, A measure Jike this failed as 
long ago as 1825, by only two votes jn the Senate, 
though passing the other House by two to one. It 
failed at that time, apparently, not from doubts as 
to the title, but from motives of expediency. It is 
certain that all the leading objections on that 
score then, have since lessened or disappeared, 
The outrages committed there, and demanding the 
prompt application of our laws, have occurred 
since, in jar greater numbers. The encroach- 
ments and assumptions by English subjects there, 
have since multiplied tenfold. The importance 
of our fisheries and commerce in the Pacific to be 
aided there, has much enlarged since, beside the 
new prospects developing in China, ‘The popula- 
tion in the West has since approached nearer, so 
as toaid more readily in defence. Our ability to 
send out emigrants has nearly doubled; and last, 
though not least, the distance (which was by 
many considered so great as to prevent a repre- 

. sentation here, and to lead to a loss of all the capi- 
.taland people sent there) has almost vanished un- 
der the improvements since, in steam. The 4,700 
miles from the mouth of the Columbia to Wash- 
ington, which it was then urged was the distance, 
and would require all the time of a Representa- 
' tivéin Congress to travel over, leaving none for 
“legislation, could ere long probably be passed in 
: one or. two months, or in as short a period as the 
delegates from Louisiana and Mississippi once 
travelled to and from the seat of Government. 

But other and still more formidable difficulties 

: start up. ` Our occupation of the country, it is said, 
: may endanger peace with England. I reply—not 
égo; either necessarily or probably. Ihave already 

shown, that rightfully it cannot; and if not right- 
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fully, is it just or charitable to suppose her. more 
willing than ourselves to bring on a war wrong- 
fully? Does not-she need and wish the moral 
sanction of the world in her. movements, as much 
as we? But-it may be said, that though she will 
maké no complaint under the treaty, she may still 
fall back on her reserved and prior claims, like us, 
and resist our settlements and jurisdiction. So she 
may—so she always may to the end of time; and 
this argument will be as good against our legisla- 
tion half a century hence, as now; and in this way 
we never shall be able to iake any steps to enforce 
our rights. i 

If we give notice to abandon the treaty, our po- 
sition in regard to this argument will be no stronger. 
For then, as now, the prior reserved rights will 
startup, like the sown dragon’s teeth, into armed 
men. If this is tobe her course, delay, instead of 
proving useful, will increase the importance of the 
country and of the controversy. It was so with 
the contested boundary in the Northeast; and if a 
question is to be made as to the title, the sooner 
the better. But, in my view, it will not be her 
course to resort to violence; for, as before shown, 
she has admitted our right to be in possession of 
the country while negotiating. Let us, then, take 
possession. If that be complained of, negotiation 
follows. If unable thus to agree, let a third power 
arbitrate between us. If she refuse that, then we 
are in possession, and can defend it, and defend our 
rights against all encroachments, with such means 
as God and nature have endowed us with. Then, 
and not now, wiil be the time for larger expenses 
and more magnificent plans. Then, and rot now, 
I will consider of the 50,000 rifles to be sent 
there by the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Tappan.] 
Then, but not now, I will talk with my friend 
from Arkansas[Mr. Sevier] about bis railroad to 
the mouth of the Columbia. Then, but not now, 
I will calculate with the Senator from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. Camous] about the expense of supply- 
ing large armies and fleets in thal region by either 
power. 

Bat now, England has no right to complain of 
our possession, leaving her commerce free; nor any 
interest in declining negotiation or arbitration, if 
unable to agree amicably. What occasion, what 
sufficient inducement can she have to plunge into 
a hasty and bloody war with us, her best customer, 
for that naked and remote territory? As a hunt- 
ing-ground and trading-post for her Hudson Bay 
Company, which has been almost its only use to 
her heretofore, its importance becomes less yearly. 
Asan outlet to her sparse population, it is not want- 
ed, in addition to her millions of acres beside in 
both hemispheres and in all the zones—in the Can- 
adas, India, New Holland, New Zealand, and the 
West Indies. As a market for her manufactures, 
it is trifling, and will continue to be so till occu- 
pied by a white population. 

If she expends capital there, it will be without 
remuneration in the end likewise; as, in ime, the 
whole inevitably falls, (as the Senator before me re- 
marked,) like a ripe peach, into onr hands. 

We are its neighbors,and our institutions are more 
attractive, and the laws of colonization and empire 
and cenquest are fixed as those of the solar system; 
andshe, no more than any other nation, can claim 
an exemption from their destiny. 

But, though in favor of the present bill—on the 
ground of right, interest, and duty—yet, as before 
remarked, I should not deem it either our interest 
or duty to enlarge the measure now, as some sug- 
gest, and to incur any expenses not immediately 
demanded by the necessities of the case. 

In the present condition of the treasury—with a 
deficit of six to eight millions staring us in the 
face, on the Secretary’s own report. tor the next 
year and a half, if he redeems the temporary debt, 


as has been pledged and promised; and with ihe” 


prospect of a revenue still more diminished than 
he estimates, by two or three millions,—I surely 
would not run into any expenses not required by 
national duty and honor. But those thus required 
I would vote, at all hazards, and in all cases. Nor 
is it necessary that even the expense contemplated 
by this bill should be incurred, till a survey is made 
for the site of forts, and, if the Executive or Con- 
gress pleases, a notice given to end the treaty, and 
the stipulated time of a year finished, before ac- 
inally erecting them. ANH apprehensions of any 
pretence being made by England of a departure 
from the treaty, by adopting the measure in the 
bill, could thus be removed, and yet the bill pass. 
But I do not feel so much inclined to travel out of 
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the way to conciliate that haughty power by any 
over-caution, as some may. Nor do I justify my 
vote, however. easy it might be, by any of her 
previous laws or encroachments in respect to. this 
territory. On the contrary, I shall vote for it under 
a sense of duty towards our own territory, , our 
own citizens, and our great national interests, 
without any reference to foreign misbehavior or 
foreign menaces. I would not wish for hostilities, 
nor commit a wrong; but, in the path of doing 
right--armed strong in honesty—I would move on- 
ward, from my own impulses, my own feeling; 
and neither halt nor turn aside, from dread of 
wrong and violence by others. 

By such a course, under all the circumstances 
befure mentioned, there is much less real danger 
of national collision and war, than by keeping up 
such.a state of things as exists at present—two 
warlike nations, with numerous tribes of savages 
grouped together in one and the same country; 
two if not three sets of claims to territory and 
sovereignty; jealous, and vindictive, and rival sub- 
jects together 'in pursuit of the same game and 
trade; no territorial laws or magistrates; no bound- 
aries; weekly plunder and murder. ‘This is the 
worst possible condition, to last longer; and is un- 
worthy the civilization, prudence, and intelligence 
of either nation. 

Though our own people, in many quarters, are 
impatient to make a more secure lodgment within 
the territory, I do not entertain such fears from 
this, or the interests of many of the old and new 
States, as many do. Instead of the old States be- 
ing depopulated by it—or the new, as some seem 
to fear—the distance, dangers, and privations will 
make the progress of emigration slow, and rather 
relieve both the old and new States from some of 
the most restless of their population, than strip 
them either of much capital or industry. Many 
of our fathers came, originally, to the Atlantic 
coast, to better their condition; and our sons, going 
to the Pacifie from the same motive, will no more 
injure us than they injured their former homes, 
The emigration of the former here has not weake 
ened England, or France, or Germany; nor will 
that of the latter weaken us. Indeed, they will 
sti] remain on American soil; and the stars and 
stripes of our flag will still wave over them, it is 
hoped, to the end of time, ee ee ea 

Nor do I dread any danger to the Union, or the 
relative power of the East and West, or of the 
South and. North, by this measure. . I have no 
gorgeous and sudden hopes on_this subject. ‘The 
progress ofsettiements will not be rapid. The land 
bounty will, of course, be withdrawn the moment 
there is pupulation enough ‘there for safety and 
supplies. In the last century, our people have, to 
be sure, spread from Albany to St. Louis; and 
thence nearly to the western borders of Missouri 
and Towa. Buteven now our permanent settlers 
are six or seven hundred miles from the crest of 
the Rocky Mountains, and thousands of miles from 
the mouth of the Columbia. We are not Tartars 
enough to wander much faster or further than the 
axe and the plough can clear the way. And if, a 
half century or a century hence, it becomes a ques- 
tion—which I bope never will be the case—whe- 
ther the Union shall not protect all between the 
Atlantic and the Pacific, and where the division 
line shall be drawn, Lam not now to be deterred 
from a support of this bill by any fear that it may 
hasten that remote catastrophe, or throw’ the line 
west tothe Rocky Mountains, or the Mississippi, - 
or the AlleSanies; rather than south, to the Poto- 
mac, or elsewhere, between the South and the 
North. I go into no such speculations; nor am I 
fearful as to events so remote, and, it is believed, 
so improbable. ‘On the other hand, if really proba- 
ble in the natural conrse of civilization, it is vain 
for usto attempt to shun or delay them by such an 
impotent measure as neglecting longer to legislate 
suitably for our own terriiory, and the protection of 
our own subjects. p 


SPEECH OF MR. M. BROWN, 
OF TENNESSEE. 
In the House of Representatives, January 3, 1843—~ 
On the bill to repeal the bankrupt law. 

Mr. MILTON BROWN addressed the Chair 
as follows: 

Mr. Spraxer: It is neither my purpose nor desire 
to enter the wide field of general polities, unex- 
pectedly opened by this debate, but to confine my- 
self strictly tothe pending question of repeal. Nọ 
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law has ever: been more misrepresented or misun- 


derstood than the bankrupt law passed at the extra 
n, Provisions not contained in the law have 
ascribed to it; while those it does contain have 
Been so perverted and misrepresented as to make a 
false and delusive impression on the public mind. 
In ‘its enactments,.in its general provisions, and in 
its details, in its spiritand meaning, in its tenden- 
ciés, and in its practical influences upon the morals 
and general welfare of society, it has everywhere 
been misrepresented, and almost everywhere mis- 
 gnderstood.. its plain’ provisions, calculated and 
designed to protect the rights and advance’ the best 
interests ‘of both debtor and creditor, saving the 
former from oppression and the latter from fraud, 
have been represented as adverse to.all the best in- 
terests.of the community.. A thousand ‘popular 
prejudices have been most unjustly waked up, hav- 
ing no just foundation in the provisions of the law 
itself, but springing from a desire of politicians to 
operate on pending popular elections, This is to 
be regretted—deeply regretted—as calculated to 
mislead the popular mind, and prevent a fair and 
calm decision of the people. 
`- Before the late presidential election, both politi- 
eal parties professed themselves in favor of a bank- 
rupt law, and stood committed before the country 
for its passage. The proof of this’ is clear and 
positive, and is to be found in the recorded votes, 
the debates, and general history of the times. Gen- 
eral Harrison and Mr. Van Buren, the candidates 
of the respective parties for the Presidency, while 
in the Senate of the United States, had declared, 
by their votes and speeches, that they were in favor 
of the passage of a bankrupt law, with, only this 
difference: Mr. Van Buren thought it should em- 
brace merchants and traders only; while General 
Harrison contended that it ought equally and with- 
out distinction, to extend its benefits to all classes of 
society. Which of these plans is preferable, is not 
my purpose now to examine; certainly, however, 
jt: may be safely assumed that the plan advocated by 
Genéral Harrison was then, and is now, most con- 
formable to popular sentiment. Itis my sole pur- 
pose, at present, to show that both General Harri- 
son and Mr. Van Buren were the open and avowed 
advocates of a bankrupt law. r. Van Buren 
yad member of the committee that reported the 
pill of 1826; and, in his remarks in the Senate on 
that bill, avowed himself strongly in favor of a 
bankrupt law, and declared he was in its favor, (to 
use his own language,) “not only because he was 
satisfied thal a great proportion of his immediate 
constituents desired it, but because he believed their 
elaim-upon Congress, for the exercise of its con- 
stitutional powers in this respect, could be sustained 
on thé ground of policy as well as justice.” Mr, 
Van Buren, on the first vote taken, voted against 
the bill—-not on account of the general principle, 
but on account of a feature contained in it which 
he objected.to; but, on the other friends of the bill 
agreeing to remove this objection, he voted for the 
reconsideration, and. he and General Harrison, side 
by side, voted for the bill on the question of en- 
grossment for its final passage. 
_ Mr. Tyler and:Col. R. M. Johnson, the candi 
dates for the Vice Presidency, were also in favor 
of a bankrupt law, and have since reiterated their 
opinions—the former in a message lo Congress, 
the lauer in a published letter. With these can- 
didates for the Presidency and Vice Presidency, 
all avowedly and openly in favor of the passage of 
a bankrupt Jaw, did the respective political parties 
enter the contest which resulted in the Whig vic- 
tory of 1840. If the question was not fully dis- 
cussed before the people, it was because, both par- 
ties being in favor of the measure, it was not made 
a matier of controversy. Politicians, then, of all 
pattiesp saw wisdom, beauty, good policy, and hu- 
manity, in a bankrupt law. It was inscribed on 
every banner; and the unfortunate, and the friends 
of the unfortunate, (who were, and I hope now are, 
far more numerous than the unfortunate them- 
selves,) were told that, no difference where victory 
might perch, the passage of this measure, at least, 
was safe. 

But the proof that both parties in that contest 
were for a bankrapt law, and stood pledged for its 
passage, does not stop here, There is still behind 
clearer and more unanswerable evidence, not only 
that both parties were the avowed advocates of the 
measure, but showing, also, what were the princi- 
ples and proposed provisions of that measure. . For 
this I refer to the Congressional Globe and Appen- 


dix of 1840. Two bills, each providing for a uni- 1 


- form system of bankruptcy, were reported to the ~ 


Senate, emanating from the two political parties. 


Mr. Benton, speaking ‘of these two bills, (see Ap- - 


pendix to. Congréssional Globe, page 502,) said: 

“Three members’ of. the Judiciary. Committee 
have reported one bill; two members have reported 
another; and these two bills emanate from the two 
political parties which, under whatsoever names, 
have existed in this country for fifty years.” 

These two bills were reported, one by Mr. Clay- 
ton, of Whig.) the other by Mr. Wall, a leader of 
the Van Buren party. After giving his objections 


` to Mr. Clayton’s bill—objecting to it on the ground 


that it was, as he alleged, ‘partial and unequal, 
not extending its benefits alike to all, and limited 


‘to two years’ duration—Mr. Benton then turned 


to Mr. Wall's bill, and said: ; 

“The other (that is, Mr. Wall’s bill) is a gen- 
eral bill, looking to the rights of creditors as well 
as tothe relief of debtors—intended for the future 
as well as for the present and past—applicable to 
corporations as well as to persons—embracing: the 
compulsory as well as the voluntary feature-~and 
making provision for those who are not, as well 
as those who are, technically merchants and tra- 
ders.” 

Another prominent objection urged by Mr. Ben- 
ton against Mr. Clayton’s Whig bill, and reason 
why he preferred Mr. Wall’s Democratic bill, may 
be seen by the following extract of his speech: 

“There is to be (said Mr. Benton, referring to his 
objections to Mr. Clayton’s bill) a line of division 
between the debtors-—a horizontal] line; those above 
the line are to have relief--those below it are de- 
nied it. This results from the amount which the 
debtor must owe in order to entitle himself to the 
benefits of its provisions. The bill provides for 
an amount, and leaves the sum in blank. Will the 
reporter of the bill, said Mr. B., (addressing him- 
selfto Mr. Clayton of Delaware,) name the amount 
which it is proposed to insert? 

“Mr. Clayton said he had not been instructed to 
move a particular sum, but five hundred dollars 
had been mentioned in the committee. 


“Mr. B. continued. Five hundred dollars, That 
was the sum mentioned in the committee, and no 
other sum is mentioned here. Five hundred dol- 
lars must be considered, then, as the amount neces- 
sary to be owed, to entitle a person to the relief of 
thisact, Now, this is arbitrary and unequal; it 
cuts off the small dealers, the persons of little prop- 
erty, the laborers; itcuts them off from the benefit 
of the acl, and operates as an encouragement to 
people to go largely in debt, as the large debtors are 
to be relieved, and the small ones not.. It makes 
the act exclusively for large dealers; and this, con- 
trary to the principle of equality which is profess- 
ed in the bill, and without any foundation in reason 
and justice. The weight of debt is relative, not 
absolute. It depends on the amount of the debtor’s 
property, and not upon the amount of the debt. To 
one man, a debt of one hundred dollars is as much 
as a hundred thousand ora million is to another. 
To one man five hundred dollars isas much as 
five hundred thousand is to another; and, beyond 
question, the most numerous class of debtors in the 
United States are those who owe less than the min- 
imum proposed in this bill. But these small debt- 
ors, numerous as they are, are disregarded and 
overlooked by the bill. They are to work out their 
debts in sorrow and in misery, carrying their end- 
Jess load to the grave; while the dashers, the large 
debtors, clear out theirs by a declaration and sur- 
render.” 


Again: Mr. Benton said, speaking with refer- 
ence to the coming presidential election: 

“I do not think the present session the propitious 
one for beneficial action on this subject. Five hun- 
dred thousand voters, demanding the passage of a 
law on the eve of an election, must have an influ- 
ence on the hopes and fears of the lawgiver, as 
weil as on his judgment and conscience. Since 
they have waited so long, I should have preferred 
a delay of a few months more. Still, the subject 
is before us, and we are here; and Iam willing to 
act, and to do what I believe tobe my duty. fam 
ready to assist in framing an act which shall be 
general in its provisions, and just in its application; 
which shall do justice to the creditor as well as the 
debtor, which shall apply to trading and money- 
dealing corporations as well as to trading and mo- 
ney-dealing individuals, which shall be compulsory 
with regard to traders and dealers, whether natural 


or artificial; which shall be optional with respect 


to other classes of the community, and which shall 
distinguish between misfortune and misconduct.” 


Again, in another place, he adds: “The bill of 
the minority (Mr. Wall’s bill) furnishes the true 
basis for the enactment of a bankrupt system.” 


Now, Mr. Speaker, here is the direct testimony of 
Mr. Benton on two points: First, that Mr. Wall’s 
bill originated with, and emanated from, the Van 
Buren party, to which he and Mr. Wall belonged; 
and, second, that it furnished the true basis for the 
enactment of a bankrupt system. He says: 
“These two bills emanate from the two political 
parties, which, under whatsoever names, have ex- 
isted in this country for fifty years.” He also says 
that Mr. Wall’s bill, emanating from, and put forth 
to the country by the Van Buren party, furnished 
“the true basis forthe enactment of a bankruptsys- 
tem.” ` 

Now, sir, it is material, in tracing the standing 
of parties on this question, to know what were the 
Democratic features of this Democratic bill report- 
ed.by Mr. Wall, and held forth to the anxious hopes 
of a suffering country by ithe Van Buren party, 
during the pendency of the presidential electio i 
What were its features? Did it embrace the past 
as well as the future? Did it discharge contracts 
made before the passage of the law? Did it, in a 
word, contain any or all the provisions that. have 
been urged as objections to the law of the extra 
session? The original bill is now before me. Its 
provisions may be seen, and I invite investigation. 

t was reported in April preceding the presidential 
election, by Mr. Wall, as the organ of the minority 
of the Committee on the Judiciary, and is Senate 
bill No. 324. What does Mr, Wall himself say of 
this bill, which, according to the then opinions of 
that party, was the true basis for the enactment of 
Taua law? Mr, Wall says: (Appendix Globe, 
462: f 

“Itis intended to act both retrospectively and 
prospectively. Itlooks upon the past, not to con- 
demn, but io relieve. The whole land is strewed 
with the wrecks of bankruptcy, and we cannot look 
in any direction without perceiving the jetsam et 
flotsam of trade cast upon the; shores. All must 
admit the fact, however much they may disagree 
as to the causes, that the state of things has result- 
ed from the contractions and expansions of the cur- 
rency; and that the fluctuations growing out of it 
have impaired all business depending on prices, 
the hazards and vicissitudes incident to commerce 
and trade. ‘The best energies of the country have 
been paralyzed; the brightest visions of gain have 
disappeared; and the wisest and most prudent 
schemes, uniting public improvement with,indi- 
vidual interest, have perished, as if by magic, in 
the universal revulsion that has desolated the coun- 
try. This bill proposes to cast the mantle of ob- 
livion over the past conduct of the debtor, over his 
acts which may have been compelled, or the pref- 
erences which may have been extorted, in his vain 
struggles to prolong his existence in the marts of 
trade. All that it demands from the debtor who 
seeks its benefits, is, that he. should honestly surren- 
der what is left, however small, for thegeneral bèn- 
efit of his creditors.” ` 

Now, Mr. Speaker, with the lights thrown upon 
this subject by Mr. Benton and Mr. Wall, and with 
the bill itself before us, let us compare its features 
with the one passed at the extra session, against 
which so much prejudice has been excited; and, to 


‘effect this the more clearly, let us trace the leading 


objections raised to the bill passed at the extra ses- 
sion, and which have been seized upon to render it 
unpopular, 

_ The first and chief objection to that law has been 
its oe operalion= that is, its operation on 
contracts entered into prior to the passage of t 
law. Did Mr. Wals” bill C Are 
Mr. Benton and Mr. Wali settle this in the afirma- 
tive. Mr. Benton says “it was intended for the fu- 
ture, as well as the present and past” Mr. Wall 
says “it was intended to act both retrospectively 
and prospectively;” that it looked to “the past, not 
to condemn, but to relieve;” that it proposed ‘‘to 
cast the mantle of oblivion over the past conduct of 
the debtor;” and that all it demanded from the debtor 
was, “that he. should honestly surrender what is 
left, however small, for the general ‘benefit of his 
creditors.” 

It is certain, therefore, that this plan of a bank- 
rupt law, emanating from the Van Buren party, 
and promised to a suffering country, inthe event of 
the continuance of that party in power, did embrace 
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pasttransactions; it was designed.to wipe out ‘debts 
contracted before the passage of the law. : 

Itis ‘true that Mr. Benton. wasa little afraid.that 
sö many voters, who were unfortunately’ ruined, 
aid now demanding relief, might, on the eve of an 
election, have an undue influence on the’ “hopes 
and fears,” as well as the “judgment and: con- 
science” of the lawgiver; and he preferred, that as 
they had waited so long, and suffered so long, -they 
would‘wait on, and suffer on, until after they had 
. given their voles at the then approaching presiden- 
tial election. But after they had given their votes, 
and thè election was over, and the danger of the 
‘judgment and conscience” of the lawgiver being 
improperly influenced by the “hopes and fears” 
growing out of that election had passed, then these 
unfortunate men were to have relief. Yes, relief! 
And that, too, at the hands of the Van Buren 
party. Not relief from debts that might be con- 
tracted after the passage of the law; not from fu- 
ture debts—{or in this, these unfortunate men had no 
more concern than others; but from present and 
past contracts—from debts contracted before the 
passage ofthe law. And this promise to the unfor- 
tunate was not allowed to hang on general and 
vague: declarations; but the bill itself, Democratic 
in all its features, and emanating from the hands 
of the Van Buren party, was held up to the hope of 
those whose fortunes had been wasted by the sad 
reverses of the times, and who had nothing left 
but their good names, and their votes and in- 
fluence at the ballot-box. Mr. Benton even then 
declared his readiness to act, and to act promptly; 
and others declared the same; but it so happened 
that, nothing was done. The subject was left 
open, both parties professing to be for the measure, 
and standing pledged tor its passage. Did we then 
hear of the demoralizing consequences of a bank- 
rupt law? Did we then hear anything of this effort 
now making all over the country to degrade and 
dishonor those who ask relief? Nothing of all this 
was heard, It was then regarded by all as right, 
virtuous, and honorable, for the unfortunate to ask 
relief; and a constitutional, virtuous, and patriotic 
duty in Congress to grant it. Seeing this, Mr. 
‘Webster rose and congratulated the Senate and the 
country that this subject “did not connect itself with 
any of the party contests of the day;” and spoke of 
it “as a green spot in the midst of the fiery deserts 
of party strife.” 

This, sir, is the manner in which this subject 
was treated by all parties before the presidential 
election. 

And here let me pause, and ask a question obvi- 
ously suggested by these facts, Linvite a response 
from the candid and honest of ali parties. Seeing 
that both parties, during the presidential canvass, 
had promised relief to the unfortunate, and given 
assurances of the passage of a bankrupt law; see- 
ing that all the candidates for the Presideney and 
Vice Presidency had inscribed this promise on 
their banners, and none objected to it; seeing that 
two plans, emanating from the two political par- 
ties, both retrospective in their operation, had been 
‘held out as rivals for popular favor,—was not the 
extra session of Congress bound to conclude that 
these facts had given undoubted evidence of public 
opinion on the subject? Add to this, that a flood of 
petitions rolled in trom every quarter of the Union, 
signed by men of all parties—by those who were 
insolvent and by those who were rich—and pre- 
‘sented here on this floor by members of all parties, 
with scarcely a petition or other evidence of popu- 
lar opinion on the other side—was it not reasonable 
to arrive at the conclusion, that the public judg- 
ment was in favor ofa bankrupt law? Sir, this 
was the impression made on my mind; and 1 doubt 
not was made on a majority of the House at the 
time. Sir, it cannot be concealed that the reason 
why many, very many, of the opposition on this 
fioðr voted against the law, was not because of 
their convictions against it; but because of a deter- 
mination, founded- in party policy, to throw the 
responsibility of all measures onthe Whigs. But 
tovreturn. 

«Another objection to the law of the extra session 
is; that.it embraces not only the compulsory, but the 
voluntary feature also. Mr. Wall's bill did the 
Same; for which we also have the direct teslimony 
of. Mr..Benton. He says it embraced “the compul- 
sory a8.wellas the voluntary feature.” 

: : Another objection to the law of the extra session 
is, that. it “includes those who are not, as well as 
‘those who are, nierchants ànd traders. Mr. Wall’s 
“pill “did the sarf: It-included all classes—none 
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were Jeft out of its provisions. Mr. Benton said 
it made provisions “for those. who. are not, as 
well as those who dre; technically merchants and 
traders.” RAR: 

Another objection to the bill of the extra session 
is, that it extends down to sums too small. Mr. 
Walls bill extended to all sums, and Mr. Benton 


| Jauded this as a most Democratic feature; it was, 


indeed and emphatically, the poor man’s bankrupt 
law—not for your large debtors and “dashers” 
merely, but for small debtors also. Yes, sir; and I 
venture to say, that if the law of the extra session 
had failed to include small debtors, and had. been 
confined to large ones, it would have been pro- 
nounced a most odious discrimination, designed to 
favor Jarge and reckless speculators. 

Another objection to the law of the extra session 
is, that it discharges the debtor without the consent 
of the creditor. Mr. Wall’s bill did the same. The 
debtor’s discharge depended not on the consent of a 
part or of all his creditors, but on the decision of a 
court and jury. 

Again: it has been objected that the provision 
under this law of the extra session, allowing the 
bankrupt an amount, at the discretion of the court, 
not in any case to exceed $300, was too liberal. 
Mr. Walls bill went much beyond this, It allow- 
ed the bankrupt his clothes, &c., his tools of trade, 
household and kitchen furniture, two cows, &c., 
and also all that was allowed by the insolvent laws 
of the respective States, Not only this; but he was 
to be allowed one dollar a day for attendance before 
the court, and also not exceeding three dollars per 
week for each member of his family, for their sup- 
port for a time not exceeding twomonths. And if, 
on final discharge of an appeal, the bankrupt’s es- 
tate paid fifty cents in the dollar, he was to be al- 
lowed five per cent. of his estate, provided the per 
cent. did not amount to over $500. Mr. Walls 
bill was, therefore, far the most liberal in its allow- 
ance. If the bill of the extra session in this respect 
was wrong, Mr. Wall’s bill was still worse. 


Another objection urged to the Jaw of the extra 
session is, that it discharges the obligation existing 
between security and principal. Mr. Wall’s bill 
did the same. Besides, this law is far better guard- 
ed against fraud, than that proposed by Mr. Wall 
and his politieal friends. This law excepts out of 
its benefits defaulters to the Government—that did 
not. This law excepts out of its benefits delinquent 
executors, administrators, guardians, trustees, &¢,—— 
that did not. 


I might trace the parallel between these two bills 
further; but it is useless. My purpose has been to 
show—whatis the fact--that every feature in the law 
of the extra session which has been deemed excep- 
tionable, and has been seized upon and perverted 
for the purpose of making it unpopular, for politi- 
cal effect, is to be found in the bill reported by Mr. 
Wall, and held forth by the Van Buren party, be- 
fore the late presidential election, as the bow of 
promise to a country deluged by revolutions and 
disasters. I might do more. I could, by pursuing 
the parallel between these bills, show that, while 
that of the extra session contains no feature deemed 
objectionable which is not to be found in that of 
Mr. Wall, it is far better guarded against frauds. 
But this I leave for those who may be curious to 
pursue the subject; repeating, however, that I invite 
investigation, i 

The chief, if not the only, distinction in princi- 
ple, between these bills, is, that Mr. Wall’s included 
banks and other corporations; and that of the extra 
session does not. Bat all will agree, that the law 
of the extra session, if unpopular, does not owe its 
unpopularity tothis. Besides, it will be seen that 
the provision in Mr. Walls bill on this subject 
would have been entirely inoperative.. It provided 
that any State might release its banks and other 
corporations from the operations of the law. This 
rendered its provisions unequal and not uniform, 
and therefore unconstitutional, It made it inope- 
rative and useless, because the States would gen- 
erally, if not always, grant the exemption, and ren- 
der the law of Congress powerless. 

Having tried to explain, with as much clearness 
and fairness as I could, the standing of all parties 
on this question, and shown that all, in some form 
or other, have declared in favor of a uniform sys- 


tem of bankruptcy, I come to the direct question— 


ought this law now to be repealed? : 

The power to pass the law is engrafied into 
the Constitution, and comes to us by the sance- 
tion of the wisdom of our fathers. This power 
was conferred on the Federal Government by a 


vote of all the States but one. The. opinions, 
of Washington, of Madison, of Marshall, anda 
host of others, constituting a large. majority of 
our.greatest and best men, living and.dead, stand 
recorded in favor of the wisdom and policy of a 
bankrupt law. We have the example, insome form 
or other, of every commercial nation on earth. 


Should we not, then pause before we hastily,’and... 


under an excitement raised by misrepresentations 


and misunderstandings of its spirit and object, erase. 


this law from the statute-book, leaving behind it 
prejudices deep and lasting against all Jaws on’ the 
subject, that will, perhaps, in all future time, cause 
this wise provision of the Constitution to remain a 
dead letter? Ifthe law is defective, ought we not 
to amend, rather than destroy it? 

The leading, if not the only popular, objections 
to this law, have been drawn from its retrospective 
action—its operation on past contracts. Nearly all 
have declared in favor of a law to operate on fature 
contracts. This bill for repeal, in the form itis 
likely to pass, retains the retrospective, and only: 
repeals the prospective feature—that is, it retains the 
part supposed to be unpopular, and repeals that 
which is a favorite with all! 

The first operation of the law is its retrospective 

feature, which is favorable to debtors: its second 
operation is its prospective feature, which is favor- 
able to creditors. Why allow it to operate in part, 
and then repeal it? The law was designed asa 
system looking to the future, as well as the present 
and the past—looking to the rights of creditors, as 
wellas debtors, Why allow it to operate in favor 
of one class, andthen, by repeal, prevent its opera- 
tion in favor ofthe other? This law, by this. repeal 
bill, is in danger of mutilation—in danger of being 
rendered useless, if not injurious, by cutting asun- 
der parts essential to the value and vitality of each’ 
other. : 
It is not designed to repeal the bankrupt law as a 
whole, but to repeal one-half of it only; and the part. 
proposed to be repealed is that which is objected to 
by noone. This is a strange state of the question. 
An excitement has‘been gotten up, and, for political 
effect, this law has been misrepresented, and dis- 
torted, and denounced, all over the country, as par- 
tia] in its operation, and discharging debtors with- 
out any corresponding benefit to creditors. Cred- 
itors; looking only at the first operations of the law, 
have been induced erroneously té'suppose it infd= 
rious to their interests; and now, before that part 
whith is unquestionably beneficial to them ‘can’ 
be brought fairly into exercise, and fully understood 
by the country, it is to be repealed, and the law ‘is 
to be prevented from vindicating its own wisdom by 
time and experience. ` 

Sir, in these times, so sadly out of joint, when a 
temporary triumph in a popular election is more 
looked to than the permanent good of the country, 
and when patriotism in the breasts of many is ex- 
tinguished by motives of party and personal elevá- 
tion, it is not remarkable that this law should have 
been misrepresented. Though blessed with but 
little foresight, I foresaw and foretold this in the 
remarks I made on the bill before its passage at the 
extra session. Ihope 1 shall be pardoned for read- 
ing from my printed speech what Ithen said. After 
giving my general views on the subject, I said: 

“I know that it takes time to develop the opera- 
tion ofany system. ‘The people have to learn and 
become accustomed to it, in order properly to appre- 
ciate its value. I know this system will go out like 
a stranger, who must not expect to gain full confi- 
dence before he has formed his acquaintance in the 
community. I know, sir, that a thousand preju- 
dices will be raised against it. But if the people 
will sustain it until it has passed its day of trial, as 
I believe they will, the consequences will be happy 
and glorious. The silent but potent influence of 
this system in regulating society, and in improving 
the morals of the country, may not at once be seen; 
bat in the end it 
ful influence will be universally acknowledged. 

“Every important change in our social condition 
must meet with opposition. It breaks in on pre- 
viously-formed opinions and long-established habits 
of thinking, and must therefore be for a while 
viewed with distrust, and regarded by someas a 
troublesome intruder. Itis this that gives me the 
only uneasiness I feel about this measure, in the 
event of its passage.” ` 

Sir, after listening, with the most anxious desire 
for the truth, to all that has been said against this 
law, Ihave annnchanged opinion, that, if sustained 


-by the people, and allowed to remain unrepealed 
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wiil be developed, and its power- 
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rience; it will do much permanentgood. © —. 

‘This law, in its prospective operation, is calcu- 
lated to prevent fraud, by cutting off fraudulent 
conveyances and dishonest preferences. It aims a 
déadly: blow at all conveyances designed to defraud 
érediturs. It-subjects the debtor who makes them 
to iis compulsory procéss, and gives to the honest 
creditor: a most efficient and effective remedy 
against fraud and concéalment, 

“Again: itnot only furnishes the most powerful 
Weapons against dishonesty, but it holds. out the 
strongest inducements for honesty. In this it will 
improve the morals of the country, and save many 
a cheek from the blush of guilt. The man who 
has been in affluence, but finds himself scathed by a 
stroke. of misfortune, too often finds an excuse to 
his own conscience for concealing, in the hands of 
his friends, something to give bread to those who 
are helpless and dependent on him. This is wrong; 
but many will do it as long as the law allows no 
final relief or discharge. Ifthe creditor gives up 
all, still he is in bondage. The little he may earn 
by the sweat of his brow, to supply the wants of 
those dependent on him, is subject to be taken. In 
this condition, he yields to the temptation, and con- 
ceals his property. This, I repeat, is wrong. But, 
-fask, isnot the law wrong that leads him into this 
temptation? Is it not better to say to him, Give up 
honestly and fully all you have, and you shall go 
free? ‘Willhe not give np al? Will he not be 
saved from temptation? And will not his integrity 
be preserved? “And, I will add, will not creditors, 
under the operation of this motive, acting on debt- 
ors, get more than they otherwise would? 

This law provides for equality in the distribution 
of the debtor’s property, and forbids unfair and un- 
just preferences given to favorite and confidential 
creditors. ‘This cuts up by the roots the largest 
and most fruitful source of fraud and injustice. Go 
into your courts of chancery and of law, and inquire 
what opens the most extensive harvest in the field 
of litigation; and you will find that it is the permis- 
sion which the law has heretofore given to debtors 
to divide out their property among a portion of their 
creditors, tothe total exclusion of all others. A 
man, for example, doing an extensive business, 
finds himself in sinking circumstances, and imme- 
diately determines to save his friends—and that, 
perhaps, with the secret understanding that they 
shall save him from the danger of wanting sufi- 
cient means to play the gentleman upon. An as- 
signment, a mortgage, or a deed of trust, is ex- 
eculed, by which all his property is at once trans- 
ferred to those confidential creditors and friends, 
appointing some one in the confidence and under 
the control of the debtor as trustee. And it is very 
common for the trustee and creditors to commence 
Operations by appointing the debtor himself their 
agent to conduct the business and wind up its con- 
cerns. ` Other creditors, seeing this, and feeling the 
injustice done them, go to law for what they con- 
ceive to be their rights; but, in the end, they are 
generally turned out of court, having learned, to 
their cost, that the law tolerated these mortgages, 
assignments, and deeds of trust; and that it was 
within the sovercign pleasure of the debtor to give 
his property to either of his creditors, though it 
might be a father, a brother, or a son. 

Take another example of frequent occurrence. 
A man—a merchant, for example—in casting up 
his acconnts, makesthe unwelcome discovery that 
his debts exceed his credits—that he is unable to 
meet his engagements. He is willing to give up 
all at once, if that would discharge him; but the 
State laws do not allow this. Though nine-tenths 
of his creditors should agree to his discharge, the 
others may hold him in bondage to the day of his 
death. Having, therefore, nothing to gain, and 
much to lose, by bringing his business to a close and 
makinga full surrender to his creditors, he becomes 
desperate, and resolves to go on and put every 
thing to the hazard of a bold enterprise, and risk 
his fortune and future hopes on a single adven- 
ture. In the language of a distinguished orator 
and statesman of South Carolina, “If he should 
succeed, he is saved; and if he fails, he can only 
perish; which, as ruin already stares him in the 
face, will not render his condition much worse than 
itis. Being driven by the force of circumstances 
to this determination, the means of executing it are 
at hand. He has friends; the banks are cpen to 
them; loans are obtained by means of endorsements 
of men in good credit, under a solemn pledge that, 
‘come what may, there shall be no departure from 


wntil “it: shall have been tested by time and expe- 
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the modern code of honor; which makes it the most 
sacred of duties to secure the friendly endorser, no 


matter at whose expense, or at whatsacrifice of feel-- | 


ing or principle. With a fictitious credit, thus 
created and thus. supported, the debtor engages 
boldly in a species. of commercial gambling. The 
luck is against him, and his doomis sealed. But 
though he must perish, he resolves’ to fall with 
honor. ` He goes into the market, and, on the 
strength of the credit obtained by the countenance 
of his friends, possesses himself of the goods of 
others; then fails, and assigns his whole estate, in- 
cluding the goods thus obtained, to these very 
friends, and leaves all others to their fate.” 


This picture every one of observation will re- 
cognise as true to the life. This power of prefer- 
ring confidential creditors is the author of a thou- 
sand gambling speculations, gotten up by persons 
in sinking and desperate circumstances, and sus- 
tained by fictitious credit. It is the source of the 
splendid failures which dazzle and astonish the 
eommercial world with the magnificence of the 
bubbles that have bursted, and which exhibit such 
a vast disproportion between debtors’ property and 
the amounts of their indebtedness. Not only this; 
but it opens the widest door for all manner of fraud 
and imposition on the honest and unsuspecting, 
who are but little acquainted with the games of de- 
ception that can be played off by the dishonest and 
fraudulent gambler in commercial adventures. 

This law, in its prospective operation, is calcu- 
lated, ina great degree, to check this growing and 
swelling tide of evil, which is pouring its bitter 
waters over the Jand. It provides for equality in 
the distribution of the debtor’s property, forbids un- 
fair preferences, and protects the mass of honest 
and unsuspecting creditors from the cunning and 
devices of the few who usually engross all the 
debtor’s property. How often has it been seen that 
a large estate, by the magic conccalment of mort- 
gages, deeds of trust, and secret conveyances, has 
been swept into the hands of ecnfidential friends, 
(perhaps the near relations of the bankrupt,) or into 
the grasp of banks and other moneyed corporations, 
to save endorsers, while the mass of creditors get 
nothing? Debts contracted to raise the means of 
wild speculation are paid; while those contracted 
for the produce of the ‘‘sweat of the brow” of the 
farmer and mechanic go neglected. Not only this; 
but it often happens that the cotton, the tobacco, the 
corn, and the wheat, obtained ona credit from the 
planter and farmer, go to save endorsers or confi- 
dential friends, while those who raised the prod- 
uce from the soil go unrewarded—and that, too, 
in many instances, where these very endorsers and 
confidential friends had given to the bankrupt a 
fictitious credit, and enabled him to purchase the 
property of the unsuspecting, under the cover of 
this deception. Is this not wrong? This law is 
designed to putan end to this, and place confidence 
and credit on surer and juster foundations, That 
the speculator and money-dealer should oppose 
this, is not so remarkable; but that the mass of the 
people should, when they rightly understand it, is 
impossible. They may for a while be deceived— 
and that, too, by those who, on other occasions, and 
when no political capital was to be made, have eu- 
logized the law; but they cannot long remain de- 
ceived. ‘Truth, crushed for a while, will re-estab- 
lish itself; and the good sense of the people, when 
they understand the matter rightly, will discover 
their own best interests. 


lt will, in its prospective operation, restrain that 
system of saretyship which, while it seldom does 
good, or benefits any one, has been the destruction 
of thousands. Cut off the flattering promise of 


| mortgages and deeds of trust and other preferences, 


in the event of the debtor’s failure, and you give to 
the surety or endorser a good reason for keeping 
his name offhis friend’s paper; or, if he puts it there, 
it will be upon the confidence that his friend can 
meet al] his engagements, Tt will operate as a re- 
straint upon debtors, and hold them within the eir- 
cle of that legitimate credit which is the soul and 
life-blood of commerce and trade, by first taking 
from them the means of building up false credit; 
and, secondly, by giving to the creditors, through 
the compulsory process of the law, atimely check 
on their wild extravagance, fraud, or folly. 

Again: this law, in its prospective operation, will 
restrain excessive credit, Mortgages and deeds of 
trust are the very pillars on which false credit 
resis. The only legitimate credit which is safe, 
and should be encouraged, is that which rests on 
a confidence in the ability of the debtor to pay all 


i 
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his debts, That is false and delusive which rests 
on mortgages or deeds of trust, or the promise of 
them, giving a preference to part, thereby impliedly 
acknowledging an inability to pay all. The secret 


promises and expectations of trusts and other ~ 


preferences in favor of confidential creditors, 
are most powerful elements in the production of 
excessive credit, and, combined with other causes, 
its unhappy fruits may be seen in the desolation 
that now overspreads the land. This law, much 
abused. as it is, affords the best remedy for this dis- 
ease, and will do more good than all the nostrums 
with which the country is flooded. The evils of 
excessive credit furnish a theme for every poli- 
tician’s tengue; and yet the remedies they offer, both 
for prevention and cure, generally strike at the 
branches, and not at the root of the evil. Let the 
causes of excessive credit, to which I have adverted, 
be checked and controlled by wise legislation; and 
then let a curb be placed on the irregularities and 
fiuctuations of the currency; and you willdo much 
to prevent a recurrence of the revulsions and dis- 
asters in commerce and trade, which have distin- 
guished the last ten years asa most unfortunate an 
remarkable epoch in our history. : 

I might refer to other arguments connected with 
the prospective operation of this Jaw; but, having 


spoken on the subject once before, my object now is 


brevity. I voted for this law on its passage, be- 
cause | thought it right, and because I believed, 
from all the lights I had, that my constituents were 
for it. Ona former effort to repeal it, not having 
heard anything from my constituents to the con- 
trary, I voted against the repeal; and now that it has 
gone into operation, and had its effect only in part, 
1 feel bound, for still stronger reasons, to vote against. 
its repeal, A repealin the manner in which it is 
likely to pass, as I have already said, would only 
operate on that part of it which I have nowhere 
heard objected to. If the law is defective, let us 
amend it. I willgo heart and hand with those who 
desire that. If it does not in all things conform 
to the opinions of the people, let us change it until 
it does; but, for Heaven’s sake, let us not teara law 
from the statute-book, and repudiate ‘principles. 
which we have all, without distinction of party, 
in some form or other, in times past, warmly ad- 
vocated.. 


SPEECH OF MR. BARNARD, 
OF NEW YORK. 
In the House of Representatives, January 25, 
1848—On the Executive plan for a board of 
exchequer. 


The report of the Committee of Ways “and 
Means, with a resolution adverse to the President’s 
plan of an exchequer, being under consideration— 


Mr, BARNARD, spoke nearly as follows: 


Mr. Spzaxer: IfI supposed thatthe action of this 
House on the subject of the currency was to end 
with its vote on the resolution now before us, I 
should not feel desirous of submitting any remarks: 
whatever to the House at the present time. I should 
be content to record my vote, and refer, as I should 
do with pride, to the general reasoning of the able 
report, presented by my friend and colleague, [Mr. 
FıLtmorr,] and which concludes with this resolu- 
tion, for my justification ; though, at the same time, 
it is proper, perhaps, I should say, while making 
this reference to the valuable report of the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means, that, if the direct question 
before us were now upon the report instead of the 
resolution, I should find it necessary to dissent from 
some of its positions and arguments. 

But, sir, I trust we are not to stop when we have 
disposed of the exchequer plan of the Executive by 
the adoption of this resolution. It is right and 
proper that we should do that; but then we should do 
something more if we can. And I believe.we can, 
and ought, to agree upon a plan of relief for the 
Government and country. The rejection of the 
Executive plan by the adoption of this resolution 
will dispose effectually, not only of the plan in the 
particular form given to it by the bill submitted by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, but of the plan in the 
form into which it has been moulded by the manifés- 
tations of the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Cusutye,] and in every other form in which the 
substance of the original conception might be im- 
bodied. Such, at least, will be the meaning of the vote 
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which I shall give; and-such, I have no doubt, will be 


the meaning of the vote of the House, nearly unani- 
This done, I hope the House 
-will proceed promptly to consider the subject in Com- 
‘mittee ofthe Whole on the state of the Union; taking 


up for that purpose the bill mtreduced by the gentle- 


man from Massachusetts, (Mr. Cusaixe,] not certain- 

-ly with any idea that the House would even entertain 
that particular bill, except as affording a convenient 
mode of coming to the consideration of some one or 
‘other of the plans which have already been submit- 
ted and proposed as substitutes for it. The plan 
‘thus submitted by myself a few days ago, I shall feel 
it to be my duty to urge upon the notice of the 
‘House; and, for this purpose, if the gentleman from 
Massachusetts does not move to go into committee 
on the subject, I shall, and that at the earliest prac- 
ticable moment. p * 


This Congress has twice presented to the Presi- 
denta measure of their own, on the subject of finance 
and currency; and twice has the President rejected 
their measure. The President, in turn, has present- 
ed tous his plan; it received the silent veto of Con- 
gress at the last session, and now we propose to give 
it our true constitutional veto. And one advantage, 
at least, will follow from this proceeding; and that is, 
that the President and his friends in this House will 
learn by. it, (what they do not seem to have yet 
dreamed of,) that if the President is a “fixed constitu- 
tional fact,” as the gentleman from Massachusetts 
has said, Congress is a “fixed constitutional fact” 
also. This much being done on the one side and 
on the other, the decks will then be clear; and we 
can all look about us, to see how we shall steer and 
sail the ship for the residue of this present voyage. 
We know—every intelligent man knows—that noth- 
ing can be done between Congress and the President 
on the general subject before us, upon the basis either 
of our plan, which is a bank, or of his plan, which is 
aboard of exchequer. The sooner, therefore, we 
get clear of both, for the present Presidential term, 
the better. We may then proceed to consider some 
plan different from either, to serve our common ob- 
jects for the time being, if one has been, or shall, 
or can be offered worthy of our consideration; 
and adopt or reject it, as it may seem to deserve. It 
will be the object and tendency, I hope, of the obser- 
vations I now propose to submit on the exchequer 
scheme, to prepare the way for a favorable considera- 
tion by the House, of a plan for relieving the treasu- 
ry, and at the same time supplying to the country a 
national currency, to which I have already referred, 
and which has lately been laid on the tables of 
members at my instance. he first step is to dis 
pose effectually of the exchequer; and I proceed to 
submit some observations upon it. 


When we hada bank of the United States in ex- 
istence and operation, it was found to perform cer- 
tain important functions for the Government and 
the country. It wasa capital fiscal agent for the 
Government. It, was a safe and convenient deposi- 
tory for the public moneys; it kept them, transferred 
them from point to point as required, and disbursed 
them as directed. It was our commissioner of loans, 
and our pension agent. And then, in the course 
ofits own appropriate business as a corporation 
dealing in money for profit, it furnished the country 
with a sound and uniform national currency, and 
with cheap exchanges; checking, at the same time, by 
an easy and natural operation, the State banks, 
and keeping them in a healthy condition and move- 
ment. We (the majority in this Congress) thought 
that another bank of the United States, better guard- 
ed than the last, and rendered perfectly safe, might 
have been established, with all the advantages which 
the country had experienced from the last. The 
“fixed constitutional fact” of the President’s con- 
science stood in the way; and we have been obliged to 
yield. What, then, was tobe done? The employment 
of State banks as fiscal agents, and as the means of 
supplying national currency and exchanges, in the 
manner once adopted and tried by General Jackson, 
had been discarded and abandoned; and Mr. Tyler had 
no idea that there was any other mode, or terms, in 
which they could be advantageously employed. But 
he was of opinion, after discarding both a bank of the 
United States and the State banks, that there was 
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still another kind of agency by which all the bene- 
fits and services of a bank of the United States 
could be attained; free, at the same time, from all 
constitutional and other difficulties and objections. 
And he undertook to devise such an agency. It 
was not to be a corporation—least of all a bank; yet 
it was to be an agency, with some sort of independ- 
ent existence; it was not, at any rate, to be the 
Government itself, but acreature of the Government, 
made to serve the Government and the country just 
as a corporation or bank would. 


Well, sir, the President has offered us what he 
calls a board of exchequer, with its agencies; and it is 
just what every man of sagacity knew, beforehand, it 
must be. Tt isno independent agency at all, though 
carefully named and described as if it was. It is 
simply a plan by which the Executive Government 
itself undertakes to perform all the functions of a 
bank of the United States. The Executive Gov- 
ernment is to keep, transfer, and disburse the pub- 
lic revenues, to receive the money of individuals on 
deposite, to supply paper for currency and commer- 
cial exchanges, and to regulate the State bank 
currency. 


For, what is this board of exchequer and agencies? . 


Why, an Executive department, or a bureau or branch 
of an Executive department, composed of, and con- 
ducted by, officers of Executive appointment, accord- 
ing to the constitutional mode of appointment. It 
is to be established “in the Treasury Department.” 
It may be considered a part of that department, or 
independent of it: this is immaterial. It is either a 
new Executive department, or it is a branch of a 
department already existing; and it is, in its rela- 
tions to the Government, just what the Post Office 
is, or the General Land Office, or the War or Navy 
Department. And, considering some of the functions 
which it is to perform, it certainly offers to our con- 
sideration something quite new, not only in this 
Government, but in any other that I have ever heard 
of. I have before heard of Governments dealing 
with individuals, in money and other things, on 
Government account; but this is the first time, f 
think, it was ever proposed that a Government 
should formally enter into the business of dealing 
with individuals, in money and commercial exchan- 
ges, on individual account; only for the convenience 
and benefit of individuals in the trading and com- 
mercial community, and for a profit to the Govern- 
ment! I shall have occasion to advert again, before 
I conclude, to the question of the competency of 
this Government to enter upon any such enterprise, 
In the mean time, I wish the House to understand 
precisely what this board of exchequer and agencies 
is, and what it is to do. 

The board of exchequer, with its agencies, then, 
is an executive department of this Government; 
and it is contrived to act in two very distinct ca- 
pacities, which it is important to note. 

In one capacity, itis an executive treasury with 
sud-treasuries. ‘his is for the transaction of Gov- 
ernment business—of business on Government ac- 
count, 

In the other capacity, it isan executeve commer- 
cialbank of deposite and exchange. And this is 
for the transaction of business wholly and excelu- 
sively on individual account, and for the accommo- 
dation of the trading public. 

Let us pass by the bank for a few moments, while 
we look at this executive treasury—for an executive 
treasury is a very different thing from that “treasury 
of the United States” which was established under 
the law of 1789. Under that law, a treasurer was 
charged with the duty of providing for the safekeep- 
ing of the public money—not with the keeping of 
the money in his own personal custody. Sucha 
construction of his duty was never dreamed of in 
the pure days of the Republic, and no corrupt prac- 
tice of that sort was cver attempted. But this is 
the precise object of this executive treasury scheme. 
Executive officers—officers appointed by the Exec- 
utive, and indebted to him for their places—are to 
be the personal holders of the public treasure. In- 

stead of one treasurer keeping the public funds, by 
a safe system of deposite in banks, there is tobe a 
legion of treasurers, with commissions from the Ex- 
ecutive, holding the money in their own hands. 


-= H. of Reps. 
‘And this is the main purpose of the exchequer, so far 
as it is designed for the transaction of business on 
Government account. . i “ed 

Let us look a little at the history of this question 
of the mode of keeping the public money. : 

In the first session of the first Congress under the 
Constitution,  (1789,) the ‘Treasurer of tha United 
States was charged with keeping the publié moneys, 
under the general superintendence of the Secretary 
ofthe Treasury, as the head of that department. 
How or where the money should be kept, was not 
then prescribed by law; nor. efterwards, till 1816. 
The Treasurer was left to choosehis own mode of 
keeping it, on his own responsibility, subject only to 
such control of the Secretary as was due to his 
office, to which belonged the general administration 
of the finances. : 

The Treasurer az once adopted the mode of keeping 
all moneys in State banks, of which some three or 
four were then in existence. Neither he, nor any- 
body else, at that day, dreamed of any other way ; 
it was a matter of course, and must have been so 
understood when the law was passed. 

In the next session of the same Congress, the 
first Bank of the United States was. established, and. 
that bank and its offices were immediately em- 
ployed as depositories, though not to the entire ex- 
clusion of State banks. ‘The Treasurer was not re- 
quired by law thus to employ this bank; it was a 
matter of course that he should do so. i 

In 1794, a committee was appointed by the House 
of Representatives to examine into the condition of 
the treasury, and the mode of keeping the public 
moneys adopted by the Treasurer. The committee, 
by Mr. Baldwin, its chairman, made an elaborate 
report, showing that the whole subject, in all its 
bearings and aspects, had been thoroughly inves- 
tigated; setting forth, in minute detail, the whole 
plan of keeping and managing the public revenues, 
and fully approving of it, I will read a brief extract 
from that report : 


“The Treaguter, pursuant to general directions from the Sece 
retary ofthe Treasury, keeps the publie moneys under his con- 
tro} in the several banks. Formerly, the banks of North Amer- 
ica, New York, Massachusetts, and Maryland, were places of 
deposite. At present, the public moneysare kept in the Bank 
of the United States, and its several offices of discount and de= 
posite at Boston, New York, Baltimore, and Charleston, and 
inthe Bank of Providence. Zhe Treasurer has never any 
public money in kis possession or custody, which ia not, in 
Jact, deposited in bunk, from the moment his possession or 
custody commences, till it ceases, by the disbursement of it, 
Sor publice purposes; except in the case of bank bills, orders 
upon individuals, &c., heretofore enumerated, or remittances 
fiom the supervisors of the revenue and collectors of the cus- 
toms, to the Treasurer; and those, also, imediately after the 
receipt of them, constitute deposites in baak, to the credit. 
of the Treasurer. The Secretary of the Treasury, or any 
other officer of the department besides the Treasurer, never 
has the poss: nor custody of any of the public money, Fc. 
And the po ion er custody of the Treasurer is, as already 
stated, exercised through the banks.” 

Sir, when the charter of the Bank of the United 
States expired in 1811, the Treasurer did not change 
the mode of keeping the moncy, except that State 
banks were employed, as they had been before 
that bank was created. He had now nearly one 
hundred banks to select from; and before another 
Bank of the United States was created, he had about 
two hundred and fifty to select from. This em- 
braced the period of the war; and during this period 
all the State banks south of New England suspend- 
ed specie payments. And yet all this while these 
very suspended banks, in common with others, were 
made the depositories of the Treasurer; for those thus 
used by him were known to be just as solvent 
after their suspension as before; and all this while 
no new legislation took place on the subject. Con< 
gress and the country well knew, and were well 
satisfied to know, that he still employed banks as 
depositories, as he had done from the beginning. 

On the incorporation of the Bank of the Urtited 
States in 1816, it was one of the privileges con- 
ferred on that institution that it should have the 
public deposites; of which it could only be deprived. 
by an order of the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
for reasons which should be promptly submitted to 
Congress. This was the first act ever passed by 
Congress which designated any particular place for 
the public moneys; and yet it will be perceived 
that the mode of. keeping was still unchanged. Tt 
was no part of the policy ofthis law to interfere with 
the duty of the Treasurer as tothe mode of keeping, 
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i ¢ion-of the services required of it, and: the heavy 
bonus which had been exacted of its. and the ‘Treas- 
ë ¥irerexecuted this.contract by making the. bank his 
‘principal depository. A 
«3e Tr this situation things remained till 1833, when, 
by the direct interposition or order of the Execu- 
. tive, the “public moneys. were removed from the 
~ waülts of this bank, and were placed -again in the 
< State: Banks. . Here, still, so far as the law was al- 
lowed to operate, the moneys were still in the charge 


“wef the Treasurer, and kept on.deposite. Certain it is, . 


’nobody: else was appointed by law, or allowed, to 
Keep: the. moneys, but. the Treasurer.: The re- 
* moval, however, took place under strange and 
alarming circumstances; and it was deemed neccs- 
sary, in order to reduce the possession of the moneys 
z once more to the certain custody of the law, and 
reclaim them from the violent seizure of the Exec- 
utive, to prescribe the terms and conditions on which 
: State banks should be selected and employed as de- 
-positories. This was done in 1836, There was 
then avery large surplus in the treasury, which was 
eagerly sought.after by the banks, to be used in their 
‘business; and it became a source of immense polit- 
- ical influence and corruption in the hands of the 
: Executive. By this act, it was designed to hold the 
--Seeretary of the Treasury directly responsible, not 
-to the Executive, but to Congress and the country, 
‘for the proper selection of depositories which he 
was to make, under the restrictions imposed by the 
Jaw; whilst all deposites were still to be made, as be- 
fore, to the credit of the Treasurer, who was still, by 
“the act of 1789, the sole official keeper of the public 
“money. 

In 1837, at a session of Congress specially called 
to take care of the Government in the emergency 
which had then arisen—for there was again a gen- 
‘eral suspension of specie payments—Mr. Van Bu- 


‘xen proposed to change entirely, in principle avid in” 


fact, the mode of keeping the public money which 
“had prevailed, without an hours exception, from 
‘the. origin of the Government.. He proposed to 
~ place the public moneys in the personal custody of 


ofhinave appointed hy the Bavvulives Thio avout 
mendation finally prevailed in the last year of Mr. 
' Van Buren’s administration, and his plan was es- 
. tablished by faw.. Upon this measure he was de- 
feated as acar@lidate for re-election to the Presiden- 
ey, and a complete political revolution was eflected, 
The law establishing the sub-treasury was then re- 
pealed—having been in existence about one year 
from the 4th of July, 1840. The act of 1836 was 
valso repealed; and the custody of the public money 
‘again stood upon the act of 1789, whereit stands to 
this day. The Treasurer is still charged with this 
important duty, and banks are now employed as de- 
_ Positories, according to the ancient and approved 
practice of the Government. A report made by the 
Secretary of the Treasury at the last session, at my 
„instance, names the banks in which the moneys are 
-now kept, (or were at that date,) and the terms on 
- which they are employed. As always heretofore, 
the public funds are deposited in the banks to the 
credit of the Treasurer, from which they can be drawn 
only by warrant of law. The banks perform, if re- 
quired, the duties of commissioners of loans and 
, pension agents, and they transfer the funds where- 
¿ver they may be required, and all without. charge to 
the treasury. 

This recital, sir, shows what the system of keeping 
the public money now is, and that it is just what it has 
been from the beginning of the Government, with 
the single exception of one year in Mr. Van Buren’s 
time. Why should Congress be asked to change 
the mode now, when it had prevailed for fifty-two 

-out of the fifty-three years that the Government has 
existed? Above all, why should we be asked to 
give up this mode, for that which was adopted under 
the late administration, and which was so signally 
‘and promptly condemned and rebuked by the people? 

Mr, Speaker, if we were now at the beginning of 
this Government, and if the question were put to us 
now for the first time, How shall the public money 

‘be kept? ‘The answer of every man of sense would 
“be, Let the Government keep its money just as any 

“prudent and discreet individual in private life would 
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Government to do in this matter, just what it would 
be prudent and safe for any- such. individual, or for 
any .well-conducted public or private body or corpo- 
ration, to-do under the like circumstances. 

Now, sir, there is in this country a practice on this 
subject of almost unbroken uniformity, which goes 
far to settle at once what is wise and what is unwise 
in regard to it. It is impossible, on a question of 
this nature, appealing so directly to thehighest pecu- 
niary interests of those who have to act in the prem- 
ises, and in a manner to rouse all théir faculties 
to the utmost vigilance and caution—it is impossi- 
ble that there should be, throughout this whole coun- 
try, and in all departments of business, public and 
private, a particular practice, settled by common 
and universal consent, though with nothing like ac- 
tual concert, without establishing in every right- 
thinking mind the conviction that that practice is 
founded in true wisdom. 

. Sir, such a practice may be said to have, in some 
sort, the sanction which belongs to the settled max- 
ims of the common law—the sanction of general 
assent founded on general experience. It has, in 
truth, a still higher sanction, not altogether unlike 
that which belongs to the principlé of morality it- 
self; for though it have not a common sentiment and 
feeling in its favor, like that which determines the 
right from the wrong in a moral question, it is con- 
firmed by a kind of instinct, which is scarcely less 
shrewd and discriminating where a question of 
pecuniary interest is concerned. No intelligent and 
well-informed man in this country, even now, with 
the general distrust of banks which prevails, intrusts 
the keeping of his surplus cash to individual hande— 
unless it be to some individual banker of high repute 
and of established wealth—when he can find a con- 
venient bank of tolerable credit to receive it. And 
the same is truc of private and public bodies and 


“associations. 


I have stated already what the practice of this 
Government has been from‘ its organization. I will 
not speak positively as to all the States, though I do 
not believe there is one where the practice is not 
substantially the same as under this Government. 
Tf there he an exooption, gontlemen can name it. 
As a general rule, the treasurers of States, of coun- 
ties, of cities, and towns, of societies and associa- 
tions, literary, charitable, and political, the treasu- 
rers and cashiers of corporate bodies other than 
moneyed corporations are never intrusted, from 
choice, with the personal custody of the surplus mon- 
eys under their charge. As to individualsand firms 
in business, or retired capitalists, it is a thing quite 
unknown for them to keep any considerable sums of 
surplus and unemployed money on hand, or in the 
personal custody of their agents, when they can find 
a convenient bank of fair repute to receive it for safe- 
keeping. The same practice prevails with all our 
judicial bodies, in relation to money paid or brought 
Into court, 

And what earthly reason is there why this uni- 
versal practice, this rule of good sense and sound 
discretion, should be departed from in the case of this 
Government? Are the officers and agents of this 
Government likely to be better selected, and more 
honest and trustworthy men, than the treasurers 
and other money agents selected by States, societies, 
corporations, and individuals? All fact and all ex- 
perience are against such a supposition. 

To say the least, this Government has had its full 
proportion of unfaithful and dishonest men employed 
in its service. There is not a State inthe Union 
which would suffer in the comparison with it in this 
respect; nor scarcely a company or corporation, much 
asis said about dishonesty, fraud, and embezzlement 
among such. I] doubt if the Jafe Pennsylvania Bank 
of the United States itself was worse served, in the 
article of faithful and honest agency, than this Gov- 
ernment has been for the last twelve or fourteen 
years. Corruption, peculation, and fraud, have 
crept in everywhere. Sir, itis not the best descrip- 
tion of men who apply for office, nor the best of 
those who apply who receive office; it is not uncom- 
monly the worst of all the candidates for a particular 
place that succeeds. It is the brazen, 


ous, the unprincipled, the broken in fortune and 


the obsequi-: 
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reputation,—these are the sort of men to be thé suc- 


cessful candidates for Government favor and patron- 
age. And they are successful oftentimes without 
any particular fault on the part of the appointing 
power, which—in modern times, at least—is apt to 
surround itself, or to. be surrounded, with selfish dd 
fawning flatterers and false friends, who practise 
towards it every species of systematic deception and 
cajolery.. There is in- this country a growing, rest- _ 
less, morbid anxiety to get into public office, As 
sure as a man shows himself unfit to manage his 
own affairs, or to get a living by his profession. or 
his trade, so sure is he to become an applicant for 
office. And-I doubt if there be a worse school of 
morals than is found in public office under this 
Government, this side the penitentiaries of the: coun- 
try. Many an honest man is matriculated in office, 
who is graduated a rogue; and if a rogue takes office, 
he isten times a rogue before he leaves it. Scarcely 
any man’s morals are improved by his experience 
in the administrative places of the Government ; 
though some, no doubt, retain their integrity in spite 
ofall temptations. It is not. an uncommon feeling 
among those who seek and obtain these offices, that 
the public and the Government are fit subjects of 
plunder, and that he is a fool who, once within the 
pale, does not enrich himself and escape with all the 
valuables he can lay his hands on. i 


No; the Government of the United States should 
be the last to intrust its money for keeping to the 
hands of individual agents selected and appointed 
by itself. Others may make good selections; Gov- 
ernment in these times cannot. The very qualities 
which it requires to win its favor—the qualities which 
have made or may make the candidate useful to the 
administration—are not such as are apt to constitute, 
or to consist with high character. Government 
officers ought not, on every principle, to be intrusted 
with public money for one farthing beyond what is 
absolutely unavoidable. And this is precisely the 
rule of wisdom, which, under the lead of the wise 
and pure men of the Revolution,-has prevailed uni- 
formly under the Government, with the exception 
of the single condemned experiment to which I have 
before adverted. 


Besides, sir, it is a safe rule to intrust the keeping 
of large sums of money to no individual hands, where 
it can be avoided. There is something in the very 
touch which seems to contaminate. Say what we 
will of human virtue, men are not to be trusted with 
the personal custody of large amounts of other men’s 
money; it is a cruel experiment, let it be tried when 
and where it- will. Suretyship cannot make it 
safe, with all the cruel vicarious suffering which 
that system inflicts on the innocent. Nor can penal 
enactments make it safe—though thatis the best 
security, perhaps, the case admits of—-any more than 
the sight of the penitentiary and the gibbet can deter 
from other crimes. , 


No; the best and safest system of keeping money 
which the wit of man has devised, is that of deposite 
in banks. This involves a system of suretyship, 
which, without any personal responsibility. of: stock~ 
holders beyond their respective shares, is as complete 
as itis possible to make it, without being unjust to 
anybody. A corporation is a person that cannot 
run away; its officers and agents may embezzle and 
fly, but the corporation remains, and its whole capital 
stands pledged to answer for the faith and integrity 
of all in its employ. And it is certainly true, that 
even this whole capital may be exhausted by fraud 
and peculation, and the corporation iteelf may fail. 
But it is equally true,as shown by a public document 
from the Treasury Department, that of the hundreds 
upon hundreds of millions of public money deposited 
in banks from 1789 to 1887, only half a million was 
ever lost by the insolvency of the banks; while in 
the same period, of the collectors and others, officers 
of the Government, receiving and disbursing public 
money, 2,760 became defaulters, and about five 
millions were thereby lost to the treasury. 

Mr. Speaker, this executive treasury is just the 
old condemned sub-treasury over again; and this 
plan of placing the public funds in the hands of 
Government officers for personal keeping, is the 


“substance and main feature of both. But thisnow 


proposed is vastly the most objectionable of the twos 
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+ considered solely with-referencé to this question of 
; kéeping the public money. 
‘Under Mr. Van Buren’s sub-treasury, his officers 


‘were to keep only the ordinary. surplus revenues of 


“the Government. The officers of the present sub- 
“treasury are to have the handling‘and keeping of 
vastly greater sums: They begin with the surplus 
‘revenues amounting (say) to three millions. Then 
they are to have in possession a redemption fund in 
specie of five millions, for the fifteen millions of 
treasury notes issued to creditors—all which notes, 
by the way, must first pass through their hands. 
Here would be eight millions in hand, under the 
‘operation of the exchequer, if confined strictly to 
Government business. But then come the bank- 
` ing powers, under which the Government is to deal 
‘with individuals on individual account. And here 
there is to be another redemption fund of five mil- 
‘ Hions of specie, for the fifteen millions of certificates 
of deposite issued to private depositors. Then 
there will be the habitual surplus on hand, of cash 
- yeceived for exchange sold—amounting, perhaps, to 
three millions;—all the money amounting to one 
” hundred millions in a year, more or less, for ex- 
change sold having, in the mean time, passed 
` €hrough the hands of the officers of the exchequer, 
And, finally, there will be the amount habitually on 
: hand, of the proceeds of five millions of stock, issued 
‘to supply the exchequer with capital to be employed 
- ini the purchase of exchange; this amount may be 
. (say) two millions. Of course, I do not pretend to 
give more than approximate sums in any of these 
“eases, They are near enough to show that this 
, treasury and sub-treasury scheme contemplates the 
actual and habitual keeping, by personal manual 
possession of executive officers, of an amount of 
` cash (principally gold and silver) not less than some 
fifteen, eighteen, or twenty millions of dollars! The 
improved plan of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
“eontemplates the keeping of twenty millions of hard 
cash for a redemption fund alone! And, besides 
` the capital and’ surplus moneys habitually on hand, 
‘these exchequer schemes enable and require these 
executive officers to handle and possess, receive and 
pay out,in the business of deposite and exchange 
‘which they are to transact, it may be a hundred, it 
may be a hundred and fifty millions of dollars in a 
year; forevery dollar of which the Government and 
people are responsible, and for which they can have 
“no security beyond a few thousand dollars of doubt- 
ful suretyship and the honesty of their officers! 
Sir, whoever clse may he in favor of such a scheme, 
‘IT amnot, and never can be, 
Mr. Speaker, it is a cardinal Whig doctrine, that 
“all unnecessary increase of the executive power of 
this Government, already vast, overshadowing, and 
‘corrupt,—I speak plainly, and mean to,—must be 
opposed. But, for myself, sir, though a Whig, I 
shall never be found opposing any manifestly neces- 
- sary or useful measure, merely because it involves an 
increase of patronage. And J am free to avow that, 
were there no other difficulties in the way, I should 
not oppose the President’s exchequer, merely be- 
cause it involved the necessary increase of execu- 
‘tive officers. The Government cannot be carried 
on without administrative agents, anda great many 
‘of them; and I would never stop one essential 
wheel in its vast machinery, simply because it re- 
quires an agent to watch and tend it, and the ap- 
pointment of that agent is so much added to exec- 
utive patronage. 
But, in the present case, it is to be remarked, 
that there is something more to be considered than 
-barely the number of new officers to be appointed, 
„and the amount of their salaries to be paid. These 
‘officers are to hold the most delicate and seductive 
of all public trusts. They are to come into posses- 
sion of large sums of money, not merely to handle 
.and hold, but actually to trade and traffic upon;—of 
this I shall have something more to say shortly. 
«There. is something in the very fact of an officer 
„being known to be intrusted with the personal pos- 
session of heavy sums of money by Government, 
-which gives him importance, and weight, and 
„sway. in the community, and: over the popular 
mind; even though it be well known, at the same 


time, that he cannot, legally use or employ a dollar . 


` interposed may be very easily broken down. 


of it for-his own or others’ advantage. His opin- 
ions on public affairs have something of the ‘solidity 
and weight, in popular estimation, of the pondrous 
money bags and chests on which he sits. And be- 
fore I can ever. consent. to authorize the creation 
‘of a large number. of executive officers of this de- 
scription, I must have strong proof of the vital, the 
almost indispensable, necessity of the measure which 
calls for their. services. 


But ‘there is another objection to this executive 
treasury, on the score of political principle, of a still 
higher and stronger kind; which I advert to, lest, by 
omitting all allusion to it, I should be deemed to 
acquiesce in the argument by which it is sought to 
be obviated. By placing the public moneys in the 
manual keeping of officers of executive appointment, 
as proposed by this measure, I do not say there is 
an actual union of the purse with the sword in ex- 
ecutive hands; but I do say that that union is ap- 
proximate, and that the thin legal partition which is 
It is 
true, according to the law, that “the President can- 
not touch a dollar of the public money, by his own 
authority, nor change its custody;” and that “who- 
ever shal! come to the exchequer for money, must 
show the law of Congress under which he comes; 
and no payment can be made but in compliance with 
such law.” All very true; and yet all thisis no an- 
swer to the rule, which requires that neither the ex- 
ecutive nor his officers shall have the personal cus- 
tody of the public money. In one important sense, 
their custody is his custody; and so it has been ex- 
pressly claimed to be by high political authority in 
our own day. And the rule referred to is precau- 
tionary; it looks ahead, to some alarming conjunc- 
ture in our public affairs, when some bold, popular 
chief and President, having his army in the field to 
meet a threatened war, or, perhaps, at the close of a 
contest, in which the commander-in-chief has covered 
himself and his army with glory, shall be tempted to 
try his hand at the establishment of an imperial dy- 
nasty in his own person and family; when he might 
cail on his brave soldiers, shortened in pay, per- 
haps, and suffering injustice at the hands of an un~~ 
grateful country, which they had defended and, 
saved by their v 
ican army at the close of the Revolution ; when he 
might call on them to follow him, their companion 
in arms and commander, to conquer by their swords 
that justice for themselves which was denied them 
by their country. Itis to a state of things like this, 
that the rule referred to looks forward, when noth- 
ing shall be wanting to consummate the ambitious 
designs of the bold and unprincipled leader, but the 
ways and means—the money for the enterprise; 
and when he might find the public moneys—all 
that belonged to the public treasury, whether five or 
twenty or fifty millions of good gold and silver—not 
deposited in independent banks, which would refuse 
to yield it up to his demand, but in the hands of his 
own officers and agents, appointed by his authori- 
ty, devoted*to his interests, and ready to do his 
will. : 

“But, Mr. Speaker, I must hasten now to say a 
word or two about this exchequer board and its 
agencies, considered as an executive commercial 
bank of deposite and exchange. The earnestness 
with which the original report, made to Congress 
in behalf of the exchequer, denies and protests that 
thisis no Government bank—a còurse which has 
been followed with more than equal carnestness and 
zeal by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Cusurınej]—demonstrates plainly enough that the 
friends of this measure regard a Government bank 
as exceptionable and indefensible, and that they 
would not dare openly to advocate before the coun- 
try any such proposition. This is well, and it argues 
a deference to the Constitution and to popular sen- 
timent, in these quarters, which may yet prove the 
salvation of the country. 


Now, sir, on this important matter of. fact, I take 
issue with these gentlemen, one and all; and I con- 
fess myself not a little astonished when I consider 
what intellect and what learning have been applied 
to the question, that even doubts, much more that 
positive opinions, should have been expressed from 


such quarters against the idea that it was any part: 


ofthis exchequer scheme-to establish a Government 
bank. The point.is too plain for argument or opin- 
ion. Itis a thing palpable to every vision, standing 
out in bold relief on the face of the scheme, and can- 
not be taken or mistaken, either for nothing or for 
anything else. It is not a bank, because it makes.no 
discounts! And it is not a bank, because itis niot a 
joint-stock company! Well, let those who argue 
thus, enjoy their opinions; thank God, there. is lit- 
tle danger that such opinions can be propagated... 


I affirm that this scheme does propose a Govern- 
mentbank, with all the elements essential to a bank. 
The bank is to be conducted, too, by Government, 
as a corporation, just as other corporations conduct 
their banking operations—through the agency of 
officers and. clerks of its own appointment. It is to 
deal with individuuls, on individual account, as 
any other bank; and, though it may not be sued, yet 
it can sue in the name of the cororation nemely, 
the Government. 


I put out of consideration hare: the issues to credit- 
ors; these are made on Government account, and 
this may be a legitimate business for Government to 
transact. Besides, these issues belong not to the 
bank, but to the sub-treasury part of the scheme. 
And this, by the way, constitutes the only essential 
difference between this sub-treasury and that of Mr. 
Van Buren. The latter contemplated the “use of 
coin only, as the sole currency to be used between 
the Government and its creditors and debtors; though, 
as is well known, this feature in the plan failed 
utterly in practice, and bank paper and bank checks 
were used instead, almost exclusively.. The sub- 
treasury offered to us, provides for the use of Gov- 
ernment paper to be issued to creditors, and to be 
receivable for all public dues. 


I also put out of consideration sii all dealings 
in exchange on Government account. All this 
belongs also to the sub-treasury part of the exche- 
quer. The power to buy and sel! exchange, for the 
transfer of the public revenues, has been often ex- 
ercised, and it was pait of the authority expressly 


of Mr, Van Buren. 
All this Government one, ari 


it is a power subject to. great abuse, and liable to 
strong objections. u 


I desire, then, that it may be distinctly anderatood 
that I do not charge. that this exchequer scheme 
includes a Government bank, because the board and 
its agencies are to receive deposites of public money, 
or revenue; nor because it is to issue convertible 
paper in payment to the public creditors; nor be- 
cause it may draw drafts, or buy and sell exchanges, 
for the transfer of Government funds for Gov- 
ernment use. These are operations analogous to 
banking operations; but it is not on account of these 
operations that I find a Government bank in the 
powers conferred on the board of exchequer:and its 
agencies. Nor, on the other hand, does the fact that 
these operations have been carried on, and may be 
carried on (if. they may) by the Treasury Depart- 
ment, tend to prove—which was the argument of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Cusniwe,]— 
that whatever other commercial operations . analo- 
gous to these, in mere matter of form, but totally dis- 
tinct in substance, object, and character, the Govern. 
ment may carry on, yetit will not conduct the proper 
business of a true commercialhbank. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts says this: cannot be a Govern- 
ment bank on account of the exchequer receiving 
deposites, because the treasury always receives de- 
posites; nor on account ofits issuing paper for curren- 
cy, because that the Treasury Department has done, 
and may do; nor on account of its buying and ‘selling 
exchange, because that also has been done by the 
Treasury Department when it was no bank. But 
all this is arguing (if there be argument in it) with- 
out advancing us one step towards a conclusion. 
It is, in effect, declaring that Government may estab- 
lish an agency of Government officers to conduct 
all the operations of a commercial bank—not on. Gov- 
ernment account, but wholly on individual account, 
just in the manner of any private bank ar. banker; 
and yet that agency cannot be a Government bank, 
because it is the Government, or a part of it, 

But let us see what ‘this Government machine is 


“ado 
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“s toido, and then ‘let us determine whether it be a 
bank or not. : : ie 
io 4Annd, first, it is to carry on the business of receiv- 
ing on private deposites money, gold and silver, 
“the property of -individuals, to be held, as in other 
cases of deposites made by individuals, for conve- 
nience and security;” and for these private deposites 
it “is to issue certificates of deposite, charging a pre- 
tniu therefor not exceeding the one-half of one per. 
cent. The certificates outstanding at any one time 

‘must not exceed fifteen millions of dollars, and they 
are to be prepared so as to circulate as bank money, 

or currency. À ‘ 

_.. Now. this is. precisely the business transacted by 
the Bank of Amsterdam; and this was its principal, 
if notits only business. It was nota bank of dis- 
count; it did not loan a dollar of money; it did not 
dealin exchanges. ‘The original subscribers deposit- 
ed their coin, which was of short weight, and re- 
ceived a credit on the books of the bank equivalent to 
the intrinsic value of the coin; and these credits were 
bank money; and all payments of considerable sums 
were: made in this bank money, by the transfer of 
credits from the name of the debtor to that of the 
creditor. The bank also received on deposite the 
money of individuals, placing an equivalent of bank 
money. to the account of the depositor, with a small 


deduction only for profit and expenses, and giving. 


him a receipt payable to bearer. This was the sum 
of the business of the bank; and was the Bank of 
Amsterdam a' bank, or wasit not? . The Bank of 
Hamburg operates in the same way to this hour; and 
is‘the Bank of Hamburg a bank, or is it not? And 
if they are banks, why is not this board of exchequer— 
conducting this identical business in the same form, 
wholly on individual account—why is this exchequer 
not a bank? . 

But the exchequer is to deal in exchanges, solely 
on individual account. 
stricted only to bills running from State to State, 

_ and to such as shall be payable in thirty days from 
date or from sight. With these restrictions only, it 
may purchase exchange to an amount limited only 


by its means, and the offers which shall be made. 
shud tv ancy Utovuunt 4180 te bills which it buys, 


only taking care that it do not take more than cight 
per cent, for both interest and exchange. And all 
thisit may do, notin any manner on Government 
account, or connected in the remotest degree with 
the management of the proper revenue and funds of 
Government; but solely and exclusively on indi- 
vidual account, and for the accommodation of the 
trading and businéss community, 

And then the exchequer may sel! exchange to 
any amount for which a demand may exist—receiv- 
ing the money of individuals, and furnishing to them 
commercial bills, just as other banks and bankers 
furnish such bills; and all this, not for the Govern- 
ment, or on Government account; but for individ- 
uals, and on individual account. The only restric- 
tion is, that the premium charged for. this business 
shall not exceed two per cent. d 

Such, and so vast, is the -business to be done by 
this bank, under the powers conferred on the board 

» of exchequer—all of it a legitimate banking business, 
precisely such as is commonly transacted by banks 
and bankers, and all to be done on individual account— 
and yet, this is no bank! 

And this is no bank, because, after all, it is only 
receiving deposites and giving paper for them; or it 
isonly selling or buying exchange. And all this the 
‘Treasury Department has done, and may do again, 
and yet be no bank. But has the Treasury Depart- 
ment ever received private deposites, “the property 
of individuals, to be held, as in other cases of de- 
posites made by individuals, for convenience and 
security,” and issued paper to circulate as currency 
upon.such private deposites!. And has the Treas- 
ury Department ever dealt in exchanges, buying and 
selling bills, for the sole purpose of accommodation 
to individuals, and to enable such individuals to an- 
ticipate or transfer their funds? If this Government, 
or any other Government, had ever attempted.a bu- 
siness of this sort before, there might be something 
in the argument. But what is it to the purpose, 
when we charge that, if the Government deals in 
private deposites, and in bills of exchange wholly 
on individual account, it conducts the proper business 
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of a bank—what is it to the purpose to reply, that the 
Govérnment does deal, or has dealt, and may deal, 
in deposites and exchanges on Government account, 
and for the management of its own proper revenues 
and funds? - Does it follow, therefore, that the Gov- 
ernment may deal in deposites, and’ exchanges on 
individual aceount; and that, in so doing, it does not 
conduct the proper business of a bank? 

«Sir, this'sort of reasoning leads to very strange 
ednclusions. The Government sets up an official 
agency to deal in money and exchanges, just after 
the manner ofa bank, and in no manñer or degree for 
Government account; and that agency is not a bank, 
because the Government may and does deal in mon- 
ey and exchanges in its own proper business. Well; 
the Government buys. and sells real estate, and buys 
and-sells merchandise for Government account, and 
in the transaction of its own proper business: can 
Government, therefore, establish an official agency 
for dealing and trading in real estate, or in merchan- 
dise, in no manner or degree for account of Govern- 
ment, and yet deny that it isa speculator or a 
trader? 

Mr. Speaker, there can be no plainer proposition 
than that this exchequer scheme includes a regular, 
out-and-out Government bank--an executive commer- 
cial bank of deposite and exchange—to be conduct- 
ed by this Government as a corporation, through its 
own officers, wholly on individual account, and pre- 
cisely in the manner of any other bank. It may 
transact a banking business in a single year equal 
to a hundred millions of dollars. In discounting 
paper in the form of bills, in buying exchange, and 
in selling exchange, though terms are prescribed, 
yet there is latitude enough to enable the Govern- 
ment—the administration for the time being—to dis- 
tinguish, among its customers, between its friends 
and its enemies; bestowing favors upon some, and 
imposing hard or uncomfortable terms upon others. 
It may discount paper on easier terms than its neigh- 
bor banks; it may buy exchange at a higher premi- 
“um, and may sell exchange ät a lower premium, than 
the market price. And it is the Executive Govern- 
ment that is to do all this; and we, the Representa- 
lives of the people, are to give the authority. The 
Exocutive, through uMfvers dexiving their places from 
him, is to deal and trade in money and commercial 
paper to the tune (it may be) ofa hundred millions a 
year, with individuals all over the country, and with 
the whole trading and commercial community. 
Liberty! Liberty! what has become of that jealous 
spirit which once made the American people so 
watchful for freedom, and filled them with alarm and 
indignation at the slightest encroachments, or the 
offered blandishments of Executive power! + 

But, Mr. Speaker, it is time to ask soberly and 
seriously after the power of this Government to deal, 
as a banker, in money and exchanges, in the way 
and manner proposed. I should be glad to hear 
some gentleman rise in his place and maintain 
the naked proposition, that this Government has the 
constitutional authority for this kind of business. I 
should like to hear the argument, that I may under- 
stand in what particular clause in the Constitution 
the authority is found, or from what particular or 
what general power it is derived, A power to 
deal and trade in money and commercial paper, as 
here proposed, is a substantive power, in no manner 
incident merely to some other power, so far as I can 
discover. This Government has full authority, of 
course, for the management of its own revenues and 
funds; and it may manage its revenues and funds 
itself, by its own proper officers, or. it may create a 
bank or a fiscal agent for that purpose. If it create 
a bank for this purpose, it may give to it all the or- 
dinary powers of a bank, to enable it to maintain an 
independent existence as such. It may authorize 
the bank to receive private deposites, to discount 
paper and loan money, to issue currency, and to deal 
in exchanges. All these powers are appropriate to 
a bank, and some or all are essential to its existence 
asa bank. It cannot be a bank without them, or 
some of them, It must have an independent cor- 
porate existence; it must have capital; and it must 
transact business enough in its proper line to live 
upon. But does it follow, therefore, that the Gov- 
ernment itself may turn banker, as a corporation ; 
set aparta capital to trade upon; and conduct all 


the various and complex business and operations of 
abank? These operations are appropriate and es- - 
sential to a bank as a fiscal agent; but they are in 
no manner appropriate or essential to the Govern- 
ment, in the management of its own revenues and 
fiscal affairs by its own officers. It is not necessary 
that the Government should deal in money and ex- 
changes on individual account, to enable it to keep, 
transfer, and disburse its own money, or. even to 
enable it to put forth its own paper for currency. 
This it may do by issues to its own creditors, and 
for money borrowed. These would be issues on 
Government account, and not a trading in money 
or paper by the Government on individual account. 
This Government, by an express authority, estab- 
lishes post offices and post roads. If necessary for 
carrying the mail on a particular route, the Govern- 
ment may set up aline of stages of its own for the 
purpose, and, as incident to the carrying of the 
mail, perhaps it might carry passengers. This has 
actually been. done by the. Post Office Department 
in former times. It was done.on the route between 
this city and Baltimore. But what would be 
thought, because the Government sometimes car- 
ried the mails with passengers in its own post 
coaches, if it should undertake to set up lines of post 
coaches all over the country, for the carrying of pas- 
sengers without the mails? And this may serve 
to illustrate the distinction between the transaction 
of business on Government account, or as incident 
to the proper business of Government, and the trans- 
action of the same business wholly on individual 
account. In the same way, the Government might, 
if necessary for the transportation of the mails, con- 
struct roads or railroads, or build and own steamboats; 
and, perhaps, the carrying of passengers might be 
connected with the carrying of the mails. But no- 
body, I believe, would think that the Government 
might, therefore, by. its own official agency, con- 
struct railroads and build steamboats, solely for the 
accommodation of the public in the carrying of 
passengers, without any connexion with, or refer- 
ence to, the carrying of the mails whatever. And 
yet, is not this, in substance and principle, precise- 
ly what this exchequer scheme supposes the Gov- 
ernment may do? The Government may keep its 
own money; therefore it may keep the money of 
of individuals. The Government may buy and sell 
drafts for the transfer of its own funds; therefore it 
may do the same thing for the transfer of the funds 
of individuals, The Government may issue paper, as 
the evidence of its own proper debts contracted in 
its own proper business; therefore it may issue paper 
wholly on dealings with individuals, and solely for 
the accommodation of such individuals and the com- 
mercial community in general. The Government 
may create a bank as its fiscal agent, not because a 
bank is necessary, but a fiscal agent is; and may au- 
thorize such bank, while- performing the duties of 
fiscal agent, to conduct the ordinary operations of a 
bank, as necessary to its support and existence; and, 
therefore, the Government, being its own fiscal agent 
if it choose to be, may also conduct the ordinary 
operations of a bank, though those operations are 
in no way connected with its management of its 
own funds and fiscal affairs;—at any rate, inno way 
essential, or even important, to such management. 
It cannot facilitate, or tend to facilitate, the opera~ 
tions of the board of exchequer and its agencies, in re~ 
ceiving, keeping, transferring, and disbursing the prop- 
er public money of the Government, or in paying the 
public creditors in treasury notes instead of gold and 
silver, that it should also receive the money of in- 
dividuals on private deposite, furnishing currency 
therefor, or that it should buy and sell exchange for 
the accommodation of the commercial community. 
it must create embarrassment, rather; at any rate, 
additional labor, care, and expense. These bank- 
ing operations are separate and distinct, and are so 
regarded in the plan itself. “The board of ex- 
chequer and its several agencies,” says this plan, 
“shall keep separate and distinct sets of books, for 
the purpose of entering and recording, in one set, 
all transactions respecting the collection, keeping, 
and disbursing of the public revenue, and trans- 
mitting the public moneys from place to place, for 
the service of Government; and, in another, all 
transactions and accounts arising from dealings in 
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exchange, and other transactions not on Govern- 
ment account.” And these “dealings in exchange 
and other transactions not on Government’ ac- 
count,” are as distinct from the duties required of 
the exchequer “for the service of the Government,” 
as they could be if they had been assigned to a sep- 
arate board—a distinct agency. 

AndT repeat, that the banking operations here pro- 
posed scem to me to require some substantive and 
direct authority in the Constitution to sanction them, 
inasmuch as they do not appear to stand in any man- 
ner esscntially connected with the operations of 
Government, under any of the substantive or granted 
powers relating to the revenue or the management 
ofthe public finances. If any gentleman on this 
floor is prepared to maintain that this Government 
may, by constitutional warrant, as a political corpo- 
ration, through itsown officers, set up a commercial 
bank of deposite and exchange, with a proper bank- 
ing capital, to deal and trade-in money and paper, 
and in commercial bills, solely on account of indi- 
viduals and for the accommodation of the commer- 
cial community, and without the slightest necessary 
connexion with the management of the proper 
funds and finances of Government,—if any gentle- 
man will do this, Ishall, for one, be gratified to hear 
him; and I shall expect to get some new light in re- 
gard to the constitutional powers of the Govern- 
ment. UntilI am enlightened in this way, I must 
hesitate to give my sanction to the powers now pro- 
posed to be exercised; and I must leave it to those 
to support this proposition, from the President down--- 
strict constructionists—who can find no warrant 
of authority whatever in the Constitution for a bank 
as a fiscal agent of the Government, because such 
bank, if created, must, or may be, authorized to deal 
in money and exchange! On all this subject it is 
enough for me to say, at present, that this is a Gov- 
ernment bank—demonstrably so, and not the less 
so because jt is denied; and that, by the plain ad- 
mission of the originators and friends of the ex- 
chequer scheme, power or no power, a Government 
bank ought not to exist in this country. 

Mr. Speaker, my opinions, in part, at least, both 
of this new executive treasury and sub-treasury, 
and this executive bank, ave, I think, by this time, 
pretty well understood. The support they have 
received from a particular quarter, which has com- 
manded at all times, and on all great questions of 
public interest, my profound respect—that support, 
and nothing else, could ever, for a moment, have 
made me doubtful about the true character of this 
measure, or made me hesitate to express that con- 
demnation of it which I have believed it merited;— 
I may say, that utter abhorrence of it which I have 
constantly felt. 

Mr. Speaker, at the last session, feeling it to be 
the duty of the majority here to do something—what- 


ever they could, without any sacrifice of principle, | 


which should promise relief, I proposed a substitute 
for the bill reported from the Select Committee, by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Cusnino-] 
That substitute contemplated the issuing, by the 
Government, of fifteen millions of convertible paper, 
or notes, to be issued to creditors, or to those who 
should lend the Government their cash—redeemable 
on demand, in specie, at the Treasury in Washing- 
ton, or atan agency of the Treasury in the city of 
New York, Of course, no issues were to be made, 
except on Government account; there was to be no 
sub-treasury, and no board of exchequer, for no such 
board was required; any more than the like machi- 
nery was or is required for the issue of inconvertible 
treasury notes. y à , 

This measure was offered by me, that it might be 
considered whenever the exchequer plan should be 
brought forward, It expressed my ultimatum in 
regard to paper for currency, to be issued directly by 
this Government, which I hold to be a practice al- 
ways liable to abuse, and to be avoided as far as 
possible. In truth, I should, at any time, have given 
my own proposition a reluctant support; though, if 
the subject had come up, it should have had from 
me a firm support as an antagonist measure to that 
proposed by the Executive, A 

The House is aware that a few days since I 
offered another measure, referred to by me at the 
commencement of my remarks, as a substitute for 


the exchequer scheme, which, at my instance, was | tures; she had experienced reverses in the East, 


laid on the table and ordered to be printed. ‘This 
measure I greatly prefer to the former one submitted 
by me; and it is my purpose, as I have already said, 
to urge it at a proper time upon the consideration 
of the House. If gentlemen have not turned their 
attention to it, [beg they will do so, It will explain 
itself. It is perfectly simple, and to all’parties con- 
cerned, as a pecuniary transaction, perfectly safe; 
and it is as little liable to exceptions from political 
considerations, as any plan for the same objects 
could well be. While it will enable the Government 
to borrow cheaply, at home, fifteen millions of dollars, 
it will afford the means, not of creating, but of adopting 
fifteen millions of sound currency, which, by the act 


of adoption, will be made to put on the character of 


nationality. I am not permitted now to enter further 
into this plan, as the time allowed me is just about 
to expire. A further opportunity, I trust, will be 
afforded me when the House shall go into com- 
mittee on the bill of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, which I hope it will do very soon; and, in the 
mean time, I beg leave again earnestly to commend 
to the attention of gentlemen on all sides of the 
House the measure and plan to which I refer. 
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SPEECH OF MR. BUCHANAN, 
OF PENNSYLVANIA, 
In Senate, August 19, 1842—On the ratification of 
the treaty with Great Britain, 


Mr, BUCHANAN rose and addressed the Sen- 
ate as follows: 

Me. Presipent: It is now manifest thatthe treaty 
under discussion is destined to be ratified by a Jarge 
majority of the Senate. The news of this ratifica- 
tion will spread joy and gladness. throughout the 
land. It will be hailed by the country as the pledge 
of a lasting peace between two great nations; and 
those who were instrumental either in its negotia- 
tion or ratification, will be esteemed public bene- 
factors. Beyond all question, such will be the first 
impression upon the public mind. Amidst this 
general joy, it will bea subject of surprise and as- 
tonishment that some eight or ten Senators should 
have separated themselves trom the mass, and voted 
against the ratification of this treaty. The first im- 
pulse of public feeling will be to condemn these 
Senators. Now, sir, as I shall be one of this small 
number, I rise to make my defence before the peo- 
ple of the country in advance, not doubting but that 
the justice, if nol the generosity of the Senate, will 
remove the jnjunction of secrecy from our pro- 
ceedings, and cnable me to publish my remarks. 

There isno Senator who has felt more anxious 
to vote in favor of this treaty than myself. I am 
conscious of all the happy effects upon the country 
which might result from unanimity in this body; 
and I may say, in all sincerity, that I have en- 
deavored to agree witb the majority. Nay, more— 
I was disposed to distrust my own judgment, be- 
lieving that it might have been prejudiced by the 
zealous and persevering efforts which I had for- 
merly made, both as chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, and as a Senator on this floor, 
to sustain the rights of Maine against what Í be- 
lieved to be the unjust pretensions of the British 
Government. I have, therefore, earnestly endeav- 
ored to keep my mind open to conviction until 
the last moment; but after all, I cannot vote for 
this treaty without feeling that I had violated my 
duty to the country, and without forfeiting my own 
self-respect. In the emphatic language of the Sen- 
ator from Maine, [Mr. Witirams,] I believe it to 
be a treaty unjust to Maine, and dishonorable to the 
whole country; and thus believing, if it depended 
upon my vote, it should be rejected without regard 
to consequences. These I would leave to thai su- 
perintending Providence which has ever been our 
shield in the day of danger. Even if war should 
be the result, (which 1 do not by any means antici- 
pate,) I would rely with perfect confidence upon the 
courage, patriotism, and energy of my countrymen, 
for the defence of their rights. 

When the mission of Lord Ashburton was first 
announced, I hailed itas the olive branch of peace 
and friendship, presented by England to this coun- 
try. The auspices were all favorable. I believed 
then, and I believe still, that she was sincere. Her 
revenue was insufficient for her annual expendi- 


where she was waging two expensive, unjust, end 
bloody wars; a large portion of her own population 
was almost ina state of open rebellion, and she. had 
signally failed in her darling policy of extorting 
from France a ratification of the quintuple treaty, 
which would have given her the right of seatching 
all European vessels on the coast of Africa. Such 
was the condition of England when Lord Ashbur- 
ton arrived in Washington, “having been charged 
with full powers to negotiate and settle ali matters 
in discussion betrseen the two countries,” When I] 
make this declaration, f employ the very language 
used by Mr. Webster himself, in. the very first sen- 
tence of his first diplomatic note, dated on the 17th 
June last. His Lordship’s powers were not con- 
fined to the Northeastern boundary question, whieh 
is the only disputed question settled by. the treaty; 
but they would have enabled him to terminate all 
the vexed and dangerous questions which still re- 
main open to disturb the harmony and threaten 
the peace of the two nations. i 

Not only did a crisis then exist in the affairs of 
England eminently calculated to predispose her to 
a fair and amicable adjustment of all the disputed 
questions; but the British Government well knew 
that these questions were of such a distinct and 
varied character, that some one of them had strong- 
ly enlisted the feelings of each portion of our coun- 
try; and, when combined, that they would unite the 
American people almost as one man in demanding 
justice. There was the Northeastern boundary 
question, which peculiarly interested the Eastern 
States, as did the Northwestern boundary the West- 
ern States, whilst the Creole question had deeply 
affected the sensibilities of the Southern and South- 
western portions of the Union. Redress for the 
Caroline outrage, and an abandonment of the right 
of search, were questions of national honor, in 
which every man with an American heart, through- 
out the broad extent of our country, felt the deepest 
interest, The varied wrongs of England had united 
us together in an adamantine chain, no link of 
which onght ever to have been broken until these 
wrongs had all been redressed. I believe in my 
soul that the propitious moment had arrived for 
settling all these questions upon just and honorable 
principles. Feeling this to be the case, I declared, 
on the floor of the Senate, at the period of Lord 
Ashburton’s arrival, that our motto ought to be— All 
or none. This] did, because I felt. that all could 
be adjusted. I believe still that all might have 
been adjusted; although I knew it would be the 
policy of the British Government to obtain a ces- 
sion of that portion of Maine necessary to consoli- 
date her power in North America, and leave the 
other questions—particularly that of the Creole— 
for “a more convenient season.” This Creole 
question, from peculiar causes, which I need not 
explain, was the weakest, except in point of justice, 
of all the questions in dispute; whilst the prejudices 
of the British people were most strongly enlisted 
against its fair and honorable adjustment. Lord 
Ashburton has succeeded in obtaining all that his 
Government most desired, and in postponing for fu- 
ture negotiation all which was most desirable for the 
American people. Until within the last few weeks, 
we had every yeason to believe that all matters in 
dispute would be adjusted by the treaty. I appeal 
to Senators whether they have not heard, over and 
over again, throughout the negotiation, that the 
only obstacle in the way of settling all our difficul- 
ties was the obstinate adherence of the Maine com- 
missioners to the line of the treaty of 1783. I often 
made inquiries concerning the Creole question, be- 
lieving that its adjustment would be the most diffi- 
enlt; and was as often informed that there would be 
no difficulty in providing for the tuture, although 
Lord Ashburton might not beable to grant indem- 
nity for the past. I believed that all things were in 
suécessful progress; and never have I been more 
astonished and disappointed than when I first learn- 
ed that the Maine question alone had been settled 
by the treaty, and that all the rest of the disputed 
questions had merely been made the subjects of a 
diplomatie correspondence. 

Had all the questions been adjusted between the 
two countries, a career of happiness and prosperity 
would have been opened to both, on which the ima- 
gination of the philanthropist might love to dwell. 
"Time might have soothed, or even obliterated, the 
memory of the successive wrongs and insults which 
we have suffered from England since she first ac- 
knowledged our independence; and we might have; 
forgotten those unfriendly feelings towards her, 
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Senate. 


which, unquestionably, now pervade the great body 
of the American. people. Senators on this floor 
may speak of the two nations as the mother and the 
daughter, and may please their fancy by such epi- 
thets of mutual endearment; but, in the opinion of a 
large majority of our countrymen, England has ever 
acted asa harsh and severe stepmother towards this 
country. I had fondty hoped: that this unnatural 
relationship would end with the termination of 
Lord Ashburton’s mission; and, had all the ques- 
tions been settled, I was prepared to yield much for 
the sake of sucha happy consummation. 

I shall now proceed to discuss each of the subjects 
separately, involved in the correspondence and the 
treaty, And, first, I shall refer to. the question of 
impressment.. “The two last letters of the series re- 
late to this subject. On the 8th of August, (the day 
before the termination of the special mission,) Mr. 
Webster addressed a letter to Lord Ashburton, 
which presenis a clear and striking view of the 
arguments which have been heretofore urged 
against the impressment of American seamen; and 
suggests tothe British Government the propriety 
of renouncing the practice hereafter. His Lordship 
replied to this letter on the next day, (the 9th of 
August;) and, with. this letter, his mission termi- 
nated. 

This letter of Lord Ashburton is a fair specimen 
of his whole correspondence. It shows his Lordship 
to bea shrewd, sagacious, and practical man. The 
British Government could not have made a more 
fortunate selection of a minister. Whilst all his 
letters abound in general, and, I have no doubt, 
sincere professions of anxiety to establish perpetual 
friendship between the two countries, he never 
yields any of the pretensions of the British Govern- 
ment, He praises much the superior ability of the 
American negotiator; and (to use a cant phrase, 
common atthe bar whilst I was a member of the 
profession) is content that Mr. Webster shall have 
the argument, provided he himself gets the land. 
He never commits himself, or his Government, on 
any particular point; and yet there breathes through- 
out his whole language such a spirit of conciliation, 
that, until you examine it particularly, you incline 
to the belief that he is disposed to grant all you de- 
sire. 

Xa viedo Tur, £ adn, UUES Ne abandon the odious 
claim of the British Government to impress seamen 
onboard of American vessels? Does he yield to 

` the unanswerable arguments presented by Mr. 
Webster? No, sir; no, On this subject, he is not 
merely non-committal,” He comes up to the very 
point which-has always been at issue between the 
two countries;—asserts the principle of the perpet- 
ual allegiance of all British-born subjects in the 
strongest terms; and justifies the practice of im- 
prement in cases of necessity, ay, more: he 
informs Mr. Webster that we ourselves would re- 
sort to the same practice, if our geographical posi- 
tion did not render it unnecessary, Let me quotea 
few sentences of his own language, to establish my 
position. 

“The principle is (says his Lordship) that all subjects of the 
Crown are, in case of necessity, bound to serve their country; 
and the seafaring man is naturally taken for the naval service. 
This ie not, as is sometimes supposed, any arbitrary principle 
of monarchical government, but one founded on the natural 
duty of every man to defend the life of his country; and all the 
analogy of your laws would lead to the conclusion that the 
same principle wonld hold good in the United States, if their 
geeg-aphical position did not make its application unneces. 
sary,”? 

It istrue that he concludes with the expression of 
a vague hope that some satisfactory arrangement 
may yet be made upon the subject—meaning noth- 
ing, and amounting to nothing. 

__ F confess, sir, I did not anticipate that the sub- 
ject of impressment would form any part of the 
negotiations between Mr. Webster and Lord Ash- 
burton. This question ought never to have found 
a place in the correspondence, unless, from the pre- 
liminary conferences, it had been ascertained that 
England was. prepared to’ renounce the practice 
forever, lts introduction has afforded Lord Ash- 
burion the opportunity of insisting upon a claim to 
which we can never practically submit, without 
being disgraced and degraded among the nations 
of the earth. We declared war against Great Brit- 
ain thirty years ago, to protect American seamen 
from impressment; and she, and al! the world, ought 
to know that we shall declare war again should 
the practice ever be resumed. Ifthe starsand the 
stripes which float over an American vessel upon 
the ocean cannot protect all those who sail be- 
neath them from impressment, no matter to what 
land they may owe their birth, then we are no 


longer an independent nation. Whenever any 
British officer shall dare to violate the flag of our 
country on the ocean, and shall seize and carry 
away any seaman from the deck ofan American 
vessel, no matter,what may be the pretence, (unless 


instant reparation should be made by his Govern- - 


ment for ‘the. outrage,) our only alternative will 
then be war or national dishonor. We are deeply, 
solemnly pledged before the world, to avenge such 
a wrong without a moment’s unnecessary delay. 
Such an act would, in effect, be a declaration of war 
against us; and Great Britain knows it well. She 
claims the right of impressment, as a belligerent 
right only, and when she shall go to war with 
France, or any other nation, she will then count 
the costto herself which may result from this prac- 
tice. She may refrain, from the conviction that it 
would convert us from being a neutral, into her 
most deadly enemy. No, sir; no. This is not a 
question for holyday negotiation, but for war, in- 
evitable war, should the occasion ever unfortu- 
nately arise. But Great Britain will have a care 
how she provokes such a conflict, in violation of 
every principle of national law, although she may 
refuse formally to renounce the practice. War 
must be the necessary result of impressment, or our 
national character must become a subject of scorn 
and contempt for all mankind. 


I proceed next to the case of the Caroline. 
There was nothing easier in the world than to set- 
tle this question satisfactorily. The British Gov- 
ernment had only toacknowledge that Captain Drew 
and his band of volunteer desperadoes were in the 
wrong when, under the auspices of Colonel McNab, 
they had invaded our territory, burnt the Caroline, 
and murdered an American citizen; and then do all 
they could torepairthis wrong, by indemnifying the 
owner of the steamboat for his loss of property, and 
providing for the family of the murdered Durfee, 
if he have a family. To acknowledge the wrong, 
and_repair the injury as far as he can, is the first 


dictate of-every just and honorable man, at the 


moment he becomes convincedof his error. Such 
oyght to be the conduct of every-just-and honorable 
nation. But has Great Britain pursued this course 
inthe case ofthe Caroline? Has she either admitted 
the national wrong, or repaired it by malting compen- 
sation to those who were its victims? Neither the 
Oke theuer, We have been told, indeed, by the 
Senator from Virginia, (Mr. Rives,) that this old 
and haughty nation, proud in arms, has submitted 
to ask our pardon for the outrage; and he considers 
this a great triumph, But is this the faci? Let 
the letter of Lord Ashburton to Mr, Webster, of the 
28th July, be carefully examined by any Senator, 
and he must arrive at a directly opposite conclusion. 
I assert that this letter contains an able and elabor- 
ate justification ofthe attack on the Caroline, and a 
vindication of the British officers who planned and 
conducted it. How could it be otherwise? Has 
not Colonel McNab been knighted, and Capiain 
Drew pensioned, for this gallant exploit against un- 
armed men, who vainly believed that the American 
flag upon American soil was a protection against 
British outrage? Have we not seen, within a few 
days, that a public dinner at which a noble Duke 
presided, has recently been given to Sir Allen Me- 
Nab in London, where he received such honors 
as will encourage him again to violate our territory, 
whenever interest or feeling shall again prompt to 
a similar outrage? I ask the Senator from Virginia 
to point to any portion of the letter where the con- 
duct of McNab and Drew has been condemned; 
nay, more, I ask him to point to any portion of the 
letter where it has not been justified. It is very 
true that Lord Ashburton, whilst he earnestly majn- 
tains “that there were grounds of justification [for 
the Caroline outrage] as strong as were ever pre- 
sented in such cases,” declares “that no slight of 
the authority of the United States was ever intend- 
ed;” and although this service was necessary, yet, 
as it involved a violation of our territory, he would 
deprecate its recurrence. In the very sentence to 
which the Senator from Virginia refe ~, in which 
his Lordship regrets “that some exp.cnation and 
apology for this occurrence was not immediately 
made,” he still continues to justify the capture and 
destruction of the Caroline on the plea of necessity. 
The whole substance of this letter may be summed 
up ina very few words, thus: ‘Although the viola- 
tion of your territory, and the destruction of the 
Caroline, were absolutely necessary and entirely 
justifiable, and as such have received the approba- 
tion of the British Government; yet I am extremely 
sorry that any such necessity existed, and hope it 


may not-again occur. I also regret that such an 
explanation and apology for this occurrence as I 
have just made, had not been tendered to your 
Government immediately after the event. A man 
runs me through the body with a sword; and after- 
wards explains and apologises tome, by assuring me 
that his act was both necessary and justifiable; but 
yet he is extremely sorry that any such necessity 
existed. This is Lord Ashburton’s apology for the 
Caroline outrage. The President vainly indulged 
the hope, in his annual message at the commence- 
ment of the present session, “that the British Gov- 
ernment would see the propriety of renouncing, as 
arule of future action, the precedent which has 
been set in the affair at Schlosser.” This was a 
vain hope. So far from renouncing the affair as 
a precedent, it has been justified and approved by 
that Government! throughout. Let an insurrection 
again occur in Canada, and we shall reap the bit- 
ter fruits of this precedent. The military officers 
ofthe: British Government, will send expeditions 
across our frontier, which may plunder and murder 
our citizens, under pretence oi defending their Cana- 
dian possessions against the attacks of the insur- 
gents. ‘This will be done, if for no other purpose 
but that of displaying their zealand devotion to their 
sovereign; and thus purchasing the honors and re- 
wards which have been so profusely bestowed upon 
the McNabs andthe Drews who planned and con- 
ducted the Caroline expedition. A necessity to 
justify such attacks willalways exist whenever they 
are deemed expedient; and if, after four years’ nego- 
tiation, the British Government should express its 
sorrow—not for the outrage itself, but because a 
necessily existed for its perpetration—then we must 
be satisfied, if we should consider the Caroline 
precedent as binding hereafter. 


After all that I have said, it would be vain to 
ask whether Lord Ashburton has granted indem- 
nity to the owner of the Caroline, or provided for 
the family of the murdered Durfee. Jt does not . 
appear that Ddr. Webster ever demanded any such ina 
demnity, or even alluded to the subject. “Ile may 
possibly have adyerted Jo itin his private confer- 
ences with Lord Ashburton; but if he did—my life 
upon it—the answer was, that the attack on the 
Caroline was justifiable, and therefore not a subject 
ofindemnity. You have thus permitted this steam- 
boat, owned by an American citizen, whilst under 
American colors, and moored in an American 
port, to be destroyed by the British authorities, 
Without even asking them to indemnify the owner. 
Does not justice require that you should indemnify 
the citizen whom your own soil and your own flag 
could not protect, and for whom you asked no in- 
demnity? Ishall not at present attempt to answer 
this question. On the files, of our%xecutive doeu- 
ments, there is to be found a memorial from the 
citizens of Buffalo, presented in March, 1838, which 
places the claim of Mr, Wells, the American 
owner of the Caroline, in a very strong light; and 
as we have not even asked any satisfaction for him 
from the British Government, it -wiil be a serious 
question whether we are not. bound to indemnify 
him ourselves, 

But Lord Ashburton, in this extraordinary letter, 
is not content with acting on the defensive. In the 
conclusion of it, he becomes the assailant, Refer. 
ring to the ease of McLeod, he complains that 
“individuals have been made personally liable for 
acts done under the avowed authority of their Gov- 
ernment,” and he inquired whether the Govern. 
ment of the United States is now in a condition to 
surrender those engaged in such enterprises as that 
ofthe capture of the Caroline, without subjecting 
them to trial. 

Mr, Webster replied to this letter on the 6th of 
Augost, and informs his Lordship that the Presi- 
dentis satisfied, “and will make this subject, [the 
capture of the Caroline,] as a complaint of viola- 
tion of territory, the topic of no further discussion 
between the lwo Governments.” And thus ends 
the Caroline question. 

But not so the McLeod question. Mr. Webster 

in the beginning, that 


admits, as he had done 
McLeod ought to have been surrendered, without 
trial, on the demand of the British Government, 
rie graciously explains the reason why this could 
hot be done, and casis the blame “upon a Slate 
court, and that not of the highest jurisdiction,” 
which “was embarrassed, as it would appear, by 
technical difficaities.” He says, however, that the 
Government of the United States holds itself not 
only fully disposed, but folly competent, to fulfil its 
acknowledged obligations to subjects of England, 
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who may hereafter engage in such enterprises; and 
informs his Lordship that the attention of Congress 
“has been called to the subject, to say what farther 
provision ought to be made to expedite proceedings 
in such cases.” 


His Lordship must, indeed, have been difficult 
to please, if allthese assurances were not satisfac- 
tory. In what, then, has the Caroline outrage re- 
sulted?]—that outrage, so eloquently described by 
the Secretary himself, in his letter to Mr. Fox, as 
to make the blood tingle;—that outrage perpetra- 
ted on the Caroline “in the darkness of the night, 
while moored to the shore, and whileunarmed men 
were asleep on board, killing some and wounding 
others, and then drawing her into the current, above 
the cataract, setting her on fire, and, careless to know 
whether there might not be in her the innocent with 
the guilty, or the living with the dead, committing 
her toa fale which fills the imagination with horror.” 
We have settled this outrage upon our territory 
without any acknowledgment from the British 
Government that the act itself was wrong and mm- 
justifiable, and without any indemnity to the injured 
individuals. Nay, more; Mr. Webster has yielded 
to Great Britain, while she still continued to jus- 
tify the act and approve the conduct of the officers 
of the expedition, an assurance that we would 
surrender, without trial, all persons who may here- 
after be engaged in similar enterprises. And, to 
cap the climax, the Senate have already passed 
what { solemnly believe to be an unconstitutional 
pill, which, if it should receive the sanction of the 
House, and be approved by the President, will de~ 
prive all State courts ofjurisdiction over the foul 
murders which may be committed within their 
territory by lawless bands of desperate men sent 
over the lines from Canada by petty provincial 
officers, and will discharge the criminals from con- 
finement in a summary manner, by a gross perver- 
sion of the writ ofhabeas corpus, Surely we have 
done everything we could to appease the British 
Government for the trial of McLeod before the 
courts of New York. I repeat that Lord Ashbur- 
ton must be a most unreasonable man if he be not 
entirely satisfied with the settlement of the Mc- 
Leod and Caroline questions, 


I now come to the Creole question. And here 
we, who are opposed to the treaty, have been told 
that this is peculiarly a Southern question; and that, 
if the Senators from the South are satisfied with the 
manner in which it has been adjusted, we ought 
not to complain. Sir, this is nota mere Southern 
question, but it is a question which deeply affects the 
honor of the whole country. I might here repeat what 
I have said upon a former occasion—that all Chris- 
tendom is leagued against the South upon this ques- 
tion of domestic slavery. They have no other 
allies to sustain their constitutional rights, except 
thej Democracy of the North. I do not mean to 
insinuate thatthe Whig party of the North are gen- 
erally abolitionists. Far from it. But this I will 
say: that Whig candidates most generally receive 
the support of the abolitionists; and, therefore, the 
Whigs, asa party, are careful notto give them of- 
fence, Far different is the conduct of the Demo- 
crats. In my own State, we inscribe upon our 
party banners hostility to abolition. It is there one 
of the cardinal principles of the Democratic party; 
and many a hard battle have we fought to sustain 
this principle. Whilst the Democrats of the North 
are opposed to slavery in the abstract, they are ever 
ready to maintain the constitutional rights of the 


South against the fierce and fanatical spirit of 


abolition. I, therefore, claim the right of discuss- 
ing the Creole question. lt was my anxious desire 
and confident hope that this question, atleast, might 
have been settled bythe treaty. [firmly believe 
thatthe propitious moment for adjusting it on hon- 
orable terms has passedaway forever. T'he British 
Government might have consented to accept the 
bitter with the sweet; and to haye done us justice on 
the Creole question, for the sake of cbtaining that 
portion of Maine which they so ardently desired. 
But we have not improved the golden opportunity; 
andnow what are we told? Why, thata great ad- 
vance has been made towards the settlement of this 
question by the correspondence before us. 

And what is a diplomatic note? What states- 
man ever dreamed of adjusting an important ques- 
tion, well calculated to impair the harmony and 
destroy the peace of two great nations, by a dip- 
lomatic note? A treaty is the only mode known 
to thelaw of nations by which such questions can 
be settled. Now, sir,if the letter of Lord Ashbur- 
ton, of the 6th August, had even contained every 
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stipulation which we could desire in regard to the 
Creole question, to what would it amount? It 
might possibly bind the honor of the present British 
cabinet; but after a change of ministry, would it 
bind their successors? No man will pretend it. 
A new ministry would say to us, Why did you 
not secure your claimed rights by treaty? We are 
not bound by a mere diplomatic note, written by 
Lord Ashburton in behalf of a former ministry. 
And more especially are we not bound by it, when 
that minister himself, in the very first sentence of 
the note on which you rely, disclaims all author- 
ity from his Government to enter into any for- 
mal stipulation on the subject; and in a subse- 
quent part of it, refers “to great principles too deep- 
ly rooted in the consciences and sympathies of the 
British people,” which might cause a disavowal of 
any engagement into which he might enter for the 
purpose of settling this question. 

But even if the engagement contained in this 
note of Lord Ashburton were solemnly inserted 
in the body of the treaty itself, it would be wholly 
ineffectual. It is contained in two sentences, which 
I shal) read: 


“In the mean time, (says his Lordship,) I can engage thet 
instructions shall be given to the Governors of her Majesty’s 
colonies on the southern borders of the United Statesto exe- 
cute their own laws with careful attention to the wish of their 
Government, and that there shall be no officious interference 
with American vessels driven by accident or by violence into 
those ports. The laws and duties of hospitality shall be exe- 
cuted, and those seem neither to require nor to justify any fur- 
ther inquisition into the state of persons or things on board of 
vessels so situated, than may be indispensable to enforce the 
observance of the municipal law of the colony, and the proper 
regulation of its harbors and waters.” 


Now, sir, when we consider the nature of our 
grievance, we shall perceive at once how wholly 
inadequate his Lordship’s stipulation will be to af- 
ford a remedy. American citizens, in transport- 
ing their slaves by sea, from the Atlantic States to 
States on the Gulf of Mexico and on the Missis- 
sippi, must pass through the Babama channel, If 
their vessels are driven into any British port along 
this channel, by storms, or are carried there in 
consequence of mutiny and murder, the slaves, who 
can escape to the shore by any means what- 
ever, are instantly free. Such is the law of Eng- 
Jand, which will most probably never be changed. 
But whilst the slaves remain on board of an 
American vessel, they are, in the contemplation of 
the law of nations, on American soil, Now, if 
his Lordship had stipulated that the British au- 
thorities should prevent the slaves on board of ves- 
sels driven into port by storms, or carried there 
by mutiny, from making their escape tothe shore, 
there would have been some efficiency in the en- 
gagement. This would have been a stipulation 
to do a positive act, which would have retained 
and secured the slaves in the possession of their 
masters, But the engagements of Lord Ashbur- 
ton are all merely negative. The British colo- 
nial"governors are not themselves to be instru- 
mental in releasing the slaves,—they shall not offi- 
cially interfere with American vessels driven by 
accident and by violence into those ports,—they 
shall not make any further, inquisition into the 
state of persons or things on board of vessels 
thus situated, than may be necessary to enforce the 
municipal laws. Al is negative, and is intended 
merely to prevent the British authorities them- 
selves from becoming actors in violating ourrights! 
The people of any of these colonies, without vio- 
lating his Lordship’s engagement, may interfere lo 
produce the escape of the slaves from any such 
vessels. That they will hereafter act in this man- 
ner, there can be no doubt, judging from heir past 
conduct. 

In justice to Mr. Webster, I must say that he has 
placed this whole subject in a most clear, forcible, 
and striking light. He has proved conclasively 
that weask no engagement from the British Gov- 
ernment but what they are clearly bound to per- 
form, under the law of nations, without any treaty 
stipulation whatever. What I complain of is, that 
while he always demonstrates his propositions, they 
never produce any practical effect for our advan- 
tage. Lord Ashburton does not attempt to answer 
his arguments, because they are unanswerable; and 
yet, in general terms, his Lordship declares that 
some of them have rather surprised and startled 
him, though he will not pretend to judge them. 
His object was to transfer the negotiation concern- 
ing the Creole to London; and in thishe has suc- 
ceeded, Our object ought to have been tosettle the, 
question in Washington, and to connect togeth- 
er, in the same treaty, the Creole question with 


the Northeastern boundary. I most sincerely hope 
that I may be mistaken, but I now believe. none! of 
us will ever live to see the day .when the Creole 
question will be settled on terms honorable and sát: 
isfactory to this country. E 


One remark I feel impelled to make—and that is, 
that this Senate deserves to he famous nét only for 
passing abstract resolutions, but for our willingness 
to surrender them whenever we are called upon to 
carry them into effect. We have unanimously re- 
solved and re-resolved in favor of our title to the 
disputed territory; and we have pursued a similar 
course in relation to the principles involved in the 
Creole question. 1 hope that we shall hereafter de- 
sist from such vain and idle proceedings. ` 

On the 15th of April, 1840, we resolved, by.a 
unanimous vote, that our ships on the high seas, in 
time of peace, were, according to the law of na- 
tions, under the exclusive jurisdiction of our coun- 
iry; and further, that, when. forced by stress of 
weather, or other unavoidable cause, into the ports 
of a friendly power, they, with their cargoes, “and 
persons on board, with their property, and all the 
rights belonging to their personal relations, aS €s- 
tablished by the laws of the Siateto which they be- 
jong, would be placed under the protection which 
the laws of nations extend to the unfortunate under ` 
such circumstances.” These propositions have 
becn demonstrated by the Secretary of State. And 
yet, after our clear rights, under the law of nations, 
have been repeatedly outraged by the British au- 
thorities and people, all we have obtained for their 
security is a diplomatic note containing engage- 
ments which will have no practical effect whatever, 
and which may be recalled at pleasure by the Brit- 
ish Government. So much for the case of the Cre- 
ole, : 

1 now approach the treaty itself, and shall first 
discuss the eighth article, ‘It stipulates that each of 
the contracting parties shall maintain on the coast of 
Africa a naval force of not less than eighty guns, 
toenforce, separately, the laws of each country for 
the suppression of the slave-trade; “the said squad- 
rons to be independent of each other, but the two 
Governments stipulating, nevertheless, to give such 
orders to their officers commanding their respec- 
tive forces, as shall enable them to act most effectus 
ally in concert and co-opera'ion, upon mutual con- 
sultation, as exigencies may arise, for the attain- 
ment of the true object of this article; copies of all 
such orders tobe communicated by each Govern- 
ment to the other, respectively.” 


Now, si’, the first remark in regard to this most 
important article, which must strike every mind, is, 
that it has become a part of the teaty, without any 
correspondence whatever between the two plenipo- 
tentiaries in relation to the subject. We are left 
entirely in the dark as to the motives which influ- 
enced the negotiators in forming this article, except 
from the obscure hints which may be collected from 
the President’s message which accompanied the 
treaty. And here I would remark, that this corre- 
spondence throughout presents a singular spectacle, 
which, trust, may never be exhibited again in any 
important negotiation with a foreign power. Ev- 
erything had been previously arranged in verbal 
conferences, without any note or memorandum of 
what had transpired at them, before the date of the 
letters communicated with the treaty; and these let- 
ters were evidently intended merely to present re- 
sults in sucha form as might best satisfy the people 
ofboth nations, The original pretensions on the 
one side or the other—the manner in which they 
were resisted-—the means by which they were mod- 
ified and received their present form—all, all are 
buried in oblivion, so far as this Government is 
concerned. The tracks of the negotiators were 
made upon the sand, and the returning tide has ef- 
faced them forever. Such isthe case in relation to 
this Government; but not so, E shall venture’ to as- 
sert, in regard to England. 

The first duty of every responsible minister en- 
gaged in the Negotiation of an important treaty 19, 
to communicate to his Government a faithful his- 
tory in detail of all his official conferences. The 
British Government, beyond a doubt, have been ac- 
curately informed, from day to day, of the progress 
of this negotiation; and though the despatches ot 
Lord Ashburton may not, for many years, see the 
light, yet they will be a great diplomatic curiosity 
whenever published. Instructed to settle all the 
questions in dispute between the two countries, the 
means will then appear by which he succeeded in 
batiting the American negotiator, and evading the 


. 
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settlement of any of these questions, except such. as 
were for the advantage of his own country, __ 
But, sir, I trust that no other American minister 


.may- ever fellow the example of Mr. Webster in 


this particular. Such a mode of negotiation can 
only be tolerated between absalute sovereigns; but 
under a Government where every public agent is 
responsible to the people, either directly or indi- 
rectly, our most important affairs with foreign na- 
tions ought never to be concluded without a record 
of.the conferences which led totheresult. I myself 
negotiated an important treaty with Russia; and I 
felt it to be my imperative duty to write down, be- 
fore I retired to rest, the substance of every confer- 
ence with the Russian Minister for Foréign Affairs, 
and afterwards transmit it to my Government by 
the very first-opportunity. 

These observations, sir, will account for the re- 
markable fact, that, although Lord Ashburton ar- 
rived in Washington, and was presented to the 
President in the beginning of April, and his mis- 
sion did not terminate unti! the 9th of August, yet 
the whole correspondence in relation to impress- 
ment, to the Caroline question, and to the Creole 
question, took place within the last week or ten 

ays of its termination. “ All had been agreed upon 
beforehand in private conferences; and the corre- 
spondence was only making up the record for pub- 
lic view, What Mr. Webster originally proposed, 
what he insisted upon, and what he retracted, can 
now only be known to. himself and to the British 
Government. 


But, in regard to this eighth article of the treaty, 
we have noteven any formal record made up, nor 
any explanation whatever. There it stands in the 
treaty; but how, or why it got there, we are lefi to 
conjecture. We bind ourselves to England that we 
shall maintain a naval force of eighty guns on the 
coast of Africa; whilst the condition of our treasury 
is so deplorable, that we have been compelled to re- 
duce our small army, and leave our fellow-citizens 


beyond the Mississippi exposed to the attacks of the. 


numerous savage tribes transported to that region 
by ourown policy. Did the British Government 
demand this sacrifice at our hands? Was it neces- 
sary to appease the wounded Wide of England at 
the.disappointment she experienced when France-- 
ANY ancient and foihtet ~, shaved ov ratiy ule 
quintuple treaty, and identified herself with us in re- 
sisting the right of visitation and search? All is 
obscurity~-all is darkness. We do not know, and 
we never shall know, what passed between the ne- 
gotiators on this subject in their private confer- 
ences, Under a Government where every public 
minister is responsible, we find a most important 
article inserted in a treaty, and know not even by 
whom it was proposed, 


Now, sir, #2 common with all America, I abhor 
the slave-trade. Our duty both to God and man 
requires that we shoald prevent it from being con- 

` ducted under the American flag. For this purpose, 
we ought to send a naval force to the coast of Af. 
rica, whenever this may become necessary for dis 
suppression. 
pursued. But why should we yield up the exer- 
cise of our own free will, at the dictation of Eng- 
land? Why should we bind ourselves in bonds. to 
her that we shall do our duty? The Father of his 
Country, while he advised us to cultivate peace and 
friendship with all nations, atthe same time warned 
us against entangling alliances with any, We 
have hitherto acted upon this wise and salutary 
maxim; and the present is the first entangling alli- 
ance we have ever contracted with an nation, 
since the date of his solemn warning. E erea(ter, 
whether it be convenient or inconvenient to us— 
whether it be necessary or not,--we have sol- 
emnly pledged ourselves to England, that, at 
all times, and under all circumstances, dur- 
ing the period of five years, we shall keep eighty 
guns afloat on the coast of Africa: and she, of all 
others, is the nation which will exact a strict per- 
formance of this pledge. There is no reciprocity, 
except in name, in this article of the.treaty, The 
naval force of Great Britain is so large, that, with- 
oul any engagement whatever, she would keep a 
greater number than eighty guns on the African 
coast, In the face of all these objections, and in 
this moment of our depressed finances, we agree 
to expend $700,000 per annum, to enable England 
to present to Christendom this new trophy which 
she has won in the cause of universal emancipa- 
tion. I take my estimate of the expense from the 
Senators from Missouri and New Hampshire, 


[ Messrs, Benton and Woopgvury,] who state that 


This course we have always hitherto. 


The: British Treaty—=Mr. Buchanan, 


the cost of each gun at sea (including ship-building 
and ail) amounts to $9,000. ae 

But, sir, much as I dislike this article in the as- 
pect in which it has already been presented, I dis- 

like it still more when viewed in another light, 
To me, it appears, under all the circumstances, to 
be the price paidto the British Government for a 
relinquishment ofits claim, during the continuance 
of the treaty, to the right cf visiting-and searching 
American vessels on the coastof Africa. On this sub- 
ject, we must grope our way in the dark—having 
no light to direct our steps, but what appears on the 
face of the article itself, and the intimations con- 
tained in the President’s message. 

We have the declaration of the President, “that 
the treaty obligations subsisting between the two 
countries for the suppression of the African slave- 
trade, and the complaints made to this Government 
within the last three or four years, (many of them 
but too well founded,) of the visitation, seizure, 
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ana deiention of American vessels on that coast, by- 


British cruisers, could not but form a delicate and 
highly important part of the negotiations which 
have now been held.” We thus learn, from the 
highest authority, that the right of visitation and 
search on the African coast did form a delicate 
and highly important part of the negotiations. 
This was all conducted in private conferences; as 
nothing on the subject appears in the correspond- 
ence. Mr. Webster must unquestionably have 
complained to Lord Ashburton of the outrages 
committed upon our flag by British cruisers; and 
his Lordship most probably replied that these were 
necessary to suppress the slave-trade in American 
vessels, How was the question to be compromised? 
By a stipulation, on the part of the United Siates, 
that they would keep a sufficient force on the coast 
of Africa to visit and search their own, vessels, thus 
rendering unnecessary their visitation and search 
by British cruisers. In this inference I am sus- 
tained by the language of the President. He says 
--that-“the examination or visitation of the merchant 


vessels of one nation, by the cruisers of another, . 


for any purpose, except those known or acknowl- 
edged by the law of nations; únder whatever re- 
straints or regulations it may take place, may lead 
to dangerous results, Jt is far better, by other 
means, to supersede any supposed necessity, or any 
motive, for such eramination or wisit. Interference 
with a merchant vessel by an armed cruiser, is al- 
ways a delicate proceeding, apt to touch the point 
of national honor, as well as to affect the interests 
of individuals. It has been thought, therefore, 
expedient, not only in accordance with the stipu- 
lations of the treaty of Ghent, but, at the same 
time, as removing all pretext, on the part of others, 
for violating the immunities of the American flag 
upon the seas, as they exist and are defined by the 
law of nations, to enter into the articles now sub- 
mitted to the Senate.” Thesearticles, then, were 
entered into for the purpose of removing all pre- 
texts, on the part of the British Government, for ex- 
amining and searching our vessels on the coast of 
Africa. These articles are the price which we 
have agreed to pay for the privilege of not being 
searched by British cruisers. But the eighth arti- 
cle of the treaty may be annulled, at the pleasure 
of either Government, at the end of five years; and 
if itshould be, what will then be our condition? 
All the arrogant and unjust pretensions of the 
British Government to visit and examine Ameri- 
can vessels will then. revive; because the treaty 
contains no renunciation whatever of these pre- 
tensions, The parties will then bej remitted to the 
condition in which they were placed before it was 
eoncluded. Nay, more; the claim of Great Britain 
will be strengthened by the fact, that we have 
agreed to purchase a temporary exemption from 
its exercise, at the price of maintaining a squadron 
of eighty guns on the coast of Africa during a pe- 
riod of five years, 

The President has referred to the stipulations 
contained in the treaty of Ghent as one reason 
for the adoption of this eighth article. The tenth 
article ofthat treaty declares as follows: “Whereas, 
the traffic in slaves is irreconcilable with the prin- 
ciplesof humanity and justice, and whereas both 
his Majesty andthe United States are desirous of 
continuing their efforts to promote its entire aboli- 
tion, it is hereby agreed, that both the contracting 
parties shall use their best endeavors to accom. 
plish so- desirable an object.” 

The whole world knows how early, and with 
what persevering energy, the United States have 
exerted themselyes to suppress this odious trade. 
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They were the first, a few years after the treaty ot 
Ghent, to denounce it as piracy under their laws; 
and other nations have followed their example. 
They have faithfully complied with the treaty of 
Ghent, in using their best endeavors for the sup- 
pression of this trade.. But will any person pretend 
that the tenth article of this treaty imposes any obli- 
gation upon them to make a new and distinct 
treaty, abridging their liberty of thinking and act- 
ing for themselves in accomplishing this desirable 
object, and compelling them to maintain a squad- 
ron on the coastof Africa, to act in concert with 
a British squadron, for this purpose? Surely Lord 
Ashburton neverset up any such pretension, The 
tenth article of the treaty of Ghent is complete in 
itself, and contemplated no new stipulation between 
the two Governments, 

Senators say that thetwo squadrons are to act in- 
dependently of each other; and no danger now ex- 
ists that American vessels will be visited and ex- 
amined by British cruisers. I trust that the facts 
may justify their prediction, But the treaty itself 
provides that the two Governments shall “give 
such orders to the officers commanding their re- 
spective forces, as shall enable them most effectually 
to act in concert and co-operation.” The British 
squadron on the coast of Africa will necessarily 
belarger than the American; and it will be com- 
manded by an admiral, or other officer of high 
rank. Although no direct orders may be issued 
from the British commander to an American offi- 
cer; yet, when the twosquadrons are bound to cos 
operate with each other, influence will, probably, 
be substituted for command. The American 
squadron will thus, in effect, become a mere subsi- 
diary force to that of England. Upon a review of 


‘allthe considerations involved in this. subject, 1 


feel deeply solicitous that the pending motion should 
prevail, to strike this cighth article from the treaty, 
There is not the least danger but that it will be rati- 
fied by England without this article.. The honor 
of the nation requires that we should make this 
amendment. After all that has passed, we should 
stand upon that sacred principle ofthe law of na- 
tions, that the American flag—waving at the mast- 
head of an American vessel, shall protect her 
from visitation and search by British cruisers, 
In what condition do we place France by yielding 
to the demands of England,—that France, whose 
people have been ever ready and ever willing to 
stand by usin the day and hour of danger? It is 
known to usall that England, by her persevering 
solicitations, had obtained from the Governments of 
France, Russia, Prussia, and Austria, a treaty yield- 
ing the right of search on the coast of Africa; andshe 
expected to extort this concession from us, through 
the moral influence of these nations. The treaty 
had not yet been ratified by France, when our 
minister at Paris interposed. His powerful pro- 
test against it afonso. the. French people to a 
Sense of their danger. They took the alarm, and, 
like their fathers in the Revolution, they united 
with us in asserting the independence of their flag 
and our flag. Such a storm of indignation was 
thus raised, that the French Government withheld 
its ratification from the quintuple treaty, And yet, 
after a)l this, we have deserted our ancient ally— 
we have framed a treaty with the British Govern- 
ment, by which they not only do not renounce the 
night of search, but have obtained from us an implied 
acknowledgipent of the existence of such a right, 
by our engagement, in consideration of the tem- 
porary Suspension of its exercise, to maintain a 
Squadron of eighty guns on the coast of Africa 
for five years, to act in concert and co-operation 
with the British squadron. Surely, surely, the 
Senate will not ratify this article of the treaty. Sure- 
ly, surely, the Senate will not ratify the unjust claim 
of the British Government to be the supreme pro- 


tector of the rights of humanity, either on the ocean 
or on the land. 


I have now reached the Northeastern boundary 
question; and I have, on former occasions written, 
and spoken so much in support of our tiile to the 
disputed territory, that I shall trouble the Senate 
mith ae we observations on this branch of the 
subject. entirely concur in the opinion former} 
expressed by Mr. Webster, that the claim of the 
British Government “does not amount to the dig- 
nity of a debatable question.” The Senate unani» 
mously adopted a resolution on the 4th of July. 
1938, reported by myself, as chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, declaring, “That 
after a careful examination, and deliberate consid» 
eration of the whole controversy between the United 
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States and Great Britain, relative to the Northeast- 
ern boundary of the former, the Senate does not 
entertain a doubt of the entire practicability of run- 
ning and marking that boundary in strict conform- 
ity with the stipulations of the definitive treaty of 
peace of sevenieen hundred and eighty-three; and 
jtentertains a perfect conviction of the justice and 
validity of the title of the United States to the full 
extent of all the territory in dispute between the 
two powers.” The distinguished predecessor [Mr. 
Cay] of the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. CRITTEN- 
DeN,] then a member of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, cordially approved both of the report and 
of this resolution; and, upon his motion, the latter 
was considered and adopted on the anniversary of 
our independence. Fle said that there was a pecu- 
liar fitness in resolving to maintain the integrity 
and independence of the old thirteen United States 
on the anniversary of that memorable day on which 
our independence was declared. I can never, then, 
admit that our title to the disputed territory was 
even doubtful. 


Dr. Franklin, and the other American commis- 
sioners who negotiated the definitive treaty of peace, 
in 1783, were wise and sagacious men. They 
knew that, in every delineation of boundary, it was 
all important clearly to fix the starting-point, and 
“thatali future disputes might be prevented,” to use 
the language of the treaty, the northwest angle of 
Nova Scotla was established asthe place of begin- 
ning. At the date of the treaty, this was a well- 

, known point, at the intersection of the western line 
of the province of Nova Scotia with the southern 
line of the province of Quebec; and although these 
two lines had never been actually run and marked 
upon the ground, yet their position was so clearly 
described by royal proclamations, by acts of Parlia- 
ment, and by the commissions granted to the Gov- 
ernors of Nova Scotia and Quebec, that our com- 
missioners deemed it impossible that any serious 
difficulty could arise in discovering this angle. 
Nothing more was necessary than to follow upon 
the ground the due-north line, plainly marked upon 

“Mitchell’s map, from the source of the St. Croix to 
the line of highlands dividing “those rivers that 
empty themselves into the river St. Lawrence, from 
those which fall into the Atlantic ocean;” andat 
the intersection of these two lines, the northwest 
angle of Nova Scotia must be found with mathemat- 
ical precision. 

All admit that Mitchells map, published in 
1755, was the map used by the commissioners in 
designating the boundaries of the United States. 
Until the year 1763, the northwest angle of Nova 
Scotia was the point where the line marked upon 
that map, as the dividing line between Nova Scotia 
and New England, struck the river St. Lawrence. 
In February, 1763, Great Britain acquired Canada 
from France by treaty. Under the King’s proc- 
Jamation of October, 1763, which created the prov- 
ince of Quebec, and afterwards, by act of Parlia- 
ment, in 1774, this province was extended south of 
the St. Lawrence, “by a line from the bay of Cha- 
leurs, along the highlands which d ivide the rivers 
that empty themselves into the river St. Lawrence 
from those which fall into the sea, to a pointin 
forty-five degrees of northern latitude, on the eastern 
bank of the river Connecticut.” The bay of Cha- 
leurs on the north, in latitude between 48 and 49, 
anda point on the Connecticut, in latitude 45, were 
to be the two exuemities; and the intermediate 
southern line of the province of Quebec was to pass 
between these two points along the highlands 
which divide the rivers thatempty themselves into 
the St. Lawrence, on the one side, from those fall- 
ing into the sea, upon the other. The definitive 
treaty of peace adopts the language of the act of 
Parliament of 1774, and describes the northwest 
angle of Nova Scotia to be “that angle which is 
formed by aline drawn due north from the source 
of St. Croix river to the hightands” “which divide 
those rivers that empty themselves into the river St. 
Lawrence from those which fall into the Atlantic 
ocean.” Now, sir, let any Senator cast his eyes 
upon Mitchell’s ma e 
Jae-norih line tou the source of the St, Croix; 
and he will find that it crosses the river St. Jobn 
very little north of the 47ih degree of latitude, and 
does not arrive at the highlands from which rivers 
empty themselves into the St, Lawrence, until 
north of the 48th degree of latitude. And yet, in 
the face of all these official documents of the very 
highest authority, I was astonished to find that Lord 
Ashburton, in his letter to Mr. Webster of the 21st 
June last, declared “his settled conviction that it 


and foliow the well-marled- 


was the intention of the parties to the treaty of 
peace of 1783, however imperfectly those intentions 
may have been executed, to leave to Great Britain, 
by their description of boundaries, the whole of the 
waters of the river St. John.” 
tain this conviction, he must believe that the south- 
ern boundary of the province of Quehec, under 
the royal proclamation of 1763, and the act of 
Parliament of 1774, extended not merely to the 
dividing highlands whence streams flow into the 
St. Lawrence; but about a hundred miles south of 
these highlands, embracing a region of country 
watered by a large river, (the St. John,) and its 
numerous tributaries, which flow, not into the St. 
Lawrence, bat into thesea, And Dr. Franklin and 


our other commissioners, with Mitchell’s map be- 


fore them, and the St. John, with all its tributaries 
in full view, in the opinion of his Lordship, intend- 
ed to bring the northwestern angle of Nova Scotia 
down to Mars Hill, one hundred miles south of 
those dividing highlands; from the opposite slopes 
of which, rivers flow on the one side into the St, 
Lawrence, and on the other into the ocean. With 


this map before them, they were wholly ignorant | 


of the language which they had employed when 
clearly and distinctly fixing the northwest angle of 
Nova Scotia in this dividing range of highlands, 
and intended to fix it in highlands one hundred 
miles south, which divide not the sources ofstreams 
falling into the St. Lawrence and the Atlantic 
ocean, according to the description of the treaty, but 
the sources of streams falling into the St. John on 
the north, and the Penobscot on the south. 


In opposition to this treaty line, so clearly de- 
fined by Dr. Franklin, and to make Dr. Franklin 
contradict himself, the copy of au old French map 
by D’Anville has been produced, the original of 
which was recently found by Mr. Sparks in the 
office of Foreign Affairs at Paris, among 60,000 
other maps. [lt is dated in 1746; and upon its face 
there is a line traced, in red ink, running along the 
highlands which divide the head waters of the Pe- 
nobscat and Kennebec on the south, frora the tribu- 
taries of the St. John on the north. Much import- 
ance seems to have been attached to this map by the 
Secretary of State. It was communicated to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations in great confi- 
dence, and with an air of solemn mystery; and se- 
rious apprehensions were expressed lest Lord Ash- 
burton might obtain information of the existence of 
so precious a document. The dreaded inference 
was, that this must be the very map which had 
been marked by Dr. Franklin for Count Ver- 
gennes, at his request; and that the red lines upon 
it were the boundary lines of the United States, ac- 
cording to the treaty, traced by the hand ofits chief 
negotiator. In plain English, thal, notwithstand- 
ing Dr. Franklin had signed the provisional treaty 
onthe 30th day of November, 1782, defining the 
northeastern boundary of the United States to be a. 
ine drawn duc north from the source of St, Croix 
river to the highlands, and thence along the high- 
ands dividing the rivers which flow into the St. 
Lawrence from those which empty themselves into 
the Atlantic; yet that, only six short days thereafter, 
he had marked this very treaty line upon a map 
or Count Vergennes, asa line not running north 
at alt fromthe source of the St. Croix, but run- 


he tributaries ofthe St. Lawrence from the rivers 
which fall into the Atlantic ocean, but dividing the 
tributaries of the St. John from the head-waters of 
the Kennebec and the Penobscot. To credit this, 
we must believe either that the Doctor had a very 
short memory, or that he did not understand the 
plainest provisions of the treaty to which he had 
just become a party, Neither the one supposition 
nor the other can be tolerated for a moment, Those 
who attach such importance to this map, surely 
coujd not have been aware of the fact, that, previous 
tothe year 1768, when Canada was ceded by France 
to England, all the French maps that were publish- 
ed had the dividing line between the possessions of 
France and England marked in this very manner. 
By this line France claimed against England prior 
to the year 1763; and it would have been “passing 
strange” if this old map of 1745--bearing date thirty- 
six years before the existence of our provisional 
treaty with England—should not have been thus 
marked. The wonder would have been to have 
found any map of that date in the French Forcign 
Office marked in any other manner. 

The logic by which Dr. Franklin would be 
made to stultify himself is, that he certainly did 
mark some map for Count Vergennes with the 


In order to enter- ` 


ning west; and not separating the head-waters of | 


| 


lines of the provisional treaty; but what has become’ 
of this map, no man living can tell. An old French’ 
map of 1746, however, has been found by Mr. 
Sparks, among sixty thousand other maps, marked’ 
as all French maps were previous to 1763." 
Therefore, this must be the very map which Dr, 

Franklin sentto Count Vergennes sixty years ago. 

Quod erat demonstrandum, Such an assumption is 

too absurd to be assailed by serious argument. 


Lord Ashburton, in his first letter to Mr. Web- 
ster, of the 13th June, appears peculiarly solicitous 
to free his Government from the imputation of hav- 
ing urged a claim which they knew to be unfound- 
ed, In order to accomplish this purpose, he at- 
tempts lo prove that the claim had been asserted 
previously to the treaty of Ghent. Now, sir, this I 
utterly deny. No question was ever made, until af- 
ter that treaty, but that our line extended north of 
the St. John, On the contrary, this fact was clearly 
admitted in 1797, by agents of high character, act- 
ing under the express authority of the British Gov- 
ernment. Ward Chipman, esq., the agent of that, 
Government, under Jay’s treaty, for determining - 
the true source ‘of the St. Croix, expressly admits 
the fact. In his argument, he says that “thts north 
line must of necesstly cross the river St, John.” 
Nay, more: he insists that, “if a north line 
is to be traced from the source of the Cheput- 
natecook, (which was eventually established as 
the point of beginning,) it will not only cross the 
river St. John, within about fifty miles from Fred- 
erickton, the metropolis of New Brunswick, but 
will cut off the sources of the rivers which fall into 
the Bay of Chaleurs, if not of many others—proba- 
bly the Merramichi among them~—which fall into the 
Gulf of St. Lawrence.’ Robert Liston, esq., then 
his Britannic Majesty’s minister to the United 
States, in his correspondence with Mr. Chipman— 
and this, but fourteen years after the date of the de- 
finitive treaty-—clearly admits that this north line 
would cross the St. John. And yet Lord Ashbur- 
ton, at this late day, is firmly convinced, not only 
that it would not cross the St. John, but that it 
would stop short at Mars Hill, and turn to the west 
some forty or fifty miles south of that river, 


Previously to the treaty of Ghent, in 1814, the 
British Government had discovered the vast im- 
portance of obtaining a cession of that. portion of 
our territory inthe northern part of Maine, through 
which the direct communication lies between their 
provinces of Nova Scotia and New Brunswick and 
the city of Quebec. The British commissioners, 
at the first, did not insinuate that they had any right, 
under the treaty, to this northern angle of Maine; 
but merely proposed “such a variation of the line 
of frontier as might secure a direct commu- 
nication between Quebec and Halifax :” and for 
this cession they were willing to yield an equiva- 
lent, “either in frontier or otherwise,” It was not 
until after the American commissioners had de- 
elared “they had no authority to cede any part of 
the territory of the United States,” that the British 
commissioners insinuated (rather than asserted) 
the first doubt in regard to onr title. This faint 
pretension was ably and promptly repelled by the 
American commissioners: and the correspondence 
on this subject ended with a note from the British 
commissioners, in which they declare that “the 
British Government never required that all that 
portion of the State of Massachusetts (now Maine) 
intervening between the province of New Bruns- 
wick and Quebec should be ceded to Great Britain; 
but only that small portion of unsetiled country 
which interrunts the communication belmeen Quebec 
and Halifax—there being much doubt whether it does 
not already belong to Great Britaia.” Great Brit- 
ain would then, sir, you perceive, bave gladly ac- 
cepted this small portion of the disputed territory 
by cession, and granted an equivalent therefor, 
either in frontier or otherwise.. What has she now 
obiained under the present treaty? Not merely 
the small intervening territory necessary to connect 
her two provinces—which was all she desired in 
1814—but all the territory of Maine north of the 
St. Jobn and the St. Francis, containing 2,636,160 
acres, or 4,119 sgrare miles; and, in addition there- 
to, a strip of territory south of the St. Francis, 110 
miles jn length, along the highland frontier of that 
State, containing 571,520 acres, or 893 square 
miles, No man can even set up the pretence that 
this strip of territory is in any manner necessary 
to secure a direct communication between Quebec 
and Halifax. It has been wrested from us for a 
far different purpose. Instead of yielding us any 
equivalent for this cession, either in land or in 
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money, as Great Britain was anxious to do at 
Ghent, wè: ourselves have agreed to. purchase it 
from: Maine and Massachusetis, at a. stipulated 
sum, in order that we may cede it, without money 
and without price, to satisfy the ae preen 
sions of this domineering nation. The King of 
the Netherlands, although much under the influ- 
ence.of England at the time he made his award, 
never thought of giving her more of our territory 
than she claimed to. be necessary for: a free and di- 
rect. communication between her provinces. It 
was reserved for an American Secretary of Slate 
„to surrender this territory—and that, too, the high- 
land boundary which secured Maine against the 
assaults of. Great Britain—of eight hundred and 
ninety-three square miles, in order. to satisfy her 
“rapacity. The Dutch King had never dreamed of 
imposing on us any such humiliating terms, 


` But Lam in advance of my subject, and must re- 
turn. Lord Ashburton, inient upon proving (as 
well he might be, tor the honor of his country) that 
the British claim was not a mere unfounded pre- 
tence to extort territory from a neighboring nation, 
refers to the instructions of Mr. Madison to Mr. 
King; in 1802, and the message of Mr. Jefferson to 
Congress, in 1803, for the purpose of showing that 
the treaty highlands, at the northwest angle of Nova 
Scotia, could not be found upon the ground. Re- 
cent surveys have clearly established that these 
distinguished men were both mistaken in this par- 
ticular. Butno matter. Has Mr. Madison or Mr. 
Jefferson ever admitted, if an actual mountain 
ridge could not be found upon the ground, that 
our north line fromthe monument should stop short 
south of the St. John; and should not be extended 
as far north as the region where the sources of those 
rivers “that empty themselves into the St. Law- 
rence” interlock with the sources of those “which 
fall into the Atlantic ocean?” This will not be 
retended. The fact is directly opposite; because 
r. Madison¥ in these very instructions to Mr. 


King to which his Lordship refers, declares dis- 


tinetly, upon the presumption that a mountainous 
ridge could not be found upon the ground, that “due 
regard ought to be had tothe general idea that the 
Une owght to lerminale on the èlevaled ground di- 


viding the rivers falling into the Allantic rom those 
Oe ate i uu 


ET menliane inta 47- GARIS 
Setar ehanas could have been found, it would 
nevertheless remain a geographical fact not to be 
contested, that there exisis a range of country di- 
viding the streams which flow onthe one side into 
the St, Lawrence, from those which flow, on the 
other side, into the Atlantic ocean. It was here, 
then, that, under the treaty, the northwest angle of 


Nova Scotia was to be found, and not in a range of. 


highlands far to the south of the St, John, and far 
to the south of the sources of the streams which fall 
into the St. Lawrence, Accordingly, we find that 
in the second article of the treaty concluded at 
London, on the 12th May, 1803, between Mr. King 
and Lord Hawkesbury, the commissioners appoint- 
ed under its authority were directed “to cause the 
said boundary line between the source of the river 
St. Croix, as the same has been determined by the 
commissioners appointed for that purpose, and the 
northwest angle of Nova Scotia, to be run and mark- 
ed, according to the provisions of the treaty afore- 
said” [of 1783.) You will observe, sir, that this 
treaty was negotiated under the very instructions 
from Mr. Madison to Mr, King, on which Lord 
Ashburton relies to defend his Government against 
the imputation that their claim to the disputed ter- 
rilory was nota mere unfounded pretence. The 
negotiators of this treaty of 1803, from its very 
terms, contd have entertained no doubt bat that the 
line between the monument and the northwest an- 
gle of Nova Scotia could be run and marked, ac- 
cording to the definitive treaty of peace. Jt is true 
that the treaty of 1803 was never ratified; but no ob- 
jection was ever made by either party to the arti- 
cle containing this stipulation, 

The truth is, that the present British claim was 
allan afterthought. It owes its origin entirely to 
the discovery that it was necessary, by some pre- 
tence or other, to wrest from us the territory which, 
if in our possession, might interrupt the-communi. 
cation between Nova Scotia and Quebec. They 
then contended that no actual highlands coule be 
found upon the ground, such as those deseribed by 
the treaty. They placed particular emphasis on 
the word “highlands,” and insisted that, if a moun- 
tain range could not be found, the treaiy was abso- 
lutely: void, for uncertainty, Bat, when “high- 
jands” arespoken of as dividing waters flowing in 
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opposite directions, is not. the meaning of the term 
perfecily palpabie? From the very laws of nature, 
such highlands must exist and‘slope off in opposite 
directions. Whether they: consist of table-land, or 
even swamp, or shoot up into mountain ridges, still, 
if there be-a height of land from which streams 
flow down in opposite directions, this most clearly 
answers the description of the treaty. It is not the 
elevation of these highlands, but their capacity to di- 
vide waters, which stamps upon them their char- 
acter. 

After the British Government had thus summa- 
rily annihilated the “highlands” of the treaty, they 
had still to perform other wonders. Even if this 
part of the description were gone, enough would 
still remain clearly to identify the treaty line—as 
Mitchell’s map, and all other maps, plainly show a 
range of country separating “those rivers that emp- 
ty themselves into the river St. Lawrence from 
those which fall into the Atlantic ocean.” What 
task, then, had they nextto perform? After sinking 
the highlands, they contended, with all imaginable 
gravity, that no rivers existed in that region which 
fell into the Atlantic. And why? The St. John 
(say they) is nota river falling into the Atlantic 
ocean, because it hasits mouth in the Bay of Fundy; 
neither is the Ristigouche, becanse it has its mouth in 
the Bay of Chaleurs. And what isthis Bay of Fundy 
itself, bata partof the Atlantic ocean? “A bay isa 
mere opening of the main ocean into the land; and 
you might, with the same justice, contend that the 
Bay of Naples is not a portion of the Mediterra- 
nean, as that the Bay of Fundy is not a portion of 
the Atlantie ocean. What absolute trifling it is to 
contend that a river does not fall intothe Atlantic, 
because, in reaching the main ocean, it may pass 
through abay. The Delaware does not fall inio 
the Atlantic, because it flows into it through the 
Bay of Delaware; and, for the same reason, the St. 
John does not fall into the Ailantie, becanse it 
flows inio it through the Bay of Fundy! By the 

-same process of reasoning, there is not a single 
river in the Slate of Maine which falls into the 
Atlantic ocean. They all have their mouths in 
different bays. Truly, thè BYilish claim does not 
rise to the dignity of a debatable question. It is 
not even a decent pretence. 


But even after the British Government had thus 
annihilated the weaty bighlands, and proved that 
the St. John, whose northern tribuiary streams rise 
in these highlands, did not fall into the Atlantic, 
there was another deseription still left of the treaty 
bonndary, against which they have never been able 
to utter a word, It isa settled common-sehse rule 
of constrnetion, that if any portion ofa description 
of boundary fail, yet if enough remains clearly to 
manifest the intention of the contracting parties, this 
is sufficient. Now, the British Government have 
never pretended that rivers do not exist which 
empty themselves into the St. Lawrence exactly 
in accordance with the description of the treaty, 
On Mitchell’s map, you perceive the river St. Law- 
rence running from the southwest to the northeast; 
whilst numerous tributaries rising to the south of 
it, and passing north throuch its valley, empiy 
themselves into the main stream. This portion of 
the Ceseription remains, and would be just as con- 
clusive in favor of our right as though the treaty 
had referred to nothing else. The bad dees not 
and cannot vitiate the good. 


_ Tbavesaid much more on this branch of the sub- 
ject than £ had intended, not for the purpose of 
establishing our right, but to show that the misera- 
‘bie pretexis to whieh the British Government have 
been compelled to resort jn order to cbtain our 
territory, are unworthy of a great nation and that 
Lord Ashbarton can never free them from the im- 
putation of demanding that to which they must 
have known they had no right, 

Let me ow present a sketch of the history of 
this negotiation between Mr. Webster and Lord 
Ashburton, in relation to the Maine boundary, in 
a plain and distinet form, before the Senate. The 
first fact which strikes the mind with astonishment 
is, that Mr. Webster should baye agreed, in their 
preliminary conferences, to waive all disenssion 
“on the general grounds on which each party con- 
siders their claims respectively to rest,” as not cal- 
culated to lead to any practical result. This an. 
pears conclusively from the very first paragraph of 
the first letter addressed by Lord Ashburton to Mr. 
Webster, on the 13:h J une, 1842, and his answer of 
the 8th July. 


{may be asked what course Mr, Webster, in my 
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opinion, ought to have pursued. I answer, he 
ought to have invariably insisted on our right to 
the disputed territory; but, at the same time, to 
have expressed his willingness, for the sake of 
good neighborhood; and in consideration of a fair 
equivalent in territory, to have yielded this right 
so far as to grant to Great Britain what her com- 
missioners had so earnestly desired at Ghent—“such 
a variation of the line of frontier as might secure 
a direct communication between Quebec and Hal- 
ifax.” Nature herself seems to have pointed out 
these mutual equivalents. ‘Whoever wiil cast his 
eye over the mapof Maine and New Brunswick, 
must be forcibly struck with thistruth, If the right 
of way over our territory between Halifax and 
Quebec had been alone solicited, it ought to have 
been conceded to Great Britain in exchange for 
the right to navigate the St. John. But, as the 
British Government earnestly desired to possess the: 
right of sovereignty in the soil over which this way 
passed, the northern triangle of Maine ought to 
have been surrendered for the much smaller tri- 
angle belonging to the province of New Bruns- 
wick, west of the St.John. This would have es- 
tablished a river boundary between the two coun- 
tries, from the point where the due-north line from 
the monument strikes Eel river, all the distance 
round by Eel river, the St. John, and the St. Fran- 
cis, to the western highland boundary of the treaty. 
But what is our present condition, under this treaty? 
We have ceded to Great Britain a!l the territory 
she desired; and yet we have not obtained this 
harrow strip of territory west of the St. John 
She sill retains it: and there an organized 
system of smuggling can be established; and from 
thence, in case of war, her troops can be poured in- 
to the very heart of the State of Maine. To pre- 
serve peace and good neighborhood between inde- 
pendent nations, a river or a mountain boundary 
has always been deemed of essential importance. 
And yet, strange as it may seem, we have never in- 
sisted upon this river boundary, on the east of 
Maine, which Nature herself seems to have estab- 
lished; whilst we have actpally surrendered into 
the-keeping of Great Britain the whole of our west- 
ern mountain boundary. 


Lord Ashburton having obtained trom Mr. Web- 
ster the important concession that the right of the 
United States to the disputed territory should no 
longer be a subject of discussion, the next conces- 
sion which this shrewd practical diplomatist de- 
sired to obtain seemed to follow as an almost ne- 
cessary consequence. For years the British Gov- 
ernment have contended that the whole territory of 
Maine north of these pretended highlands, which 
take a westerly direction from Mars Hill, was in 
dispute; and that it was impossible to ascertain 
the rights of the respective parties, according: to 
the treaty, Assuming these facts, they had, over 
and over again, proposed to divide the disputed 
territory between the two countries, without grant. 
ing any equivalent to us beyond its limits, When 
the American negotiator, therefore, in the very 
beginning, admitted that it would be vain for us 
fo insist upon our rights under the treaty, it seemed 
to follow, as a necessary consequence, that the 
disputed territory must be divided between the 
parties, according to the Suggestion of the British 
Government. Bat this was far from the opinion 
of the Legislature of Maine. Indeed, it does not 
even seem to have originally been the intention of 
Lord Ashburton himself to make any such exe 
travagant demand. The Secretary of State, in his let: 
ter to Gov. Fairfield, dated i{th April, 1842, informs 
him that his Lordship had “officially announced to 
this department, that, in regard to the boundary 
question, he has authority to treat Jora conventional 
line, or line by agreement, on such terms and con- 
ditions, and with such mutual considerations and 
equivalents as may be thought just and equitable,” 
I would ask every Senator of ‘this body, if, when 
he first read this Jetter of Mr. Webster, it entered 
into his imagination to conceive that Lord Ash- 
burton, by these expressions, meant no more than 
a division of the disputed territory between the 
parties. Tad he thus expressed himself, in dis. 
huet terms—my life upon it, Maine never would 
have appointed commissioners, But Maine did 
not leave this question in doubt. Her Legislature 
on the 20th May, 1842, at the time when her com- 
missioners were chosen, resolved, “That this State 
cannot regard the relinquishment, by the British 
Government, of any claim heretofore advanced by 
it to the territory included within the limits of the 
line of this Btale, as designated by the treaty of 
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1783, and uniformly claimed by Maine, as a con- 
sideration or equivalent within the meaning of 
these resolutions.” : 

Itis a most curious point of diplomatic history, 
how, in the very face of this resolution of in- 
structions, the Maine commissioners were led on, 
step by step, to give their assent to the present 
treaty. It will be well worth while to spenda few 
moments in tracing this strange history. 


The commissioners of Maine had their first au- 
dience with Mr. Webster on Monday, 13th of June. 
On the 17th June, Mr. Webster informed Lord 
Ashburton that he was prepared to commence the 
negotiation. On the 18th June, they held their first 

_ conference; but what transpired at this conference 
js buried in oblivion. No record of it will ever 
meet the public eye. If Mr. Webster had evinced 
“half as much skill in managing Lord Ashburton 
as he displayed in managing the commissioners 
of Maine, that State would have acquired the strip 
of territory on the right bank of the St. John, 
which she so much desired to possess. 


The result of this conference was the letter of 
Lord Ashburton to Mr. Webster of the 2ist of 
June. This letter, although conciliatory in its 
terms, is one of bold and barefaced pretension, It 
asserts the principle (which both the State of Maine 
and the General Government had so long resisted) 
that there must be a division of the disputed terri- 
tory between the two countries, without any other 
equivalent to us; and it not only demands for Great 
Britain all the disputed territory north of the St. 
John and the St. Francis, but also the whole of the 
Madawaska settlement south of the St. John. Nay, 
more: his Lordship asserts a claim, of which we 
neverhad before heard, to the whole territory south 
of the St, Francis and west of the St. John, down to 
“someone of its sources” in the highlands—thus in- 
tending to deprive Maine not only of her western 
highland boundary, but of the whole valley be- 
tween that boundary and the river St. John. He 
seems to have well understood the policy of asking 
much more than he would be willing toaccept, In 
making this demand, his Lordship resorts to the 
common diplomatic finesse, that he could not, in 
any case, abandon the obvious interests of the Mad- 
awaska settlement south of the St. John; and, to 
give this and other declarations the greater effect, he 
solemnly declares: “I have not treated the subject 
in the ordinary form of a bargain, where the party 
making the proposal leaves himself something to 
give up. The case would not admit of this, even if 
1 could bring myself so to act.” And yet the case did 
admit of this; and his Lordship did bring himself 
very ‘quietly so to act, within a few days, and as 
soon as he discovered that the Maine commissioners 
had resisted this claim to the Madawaska settlement 
with becoming spirit; bis pretended instructions to 
the contrary notwithstanding. 

Mr. Webster refers this letter of Lord Ashbur- 
ton to the commissioners of Maine, and_ reserves 
to himself the part of mediator between them and 
Lord Ashburton. In their note to him of the 29th 
June, they declare (page 56) that they can never 
surrender the Madawaska settlement south of the 
St. John; “and that, if the adoption of such a line 
is a sine qua nov on the part of the British Govern- 
ment, the commissioners on the part of the State of 
Maine feel it their duty as distinctly to say, that 
any attempt at an amicable adjustment of the con- 
troversy respecting the Northeastern boundary on 
that basis, with the consent of Maine, would be 
entirely fruitless.” . 

The Maine commissioners then proceed to offer 
to Mr. Webster a counter projet, and to propose a 
conventional line. And here permit me to observe, 
that it isa most astonishing fact, that these com- 
missioners never even asked for a cession of the 
narrow triangular strip of land west of the St 
John. I venture to say that no American states- 
man, who has ever examined the subject ef a con- 
ventional line, has entertained any other idea than 
that this strip of land ought to be the equivalent for 
the tract of country north of the St. Johu and St. 
Francis. Ifa bare right of way was to be sur- 
rendered to England over the disputed territory, tne 
navigation of the St. John would be the natural 
equivalent; but if, in addition to this, the British 
Government asked a cession of the sovereignty and 
soil of the territory north ofthe St. John, then the 
equally fair equivalent was a surrender by them to 
Maine of the strip of land north of Eel river, on 
the right bank of the St. John—thus establishing a 
river boundary between Maine and New Bruns- 
wick, This impression has been deeply fixed upon 


my mind for years. I have talked of ita hundred 
times, and every person with whom I have con- 
versed has been under the sameimpression. This 
was the “general and confident expectation of the 
people of Maine,” as we are informed by her com- 
missioners, With a view to this, the Legislature 
of that State had solemnly resolved that no relin- 
quishment of territory on the part of the British 
Government, within what it chose to denominate 
the disputed territory, should ever be considered by 
Maine as an equivalent for the surrender of any 
portion of that territory to Great Britain. 


This resolution, it is well known, pointed clearly 
and distinctly to the acquisition of the strip west of 
the St.John. And yet the Maine commissioners, 
in their counter-projet, not only did not demand 
this territory, but they expressly surrendered all 
claim to it, And why? Because, to use their own 
language, “they have been assured that Lord Ash- 
burton is restrained, by his instructions, from yield- 
ing the island of Grand Menan, or any of the isl- 
ands in Passamaquoddy bay, or even any partion of 
the narrow strip of territory which lies between the 
due north line from the source of the St. Croix and 
the St. John river, above Eel river,(so called,) as an 
equivalent for any portion of the territory claimed 
by Maine as within her boundaries.” By whom 
had they been thus assured? Unquestionably by 
Mr. Webster. By whom had they been prevailed 
upon to surrender the claim of their State to this 
strip of territory? Certainly by Mr. Webster, upon 
the assurance that Lord Ashburton was restrained, 
by his instructions, from yielding it. This was 
the fatal point of the negotiation for the State of 
Maine. It was here that the rights of that State, 
and of the United States, were abandoned. ‘This 
territory ought to have been resolutely demanded 
as an equivalent for the darling object which Great 
Britain had for so many years eagerly pursued— 
that of acquiring the territory over which lay the 
communication between New Brunswick and Que- 
bec. If Lord Ashburton’s instructions prohibited 
him from surrendering this strip of territory, new 
instructions could and would have been obtained, 
had they been found necessary. if this had not 
been the case, I would have referred the question 
to another arbitrator, (an alternative to which Lord 
Ashburton often alludes,) or have hazarded any 
other consequences, rather than have tamely yield- 
ed the principle against which we had so long con- 
tended—that onr right tothe disputed territory was 
doubtful; and, therefore, because it was so, that a 
division of it ought to be made between the two na- 
tions. But his Lordship (according to his own dec- 
laration) never could have surrendered the Mada- 
waska territory south of the St.John; and yet he 
did agree to surrender if, before it was possible for 
himto have obtained new insiructions from Eng- 
land. Had the Maine commissioners insisted upon 
this tract of country with the same manly firm- 
ness as they had done upon retaining the Mada- 
waska settlement south of the St. John, in all bu- 
man probability it would have been attended with 
asimilar result. His Lordship’s alleged instruc- 
tions would have yielded to circumstances, as th 
had done before; and this negotiation might h 
closed with honor to the country, The moment that 
the Maine com oners were prevailed upon to 
yield this point without a struggle, all was Jost. 
Beery principle for which we bad so long con- 
tended was at once abandoned; and nothing more 
remained than to decide how much of the territory 
of Maine should be conceded to the demands of 
Great Britain. The Maine commissioners seem 
themselres to bave been deeply sensible of this de- 
grading truth. They declare that, as they can obiain 
po equivalent beyond the disputed terri “they 
feel themselves c nstrained lo say thet th ion of 
lerritary within the Limits of Maine, aimed by 
her, which they wre prepared, in @ spirit ef ponce 
and good ne orkood, lo yield for the accommo- 
dation of Great Britain, must be restrained and 
confined le such portion only, and in such TASONA 
extent, as is necessary to secure to Great B 
tan unobstructed communication and connexion of 
her colonies with each other)” 

They then proposed to vield to Great Britain all 
that had been awarded to her by the King of the 


Netherlands, (whose award the Senate had so- 


promptly rejected, but which had been so eagerly 
accepted by the British King,) with the exception of 
a small portion of the territory north of the St. 
Francis. This proposition gave to England ail 
the territory that was necessary to secure the com- 
miguication between her provinces; but whilst 
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doing this, it would, to a partial extent, have: 
saved our Government from the disgrace of hav- 
ing, for so many years, warred against the award 
of the King of the Netherlands, and afterwards 
accepted worse terms than it proposed, el 

Mr. Webster, ow the 7th of July, transmits 
this letter of the commissioners of Maine to Lord 
Ashburton, accompanied by a long diplomatic note. 
Tn this note he expressly recognises that his Lord- 
shipis not at liberty “to cede the whole or a part of 
the territory, commonly called the strip, lying east 
of the north line, and westof the St. John.” How 
had Mr. Websler acquired a knowledge of this 
most important fact? It must have been in their 
verbal conferences; for Lord Ashburton had not 
previously committed himself by any such decla- 
zation in any portion of his correspondence.. Init 
he has nowhere stated that. his instructions forbade 
him tomake such a surrender. 

It is also worthy of remark, thatwhilst Mr. Web- 
ster, with the strange inconsistency between- bisar- 
guments and his actions which characterizes 
this negotiation, is communicating to Lord: Ash- 
burton a proposition to surrender to him all. that 
portion of the disputed territory for which England 
had originally contended, and although he had 
thus rendered it impossible that any discussion of 
our Hile conld benefit his country, yet he does, not- 
withstanding, demonstrate the right of the State of 
Maine to allthis territory, with irresistible clear- 
ness and power. He is equally triumphant on 
this question, as on the Creole and Caroline ques- 
tions or ip. resisting the doctrine of impressment; 
but, unfortunately, his arguments have fallen to 
the ground, without producing any beneficial re- 
sult. 


Lord Ashburton, with that skill and address 
which have characterized him throughout the whole 
negotiation, now eagerly seized the advantage 
which he had obtained over Mr. Webster and the 
Maine commissioners. ‘They had fatally, in ad- 
vance, bound themselves to grant all that England 
originally sought or desired. To this extent they 
stood commited; and his object pow was to obtain, 
in addition, a cession of the western highland 
boundary of Maine, for the purpose of covering 
Quebec, and of assailing us with tremendous advan- 
tage in the event of war between the two countries. 
Lle now departs from the moderate and concilia- 
tory tone which he had assumed everywhere else 
throughout the negotiation. In his letter: to Mr. 
Webster of the 11th July, he scouts the proposition 
of the commissioners of Maine; indeed, he treats 
it almost as if itwere an insult. He feels himself 
“quite at a loss” to account for such a proposal, and 
he appeals to the candid judgment of Mr, Webster 
to say “whether this is a proposition for concilia- 
tion.” Ele says that he need not examine the line 
proposed by the Maine commissioners in its pre~- 
cise details, because he is obliged to state frankly 
that it is inadmissible, 

But with all this affected indignation and aston- 
ishment, he is very careful not to break off the 
negotiation, He was too wise and too wary thus to 
endinger the advantage he had obtained, He 
therefore suggests to Mr. Webster that the nego- 
tiation would have a better chance of success by 
conference than by correspondence.” He trusts 
more in the diplomacy of the secret conclave, 
where there was no car to hear and no pen to 
record their conferences, than in the bold, open, 
manly mode in which a negotiation oughtto be 
conducted between the responsible ministers of 
responsible Governments. : , 

In this letter of the 1th July, his Lordship in- 
sists upon our surrender of the district between :he 


St, Jobn a hiands west of that river, and, 
without a 


əs that he wants it “for no 


other sa boundary? This, permit 
me to , isthe very reason why it should never 
Dave been yielded. These highlands were our 
natural borndary, as weil as our treaty boundary; 


rrendered them into 
ble chemy we can 


and we ought never fo hav 
the hands of the only formi 
ever have on this continent, 

The prediction of his Lordship, that there would 
be a better chance of success by conference than 
by correspondence, was very Soon verified. In 
four short days, these personal conferences pro- 
duced a wonderful effect. On the idth July, 1842, 
Mr. Webster proposes to the commissioners of 
Maine and Massachusetts the lines of the present 
treaty; urges them in the strongest terms to surren- 
der the western highland boundary of Maine to 
Engiand; proposes to pay them out of the treasury 
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of the United States the sum of $250,000, as an 
equivalent for the surrender of this territory of 893 
square. miles; promises to refund the expenses 
Which they had incurred for the civil posse they 
had maintained, and the survey they had made; and 
concludes with the expression of his “conviction 
that no more advantageous arrangement could be 
made.” 

Let us here pause fora moment upon’ the aston- 
ishing fact, that this proposition made to the Maine 
commissioners proceeded not from Lord Ashbur- 
ton, but from Mr. Webster; not from the British 
envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary, 
but from our own Secretary of State. It was a 
proposition previously concocted between the nego- 
tiators, and its acceptance urged upon the Maine 
commissioners as the British ultimatum, by the 
very man. to whom the President had intrusted the 
rights and the honor of his country. 

We now first hear from the Massachusetts com- 
missioners; and their letter is truly characteristic, 
That State had no direct interest in the question of 
territorial sovereignty over the disputed territory; 
but merely in the right of soil. They accordingly 
treat it.as a question not of national honor, but of 
dollars and cents. They say to Mr. Webster, in 
their letter of the 20th July: “Whether the national 
boundary suggested by you be suitable or unsnita- 
ble; whether the compensations that Great Britain 
offers to the United States for the territory conce- 
ded to her be adequate or inadequate; and whether 
the treaty which shail be effected shall be honorable to the 
country, or incompatible with its rights and dignity, 
are questions not for Massachusetts, but for the Gen- 
eral Government, upon its responsibility to the whole 
country, to decide.” They thus waive the question 
of national honor; but not so the question of dol- 
lars and cents. They higgle about the price to be 
paid for their land. They demand $25,000 more 
than Mr. Webster had offered. This seems to have 
been their sine qua non; and if the sum to be given 
them. “shall be increased to the sum of $150,000, 


[instead of $125,000,] the State of Massachusetts; 


through her commissioners, hereby relinquishes to 
the United States her interest in the lands which 
will be excluded from the dominion of the United 
States by the establishment of the boundary afore- 


said,” It is needless ja saw that Mw Wabet ay wanta 
Wikan IDAs Seh OU, m sucha bargain, espe- 


cially when the money was to be paid out of the 
treasury of the United States. 

The Maine commissioners seemed then to be 
abandoned by the whole world, and their position 
became truly embarrassing. ‘This proposition was 
urged upon them, not by Lord Ashburton, but by 
their own Secretary of State, with the approbation 
of their own National Administration, That man 
of gigantic intellect, whose great powers ought to 
have been taxed to the utmost to save Maine from 
dismemberment, was the very man who urged them 
to consent. to the dismemberment. They were de- 
serted, at the most critical moment, by the commis- 
sioners of Massachusetts, who had assented to the 
proposition of Mr. Webster. They were induced 
to believe that the question of peace or war was 
suspended on their decision, It was proclaimed in 
the streets of Washington that the obstinacy of the 
Maine commissioners ‘alone prevented the, settle- 
ment of all our questions in dispute with England. 
I was myself induced to give credit to this rumor; 
and when I was confidentially informed, by a Sen. 
alor now on this floor, of the trae nature of the 
case, my astonishment and mortification knew no 
bounds. 

Under these circumstances, a most reluctant con- 
ditional assent to the proposition of Mr, Webster 
was extorted from the Maine commissioners, © Tt is 
due tothem that I should read to the Senate the 
terms in which it is given, ‘Their letter io Mr, 
Webster bears date 224 Jaly, 1842, and concludes 
With the following paragraphs: 

“We are now given to understand that the Tt ive of the 
United States, representing the soy relgnty of the Unio sents 
to the proposal; and that th department of the Government at 
least is anxious for its ace ftance, as, in its view, mest expedi- 
ent for the genera 


toners of Massachusetts have already piy. 

their assent on bebalf of that Con are Thee A Aah 
the commissioners of Maine, invo ng the spirit of attachment 
and patriotic devotion of their $ ate ta the Union, and being 
willing to yield to the deliberate convictions of her sister States 
as to the path of duty, and to interpose na obstacles to an ad. 
Jastment which the general Judgment of the nation shali pro. 
nounce as honorable and expedient, even if that judgment shail 
lead to a surrender of a portion of the birthright of the people 
of their State, and prized by them because it is their birthright, 
have determined to Overcome their objections to the propnsal, 
80 far as to say, that if, upon mature consideration, the Sen: 
gte of the United States shall advise and consent to the 


ratification of a treaiy, corresponding in its terms to your 
proposal, and wiih the conditions. in cur memorandum ac- 
companying this note, (marked A,) and tdentified by our sig- 
natures, they, by virtue of the power vested in them by the 
resolves of the Legislature of Maine, give the assent of that 
State to such conventional line, with the terms, conditions, 
and equivalents herein mentioned.” 
This conditional assent casts the responsibility of 
` the treaty upon the Senate of the United States. lt 
is for ns to pronounce, in the language of the Maine 
commissioners, whether’ this treaty is honor- 
able and expedient, and such a one as the general 
judgment of the nation will approve. We must 
encounter this responsibility, whether we will or 
not. 

lt wonld be a waste of time to pursue the subject 
further, in detail. Mr. Webster, on the 27th July, 
in form, made the proposition to Lord Ashburton, 
which had, in substance, been previously agreed 
upon between them, in personal conference, before 
it was presented to the Maine commissioners; and 
which he, therefore, knew would be accepted: and 
the treaty was concluded accordingly. 

Thus have we yielded to a foreign power that 
ancient highland boundary for which our fathers 
fought. Thus has it been blotted out from the 
treaty which acknowledged our independence. 
Thus has England reclaimed an important portion 
of that territory, which had been wrested from her 
by the bravery and the blood of our revolutionary 
fathers. We have restored to her not only all the 
Jand north of the St. John and the St. Francis, but 
also our mountain boundary south of these rivers, 
down to the Metjarmette portage. Along the base of 
these mountains she can, and she will, establish for- 
tifications and military posts, from which she may at 
once penetrate into the very heart of Maine, itis 
a vain labor for the Secreiary to prove that the ter- 
ritory ceded is unfit for cultivation. England did 
not demand it for its agricultural value. Why did 
Lord Ashburton insist upon its surrender with so 
much pertinacity and zeal? Because it not only 


‘Sauls, pur-exposed our territory to the assaults of 
Engiand, without any interposing natural barrier, 
On the east, on the north, ‘and-on-the west, Maine 
is now left naked and exposed to the attacks of our 
domineering and insatiable neighbor; and we have 
bestowed npon her all this lerritory, without having 
asked her to grant us even the small strip north of 
Ket river, on the right bank of the St. John, which 
would have given us, to that extent, a river bound- 
ary. These highlands, throughout their whole 
range, from the northwest head of the Connecticut 
river to the northwest angle of Nova Scotia, which 
divide the rivers flowing isto the St. Lawrence 
from those which empty themselves into the At- 
lantic ocean, will exclusively belong to England, 
Shourd this treaty be ratified by the Senate. The 
Alpine boundary (which Adams and Franklin and 
Jay had secured to theircountry by the treaty of In- 
dependence) has been extorted from ns by our most 
formidable enemy. We have acted asthe Roman 
Republic would have done, had she surrendered the 
Alps to the hostile nations of Gaul and Germany 
and thus opened the way for the invasion of Italy. 
And this suicidal policy’ has been adopted, upon the 


boundary were not fit for cultivation! 
argument of Mr. Webster, 
The ancient Romans worshipped a god called 
Terminus, He was the guardian of the bounda- 
ries of the Republic; and such was his power, that 
he woald not yield even to Jupiter himself, Upon 
this principle, it was a sacred maxim bothof their re- 
ligion and their policy, that their boundaries should 
never recede. The Republic was more than once 
driven to the last extremities, Her capital was 
sacked, and rain seemed more than once to be her 
inevitable destiny; but, in the widst of desolation and 
defeat, no Roman Senator ever red to propose 
the smaflest cession of her sacred soil. "Phe bound- 
aries of the Roman Republic never receded: and 
we ought to have imitated her policy in this respect, 
however much we may condemn her Jove of con- 
quest—unless, indeed, we had obtained an equiva- 
sent cession of territory, The demand to surrender 
the highiands which ‘protected oar frontier south 
ofthe St. Francis, ought to have been met by an 
instant and absolute refusal, no matier what might 
have been the consequence. Instead of buying 
them from Maine and Massachusetis, in order that 
we might surrender them to England, we ought at 
ence to have announced that we never could per- 
mit such a surrender to become the subject of ne- 
gotiation, 


This is the 


covered Quebec and Lower Canada from our ass. 


rineiple, or the pretext, that our Alpinebarrier and . 


It has been said (and probably with trath) that, in 
case we should ever determine to invade Canada, 
we would not march over these highlands, But this 
is not the question. Let us reverse the case, and 
suppose that England-should determine to invade 
us from Canada: would she not gradually collect 
and concentrate her forces on the territory which 
we have yielded to her east of these highlands, and 
from ther.ce pour her forces into Maine without ob- 
struction? Aad it must have been chiefly to obtain 
this very advantage, that Lord Ashburton was so 
anxious to acquire this territory, which, forsooth, 
we are told is not fit for cultivation, The only 
crop which she desires to raise upon it, like that of 
Cadmus, is a crop of armed men. 

And yet, to excuse this surrender, we are present- 
ed with the pretence of having obtained equivalents 
in lands beiter fitted for cultivation. What are 
these pretended equivalents? In describing them, 
I cannot do better than to adopt the language of 
the commissioners of Maine. “In New Hamp. 
shire (say they) Lord Ashburton consents to take 
the true northwest source of Connecticut river, in- 
stead of the northeast source.” ‘That is, in other 
words, he consents toabide by the clear language of 
the treaty of Independence, instead of persisting in 
the demand of England to substitute the northeast 
for “the northwesiernmost head of Connecticut 
river.” “In Vermont, he will abide by the old 
line which was ron, marked, and solemnly es- 
tablished nearly seventy years ago. In New York, 
he will abide by the same old line, the effect of 
rectifying it being merely to give to New York a 
small angular strip on the west, and Great Britain 
a small angular strip on the east.” “These small 
tractsand parings” ho use the language of the com- 
missioners) are to be the equivalents for surrender- 
ing our mountain boundary into the keeping of 
Great Britain, without any éstimate of the value of 
the strip which we have surrendered to her of our 
undisputed territory, along the line running due north 
from the monument. He has thus most gracious- 
Jy consented not to take advantage of the very tri- 
fling mistake committed by the British Government 
-itself, more than 70 years ago, in running and mark- 
ing the 45th parallel of Jatitude, and under which we 
have held possession ever since we were an inde- 
pendent nation. 


Ishall not speak of the equivalents which the 
Secretary claims to have obtained in the Northwest. 
The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Bewron] has 
already placed this part of the subject in so clear a 
light, thatit would be a waste of time again to pre- 
Sent it to the Senate. He has demonstrated that, in- 
stead of acquiring any territory in that quarter to 
Which we were not clearly entiiled under the treaty 
of 1783, we have actually sacrificed important ter- 
ritorial rights which we held under that treaty. | 

The only concession on the partof Great Britain, 
which has even the appearance of an equivalent 
for the 5,012 square miles of territory which we 
have ceded to her north of the St. John and the St. 
Francis, and the 893 square miles south of the St, 
Francis, is the navigation of the St. John. I say 
the appearance; for there is no reality in it. Had 
we yielded to Great Britain no more of the territory 
of Maine than that which was awarded to her by 
the Bing of the Netherlands, there would have 
been some plausibility in calling this a partial 
equivalent. But what is now the state of the case? 
We have surrendered to her a territory embracing 
the head-waters of several of the branches and trib. 
ulary streamsof the St. John. The moment we 
made this concession, the surrender of the free 
navigation of that river became a matter of neces- 
Sity, not of choice, for England. In order to pur- 
chase a right for the inhabitants of this ceded ter- 
Titory on the upper St. Jobn, and the military posts 
which may be established there, to navigate that 
portion of the river which flows through our terri- 
tory, England had no alternative but to grant to us a 
similar right of navigation along that portion of 
the river below, within her exciusive jurisdiction. 
Hence we find in the article of the treaty relating 
to this subject, a stipulation on our part that “the 
inhabitants of the territory of the upper St. John, 
deiermined by this treaty to belong to her Britannie 
Majesty, shall have free access to and through the 
river for their produce, in those parts where said 
Hver runs whoily through the State of Maine.” 
Thus it appears, on the very face of the treaty, that 
the right of each party to navigate the river Within 

the territories of the other, is a mutual and recipro- 
calright. They are the equivalents of each other, 
and nothing more, and can be an equivalent for 
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nothing else. Without access to New Brunswick 
and the city of St. John through the river, the 
value of our cession to her on the upper St, John 
would have been greatly diminished; and she could 
notin conscience ask a right of navigation through 
our territory, which she was unwilling to grant 
through her own. 

But again. Even if wehad ceded no territory to 
England on the upper St. John, how could the right 
to navigate this river be considered as anything 
more than an equivalent fora right of way over 
ourterritory between New Brunswick and Canada? 
But we have not merely granted to her this right of 
way; but all the territory on both sides of it, extend- 
ing from the St. John and St, Francis, north to the 
treaty highland boundary. 

But once more. This grant of the free naviga- 
tion of the St. John is equally advantageous (to 
say the least) to New Brunswick as to Maine. 
The timber of that province on the St. John and its 
tributary streams has been nearly exhausted; and 
the timber of Maine is now necessary, to enable 
the people of New Brunswick and the city of St. 
John tocarry on their profitable lumber trade with 
the mother country and her colonies. The privi- 
lege of transporting it down that river would have 
been cheerfully granted without any treaty, because 
England never neglects her interest; and yet this 
privilege is converted into'an equivalent for yield- 
ing to Great Britain between four and five millions 
of acres of our territory. 

Away with such pretences. They are nothing 
morethan mere flimsy apologies for the disgrace 
of an unqualified surrender of our territory to 
British dictation. They are the miserable pretexts 
under color of which it is expected that this dis- 
graceful treaty shall escape from public indigna- 
tion, 


There is one fact strictly in character with this 
whole transaction, which deserves special notice. 
It is this: that, under the terms of the treaty, we 
have solemnly bound ourselves to Great Britain 
that we shall pay to our own States of Maine and 
Massachusetts the expenses of their civil posse 
and their survey, and also the three hundred thou- 
sand dollars in consideration of their assent to the 
new line of boundary. On the face of the treaty, 
then, these two States have been restored to the 
protection of England, so far as the payment of this 
money is concerned. England, under the treaty, 
would be bound to demand and enforce ils pay- 
ment against the United States; and thus we have 
placed in the hands of a foreign nation the power 
to interfere in behalf of two States of this Union 
against their own Federal Government. Lord 
Ashburton himself thus construed the treaty; be- 
cause, on the 9th August, he addressed a note to 
Mr. Webster, asking him to state that the British 
Government should incur no responsibility on ac- 
count of this engagement; and to this Mr. Web- 
ster assented. 

Now, sir, I know full well that neither Maine 
nor Massachusetts would ever have invoked, under 
any circumstances, the interposition of the British 
Government to compel that of the United Staies” 
to pay this money; but yet, on the face of the treaty, 
their right to pursue such a course is apparent. 
This treaty will be bound up in collections of 
treaties, without the accompanying correspondence; 
and the disgraceful fact will appear, without any 
explanation, that we have bound curselvesto Eng- 
land that we shall observe good faith towards two 
of the members of our own confederacy. In order 
that we may appear fair npon the record, I shall, 
at the proper time, move to strike out this stipula- 
tion, wnich ought never to have been inserted in 
the treaty; and leave these States in form, as well 
as in fact, to their remedy against the General 
Government, I cannot anticipate any opposinon 
to such a motion. 

Before [leave this branchofthe subject, permit 
me to remark that I disclaim any imputation of im- 
proper motives to the commissioners of Maine in 
regard to their conduct. On the contrary, | enter- 
tain the highest respect for one and all of them, 
They have been led on, step by step, to the con- 
summation at which they arrived; when I firmly 
believe that,if the proposition to which they finaily 
gave their reluctant conditional assent had been 
presented to.them at the first, in all its naked 
deformity, they would have repelled it as an insult 
to the patriotic and gallant State of which they 
were ithe honored representatives. 

I have now reached the Northwestern boundary 
question; which is, by far, the most dangerous and , 
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- Rocky Mountains. 


important question between /the two nations. 
When Lord Ashburton arrived in this country, 
as the harbinger of peace, declaring himself to 
have been charged with full powers to negotiate 
and settle al! matters in diseussion between the Uni- 
ted States and England, we had every reason to be- 
lieve that the boundary question, in its whole extent, 
both in the northeast and the northwest, would have 
been finally adjusted by the negotiators. In con- 
sequence of this confident expectation, my friend 
from Missouri [Mr. Linn] ceased to urge his bill 
to establish a Territorial Government in Oregon 
upon the attention of the Senate, Jest it might in- 
juriously interfere with the pending negotiations. 
But what has been the catastrophe? Our North- 
western boundary not only forms no part of the 
treaty, but isnot even mentioned or alluded to in 
the correspondence. We have a correspondence 
on the case of the Creole, on the case of the Caro- 
line, and on the doctrine of impressment, but Mr. 
Webster has never addressed a line to Lord Ash- 
burton against the encroachments of Great Britain 
on that vast region of our territory west of the 
The only allusion which has 
been made to the subject, isin the President’s mes- 
sage transmitting the treaty to-the Senate. He 
merely statesthat, “after sundry informal comma- 
nications with the British minister.upon the sub- 
ject of the claims of the two countries to territory 
west of the Rocky Mountains, so little probability 
was found to exist of coming to any agreement 
upon that subject at present, that it was not thought 
expedient to make it one of the subjects of formal 
negotiation, to be entered upon between this Gov- 
ernment ang the British minister,as part of his 
duties under his special mission.” 

“Tt was not thought expedient to make it one of 
the subjects of formal negotiation!” We shall not, 
then, even enjoy the miserable privilege of the 
vanquished;—by all our sacrifices, we have net even 
purchased our peace. Jn all buman probability, 
this question will never now be selde wiihiont a 
war, or without a surrender to Great Britain of the 
whole Oregon Territory north of the Columbia 
river; and it iseven dcoubitul whether her lust of 
dominion will be satisfied with such a concession. 
Nay, more; we have noteven purchased a moment- 
ary tranquillity; beeans® the danger is impending, 
and before the close of the next session of Congress 
we shall probably determine to take possession of this 
territory. In that event, it will be almost impossible 
to prevent collision between the two powers in this 
remote region. 

If “so little probability was found to exist of 
coming to apy agreement on that subject at pres- 
ent,” what ground is there for hope in the future? 
If Great Britain, when under the pressure of two 
expensive and disastrous wars in Asia, witha rev- 
enue inadequate to her expenditures, and a popula- 
tion on the very verge of rebellion—and this, too, 
at the moment she was eagerly intent on territorial 
acquisition from us in Maine-—asserted claims so 
unreasonable toour territory on theColumbia as to 
remove all probability that they could be adjusted,— 
what can we expect hereafter, having sarrendered 
the vantage ground? ‘The prospect ahead is in- 
deed gloomy. It matters not that our title is clear, 
for it is not clearer than it was to the disputed ler- 
ritory in Maine, ii matters not that both by dis- 
covery and by cession we are entitled to ail the re- 
gion watered by the Columbia and its tribuaries. 
Great Britain hes fixed her heart upon it, and 
will now never peaceably abandon it, nniess under 
the pressure of fuiure misfortunes, She has al- 
ready taken permanent possession of the country 
north of the river, through the agency of the Hud- 
son Bay Fur Company. She has blished 


thing to indicate that she means never to abandon 
it. She bas long been in the exclusive enjey- 
ment of the valuable fur-trade of these regions, 
and has by this means acquired an influence over 
the Indians, which would enable her at any moment 
again to let them loose upon our defenceless fren- 
tiers. Besides, the mouth of the Columbia is one 
of those commanding commercial positions, which 
it has ever been her policy to acquire——peaceably if 
she could, but forcibly if she must. And yet we 
are told by the President that it was not thought 
expedient to make this one of the subjects of the 
late negotiation! 

With what irresistible power might Mr, Webster 
have urged upon Lord Ashburton the settlement of 
our Northwestern boundary! He might have said 


forts, built ships, cultivated the soil, introduced | 
domestic animals, erected mills, and done every- į 


to him, “You came here as the messenger of peace, 
to settle all the questions jin dispute between us, 
Ihave consented, on your urgent solicitation, that 
none of these questions shall be adjusted, except 
that of the boundary between the two nations. ‘But 
shall we not settle the whole boundary? Is it rea- 
sonable or just that we should surrender to’ you all 
you desire on the northeast, whilst you refuse 
even to enter into any negotiation for the settlement 
of the boundary on the northwest? You say that 
permanent peace and friendship between the two 
nations is your heart’s desire; why, then, leave a 
question unsettled, which contains within itself the 
germs which may produce war at no distant period? 
This is a question of much greater importance to 
the two nations, and consequently of a much more 


| dangerous character, than that in relation to the 


Northeasiern boundary. If, therefore, you will 
have the Northeastern boundary established accord- 
ing to your wishes, we must also insist that the 
Northwestern boundary shall be defined. This is 
the only security which either nation can possess 
for permanent peace and good neighborhood. The 
settlement of the one question shall-be the condis 
tion of the settlement ofthe other.” Instead of this, 
we have given to England all she demanded on 
the northeast, where we are the gronger power; 
and left the boundary unsettled on the northwest, 
where we are the weaker. We have failed to 
take advantage of the most propitious moment 
which has ever occurred for adjusting this dan-~ 
gerous question on fairand honorable terms; and 
Į fear we are destined to reap the bitter fruits of 
our own folly. 

Besides, by dividing that portion of the territory 
of Maine with England, simply because England 
persisted in declaring that it was disputed territory, 
(although every Senator will admit there was no 
serious cause for dispute,) we have established a 
precedent under which she will be emboldened to 
make equally unreasonable demands upon us in 
the northwest, With nations, as with individuals, 
obsta principiis is a wise maxim. Resist the first 
encroachments with manly firmness, and future at- 
tempts will not be made. Above all other nations, 
this is true in regard to Eagland, who, in her for- 
eign policy, has never failed to make one conces- 
sion the ground of demanding another. You can 
never propitiate her by yielding. A determined 
spirit and a bold front are necessary to obtain from 
her both respect and justice. 

But what will be the effect of concluding a treaty 
with England, in which no mention has been made 
of our righteous claim to the territory west of the 
Rocky Mountains, of which she now enjoys the pos- 
session, especially when there has been no assertion 
of our right in the course of the correspondence? I 
shall purposely waive the discussion of this branch 
of the subject, with the single remark—that this cir- 
cumstance must operate to our prejudice in any fu~ 
ture negotiation, In any view of the subject, it was 
the duty of Mr. Webster to have insisted upon the 
settlement of this question, and to have demonstra~ 
ted our right, not only to the territory washed by 
the waters of tbe Columbia, but tothe parallel of 
540 40’ north latitude, in that clear and forcible 
manner for whieh he is distinguished when advo- 
cating the cause of truth and justice. Had this 
course been pursued, we should atleast have been 
presented wiih the present views of the British Gov- 
ernment in regard to the nature and extent of their 
claim. Ifnothing more could have been obtained, 
we might have hada correspondence on the sub- 
ject, which would have shown to the people of this 
country what would be the probable conduct of 
England hereafter. Being thus forewarned, we 
mighi have been forearmed. But we are now left 
entirely in the dark as to the nature of her preten- 
sions. We have received no intimation of the 
character of “the sundry informal communica- 
tions with the British minister on the Subject,” to 
which the President alludes; and, like all the other 
personal conferences between the negotiators, they 
are buried in oblivion, without any written memo~ 
rial to mark their character. 

I have thus concluded all I had intended to say 
upon this treaty. F cannot vote for its ratification 
withont doing violence to my own conscience and 
my most cherished principles. Nor am I to be 
driven from my propriety by the dread of war. I 
do not apprehend that war would be the conse- 
guence of our refusal to ratify this treaty. Lord 
Ashburton himself has everywhere alluded to 
another arbitration as the alternative of a failure 
of success in the negotiations, If another arbiter 
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- should even make an award as unfavorable to this 
“country-as the:termsof the present treaty—an event 


¿mit to/his award without forfeiting our own self- 
«Yespect. There would have been no national deg- 
. radation in submitting to the award. of the King of 
..the Netherlands; but very different is the case 


. than he had. bestowed upon her, after having, for so 


v the sacred, soil “of the old thirteen,” which they had 
- wrested from her. dominion by the war of inde- 


` Territory: can be maintained and established on 


; territory, isan event without a parallel in our past 
- history; and 1 trust in Heaven that our future an- 


- can never yield it, without'national disgrace, to the 


-or Spain ever had to the country in question. The 
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which I should not anticipate—still. we-could sub- 


when we ourselves surrender toEngland even more. 


many years, resisted this award. = 

But suppose war should be the inevitable resnit? 
There is one calamity ‘still worse than even war 
itself; and that is, national dishonor. The volun- 
tary restoration to Great Britain of any portion of 


pendence, without any corresponding equivalent in 


nals may never be disgraced by a similar oceur- 
rence. Wemight have yielded this with honor, in 
obedience to the award ofasovereign arbiter, chosen 
under the provisions of the treaty of Ghent; but we 


imperious demand of that haughty power. In ex- 
pressing myself thus independently, I am far, very 
: far, from intending to impeach the motives of Sen- 
ators who are friendly to the treaty. I know and 
appreciate the purity and patriotism oftheir inten- 
tions, and sincerely regret that my own sense of 
duty compels me to differ so widely from them, 


SPEECH OF MR. REYNOLDS, 
; OF ILLINOIS. 

In the House of Representatives, January 30, 1843-- 
On the occupation and settlement of the Oregon 
Territory. 

Mr. Cuainman: The subject immediately before 
the committee is my proposition to appropriate mo- 
ney for a military survey of the route from the 
Council Blnffs, on the Missouri river, to the mouth 

of the Columbia river.. In the discussion oT ibis” 

_ subject, the right of the Government to the Oregon 

Territory, and the propriety of occupying and 

-settling it, must be considered. It would be ri- 


di vey tọ a country that did 
diculous to make a survey to. Aeg : 


I am clearly satisfied that no part or section of 
the Union can be claimed and held with a mere 
complete and perfect tiile than the Oregon Territo- 
ry. The right and title of the United States to this 


such a permanent basis, that I never read or heard 
the least dcnbt expressed by any American to the 
contrary, All the public furcticnaries of the coun- 
try, from the days of Jefferson to the present time, 
and all the statesmen, no metter to what particu- 
-lar political party they may belong, have all, with- 
out one dissenting voice, agreed on this proposi- 
tion—that the Oregon Territory, of right, is a part 
and parcel of the United States, 

On the the 11h of May, 1792, Capiain Robert 
Gray, of Boston, in the command of the Ship Co- 
lumbia, was the first civilized white man, with his 
ship’s crew, who entered the Columbia river. He 
named the river “Columbia,” in honor of his ship. 
The whole civilized world, with one accord, grant 
the honer to this enterprising Yankee avd bis com- 
panions of being the first actual discoverers of the 
Oregon. Various navigators may have ccasted 

' along the northwest coast of America, ‘and have 
seen the land from their ships long before the dis- 
covery of Captain Gray; bat none prentend to have 
entered the Columbia river, or to have taken pos- 
session of the country, before the Ilih of May, 
1792. This discovery alone, without any other 
title whatever, would, according to the laws of na- 
tions as recognised by the highest tribunals in 
the United Siates, give to the Government a 
perfect right to all the country watered by the Co- 
lumbia river. In addition to this tile, which of 
itself_is valid, we have all the right and title which 
both France and Spain had to this came country. 
And either of the claims of the abovementioned na- 
tions is infinitely better than the vague and uncer- 
tain pretensions set up, of only recent date, by 
Great Britain to the Oregon Territory. 

By the cession of Louisiana, the United States 
obtained all the right and tite which either France 
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treaty of Utrecht, which was ratified beiween 
France and Great Britain fn the year (713, estab- 
lished the permanent boundary between the posses- 
sions cf the two nations on the west of the Mis- 
sissippi, which was a line from ‘the Lake of the 
Weods, extending indefinitely west on the 49ih 
degree of north jatitade. In this treaty, there was 
no agreement that tbis boundary line was to stop at 
the Rocky Mountains, and thus to leave the coun- 
try west of the mountains subject to future coniro» 
versy to settle the boundaries. The plain common- 
sense meening of this treaty is, that this line, run- 
ning west on the 49th degree of north latitude from 
the Lake of the Woods, must be extended to the 
Pacific ocean, and thereby separating the posses- 
sions of Great Britain on the north from those of 
France on the south. On thecession of Louisiana 
by France, the United States became a party to the 
treaty of Utrecht, and hold the country extending 
to the Pacific ceean on the south of the 49th degree 
of latitude, in as ample manner as France pos- 
sessed the came. g 
By the tresty of ihe 224 February, 1819, be- 
tween Spain and the United States, the boundary 
line was established from the Arkansas river, on 
latitude 42 degrees north, extending west to the 
ocean; Spain relinquishing all ber claim to the ter- 
ritory norih of this line to the United States, and 
reserving the country south to herself. The Mexi- 
can Government, in a subsequent treaty, recog- 
nised the said boundary line, which is the unques- 
tioned boundary of the United Srates on the south. 
In 1803, Thomas Jefferson, the President of the 
United States, recommended to Congress an explo- 
ration of the Oregon Territory to the Pacific ocean; 
and on his recommendation, an act of Congress 
was passed for this object; the result of which was, 
the celebrated expedition of Lewis and Clarke over 
this country te the ocean in 1804 and 1805. The 
country was taken and possessed by the United. 


States, without any murmur or complaint to the 


contrary by any other nation. The whole people 
of the United States and me Government being- 
fully convinced of the ownership of the Oregon Ter- 
nitory, John Jacob Astor, knowing this fact, in 
1811 made a setilement at the mouth of the Colum- 
bia river, oud was in peaceable Possession of the 
country, with the approbation of the United States; 
when, in, 1813 the British Government dispossessed 
him, and occupied the country. On the 6th of Oc- 
tober, 1818, under the provisions of the treaty of 
Ghent, the Government of Great Britain, in the 
most formal manner, cn the premises, delivered the 
country to the agent of the United States. In per- 
forming this solemn and official act of the British 
Government, there is not one word of reservation, 
or mention of the claim of that Government to the 
Oregon Territory, 

Mr. Chairman, all these facts, and many more 
which I have not enumerated, establishing, conclu- 
sively, the right and title of the United States to 
this Territory, being known to the public officers of 
the Government, they have all unanimously arrived 
at the conclusion, that the Oregon Territory is an 
integral part of the Union. Not only bave all the 
Presidents, including Jefferson, down to the present 
time, who bave mentioned the subject, but also all 
the other high functionaries of the Government, 
together with the reports of various intelligent 
coinamitters of Congress, with one accord, agreed 
on this subject; but Congress itself, by a solemn 
act, in 1803, authorizing the expedition of Lewis 
and Clarke to explore this country, has expressed 
the opinion of the nation on this subject, and such 
opinion as the people will moat cheerfully maintain, 
even unto war, if necessary, 

No other nation except the Engl 
right or title whatever to the Ore 
and they have only, within a few years, set up their 
claim, without any shadow of right. 

The settlement of the country by Astor and 
oiher enterprising citizens of the United States, ex- 
cited the cupidity and jealousy of the British; and 
then, and not before, we hear of the first English 
claim to this country. 

It is true, that cur Government, by the conven- 
tion of 1818, agreed with Great Britain, “that any 
country that may be claimed by either party on the 
northwest coast of America, westward of the Ston y 


ish claim any 
gon Territory; 
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Mountains, shall, together with its harbors, bays, 
and creeks, and the navigation of all rivers within 
the same, be free and open, for the term of ten 
years from the date of the signature of the present 
convention, to the vessels, citizens, and subjects of 
the two powers: it being well understood that this 
agreement is vot to be construed to the prejudice of 
any claim which cither of the contracting parties 
may have to any of the said country.” By a sube 
sequent convention, the term of ten years was in- 
definitely extended, with the provision that either 
party, on giving to the other twelve months’ no- 
tice, might annul the agreement. 

Under this treaty, the British Government, by 
the agency of the Northwest Fur Company, have 
taken possession of the whole country, and now 
occupy it by various forts, plantations, and almost 
all the improvements that are to be found in any 
weil-regulated community. 

The following is from the journal of Mr. Spald- 
ing, who passed from the Mississippi to the mouth 
of the Columbia, in 1837, with his wife: “Doctor 
McLaughlin’s farm is the largest on the Columbia 
river, and produced last year 4,500 bushels of 
wheat, 4,000 bushels of peas, 1,700 bushels of 
barley, 1,500 bushels of oats; potatoes not gath- 
erec; corn but little; horned catie, 750; swine, 400; 
with from 200 to 300 horses. He has a sawmill 
and a flouring-mili.” This is but one single estab- 
lishment in the Oregon Territory, amongst many 
cthers that f might mention; which will show to 
what extent the country is occupied by a power 
without the least shadow of right whatever. A great 
number of forts is established throughout the coun 
try, and garrisoned with adequate forces. 

The Northwest Company, under the patronage 
of the British Government, bas not only monopo- 
lized the whole trade of this region of country, and 
occupied it to the exclusion of the Americans, 
but has extended over it a kind of Territorial 
Government by the officers and power of the Fur 
Company. Wot content with this limited Govern- 
ment, an act of Parliament was passed in the reign 
of George IV, extending the jurisdiction of the 
courts of Canada over the territory of Oregon. 


One encroachment afier another is going on in 
such rapid succession in this territory, that we can 
scarcely keep pace with them. Not only have the 
American rights in soil and property been shame- 
fully abused and travapled under foot by the Brite 
ish Government, but more than cne thousand of 
our enterprising citizens, traders, and trappers, have 
been murdered by the English, through the instru- 
mentality of the Indians, whom they control. 

Mr. Chairman, I have stated the prominent 
leading facts on which the nation calls aloud for 
action, Are we so craven and recreant in spirit, 
that we will remain quiet and see England rob us 
of our acknowledged righis? or are we wanting in 
patriolism and courage to defend our soi? We 
arc compelled to act, or lose the country. If we 
yield to British audacity and usurpation, in the 
case of the Oregen Territory, where will it stop? 
Has Great Britain any bounds to her corrupt am- 
bition? She would be pleased, above all things, 
to check the growing power of the United States, . 
and to humble under her feet the stars and Stripes 
of this Repubiic. Great Britain despises and haies 
the Duited States with the same fierce malignity 
which actuated her in the Revolutionary war 
against the Americans. That proud nation, to this 
Gay, considers us her rebels, and that the United 
States of right ought to be a part and parcel of the 
British. empire. Her orators and public journals 
at the seat of Government proclaim aloud that 
“the Republic of the United States is an experiment 
in Government that cannot succeed. The people 
(they say) have not virtue or intelligence suffi- 
cient to maintain free and self-government,” 

ritish Government 


Bui look at the acts of the B 
towards us, which speak louder ihan words, Com- 
at of other nations, 


pare her cfficial condnet with th 

in regard to the United States. Js there any na- 
tioun who encroaches on our territory, murders our 
citizens, liberates the slaves of the United States, 
or impresses our seamen, but England? What 
would dare to ex- 


nation, except Great Britain, 
and the fanatics of the United 


cite its subjects, 
States, to liberate the slaves in theSouthern States? 
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And yet, strange to say, there is a class of popie 
in the United States, knowing all these facts, 
still friendly to Great Britain and the British 
Government. These people call the Englich their 
dear kindred, speaking thé same language, and en- 
joying the same religion. They hail England as 
the mother country; which same unnatural mother 
has been trying for generations past to enslave 
and destroy her American children. Some of these 
Anglo-American children are so base and recreant 
in principle, that they would willingly sacrifice 
their rights and liberties as freemen to the domin- 
ion of the dear mother couniry, These rascals 
ought to be whipped naked round the world. 

Mr. Chairman, delay to assert and maintain our 
righis in the Oregon Territory with such a nation, 
will secure the exclusive possession of tke territory 
to England. A delay on this subject wil either 
lose us the territory, or we will be forced io wrest 
it out of British bands by war, should England 
compel us to defend the Oregon Territory by force 
of armas. We dare not permit that nation to wrest 
from us any the smallest portin of the territory, 
Wo American will ever lay down bis arms, while 
any hostile invader remains on the seil of freemen. 
Is it not better, therefore, to interpose the friendly 
remedy of timely possession, than to be forced, at a 


subsequent day, to take the country at the muzzie 


of the cannon? 


If we had the joint possession of this territory with 
any other nation on the globe, inac:ion might not 
be fatal. But what can we expect from England? 
After a controversy for fifty oy sixty years with 
this nation, for a portion of our soil in the con- 
stitutional limits of Maine, we lost it. No man in 
the Union believes that England had any right to 
the territory on the Northeastern boundary, which 
she has acquired from the United States in the late 
treaty. Sbe was determined to have a road to 
connect her provinces together, and she bullied the 
United States out of it. She presented tothe na- 
tion war, or a eession of the territory; and the 
Americans tamely consented tothe latter. “Dis- 
cretion is the better part of valor.” War with 
England, or a ranfication of the treaty, were the 
alternatives presented; and the latter was agreed 
to. Is not this a lesson on the Oregon question? 
At any time within the last fifty years, we might 
have setiled the Northeastern boundary question 
on the same terms as it was adjusted in the late 
treaty. That haogbty, overbearing Government 
yielded nothing, but held on with the same na- 
tional pertinacity, the same ballying disposition, 
that bas distinguished her character for ages past, 
until the American Senate, in direct vioiation to 
the will of the people, consented fo the unjust pre~ 
tensions of England, and ratified a treaty that is 
condemned by three-fourths of the people. Can 
we expect to adjust the Oregon question by nego- 
tiation with England? Can we expect anything 
from her on fair and honorable principles? or can 
we anticipate justice from a Government that will 
murder and destroy our sick and wounded prison- 
ers, which was done in the laie, war? This is the 
same nation that, withont any just cauce whatever, 
has overrun and plundered a great part of Asia— 
has subdued China, and compelled that wretched 
and niiserable race of men to pay England mil- 
lions and millions for whipping them. Can we ex- 
pretthe Oregon to be restored io us by such a na- 
tion, on honorabie principles? 

My. Chairman, Eugland has conquered, pes- 
essed, and colonized, vastly wore territory oa this 
globe n any other mation. Her navy is almot 
cmuipoient, and ber power by sea and land is the 
most gigantic that ever exisied on earth. She pos- 
gesses, and has unde; her imperial dominion, a great 
portion of North Aw 2, She owns great posses- 
sions in the Wrest Indies; fronting the United Blales; 
and her territory extendson the northof the Union 
from the Atlanta to the Roeky mountains. Now she 
demands the Oregon Territory, so that ner pos- 
sessions may be continuous and complete from the 
Adantie to the Pacific ocean; and she has tre 
unhaliowed wickedness to believe her power wiii 
secure it io her. 

The Orecon Territory would be to England a 
grand acquisition. It would, in the first place, 
cramp and circumseribe the growih and power of 
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the United States, and add in the same proportion 
to her power, as it would detract from that of the 
United States. By possessing the Oregon, and 
planting a colony in in England would regulate 
and control the wade and commerce, not only on 
ihe northwest coast of America, but that also of 
the Pzcific ocean and the East Indies. God forbid 
that any American should ever sce England in the 
exclusive possession of the Oregon 'Ferritory! This 
territory is in acritical situation. Iris almost in 
the deadly grasp cf the general and universal 
robber of nations. It is like Daniel in the den of 
lions; and I hope and pray that the same heavenly 
power that saved Daniel in olden times, may also 
save Oregen. [s it not right, in this perilous sit- 
vation, when cur own soil is within the grasp of 
unhailowed power, to stretch out the strong arm 
of the nation, and save the victim from British 
viclation? Can any American, whose heart glows 
wita the love of country, remain quiei, and seg 
any Ration rob him of his rights? If ihe United 
Siates are reduced in patriotism, and na‘ionai 
honor to such degradation, as not to defend their 
own soil from Griish usurpation, and Briush au- 
dacity, they are unworthy to be considered any 
longer a naticn of ficemen. We hope for better 
things without despondency. 

Mr. Chairman, it will violate sc treaty or con- 
vention to occupy the Oregon Territory with half 
a million of people; if that number should be 
sent there, if neccesary, to keep possession against 
the cxclusive occupation of England. 

The same honorable sentiment and love of jus- 
tice which would induce the Americans to defend 
their own Ught>, would cause themtoc beexzectand 
serupulous in the cbservance of all treaties and 
conventions with other nations. No one indi- 
vidual ia the whele length and breadth of this con- 
federacy would impair, in the slightest degree, any 
agreement mede with England; tut certainly that 
naticn cannot complain of our performing i} ihe 
Oregon Territory what they themselves have done. 
They have cceupied end garrisoned the country; 
they have planted a colony in it; they have made 
improvements cf various descriptions, and have in 
it plantations, mills, stock, &e. They have not 
only the government of the Northwest Company 
extended over the country; but the Parliament of 
England tas also embraced the country witbm 
the jurisdiction of Canada. ‘What care we «boat 
their complairis, if we do justice to them? The 
United Siates having “been visited by so many un- 
kind and hostile acts from them, will cere but 
tle about their unjust complaints. The Awie 
in doing justice, ovght to care but hitle to offend 
England. Can it be sericusiy contendid that th: 
United States dare net eceupy and setile the Ore- 
gon ‘Ferriiory, because it may cffend England? 
‘Vis is foulsiander on the American character. 
; dave do ja coursge what is *iihin the power 
an to perform, W i rea people 
young and energetic; know theirrightsand dare 
defend them, no mauler what nation may be cf- 
fenced. 

it isno violation o 
Staies to encourage 
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the convention for the United 


emigration to the Oregon Ter- 


ritory. ‘Ehere is no prchibition as to the number 
of Ame s whe may occupy and settle the coun- 
try. Ma sts may be established in if, and the 
country £ Q.ed-—a8 we see is done by 


England. 
ment made in 1818, b en G: 
the United Siates, to mant Ty 
ia the Oregon. ‘he courtry is 
the subjecis itizens of the 
that the rig t 

have to cecupy and poss 
confirmed by giantef lands 
sessions. Possessicn is, of iseli, 2 ge 

and wiieh 


‘free and open” lo 
iwo powers, £0 
s which ibey 
he country, may be 

thelr pos- 
tide against 


the Uni- 


ants of Oregon to e i y mus 
cupy a space on tbe mother earth. This is 
neht—to exist and have a place on earth—an 
American citizen, under the Sonstitation and laws 
of the country, enjoys throughout the Union. His 
also bis right in Oregon, because the cenventicn 


gives it to him, apd because the country is anin 
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tegral pari of. the Union. Possessing this tight of 
location and cecupation of the -soi], the Govern- 
ment giving the settler a donation of the land em- 
bracing his location and settlement, neither adds 
to nor diminishes his. possession of the soi). . His 
possession is the same, and Eng'and has no grounds 
of complaint. -What right bas she to judge, or 
complain,if the United States have, or have not, the 
power to make grants of land in Oregon to actual 
setilers? This is a private matter between the Uni- 
ted Siates and her own citizens, and no other, na- 
tion has any power or righ: to interfere in our doa 
mestic relations. Have we any right to interfere 
in English affairs, and restore to the people of that 
country their rights, of which the Government has 
deprived them? I may add, moreover, that Eng- 
land cannot complain of the United States giving 
away is own soil, as the convention is express 
that the rights of the parties shall remain as they 
were before the convention was made; and, in that 
case, England has no right whatever to one inch 
of the Oregon Territory. 

Mir. Chairman, I conceive it our bounden. duty, 
on varicus considerations, to occupy and settle the 
Oregon Territory at the present time. Can the 
United States ignominiously abandop her righis and 
errilory to Kngiznd? and will it not promote the 
national honor and character of the country, to oc- 
cupy and settle the Territory of Oregon? I cons 
sider the United States the asylum for the oppress- 
ed of all nations. ‘This great Republic was not 
created for the few people who were in it at the Rev- 
olution, nor for the few who are now in it, in com- 
parison to the hundreds of millions of souls who 
will bereafier exist in it. Am I not warranted in 
these statements by the unparalleled increase of 
population in the United Sates, and the unbound- 
ed prosperity and happiness of the inhabitants 
since the Revolution? Oar popolation in 1790 was 
3,929,827; and, iu 1840, 17,068,666. This in- 
creas: of 13,138,839 in fifty years, will astonish 
the world, and force the most incredulous to be- 
lieve that this Republie is under the benign ioflu- 
ence of Providence. If the people of the United 
States continue virtuous, intelligent, and energetic, 
as they have been—and I see no reascn to doubt 
it=-in fifty years more what will be the population 
of the Unioun? Atleast fifly millions of souls will 
exist in the United States in 1890. Will they not 
require the extension of the country from ocean to 
ocean for their comfortable existence? Is it not 
our duly to do all ia cur power for posterity? 
What did the fathers of the Revolution do for us? 
We inherited from them the finest country cn the 
giobe, and the principics of free government, im- 
bedied in a Constitgiton which is the greatest work 
of man; and are we to do notbing for posterily in 
re:nrn? 

Iu is conceded that the republican form of gov- 
ernment of the United States will operate much 
better ever a large territory tban a small oie. Our 
represcnialive Government will never be so per- 
manent ang scelid as when it is extended from the 
Atlantic to ibe Paci If I were permitied to in- 
daige in speculations and opinions, I would say, in 
1890 the Untied States will possess the greater 
poruon of North America. It will embrace the 
British possessions on the North; and our friend 


Br 
the Texan Government would, by its own consent, 
compose a part ofthe South. We would then see 


a dense and happy population from the Ailantie to 
the P e, and the seat of tbe National Govern- 


mert in the centre. Large cities would then ex- 
ist on the Pacific Ocean; and a commerce on it 
nearly equal to that on the Atlantic. This is, in 
my opinion, the onward march of the United 
Jiates to her high destiny, which no foreign nation 
can arrest. 

The cecapation and settlement of the Cregon 
Territory will greaily advance the immediate in- 
terest of the Uniied Siates, Ali the rich furs from 
the Missouri to the Pacific ocean are monopolized 
by England. The Northwest Far Company ime 
pert their goods direct from London to the mouth 
of Co} river, free of duty; and therefore can 
: re Americans, whe pay daty on their 
mere e. This company-——which is so power» 
fel ie wealih, numbers, and organization—-expels 
from the country all ike Americans who dare to 


compete with it in the Indiaw trade. 
-almost monopolized the whole trade. 
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Thus it has 


-> “Phis same foreign company, with its power and 
“$nfluence; is capable of controlling -almost the 


“whole Indian population in North America, 


This 
company is part and parcel of the British Govern- 
ment, and possesses an increaged share of the Brit- 
‘ish hatred to the United States. With its power 
“Over the Indians, and with their sincere and hearty 


“hatred to the United States, it could, ina very 


short time, array in war against this Government 
almost all the Indians in North America. Fifty or 


“sixty thousand Indian warriors England ‘could pre- 


eipitate on the frontiers of the United States, ex- 
tended as they are, at one and the same time! This 


Statement is not idle speculation, but it is fact. Is 
“hotthis a powerful reason to induce the United 
- States to occupy the country, and thereby save the 


frontiers from the fury of these savages? 


` Z Mr. Chairman, other commerce, as well as ihe 


Indian trade, will be benefited by the occupa- 
tion of the Oregon Territory. Our commerce with 
the East Indies, Pern, Chili, and the western part 
of Mexico, will all be advanced and improved. 
Thal brave and enterprising class of men engaged 
in the whale fisheries sould then have a station 
on the Northwest coast of America, where they 
could repair their vessels, and obtain necessaries to 
enable them to prosecute their business with more 
vigor and advantage to themselves. This aid from 
the Government is due this hardy race of men. 
Every possible inducement seems to me to exist to 
cause the United States to oceupy and settle the 
n Oregon without delay. Hundreds and thousands 
of the bardy pioneers of the Wes‘ern ccuntry, and 
others, are ready to embaik in this enterprise, if 
they are protected and sustained by the Govern- 
-ment 
n These emigrants would be sober, indastricus, 


class of people who are willing to expatriate them- 
“selves, and abandon’ the blessirgs ol free govern- 
` ment for lawless. anarchy. They would still re- 
‘main on their own soil, and flourish under the pro- 
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They” would carry with them the Bible, the pres 
sand the ploughshare; and the country would pros- 
per like other sections of the Union. These cet- 
tlers would anticipate’ from the Government what 
others have received under similar cirevm:tances, 
They would expect the country to be protected, by 
military posts, from ihe insulis and lawless depre- 
daticns of the Indians. This protection is, at this 
time, extended to other sections of the Union. 
Such government and laws as exist over oiher 
similar sections of the United States, shoul! also 
govern the Oregon 'Lerriiory. The Territorial 
Government of lowa oughi to be extended to the 
Pacific ocean; and such laws of the Territory of 
Towa, and of the United States, as exist at this 
time in the Territory, should also prevail in 
Oregon. 


., One other inducement to emigrants granted by 
the Government, and the Oregon is immediately 
„Occupied end settled. A grant of six hundred and 
forty acres of land to every setler who will re- 
main cn the laad for five years, will be the wateh- 
word for emigration to flow into that ierritory in 
such numbers, that the country will be densely 
populated ina few years. The Americans are a 
Jandoving people, and will defend it with the 
same everzy and courage whieh they use to ac- 
quire it, 

These donations of land are common to be made 
to the pioneers of all new countries. The first set- 


: Uers in all the. Wesiern country had donations of 


land of some deseription made to them; and why 


snot to those who seule Oregon? Ail seitiers in 


Louisiana, at the cession of 1803, who occupied 
the soil, received 640 acres of land; and they were, 


` at the cession, subjecis of auother Government. Our 


citizens emigrating to Oregon, would have more 
claim to the bounty of the Government, than the 
subjects of the French Government in Louisiana 
had who received these donations in 1803. All 
heads of families residing in the [linois country 
including Indiana and Michigan, in the year 1788, 
had granted to them a donatien of 400 acres of 


atid virtuous citizens—not that wretched, reckless... 
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land.. And all militiamen who were in the same 


“country in L791 bad 100 acres granted to them. 


These donations of 400 acres remained unloca- 
ted from 1788 to 1814, and then were received in 
payment for lands soid at the sale of the public 
lands. : ka 

Donations of the same character might be made 
to those residing in the Oregon Territory, and per- 
mit them to be located when the country is survey- 
ed and brought into market. This would obviate 
all difficulty with those who. consider it improper 
to make absolute grants at this time. All the 
men under Lewis and Clarke received donations of 
land for their meritorious services in the expedition 
to the Pacific; and why not give the same to set- 
tlers who will go and reside there? 

Mr. Chairman, theseencouragements, tendered to 
emigrants, together with the fue country of Ore- 
gon, will insure its speedy settlement. The coun- 
try itself is enticing. Ii is the finest climate in the 
United States. The temperature is more equal 
than any other section, aud of such mild character, 
that winter is scarcely known. Live stock re- 
main out all winter, and support themselves on 
the grass. ‘The country is also extremely healthy, 
and in many. paris very productive, All. the 
grain thal grows in the United States aiso thrives 
well in Oregon. The timber is large and abun- 
dant, which is now a considerable article of expor- 
tation by the Northwest Fur Company. 

Tris so manifestly just and right to cecupy and 
setile the Oregon Territory, that I should consider 
it my duty, representing the will of my constitu- 
ents, to urge (his measure on the consideration of 
Congress on all proper occasions, until it is adopt- 
ed. Should it fail at this session, and I be honored 
with a seat in the next Congress, I would continue 
my efforts, humble as they may be, until the Ore- 
gon is occupied and settled. 

Although the temper and character of the Amer- 


ican form of Government is calculated to insure 
that blessing; and although the United States have 
no object on earth to induce them to go to. war 
against any nation,—yet England may force the 
Americans, for the third time, to take up arms 
against their nid and inveterate enemy.. That Guy- 
ernment forced us to be free in the revolutionary 
war. She forced the United States, in the Iie 
war, to essume such a high stand in the republic 
of nations as neither party anticipated; and now 
the may force the people of the United States jnio 
such rage and fury that English dominion will be 
expelled, root and branch, from North A merica, 
and all her possessions come under the United 
States Government. Although the American peo- 
ple love honorable peace, yet there is a deep-rovted 
ha‘red resting in their breasts egainst the usuipa- 
tions and corrupt ambition of the British Govern- 
ment, which could be excited into a tempest that 
would sweep everything before it. 

Should England be so unwise and so wicked as 
to force the Americans into a third war with that 
pation, the young and yrowine vigor of America 
may shrke the British empire to ihe centre. Our 
country is unbounded ia resources and wealth; 
while the cther is enfeebied with old age, and op- 
pressed with lyranny. One is fiee; while the 
people cf the other are laden down wiih debis and 
monarchy. 

America can continue a war with Engiand for 
ages. Under the pressure of war, the people woald 
uniʻe in the defence of the country, and become in- 
viecible. Anarmy of five hundred thousand éol- 
diers could be maintained in the field; while a suf- 
ficient population would remain at home to work, 
and carry on the business of the country, and sus- 
tain ihe war. Ali those nations whom the English 
hold in bondage would cheerfully join the Ameri- 
can standard, and be free. Tie Irish, the Asiatic, 
and the Chinese nations would bonnd with joy at 
the arrival of the happy day of their hberation 
from British tyranny, ‘The Canadians, our near- 
est neighbors, would be the first to join the stars 
and stripes, and taste the sweets of liberty. France, 
our natural ally, would join us against England; 
and Ireland, being sustained by both France and 
America, would-be the first to take vengeance on 
England for the many crimes and oppressions 
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| which she has inflieted on her, for many genera. 


tions past. 

These speculations may become sober. realities, 
if -England will continue to inflicton the Ameri- 
cans those eruelties and crimes of which she has 
been guilty, since the pilgrim fathers first landed 
on the Plymouth rock. Itis for England and other 
nations to do justice to the Americans, and the 
consequence will be a peace of eternal duration. 

Mr. Chairman: The distance from the Western 
settlements to the Oregon is not so far as is gen- 
erally supposed. It is about 650 miles from the 
Council Bluffs, on the Missouri river, to the Rocky 
Mountains, and 600 from the mountains to the Pa- 
cific ocean. Tis very little more than 3,000 miles 
from the tide water in the Potomac, to the tide 
water of the Columbia river. The country from 
St. Louis, Missouri, to the Rocky Mountains, is 
level and easily traversed; and the mcuntains them- 
selves present no great obstacles to travellers, who 
cross them through the southern passes.. Ina few 
years, when the route from the Western settle- 
menis is better known, and more travelled, it will 
not be more diificult to journey to the Oregon Ter- 
ritory, than it was once to travel from the Missis- 
sippi to Philalelphia. Delicate females have al. 
ready travelled from St. Louis to the Pacific, over 
the mountains, I hope the subject of the occupa- 
tion and the settlement of the Oregon Territory 
may be seriously considered by Congress, and 
adopted at the present session. 


SPEECH OF MR. WINTHROP, 


OF MASSACHUSETTS. 

In the House of Representatives, January 25, 1843.— 
On the ‘resolution of the Committee of Ways 
and Means that the exchequer plan ought not to 
be adopted. : 

It is with no little reluctance, Mr. Speaker, that I 
enter into this debate. There is a well-remember- 
“ed proverb of Solomon, that “from the fulness of 
the heart the mouth speaketh.” 1 confess, sir, that 

-Lhave no fulness of the heartto speak from, in re- 
lation to the questions now before us. The whole 
subject of the currency has been so perplexed and 
embarrassed by the deplorable collisions which 

‘have occurred between the President of the United 

States and the Congress of the United States, that 

no man can approach it without something of re- 

pugnance and aversion. 

In reference to this subject of the currency, in- 
deed, we have been tossed to and fro on the waves 
of party contention for almost ten years, A year 
or two Since we were flattered with the belief that 
we were coming at last to port; but the objects 
which we took for land, and which were eagerly 
and joyously hailed as such from the mast-head, 
‘turned out to be only fresh reefs of rock across our 
‘course; and we seem to be now as far as ever, or 
even farther than ever, from the haven where we 
would be. In the mean time, the subject itself, as 
a matter of public discussion, has become “as stale 
as the remainder biscuit after a voyage.” 

Questions, however, seem likely to be taken be- 
fore this report and resolution are disposed of, upon 
which any vote that one may give will be so ex- 
ceedingly liable to misconstruction, that I cannot 
consent to forego some explanations of my views. 

Repeated challenges have been heard in this hall 
for one man to rise in his place and say that he was 
in favor of adopting the exchequer plan, as origi- 
nally presented to us by the President of the United 
States. I am not about to respond to these chal- 
lenges, or to take up’the gauntlet which has thus 
been thrown down. But I greatly doubt both the 
policy and propriety of passing the pending resolu- 
tion; and if compelled to give my vote at all, that 
vote willbe in the negative. > 

Before proceeding, however, toany remarks upon 
the resolution itself, or upon the report by which it 
is accompanied, I desire to present some general 
views on the subject-matter involved in them. 

And, in the first place, sir, I wish to express the 
strong sense which I entertain of the obligation 
which is resting upon the Congress of the United 
States to make provision by law, in some form or 
other, and without further delay, for the collection 
custody, and disbursement of ‘the public moneys, 
How is it with these moneys now? Who knows 
where they are to-day, or where they will be to. 


morrow? Who knows how they are collected, 


| how they are kept, how they are disbursed? - Wha 
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does not know that they are collected, kept, and dis- 
þursed under the almost entirely unregulated and 
‘discretionary authority. of the Executive?s There is 
A Section or two of an old law of 1789, and there is 
an amendatory act of 1622—both of them exceed- 
dngly loose in‘ their language, and indefinite in 
their import; and there is also the résolution of 


4816.. ‘The first, of these acts merely makes it the. 


‘duty ofthe Treasurer of the United States-to re- 
ceive and keep the public moneys, and to disburse 
the same upon the warrants of the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury, leaving all the subordinate agencies 
through which the receipts and payments of this 
great nation are to be conducted, entirely without, 
egal specification or selection. The second of them 
relates mainly to moneys appropriated for the War 
and Navy Departments, and supplies none of the de- 
fects of the previous act; and the resolution of 
1816 prescribes only the medium in which the pub- 
lic revenue shall be collected. ‘These comprise all 
the law there is on the subject. These are the dis- 
jecta membra—the dey and detached bones-~of our 
existing fiscal system; and it is left to Executive 
construction to knit them together as it can, and to 
clothe them with what body it pleases. The report 
of. the Committee of Ways and Means admits all 
this, and declares that, since the late vetoes of the 
President, “the{public moneys have remained in 
the hands of officers appointed by the Executive, 
without any definite regulation by law.” 

-For. one, 1 cannot feel that my duty to the coun- 
try, as one of its humblest Representatives, is dis- 
charged, in leaving this discretion longer uncheck- 
ed... Do gentlemen tell me that we have tried twice 
to accomplish this object, and that our efforts have 
twice been defeated by the interposition of Execu- 
tive vetoes? Sir, I am no vindicator of those ve- 
toes, and no apologist for them in any degree. I 
join as heartily as any man in this House in de- 
ploring and condemning the use which has been 
made of this odious veto power, both in relation to 
this and other matters; though, perhaps, I may not 
think it. consistent with the dignity and decorum 
which belong to this place to indulge in such ex- 

ressions on the subject as have too often been heard 
here.. But, so far from finding, in such considera- 
tions. as these, any ground for relaxing our efforts 
in relation to the public moneys, I hold them to be 
additional reasons for persevering until our duty 
has been accomplished. Weare the Representa- 
tives of the people. We have something of pe- 
culiar constitutional .responsibility for the safety of 
the moneys of the people. And because the Exec. 
utive, whose discretion we desire to control and 
regulate, has seen fit, from any cause-~l care not 
whether of conscience or of contumacy—to arrest 
and resist our interposition, shall we therefore for- 
bear altogether, and leave him in undisturbed pos- 
session of the Treasury? I cannot so read our 
duty. On the contrary, if there be distrust of the 
Executive; if there be cisapprobation of his policy 
or principles; if there be alarm or apprehension as 
to, his aims and ends, and as to the means by which 
he seeks to accomplish them,—there is the more 
reason, in my judgment, for persisting in our at- 
tempts, until the public moneys shall be again 
paesa under legislative securities and safeguards. 

ir, if there is fear of a union of purse and sword, 
we have that union now, in the very form in which 
it first became the subject ot Whig denunciation, 
when General Jackson removed the deposites from 
the Bank of the United States; and it is for us, if 
that union must, in any shape, be continued, at 
least to provide that it shall henceforth be a union 
regulated and restricted by law. 

Thus far, it is true, our treasury has been in lit- 
tle danger. Our poverty has been our protection. 
The utler emptiness of the public coffers has made 
it almost a matter of indifference who kept the 
keys, or whether there were any keys at all. Can- 
tabit vacuus coram latrone. We have enjoyed 
something of the security of the penniless travel- 
ler, who whistles in the face of the highwayman. 
But a different state of things is not far off. {have 
no fear that the tariff of the last session, if only 
allowed to go fairly into operation, is about to be so 
ruinous to our revenue as some gentlemen have 
prophesied. Let the ability of the people to con- 
sume be stimulated until it rises above the famine 
standard—above the almost starving and freezing 
point—to which an unchecked foreign competition 
with their labor has reduced it, and there is noth- 
ing in the present scale of duties which will prevent 
an ample influx of revenue. The country has seen 
higher dotiés than these, and an overflowing treas- 
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ury at the same time. Certainly, if the rigor of 
-the cash payments should be mitigated by the adop- 


tion of that warehousing system which, I am. 


happy to say, has been matured by the Committee 
on Commerce this very morning; and if, too, this 
House could be prevailed on to impose a moderate, 
and, if they please, a-temporary duty on tea and 
coffee—a measure which no one would feel as op. 
pressive, and which a due regard to the public 
credit demands of us, in my Judgment, to adopt 
before we adjourn——we should witness a very dif- 
ferent condition of the finances of the country at 
the commencement of the next session. Bui, at 
any rate, full or empty, exuberant or exhausted, 
the treasury of the nation ought now and always 
to be under legislative regulation and control. 
This, sir, is Whig doctrine, Republican doctrine, 


_ Democratic doctrine, constitutional doctrine. 


And now, Mr. Speaker, I have no hesitation in 
saying thata national bank, of moderate capital— 
say fifteen or twenty millions at the furthest—with 
such limitations and restrictions as the experience 
of the last ten years has abundantly suggested, al- 
ways has been, and is still, my first choice for the 
fiscal agent of the.Gavernment. Nor has the prof- 
ligate mismanagement of such an institution which 
has recently been exhibited, destroyed or impaired 
my confidence in its value. No, sir, no more than 
the monstrous misrule to which this nation has 
been subjected from time to time, during the last 
twelve years, has destroyed my confidence in the 
free and glorious form of government under which 
we live. I am rash enough tothink, too, that this 
very moment would be, in many respects, a favor- 
able moment for establishing such an institution; 
believing that, while our experience of the evils to 
which its bad management has exposed us is still 
fresh and uneffaced, a bank would be established 
on safer and stricter principles, and on a less magnifi- 
cent and dangerous scale, than at almost any time 
hereafter. The principles of the President have, 
however; rendered this an utterly impracticable 
idea. . 

But there are other modes which might be tried, 
and ought to be tried, for the same end. If this 
Congress is willing to do nothing else, it might 


. call upon the Secretary of the Treasury to set down 


in black and white, and to present to us in the form 
of a statute, his present working plan for keep- 
ing, collecting, and disbursing the public funds. 
We might examine it, amend it, and give it the 
sanction of law. Better have any system, even a 
bad one, resting on written law, than no system at 
ee than a bad system resting on mere Executive 
will. 


So strongly, Mr. Speaker, have I felt the im- 
propriety of leaving the custody of the public 
treasures of the country longer at the mere discre- 
tion of the Executive, that, as events have turned 
out, 1 have more than once been inclined to regret 
that the sub-treasury system itself was so summa- 
rily repealed. Odious and abhorrent as that sys- 
tem was regarded, I could hardly bring myself to 
vote for its enlire repeal at this moment, were it 
still in existence, except by voting for the simulta- 
neous substitution of something better. And I 
will do the justice to the party with which I am 
associated here, to say, that I believe it was no part 
of their original purpose, at the extra session, to 
repeal that system as an independent measure, It 
has often been charged—and often, as I think, most 
“unjustly charged—that the Whig party were actua- 
tcd, at the extra session, by a desire to embarrass 
and perplex the President of the United States, 
There was far more ground, sir, for charging 
them, in some cases, with toogreat a willingness to 
yield to his suggestions. That accusation of a 
Spirit of compliance, which the honorable gentle- 

nan from Virginia [Mr. Wiss] arrayed against 
us the other day, has, in my opinion, mach more 
of foundation; though, perhaps, it hardly lies with 
the President’s immediate friends to cast it in our 
teeth, The outright repeal of the sub-treasury 
system, as a separate act, was, as I understand it, a 
measure of complaisance to the Executive. lts- 
history was onthis wise. The first bank charter 
had passed, and was under Executive advisement, 
Its. signature would have repealed the sub-treasury 
system prospectively; its veto would have left 
that system standing permanently. A suggestion 
was made, from some quarter or other, that the 
President took this course unkindly; that it looked 
like a purpose to make him either sign the bank 
eharter, or be responsible for. the continuance of a 
system which he himself admitted had been con- 
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demned. It was thought that it would pūt- him in 
better humor fora favorable consideration: of the 
bank, if he were relieved from this predicament. 
And upon this hint the sub-treasury repeal bill was 
hastily carried through. For one, T can -hardly 
help regretting that such a course was: taken. ` I 
would rather have left the sub-treasury system ‘on 
the statute-book, on the joint responsibility of those 
who originated it and of those who prevented:the 
adoption of the proposed substitute, until. some 
third system should have been devised. .We 
might have taken out the teeth of the monster, 
‘We might have extracted the poison from its fangs. 
We might have abolished the specie clause—a 
provision which, as Mr. Gallatin has well remark- 
ed, was operative against those banks alone which 
continued to pay in specie—‘‘a warfare directed 
exclusively against those institutions which per- 
formed their duty, and, not without difficulty, sus- 
tained a sound currency.” And perhaps other ben- 
eficial modifications might have been engrafted 
on it at a future day. But,as a system for keep- 
ing the public moneys, it was at least better than 
none, and might better have been left until we 
could agree upon something to take its place. 

After the expression of these views, Mr. Speak- 
er, no one canbe surprised when I say that pre- 
fer to adopt that part of the exchequer plan which 
provides for the custody and’ disbursement of the 
public funds, to doing nothing; and that lam therefore 
entirely unwilling to cut myself off from the op- 
portunity of supporting so much at least of the 
President’s plan, by voting for the resolution be- 
fore us. 


But this is not the only part of the exchequer 
plan for which, under all circumstances, I am dis- 
posed to vote. I am not one of those who hold 
that the duty of the Government on this subject 
ends with making provision for the management 
of its own finances, I am no subscriber to the 
doctrine which was heard a few years ago—that 
the Government should look out for itself, and 
should let the people look out for themselves. On 
the contrary, in relation both to revenue and to 
finance, the interests of the people should beem- 
braced in every consideration of the wants of the 
Government, Especially, at a moment. of such 
commercial embarrassment and depression asthe 
present, we should contemplate, if possible, no 
measure of relief to the treasury, which does not 
hold out some hope of relief to the community 
also. Weall oe of us, at least, who con- 
stitute the majority in this House—that circum- 
stances have prevented us from doing what we de- 
sired to do inthis behalf. But, if we cannot do 
all that we wish, let us not fail to do all that we 
conscientiously and constitutionally can, trusting 
to other and greater opportunities for the ultimate 
fulfilment of our desires. 


Now, sir, ï am one of those who believe that a 
simple issue of fifteen or twenty millions of ex- 
chequer notes, redeemable in specie at sight, (and 
I would preferthem redeemable in the city of New 
York alone, or, at most, at one or two other points,) 
and resting on a basis sufficient to secure their re- 
deemability from all danger and all doubt, at any 
and every instant when they might be presented, 
would be a very considerable convenience and re- 
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ernment. paper is, indeed; no prime favorite of 
mine, in any form. I regret that we have- been 
under the necessity of resorting io itat all. Butas . 
we have lived upon it already for five or six years, 
and seem not likely, at present, to obtain a national 
medium of circulation of any other kind, I am 
willing to try it in the most convenient shape. Nor 
can I agree with gentlemen who pronounce such a 
medium, based upon specie even to the extent of 
dollar for dollar, as not worth having. Something 
a little more liberal, so it were safe, might un- 
doubtedly be preferable. Something more liberal 
would, indeed, be indispensable, so far as anyre- 
lief to the treasury is concerned; and the President’s 
plan accordingly makes Provision for basing an 
issue of fifteen millions of notes upon five millions 
of specie, and five millions of Government bonds 
to be negotiated as needed. Increase the authority 
to issue bonds tò the full amount which might be 
necessary in any emergency for redeeming the en- 
tire issue of notes, and the safety of such a- pro- 
vision could hardly be questioned. The bonds 
would, in all probability, never be called for; and 
the treasury would have an addition of ten millions 
to its resources ata moment when such an addi- 
tion may be absolutely indispensable to the preserva: 


tion of the public credit, But the mere substitu- 
Mion of paper: for metal is certainly-a great conve- 
Jhienee to the people; and.gentlemen forget one of 


“the heads of their old arguments againsta hard-: 


“Hhohey currency, when they spurn such a substitu- 
jtion-as.so utterly worthless and contemptible, Such 
a paper would be convenient for local payments, 
convenient for treasury payments, and, more espe- 
cially, convenient as a medium of exchange. 
Even treasury notes, as now issued, at interest, and 
‘of time, are acknowledged to have been a great 
convenience and relief in all these respects. Indeed, 
-it is almost impossible to conceive how the business 
either of the treasury or of the people could have 
been conducted, during the difficulties and distresses 
cof the last five years, without the aid of such an in- 
‘strument of receipt and payment. 


“Mr. Speaker, there are other features of the Ex- 
ecutive plan of an exchequer about which I have 
many misgivings, and for which, I confess, 1 do 
not see my way clear to vote. I refer particularly 
to the power to purchase bills of exchange. There 
is certainly great room to apprehend that such a 
‘pawer would not be exercised wisely, even if it 
were exercised honestly, by those to whom it is 
‘proposed to be intrusted. In such hands it would 
‘undoubtedly be liable to great abuses, both from 
‘ignorance and from intention. I have the strongest 
reluctance, too,to making any part of our fiscal 
system dependent on the assent of .the States—-a 
‘condition withoat which this exchange power 
could hardly receive the sanction of the President. 
‘Tconfess, sir, it is rather late in the day for some 
of us to take umbrage at this condition. My ven- 
‘erable colleague [Mr. Apams] and the honorable 
member from Kentucky [Mr. Marsnau] are’ per- 
haps the only members on our side of the House 
who are privileged to carp at it. All the rest of us 
voted for a most miserable compromise of this 
State assent in the first bank charter of the extra 
session; and we all remember the opening thunders 
of the gentleman from Kentucky on that occasion. 
We gave those votes with an honest desire to salisfy 
the President’s conscience, but they only served to 
wound our own; and, for one, Iam more willing 
20 cry peccavi in relation to that vote, than to have 
it recorded as a precedent for my future action, 
‘Nor do I believe that this exchange feature of the 
bill, under all the limitations and restrictions which 
must be imposed upon it, would be so very great 
a boon to the country, Public opinion, in some 
quarters of the country certainly, has undergone 
great mutations on the subject of exchanges, Gov- 
ernment regulation of exchanges is much less called 
for than it used to be. As the local currencies of 
the country become sound, the enormous rates of 
exchange are found to disappear. The aid which 
isnow demanded of the Government, is aid through 
the medium of currency; and to supply this aid to 
the exchanges, is undoubtedly as far as any positive 
duty. of the Government can extend. ‘The sub- 
stitution of gold for silver, as the main ingredient 
of our metallic medium, (as is Strongly stated by 
my respected predecessor, (Mr. APPLETON, ] in his 
able pamphlet on the currency,) has exerted a most 
salutary influence in lessening the rates of ex- 
change. While.the transportation of silver would 
hardly have been attempted between New York 
and Boston, for instance, with an exchange below 
one per cent., gold is transported from one city to 
the other beforethe exchange can rise to a quarter 
of one per cent. But I will not dwell longer on 
the subject of exchanges, nor, indeed, on any of the 
other features of the exchequer system. When 
the bill itself shall come up for consideration, there 
will be ample opportunity for discussing its de- 
tails; and I intend to leave myself at liberty to vote 
as I shall then think fit upon each and every part 
ot the plan. Meantime, I have said enough to 
show. that, though not ready to pledge myself to 
the entire Executive project, I am ready to adopt, if 
nothing better is proposed, some portions, if not the 
whole, of the bilis which have been reported in 
the Senate and in the House. In so doing, I shall 
vote for that which many persons, in whose judg- 
ment have the highest confidence, consider alio- 
gether harmless; for that which many other per- 
sons (and myself among the number) regard as 
likely to be positively beneficial; and for that which 
not a few persons in the nation will never believe 
isnot the genuine specific, the matchless sanative 
for. ai] the troubles of the country, until it has been 
tried- and found wanting. Above all, sir, I shall 
vote fur that which may give something of at least 
temporary rest and repose to the public mind on 
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this long-vexed question of the currency, and which 


may satisly the people that there is no purpose in 
any quarter to keep the wounds of the body politic 
open and bleeding, in order to excite party sympathy 
and stimulate party struggle two years hence. 

I come now, Mr. Speaker, to a few remarks on 
the report and resolution before us. .And before 
making them, I beg leave to bear my humble tes- 
timony. to the-ability, integrity, and patriotism of 
the honorable chairman, (Mr. Fitumore,] by whom 
the report has been prepared. I respond most cor- 
dially tothe tones of honest indignation with which 
he yesterday repelled an infamous slander upon 
himself and his colleagues. 1 trust that, in dis- 
senting from some of the doctrines of the: report, I 
shall not seem wanting in regard and respect for ils 
‘author, =~ 


The report admits, on one of its earliest pages, 
that, if it were possible to have such an institution, ` 
without increasing Executive power, or endanger- 
ing the treasury, which should be administered by 
men of undoubted talents and integrity, it is capa- 
ble of rendering some service both to the businéss 
wants of the country and the financial embarrass- 
ments of the treasury. It immediately adds, how- 
ever, “that to hope for this, is to expect a change in 
human nature itself, and in the ordinary motives 
that govern the condact of men, and especially po- 
litical men, little less than miraculous, Our insti- 
tutions are based upon no such theory of human 
perfectibility.” 

Now, Mr, Speaker, the honorable chairman must 
pardon ine for saying, that if this exchequer plan of 
the President is too much based on a theory of hu- 
man perfectibility, it really seems to me that his re- 
port runs quite as far to the other extreme, and rests 
its objections to the plan too much on a theory of to- 
tal depravity and universal corruption. This, if I 
mistake not, is the great peculiarity of the report. 
Its arguments are able and forcible; but they are 
almost all of them arguments from abuse. Every 
possible evil which such an institution may pro- 
duce, if intrusted to dishonest hands, is exhibited in 
its most alarming aspect, The advantages which 
it might render, if administered by honest agents, 
are disposed of a good deal more summarily. It 
really occurred to me, as I read this report, that my 
honorable friend might have taken as his text, in 
writing it, the saying of-—I forget what statesman or 
philosopher of ancient Greece--that the only safety 
in relation to human government was distrust, dis- 
trust, distrust; or, as a Roman poet conveyed the 
same idea, “wna salus, nullam sperare salutem.” 
Sir, itis not to be denied that something of distrust 
is useful in relation to all human governments, 
and more especially in relation to our own Gov- 
ernment. But it is equally undeniable that some 
degree of confidence—thai a great deal of confi- 
dence--is not only useful, but absolutely indis- 
pensable to the successful operation of every gov- 
ernment, and even to the very existence of a free 
Government. It is true, our institutions are not 
based on a theory of human perfectibility; but they 
are based on a theory of human morality, integrity, 
and virtue. This is the distinctive feature of free 
Governments. It was laid down truly by Montes- 
quieu, long ago, that the foundation principle of a 
despotism was fear; of monarchy, honor; but ofa 
republic, virtue. There must be public virtue as 
well as private virtue—virtue in the Government, 
as well as, virtue among the people. The tw 
things are, in fact, inseparable for any long period 
oftime; for a virtuous people will either expel a 
corrupt administration, or a corrupt administration 
will debauch a virtuous people. If virtue, there- 
fore, shall indeed have taken its final flight from 
our public councils, and from those who preside 
over them, as this report would almost seem to in- 
timate—vain, vain will be theattempt to bolster up 
our political fabric by any more artificial machin- 
ery, or to prevent its downfall by any degree of dis- 
trustful vigilance, Sir, if such be really the de- 
plorable and desperate condition of our Republic, 
the passage of this resolution will do nothing to 
save it from ruin, nor will the adoption of the ex- 
chequer plan be at all responsible for its overthrow. 
It will fall by its own weakness and its own weight, 
like any other structure whse corner-stone has 
already crumbled into dust. 

But I do not apprehend so disastrous a catastrophe 
at present. I freely admit ‘that we have had no 
great encouragement to cherish any very implicit 
trust in oor rulers for some years past. Within 


the last year even, we have seen demonstrations 
and heard declarations but too well calculated*to ii 
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check the flow, if not entirely to congeal the cur- 
rent, of that tideof returning confidence which 
came out to greet the accession of anew Adminis. 
tration. But I am not willing to believe that the 
age of virtuous politics is gone forever, I trust 
that we may again see at the head of this Republic 
men who have stood there in its early days— 


-men like those we have seen there in years within 


our own remembrance—men who will feel, in enter- 
ing upon public office, that they have been called to 
no pitiful job, but to a sacred function—men who 
may be addressed in the words, though certainly 
not in the spirit, in which Macbeth was addressed 
by—the demi-demon, I had almostsaid—with whom 
his destiny was associated: 

“What thou would'st highly, that would’st thou holily; 

Art not without ambition; but without 

The illness should attend it.” 

And, sir, if such a day should again arrive, how 
would the petty and -paltry contentions which eine 
bitter and embroil us here, andin the proseention 
of which the true interests of the nation are so often 
forgotten and neglected, be hushed into silence! 
How would the public prosperity revive, the pub- 
lic peace be restored, the confidence of the people in 
the Government be reassured, and the ‘public faith 
resume again, in the eyes of all the world, that robe 
of stainless and inviolate sanctity with which it was 
first clothed by the fathers of the Republic. 


But, at all events, Mr. Speaker, whether this 
hope be realized or not, I do not think it quite time 
yet to base our systems, or our objections to sys- 
tems, on a theory of universal corruption and core 
ruptibility; or even upon the doctrine of my hone 
orable friend who has just taken his seat, [Mr. 
BarnarD,] that public office is the very worst 
school of morals on this side the penitentiary. 
This report would really seem to trust nobody in 
relation to finance and currency,—notthe President, 
not the Secretary, not the subordinate executive 
agents, not the Senate, not the House of Repre- 
sentatives, not each individually, notall conjointly. 
The President will abuse the veto power; the Presi- 
dent and Senate will abuse the appointing and re- 
moving power; the Secretary and subordinate 
agents will abuse their authority to keep the pub-~ 
lic moneys; and the Congress of the United States, 
even should it restrict the issues of exchequernotes 
within a proper limit at the outset, will run into rù- 
inous excesses in the end. “As you cannot check 
or control Congress on this subject, (says the re- 
port,) it would follow that we ought not to attempt 
to exercise this power.” 


Why, sir, it is as much as ever that. even a 
United States Bank can find a -loopholesof escape 
from the universal discredit in which the report 
deals. There is too much foundation for the re- 
mark of the minority of the committee, that some 
of the objections of the majority to this exchequer 
scheme apply equally to a national bank, As such 
an institution, however, was unquestionably in- 
tended to be excepted from any terms of distrust, 
I wish now tosay a word or two on some of the 
expressions and some of the implications of the 
report on that subject. 

The report seems to lay a little too much stress 
on whit it denominates the watchful caution of the 
interested stockholders of such a bank. The pri- 
vate capital of a national bank is undoubtedly a 
great security for the safety of the Government de= 
posites; but the vigilance of stockholders has proved 
thus far to be amost miserable ground of reliance. 
Where has been the watchful caution of interested 
stockholdersin the countless defaleationsand frauds 
which have recently involved us'in so much dis- 
tress at home, and so much disgrace abroad? This 
Argus of self-interest may have a hundred eyes, 
but it has never used one of them. It has been 
drugged and posseted into perfect blindness. The 
stockholders of our banks--and it ought to be 
spoken to their shame—have looked to nothing but 
the dividends, as long as there were any dividends 
to look to; while the directors, clerks, and cashiers 
have exercised unlimited control over their Cere 
cerns, 

Sir, I have already said thata national bank was 
my first choice for the fiscal agent of this Govern- 
ment; and, so far as this report goes in asserting or 
in implying that such an institution is the first 
choice of the committee, I most heartily agree with 
it. But if itis intended tọ be implied that there is 
no second choice—that this Government can, un- 
der no circumstances and in no emergency, em- 
ploy any other fiscal machinery—-I must dissent 
from the doctrine, I have no fancy for independent 
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areasuries, in. the sense in which this phrase has 
lately “been ‘sed; but that this Government ought 
‘notin any ¢ase.to provide a system of its own, for 
¿Keeping its-own moneys, for managing its own 
finances, and for maintaining and regulating a 
mmational currency for itselfand the people, I cer- 
tainly am. not-prepared to. say... Why, sir, let me 
~suppose a case. Suppose that the first bank char- 
ter which was passed by the two Houses at the ex- 
- tra: session, instead of having failed through the 
veto of the President, had failed (as most people 
in my part of. the country. seem to think it 
would have failed) for want of subscribers to its 
stock: would a majority of. this House, in that 
event, have felt it their duty to leave things as they 
“were, and to abandon all further effort? Is it not 
even possible that, if we had come together at the 
commencement of the last session of Congress, un- 
oder such circumstances, and with no cause of com- 
plaint against the President, and no feelings of bit- 
terness towards anybody connected with the Ad- 


ministration, we should have looked upon some 


such plan as this very exchequer with less of alarm 
and horror than we now regard it? Whether so or 
not; sir, such an exigency might have occurred, 
and may occur again. Are we, then, ready to say 
that Government cannot discharge its duty to itself, 
and its duty to the people, unless the capitalists of 
. the country will take stock in a bank? We, that re- 
-fuse to make any part of our fiscal system depend- 
ent on the assent of the States—are we ready tomake 
that; system entirely dependent on the assent of in- 
‘dividual citizens?. If not, why should we not do 
what. we should be willing to do in the case I have 
supposed? The same exigency now exists, though 
: arising from a different cause. The impracticabil- 
ity of obtaining a bank at this moment is as clearly 
determined by the refusal of the President to sub- 
scribe his name to its charter, as it would be by the 
-refusal of capitalists to subscribe their names to its 
-stock list. Andthough there may be much more 
-right to complain in one case than in the other, the 
emergency is the same in both, and our responsi- 
bilities in both are alike and identical. 


One word, sir, in reference to another suggestion 
-of the report, before I proceed to the resolution with 
„which it concludes. A provision is contained in 
the President’s plan of the exchequer, and is improv- 

-ed upon, Ibelieve, in the bills both of the Senate and 
:House, to limit the removing power of the Execu- 
tive in relation to the commissioners and other 
officers of the board. Such a provision undoubted- 
y does away many of the dangers of the system. 
“But the report pronounces all this unconstitutional, 
-It declares that Congress possesses no such power, 
afid that any fancied security built uponsuch an 
hypothesis must prove fallacious. Now, this was 
not the doctrine of the Whig Senate of the United 
‘States in days when a Whig Senate was all we had 
to relyupon. On the contrary, the Whig Senators 
of those days, with Mr. Clay and Mr. Webster in 
perfect harmony at their head, went strongly for 
the right and forthe duty of such limitations. Some 
of them, indeed, went very much further than this 
bill proposes to go, and declared themselves in favor 
of reversing the decisions of 1789; but none of them, 
‘I believe, made any question that limitagions of 
some kind might be, and ought to be, made. 


The report under consideration concludes with a 
resolution “that the plan of an exchequer, presented 
‘to Congress by the Secretary of the Treasury atthe 
last session, entitled ‘A bill amendatory of the sev- 
eral acis establishing the Treasury Department,’ 
ought not to be adopted.” This resolution is imme- 
diately preceded by the remark, that the committee 
deem the plan to be “essentially defective, and inca- 
pable ofany modification-—atleast without an amend- 
ment of the Constitution—that could justify its adop- 
tion.” Iam told, however, thatthe resolution may be 
adopted without any reference to the report, and 
that it is not intended to reach beyond the precise 
“bill which was furnished by the Secretary of the 
‘Treasuty; and some of my colleagues and friends, 
from whom Ido not differ materially in opinion, 
will vote for it, I am aware, with this understand- 
ing. But the common mind will not so construe 
‘the resolntion. Nor does it seem reasonable that 
we should be held to the precise provisions, phrase- 
ology, and punctuation ofa particular bill, to which 
there has been no opporiunity for amendment, and 
be compelled to declare affirmatively or negatively 
upon aresolution for its rejection, Why should 
‘such a resolution be pressed toa vote? Why not 
‘lay it on the table, as you do all other adverse jre- 
ports? Why waste the time and temper of the 


House in discussing mere abstract opinions, instead 


of going into Committee of the Whole and acting . 


on the bill to which those opinions relate? I 


have no doubt, sir, that the resolution was in- 


troduced into the House in a proper spirit, and 
with no unbecoming motives. I concur in no impu- 
tations on the Committee of ‘Ways and Means. 

t there is no little sensitiveness in many quar- 
ters as to the movements of the present Congress 
upon this, and, indeed, upon every other subject. 
Everything out of the common course (as this 
certainly is) will be imputed to sinister designs. 
Pass this resolution by.an overwhelming vote—as I 
doubt notyou will, if you insist on taking the vote 
in this form—and it will be regarded as anact of 
mero hostility to the President, and of mere re- 
taliation for his bank vetoes, . It will {be regarded 
as intended to stamp something of peculiar re- 
proach and unaccustomed reprobation on this meas- 
ure and its author. It will look as if you desired 
the triumph of holding up this bill to the scorn and 
derision of the country, and saying, “Here is Mr. 
Tyler and Mr. Webster’s famous fiscal project, 
with hardly one man so poor to do it reverence.” 
Now, sir, I am not disposed to shrink from any 
just or necessary act of legislation for fear of 
misconstruction, or to save appearances. But, on 
a mere amateur proceeding of this sort, I would 
give no. vote which can be so misconstrued. “A 
thousand false eyes are stuck upon us.” Let usnot 
again gratify their malicious gaze. Let us disap- 
point, for once, their eager search for subjects of 
mystification and perversion. For myself, sir, as 
I have already intimated, if a vote is insisted upon, 
1 shall vote against the resolution, both because I 
am opposed lo the policy and propriety of such 
a proceeding, and because I am unwilling to 
foreclose all direct consideration of the sub- 
ject, and to cut myself off from voting for 
the wholeor any part of the exchequer plan, now 
or hereafter. I shall give such a vote with the less 
reluctance, from the consideration that, in differ. 
ing from great numbers of my, political friends, I 
shall differ from perhaps an equal number of my 
political opponents. There were no party lines on 
this resolution in committee, and itis plain that 
there willbe none in the House. 


Mr, Bpeaker, I cannot feel justified in resigning 
the floor, as my hour has not quite yet expired, 
without alluding toa courseof remark which has 
been persisted in for some weeks past, in relation to 
the supposed author of thisexchequer plan, lam 
not here, sir, as the champion of the Secretary of 
State. Heaven help him, if he has not a more 
tried and trustworthy arm than mine to. look to, if 
he shall ever require any other than his own! He 
will, doubtless, say amen to this aspiration; for I 
have no idea he will thank me for many of the 
remarks which I have already made, or for many 
of those which I am about to make. He is, in- 
deed, one of my most distinguished constituents. 
I might appeal, however, to the gentleman from 
Kentucky, [Mr, Marsiaut,] who counts among his 
constituents the great and gallant statesman of the 
West, to bear witness with me that such a relation 
does not necessarily involve anything of peculiar 
cordiality or confidence; though, certainly, it can- 
not imply anything of the reverse. But, at any 
rate, holding, as I do, that great injustice has been 
done to Mr. Webster, on more than one occasion, 
by gentlemen who have gone out of their way to 


‘introduce his name into the debate, no fear, either 


of personal imputation or of political misconstruc- 
tion, shall make me shrink from saying so. I should 
be unworthy of sitting here as the Representative 
of Faneuil Hall, and should hardly dare to look 
those who are accustomed to meet there in the face, 
were I to listen longer, without a word of protest, to 
the wholesale reproaches which have been cast 
upon one who has so long been associated with 
their fortunes and their fame. 


Sir, Iwas not at Faneuil Hall when Mr. Web- 
ster made the speech which has been the subject of 
such frequent allusion. Ihave read that speech, 
however, more than once; and, asI do notintendto 
be charged with any non-committal or concealment, 
Ihave no hesitation in saying that it contains many 
opinions which 1 deeply regret were ever expressed, 
and from which I entirely dissent. The idea which 
seems to be implied in one part of the speech, that 
the Whigs of Massachusetts, in declaring a “full 
and final separation” from President Tyler, de- 
signed to commit themselves to an indiscriminate 
opposition to all the measures.of his Administra. 
tion, good, bad, and indifferent, was certainly un- 
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warranted by anything which they had ever done 
at home, or which. their Representatives had. ever 
done here. Theopinion which seemsto be conveyed 
in another part of the speech, that the Whig party 
in Congress deserved no particular credit for the 
passage of a protecting tariff; that, becausetwenty 
or thirty Whigs, in one branch. or the other; voted 
against the tariff, and-ten or a dozen of their op- 
ponents for it, while the great body of the Whigs 
had, from first to last, devoted their most stren- 
uous efforts to its adoption, and the great body of 
the Van Buren party had labored incessantly to de- 
feat and reject it; that, therefore, there was no party 
element in the proceeding, and no party credit for 
the result, was to my mind equally indefensible. It 
was confounding the rule and the exception, and 
placing both upon equal terms. The denial of the 
aùthority of the convention, also, to act upon mat- 
ters which every Massachusetts Whig convention, 
for ten years before, had. been accustomed to act 
upon without qualification or question, was‘any- 
thing but reasonable. But, sir, there are other 
passages of this speech, upon which constructions 

ave been. put which are utterly ungenerous and 
unjust, The idea which has more than once 
been advanced in this House, that Mr. Web- 
ster’s interrogatories on that occasion—“where do 
they mean to place me?’ “where am I to 
fall?”—instead of being applied, as it was, simply 
and solely to his relations to the Whigs of Massi- 
chusetts, with whom he had stood so long on terms 
of confidence and respect, such as few other men 
ever before enjoyed, was an expression of a corrupt, 
base, unprincipled lust for othe, or of an abject, 
craven, cringing fear of being turned out of office, 
isas unfounded as it is gross. It is wholly unsus- 
tained by the spirit or by the letter of the speech. 
The very next sentence to that in which these 
questions are contained, destroys all apology for 
such a construction—“If I choose to remain in the 
President’s councils, do these gentlemen mean ‘to 
say that I cease to be a Massachusetts. Whig?” 
This isthe sum and substance of both the interrog- 
atories which have been rung through these halls 
with so much scorn, and which have formed the 


| foundation of this infamous charge of servility and 


corruption, The question as to the collectors, at- 
lorneys, postmasters, and marshals,.is: fairly sus- 
ceplible of no other interpretation. And so, also, 
with that in relation to my excellent and distin- 
guished friend, the present minister to England. 
‘The inquiry, as to all of them, was whether, by 
this full and final separation from Mr. Tyler, the 
Whigsof Massachusetts meant to say that they in- 
tended to discard and denounce so many of their 
eminent brother Whigs who then were holding of- 
fice, unless they either resigned or. were turned out, 
And this is the “detestable docrine” which has’ so 
disgraced Daniel Webster, and so desecrated Fan- 
euil Hall! The questions may all have been un- 
called for; but, if they imply alove for anything, 
itis a love of party, and not of place; if a fear of 
anything, it isa fear of being abandoned by friends, 
rather than of being turned out of office, 


Sir, it would have been better, far better for all 
concerned, if this little family jar in Massachusetts 
had not been meddled with by strangers, and ifthe 
parties to it had been left to scold it out among them- 
Selves. Bnt I utterly protest against such an exag- 
geration ofits details and history, and such ‘a mis- 
representation of the language which was used on 
the occasion. As to Mr. Webster’s love of office, 
there is no evidence that this love isstronger in him 
than in many other gentlemen who are justly es- 
teemed and honored in the land. He ‘retained 
office, indeed, when other gentlemen—his col- 
leagues in the Cabinet-~retired. But there was as 
little reason in charging him with having held on 
to his commission from the mere love of office, as 
there would be in charging them with having re- 
signed from the mere hate of office. These gen- 
tlemen--for whom I have always entertained and 
expressed the highest possible regard and respéct—~ 
felt it was due to their own honor to withdraw from 
the Cabinet. They did so; and though there were 
some of their friends who would have preferred 
that they should have remained, and put the Presi- 
dent to his removing power, if he desired to get rid 
of them, yet all—all acquiesced in their decision, and 
in their own right to make that decision for them- 
selves. Mr, Webster, on the contrary, felt it-con- 
sistent with his honor to stay, and carry on thatgreat 
work of negotiation with Great Britain upon which 
he had just entered. My venerable colleague [Mr, 
Apams] has recently told his constituents and. the 


ue 


„been better off if I had left also. 
: Mëtt to:office. I have tasted of its sweets, but I 
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country that he advised him to stay—at least till ° 


that negotiation was concluded:. “Thinking 1 was 


iina post where I was in thè service of the coan- 


try; (says: Mr. Webster himself, in this Faneuil 
Hall speech,) and could do it good, I staid there. 
I leave it to you to-day to say—I leave it to my 
country to say, whether the country would have 
] have no attach- 


have tasted of its bitterness. I am content. with 
“what T have achieved; I am more ready to rest sat- 
-isfied with what is gained, than to run the risk of 
_ doubtful efforts for new acquisitions.” Who doubts, 
siz, that. Mr. Webster has tasted.of the bitterness of 
- office.as well as of its sweets? “Who doubts that he 
has had his perplexities and. provocations during 
the politcal utly burly of the. last two years, ag 
well. as we ours? And who denies that, amid them 
all, he has discharged the peculiar and most respon- 
sible duties of his post with unsurpassed ability and 
success? He has rendered great services to his 
country—services which will prevent the present 
Administration, unfortunate and odious as it may 
have been in many respects, from being quite so 
mere.a parenthesis on the page of history as was at 
one. time suggested. The treaty of Washington 
ean never be passed over, in the future perusal of 
- our annals, “without destroying the sense.” It may 
not catch the eye of the cursory reader, indeed, so 
quickly as if it were written in letters of blood; nor 
may it oceupy so large a space as the dread alter- 
“native it has averted; but: it will be inscribed in 
characters which will rivet, as with a charm, the 
attention and admiration of every thoughtful patriot 
and. every true philanthropist, and which wil] con- 
tinually acquire fresh lustre with the advancing 
progress of civilization and Christianity. The light 
which flashes from the sword of the successful war- 
rior may dazzle for a day, or even for an age; but 
a far more enduring radiance will encircle the 
` names of those who have reconciled the proud and 
angry spirits of two mighty nations, and have hon- 
orably secured for them both the unspeakable bless- 
ing of PEACE. 

r. Webster has been charged with great and 
glaring inconsistencies on the subject of the curren- 
cy and the Constitution; and this exchequer project 
is declared to be in direct contradiction to the doc- 
trines of his whole previous political life. Now, 


` sir, Yam not going to argue this point. I have no 
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idea that I could argue it to anybody’s satisfaction 
if Lshould try, I will not pretend to say that this 
plan does not, in my opinion, contain provisions 
which Mr. Webster has opposed and condemned 
in other connexions and under other circumstances, 
. But this I will say: that the great and leading idea 
of almost all his speeches against the sub-treasury 
system was, that ijt was an entire abandonment of 
the power and duty of the General Government to 
regulate the currenéy and the exchanges, Wher- 
ever he addressed the people—in Wall street or in 
State street, at Saratoga orat Bunker Hill—this was 
the burden of his argument. And, so far as this 


argument is conceryed, he is entirely consistent in ` 


advocating the exchequer plan, But if it were not 
so, Mr. Speaker, I confess that I have yet to see 
evidence that, when arraigned, in reference to this 
project, on the mere scoreof consistency, Mr. Web- 
ster. might not avail himself of the answer of an 
Athenian orator on a similar occasion, and say: “I 
may have acted contrary to myself, but I have not 
acted contrary to the Republic.” The merits of 
this measure, if it has any, are certainly indepen- 
deat of any man’s consistency. It has been devised 
under circumstances unlike any which ever existed 
before.in the history of this country, and unlike, I 
heartily hope, any which will ever exist again. It 
has been brought forward, as I believe, in good 
faith, and with an honest purpose for the public 
welfare. If any part of it, or the whole of it, is re- 
garded as unwise, inexpedient, or unsafe by this 
House or by the country; if it be really the terri- 
ble machine” which the report declares it to be, 
which would “overwhelm the treasury with bank- 
ruptcy, corrupt the Government, and lay a founda- 
tion forthe most dangerous political favoritism and 
universal corruption;” and if it be really “ineapa- 
ble.of any modification which would justify its 
adoption,” lét it be rejected. These opinions of 
the committee, however, as I have before suggest- 
ed, appear to me exceedingly extravagant, I have 
Seen no occasion for such a hue-and-cry against the 
plan, nor for such reproaches upon its author; and 
have accordingly telt bound to say so, in utter dis- 
regard of any imputations to which such a course 
may ‘subject me, , 
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The Oregon Bill—Mr. Benton, 
SPEECH OF Mr. BENTON, 


OF MISSOURI, 
In Senate, Thursday, February 2, 1843—On the 
_. Oregon bill. - 

Mr. BENTON said: On one point there is una- 
nimity on this floor; and that is, as to the title to the 
country in question. All agree that the title if in 
the United States. On another point there is di- 


vision; ‘and that is, on thé point of giving offence to | 


England, by granting the land to oursettlers which 
the bill proposes. On this point we divide. Some 
think it will offend her—some think it will not. 
For my part, I think she will take offence, do what 
we may in relation to this territory. She wants it 


- herself, and means to quarrel for it, if she does not 


fight for it. Ithink she will take offence at our 
bill, and even at our discussion of it. The nation 
that could revive the question of impressment in 


- 1842— which could directa peace mission to revive 


that question—the nation that can insist upon the 
right of search, and which was ready to go to war 
with us for what gentlemen call a few acres of 
barren ground in a frozen region,—the nation that 
could do these things, and which has'set up a claim 
to our territory on the western coast of our own 
continent, must be ripe and ready to take offence 
at anything that we may do, I grant that she will 
take offence; but that is not the question with me. 
Has she a right to take offence? That is my 
question! and this being decided in the negative, I 
neither fear nor calculate consequences. I take 
for my rule of action the maxim of President Jack- 
son in his controversy with France--ask nothing 
but what is right, submit to nothing wrong, and 
leave the consequences to God and the coun- 
try. That maxim brought us safely and honorably 
out of our little difficulty with France, notwithstand- 
ing the fears which so many then entertained; and 
it will do the same with Great Britain, in spite of 
our present apprehensions. Courage will keep her 
off; fear will bring her upon us. The assertion of 
our rights will command her respect; the fear to 
assert them will bringus her contempt. The ques- 
tion, then, with me, is the question of right, and not 
of fear! Is it right for us to make these grants on 
the Columbia? Has Great Britain just cause to 
be offended at it? These are my questions; and 
these being answered to my satisfaction, I go for- 
ward with the grants, and leave the consequences 
-to follow at their pleasure, 


I maintain that the passage of this bill, and these 
grants to the settlers, can give no just ground of 
offence to Great Britain; and this opinion is the 
regular deduction from the unanimous opinion of 
this chamber, that the title to the territory is in the 
United States. Surely the owner may do what 
he pleases with hisown. But gentlemen say that 
the exercise of these rights is limited by the con- 
vention of 1818. Not so in my opinion, nor upon 
the words of the convention. “Those words apply 
only to the usufruct of the territory—to rights of 
fishing, hunting, trading, and navigation. They 
do not affect pre-existing rights. They do not 
touch the question of sovereignty. They are, as 
the Senator from New Hampshire on my right 
{Mr. Woopsury] has well shown, words which 
are found in many treaties, and which have no re- 
lation to the sovereign rights of the parties. They 
are, besides, found in our British treaty of the last 
summer, and apply to the portages belonging to the 
United States between the Lake Superior and the 
Lake of the Woods, the use of which is made 
free and open to each party. To say nothing of 
other portages, the Grand Portage itself is sufficient 
to raise the question, and to tryit. That portage 
is within the acknowledged limits of the United 
States—even the limits fixed in the mutilating 
treaty of 1842. Itis a portage of nine miles in 
Jength, and six miles within our limits; and, by 
the words of the late treaty, this portage is to be 
fee and open to the use of both parties. Does this 
affect our sovereignty? Will it prevent us from 
granting the land? Will it prevent us from occu- 
pying and settling the Grand Portage—that great 
seat of trade and empire among the Indians—and 
placing a custom-house, a fort, and American set- 
ers there? According to the argument of genile- 
men, this will be the consequence. If their argu- 
ment is good for the Columbia, it is good for the 
Grand Portage; and we are to be debarred forever 
from the use of that grand position. I say forever; 
for this part of the treaty of 1842 is perpetual; and 
it brings back the British Fur Company to this an- 
cientseat of trade and power, from which Mr, J ay’s 
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treaty removed them forty years ago. Gentlemen 
- must be prepared to go this length, if they adhere 
to their construction of the convention of 1818, 
They’ must deny us the exercise of territorial 
righis at the Grand Portage, andat thirty-six other 
poriages on the west of Lake Superior, where the 
joint occupation of the British will be, as it is on 
the. Columbia, an exclusive possession on their 
part! and where this treaty of 1842 grants them 
exemption from the payment of duties. The Brit. 
ish possession of the Columbia is now sovereign and 
exclusive. Their convenient agent, the Hudson 
Bay Company, does everything for them; and the 
British Government has declared to ours that they 
will protect this company, and that on both sides 
ofthe river. This is insult and defiance to us. 
This company has built forts, erected mills, 
opened farms, stocked them with animals, and 
planted a colony. Their forts include a triangle 
of seven hundred miles on every side: one of them 
approaching the sonth pass in the Rocky Moun- 
tains—our gate through the mountain, and only 
two hundred and fifty miles from it. The British, 
through this company, (which is to them in North 
America, what the East India Company isto them 
in Asia,) have taken sovereign possession of terri- 
tory unanimously declared on this floor to belong 
to us: and we are to be restrained from making 
grants of land to our settlers, lest we give offence to 
her. She is not to fear offending ‘us, by taking 
possession of our territory; but we are to fear of- 
fending her, by using a little of our own! This is 
the effect of the argument, if not its words! And 
aparallel is ran between her condition and ours, to 
show that she is ready for war, and we are not: and, 
therefore, we must do nothing. Sir, itis no fault 
of mine if we are not ready forwar. I proposed 
to devote the surplus revenue to that object, instead 
of giving it to the States, to whom it has been a 
curse. If it had been so devoted, we should not 
‘how be without revenue to support the Government 
—without defence to resist aggression—without 
the means of protecting our rights, or commanding 
foreign respect. But, I do not yield to the argu- 
ment. I will not fear Great Britain, because she 
is ready, and we are not ready, for war. If we 
have not all the means, we have the main means 
of war—those which command all other means— 
a courageous and patriotie population, ready to 
stake life and fortune in defence of the honor, the 
rights, and the interests of their country. 


The fear of Great Britain is pressed upon us; 
at the same time her pacific disposition is enforced 
and insisted upon. And here, it seems to me, 
that gentlemen fall into a grievous inconsistency. 
While they dwell on the peaceable disposition of 
Great Britain, they show her ready to go to war 
with us for nothing, or even for our own! The 
Northeastern boundary is called a dispute for a 
few acres of barren land in a frozen region, worth 
nothing; yet we are called upon to thank God Al- 
mighty and Daniel Webster for saving. us. from 
a war about these few frozen and barren acres, 
Would Great Britain have gone to war with us 
for these few acres? and is thata sign of her pa- 
cife tgprer? The Columbia is admitted on all 
hands to be ours; yet gentlemen fear war with 
Great Britain if we touch it—worthless as it is 
in their eyes, Is this a sign. of peace? Is ita 
pacific disposition to go to war with us, for what 
is our own; and which is, besides, according to 
their opinion, not worth a straw? If this peaceful? ; 
If it is, I should like to know what is hostile. The 
late special minister is said to have come here, 
bearing the olive branch of peace in his hand. 
Granting “that the olive branch was in one hand, 
what was in the other? Was not the war question. 
of impressment in the other? also, the war ques- 
tion of search, on the coast of Africa? also, the 
war question of the Columbia, which he refused 
to include in the peace treaty? Were not these 
three war questions in the other hand?—to say 
no:hing of the Caroline, for which he refused 
alonement; and the Creole, which he says would 
have occasioned the rejection of the treaty, if 


named in it. All these war questions were in the 
other hand; and the special mission, having ac- 
complished its peace object in getting possession 
of the military frontiers of Maine, has adjourned 
all the war questions to London, where we may 
follow them if we please. But there is one of 
these subjects for which we need not go to Lon- 
don—the Creole, and its kindred cases, The con- 
ference of Lord Ashburton with the. Aboliion 
Committee of New York shows that that question 
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need, not go to London—that England means to 
maintain all her grounds on the subjeet of slaves, 
and that any treaty inconsistent with these grounds 
would be rejected. This is what he says: 

“Lord Ashburton said that, when the delegation came to‘read 
his correspondence with Mr. Webster, they woaldsee that he 
had taken all possible care to prevent any injury beiug done to 
the people of color; that, if he had been willing to introduce an 
article including cases similar to that of the Creoie, his Gov- 
erament. would never have ratified it, as they will adhere to 
the great principles they have eo jong avowed and maintained; 


and that the friends of the slave “in England would be very: 


watchful to see thatno wrong practice took place under the 
tenth article.” : : 


This is what his Lordship said in New York, 
and which shows that it was not want of instruc- 
tions. to act on the Creole case, as alleged in Mr. 
Webster’s correspondence, but want of inclination 
in the British Government to settle the case. The 
treaty would have been rejected, if the Creole case 
had been named in it; and if we had had a proto- 
col showing that fact, I presume the important 
note of Lord Ashburton would have stood for as 
little in the eyes of other Senators as it did in 
mine, and that the treaty would have found but 
few: supporters. The Creole case woiJd not be 
admitted into the treaty; and what was put in it, is 
to give the friends of the slaves in England a right 
to watch us, and to correct our wrong practices 
under the treaty! Thisis what the protocol afier 
the treaty informs us; and if we had had a proto- 
col before it, it is probable that there would have 
been no occasion for this conference with the New 
York Abolitionists; Be that as it may, the peace 
mission, with its olive branch in one hand, brought 
a budget of war questions in the other, and has 
carried them all back to London, to become the 


subject of future negotiations. All these subjects | 


are pregnant with danger. One ofthem will force 
itself upon us in five years—the search question— 
which we have purchased off for a time; and when 
the purchase is out, we must purchase again, or 
submit to be searched, or resist with arms. I re- 
peat it: the pacific England has a budget of war 
questions now in reserve for us, and that we can- 
not escape them by fearing war. Neither nations 
nor individuals ever escaped danger by fearing it. 
They must face it, and defy it. An abandonment 
of a right, for fear of bringing on an attack, instead 
of keeping it off, willinvitably bring on the out- 
rage that is dreaded. 


Other objections are urged to this bill, to which 
I cannot agree. The disianceis objected to it. It 
is said to be 18,000 miles by water, (around Cape 
Horn,) and above 3,000 miles by land and waiter, 
through the continent. Granted, The very dis- 
tance, by Cape Horn, was urged by me, twenty 
years ago, as a reason for occupying and fortifying 
the mouth of the Columbia. My argument was, 
that we had merchant ships and ships of war in 
the North Pacific ocean; that these vessels were 
20,000 miles trom an Atlantic port; thata port on 
the western coast of America was indispensable 
to their safety; and that it would be suicidalin us to 
abandon the port we have there to any power, and 
especially to the most formidable and domineering 
naval power which the world ever saw. And Iin- 
stanced the case of Commodore Porter, his prizes 
lost, and his own ship eventually captured in a neu- 
tral port, because we had no port of our own to re- 
ceive and shelter him. T'he 20,000 miles distance, 
and dangerous and tempestous cape to be doubled, 
were with me arguments in favor of a port on the 
western coast of America, and, as such, urged on 
this floor near twenty years ago, The distance 
through the continent is also objected to, Ii issaid to 
exceed 3,000 miles. Granted. But it is further 
than that to Africa, where we propose to build up 
a colony of negroes out of our recaptured Africans. 
Our eighty-gun fleet is to carry her intercepted 
slaves to Liberia: so says the correspondence of the 
naval captains (Bell and Paine) with Mr. Web- 
ster. Hunting in couples with the British, at an 
expense of money (to say nothing of the loss of 
lives and ships) of 8600,000 per annum, to recap- 
ture kidnapped negroes, we are to carry them to 
Liberia, and build up a black colony there, 4,000 
‘miles, from us, while the Columbia is too far off 
for a white colony! 
their’ redeemed captives to Jamaica, and make 
apprentices of them for life. We are to carry ours 
to Liberia; and then we must goto Liberia to pro- 
tect and. defend them. Liberia is 4,000 miles dis- 
tant, and not objected to on account of the dis- 
tance: the Columbia is not so far, and distance 
-pecomes a formidable objection. 
F 


The English are to carry . 


The expense is brought forward as another ob- 
jection, and repeated, notwithstanding the decisive 
answer it has received from my colleague. He 
has shown that itis but a fraction of the expense of 
the African squadron; that this squadron is the 
one-twelfth part of our whole naval establishment, 
which is to: cost us ‘seven millions of dollars per 
annum, and that the annual cost of the squadron 
must be near $600,000, and its expense for five 
years three millions. For the forts in the Oregon 
bill—forts which are only to be stozkades and 
block-houses, for security against the Indians—for 
these forts, only $100,000 is appropriated; being 
the sixth part of the annual expense, and the thir- 
tieth part of the whole expense, ofthe African fleet, 
Thus the objection of expense becomes futile and 
ridiculous. But why this everlasting objection of 
expense to everything Western? Our dragoons 
dismounted, because, they say, horses are too ex- 
pensive. The Western rivers unimproved, on ac- 
count of the expense. No Western armory, because 
of the expense, Yet hundreds of thousands, and 
millions, for the African squadron! 

Another great objection to the bill is the land 


- elause—the grants of land to the settler, his wife, 


and his children. Gentlemen say they will vote 
for the bill ifthat clause is stricken out; and Isay, 
I will vote against it if that clause is stricken out. It 
is, in fact, the whole strength and essence of the 
bill, Without these grants, the bill will be worth 
nothing. Nobody will go three thousand miles to 
settle a new country, unless he gets land by it. 
The whole power of the bill is in this clause; and if 
it is stricken out, the friends of the bill will give it 
up. They will give it up now, and wait for the 
next Congress, when the full representation of the 
«people, under the new census, will be in power, 
and yhen a more auspicious result might be ex- 
ected, me 

r Time is invoked, as the agent that is to help us. 
Gentlemen object to the present time, refer us to 
the future, and beg us to wait, and rely upon. TIME 
and NEGOTIATIONS to accomplish all our wishes, 
Alas! time and negotiation have been fatal agents 
to us, in all our discussions with Great Britain. 
Time has been constantly working for her, and 
against us. She now has the exclusive possession 
of the Columbia; and all she wants is dime, to ripen 
her possession into title. For above twenty years 
—from the time of Dr. Floyd’s bill, in 1820, down 
to the present moment—the present time, for vin- 
dicating our rights on the Columbia, has been-con- 
stantly objected to; and we were bidden to wait. 
Well, we have waited: and what have we got by 
jit? Insult and defiance!—a declaration from the 
British ministers that jarge British interests have 
grown up on the Columbia during this time, which 
they will protect!—and a flat refusal from the 
olive-branch minister. to include this question 
among those which his peaceful mission was to 
settle! No, sir; time and negotiation have been bad 
agents for us, in our controversies with Great Brit- 
ain, They have just lost us the military frontiers 
of Maine, which we had held for sixty years; and 
the trading frontier of the Northwest, which we 
had held forthe same time. Sixty years’ posses- 
sion, and eight treaties, secured these ancient and 
valuable boundaries: one negotiation, and a few days 
of time, have taken them from us! And so it may 
be again. The Webster treaty of 1842 has obliter- 
ated the great boundaries of 1783—placed the Brit- 
ish, their fur company and their Indians, within 
our ancient limits: and I, for one, want no more 
treaties fromthe hand which is always seen on the 
side of the British. I go now for vindicating our 
rights on the Columb:a; and, as the first step to- 
wards it, passing this bill, and making these grants 
of land, which will soon place the thirty or forty 
thousand rifles beyond the Rocky Mountains, which 
will be our effective negotiators. 


SPEECH OF MR. BUTLER, 
OF KENTUCKY. 
in the House of Representatives, January 11, 1843— 

On the proposition to restore the fine to General 

Jackson. ; 

MR. Speaker: Although there is, perhaps, not a 
gentleman around me less in love with the music 
of his own voice within these walls, than I with 
mine, yet there are occasions—and this is one of 
them—on which I do not feel myself at liberty.to 
follow the natural bent of my own inclination. It 
is known to you, sir, and to many others in this 
hall, that I belonged to the Southern army, com- 


manded by General Jackson, in the years 1814 and’ 
1815. It will, therefore, be presumed, and cor- 
rectly presumed, that lam somewhat. familiar with 
the leading facts and circumstances which Jed ‘to 
the declaration and enforcement of ‘martiak.jaw, 
and for which the fine proposed to: be remitted by 
the: bill now under consideration was inflicted. It 
is also known. to you; sir--at least it is well known 
to my constituents—that Ihave ever been the warm, 
personal and political friend of that distinguished 
gentleman. Nay, sir, that I was once, but not then, 
a member of his military family. Under all these 
circumstances, were I to remain silent, and listen 
to such a debate as that to which this subject has 
given rise, there could be but one of two opinions 
formed as to the cause of that silence. lt would 
either.be said that I deemed the conduct of General 
Jackson utterly indefensible, or that .1 shrank from 
that defence, Neither of them shall be said in ad- 
vance, whatever else may be. said when I. shall 
have taken my seat. ee et ay 

What, sir, is the proposition before us? Simply 
to restore to General Jackson the amount ot a fine, 
inflicted, as he contends, for the performance of an 
act of imperative duty, and one essential to the 
service of the country. And yet, sir, [ see with 
equal pain and surprise that this simple proposi- 
tion, which ought to depend upon truth and justice 
alone, is fast assuming, if it has not already as- 
sumed, a decided party character. I am asked, 
onmy right and on my left, why the Democratic 
party did not pass such a law. when in pow- 
er? Do gentlemen who make this inquiry 
wish to leave the inference that the Democratic 
party have shrunk from doing so? This no one 
does or can believe. Why should this be 
peculiarly a Democratic measure? Had -the 
Whigs no part in the defence of New Orleans? 
Were none of them, or none of their friends, there? 
If they{cherish no proud recollections of that 
glorious defence, and are willing to yield up all 
to the Democratic party, then, indeed, there might 
be some pretence for making this a party question. 
But, sir, I know itis far otherwise; I know that 
every patriot in the land feels his heart bound 
prouder within him, as his eye falls on that im- 
mortal page in his.country’s history; and he feels 
that such achievements are a nation’s, not a party’s 
wealth. Still I hear the question repeated on 
all sides, “why is this measure forced upon a 
Whig Congress?” It may be,sir, for the express 
purpose of affording that party the opportunity to 
prove to the world that justice and magnanimity are 
still to be found in its ranks; or it may be for pre- 
cisely the opposite reason. I understand, how- 
ever, it has been done in obedience to the voice of 
public sentiment—acting, no doubt, on the known 
wishes of General Jackson to be released from a fine 
which he believes unjust, and therefore, and there- 
foreonly, oppressive. If my wish were to make po- 
litical capital, and I could consent to resort to sacha ` 
measure for sucha purpose, nothing could please 
me more than to witness the party bias attempted 
tobe given to it. Sir, will your party, with all its 
knowledge and talents, never have the wisdom to 
appreciate the American people? Lay this question 
before them in your next canvass, and you willat 
least learn that ingratitude and injustice to those 
who have freely periled their lives in defence of 
their country form no part of their character, 

Before I proceed farther upon the merits of the 
question under consideration, permit me to say a 
few words in reply to part of the speech of the 
venerable gentlemen, [Mr. Apsms,]—not on its 
merits. Iwill first read from the Globe’s. report 
of that speech the following paragraph: 

“Rumors were aficat—he could not, of course, vouch for their 
truth—that the great presidential question between the va- 
rious divisions of the Democratic party was to be ultimately 
decided by General Jackson himself. Tt seemed tobe given out 
that he was to be the president of the national Democratic con- 
vention; and who knew what the result wonld be? Such were 
the rmmors which were afloat. From what the House had 
seen, it was clear that all the divisions ofthe pariy were humble 
suitors for the good-will or neutrality of General Jackson. We 
did not expressly assign the paragraph in the message of the 
President to that purpose. ‘Ihe President alone knew what 
were his motives; and, therefore, he (Mr. A.) would not say, 
that this was a bid in the great auction. Ifit was, however, a’ 
bid, he would say that it was not a very good one, We thought 
the “war-worn veteran” would say thatsuch a bid won’tdo 
At any rate, he wished to have the trial made, by putting the 
bill in precisely the same terms recommended by the Presi- 
nent an Order to see whether the “war-wor veteran” would 
take it, 4 


Now, sir, I will not pretend to decide what influ- 
ence General Jackson may have in future Presi- 
dent-making, His, however, well known—and tg 
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fone better than the venerable gentleman [Mr. An- 


ams} himself—that the old hero, in his day, was 
esteemed a most capital President-breaker.. And 
even if it were true that, in one character, he has 
drawn support to this bill, no one can doubt that, in 
the other, he has excited against it a most deadly and 
unrelenting opposition, That the gentleman [Mr. 
Apams}.cannot consistently oppose it on the usual 
grounds-—the unwarrantable assumption of power— 
is. manifest from the fact, that he has himself most 
triumphantly vindicated: the same General from a 
similar exercise of power, on the ground of neces- 
sity, and in a much more questionable case. We 
are, therefore, to seek elsewhere for that gentle- 
man’s opposition; nor is it difficult to find. Had 
General Jackson retired to private life at the close 
of. his military career—had he but worn meekly 
those honors which he won proudly, he might have 
gone down the vale of years followed by the prayers 
and blessings of all; his laurels growing fresher and 
greener at every step of his pilgrimage, until stand- 
ing, as he now does, on the brink of the grave, they 
would have caught a bright reflection of the world 
beyond it. This bill would then have passed on its 
merits, and passed by acclamation. But, sir, he 
dared do otherwise, He dared throw histall, straight 
shadow across the crooked path of mad ambition. 
He dared resist that combination, trick, and jugglery 
by which a Federal dynasty was “foisted upon a 
free-country. He dared appeal—and appeal success- 
fully—from the people’s servants to the people them- 
selves. And, above all, sir, he dared stuike to 
dust a corrupt moneyed monopoly, alike essential in 
every age and country to the existence of such a 
dynasty. This, sir, is the front of his offending— 
this has arrayed party vengeance against this bill, 
. The same venerable gentleman has also spoken 
of the sale of the office of President at public auc- 
tion; and seems emulous to succeed my friend from 
Indiana, [Mr. -T nomrson,] who, a few days since, 
gave us a most amusing display of his talents as 
congressional auctioneer, This new auctioneer, 
too, has thought fit to change his rooms from the 
White House to the Hermitage. Now, sir, as we 
have learned from the venerable gentleman [Mr, 
Apams] the “rumor” that one ex-President is to dis- 
pose of the Democratic interest in the next election 
of Chief Magistrate, it is but fair to presume —from 
“rumor,” of course—that the other ex-President 
may have some little influence in disposing of the 
Whig interest in the same office; and, if so, in re- 
quital for his important information, on the verita- 
ble authority of “rumor,” I would advise him, by 
all means, when that interest is disposed of, to ad- 
here to the good old “rumored” precedent of 1824 
-or perhaps, sir, sealed proposals will suit quite 
as well. 

Whether I ought to take any, or what notice 1 
ought to take of the grovelling anecdote of the 
traitor Arnold, applied by the venerable ex-Presi- 
dent (Mr. Apams] to an old successful competitor 
for the first office in the world, long after that com- 
potitor had quitted the political arena forever,—is a 
matter of much doubt. I willsimply say of this 
attack, that it is of but too close affinity with that 
made by the notorious Knight of Gadshill on the 
soldier corse of the gallant Percy—-and will be 
felt about as much. 


I will now, sir, (if I can be pardoned by the 
House for this, to me, most unpleasant digression,) 
turn to what I conceive the true merits of the ques- 
tion--the propriety of the declaration and enforce- 
ment of martial law, by General Jackson, at New 
Orleans. When I speak of martial law, I will 
not be understood as meaning the law establishing 
rules and articles for the government of the army 
of the United States. That law is at all times in 
force, and acquires no new power from a simple 
declaration of that fact. I mean that martial law 
of paramount control, as it is understood in all 
countries, and which may not unaptly be de- 
fined “the common law of camps,” springing out of, 
and commensurate with, the exigencies of armies 
in the field—exigencies which cannot be foreseen, 
and therefore cannot be guarded against in advance, 


by fixed legislation. ThatGen. Jackson had the con- ` 


stitutional power formally to declare or enforcesuch 
‘a law-—to supersede the civil for such military rule 
~~I shall not contend for him; nor has he ever so 
contended for himself. If his justification is to be 
found at all—and that it is, I have no doubt--it 
must be sought fur amidst the dangers and dificul- 
‘ties by which he found himself surrounded. } 
know, sir, there are some who would fain persuade 
‘the world that no alternative, however direful, can 


justify, or even excuse, a resort to such a course. 
I have now a pamphlet before me, signed “A Ken- 
tuckian,” written. with some ability, in which the 
author labors to enforce this doctrine. A single 


| and a very short. paragraph from this work will 


serve to show his position : . 

“The great national interest with us—thé great point of disci- 
pline—is, and ever must be, implicit and devoted obedience to 
the law.” eo 

Based on this dogma, he labors to prove that, 
while-General Jackson was whipping the British, 
he was in fact levying war against ms own coun- 
try—because he took the necessary measures Lo sup- 
press mutiny and treason in his own camp!--and 
winds up by saying, “It is plain, unmixed trea- 
son.” 

. Who this learned gentleman is, I do not care to 
know. From his unsparing bitterness, he might 
well be taken for some political renegade, vainly 
attempting to win the’ confidence of his new 
friends, by assailing the leader of his. old ones. 
Certain lam he is no soldier, and knows nothing 
of the hardships or casualties of war. If he did, 
he would also know that an army rarely marches 
by day, or halts by night, without necessarily 
breaking some law, or trampling on. some right. 
It is more than probable this gentleman is some 
judge, or ex-judge, who, wrapping himself in his 
robes of office, and hugging to his heart this darl- 
ing Utopia, “implicit obedience,” fondly imagines 
he can convince the American people that it were 
infinitely better New Orleans hat been sacked and 
burnt, than saved by martial law. This is but the 


doctrine attempted to be inculcated in the pamphlet } 


referred to, when carried into practice; and, what- 
ever may be thought of itnow, I have no doubt it 
would have been received with acclamation by the 
entire British army at the time. In this shape, 
then, let it go before the world. I, at least? will 
waste no argument to prove its folly or its falsity. 

To such as admit that a crisis may arise, in the 


| prosecution of a war, in which it may not only be- 


| 


come proper, but even an act of imperative duty in 
the commanding general, to set aside or disregard 
for a time the established laws and usages of the 
country he serves, I have a few considerations to 
address, To such, and such only, (and I know 
they constitute a large majority even of the Whig 
party,) I shall attempt to prove that such a crisis 
did, in fact, exist at the time martial law was de- 
clared, and_as long as it was enforced by General 
Jackson at New Orleans. 


In order to do this with any hope of success, it 
willbe essential to understand the theatre on which 
he was compelled to act, the difficulties and dan- 
gers that surrounded him, and the means placed in 
his hands to meet them; and this will require me to 
enter more into detail than I fear I shall be able to 
do in the time allotted me. 


General Jackson had just closed his Indian wars, 
and with a brilliancy and success rarely equalled, 
and never surpassed, in any age or country. Such, 
at least, was his reputation, that the President 
thought fit to confer on him the rank of major 
general in the United States army, and intrust to 
his command one of the most important, because 
one of the most defenceless and unprotected, mili- 
tary districts in the Union. 1 do not remember its 
exact geographical limits. Jt is enough to say that 
it extended, on the gulf, from the Perdido to the 
Sabine; and that its inland border was skirted, al- 
most from one end to the other, by numerons and 
warlike Indian tribes; several of them but recently 
at open war, and known still to be hostile: a mere 
fragment of one of which has, for the last six 
years, kept a force Jarger than that under his 
command in constant employment; and is now 
barely conquered, if conquered at all. On the Tih 
of November Pensacola was taken, which, for a 
time, put an end to those wars, by cutting off the 
communication between the Indians and British. 
For although this town was at once restored to its 
owners, the Spaniards were taught the necessity 
of preserving a strict neutrality between nations 
who, though at peace with them, were at war. 
with each other; and were also taught—what 
they had previously denied—that they only 
wanted the will, and not the power, to enforce 
that neutrality. This, too, was another necessary 
stretch of power, which called down on General 
Jackson the vengeance of the “implicit obedience” 
party; still the nation at large justified him. 


Pensacola taken, he at once repaired to Mo- 
bile, and spent some days in putting that frontier 


in the best state of defence his limited means would 
Sa 
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permit, and then proceeded by land to New Or- 
leans. It may seem a matter of surprise that he 
should have taken this long and difficult route at- 
such a season of the year, requiring some six or 
eight days to perform it, when he might have 
reached the same point-in.two.days by water. I 
can only account for it, from the known importance 
he attached to the defence of the Mobile frontier; 
his belief that this was one of the most vulnerable 
points from which New Orleans could be assailed; 
that the British, by dtawing to their support the 
numerous and: powerful tribes of hostile Indians in 
that region, might pass by land lo the Mississippi, 
above New Orleans, and, posting themselves on 
either bank, cut off all communication with the 
upper country. Hence he felt the importance of 
possessing a minute knowledge of the topography 
and resources of the country through which the 
enemy would necessarily pass, should that plan 
be adopted. 

Be this as it may, on the first day of December he 
reached that city, destined tobe saved by hisskill and 
valor, andto give immortality to his name. Travel- 
worn, and wasted with disease as he was—for, in 
the late campaign, he had often been barely able 
to sit his horse--he gave not an hour to rest, but 
entered atonce upon the active duties of the field. 
On the day of his arrival, he reviewed the city 
troops; and, on the next, set out upon a military 
reconnoissance of his position, not merely of the 
city and its environs. He descended the Missis- 
sippi, and examined, in person, the wild and mi- 
nute passes of Barrataria on the one side, and 
Lake Borgne on the other; planned and directed 
many improvements and alterations in the works 
at Fort St. Philip, the key of the Mississippi; 
and then returned to New Orleans about the 10th 
of the month, to calculate and improve his means 
of defence, and weigh the difficulties that sur- 
rounded him, His means were few, indeed, and 
easily ascertained. His difficulties were innumer~ 
able, and only to be fully appreciated by those who 
saw and felt them. I possess no exact data on 
which to estimate the precise force available at 
this time for the defence of the city; nor at the 
„moment when martial law was declared, I have, 

however, the official report, which will be found 
both in Latour and Eaton, giving the exact num- 
ber of each corps engaged in the battle of the 
23d, as follows: 


Part of Coffee’s brigade ~ = - 648 
Seventh and forty-fourth regiments United 
States infantry - - : - 63 
Company of marines and artillery = - - 82 
Plauche’s battalion = n - ~ 280 
Daquin’s freemen of color - - - 208 


Mississippi dragoons under Col. Hinds, not in 
theaction ~- - - - ~ 186 


From which, if we deduct the commands of Coffee 
and Hinds, (who had not then arrived,) it will 
leave the available force, at the time martial law 
was declared, only 1,333; even if we can suppose 
there was no increase from the 14th to the 23d, 

It will, no doubt, be matter of surprise to all, that 
in a battle foughlin sight of New Orleans, and one 
on whiah, all admit, its fate was staked, that only 
488 residents of Louisiana were engaged; and that 
208 of them were free men of color, Were there 
no other persons in that city or its vicinity able to 
bear arms? and, if so, where were they at this im« 
portant hour? are questions that will naturally sug- 
gest themselves to every one, on learning this fact, 
Sir, for all the purposes of military defence, I have 
no hesitation in believing, with the information 
then before him, that General Jackson would much 
sooner have defended a city void of inhabitants, and 

. surrounded by a desert. And here I wish to be 
most distinctly understood as not intending to cast 
the slightest imputation on the patriotism of the cit- 
izens of Louisiana in general. What I mean, then, 
in connexion with what I have just said, is, that the 
predominance of slave over while population was 
such, and such its character, as to more than neu- 
tralize any aid that could be fairly expected from 
that white population, had every man able to bear 
arms been both a patriot anda soldier, WhatI here 
say of slavery in Louisiana, I by no means a ply to 
slavery in general. On the contrary, I ond met 
sooner trust the slaves of my own, and of several 
other States, to defend this nation inher darkest hour 
of need, than one half of that whining brood of 
sickly sympathizers, who are uniting themselves 
with foreign societies, whose real purpose is the 
destruction of this Union, under the specions pres 
tence of bettering the condition of a class who, in 


i ZIM Conc. me 3D SESS- 


all he essentials of ease, comfort, and happiness, are 
infinitely better off than most of themselves. The 
slaves of this State were, at the period of the laie 
‘war—-whatever they may be now—of qnite a difer- 
ent class, Louisiana was then (if I may use the 
term without offence) a sort of servile Liberia, into 
which. all the vilest slaves of all the States were 
sent, and-often for the purpose of screening them 
from, condign punishment. Jt may, then, be readi- 
ly. conceived with what reluctance men would quit 
their homes, leaving their families at the mercy of 
stich. beings, subject tobe operated upon by sucha 
foe—a foe then in league with every desperate 
band of roving and lawless savages that could be 
seduced into their bloody service, reckless of the 
well-known fact that, in that service, they would 
spare neither age, sex, nor condition. I shall, 
however, doubtless, be told that none of these evil 
consequences ensued. Let it be borne in mind that 
I am now only speaking of things in the light in 
which they naturally and properly presented them- 
selves atthe time, and not that which they have 
since. assumed. As far as my information goes, 
the British made no attempt. to excite the slaves 
either to murder or revolt. No, sir, they pursued 
a very different course. Like Gen. Jackson, they 
had been taught to believe that a large portion of 
the citizens of Louisiana, and particularly those of 
French and Spanish extraction, were inimical to 
the Union, o these, therefore, they addressed 
pee assuring them that they came as 
riends, and not as enemies; and promising security 
and protection both to themselves and their proper- 
ty. ‘These facts, with many others had a natural 
tendency to mislead the commanding general as 
to the extent of that disaffection. Louisiana was, 
Moreover, a purchased province; and we are told 
by Mr. Martin, the historian mainly relied on by 
the opposers of this bill, that the transfer was at- 
tended with no little gloom and discontent. This 
was a natural, and by no means an unpatriotic 
feeling. The allegiance of the heart is notto be 
purchased, The father-land is a green spot in the 
‘waste of every man’s memory, which visitshim in 
his dreams, and comes to him in his day-dreams, 
How much of that feeling still remained, was yet 
tobe seen. If the embers were not extinct, here 
‘was a most propitious opportunity of kindling the 
flame anew. The Spanish inhabitants were told 
that England and Spain were fast friends, and for 
years had been warring side by side, in the same 
great cause; and the French were told, that that 
great cause included the restoration of the legiti- 
mate sovereign of France to the throne of his an- 
cestors. What sane man would undertake to say 
thar all these appeals would fall on cold unwilling 
ears; particularly when, in all human probability, 
the British had ‘ample means to make good their 
promises both of protection and security? 


But there was still a third class, who neither 
owed nor professed any allegiance to this nation. 
The city and country were filled with foreigners 
andstrangers from every clime and zone, of every 
tribe:and tongue, whose sole business was to better 
their condition—-having more or less interest staked 
on the result. of the coming contest. Who would 
pretend to vouch that these “lookers on in Vienna” 
were all good men and true, and ready to ‘do or 

- die” in a cause not their own? Or who would even 
vouch that they would not join the enemy, who 
seemed to have victory already written on his ban- 
nert: Sir; had one-half of the population of this 
country pledged themselves for the patriotisrn of 
the other, it could not have been expected that a 
man as deeply read in that intricate volume—the 
human heart—and as weil acquainted with all its 
springs of action, as General Jackson is known to 
be, would have given ita moment’scredence. But 
General Jackson was not left to speculate upon 
this general knowledge of men and things. He 
was warned and forewarned previous to reach- 
iog Louisiana—and that, too, from the very highest 
authority in the land—that it was filled with ‘spies 
and traitors. True, Mr. Martin attempts to show 
that General Jackson had been the informer, and 
sueceeded in imbuing the mind of Claiborne with 
suspicions not his own. He says (speaking of 
General Jackson) ‘unfortunately, he had been sur- 
rounded, from the moment of his arrival, by per- 
sons from the ranks of the opposition to Claiborne, 
Hall, and the State Government; and it was soon 
discovered that he had become impressed with the 
idea that a’great part of the population of Louis- 
jana was disaffected, and the city full of traitors 
and spies.” It appears that such were his senti- 
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ments.as early as the 8th of September; for, in a let- 
ter of Claiborne, which he has since published, the 
Governor joins in the opinion, and writes to him: 
“l agree with you, that our country is full of spies 
and traitors.’ “And yetthis impartial historian had 
before him-both. Letour and Eaton, each of them 
containing thedefence. offered by General Jackson 
on his trial before Judge Hall: in which were nu- 
merous extracts of letters from Governor Claiborne 
to himself, solemnly warning him against these 
very traitors. From one of them, written just one 
month prior to that from which Mr. Martin has 
garbled the line above quoted, I make the following 
extract: 

“] have reason to calculate on the patriotism of the interior 
and western counties. I know, also, ihere are many faithful 
citizens in New Orleans; but there are others in whose autach- 
ment to the United States I ought notto confide. Upon the 
whole, sir, I cannot disguise the fact, that, if Louisiana should 
be attacked, we must principally depend for security upon the 
prompt movements of the regular force under your command, 
and the militia of the Western States and Tervitories.”” 


I will also make a quotation from this same let- 
ter of the 8th of September, which did not answer 
the purpose of Mr. Martin, and which he, there- 
fore, found it convenient to suppress. Speaking 
of New Orleans, the Governor says: “There is in 
this city a much greater spirit of disaffection than 
I had anticipated; and among the faithful Louisi- 
anians, there isa despondency which palsies all my 
preparations.” Mr. Martin proceeds: “The Gov- 
ernor was not unwilling to increase hisown merit 
by magnifying the- obstacles he had to sur- 
mount; he’ therefore stated, in his correspondence 
with Jackson, every opposition he met with; and did 
not fail to represent every one, who did not think 
as he did, as inimical to the country.” Here we 
have the strange spectacle of Jackson being at the 
same time surrounded “by persons from the ranks 
of the opposition to Claiborne, Hall, and the State 
Government,” and Claiborne himself constituting 
one of that opposition, In modern parlance “the 
General seems to have stolen the Governor,” and ar- 
rayed him notonly against his friends, but against 
himself. 

But Governor Claiborne was not the only source 
from which General Jackson received his impres- 
sions of the want of fidelity among the inhabitants 
of Louisiana, as Mr. Martin himself shows. He 
procesa “ Those who immediately surrounded 

ackson on his arrival, with a view to enhance his 

reliance on them, availed themselves of every op- 
portunity to increase his sense of danger.” And 
who were those men? Attheir head stood Liv- 
ingston and Duncan—men who would rank high, in 
any age or country, for talen’s and probity; who 
had lived long in the city, and had the very best 
means of correct information, Can it, then, be a 
cause of wonder that General Jackson believed the 
country was full of “spies and traitors?” or a mat- 
ter of reproach that he resorted to the most ener- 
getic measures to render treason abortive? But 
was there, in truth, no treachery? That there was 
much less than the General believed to exist, I 
fee] great pleasure in conceding. But that there 
was still enough to demand. all his vigilance and 
skill, none ought to deny. For proof of this fact, 
I refer to Latour, who is himself a Creole of the 
country, and whose prejudices and feelings are, 
therefore, all presumed to be in favor of its citizens, 
and opposed to whatever may be construed to their 
prejudice. After describing a village on the left 
bank, and near the mouth of Bayou Bienvenue, 
which he says “contained thirty or forty fisher- 
men, almost all Spaniards or Portuguese,” ten of 
whose names he gives, as he says, “to consign them 
to execration and infamy,” he proceeds: “These 
all were known to have aided the British in dis- 
embarking their troops, serving as pilots on board 
their vessels and boats, and acting as spies from 
the period of their arrival on the coast.” (See pages 
82 and 83.) 

{ also refer to the following letter from Mr. 
Charles K. Blanchard, of New Orleans, to General 
Jackson, which will be found in Eaton, p. 445: 

“Sig: Ihave the honor, agreeably to your request, to state to 


your excellency the substance of a conversation that occurred 
between Quartermaster Peddie, of the British arn-y, and my- 
self, on the 11th instant, on board bis Britannic Majesty’s ship 
Herald. Quartermaster Peddie observed. that the command- 
ing officers of the British forces were daily in the receipt of 
every information from the city of New Orleans which they 
might require, in aid of their operations for the completion of 
the objects of the expedition; that they were perfectly acquaint- 
ed with the situation of every part of our forces, the manner 
in which the same was situated, the number of our fortifica- 
tions, their strength, position, &c. As to the battery on the 
teft bank of the Mississippi, he described its situation, its dis- 


tance from the main post, and promptly offered me a plan o: 
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the works. He furthermorestated, that the above information. 
was received from seven or eight persons:in the city of’ New- 
Orleans, from whom he'could:at any hour. procure every: iné 
formation necessary to promote his Majesty’s interest.’ 

If there was treason here—and that. there- was, 
no one can with trath deny—then never was. there 
on earth a country in which that treason might 
play its part with more security and, success, or 
which. demanded more prudence and skill. to detect: 
and to disarm it. Look, sir, at the country in the: 
vicinity of New Orleans: a narrow strip of land on 
either side of the river, varying from a half totwo 
miles in width, pent in on all sides by swamps al- 
most impervious to the foot of man, and intersected - 
by innumerable bayous and canals, connecting the. 
Mississippi with the surrounding galfs and bays 
and lakes, But, in order fully to #ppreciate the’ 
view of the case it is my object to impress, it is im- 
portant to understand something of the plan adopted 
by the commanding general for the defence of the 
city He had obviously but two, between which to` 
choose: one was, to collect his entire force in its 
vicinity, wait the approach. of the enemy, an 


| settle the fate of the city by one bloody death- 


struggle. This he wisely declined, because he 
would still have it as a dernier resort, should 
he fail in the other. That plan was to keep 
his main force at or near New Orleans, seize on: 
allthe avenues of approach, though at such a dis: 
tance from it as to cover and protect as many of 
the well-disposed inhabitants as he. could, without 
weakening his position; at the same time keeping 
in check those he dared not trust; holding the 
enemy at arm’s length as long as possible; and, 
when able to do so no longer, falling back, and se- 
lecting the best ground on which to give him bat- 
tle. From what I have said, it will be seen that 
there was a complete cordon of pickets or outposts 
surrounding the city, occupying all the avenues of 
approach to it, and as thoroughly cutting off all 
communication between the space included within 
this cordon and the balance of the world, as though 
ithad been circumvallated by a wall or ditch, so 
long as these pickets could be maintained; and all 
proved true. ‘This it was that rendered the city at 
all times not only a camp, but the very heart and 
centre of that camp. But how easy was it for 
treason to defeat even this noble plan of. defence? 
Only the river termini of these bayous could. be: 
occupied by the American army; while the ene- 
my, from iheir superior naval power, would of 
course seize on their entrances into the gulf, No 
intermediate point could be occupied by either, as 
it was one entire morass. In this state of things, 
itis evident that the British had the power, not 
only to select their own point of attack, but to make 
as many feints as they might think fit; and that it 
would be impossible to distinguish the one from 
the other, until they should reach the firm ground 
near the bank of the Mississippi. A), then, that 
was wanting on their part, in order to insure sūc- 
cess, was to deceive the commanding general by a 
false attack, either above or below the city, and ` 
thereby draw his main force in that direction, while 
the real approach should be made on the opposite 
side. All this, had it not been restrained by. the 
most rigid means, treachery would have attempted, 
and might not have done so in vain. 


Having said ‘thus much of the condition of 
things at home, let us now turn our eyes fora mo- 
ment in the opposite direction. About the period 
of which Iam nowspeaking, Gen. Jackson received 
intelligence of an undoubted character that the en- 
emy was near at hand. Eighty vessels, filled with 
troops and munitions of war, were already off Pen- 
sacola, and asmany more were hourly expected. 
Believing the entire control of all the resources of 
the country to be indispensable to its defence, and 
that these resources could not be applied to so good 
a purpose; believing, also, that unrestrained lib- 
erty of person—when applied to such as would, 
fröm necessity or choice, be included within the 
æity to be defended, or the adjacent territory cover- 
ed by his posts—to be utterly incompatible with 
either discipline or safety, General Jackson ap- 
plied to the Legislature, then in session, to suspend 
for a time the writ of habeas corpus. That body, 
like himself, seem to have felt the importance of 
the crisis; for they.not only passed a law closing 
up all the courts of justice, but also one laying an 
embargo on all the vessels in the port of New Or- 
leans. Even Judge Hall, yielding to the pressure 
of the emergency, thought fit—without law, or 
trial, or bail—to discharge all the prisoners com- 
mitted under process of the United. States, no mat- 
ter what their crimes, in order to fill the ranks of 
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the army. Still, the’proposal to suspend the writ of 


habeas corpus met with opposition, and was yet un- 
derdiscussion, when, on the 14th.of. December, the 
battle of the lakes was fought, by which we lostallthe 
gun-boats on the station, and gave the enemy un- 
Himited control of the entire coast, and full power 


to select his point of attack. This was, indeed, a - 


most critical, a most startling moment. Recollect 
that neither Coffee, Carroll, Adair, nor Hind had 
yet.arrived; and that I have before said General 
Jackson’s -available. force for the defence of the 
city was but about 1,300 efficient men. ` That of the 
enemy was, of course, unknown, and variously re- 
orted from twelve to twenty thousand. One thing, 

owever, was certain: the same victorious army, 
though greatly increased in numbers, that a- few 
months. before had wrapped this proud Capitol in 
flames, and laid siege to Baltimore—then the third 
city inthe Union—was there. The same army 
that had marched unscathed through this populous 
region, abounding in resources, both of men and 
munitions, twenty-fold greater than General Jack- 
son could command, was to be encountered, and the 
trial hour was at hand. This, sir, wasno time to 
waste in protracted debate upon measures to be ta- 
ken;-no time, either, for making laws, or unravel- 


` ling the “nice quillets” of laws already made, Dis- 


may and confusion reigned predominant. The 
boldest doubted, and the timid despaired, of suc- 
cess, The commanding general saw that the fate 
ofthe city rested upon himselfalone; and that, with- 
out a resort to extraordinary measures, it must in- 
evitably be lost. He did not hesitate a mo- 
ment; but met this, as he has done every oth- 
er emergency, promptly, not blindly. Yes, sir, 
at this startling moment, when fresh dangers 
and difficulties were hourly ‘thronging upon him 
—when the enemy, proud ‘in their discipline, and 
confident in their numbers, were pressing forward 
as to certain victory—when the cirele of fate 
seemed closing rapidly around him, and its very 
billows already breaking at his feet—as the only 
means of escape lef him, he ventured to declare 
martial law. Fle saw that the arm of the civil au- 
thority, though nerveless for all purposes of good, 
might, if unrestrained, become potent in evil, (nor 
were his fears vain, as experience hasproven,) and, 
therefore, he ventured to put it aside, as unsuited for 
the times, and to substitute martial law in its stead. 
He knew that if evil should grow out of it, that 
evil would fall most heavily on himself; but if good 
followed, that good would ‘be his country’s alone, 
Still, sir, he did not hesitate. For him, such an al- 
ternative had no terrors. The defence of a noble 
city had been intrusted to his skill and valor; and 
he would have felt himself a traitor to that trust, 
had he sacrificed it, by “implicit obedience,” under 
the pressing exigencies of war, to laws formed 
for “piping times of peace.” Sir, it were just as 
vain to hope for such obedience, at such an hour, 


as for rigid etiquette on board of a sinking man-of- ` 


war, 


Bat whatever may be said as to the power or ne- 
cessity of declaring martial law, none who wit- 
nessed its operation can doubt fora moment as to 
its beneficial results, All saw that a bold hand had 
taken the helm—whether rightfully or not, no one 
thought fit to inquire. All eyes were turned upon 
one man; and that man, looking as proud and un- 
bending as though he were the very genius of the 
Storm that was thickening around him, with the 

ower to hush it by a whisper. The boldest heart 

eat bolder, and the coward felt himself possessed of 
spirit not hisown. All felt the necessity of strict and 
prompt obedience. Confidence was renewed, and 
order sprung out of chaos. A guide star rose out 
of the gloom, and led the way to victory; and such 
a victory, sir, as finds no parallel even in the proud 
annals of this nation, All will at once conclude 
that Lam alluding to the memorable 8th of Jan- 
uary. Notso. I mean that of the 23d of Decem- 
ber, in which General Jackson, atthe head of two? 
thousand undisciplined troops, met in the open 
field, and repulsed, more than double that number 
of England’s choicest veterans. Iam particular in 
saying that General Jackson led this attack; for it 
was but yesterday thata Whig friend of mine, and 
a member of this House, asked me, in sober 
earnest, whether the old chief was really there. 
Yes, sir, he was, in good truth, there; or, my word 
for it, none of his army would have been there. 
And now, Mr. Speaker, after a lapse of more than 
a quarter of acentury, comes this cold hypercritical 
age to sit in judgment on the military character of 
A man who dared fight and win such a battle. 
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Yes, sir, men who would turn pale at the flash of 
a musket, even if fired by themselves, coolly tell 
us that, notwithstanding General Jackson saved 
New Orleans against hopeless odds, and contrary 
to the expectation of a large majority of all who 
understood his true condition, stl he was entirely 
deceived as to. what he believed one of the main 
causes of that success. -Of this class is the Ken- 
tacky pamphleteer. He first assumes that the only 
object of martial law was to prevent correspond- 
ence with the enemy, and then proceeds: “But ifthat 
was his object, he ‘entirely failed in accomplishing 
what was intended; for he himself tells us it was 
ascertained from the British officers, after the 
peace, that they were fully informedof everything 
that happened in the city, from the first to last.” 
This gentleman has certainly madea mistake, and 
whetted his sword on the back instead of the edge. 
If his argument is to have any weight, it must con- 
cede what its author has most strenuously denied 
throughout his entire pamphlet—that there were 
spies and traitors in New Orleans. And still it by 
no means follows, because these spies and traitors 
found means to elude the many precautions re- 
sorted to for the purpose of preventing their com- 
munication with the enemy, that these precautions 
were either unwise or improper. I leave this 
question to. be settled by a liberal community— 
between a quibbling lawyer and a fighting gen- 
eral, 


I now proceed to the second point in issue—the 
propriety of continuing martial law. I am well 
aware, sir, that there isa much greater contrariety 
of opinion on this point, than on that to which. I 
have been calling the attention of the House. Iam 
inclined to believe that a large majority even of the 
Whig party consider the declaration of martial 
law as not only justifiable, but commendable; man 
of them also admit that it was properly enforced, 
A large portion of them, however, who justify its 
declaration on the ground of necessity, contend 
that it was continued too long, and after that ne- 
cessity had ceased. To such, I beg leave to present 
a few considerations touching that necessity. The 
opinion of the commanding general is certainly 
entitled to great weight. To den this, would’ be 
to contend that the pilot who has successfully 
guided his vessel over the darkling waves, and 
amidst the wildest tempests, is utterly unfit to de- 
cide npon the termination of the yery tempests 
which he has so successfully buffeted. I need not 
say, sir, that in his opinion, and with all the lights 
he possessed, the continuance of martial law was 
just as essential to retain the advantages he had 
gained over the enemy, as its declaration was to 
win them in the first instance. True, sir, there was 
not that present and visible emergency. The enemy 
was not in sight; but was the necessity for vigilance 
and strict discipline, therefore, the less, when it 
was known that he lay in striking distance, able, 
and no doubt willing, to turn to his advantage eve- 
ry occurrence in the American army, if any should 
happen by which he might hope to wash out the 
disgrace he had sustained? As much weight as 
this opinion has with me, and ought to have with 
all who wish to form an impartial judgment, I do 
not intend to press it on this House. It js my pur- 
pose to meet the opponents of this bill upon a sim- 
ple history of facts, which none of them will find 
it convenient to deny. When do they say martial 
law should have ceased its sway? Certainly not 
immediately afier the battle of the 8th of January; 
for although the enemy were defeated with most 
terrible slaughter, leaving one-fourth of their whole 
number engaged, and three out of four of their 
generals dead: or wounded on the field, and the 
rest were seen 

Baffled and broke, and rushing hack , 

To ocean, on their own red track— 
still, sir, although they fled fast, they did not 
flee far. They soon recovered of their panic, and, 
resuming their old position, continued to growl back 


defiance from their deep-mouthed guns. Notwith. } 


Standing their heavy loss, they still more than 
doubled the force by which they had been defeated. 
Genera] Jackson’s effective force on the left bank of 
the Mississippi was, when the battle began, 3,700; 
that of the enemy was, at the same time, estimated 
at 9,000. None will then say that martial law 
should have ceased on the 8th, nor at any time 
while the enemy occupied their position in sight of 
our lines. Certainly not on the 17th of the same 
month, while they were yet bombarding Fort St. 
, Philip, which commanded the Mississippi, and 
which taken, or passed, would have enabled their 
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vessels of war to reach New Orleans, and to have 
laid it in ashes in an hour after reaching it. Nor 
yet on the 12th of February, when they were re- 
ceiving the capitulation of Fort Bowyer, which 
left uncovered the bay and city of Mobile, and 
gave the enemy command of what I have before 
said was the most secure-and certain point from 
which to renew their operations against New Or~ 
leans, by calling to their aid the numerous border- 
ing tribes of hostile Indians. No, sir; not even 
then; but the moment the first news of peace 
reached New Orleans. So, at least, say the oppo- 
rers.af this bill, with one accord, 


This news was received on the night of the 18th 
of February, was brought by Mr. Livingston, and 
came direct fromthe enemy. It is true, sir, there is 
an attempt made by Mr. Martin, and all others who 
have thought fit to believe him, and him only, to 
show that the same information was received from 
a different channel about the same time. The truth 
is, that Lord Cochrane’s letter to General Jackson 
reached him, by the mouth of the Mississippi, a few 
days after his verbal communication of the same 
fact by Mr. Livingston, who came by*the nearer 
lake route. Was this information, coming direct 
from the enemy, such as ought to have produced 
any change or relaxation in the. measures of the 
American General? The enemy, who had in the 
mean time received a large reinforcement—equal, 
and more than equal, to the number he had lost in 
battle—had entire command of the neighboring 
seas—and lay within a day’s sail of New Orleans. 
If his intentions were peaceful, and his informa- 
tion such as he could rely on himself, why did he 
hot propose a cessation of hostilities to “General 
Jackson, through Mr. Livingston? The fact that 
he did not do so, was, of itself, well calculated to 
make the impression that it was à mere stratagem 
of war; and if General Jackson, depending on 
such information, had relaxed his discipline, or 
disbanded his army, and thereby lost New Orleans, 
the very men who are now. hunting him down 
for the course ‘he deemed it prudent to ursue, 
would have denounced him as a traitor for cor- 
responding with, and taking counsel of, the enemy, 
Instead, however, of this report forming any pre- 
text for the relaxation of discipine, it ereated a 
strong necessity for its more rigid enforcement. 
It was busily circulated mong the soldiery, that a 
treaty of peace had been concluded and ratified 
between the two countries, and that there was no 
longer any necessity for their continuing in the 
field; and they, of course, soon grew restless and 
impatient of restraint. Men for whom war had 
no terrors, now that the foe had disappeared, and 
the excitement produced by his presence had sub- 
sided, soon became tired of the necessary drudgery 
of the field. Their thoughts naturally turned from 
war to peace, and their own firesides rose tempting 


‘ly and beautifully before them. The city troops, 


who should have been the last, were the first to ma- 
nifest a spirit of insubordination. Many claimed 
leave to return’to the city ; and itis contended 
that they were entitled to this indulgence, as their 
families or friends resided there. ‘The gay car- 
nival season, too, was drawing to a close; and 
their national love of pleasure (for they were 
mostly of French origin) was too strong for their 
patriotism, Not having succeeded in. their appli- 
cation to Gen. Jackson, many, who.were known 
to be American citizens, applied to, and received 
protection of, the French consul, who invariably 
certified them to be citizens of France. Armed 
with these certificates, they demanded “their dis- 
charge, leaving their brother soldiers from distant 
States to defend the very firesides which they were 
so eager to enjoy. 

Such an example at such a time would have dis- 
solved the army. An entire regiment, with the 
exception only of fifteen men, who were left to 
guard the very avenue by which the enemy had 


‘made his approach, had already abandoned that 


important position; and others, equally important, 
were partially deserted. In such a crisis, the com- 
manding general could not hesitate. History, preg- 
nant with warning, lay open to his view. Capua 
of old rose naturally before him; and the victor of 
Cannæ, with his rent garlands, admonished him 
that the ease and luxury of a petty town had con- 
quered an army that had overcome both the Roa 
mans and the Alps. And was he to permit a grate- 
ful city, which had just been rescued from destruc- 
tion by -his own and the valor of his army, to 
become to that army what Capua had been to an 
invading enemy? Was he to permit that city, even 
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withthe hand of kindness, to pluck from his own 
and‘his soldiers’ brows the very laurels they had 
won inher defence? No, sir; his path of duty lay 
jainly before him, and he pursued it without de- 
Tay or hesitation. All -foreigners who had taken 
protection under the French consul were ordered 
to Jeaye New Orleans forthwith, andj the consul 
was ordered to go with them; for they were all 
doing their best to fill it with mutiny and dissen- 
sion. Such as claimed to be foreigners, but who 
were found, upon aa examination of the poll-books, 
to haye voted atan election then but recently held 
in the city, were ordered to the lines, and compelled 
to perform theduty of soldiers, This course, how- 
ever necessary and proper in itself; was well cal- 
culated to create discontent among the friends of 
that. class: to whom it particularly applied; and 
when perverted, (as it was,) to extend that dis- 
content throughout the army. At this most fa- 
vorable conjuncture, Louallier and Judge Hall 
made their appearance. I do not say they acted 
in concert, although this charge was made and 
believed by many at the time. They are now 
both in the .grave; and I intend to say nothing of 
either, not warranted by proof, and essential to the 
merits of this case. Neither of them had raised a 
hand in defence of the country. Judge Hall, who, 
we are told by his admirers, (and I shall not con- 
tradict them,) was a mild, amiable man, left the 
city just. before the British were expected; when 
confusion and dismay were seizing on all ranks 
and orders of men, which his presence and ex- 
ample might have done much to allay, and which 
his flight was but too well calculated to increase. 
Louallier, on the contrary, remained im the city. 
Still, sir, with the enemy before his eyes, and their 
cannon thundering daily and nightly in his ears, 
he struck not a blow in her, defence. No; not even 
in the first battle, when he saw his countrymen going 
forth to combat against double their numbers of the 
best troops that Europe could boast, and when an 
armed man was worth his weight in gold. True, 
those gentlemen wereboth exempts; for one wasa 
legislator, and the other a j udge. In this eondi- 
tion of things, and on the 3d of March, Louallier’s 
ublication arraigning the course of the command- 
ng general, in the severest manner, as oppressive 
and. unjust, exciting the troops to mutiny, and giv- 
ing the enemy full notice of the extent to whick it 
already prevailed, made its appearance in the Lou- 
isiana Gazette. Flis friends have contented them- 
selves with calling this publication ill-timed and 
imprudent; General Jackson has designated it by 
much more appropriate, but far less glossing terms, 

On the 5th of March, Louallier was put under 
arrest, and a court-martial ordered for his trial. Of 
this trial, my time will not permit me to speak; nor 
is it at all necessary, as it forms no one of the 
causes assigned by Judge Hall for inflicting the 


fine now under consideration. On.the same day a | 


writ of Aabeas corpus was sned out in favor of 
Louallier; and on that day, Judge Halt made the 
usual official endorsement, requiring General Jack- 
son to appear before him, and show cause for his 
detention. . General Jackson, instead of answering, 
retained the writ, and arrested the Judge. For 
this arrest and this detention the fine was inflicted. 
Recollect, sir, that martial law was just as much in 
force on this day, ason the day it was first declared. 
Recollect, also, what 1 have before said, that the 
' only. news of peace had come direct from a de- 
feated enemy; that this enemy, greatly reinforced, 
lay within afew hours’ sailof New Orleans; and that 
no.proposition for an armistice had been made by 
the British commander. 

It is part of the history of the country, not to be 
controverled, that information of the treaty of 
Ghent first reached this city on the 14th of Feb- 
ruary, 1815. The following circalar of Mr. Monroe, 


announcing that information, was at once prepared | 


to be sent to the different commanding _ officers 
throughout the Union: 


CIRCULAR?) 


“DEPARTMENT of War, Feb. 14, 1815. 
“Si: It is with great satisfacion [inform yon that a treaty 
of peace was concluded between the United States and Great 
Britain, on the 24th day of December last. A copy of the 
treaty was received to-day by Mr. Carroll, has heen examined 
by the President, and will, I have no doubt, be ratified. T 
give you this information, that hostilities may immediately 
cease hetween our troops and those of Great Britain. 
i “1 have the honor to be, 
“Your most obedient servant, 
-© “JAMES MONROE.” 


A copy of this circular was addressed to General 
Jackson, and a special courier despatched, for the 
purpose of insuring its speedy and safe delivery; 


oa 
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but, on opening the packet, he found, instead of a 


communication announcing peace, an order to raise 
troops for a more vigorous prosecution of the war. 
Suppose, sir, this circular had been duly forwarded, 
and duly received: it was butasimple annunciation 
that a treaty of peace had been negotiated between 
the two. countries, and not that it had been ratified 
by either. It wanted the confirmation of both, to 
make it of any avail; and it might still be rejected 
by both or either of the contracting parties. What 
is the effect of such a treaty, under the laws of 
nations? Will any gentleman on this floor under- 
take to say that, by these laws, the condition of 
belligerents would be in the slightest degree al- 
tered by it? None, I feel well assured. General 
Jackson had, however, received, from other sources, 
such information as satisfied him that a treaty had 
in fact been negotiated, and such as to create the 
hope that it had been ratified. This information, 
loose, and in advance.of the truth, as it was, he 
at once communicated to General Lambert, and 
prope a cessation of hostilities. How did the 

ritish General meet this proposition? The fol- 
lowing extract from his letter, in reply, will best 
answer the interrogatory : 

“His instructions would not allow him to enter into any 
written stipulation, or give publicity officially to ẹ cessation of 
hostilities, until he received the intelligence from an accredited 
person from the British Government of the treaty having been 
ratified andexchanged, authorizing him to carry it into execu- 
tion. 

What more could General Jackson have done? 
Was he to disarm, while an enemy of thrice his 
force stood cased in steel, and ready for the combat? 
If he had done so, and General Lambert had taken 
New Orleans--which, as I have said, in the then 
state of the pending negotiation, he had ihe unques- 
tioned right to do--what would have followed? 
Lambert would have received the order of knight- 
hood from the British Government, and General 
Jackson the well-merited scorn and contempt of the 
American peopie, 

The attitude in which he found himself placed 
by the non-arrival of Mr. Monroe’s letter, and the 
various conjectures which were formed as to its 
real character, by those around him, rendered his 
condition embarrassing in the extreme. 
ever ventured to disband such of the Louisiana 
militia as’had been levied in mass. They added 
but little to his efficient force, and had been called 
out in haste, and were but ill prepared for service. 
The following beautiful extract from his address to 
these troops, on the occasion, will serve to show 
the conflict in his mind between his duty to the 
country and his desire to comply with the wishes 
of his troops: “Although the commanding gen- 
eral has not received official advice that the state 
of war has ceased by the ratification of a treaty of 
peace between the United States and Great Britain, 
he has persuasive evidence of the fact, and credits 
it at the risk of being misguided by his wishes.” 
But why (ask those who are determined to oppose 
him, right or wrong,) discharge part of his anny, 
and still continue martial Jaw? I have already 
given the reason for discharging these troops; and 
surely the reduction of his force can form no 
pretence of excuse for relaxing the discipline of 
his diminished numbers, on whom the whole bur- 
den would necessarily fall, . 

But I am admonished that the sands of my al- 
lotted hour are nearly out, and that I must draw 
to a close. On the 13th of March official intelli- 
gence of the ratification of a treaty of peace duly 
arrived; and none pretend that General Jackson 
hesilated a moment longer to yield to civil an- 
thority and disband his army. Why should be 
have delayed? What was “a little briefauthority” 
to him at any time, and particularly at a time 
like this? He had scarcely felt the cheer of his 
own fireside for the last three years, (and no man 
loved his own better.) Elis wife, too, had come 
to take him back; his friends and neighbors anx- 
iously awaited his return, and General Gaines had 
for some time past been waiting to relieve him. 
Accustomed, however, to sacrifice his own to his 
country’s good, nothing could seduce him from 
his post while his sense of duty told him he ought 
to remain. He continued just as long as was neces- 
sary to finish the work he had so nobly begun, and 
not one moment longer. 

Before leaving New Orleans, however, General 
Jackson had to appear in a new, but by no means 
an uninteresting, character. Judge Hall and him- 
self had now rightfully changed their relative posi- 
tions. The civilauthority, which had been rendered 


| powerless under the pressing hand of war, had now 


He how- | 
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resumed its majesty, and its- offended functionary . 
„his robes.”Oh the 2ist, General Jackson waś sum- 
moned to appear before Judge Hall; tò show cause 
why an attachment should not be awarded against 
him for the causes which I have before stated. On 
the 24th, he appeared, and made the effort, by at- 
tempting—as I have done—to show the necessity 
of declaring and enforcing martial law, in order to 
save the country. But having been denied this 
privilege, and required to shape his defence by 
certain arbitrary rules laid down by the court, he 
declined making any; simply saying to the Judge, 
“Your honor will not understand me as intending 
anything disrespectful to the court; but as no op- 
portunity has been afforded me to explain the reasons 
and motives by which I was influenced, so is it ex- 
pected that censure or reproof will constitute no 
part of that sentence which you may imagine it 
your duty to pronounce.” (See Eaton, p. 419.) 

The result is known to the world. Judgment 
was pronounced, and the thousand. dollars. paid. 
Much has been said--and too much cannot. well be 
said——of the moral grandeur of this trial. It is 
doubtless the first instance in the history of the 
world, that ajudge, while dealing out the vengeance 
of the law, was- clinging to his victim for pro- 
tection. Such, however, was the excitement and 
indignation of the vast crowd assembled onthe oc- 
casion, and who were familiar with all the causes 
which led to the infliction of this fine, that Gen- 
eral Jacyson (who had but recently protected’ the 
Judge from a foreign enemy) now found it difficult 
to save him from the fury of his friends. 

It was stated, on a former occasion, by the gen- 
tleman from Michigan, [Mr. Howarp,] that the 
amount of this fine. was repaid to General Jack- 
son by the citizens of New Orleans. All the mem- 
bers from that State know this statement ‘to be 
incorrect. It is true, that a grateful and sponta- 
neous offering of the amount was made to him, 
and stands in beautiful contrast with the ex gratia 
thousand dollars recently proposed by their Senator, 
[Mr. Conrap.] General Jackson, however, de- 
clined it; because he deemed he had an undoubted 
claim upon the justice of the nation, in whose ser- 
vice it had been inflicted, and into whose vaults it 
had been paid. No wonder, sir, they have been 
smitten with the curse of emptiness, “9 0s 

It will not be expected, after the able and eloquent 
speech of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
Inonesoni,] that I should say anything as to the 

ower of the Judge to inflict this fine. Ifthe un- 
imited power, both of fine and imprisonment, 
without the intervention of a jury, really exist— 
and that, too, for offences not committed in the 
presence of a court, and when no court. is in ses- 
sion—it is, indeed, a frightful power, and one that 
ought to be abolished. 

But, for all my purposes, it is not important to 
settle either this question of power, or its rightful 
exercise. If I have been successful in my efforts 
to convince this House that the exigencies of the 
war, and the condition of the country in which 
it was waged, justified the resort to martial law, 
and that this fine grew out of that exercise, then 
have I achieved my purpose. For I cannot permit 
myself to doubt that Congress will hesitate a mo- 
ment to restore to a faithful public servant that 
which has been taken from him, either by the hand 
of thé law, or by violence, for the performance of 
an act admitted tobe both necessary and proper— 
and that, too, while the nation are enjoying the 
fuil fruition of that act. The friends of General 
Jackson ask nothing of this House that can reflect, 
in the slightest degree, on Judge Hall; nor will 
they receive anything that tan be construed into 
a reflection on General Jackson. Let them both 
stand where history and the opinions of men shall 
place them, and Iam content. 


REMARKS OF C. J. INGERSOLL, 
OF PENNSYLVANIA. 

In the Howse of Representatives, January 27, 1843, 
On his motion to reconsider the bill amendatory 
of the several acts establishingthe Treasury De- 
partment, 

Mr. INGERSOLL renewed the motion to re- 
consider, in order to make-a few observations on 
the subject. At an early day in the session, he 
had seized an occasion of declaring—first, that he 
could not vote for the exchequer recommended by 
the Executive; and, in the next place, that, while he 
could not deny the absolute constitutionality, he 
much questioned and disliked the presidential 
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practice of interference and urgency at all on a 
subject which, in origination and responsibility, be- 
longs to the House of Representatives, He regret- 
ted‘to feél himself bound peremptorily to. oppose 
‘what seemed to be a favorite plan of the President, 
because he acknowledged, that both asa member 
ofthe party with which he is associated, and as an 
American, he felt deeply indebted to the President 
for executive interposition on certain great and 
well-known emergencies. Let me add (said Mr. 
],)that there is a view of Mr. Tylers instrumen- 
tality which has not, perhaps, been presented, or, 
al-any rate, not considered as it deserves, 

>A distinguished person, of whom I never speak, 
as I never feel, without respect for his long and 
great public distinction, has spoken reproachfully 
of the actual Chief Magistrate, as a President with- 
out.a party; as if that were a demerit or infirmity. 
Now, will not undertake to say whether a Presi- 
dent can successfully administer the affairs of this 
country withouta party; but this I will say, that the 
demise of alate President, and the accidental succes- 
sion of the present incumbent, have triumphantly 
proved that, in an untried crisis, the Constitution 
works well; and that all its vital functions are per- 
formed, as usual, under circumstances, the analogy 
to which in other countries, with what are sup- 
posed to be stronger Governments, has always 
been found: extremely hazardous. Not speaking 
asa member of any party, nor with reference to 


- party considerations, but as an American Republi- 


can, itis highly gratifying to see, that eveh though 
the violence of party be aggravated, and without 
passing any judgment upon the measures of the 
present Administration as either good or bad; neith- 
er vindicating nor condemning them; and, } may 
add, without reference to the character of the pres- 
ent incumbent; yet, it is matter of much gratifica- 
tion to perceive that in the new crisis which made 
Mr. Tyler President, he hasbeen the instru ment{per- 
haps unconscious and unwilling) of affording tarth- 
er proof of Mr. Jefferson’s assertion, that this is 
the strongest Government in the world. For this, 
T repeat, feel much obliged to him; and desire to 
exhibit him, as I think he appears, with advantage 
before the country. And, coinciding as hig Ad- 
ministration has with so many of the prixeiples 
which 1 cherish, it is not without regret that find 
myself constrained to oppose what appears to be one 
of its favorite measures forlrestoring the public eredit 
and currency; and which I must oppose with the 
more pertinacity, because I think it is urged with 
an importunity not befitting executive authority, 
and encroaching upon the independence of this 
House, to which the Constitution confides, if not 
exclusive, yet superior, agency in all the monetary 
concerns of the country. 


The chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means has said something to-day of the act of Con- 
gress of 1789 for organizing the Treasury De- 

artment. An excellent foundation, not as familiar; 

fear, as it ought to be to this House and to the 
country at large. I have examined it repeaiedly 
and thoroughly, with a strongimpression that its or- 
ganic provisions, enacted as they were by Ellsworth, 
Washington, Hamilton, Madison, and other mem- 
bers of the convention which created the Constitution, 
and ‘just after its creation, contain the germs and 
basis of nearly all that is now necessary for the 
restoration and settlement of our dilapidated circu- 
lation; and that as it was by deparung from the 
simple and solid provisions of that act the difti- 
culties ensued, so by returning to them we shall 
find the most immediate, the safest, and surest 
remedy for these evils. By recommending a re- 
turn to the act of 1789, I am not tobe understood 
as suggesting the re-enactment of the independent 
treasury, as repealed by this Congress. 1 was 
always an unwavering adherent of the indepen- 
dent treasury, and still consider it, in principle,in- 
dispensable, But Iam not wedded tothe details of 
the law as enacted and repealed; and 1 confess 
that { have lung been inclined to think that jt 
never need have been made either a Presidential 
ora party question. Separating the Government 
from banks—the divorce, as it has been called—and 
the receiving, keeping, and disbursing the public 
money, without bank machinery, were original 
principles of this Federal Government, which are 
tobe found, specie-clause and all, in the act of 1789, 
upon which the convulsions of party, and the inhe- 
rent.vices of the banking system, have thrown us 
back; and if, as I would fain hope, a majority of 
Congress and of the country can be prevailed up- 


. onto meet harmoniously upon some extension of 


those provisions, and their adaptation to existing 
circumstances, it will be the best pacification of 
party strife, the simplest restoration of the currency, 
and the most durable establishment of public pros- 
perity. . 

Soon. after the act of 1789, the Bank of the 
United States was unfortunately introduced by act 
of Congress. A resolution of this. House, calling 
upon the Secretary of the Treasury for a report 
upon such measures as would tend to the benefit of 
the public credit, was taken advantage of, without 
any specific authority for that purpose, to introduce 
a bill for incorporating the subscribers to that in- 
stitution, which, associated with the Government, 
became the depository of its funds, the regulator of 
its currency, and eventually in the well-known 
operations of the second Bank of the United States 
—the despotic arbiter of all the operations of the 
Government itself. Determined to treat this sub- 
ject with undisguised truth, it is right to add, that a 
State bank interest was soon after originated, to 
counteract the influence of the Bank of the United 
States. Eminent citizens of Philadelphia, (among 
others, a gentleman who was afterwards a highly 
distinguished Secretary of the Treasury,) establish- 
ed the Bank of Pennsylvania; and others of the 


} same party politics, (among whom was a well- 


known personage, afterwards Vice President of the 


| United States,) set on foot, with the same view, the 


Manhattan Bank of New York. By at least ques- 
tionable encroachments, if not violations of consti- 
tutional interdict, banks, both national and State, 
were thus introduced, continued, and multiplied, 
with all the worst properties of modern banking, 
including the monstrous principle of ineonvertibili- 
ty, borrowed from the long English interregnum of 
bank suspension of specie payments, and a system 
of ruinous credit predominated, till the United 
States, and nearly every one of the States, have, 
by now wellnigh universal acknowledgment, been 
banked to the verge of destruction. The vices of 
the system, and the convulsions of party, have de- 
stroyed it nearly root and branch, throwing us back 
upon the aboriginal act of 1789, with the small rem- 
nant of the independent treasury, punishing em- 
bezzlement and other misdemeanors, which this 
Congress has not repealed. Here we are upon the 
foundation of that act once more, and let us be 
very careful how we depart from it. It has been 
for several years of great difficulty, with some 
slight posterior supplements, all the Federal Gov- 
ernment has for the management of its finances; 
and I submit that it wi!l be extremely rash to take 
any ‘departure from it, without being well advised 
that it will be for the better, 

What, then, does the President recommend, and 
with, I must say, undue pertinacity press on our 
adoption? A treasury bank. Yes, a treasury bank 
And though [confess that I have never been able 
to see such a bank in the formidable aspect attrib- 
uted to it by Madison, and many, if net most others 
of our wisest men, yet I have never hesitated to 
yield my opinion to theirs, and to look upon a 
treasury bank as a thing not to be adopted. The 
President’s plan is not merely a treasury bank; but 
a treasury bank with a large, if not unrestricted, 
issue of paper moncy—inconvertible paper—conii- 
rental notes--money to be made on the mere credit 
of Government; a measure altogether delusive of 
relief, either to the people or the Government; a 
most reprehensible mode of borrowing, which, if 
persisted in, must expire in depreciation, just as 
certainly as a falling body must continue to fal) 
until it meets resistance; just as certain as the un- 
questionable fact, that no Government, ancient or 
modern, ever redeemed paper money issued on its 
own credit—paper money without taxes or other 
basis, a mere expedient, an exploded contrivance, 
a resort, a last shift, which Government, National 
and State, and individuals in this country have at- 
tenuated, exhausted, degraded, and debased, till it 
has become proverbial for all that is despicable, 
villanous, and abominable. And this treasury 
bank, with such paper money, is to have power to 
regulate our exchanges !-——a power the most formid- 
able, the most fearful--a power the most liable to 
abuse, the most creative of anprincipied circula- 
tion, the most stimulating of that crimina! specula- 
tion which has been the curse of this country, 
Some years ago, a celebrated speech was made in 
this hall, by a distinguished member from the city 
of Philadelphia, in behalf of the Bank of the Uni- 
ted States, the siapie of whose able argument was 
an imposing view of the immense exchanges regu- 


lated by that great institution in the days of its ut- | 


most prosperity--a speech of which it was said the 
bank scattered one hundred thousand copies broad- 
cast throughout every quarter of the United States, 
lis power-of thus regulating the exchanges was af- 


terwards ably exposed in. one of Mr, Van Buren’s 


excellent messages, as a most pernicious monopoly 
and stimulation of fictitious .currency--having no 
reality, contributing nothing to the public proper- 
ty; but, on the contrary, ministering: to the worst 
passions. And this is the power which the Presi- 
dent calls on Congress to confer on the Executive! 
Never shall any President, with my vote, have such 
a power——liable to abuse enough in the hands of.a 
bank, but infinitely more so ina national treasury. 
Some such measure as that reported by Mr. Cush- 
ing, I feel no great objection to; but never, never 
can I be reconciled to the Executive scheme; and 
I am extremely sorry to see that portion of the pub- 
lic press particularly supporting the. President 
earnestly engaged in recommending and urging 
this scheme as a happy mean between a bank ‘and 
the independent treasury. I perceive, with regret, 
nol merely that it is an Administration measure, 
but that it appears to be pressed upon us with all 
the power and influence of the Administration, 
which, I am bold to say, is with: me additional ar- 
gument against it. With no personal disrespect to 
the President-~enjoying pleasant personal relations 
with him, and with every disposition to support his 
measures, as I have frequently shown by my votes, 
and sometimes by more than votes, desirous of eo- 
incidence in political sentiment with him,—I can- 
not subscribe to his treasury project. 


In fact, Mr. Speaker, I much question the wis- 
dom of any immediate action at all on this delicate 
and dangerous subject; strongly inclining to think 
the act of 1789, for the present, the safest and best 
platform we can rest upon; and, with modifications, 
all that, under any circumstances, we should at- 
tempt to impose upon the community. Has this 
House considered the provisions of that act with 
the attention to which they are entitled? Has the 
good sense of the community been awakened to 
them? It establishes not only an independent treas- 
uty, but an independent Secretary of the Treasury; 
and, more than all, an independent House of Rep- 
resentatives. It gives the Treasurer of the United 
States the custody of the public moneys; takes care 
that those moneys shall consist of coin alone, ac- 
cording to the Constitution; providing for their 
safekeeping and disbursement much better. than 
they can be kept by any corporators, or other irre- 
sponsible individuals. Without being”a treasury 
bank of issue, discount, or exchequer, it is a treas- 
ury bank of deposite and safekeeping, guarded by 
checks and securities, such as it is not easy to im. 
prove, or relinguish without danger. There is a 
clause in the act, which, possibly, even honorable 
gentlemen of this House, and which, I am sure, 
most of the good people of this country are not 
aware of, authorizing the House, at all times, in- 
stead of allowing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
furnish required information in writing, to com. 
mand his attendance at the bar of. the House; and 
there, face to face, toquestion him as tothe finances, 
the funds, and whatever else appertains to the mone- 
tary concerns of the United States. This great and 
peculiar power conclusively proves—what those 
who enacted that law deemed it—the. constitutional 
function and authority of this House to control the . 
Treasury Department, enacted the’ responsibility 
of that department to this House, and what it 
deemed the money and the proper custody of the 
money of. the Government. Once more Ï repeat, 
that it will be not without much hesitation that I 
consent to any departure from these fundamental 
arrangements. If the course of- events since has 
been such-—if public sentiment and habit since have 
become so inveterate as to require some modifica- 
tion or enlargement of the act of 1789, especially 
now that all banks, whether Federal or Stale, are 
out of repute, let us take no step without the utmost 
caution, and none that is not indispensably neces- 
sary; for whatever wedo, must be experimental and 
doubtful, The act of 1789, for now near half a 
century, has remained unaltered; and it is likely to 
continue in force, as it is now in foree, from the 
extreme difficulty and hazard of supplying its place 
with anything better, if so good. Suitable modifica- 
lions and extensions may be practicable; but, com- 
pared with the treasury project recommended by 
the President, it is infinitely preferable, 


in addition to Presidential recommendation and 
urgency, and to Treasury suggestion of the exche- 
quer scheme, we have had an argument from the 


Secretary of State, in a speech of which so much 
has been said on this floor that I cannot refrain 
from also taking some notice of it. That gentle- 
man had long by his admirers been denominated 
a god-like person for his great intellectual attri- 
putes; which panegyric, transcended by the western 
orientalism of this House, has been exaggerated. by 
such hyperbolical extolling as to compare him to 
mountains and giants, Vesuvius, Mont Blanc, 
Titan, Tyger, Samson, and other similar, as it ap- 
pears tò me, most extravagant notice of his sup- 
posed superiority. f 

He said of himself, it seems, in a somewhat 
similar strain of self-complacency, that, if there is 
anything he understands, it is this particular sub- 
ject.. Now, however bold it may be to take issue 
with:such a giant, I utterly deny (judging from what 
he said in that speech) that he does understandthe 
subject. At all events, I hope it will not ke ex- 
tremely immodest for me to declare that, if he un- 
derstands it as well as he boasts he does, don’t un- 
derstand it at all. He says he isa bullionist; which 
I deny, for.no man can be a bullionist who at- 
tempts to defend inconvertible paper-money. He 
may have studied, as he says he did in early life, 
the English bullion controversy, in which Vansit- 
tart and his adherents insisted that paper is better 
than coin; and he may have sided with their oppo- 
nents, that bullion is better than paper, and, alone or 
convertible, makes money. But that no more en- 
titled him to proficiency in the ‘science, than a 
man. would become a learned divine hy the 
study of sermons, without ever reading the scrip- 
tures... Nor do I consider it at all rash or un- 
becoming in even so humble a person as Iam, 
to deny that any man understands this subject, 
whatever he may think or say of his own under- 
standing to an audience at Faneuil Hall, who, after 
insisting on the virtues of paper money as proof of 


` his bullionism, declares that it would be a wise 


regulation of the monetary concerns and private 
interests of this country to superadd to that enor- 
mity the executive regulation of all its incalcnla- 
pleexchanges. He may be Vesuvius, Mont Blanc, 
Titan, Tyger, or Samson Agonistes; and there 
may be those who pronounce such speeches the 
emanations of a master mind; but I have no hesita- 
tion whatever at calling them crudities, and ex- 
posing them as puerilities—the ebullitions of ego- 
tism, relying om the ipse divit of a master—not a 
master mind—for issuing as true what is unques- 
tionably and manifestly not so. The Secretary of 
State pledged his reputation that, on a short trial 
of this panacea, (which he claimed as his own 
patent medicinen it would prove an infallible cure, 
and give immediate relict to a distempered and 
rostrate community. Of that, sir, I have not the 
east doubt. If that gentleman—or it would be 
more proper to say, if T were to take the relief of 
intoxication for any distress I might be laboring 
under, I should probably have the ease and com- 
fort which such a resort adminis‘ers; and, while it 
lasted, be happy, merry, content, and free from all 
complaint. But as our friend (the president of the 
temperance society) near me, Bini Brices,] I 
thing, will agree, the relief and happiness would 
be extremely short-lived, and not very creditable; 
and I should soon. be more miserable than ever, 
with aggravated prostration of the whole system, 
terrible beadache, and still more terrible remorse 
of disordered intestines. In the suggestion of 
such relief as this, I must say there is no evidence 
of that wise familiarity with this simple subject 
arrogated to himself by the Secretary of State, and 
seeming to be conceded to him by those who 
merely deny his consistency, without going further 
and denying, as I make bold todo, that either his 
scheme or his speech shows that his is the master 
mind which he and others say it is. As Secretary 
of State, and quasi Secretary of the Treasury, I 
must deny all odor of that arrogated mastery, 
whatever there may have been of Senatorial su- 
premacy formerly. I deny that to the lieges of 
Boston there were any masterly illustrations of a 
hackneyed subject, or anything more than egre- 
gious misrepresentation of it, in its most expansive 
and delasive aspects, such as the pupils of Vansit- 
tart, arid other anti-bollionists, might rejoice in. 


The distress of the country has been alarmingly 
depicted by the honorable gentleman who preced- 
ed me;{Mr. Buswety;] and, sensible that the coun- 
iry, if not actually distressed, is so constantly told 
that it is, asto believe so, and to think, perhaps, that 
Congress can relieve it, I came here determined to 
‘listen patiently io all plans suggested for that pur- 


‘the act of 1789, to vote for it. 


The Exchequer—Mr. C.J. Ingersoll. 


pose; to give them all opportunity of consideration; 
and if any one can be shown likely to do better than 
I have heard, how- 
ever, of no approximation to such plan, exceptthat 
of Mr. Cusnine, which comes so nigh that act and 
the independent treasury that, possibly, it may do. 
But I own my distrust of all action at present; for 
I feel free to declare that the terrible suffering of 
the community has been, and continues to be, salu- 
tary—the only lesson that could bring it to confes- 
sion of error, and sincere resolution of amendment. 
Tt is worth volames of legislation, this bitter expe- 
rience. Besides, is the country as much distressed 
as it is saidto be? No doubt stagnation, penury, 
and discomfort, the rich reduced to comparative 
want, and the poor to want of employment, prevail 
in cities, towns, and wherever bank influence disas- 
ters business, as it does, with extensive and. deplo- 
rable sweep, smiting right and left with destruction. 
Butis this the condition ofthe farming population— 
of the laboring classes, except in certain places— 
of agriculture at large, the basis of all other occu- 
pation and supply? Is notthe country recovering 
from the prostration inflicted by bank credits, and 
their strumpet twin sister, bank frauds? Though 
the circulation is reduced to the coin standard, and 
there are banks enough left standing to keep much 
of that standard out of use, hid in their dark 
vaults, is it true thatthe country is not slowly re- 
covering? And will not spontaneous recovery be 
much more stable and substantial than if Govern- 
ment attempts to hasten it by that Daedalian flight 
which Adam Smith mentions? I much incline to 
believe that the best thing we can do is to keep the 
doctors off, and let the patient alone in convales- 
cence. We must give time. Time is an impor- 
tant element in therevival. Letting the country re- 
pose, and reinstate itself, is much better than treas- 
ury nostrnms and hastening stimulants. Remember 
that all legislation must be prospective, experiment- 
al, and, perhaps, perilous; whereas, as it is, the 
community is aroused to the reality, is convinced 
of it, is aking care of itself; is gradually, intelli- 
gently, and substantially rising to permanent pros- 
perily; has done much, has learned much, is learn- 
ing and doing more, and has abundance of re- 
sources and good sense to do the rest. Is it palsied, 
as was said by Mr. Buanris.? prostrate, paralyzed, 
incapable of recovering without help from Govern- 
ment? Ithink not—I trust not—I feel sure not. 
Last season was one of great production—probably 
the mostso ever known—in cotton, grain, flesh, ev- 
erything; and though prices were low, yet they will 
improve, and are probably now remunerating, 
while no treasury hocus-pocus can render them 
profitable. Government cannot, by any contri- 
vance, suddenly raise them, without liability to as 
sudden decline; and let us have the manliness to 
say to the people that they must help themselves, 
without assistance trom Congress. Mother Earth, 
and her eldest son, Labor, are the great, if not only, 
reliance. 


Ifthe Secretary of State, instead of expending 
his master mind, if such it be, on treasury pro- 
jects, would bestow it upon objects pertaining to 
his own department of Government, in fostering 
and extendingthat commerce whichit was the great 


design of this Union to develop, he would ex- ` 


hibit more attention to the public welfare than 
by any irregular attempts, through exchequer 
schemes, to expand that currency which, without 
extensive commerce, can never prosper. Such 
arrangements may, I think, be made with other 
countries as would greatly increase the foreign 
commerce of the United States. Our exchequer 
may be placed in Europe, in Asia, and in South 
America, by increasing the export of those inesli- 
mable staples which are the great sources of nation- 
al wealth and American prosperity. Instead of 
eighty or ninety millions of exports, why should 


there not be one hundred and fifty millionsa year | 


sent out of the country, and nearly as much 
brought back again—much of it in coin, in return 
for cotton, grain, flesh, rice, lumber, and other 
articles of which we have a superabundance, and 
other parts of the world are in want? Why may 
not this bedone, even in Jess time than any specula- 
tive restoration of the currency by expansion? 
What is there to prevent its being the work of even 
the present Administration, which in its remaining 
two years may more readily restore the finances 
of the country, by devoting itstalenis (and it has 
talents) to the legitimate purpose of extending com- 
merce, rather than stimulating circulation? If all 
the energies of the Department of State, and those 
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of the present Secretary, were earnestly devoted to. 
this accomplishment, 1 see nothing to prevent its 
rapid success, with more certainty, and in less time, 
through the agency of that department, than the 


: Treasury. By commercial improvement, relief will 


be obtained through the great arterial system of 
the country, beginning at its heart, by ‘natural 
means, and every pulsation would be healthful; 
whereas, by the superficial process of a stimulated 
circulation, the surface and extremities only are 
dealt with, and the result is necessarily doubtful, 
and even probably pernicious. Let us act on the 
heart, not the extremities. Among the numerous 
rumors with which the air of this metropolis is 
always agitated, conjecture is afloat that the Sec- 
retary of State is to be sent abroad on a special 
mission, to make a commercial‘reaty with England, 
desirous, it is said, of dealing with the United 
States on the basis of reciprocity, xod an equal ex- 
change of our productions for théirs.: Without 
giving any opinion on the policy of such an ar- 
rangement, it is, atall events, scorthy of considera- 
tion by the best talents of the country; and, for one, 
1 am ready to vote the necessary appropriation for 
the Secretary’s foreign mission. [To get rid of 
him,” said some one.] No, i., not to get rid of 
him; but to send him on a most nportant errand, 
where I hope his talents may be useful, and where 
I am sure they would be much better employed 
than by making speeches at Boston on the state of 
the finances and of parties. J take leave here, in 
my place, ex cathedra, to recommend his attention 
to the legitimate purposes of the Department of 
State, and to give up those of the Treasury De- 
partment, for which his speech at Faneuil Hall 
displayed no remarkable aptitude, Finance is not 
his forte. 


It is quite a misapprehension of the state of the 
country to suppose that it has gained nothing by 
the uses of adversity within the last few years. 
The Secretary of State now acknowledges that a 
United States bank isan obsolete idea. How long 
isitsince he used to say that a note of that bank 
was better than gold or silver? Will gentlemen 
say that nothing is gained by such progress as 
this?—such march of master minds? With no view 
of making a President, but because of its excel- 
lent instruction? I confess that I desire that ‘the 
present state of things, if its inflictions be not too 
severe, may continue a little longer, till the last 
lingering attachment to the detestable infatuation of 
making money out of inconvertible paper, and 
wealth out of speculation, may be completely and 
utterly extirpated. Are gentlemen aware that 
such has been the long usurpation of paper mo- 
ney in this country, thatthe late war with England 
was carried on by it, almost as much as the war of 
the Revolution! I have taken the trouble, latterly, 
to ascertain, from authentic sources, that one hun- 
dred and twenty millions in loans and treasury 
notes were raised by acts of Congress during the 
three years of the latter war, which are nearly 
equal in relative proportion to the three hundred 
and sixty millions of continental money issued 
during the former. The debtof the war of 1812 is 
all paid, to be sure; while that of the war of 1776 
remains, and will forever remain unsatisfied. 
Such is the history of the United States—the histo- 
ry ofa wonderful nation whose bane has been infat- 
uated predilection for paper-money, notwithstanding 
the most abundant indigenous means of command- 
ing the precious metals, controlling the commerce 
of the world, and rendering it tributary to North 
American advancement, which, great as it has 
been, has been greatly retarded by this infatua- 
tion. 


Mr. Speaker, with these hasty views—-and Iam 
perfectly sensible of their extreme imperfections—I 
come to a conclusion. No member of this wild 
House can come to- it prepared to present methodi- 
eal arguments, Nothing here is certain but over- 
ruling uncertainty. There is no such thing as 
debate, and hardly any discussion. Whoever ad- 
dresses the country in this brilliant bog ofa hall, 
must bring all his speeches of the whole session 
jumbled together in his mind, and utter chance- 
medley whichever happens to come foremost. In 
thisdesultory way I have ventured tosay something 
to-day. [repeat, that the admirable act of 1789 is 
nearly all we need, and that Ifear departures from 
jts excellent and familiar organization, I am.in- 
alienably devoted to the principle of the independ- 
enttreasury, and cannot be divorced from it—divorce 
of the State fromall banks, and inseparable union 
of it with coin. But I am not wedded to the law as 
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enacted and repealed—enacted: by my party, re- 
pealed by the other, I hold this to be a great na- 
tional measure, far- above transient party. This 
Administration may restore it, if it will and can, 
and it shall have. my vote—hereafter a silent vote;’: 
for I have said all desire to say—for that great | 
contribution to the public welfare: I do not wish 
to waitthe advent of another Administration, with 
which'possibly I may be more nearly associated, 
But doubt all speculative action on the subject, 
and. dread novelty—abominate expansion. I never 
will fail, without the slightest reference to Presi- 
dential questions, to oppose those inordinate and 
monstrous contrivances of Government—inconver- 
tible paper-money and licentious exchanges by légal 
facilities—as the greatest stain on the character, the 
most destructive canker on the vitals, of this coun- 


try. 


SPEECH OF MR. PAYNE, 
OF ALABAMA. 
In the House of Representatives, January 28, 1843— 
The proposition to refund the fine to General 
Jackson being underconsideration— >` 


Mr. PAYNE rose and said: 


Mr. Speaker: In rising to address the House this 
morning, I feel somewhat as the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Borts] felt a few days ago. I had 
reflected on this question, and on some parts of it 
had wished to say a few words; but, by the post- 
ponement of its consideration irom day to day, 
much of what I intended to have said has escaped 
my recollection, and I shall find it impossible to 
strike on the train of thought I had marked out for 
myself. I shall, therefore, content myself with of- 
fering such views only as present themselves to my 
mind as I progress in the discussion. Besides, 
there was" another thought which operated upon 
my mind when I desired to address the House a 
few days ago. I did believe that, by making a 
calm appeal to the justice and magnaniniity of this 
House, there could be no difficulty. in agreeing to 
refund the fine which, in my soul, I believe was 
unjustly imposed by Judge Hall upon Gen. Jack- 


son, for declaring martial law at New Orleans. 
But I have now totally despaired of any such re- 
sult; the speech of the gentleman from Virginia 
{Mr, Borrs] has convinced me that the warm and 
generous feclings of magnanimous nature are 
chilled and destroyed by the malignity of party 
strife and the trammels of party discipline. . Ishall 
not, therefore, appeal to this Congress at all—LIlook 
above and beyond it. To the American people I 
appeal, They are the fountain of justice in the 
reward or punishment of political men, as they 
are of all political power in a Government like 
ours, With them, this question will stand upon 
its own merit; it will be disconnected from ‘the 
party conflicts of the day. The elevation of no 
political favorite will depend upon the rejection of 
the bill; nor will the prospects of any ambitious as- 
pirani to the Presidency brighten by - its passage, 

he whole question will be gauged by the square 
of justice; and the only inquiry will be; “Was Gen. 
Jackson right or wrong in declaring. martial law 
at New Orleans?” If right, the bill ought to pass, 
and the fine of $1,000, with interest, ought to be 
refunded; if wrong, he merited his punishment, 
and the fine ought not to be remitted, That is the 
question; and it is totally immaterial what your 
decision may be; the people wiil decide that ques- 
tion upon principles of strict justice, and command 
you to execute their will. 

Sir, the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Borts] 
asks where Gen. Jackson derived his authority to 
declare martial law at New Orleans? That in. 
quiry has been so ofien made, and so fully answer- 
ed, that I did not expect a repetition of if from the 
gentleman from Virginia. But, as the interroga- 
tory has again been repeated, f wil] answer it in 
accordance with my owa views, and in my own 
way. 

Ishall not pretend that the Constitution or laws 
of the United States authorize the declaration of 
martial law by any authority whatever. On the con- 
trary, it isunknown to the Constitution or laws; and 
so guarded have those persons been, upon whom 
the people have conferred the power to form con- 
stitutions, either State or national, that there is 
scarcely a constitution of a single State in the 
Union which does not declare that “ihe military 
shall at all times be subordinate to the civil power.. 
and the Constitution of the United Siates incul- 
gates the same doctrine, 


That the military shall always be subordinate to 
the civil power, is a. fundamental principle in our 
form of. government; and the genius of our institu- 
tions requires that it should be so. . But it doesnot 
follow that cases may not arise, intime of war, when 
a commander would: not only be ezcusable, but 
criminally culpable if he did not assume the respon- 
sibility of declaring martial Jaw. Sir, what are 
the exigencies of war which: would Justify this 
measure? Tanswer—the preservation of his army 
from destruction; the sacking of an important and 
wealthy city, or the dévastation and ruin of his 
country. To prevent any one of these results, 
wonld justify a general, before any just tribunal on 
earth, in declaring martial law. “And to condemn 
a commanding officer for declaring martial law 
when necessary to prevent any one of these results, 
is virtually saying that he should stand calmly by, 
and witness the destruction of his army, the sack- 
ingofa city, or the devastation and ruin of his 
country, when the means were in his power to pre- 
vent it. 

Who would tolerate this idea? An Arnold might, 
but no patriotic American could. It may be asked, 
upon what principle a commander can declare 
martial law, where it is conceded that the Consti- 
tution or laws afford him no authority to do so? I 
answer, upon that principle of self-defence which 
rises paramount to all written law; and the justifi- 
cation of the officer who assumes the responsibility 
of acting upon that principle must rest upon the 
necessity of the case. If that necessity cannot be 
made apparent, when called to answer before the 
civil authority of the country, he will be condemned 
and punished. But ifthe necessity was apparent, 
and shown to be so, he will be honorably acquitted, 
anda grateful country will approve the act. These 
were the grounds upon which General Jackson 
acted when he declared martiallaw at New Orleans, 
as is shown by the opinion of Mr. Livingston, the 
aid to General Jackson; which opinion is in the 
following words, and was filed among the papers 
of General Jackson: “On the nature and effect of 
the proclamation of martial law by Major General 
Jackson, my opinion is, that such proclamation is 
unknown to the Constitution and lawsof the United 

tates. 

Ist. “That it is to be justified only by the ne- 
cessity of the case; and that, therefore, the General 
proclaims it at his risk, and under his responsibili- 
ty both to Government and individuals. When 
the necessity is apparent, he will meet reward in- 
stead of punishment from his Government; and in- 
divideal claims for damage must be appreciated by 
the same rule, under the discretion of a jury, 
Should they, in the opinion of the Government, de- 
cide falsely against their officer, they have a right 
(which they have frequently exercised) of indemni- 
fying him for the disinterested responsibility he 
has incurred.” 

edly. “That the effect of a proclamation of mar- 
tial law de facto is to bring all persons who may 
happen to be within the district comprised in the 
proclamation, under the purview of such law; and 
therefore all persons capable of defending the 
country within the district are subject to such law, 
by virtue of the proclamation, and may be tried 


` during its continuance by virtue thereof.” 


These are the grounds upon which we place the 
power of Genera] Jackson to proclaim martial law 
at New Orleans; and I trusi the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. Borts} will consider his interroga- 
tory fully answered. 

Sir, there is another event in the history of our 
country, in which General Jackson was compelled 
to assume responsibility, and act from the neces- 
sity of the case. Lallude to his invasion of Florida, 
then belonging to the Spanish dominions, and a 
neutral territory. He reduced St, Mark’s, Pensa- 
cola, and the fort of Barrancas. This was not 
authorized by the Constitution or laws; no one ever 
pretended thatthe Constitution of laws authorized 
any such invasion of neutral territory. It was an 
act of seif-defence, forced upon the commander 
from the necessity of the case. Why this neces- 
sity? ‘The Indians were inthe daily habit of com- 
mitiing depredations upon our frontier settlements, 
and retreating with their plunder across the Flor- 
ida line, a market for which they found among 
British emissaries stationed at St, Mark’s and Pen- 
sacola. These emissaries also furnished the In- 
dians with powder and the various implements of 
war, and continued to stimulate them to increased 
exertion, aud to the perpetration of renewed cruel- 
ties upon our defenceless women and children, 


Now, sir, should General Jackson have remained 
quietly upon our. side of the line, until our settle. 
ments were broken up, and our citizens slaughter- 
ed, because the Constitution and laws did not 
authorize him to march an army into neutral ter- 
ritory? No; all must admit that.an imperious State 
necessity fully justified the step taken by him, and 
the result of the measure vindicates the policy of 
the act. : 

Sir, the King of Spain viewed the invasion of 
Florida as an insult to his soverel nty, and de- 
manded the punishment of General ackson, as we 
learn from a letter writen by John Q. Adams, 
then Secretary of State, to George W. Exving, 
minister plenipotentiary to Spain. Tread from that 
letter as follows: “In the fourth and last of those 
notes of Mr. Pizarro, he has given formal notices 
thatyhe King, his master, has issued orders for the 
suspepsion of the negotiation between the United 
States and Spain, until ‘satisfaction shall have been 
made by the American Government to him for 
these proceedings of General Jackson, which he 
considers -as acts of unequivocal hostility against. 
him, and as outrages upon his honor and dignity; 
the only acceptable atonement for which is stated 
to consist in a disavowal of the acts of the Ameti- 
can general thus complained of; the infliction upon 
him ofa suitablepunishment for his supposed mis- 
conduct, and the restitution of the. posts and terri- 
tories taken by him from the Spanish authorities,” 
&e. j 
How, did Mr. Adams answer this demand of the 
King of Spain? He tells him, in this same letter, 
that “the occupation of these places in Spanish 
Florida by the American commander arose from 
incidents which occurred in the prosecution of the 
war against the Indians, from the imminent dan- 
ger in which the fort of St. Mark’s was of being 
seized by the Indians themselves, and from the 
manifestations of hostility to the United States by 
the commandant of St. Mark’s, and the Governor 
of Pensacola; the proofs of which were made 
known to General Jackson, and impelled him, 
from the necessities of self-defence, to the steps of 
which the Spanish Government complains.” 

These are the grounds as alleged by the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apays,] upon 
which General Jackson took possession of Spanish 
Florida. Not because the Constitution or laws of 
the United States authorized him to enter and oc- 
cupy a neutral territory, but because he was “im- 
pelled from the necessities of self-defence” to do so, 
Now, if General Jackson was authorized upon 
principles of necessary self-defence to seize upon 
the fort of St. Mark’s, because. of the danger of its 
falling into the hands of the enemy, how much 
more fully was he justified, by the same principle 
of imperious necessity, in declaring martial law to 
save the city of New Orleans from plunder and de- 
vastation by the enemy. 

It may ‘be supposed that the. gentleman from 
Massachusetts (Mr, Avams] has. only stated the 
grounds upon which General Jackson entered 
Florida, without approving his action in that par- 
ticular. Not so. He continues: “But the Presi- 
Cent will neither inflict punishment nor pass cen- 
sure upon General Jackson for that conduct, the 
motives for which were founded in the purest 


‘patriotism; of the necessities for which he had the 


most immediate and effectual means of forming 
a judgment; andl the vindication of which is writ- 
ten in every page of the law of nations, as wellas 
the first law af nature—self- -de fence.” 

Sir, there îs an additional recognition of that par- 
amount law of nature—seif-defence—and a power- 
ful vindication, not only of the acts of General Jack- 
son, in entering the Spanish territory, but of the mo- 
tives upon which that action was founded, And I 
now respectfully submit, that every principle in- 
volved inthe declaration of martial law at New 
Orleans, was involved in the case thus defended 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts. Why, then, 
should the gentleman from Massachusetts, who so 
ably defended General Jackson nearly thirty years 
since, now turn round and become his reviler? 
Sir, I will not say that this change was produced 
hy the result of the political contest of 1828; but I 
tell the gentleman from Massachusetts that others, 
with less charity for his motives, will not only 
think, but declare that such is the faet. 

Mr. Speaker, having stated the grounds upon 
which I place the power ofa commanding officer 
to proclaim martial law, and having brought to my 
aid the learning and experience of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [ Mr. Abas] in hiş better days, 
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Ishall now proceed to examine into the necessity 
which actually existed, and induced General Jack- 
sonto declare martial law. Permit me toask what 
state of things actually existing in a besieged city 
would justify a proclamation of martial jaw? The 
known existence of spies and traitors, or the dis- 
affection of any considerable portion of the resi- 
dent population of said city, whether citizens, den- 
izens, or-aliens, would fully justify the proclaim- 
jng of martial law by the commanding general. 

~ Now, “sir, upon the actual existence of treason, 
and the disaffection of œ considerable portion of the 
resident population of New Orleans, I base the 
necessity of proclaiming martial law. If noéreason 
or disaffection didexist, the act was unnecessary; 
if treason and disaffection actually existed, a con- 
trolling State necessity imperiously demanded the 
proclamation of martial law; and hence the justifi- 
cation of General Jackson. 

Sir, in order to demonstrate the actual existence 
of treason and disaffection to the American cause, 
I must avail myself of such lights as history throws 
upon this subject; and, in every instance in which 
T refer to history, the enemies, and not the friends 
of General Jackson will be consulted, because I 
prefer that his vindication should rest upon his- 
torical facts, recorded by those who cannot be 
charged with leaning to the side of General Jack- 
son. 

‘We find in Martin’s History of Louisiana, that 
many of the people of that territory were original- 
y opposed to the transfer of said territory from 

rance tothe United States, He says: vol. 2, page 
199, “ihat the tri-colored made room for the striped 
banner, under repeated peals of artillery and mus- 
ketry; a group of citizens of the United States, 
who stood on the corner of the square, waved 
their hats in token of respect for their country’s 
flag, and a few of them greeted it with their 
voices, No emotion was manifested by any other 
part of the crowd.” Again, page 263, Martin 
says: ‘Cordero had sent a large reinforcement to 
Nacogdoches: Porter had not two hundred men 
under his command on Red river. In a, letter to 
tothe Secretary of War of the 15th February, he 
stated the great disaffection of the people around 
him—nineteen of whom out of twenty preferred the 
Government of Spain to that of the United States.” 

Sir, here is historical evidence that a large pro- 
‘portion of the populaiion of Louisiana were op- 
poseđdto the authority of the United States; although 
this fact may not be conclusive as to the actual ex- 
istence of treason during the investment of New 
Orleans by the British army, it must nevertheless 
be ‘taken and considered as a connecting link in 
the chain of evidence which I shall hereafter ad- 
duce upon this point. 

I now propose to show, from the same historical 
evidence, (vol. 2d, page 323,) that treason did ac- 
tually exist during the investment of the city. It 
will be remembered that Nicholls, the British col- 
onel, after his arrival at Pensacola, issued a proc- 
Jamation to the people of Louisiana, in which “he 
announced that on them the first call was then 
made to assist in the liberation of their natal 
soil from a` faithless and weak Government. To 
Spaniards, Frenchmen, Italians, and Englishmen, 
whether residents or sojourners in Louisiana, ap- 
plication was made for assistance. He gave as- 
surances that the inhabitants had no need to be 
alarmed at his approach, as the good faith and 
disinterestedness which Britons had manifested 
in Europe, would distinguish them in America. 

The Indians, he added, had pledged themselves 
in the most solemẹ manner to refrain from offer- 
ing the slightest injury to any but the enemies of 
their Spanish and British fathers. 

“Addressing himself to the people of Kentucky, 
he observed, they had too long borne with griev- 
ous impositions; the whole brunt of the war had 
fallen on ‘their brave sons. He advised them to 
be impdsed on no longer, but either to revenge 
themselves under the standard of their forefathers, 
or observe the strictest neutrality. 5 

“He asked whether the Kentuckians, after the 
experience of twenty-one years, could longer sup- 
pori those brawlers for liberty, who called it free- 
dom; when themselves were free. He advised 
them not tobe duped any longer, and to accept his 
offers; assuring them what he had promised he 
guarantied to them, on the sound honor of a British 
officer.” 

: Sir, such were the means resorted to, to seduce 
our people from the allegiance dae to their own 
Government; and:I lament, for the honor of man, 
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and the dignity of his nature, that any individual 
could have been found so base, as to aid in the ac- 
complishment of this wicked attempt upon the pa- 
triotism of our people. Upon the brave Ken- 
tuckians (to their honor be it said) this appeal 
had no. influence; they would neither observe 
“neutrality,” nor “revenge themselves” upon their 
brothers, under “the standard of their forefathers.” 
Wot so with others; for we find (page 327 of Mar- 
tin’s History) ihat “emissaries were sent with copics 
of this proclamation over the country, between 
Mobile river and the Mississippi.” __ 

This wasthe work of treason; and I note the fact, 
as conclusive evidence of its actual existence at 
the time. I proceed with my evidence from the 
same work. On page 340 we find Claiborne, the 
Governor of Louisiana, saying to General Jackson: 
“I think, with you, that our country is full of 
spies and traitors.” On page 364 ol the same vol- 
ume, we find that during the engagement between 
the British and American lines on the 28th De- 
cember, General Jackson was informed that “the 
assembly were about to give up the country to the 
enemy.” 

Allthese are important facts, which show the ex- 
istence of treason in Louisiana, at the time General 
Jackson proclaimed martial law. It is not my in- 
tention, in the charge of treason, to involve the 
Legislature of Louisiana; but I regret that I have 
not been able to procure a copy of the journals of 
that body, since questions may have been started, 
and propositions entertained, which would go far 
to relieve the character of General Jackson from 
the aspersions which Federalism and British in- 
fluence.have at all times cast upon it. 

The gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Borrs,] in 
commenting upon the order given to Governor 
Claiborne by General Jackson, to blow up the 
Legislature of Louisiana, if, in truth, it did con- 
template a surrender of the city to the enemy, has 
said that General Jackson acted upon vague sur- 
mise. Sir, the gentleman from Virginia inform- 
ed us but the other day, that he had never read 
more than one law book in his life—and that one, 
twenty years since. Judging from the remark of 
the gentleman just referred to, we might suppose 
that he had been equally negligent in omitting to 
read the history of his country. I make no such 
charge; we know the gentleman has read the his- 
tory of his country, and the reasons for this declar- 
ation must be sought in other causes. 

Mr. Borrs (Mr. Pavneyielding for explanation) 
said that the gentleman from Alabama had mis- 
understood him on that subject. He had only said 
that General Jackson had never given his author- 
ity, so far as he had been able to ascertain, and he 
never yet had ascertained; perhaps the gentleman 
might furnish it. 

Mr. Payne. Sir, I am proceeding on the suppo- 
sition that the gentleman had omitted to read the 
history of the times. I regard this as an important 
charge against General Jackson; it does him mani- 
fest injustice. His vindication may be found in a 
letter dated 3Ist December, 1814, in camp, 4 miles 
below New Orleans, and directed to the Legisla- 
ture of Louisiana, in which he says: 

“The Major Genera] commanding bas the honor 
to acknowledge the receipt. of the Joint resolution 
of both Houses of the honorable the Legislature of 
the State of Louisiana, now in session, dated the 
30th instant, and communicated to both Houses; to 
which the General gives the following answer: 
That, just after the engagement between the British 
and American armies had commenced, on the 28th 
instant, when the enemy was advancing, and it 
was every instant expected they wouldsturm our 
lines, as the General was riding rapidly from right 
to left of his line, he was accosted by Mr. Duncan, 
one of his volunteer aids, who had just returned 
from New Orleans. Observing him to be apparently 
agitated, the General stopped, supposing him to be 
the bearer of some information of the enemy’s 
movements, and asked what was the matter? LHe 
replied, that he was the bearer of a message from 
Governor Claiborne, that the Assembly were about 
to give up the country to the enemy. 

“The General wasin the act of pushing forward 
along the line, when Mr, Duncan called after him, 
and said: ‘the Governor expects orders what to do.’ 
The General replied, that he did not believe the 
intelligence; but to desire the Governor to make 
strict Inquiry into the subject; and, if true, to blow 
them up.” 


Colonel Declonet is stated to be the officer who 
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thorough vindication of General Jackson from the 
charge of never having given Whe world his author, 
as made by the gentleman from Virginia; and I 
trust he will now consider me as having furnished 
the information he desired. : 

Mr. Borrs here inquired what history the gen- 
tleman read from? . 

Mr. Payne. replied, 
Louisiana. 

Mr. Borrs said he had never read that book. 

Mr. Payne. So I had supposed, or the charge 
would never have been made. If General Jack- 
son had ordered the Legislature of Louisiana to be 
blown up, upon indefinite rumor, it would have 
been highly censurable; but the order given inthe 
heat of baitie, upon information derived from the 
Governor, and then with the qualification. to “ex 
amine strictly” into the subject, and, if true, blow 
them ap, is a very different question. Sir, the 
order was one that I would not have given, had it 
been true that the Legislature was about to give 
up the country to the enemy. Not that they would 
not have deserved to be blown up, but because I be- 
lieve gunpowder, under such circumstances, is an 
improper agent with which to punish traitors. Gun- 
powder was intended to be used in the adjustment 
of difficulties between honorable men, or between 
nations engaged in honorable warfare. The wai- 
tor should be punished with the Aalter, whenever 
found in either the person of a judge, legislator, 
private citizen, or common soldier. 

Sir, I now turn from this digression to the con- 
tinued proof of the actual existence of treason 
when General Jackson proclaimed martial law at 
New Orleans. I next call the attention of the 
House to a statement contained in Latour’s Me- 
moirs and History of the War in West Florida and 
Louisiana, who has recorded the names of ten fish- 
ermen, of whom he says: . 


“These were well known to have aided the Brit- 
ish in disembarking their troops, serving as pilots 
on board their vessels and boats, and acting as spies 
for them, from the period of their arrival on our 
coast.” 


“Tt was their practice, when they came to town Lo 
sell their fish, to get all the information they could, 
for the purpose of carrying it to the English when 
they went out to fish in Lake Borgne. On the 20th: 
of December—the day preceding the arrival of the 
detachment of American militia at the village— 
the British captain (Peadre) had come disguised, 
accompanied by the three first-named fishermen, as 
far as the bank of the Mississippi; and had even 
tasted its waters. It was from his report, after 
having thus examined the country, that the enemy 
determined to penetrate by Viller’s canal, whose 
banks at the time afforded firm footing, fromthe ` 
landing-place in the prairie to the river.” , j 


Mr. Speaker, here is conclusive ‘evidence of the 
actual existence of treason during the investment . 
by the British of the city of New Orleans. In the 
Janguage of the Governor and General Jackson, 
the country was “filled with spies and traitors.” 

Mr. Moors of Louisiana rose to explain. - : 

Mr. Payne said he could not yield the floor. Un- 
der the rule, he was allowed but one hour to inves- 
tigate this subject; and for every minute of that 
time he should have important use. Besides, the 
gentleman from Louisiana could reply when he 
had finished his remarks. i ` ; 

Sir, I have now fully made out my case. ~The 


from Martin’s History of 


_ actual existence of treason is proved beyond all 


question, Hence the absolute necessity of pro- 
claiming martial law; and upon that necessity I 
place the justification of General Jackson. How 
could the city have heen saved? how could the 
spies and traitors have been prevented from .con- 
veying to the enemy daily information of the 
strength, condition, and operations of the Ameri- 
can army? Sir,in but one way. lt could only be 
done by proclaiming martial law. General Jack- 
son saw and knew this, He felt the responsibility 
resting upon him, and adopted the only possible 
means by which the city could be saved, e pro- 
claimed martial law, and subjected the city of New 
Orleans to military government, He garrisoned 
every avenue leading to and from the city, and 
thereby cut off all communication between the 
traitors within and the enemy without. Now, sir, 
what effect has martial law upon persons within the 
district. comprised in the proclamation? I agree 
with Mr. Livingston in the opinion already quoted: 
“That the effect of martial law, de facto, is to bring 
all persons who may happen to be within the dis« 
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triet comprised in the proclamation, under the -pur- 


“view of such law; and, therefore, all persons capa- 
“ple of defending the country within the district, are 


subject to sich law by virtue of the proclamation, 
and may be tried, during ils continuance, by vit- 
tuethereof.” : : 
 Louallier, a naturalized Fenchman, and member 
of the Senate of Louisiana, presuming upon the 
dignity of his Station, wrote and published a sedi- 
‘tious paper, which was calculated not only to em- 
olden the treasonable portion of the population of 
Louisiana, but informed the enemy of the divis- 
jons:and dissatisfaction actually existing in regard 
to the measures adopted by the commanding gen- 
eral. For writing and publishing’ this paper, he 
Was arrested, by the. order of General Jackson. 
Dominic A. Hail then issued a writ of habeas cor- 
pus for the release of Lowallier, and thereby be- 
came his accomplice: Hall was also arrested. 
Louallier was tried and acquitted by a court-mar- 
tial; and Hall, after a few days’ confinement, was 
sent beyond the limits of the city, and released. If 
there was necessity for proclaiming martial law at 
all, the same necessity required that it should be 
preserved. : Hence the necessity for the immediate 
arrest of Louallier. Nor could he be released un- 
dér a writ of habeas corpus; for that would have 
been a virtual repeal of the proclamation, before 
the necessity ended which required its, existence. 
Moreover, I do not believe that it would be con- 
sistent with the publie safety to admit the doc- 
trine, that a man writing and publishing a 
mutinous and seditious paper, in the midst 
of a military camp, can be taken from. the 
military by the. civil authority, by writ of habeas 
corpus, and discharged. If that doctrine be once 
established, the spy or the traitor may at any time 
find exempticn from the punishment due to his 
erimes, under the. soiled ermine of some foreign 
stipendiary, exercising judicial functions under 
the authority of the United States. 

Sir, I have said that New Orleans was placed 
under garrison, and subjected to all the laws which 
govern a military camp, by virtue of the proclama- 
tion of martial law. now ask, did Gen. Jackson 
commit any act, after the proclamation, which ev- 
ery commander has not a right to do, at any time, 
Within the limits of his encampment? Upon this 

oint, I read an argument, the other day, in the 
anuary number of the Democratic Review, which 
‘was. so conclusive, and the impressions of which 
are now so.vivid upon my recollection, that it 
would be impossible for me to make an argument 
upon this branch of the subject, without plagiar- 
izing the one to which I have adverted. 1 there- 
fore ask leave to read to the House this argument, 
and to substitute ¿é fur the remarks E intended to 
make, 

“Many Frenchmen born, for the purpose of se- 
curing exemption from military duty, procured 


to be subjects of the King of France. These cer- 
tificates were given in the midst of the Generals 
camp, and tended to weaken his means of defence, 
by taking effective soldiers from his ranks, and 
producing dissatisfaction and a spirit of mutiny 
among those who remained. Might not the Gen- 
eral, in strict conformity of law, have placed both 
the consul and his protegés in confinement? He 
adopted the milder expedient of ordering them out 
of his camp. g 

“Then came the publication of Louallier, harshly 
censtring this order as an act of tyranny, and 
openly advising disobedience. This publication, 
be. it remembered, was made in the midst of the 
camp. Its direct and manifest object was to bring 
the military authority into contemp. 

“The arrest of the author was, in our view of 
the General’s lawful authority over his camp, not 
only a matter of right, but of indispensable duty. 
Instead of violating the Constitution and laws of 
his country, he but performed the solemn obliga- 
tion of executing them, by preserving the just au- 
thority of its military commander over ils armies 
and their encampments. 

“Yetit was for this act that Judge Hall (himself, 
at the moment, the subject of martial law, and 
abiding in the midst of the camp) issued his writ 
of habeas corpus, This was making himself the 
accomplice of Louallier, in stirring up discontent 
and mutiny in the camp. The same principles 
which required the arrest of the one, demanded, 
with a louder voice, the restraint of the other. 
The Judge was ‘kept under guard a few days, and 
then sent out of the camp, and set at liberty. 
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~. “The power of the General, under martial law, 
seems to be altogether preventive, except in cases 
where the law itself provides for punishment. . In 
this case, it Seems to us that the preventive power 
can only be exercised by keeping the- mischief- 
maker in confinement, or sending him beyond the 
limits of the camp. In effect, this was the result 
in the case of Louallier, and nothing beyond it was 
attempted in the case of Judge Hall. 

“These facis and reasons lead us to. the conclu- 
sion, that, in ordering French aliens and the 
French consul beyond the limits of his camp; in 
arresting and confining Louallier for-an open at- 
tempt, within his camp, to produce discontent and 
disobedience; and in confining and sending out of 
his camp. Judge Hall, for attempting to sustain 
Louallier—General Jackson trampled on no con- 
stitution, and violated no law; but, on the contrary, 
faithfully executed the powers vested in him by 
the Constitution and laws, as a military com- 
mander, for the preservation of order in his camp, 
the safety of his army, and the defence of his 
country.” 

Sir, if the views taken be correct, the blame, if 
any, which attaches to General Jackson, was for 
proclaiming martial law, and not for acts commit- 
ted by him subsequent to that proclamation. When 
upon that branch of the subject, I demonstrated be- 
yond donbt that an overruling State necessity, re- 
sulting from the conduct of the spies ana traitors 
known to be in the country, required the existence 
of martial law to save the city from the enemy; 
and upon that necessity [yest the justification of 
General Jackson, and demand, as an act of justice, 
that the fine imposed upon him by Judge Hall be 
refunded by the passage of the bill now under cón- 
sideration. 

Sir, it may be asked, could this city have been 

saved by any other means? This interrogatory 
requires that Ishould examine, for a few moments, 
the means of defence, as compared with the means 
of attack, Ihave already said that we were called 
upon to defend a restless and divided people. Our 
army numbered about 3,000 men, undisciplined; 
many of them had never before faced an enemy, 
and withal badly armed, What were the means 
of attack? An army of 14,000 strong, well order- 
ed, provided with all the appliances of war, and 
from a country whose troops had been disciplined 
by a war of twenty years’ duration, and com- 
manded by the most experienced generals of the 
age. 
“The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Cusu- 
NG] eloquently said, the other day, that, if we would 
look at the history of England during the period 
of the French revolution, and mark the course of 
that great power in Asia, in Africa, and in Europe, 
we would find it one undeviating course of un- 
checked victory and glory; or, if we turn to the 
ocean, we are met by the victories of St. Vincent, of 
Trafalgar, of Copenhagen, and the Nile; and, 
wherever a British ship met an opposing vessel, it 
added a new halo of glory to the conquering cross 
of St. George. 

Sir, what was the condition of that gigantic na- 
tion at that time? She could concentrate her whole 
power upon us; she feared no invasion from 
France; the power of Napoleon had been wrenched 
from its basis; his star of glory had set; its sickly 
and ominous glare had been extinguished upon 
the plains of Belgium. Nor did shefear an insur- 
rection in Ireland; the altars reared to liberty by 
that gallant people had been cloven down, and the 
fires which burnt upon those altars had been ex- 
tinguished by the blood of Emmett. Thus we were 
contending with a nation which had torn the dia- 


shook asunder the confederation ofthe Rhine. Sir, 
we met them upon the plains of New Orleans, and 
the Anglo-Irish blood—the Andrew-Jackson blood 
—snatched the American eagle from the fangs of 
the British jion, and enabled her to unfurl her 
wings in proud triumph over American arms and 
American soil. Could this have been done without 
the proclamation of martial law? No, sir; never. 
Three thousand Americans could never have re- 
sisted successfully a British army of fourteen thou- 
sand men, with all the points of attack designated 
by the spies and traitors known to be in New Or- 
leans. Assuming this to be the fact, I ask, was it 
just, was it patriotic, to impose a fine upon its de- 
fender, its preserver? The whole American people 
will answer no; and, in their name, I demand that 
the fine be refanded—not as a pecuniary remune- 
ration; no,sir,as such, we would not receive i; 


dem from the brow of the hero of Austerlitz, and . 


Jan. 1843. 
H. of Reps. 


but‘asa vindication—a legislative vindication ` by 


an American Congress of the reputation of Gen. 


Jackson from thé aspersions with which British in~ 
fluence then, and Federalism, its twin sister, now 
seeks to assail it. 

Sir, the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Borts] 
tells us that the fine imposed b 
General: Jackson hasbeen refunded. By whom, 
sir? The ladies of New Orleans. Suppose this 
were true, and that General Jackson had actually 
pocketed the money subscribed by the patriotic la- 
dies of that city: would that justify this Government 
in retaining in its treasury money which had 
been improperly wrenched from the hands of a 
public servant? No, sir, if the facts, as already 
stated, were true, and it were improper to refuhd 
the money to General Jackson, it should have been 
handed over to the ladies of New Orleans, whose 
patriotic zeal outstripped the Government in the de- 
sire of protecting a public officer inthe discharge 
of his military duty. I say this fine of $1,000 got 
into the publič treasury wrongfully; and having 
done so, as- a mere question of honesty, it should 
not memain there. . ; 

But, sir, what are the facts of this case? When 
Judge Hall imposed this fine upon General Jack- 
son, it was immediately paid by him. The ladies 
of New Orleans, feeling deeply the injustice of 
Fall’s conduct, by subscription of $1 each, raised 
the amount of the fine imposed, and tendered it to 
General Jackson; who immediately saw the im- 
possibility ofreturning the money to those by whom 
it had been subscribed, and for this reason ex- 
pressed a wish to those who had the money that 
it should be distributed among the families of the 
brave men who lost their lives in the defence 
of these very ladies. What other disposition, 
respectful to these ladies and just. to himself, 
could General Jackson have suggested? To have 
refused it indignantly, would have been un- 
just to the motives of those by whom it was ten- 
dered; and yet, to receive it as a pecuniary. indem- 
nity was impossible, so long as he continued to be 
Andrew Jackson, Sir, the opponents of this 
measure must be hard pani for argument to 
plead these facts in bar of even a pecuniary claim 
upon the treasury. 

Will it be contended that we have not the con- 
stitutional power to refund this money? By those, 
at least, who voted to the widow of General Har- 
rison an appropriation of $25,000, such an objec- 
tion cannotbe urged. Idid not vote for that ap- 
propriation; it was a gratuity, and I believe this 
Government has no right, under the Constitution, 
to bestow gratuities fromthe public treasury. But 
here is a different case. You hava in your treasury 
the money of a private individual, unjustly obtain- 
ed; and there can be no want of power to restore 
it tothe proper owner. Suppose you refuse to do 
justice, by failing to refund this fine to General 
Jackson, what will the people say? 

Sir, they know that you have already passed a 
bill for the relief of the heirs of Hull, who surren- 
dered an army under circumstances which excited 
the strongest suspicions that he was guilty of trea- 
son. ‘The people also know that the Senate passed 
a bill at the late session, (and many of the members 
of this House were anxious for the passage of the 
same bill,) to pay the Massachusetts militia, not for 
fighting the battles of the country, -but for refusing 
to march over the Canada line with the view of at- 
tacking the enemy. 

Now, sir, after all this, if you refuse to refund 
the fine unjustly imposed upon General Jackson, 
who preserved his army, prevegted a city from be- 
ing sacked, and was himself the victor of many 
battles, the people will denounce this Congress as 
the most nnjust and factious body of men ever as- 
sembled under the Federal Constitution. 

.. Sir, the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. AD- 
Ams] insidiously introduced in the debate upon this 
question, the name of Arnold, the traitor—for his 
own amusement, I suppose, but to the evident mor- 
tification of the House. He said that Arnold ask- 
ed an American in Europe, what the people of the 
United States would do with him if in their pos- 
session? The American replied, that they woul. 
bury the leg wounded in defence of his country, 
with the “honors of war,” and hang the rest of his 
body for his treason. : 

Sir, the application of this anecdote to General 
Jackson, and the connexion of his name with the 
name of a traitor, is extremely unjust. That dis- 
tinguished patriot holds no communion either with 
the “overt” traitor,or with him who only meditates 
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thé Get} hë is reviled by the one, as he would be 
feared and. shunned by the other. And TI tell the 
Beéhtlenia from Massachusetts, that the point of 
ihis ‘anecdote, if it has any, is applicable to himself 
and: his friends, who have already shown their 
friendship for Hull and the Massachusetts militia, 
andthejr increasing and deadly hostility to An= 
drew Jackson. Judging from these facts, and the 
indications already given. by the votes of this 

House, if Arnold were now before this Congress, 
his body would be pensioned for military services 
to Federalism in the attempted betrayal of his coun- 
iry, and ‘the lez mutilated in the service of that 
country would be hung for its tredson. Iam now 
done with the question of the fine. 

“Sir, the remaining moments of my hour I must 
devote “to the notice of a remark which fell from 
thé. gentléman from Virginia, [Mr. Borrs,] who 
tells us that he has been enabled to discover but one 
green spot in the life of General Jackson, and that 
was his submission to the decision of Judge Hail 
in the imposition of this fine. Sir, but one green 
spot in the life of ‘Andrew Jackson! I go back to 
his boyhood: when he was a British prisoner du- 
ring the revolutionary war, he was insolently or- 
dered by a British officer “to black his boots,” Did 
Andrew Jackson obey this order with the servile 
acquiescence common to his years and situation? 
No, sir; he positively refused to obey, claimed the 
treatment due to a prisoner of way, and, although 
an only brother was sacrificed and fell by his side 
from the:cruelty of his oppressor, Andrew Jackson 
could not be driven from his position, or forced to 
submit to the arrogance of his tyrant. Was this 
no green spot in the life of Andrew Jackson? 1 
come: down to the history of the last war. What 
was the condition of your country then? The cities 
upon your coast had been sacked; your country 
overrun; and a hostile flag waved in proud tri- 
utiph from the walls of this Capitol. Go to the 
West: the tide of victory had spread over the upper 
valley of the Mississippi; your “stripes and stars” 
trailed in the dust; your national glory lost; the 
massacre of the river Raisin and the defeat of Dud- 
ley hung heavily upon every mind; Kentucky 
mourned the loss ‘of her bravest sons, whose bones, 
denied ‘the right of sepulture, were then bleached 
and whitening upon the battlefield of disaster, At 
this, the darkest. period of our national history, An- 
‘drew Jackson was appointed to the command of the 
American army. The effeet was like magic: hope 
revived; patriotism rekindled; confidence was re- 
stored. Qur stars and stripes again floated in the 
_ breeze: the current of disaster was checked; the 
wave of vicjory rolled back; and battle after battle 
Won in quick succession, until the war was ended 
in the blaze of glory at New Orleans, to which I 
have already adverted. 

Was there no green spot in the life of Andrew 
Jackson resulting from all this? Do the battles of 
Emucekfau, Taladega, Enotochopeo, and the Horse- 
shoe, form no green spots in the life of Andrew 
Jackson? Sir, it will require no storied urn to 
commemorate the deeds of that illustrious man. 
They are recorded upon every page of his country’s 
history... Nor will it require monumental columns 
to mark the spot in which his ashes shall be de-. 
posited: The laurel will continue to bloom upon 

iş grave, bedewed by the tears of a grateful na- 
tion, when the deeds and the graves of those who 
revile him will be forgotten and buried beneath the 
rubbish of oblivion. i 

Mr. Payne was here interrupted by the expira- 
tion, of his hour. 


SPEECH OF MR. REYNOLDS, 
i OF ILLINOIS. 

In the House of Representatives, February 2, 1843-- 
On the appropriation to improve the upper and 
lower rapids in the Mississippi river. 

- Mr. Cuamman: This improvement is not see- 
tional. It is not Western or Eastern; but it is 
national. It is a great work in which the whole 
nation is interested. The great loss of property 

which occurs on the Mississippi every year is a 

déstruction, to that amount, of the national wealth, 

The whole nation may be considered a partnership 

firm,organized to promote the prosperity and hap- 

piness of the whole concern; and a loss of property, 
no matter in whose hands the loss may happen, 
and no mialtet in what section of the Union it may 


Western valley, and: be removed from Maine many 
thousand miles, yet that State is deeply interested 
in the prosperity of thë commerce of the Mis- 
sissippi. This’ is the case with every State inthe 
Union. And all are deeply interestéd in this great 
national improvement. Do we not see presented 
to Congress great numbers of petitions from the 
Atlantic States, praying the improvement of the 
navigation on the Mi:sissippi?. ‘Those petitions 
aresigned by intelligent citizens of the Eastern and 


- Middle States, who are celebrated for their acute 


teelings of friendship to their pockets; and, there- 
fore, feel a lively interest in this subject. , 

But, Mr. Chairman, we have the old objection 
raised by Southern gentlemen, that these improve- 
ments are not warranted by the Constitution. It is 
alleged, thal to improve the Mississippi, isa viola- 
tion of the Constitution of the United States. 
When will these exploded objections cease? 

These objections to this improvement remind 
me of .the sentiments of the honorable Mr. Robi- 
son, a member of Congress from Virginia, ex- 
pressed, underthe solemn and awful approach of 
death. The story is: “that Mr. Robison, in Wash- 
ington city, late at night, rosé in his bed, expecting 
to die in a short time,and told his room-mate not 
to permit him to be buried by Congress, as it was 
unconstitutional to bury a member of Congress at 
the public expense.” 

This is carrying the doctrine beyond uliraism. 

Lapprehend it is too late at this day to adjust and 
settle the construction of the Constitution on this 
subject. All the Presidents, since the formation of 
our Government, have signed bills of the character 
of that which is now before the committee; and, of 
necessity, every Congress must have passed them. 
Many of the same individuals who were in the 
convention that framed the Constitution, were also 
in the Congresses that passed these bills. And ‘who 
could be more competent to give to the Constitution 
a proper construction than the very same men 
who made it? These individuals, justly famed for 
their virtue and wisdom, and who may be emphati- 
eally called “the fathers of the Republic,” enacted 
laws of the same character as tie bill now under 
discussion. To enable the National Government 
to “regulate commerce” was one of the main rea- 
sons which induced the people to form the Consti- 
tution of the United Staies, And to establish 
light-houses, improve harbors on the ocean, make 
surveys of the coast, &e., &c., has always been 
considered within the constitutional power of Con- 
gress. 
The Mississippi may be considered the high sea 
for the commerce of the West; and although the 
river water is fresh, and has not the regular tides 
of the ocean in it, yet the Constitution must have 
the same application to it that it has to the Atlantic, 
as tocommerce. Therefore improvements within 
this river must fall within the same class of cases 
as the establishment of light-houses, coast sur- 
veys, harbors, &c., &c., onthe Atlantic. 

Mr. Chairman, we hear constitutional objec- 
tions raised, on a’most every occasion, against 
bills that come before Congress. These objections 
generally proceed from the South; and are so com- 
mon, that they bring to my recollection an anec- 
dote which happened in Kentucky An old farmer 
went out back of his field, into the timber, with his 
gun, to shoot squirrels. ‘The old man remained out 
some considerable fime, and continued loading and 
shooting incessantly all the time. His son thought 
strange of it, and went out to see why it was his 
father kept up such continual shooting. On in- 
quiry, the old man showed his son the squirrel he 
was shooting at still on the tree, and in the same 
place. The boy saw no squirrel on the tree; but, 
looking at his father, he saw a mote im the old 
man’s eyebrow, which his father—with his anxicty 
in looking up in the tree—had construed to be a 
squirrel, and had been shooting at it all day. Thus 
it is with these gentlemen. They have motes in 
their eyebrows, which they magnify, not into 
squirrels, but into breaches of the Constitution, at 
which they are eternally shooting. 

I am, myself, in favor of a limited construction 
of the Constitution; extending it to embrace noth- 
ing by implication. But, on the other hand, I am 
not disposed to cripple and cramp it, or to pervert it 
from its original design. There can exist no doubt 


in my mind bui the improvement of the Mississippi } 


river is‘such anationa! work as is clearly embraced 
within the constitutioral action of Congress. 


Mr. Chairman, it seems to me to be necessary, f 


beyong ail controversy, to improve the navigation 


il 


of the Mississippi, and thereby save the livés and 
property that are destroyed on it every year. f 

It will be seen, by the census returns for 1840, that 
there are between six and seven millions of people 
who inhabit the Mississippi valley; and they pro- 
duce annually, by agriculture alone, more that five 
hundred millions of dolars. ‘This great amount of 
population, and great agricultural production each 
year, will satisfy every one of the business and im-. 
portance of the Western country. ; 

This section, in population, is greater than one- 
third of the whole Confederacy; and I presume 
the same may be said of its productions and 
wealth. And I would not be astonished that 
more than half of the wealth which is exported 
out of the whole Union, proceeds from the valley 
of the Mississippi. 

These statements will appear satisfactory, when 
the extent of. country and fertility of soil are con- 
sidered. The climate is various from one extreme 
tothe other; so that almost all productions can- be 
cultivated in the West with great profit. I may 
moreover add, that the whole valley of the. Mis- 
sissippi is inhabited by an intelligent and energetic 
race of mèn. The inhabitants are not crowded 
together in large cities, or in dense setilemenis, 
to be enervated and corrupted by such a condition; 
but they possess youthful vigor and industry, in 
proportion to the age of their country: and with 
such a character, and in such ‘a country, the 
productive wealth of the West must be consider- 
able. y 

What would all this enterprising and laborious 
population do in the West, were it not for the 
Mississippi? Of what avail would be all the sure 
plus productions, if no cheap conveyance could 
be had to market? Were it not for the naviga- 
tion of the Mississippi and its tributaries, the sur- 
plus products of the valley would rot on the hands 
of the farmers; and thereby the enterprise and 
spirit which now enliven and animate the popula- 
tion would absolutely cease to exist. 

The navigation of the Mississippi and its tribu- 
taries bheing so vastly important to the people, is 
it not reasonable that they would use it to the ut- 
most extent of their abilities? The daring and en- 
terprising spirit of the people indicates that they 
know well their interest, and will in-the same pra«- 
portion pursue it, 

Almost the whole surplus productions of the 
West are, at some time before they reach their 
destination, floated on the Mississippi; and the 
wealth which is received in retum is conveyed 
back by the same channel. I presume that all the 
wealth which is exported and imported on this 
river would amount, annually, to more than two 
hundred and fifty millions of dollars. ve 

Taking all these views into consideration, ¥ 
hesitate not to say that there is more wealthy come 
mercial business transacted on the Mississippi than 
on any other river in America, It must be re- 
membered that this river is more than three 
thousand miles in length; and every mile of it is 
navigated, more or less. -It is true, not much 
business is as yet transacted’ towards its sources; 
but, when it flows into the Southern climate, a 
commerce of great wealth and importance is car- 
ried on, through this channel, tothe ocean. Many 
intelligent gentlemen consider that double as much 
business is done on this river as on any other in 
the Union; and, in fact, some say three times as 
much is done on it as on any other river in 
America. f 

I presume the river that comes nearest to the 
Mississippi in wealthy commerce, is the Hudson, 
in the State of New York. In making this com- 
parison, I consider the Hudson as ending at the 
city of New York, and the Mississippi at New 
Orleans. The length of the Hudson cannot be 
compared with the other; and, although much 
wealth may pour into the Hudson fromthe New 
York canal, and from the State, yet it cannot, in 
my opinion, be compared with ‘the vast country 
bordering she Mississippi, and the corresponding 
wealth that is shipped on that river. 

Mr. Chairman, I pretend not that all this wealth 


- which is shipped on the Mississippi crosses the 


two rapids (which are called the Des Moines and 
Rock River rapids) mentioned in the amendment 
before the committee; yet, nevertheless, the com- 
merce of a great and a growing country is shipped 
aver these obstructions. All the Iowa Territory 
is dependent on the Mississippi for almost all ifs 
commerce. Is surplus produce exported, and mer- 
chandise imported, are shipped on this river, and 
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saust pass one or both of these rapids. -The west 
ern portion of Wisconsin Territory is in. the same 
situation; and so is the northwest section of Illinois, 
‘Ehe-country above these obstructions, and adjacent 


tothe river, is growing fast, and is carrying on- 


considerable business cn the river.at present. The 
lead from this region that is shipped over these rap- 
ids amounts, during the year, to.millions and mil- 
lions of: pounds.’ ‘The furs from the sources of the 
Mississippi and St. Peter’s, that descend the river, 
-are diso considerable. The farmers, whose indus- 
try. has so.rapidly improved the country, export 
great quantities of their surplus crops over these 
obstructions; and the lumber, from the prairies be- 
tween the Mississippiand Lake Superior, consti- 
tutes an article of considerable commerce, which 
is.also compelled to pass these rapids to find a mar- 
ket. me 
‘The most careless observer of the Wesjern coun- 
try must be forced to believe that the commerce on 


the Mississippi is at present of vast. importance to 


the whole Union, and is increasing with the same 
unparalleled rapidity as the country is improving. 

Mr. Chairman, the great loss of property and de- 
struction of boats on the . Mississippi have become 
so well known all over the Union, and so much has 
been written and spoken on the occasion, that it 
would be idle and useless for me to attempt to por- 
tray these horrid scenes. Every traveller on the 
Mississippi is compelled to become a witness to the 
fact, The hulls and wrecks of boats are so com- 
mon in some paris of the river, that a person would 
suppose that some horrible fatality had destroyed 
all that approached the ill-fated spot. -A location 
of this character on the Mississippi, a few miles 
above the mouth of the Ohio, has become celebra- 
ted throughout the West, and is known as the “Boat 
Grave-Yard.” This isthe grave-yard where the 
finest steamboats that ever sailed on the Western 
waters, with their valuable cargoes,» were wrecked 
and lost; and in this vicinity the steamboat Eliza 
was sunk, and with her, also, perished fifty or sixty 
persons, Capt. Litileton, the commander and own- 
er of the Eliza, not only lost his vessel, but in the 
confusion, at night, his wife and children also per- 
ished with the boat, Besides the valuable lives 
lost on this river, more than three millions and a 
half of property, within two or three years, have 
been destroyed and lost, not only to the immediate 
owners, butdost,.also, to the nation. - These losses 
and destruction of property have not been done in 
a comer, or in the Gi They all occurred in the 
most public thoroughfare in the Union, and are 
known more or less to every man in the nation, 

Mr. Chairman, these facis being known to Con- 
gress, will it not compel this body to improve the 
river to prevent similar losses? Is itnot a duty the 
nation owe the people of the Westto improve this 
great national highway? It is economy in the 
highest degree to make this improvement. If it 

. Were not for the purposes of economy, L would not 
urge this subject on the consideration of Congress. 
Jt is to expend a small sum, to. save a very great 
one tothe people. Is it not economy for man to 
provide himself support, rather than to die? Who 
would die rather than to spend a few cents each 
day to sustain life? And I might ask, with the 
same reason; who would not spend afew cents on 
the improvement of the Mississippi, rather than to 
permit millions of dollars and valuable lives to be 
lost? - Who can compare money to life? All these 
improvements are easily made. A small suman- 
nually expended will remove the snags from the 
Mississippi, and render a safe navigation over the 
rapids of Des Moines and Rock river, which are 
mentioned in the amendment now before the com- 
mittee. 

The low state of the treastiry cannot be urged 
against this improvement, as it is a measure of 
economy, and will directly advance the public in- 
terest. Because a man is poor, should he cease to 
eat? The improvement of the Mississippi is al- 
most as essential to commerce as eating isto an 
animal, ‘here is no improvement in all this ex- 
tended confederacy so essential to commerce as the 
improvement of this river. ‚This work, carried 


out to a reasonable extent, will save. more lives. 


and more wealth than any other improvement in 
America, Admitting the treasury to be almost 
empty, the country is wealthy, and full ofresources, 
No famine, pestilence, or war, has visited the peo- 
ple; all are vigorous and ‘industrious. It is no ex- 
cuse that the treasury is not overflowing, that this 
improvement should not be made. Can we stop 
the commerce on the river, or prevent the loss of 
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lives-and property on it, until the treasury is fullt 
There can exist no solid reason against the im- 


_provement; and I hope the appropriation will be 


made. a Fw . 

The honorable delegate from Iowa Territory 
[Mr. A.C. Donee} has agreed that the sum of fif- 
iy thousand dollars, which had been reported ina 
bill to construct roads in said Territory, should be 
applied tothe improvement of these rapids, and has 
proposed the amendment accordingly. -This ar- 
rangement of the delegate is honorable to the patriot- 
ism and enlightened views of that gentleman, as no 
improvement can equal in importance and utility 
that on the Mississippi. ` 


REMARKS OF MR. MERIWETHER, 
OF GEORGIA. 
In the Housé of Representatives, February 4, 1843-- 
On his motion to reduce the pay of the navy 
twenty per cent. 


Mr. MERIWETHER said that if was from no 
hostility to the service that he desired to reduce 
the pay of the navy. It had been increased in 1835 
to meet the increase of labor elsewhere, &c ; and a 
decline having taken placethere, he thought a cor- 
responding decline should take place in the price 
of labor in the navy. 

At the last session of Congress, this House called 
on the Secretary of the Navy for a statement of the 
pay allowed each officer previous to the act of 1835. 
From the answer to that resolution, Mr. M. de- 
rived the facts which he should state to the House. 
He was desirous of getting the exact amount re- 
ceived by each grade of officers, to show the pre- 
cise increase by the act of 1835. Aided by that 
report, the Biennial Register of 1822, and the report 
of the Secretary of the Navy for 1822, furnishing 
the estimates for the “full pay and full rations” of 
each grade of officers, he was enabled to present the 
entire facts accurately. 

Previous to that time, the classification of officers 
was different from what it has been since; but, as 
far as like services have been rendered under each 
classification, the comparative pay is presented 
under each. 

Previous to 1835, the pay of the “commanding 
officer of the navy” was $100 per month, and six- 
teen rations per day, valued at 25 cents each ration;* 
which amounted, “full pay and, full rations,” to 
$2,660 per annum. The same officer as senior 
captain in service receives now $4,500; while “on 
leave,” he receives $3,500 per annum. 


Before 1835,a “captain commanding a squad- 
ron” received the same pay as the commanding of- 
ficer of the navy, and the same rations; amounting, 
in all, to $2,660; that same officer, exercising the 
same command, receives now $4,000. 


Before 1835, a captain commanding a vessel of 
32 guns and upwards, received $100 per month 
and eight rations per day—being a total of $1,930. 
per annum; a captain commanding a vessel of 20 
and under 32 guns, received $75 per month and six 
rations per day—amounting to $1,447 50 per an- 
num. Since 1835, these same captains, when per- 
forming these same duties, receive $3,500; and 
when at home, by their firesides, “waiting orders,” 
receive $2,500 per annum. 

Before-1835, a “master commanding” received 
#60 per month and five rations per day—amount- 
ing to $1,176 per annum. Since that time, the 
same officer, in sea service, receives $2,500 per an- 
num; at other duty, $2,100 per annum; and “waiting 
orders,” $1,800 per annum. , 

Before 1835, a “lieutenant commanding” received 
$50 per month and four rations per day; which 
amounted to $965 per annum. Since that time, the 
same officer receives, for similar services, $1,800 
per annum. f 

Before 1835, a lieutenant on other duty received 
$40 per month and three rations per day—amount- 
ing tò $761 per annum, Since that time, for the 
same services, that same officer has received $1,500 
per annum; and when “waiting orders,” $1,200 per 
annum. : 

Before 1835, a midshipman received $19 per 
month and one ration per day—making $319 25 per 
annum. Since that time, a passed midshipman on 
duty received $750 per annum; if “waiting orders,” 
$3600; a midshipman received, in sea service, $100; 
on other duty, $350; and “waiting orders,” $300 
per annum. : 

Surgeons, before 1835, received $50-per month 
and two rations per day—amounting-to $787 50; 
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they now receive from $1,000 to $2,700 per an- 
num. : 

Before 1835, a “schoolmaster” received $25 per 
month and twp rations per day; now, under the 
name.of a professor, he receives $1,200 per annum. 

Before 1835, a carpenter, boatswain, and gunner 
received $20 per month and two rations per day— 
making $427 50 each per annum; they now re- 
ceive, if-employed on a ship-of the-line, $750, on 
a frigate $600, on other duty $500, and “waiting 
orders” $360 per annum. A similar increase has 
beenmade.in the pay of all other officers. . The 
pay of seamen has not been enlarged, and it is 
proposed: to leave it as it is. In several instances, 
an officer idle, “waiting orders,” receives more 
pay now than one of similar grade received during 
the late war, when he exposed his life in battle in, 
defence of his country. At the navy-yards the pay 
of officers was greater than at sea. Before 1835, a 
captain commandant received for pay, rations, 
candles, and servants’ hire, $3,013 per annum, be~- 
sides. fuel; the same officer, forthe same services, 
receives now $3,500. per annum, 

A master commandant received $1,408 per an= 
num, with fuel; the same officer now receives 
$2,100 per annum. A lieutenant received $877, 
with fuel; the same officer receives now $1,500. 

At naval stations, before the act of 1835, a cap- 
tain received $2,660 per annum; he now receives 
$3,500 per annum. A lieutenant received $76L 
per annum, and he now receives $1,500 per an- 
num. Before and since the act of 1835, quarters. 
were furnished the’ officers at navy yards and 
stations. Before that time, the pay and emolu- 
ments were estimated for in dollars and cents, and 
appropriated for as pay; and the foregoing state~ 
ments are taken from the actual “estimates” of the 
Navy Department, and, as such, show the whole 
pay and ‘emoluments received by each officer. 

The effect of this increase of pay has been re- 
alized prejudicially in more ways than one, In 
the year 1824, there were. afloat, in the navy, 404 
guns; in 1843, 946 guns. The cost of the item of 
pay alone for each gun, then, was $2,360; now, the 
cost is $3,500. 

The naval servicehas become, to a great extent, 
one of ease and of idleness. The high pay has 
rendered its offices mostly sinecures; hence the 
great effort to increase the number of officers. Ev- 
ery argument has been used, every entreaty resort~ 
ed to, to augment that corps. We have seen the 
effect of this, that in one year (1841) there were 
added 13 captains, 41 commanders, 42 lieutenants, 
and 163 midshipmen, without any possibly conceiv- 
able cause forthe increase; and when, at the same 
time, these appointments weré made, there were 20 
captains “waiting orders,” and 6 “on leave; 26 
commanders “waiting orders,” and 3 “on leave;”” 
103 lieutenants “on leave and waiting orders,” and 
16 midshipmen “on leave and waiting orders.” The 
pay of officers’ “waiting orders” amounted, during 
the year 1841, to $261,000; and now the amount Te- 
quired for the pay of that same idle corps, increas- 
ed by a useless and unnecessary increase of the 
navy, is $395,000! It is a fact ‘worthy of notice, 
that, under the old pay in 1824, there were 28 ĉap- 


| tains, 4 of whom were “waiting orders;” of 30 


commanders, only 7 were “waiting orders.” Un» 
der the new pay, in 1843, there are 68 captains, of 
whom 38 are “waiting orders,” 97 commanders, of 
whom 57 are “waiting orders and on leave,” 

The item of pay, in 1841, amounted to $2,335,000, 
and we are asked to appropriate for the next twelve 
months $3,333,139. To give employment to as 
many officers as possible, it is proposed to extend 
greatly our naval force; inercasing-the number of 
our vessels in commission largely, and upon every 
Station, notwithstanding our commerce is reduced, 
and we areat peace with all the world, and have 
actually purchased our peace from the only nation 
from which we apprehended difficulty, 3 

It was stated somewhere, in some of the reports, 
that the appropriation necessary to defray the ex- 
penses of courts-martial in the navy would be, this 
year, $50,000. Thiswas a very large amount, when 
contrasted with the service. The disorderly con- 
duct of thenavy was notorious——no one could. de- 
fend it. The country was losing confidence in it 
daily, and becoming more unwilling to bear-the 
burdens of taxation to foster or sustain it, A few 
years since, its expenditures did not. exceed four 
millions and a half: they are now up to near eight 
millions of dollars. ls expense is ‘greater now 


; than during the late war with England, Notwith. 


standing the unequivocal declarations of Congtess, 


a70n Cona----3D Sess. 


atthe last session, against the increase of the nayy, 
and in. favor of its reduction, the Secretary passes 
alk-unheeded, and moves on in his bold career. of 
folly-and extravagance, without abiding for a'mo- 


ment any will-but his own. Nothing more.can be - 


hoped for, so long as the navy has such ‘a host: of 
` backers; urging its increase and extravagance— 
from: motives of personal interest too often. The 
axeshould be laid at once to the root of the evil: 
cut down the pay, and it will not then be sought 
afier.so much as a convenient resort for idlers, 
who seek the offices for the pay, expecting and in- 
tending thagbut little service shall be rendered in 
return, because but very little is needed. The 
salaries are far beyond any compensation paid to 
any other officer of Government, either State or 
Federal, for corresponding services. A lieutenant 
receives higher pay than a very large majority of 
the judges of the highest judicatories known tothe 
States; a commander far surpasses them, and equals 
the salaries of a majority of the Governors or the 
States. Remove the temptation which high pay 
and no labor present, and you will obviate the evil. 
Put down the salaries to where they were before 
the act of 1835, and you will have no greater 
effort after its offices than you had before. So 
long as the salaries are higher than similar 


talents can command in civil life, so long will. 


applicants flock to the navy for admission, and 
the constant tendency will be to increase its. ex- 
penses. The policy of our Government is to keep 
avery. small army and navy during time of peace, 
to insure light taxes, and to induce the preponder- 
ance of the civil over the military authorities. In 
time of peace, we shall meet with no difficulty in 
sustaining an efficient navy, as we always have 
done. In time of war, patriotism will call forth 
our people to the service. Those who would not 
heed this call are not wanted; for those who fight 
for pay will, under all circumstances, fight for those 
who will pay the best, The navy cannot complain 
of this proposed reduction; for its pay was increased 
in view of the increasing value of labor and prop- 
erty throughout the whole country. No other pay 
was increased; and why should not this be re- 
duced?—not the whole amount actually increased, 
but only a small portion of the increase? It is due 
to. the country; and no one should object. We 
are now sppporting the Government on borrowed 
money. The revenues will not be sufficient to sup- 
port it hereafter; and reduction has to take place 
sooner or later, and upon some one or all of the de- 
partments. Upog which ought it to fall more prop- 
erly than on that which has been defended against 
the prejudices resulting from the high prices which 
have recently fallen upon every department of la- 
bor and property? 

By the adoption of the amendment proposed, 
there will be a permanent annual saving of about 
$400,000 in the single item of pay, And, from the 
embarrassed condition of the treasury, so large a 
sum of money might, with the greatest propriety, 
be saved; more especially since, by the late British 
treaty concluded at this place, an annual increase 
is to be made to the navy expenditures of some 
$600,000, as it is stated, to keep a’ useless squadron 
on the coast of Africa. The estimates for pay for 
the present year greatly exceed those of the last 
year. We appropriated for the jast year’s service 
for pay, &c., $2,335,000. The sum asked for the 
same service this year is $2,953,139, Besides, there 
there is the sum of $380,000 asked for clothing—a 
new appropriation, never askea for before. The 
clothing for seamen being paid for by themselves, 
so much of the item of pay as was necessary had 
hitherto been expended in clothing for them, which 
was received by them in lieu of money. Now, a 
separate fand is asked, which is to be used as pay, 
and will increase that item so much, making a sum- 
total of $3,333,139, which is an excess of $998,139 
over and above that appropriated for the like pur- 
pose last session. 

It seems not-to be necessary absolutely to make 
this increased appropriation. The Secretary of 
the Navy says that his plan of keeping the ships 
sailing over the ocean (where possibly no vessel 
can or will see them, and where the people with 
whom we trade can never learn anything of our 
greatness, on account of the absence of our ships 
from: their. ports, being kept constantly sailing from 
station io station) will “require larger squadrons 
than ‘we have heretofore employed.” He then 
states that his estimates are prepared for squad- 
rons upon this large and expensive plan. “This,” 
he says, “it'is tay. duty to do, submitting to Con- 
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gress to determine:whether, under the circumstan- 
ces, so large a force can properly be put in com- 
mission or not. H the condition of the treasury 
will warrant it, (of which they are the judges,) I 
have no hesitation in recommending the largest 
force estimated for.” It is well known that the con- 
dition of the treasury will not warrant this force. 
We must fall back upon the force of last year, as 
the ultimatum that can be sustained. Our appro- 
priations for pay last year were $1,000,000 less 
than those now asked for. This can be cut off 
without prejudice to the service; and with the re- 
duction proposed in the salaries, $1,400,000 can be 


-saved from waste, and applied to sustain a depleted 


treasury. Increase is now unreasonable and im- 
practicable. . 

A portion of the home squadron, authorizéd in 
September, 1841, has not yet gone to sea, for the 
want of seamen. While onr commerce is failing, 
and our sailors are idle, they will not enter the 
service. The flag-ship of that squadron is yet in 
port without her complement of men. Why, then, 
only increase officers and build ships, when you 
cannot get men to man them? 


Notr.—The following is the law fixing the pay 
of thenavy. Gordon’s Digest, page 670: 


The pay of captains, commanding ships of 32 
guns and upwards, shall be $100 per month, and 
eight rations per day; of captains, commanding 
ships of 20 and under 32guns, $75 per month, and 
six rations per day; of a master-commandant, $60 
per month and five rations per day; and of lieuten- 
ants, who may command the smaller vessels, $50 
per month and four rations per day. 

Whenever any officer as aforesaid shall be em- 
ployed in the command of a squadron on separate 
service, the allowance of rations to such command- 
ing officer shall be doubled during the continuance 
of such command, and no longer, except in the case 
of the commanding officer of the navy, whose allow- 
ance while in service shall always be at the rate of 
sixteen rations per day. 

The pay and subsistence of the respective com- 
mission and warrant officers shall be as follows; 

A lieutenant less than a master-commandant, or 
lieutenant commanding a small vessel, $40 per 
month, and three rations per day; a chaplain, $40 
per month and two rations per day; a sailing-mas- 
ter, $40 per month and two rations per day; a 
surgeon, $50 per month and two rations per day, &c. 

By the act of 26th August, 1842, the pay of other 
officers is increased, to wit: 

Boatswains, gunners, carpenters, and sailmakers, 


now receive per annum - - “$800 
On other duty -~ » 7 - 700 
On leave or waiting orders for the first 
10 years - - - - 500 
And after - - - - 600 


Pay since 1835. 


Senior captain, in service - - $4,500 
waiting orders - ~ 3,500 

Captain of a squadron -~ a - 4,000 
on other duty - - - 3,500 

waiting orders - ~ - 2,500 
Jommander, in sea service - ~ 2,500 
on other duty - = 2,100 

waiting orders ~ - 1,800 

Lieutenants commanding - - 1,800 
on other duty ~ - 1,500 

waiting orders - - 1,200 

Surgeons, from $1,000 per annumto - 2,700 


Assistant surgeons, waiting orders ~ 650 
and from that sum to $1,200 per annum, 


Pursers, on ship of the line -~ - 3,500 
: on 2 frigate - - - 3,000 
on other duty, from $1,500 to - 2,500 
Chaplains, in sea service - - 1,200 
on leave - E - 800 
Midshipmen, waiting orders - - 300 
on sea seryice -~ - 400 

Passed midshipmen, on sea service - 750 
waiting ordèrs - 600 

Masters, of a ship at sea - - 1,100 
on other duty - = - 1,000 


waiting orders - ~ _ 750 
Boatswains, gunners, carpenters, and 
sailmakers, from $700 to $800 per 
annum; waiting orders $500. 


Chief naval constructor -7e - 3,000 
6 naval constructors, each . = - 2,300 
Naval storekeepers, from $1,400 to -~ 1,700 


The following are the estimates for pay of 
“commission, warrant, petty officers, and sea- 


H. of Reps. ~ 
men,” for the ensuing twelve months, andghe ap-. 


propriations for the same items made ‘from 1810to- 
1842, inclusive: f E 


1843, pay, &e, - $9,963,139 


Add clothing, before paid out i 

of the item of pay -~ - ,000 ae 
1842 eo TT RB oe 

ay appropriate - -` 2,335; 

IME gat des z = 2,335,000 
1840 do. do - ; ~ 2,250,000... 
1839° do. do. + - = 2,352,625 
1838 do. do. = ; - 1,312,000 
1837 do. do. - z ~ 2454000 
1836 do, dò -~ a - 2,318,009 
1835, pay and subsistence - - 1,501,000 
1834 do. do. - - 1,487,000 
1833 do do. - - 1,446,000 
1832 do. do. ; - 1,409,000 
1831 do. do, : = 1,278,000 
1830 do. do. ` ~ 1,499,000 
1829 do. do. - - 3,212,000 
1828 do. do. ~ - 1,176,000 
1827 do. do. - - 1,112,000 
1826. do. do. 2 -  '908,000 
1825 do. do. = - 783,000 
1824 do, do. > - 847,000 
1823 do. do. - - 923,000 
1822 do. do. - - 961,000 
1821 do. do. - - . 983,325 
1820 do. do. . + 273,100 
1819 do. do. z ~ 986,372 
1818 do. do. - -= 1,135,595 
1817 do. do. - + 1,092,732 
1816 do. do. - ~ 1,142,015 
1815 do. do. - - 1,538,364 
1814 do. do. - = 2579341 
1813 do. do. a ~ 1,668,000 

and for arrearages of 1812, $365,000. pn 
1812, pay and subsistence - = 1,123,341 
1811 do. do , - ~ 774,490 
1810 do. do. - - 718,115 

WAITING ORDERS. 


Estimate of ihe pay required for the commissioned 
and warrant officers waiting orders, for the 
year ending 30th June, 1844. 


3 first assistant engineers 
6 second do, do. 
9 third do. do. =. 
Add for forty-six midshipmen, who, after 
examination, may be entitled to be ar- 
ranged as passed midshipmen, in addi- 
tion to their pay as midshipmen - 


38 captains - ~- - + $95,000 
69 commanders - ` = = 124,200 
99 lieutenants - - . - 118,800 
19 surgeons - le ` + 30,400 
5 chaplains - - - - 4; 

z , 


13,800 


(Report of the Secretary of the Navy, page 629.) 

The foregoing is the amount paid by the people 
to supportthe idlers in the navy for one year. The 
following are the payments made for the support 
of officers idle, and “waiting orders” from 1829 to 
1841, inclusive: 


1829 - - . - $197,684 
1830 - Š - - 156,025 
1831 - š -231.378 
1832 - 3 7 = 204,290.. 
1833 - - i - 205,233 
1834 - K i ~ 202914 
1835 - - 3 - -219,036 
1836 - “ 3 ~ 212362 
1837 - - - - 115,631 
1838 - : - - 250,930 
1839 - - g - 297137 
1840 - - - - 265,043 
1841 - - - 259,856 


The chief of the Medical Bureau, in his an- 
nual report, presents the following facts, as illus- 
trative of the manner in which some of the ap- 
propriations made for the naval service are dis- 
posed of} and what fidelity characterizes the ex- 


penditures! Speaking of the expendilure of the 


appropriation for medicines, he says: 


“Six hundred and sixty-five dollars and fifty-seven cents 
were, unauthorizedly, paid out of the appropriation for medi- 
cines, surgical instruments, &c.,? for 3t blue cloth frock-coats, 
with navy buttons, and a silver star on them; 31 pairs of 
blue cassimere pantaloons, and 31 blue cassimere vesis, 
with navy buttons;—and all this toggety for ‘Jack’—for 
pensioners who never had worn anything longer than 
a sailors jacket, or, at most, in storms, a monkey or pea- 
jacket, the cost of which is eight dollars, instead o. fourteen 
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dollare- charged forthe ‘frock coats, made: in officer’s undress 
fashion... ‘This will serve teshow. the unwarrantable intrusions 
on the appropriation for medicines, referred to inthe text. But 
it may more strongly be vet forth by this fact: Of seven thousand 
one hundred and twenty-one dollars and sixty-four cents, paid 
by the navy agent at Philadelphia, from the Ist of October, 
1841, to the 25th of Ocupber, 1842, outof the appropriation for 
‘medicines, &c.? only one thousand and forty dolars and nine- 
teen cents wëre-for-medicines, surgical instruments, and sugical 
“purposes; The remaining six thousand one hundred and 
eighty-one dollars and forty-five cents were for items of expen- 
divure, wholly foreign to the intent of the appropriation, and, 
of course, were what have been appropriately catied intrusions 
on the fund, not known to. be practised, nor thought of by Con- 
gress, when they made the appropriations in question. i 


“How could thirty thousand dollars, appropriated for the 
whole naval service, for the whole year 1842, be deemed suffi- 
cient; when a mal-administration of the fund on one station: 
swept off at once, in a few days more than twelve months, 
$6,181 45; not lawfully chargeable:to the medical fund? Could 
the balance, $23,818 55, he for a moment thought competent to 
supply all the ships, sick quarters, hospitals, &c., in the United 
States. fora whole year? That this mal-administration may be 
understood, the navy-agent’s return to the Bureau of Medicine 
and Surgery. isannexed, in toto, as an appendix. Jt will notbe 
understood, however, that the slightest blame is imputed, in these 
irregular transactions, to that gentleman, officially,or in any other 
way. Theirregularity is chargeable, and itis now unhesitatingly 
charged, on the governor of the naval asylum, who approved 
the bills, and thus ordered their payment out of an appropria- 
tion which no sophistry could makechargeable with such bur- 
dens. In addition to these irregular outlays, the sum of $3,500 is 
reported on the pureer’s pay-rolis as paid annually, for Wages or 
pay alone (exclusive of officers’ pay,) in that institution; $428 
of which is the wages of a person rated and paid as hospital 
steward, who never performed five minutes’ duty as such in 
the hospital, but was employed solely as purser’s clerk, and to 
buy provisions, for which he was regularly paid, as any agent 
not-connected with the institution might have done. Of this 
whole amount of $3,500 for wages—the subsistence of those so 
paid being a further charge, and paid out of the appropriation 
for medicine—only $936. were allowed. in the estimates of the 
Secretary of the Navy; and, subsequently, $303 per annum 
were allowed for. carpenters mate—making $1,239 allowed; 
the balance.($2,361) being entirely unauthorized, or, at least, 


very doubtfu ly authorized, 


* a - * 


“Tt may illustrate this remark to state, that the records of this 
bureau show that an eminent surgical instrument-maker, of 
Philadelphia, sold certain instruments of his manufacture, of 
the first-rate workmanship and approved Pattern, for the sum 
of $669 81, to certain druggists largely supplying the medical 
outfits of vessels in a neighboring seaport. The commission 
alluded to in the text, conducted by Benjamin Homans, now of 
the Navy Department, shows that these identical instruments 
wore furnished by the druggists alluded to, to certain vessels, and 
that’ they charged Government for them the sum of $1,224 54; 
thus ezbibiting a profit of $554 73—in other words, an exorbi- 
tant charge of about 83 per cent.! This, too, on articles of 
well-known established price. These prices were approved in 
the usual way, and actually paid. 


“The same commission brought to light, from actual vouch- 
ers, the charge -by the same druggists of $287 82, in four 
years, for the recipients of medicines and freighis, al- 
though they state, on oath, that the “drayage, freight, 
&cy was always paid by them.” Epsom salts was invari. 
ably charged, in wholesale quantities, at ten cents per pound, 
when it can anywhere be purchased of the wholesale dealersat 
five conta, andeven much less, Half an ounce of veratria was 
charged at eighteen dollars! An ounce of gold is worth sixteen 
dollars (a doubloon, or ounce.) ‘Thus wasa small white powder 
charged at thirty-six dollars an ounce—four dollars more than 
twicetthe value af an ounce of gold. One ounce of strychnine, 
a similar powder, was charged at thirty-four dollars—that is, 
two dollars more than twice the value of an ounce ofgold, Two 
dozen boules Bedford spring waler were charged eight dollars, 
viz., thirty-three cents per bottle. Two scabs of vaccine virus 
were charged at nine dollars, Oiled silk, worth (of the best 
quality) $l 373 per yard, was charged eighty dollars for twenty 
yards—that is, four dollars per yard. Seventy-two bottles 
compound sirup sarsaparilla were charged at $108, viz., BL 50 
abottle. The retail price is everywhere seventy five cents a 
bottle, and it bas been purchased by this bureau, in Philadelphia, 
at $7 50 per dozen, or $49 per 72bottles, 

“In the examination of vouchers by the same commission, 
still more extortionate charges appeared on some articles. In 
short, the whole ofthe chargea now printed in the documents of 
Congreas are of the same extortionate character. 

“Tho illustrations given are ample to prove the truth of the 
remarks in the text, on the veracity of furnishers, Of 842 504 34 
paid by a navy agent at the seaport alluded to, outof the ap- 
Propriation for ‘medicines, &c.,’ these furnishera received 
$22,676 10.” 


The following are some of the expenditures under 
the head of appropriations for “medicine:” 


Charcoal ~ - - - $119 
Coal - - a = 960 
Whiskey -= - - - 50 
Repairing wagon - ~ - 34 
Clothing = - ~ ~ - 1,197 
Spirits - - ~ - 368 
Painting - - - - 180 
Harness - - - - 25 
Stationery - - a -> 103 
Mending hose ~ - - 1 
Hay, corn,and oats - - 113 
Stoves and pipes - - 47 
Bread ~ - - - 532 
Beef and fish - - - 266 
Mutton -~ - - - 211 
Sperm oil - - - - 120 

orse-shoeing = - ~ ~ 14 
Repairing locks - > - il 


SPEECH OF MR. ARCHER, 
OF VIRGINIA, 
In Senate, January 30, 1843—On the Oregon bill. 


Mr. ARCHER commenced by remarking, that 
he had been in some degree anticipated by the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina, [Mr. McDorris,} 
who had so well discussed this measure, the other 
day, in the line-of observation he intended to pur- 
sue. His opinions not conforming, in some other 
respects, however, to the views which had been 
expressed by other gentlemen, he was desirous of 
an opportunity to state them at this time. 

The debate had deviated a good deal from, but 
had now reverted to, the appropriate topics—the 
consistency of the clause of the bill pledging allo- 
dial grants of land to emigrants, with the tenor of 
our convention with England on the subject of the 
territory; and the general policy of accelerating the 
settlement of it by our people. To both these points 
he would say a few words. . 

All admitted, of course, that we were not to adopt 
the clause. referred to, if it operated any impair- 
ment of the obligation of the convention. A great 
and, it seemed to him, strange discrepancy of opin- 
ion had been exhibited on this point. The language 
of the convention seemed in no degree “equivocal.” 
The import was simply a stipulation for mutual 
and free ingress into the territory, and a common 
undisturbed use, until the parties should determine 
further on the subject. Could there be a question 
of the exclusion, under such a condition, of the 
sight to exert and convey a full property in the 
“oil? Ifthe condition did not operate such exclu- 
sion, what was its effect? Had it any? 


But suppose the import doubtful—susceptible of 
two interpretations. In what source were we to 
explore for the right one? to what evidence resort? 
There could be none other than the nature of the 
controversy adjusted, and the character of the dis- 
cussions which attended the adjustment. Now, the 
proposition which he (Mr. A.) maintained was 
this: that in the entire progress of the negotiations 
onthis subject of Oregon—from the beginning to the 
end—there had been no point brought into issue, 
no question touched in discussion, save the single 
one of the title in the territory. Here had been 
parties engaged in. protracted negotiations as to 
what were the grounds of title, and whose the right 
to the territory, They find themselves unable to 
agree. Whatisdone? Resolving nothing on the 
subject of title, they make a convention for a com- 
mon temporary use, dissoluble at pleasure, by notice. 
What is the plain inference from this? Is it not, 
that decision on the title being suspended, the fruits 
of full title—all other of its privileges than tem- 
porary use; above everything, the unrestricted 
authority to dispose in full property--must be sus- 
pended also? if such an arrangement had not this 
eftect, where is the matter io be found to give it 
any operation? What hasit been made for? What 
purpose is it to subserve? Is it any more than a 
blank’? 

It was in the face of this indisputable fact, that 
the negotiations had bad relation to no other point 
or subject than the title to the territory, that the 
honorable Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 

a Woopsury] had maintained that the conventions in 
which the negotiations resulted were to be regard- 
ed as no more than conventions of commerce, 
leaving unimpaired and unaffected the right to 
carry our claim of title into the fullest effect, by 
disposal of the soil in absolute property, or pledges 
to make this disposal of it. A treaty of commerce! 
Not only had there been no mention of commerce, 
or regulation on the subject of it, in the negotia- 
tions; bat, in truth, there had been nothing to which 
the name of commerce could be applied. The 
sole business pursued by our people or Englishmen, 
at the time, had been the pursuit and {rapping of 
animals for furs! At the last adoption or renewal 
of the convention, we had very little interest of this 
kind; the prosecution of this business by our 
people having nearly ceased on the western side of 
the Rocky Mountains. There had been no oc- 
casion, therefore, for arrangement on our part to 
regulate this subject; nor a convention at all, unless 
for the preservation of our title, liable.to be put in 
hazard by our non-user, and the overspreading of 
theterritory by English use and occupation. 

Exclusive title to the territory, or any part, had 
not been asserted for England by her negotiators, 
Their object had been only to rebutand repel our 
claim of this character, “They admitted our right 
as largely as their own, and only went into the in- 


vestigation of the grounds of exclusive title, for the 
purpose of showing that their title on these grounds 
was as defensible as ours. They maintained that 
the title of all the world to colonize was equal to 
ours and to theirs. This was all shown by the 
paper delivered by Messrs. Huskisson and Ad- 


-dington to our commissioner in 1827, as the surm- 


mary of the pretensions of their Government. How 
wasit conceivable that, in these circumstances, they 
had consented to a convention, the just.construction of 
which left us at full liberty to pursue our exclusive 
tide, and give the fullest effect to it? 


In the last discussions, in 1827, it ha@ become a 
subject of consideration whether we should consent : 
to any renewal of the convention. Gentlemen 
would see this in the correspondence of Mr, Gal- 
latin, at that day, with the State Department. But 
why niake this a question, if the convention were 
to be no restraint on us—if, afler admitting it, we 
might go on, as before, to execute our claim of 
exclusive title, as we saw occasion? Mr. Gallatin 
gave the answer to this inquiry. The renewal 
was of use to preserve our title, there being no oth- 
er interest at that time to preserve. That was the 
sole interest to be consulted. The sole object was 
to preserve it. Well! if the convention secured 
the preservation of our claim, how could the pro- 
tection of the counter claim be excluded from its 
influence? Was it to be effective for us—null 
for our adversary? Was that the principle of con- 
struction we were to contend for? And where 
was the limit of our right to make grants in full 
property, or engage for them? Why might not 
these come to cover the whole territory? And 
where was the room for the operation of the con- 
vention then?—what the part England was to have 
in it?--the benefit she was to realize or preserve? 


And what were the modes in which the objection, 
that a breach of the compact would be involved in 
the adoption of this clause of the bill, was met? 
First, by the allegation that Great Britain had pre- 
ceded us in this same form of breach of compact. 
That position, however, had been found untenable 
—having encountered refutation from the docu- 
ment furnished under the call of the gentleman 
from eee Moreneap.} What was the 
next ground? That Great Britain had come to 
enjoy almost the entire usufruct and advantages of 
the territory—-nearly as much as she would under an 
exclusivetitle. Butby what means? Not by constraint 
or intimidation exerted on our people—that was 
not pretended; but as the consequence of a dex- 
terous management of the Indians, and the prac- 
tice of overbidding for furs, and underselling- in 
merchandise! Well! superior adroitness in the 
use of a subject of stipulation, no more than the 
same adroitness displayed in obtaining: it, consti- 
tuted an effect of contravention, which set at work 
the rule, thal breach on one side remitted obligation 
on the other! His friend from Kentucky [Mr. 
Morenesp] could hardly, he thought, feel himself 
strong on this ground. There was none left to 
countervail the allegation of breach of compact 
prominent in the clause of the bill assuring the 
grants of title to the emigrants whom it invited to 
the territory. 

Passing by this consideration, however, (which, 
prevailing as it was, has formed his chief in- 
ducement to trespass on the Senate:) suppose we 
could be justified in the conclusion, that the contro- 
verted clause of the bill involved no breach of 
compact,—it was to be remembered that there was 
another party besides ourselves to exercise the of- 
fice of interpretation. The aspect in which that party 
might regard it was not devoid (as the action of 
the advocates of the clause to be intelligible must 
conceive) of interest tous. Suppose the construc- 
tion of the clause by Great Britain, differing from 
ours, should infer a deviation from the compact. 
There were gentlemen in this body, indeed, who 
could not be found to admit that a question had 
more than one side in our controversies with other 
nations. This did not make it less true, in the 
event that there might prove to be two sides. What 
if there did here? Great Britain had commercial 
relations with us far too valuable to be sacrificed 
for any value she could attach to Oregon in a naked, 
simple estimate of values and advantages. That 
she should put the one in the scales with the other, 
in this view, was not conceivable, in her large- 
sighted commercial policy. 

But another consideration there was, which, mix- 
ed with this, no English ministry of any party had 
the power, more than the inclination, todisregard— 
and this was the point of national honor. Rupture 
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for the mere sake of Oregon, he repeated, was 
„hot conceivable. But he would tell gentlemen 
what was entirely conceivable: that England, if she 
considered.the mode of occupation we proposed 
as infringing our arrangement with her, might 
stand on that point, when she would not on the 
value of tbe territory; or would. proceed on our 
own plan, and occupy in the same manner the por- 
~ tion she aspired to possess. - What. he (Mr..A.) 
maintained, was, that either of these procedures on 
her part must have an effect to complicate the 
question of adjustment, augment the chances of a 


less favorable result than might otherwise. be ex- . 


pected, and put us in a position of contest less 
commanding than that which we were entitled to 
occupy. : i 

Both the gentlemen from Missouri, and indeed 
all the friends of the bill, insisted that, situated as 
we were in relation to the territory—our people 
coterminous, and with the irresistible propensity of 
a portion of them to migration—the result was in- 
evitable, that the country would fall into our pos- 
session. ‘This opinion was, to all appearance, well 
founded. Why, then, from impatience to accele- 
rate, adopt a course whieh hadan obvious tendency 
to compromise this resalt? And did we not adopt 
such a course, when, with negotiation long permit- 
ted, Phe depending, recently resumed, we decided 
to disregard it, and to establish the measure of 
adjustment for ourselves? He might safely ap- 
peal to candor to give the answer to this inquiry. 

If we took a step of this character, we must be 
prepared, of course, to. maintain it. Then, pru- 
dence demanded that we should estimate the conse- 

uences. He had no design to hold up the power of 
England in terror. We were well able to maintain 
conflict with her, if just occasion should require it. 
But, in reference to this Territory of Oregon as 
one of the theatres of contest, in the event of war, it 
was worthy of inquiry—on which side lay the bal- 
ance of advantage, in waging this contest? The 
territory was remote from both the contending par- 
ties—-the means of either, for military operations 
there, inconsiderable. But Great Britain had, if 
no: formal military force, a considerable body of 
men connected with the Eludson Bay Company 
disposable for military purposes, as nol engaged in 
agricultural pursuits, and of mililary habits. She 
had established relations of control with the Indians 
contiguous, who must become auxiliaries in the 
contest, She had command of the ports by which 
access to supplies—military or other—was to be 
afforded; superiority on the ocem, over which these 
supplies must be transported. She had dependen- 
cies and relations with the opposite continent of 
Asia, bringing her into comparative neighborhood 
to Oregon. In all these respects we were inferior; 
our setllements being recent, and agricultural 
merely. We were under no disadvantage, indeed, 
as regarded the trausportation of forces by land; but 
neither had we any considerable advantage in that 
respect, as Canada was nearly as convenient as our 
territories to the scene. 

Then, in the event of war, if neither party 
deemed the object worth the additional force its 
maintenance would require, our means of mainte- 
nance already there were inadequate and inferior; 
and we must be exposed to the Joss of the terri- 
tory. Ifthe object should be considered worth the 
transfer of further force, on the other hand, then 
England would enjoy decided advantage over us 
in transporting to the scene the force and supplies 
required for operation; and we should, in this 
event, too, probably incur the loss of this subject 
of contest. If we got it back at the close of the 
conflict, in this result we must pay the price in 
some form of compensation elsewhere. Would it 
be worth any equivalent we might probably have 
to offer? If the war was to end on the ground of 
the status quo-—that is to say, leaving the parties 
as they were at the outset—then we should have our 
own, minus the sacrifices of the contest. Ifit were 
to end onthe ground of the uli possidelis—or of 
each party retaining what it was in possession of at 
the close--then we should lose the subject of con- 
test, without a compensation. In one or other of 
the three modes mentioned, the conflict must have 
its termination. In neither would we be a gainer, 
as respected this particular subject; which we must 
be exposed to lose, or to a cost for preservation; 
or, in the event of recovery after loss, for restora- 
tion, incomparably superior to any value which 
could, in. a-sober estimate, be attached to it at the 
present, or af any early period. He had to say to 
his friend from Missouri, therefore, that he--not 


oe. 


his friend--was the true advocate of our interest 
in this territory; that the plan proposed was the 
course to put the’ territory in jeopardy, and the 
only course; that it was the conviction of this 
truth, mainly, which led to the opposition to this 
course. f 

There was a further, and it ought to be a prevail- 
ing consideration, bearing on this view of the sub- 
ject. The bill extended our jurisdiction over the 
entire contested territory to latitude 34 degrees 40 
minutes, the limit of the Russian possession. But 
in both the negotiations we have had on this ques- 
tion, we had yielded our assent to being restricted 
to the line of the 49th parallel of latitude. Were 
we now to recede from this proposition, proceeding 
from ourselves, and at the instant of consenting to 
the resumption of negotiation? We were author- 
ized to do this in negotiation, propositions not binding 
unless accepted. But how far would it be consist- 
entin itself, or conformable to comity, or prudent, 
to adopt such a course, with a negotiation depend- 
ing, in which this very proposal may have been (as 
it probably has been) renewed, to form the basis of 
discussion? Who ever, indeed, heard before the 
present instance, of authorizing negotiation, and at 
the same moment proceeding to terminate the issue 
by action which was conclusive of it? Was not 
such a mode of proceeding novel in international 
transactions? 


Whatever the course we pursue, this affair must 
be settled by negotiation at last. Nobody supposed 
that Great Britain was going to recede before our 
claim, and yield us the whole subject of con- 
troversy, part of which we had professed our will- 
ingness to surrender, Then! war, orno war, nego- 
tiation must untie the knot, and put the conclusion, 
If-there were war—that must have an end too, and 
by negotiation, Why not let the conclusion in this 
mode be the antecedent to war, not the result of it? 
The truth was, that negotiation would furnish a 
settlement more advantageous for us, than the al- 
lowance of our claim tothe 49th degree of latitude, 
From the character of the country, and the de- 
ficiency of harbors within the limits of the 424 
and 49th degree—the boundaries of our latest de- 
mand—a conventional line could probably, nay 
certainly, be run on the basis of the proposition to 
that effect, (not the exact proposition,) which had 
been made by the British commissioners to Mr. 
Gallatin in 1827; which would be more advantageous 
than the line of 49 degrees FOR BOTH THE PARTIES. 
Why preclude the chance of this mode of adjust- 
ment, by a step which (to say the least of it) might 
tend to the rupture of negotiation? There could 
be no advised policy in such a proceeding. 

THe came now to the views which he partook 
with the gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. 
McDuprrig,}] who hadasked whatthe considerations 
were which called on us for the indulgence of a 
spirit of impatience on this subject of the occupation 
of Oregon? The Senator from Missouri told us, 
indeed, that our people had already gone there, and 
that it ought not to be a question as to our following 
them with adequate protection. He would not now 
discuss the doctrine how far a migratory population 
was allowed to give (not take) the law from the dis- 
cretion of their own Government, as respected the 
progress of the settlement of territory, and to drag 
forward the public authority toany distance, expense, 
or exposure tocollisions with foreign powers, How- 
ever this might be, the proposition could not be con- 
troverted—that regard to the general interests ought 
to weigh for someihing in deciding on the policy to 
be observed; alleast as to the form and measure of 
tbe subsidiary action which was required of the 
Government. If we were bound to follow our 
population to Oregon, we were not bound to adopt 
a plan to fill the territory up with population; for 
that was the scope of the present project—to hold 
out a lure to emigration to it. Now, let us look a 
little at the inducements to this course—the advan- 
tages to be anticipated. 

The country was separated not only from our 
present, but any settlement we could ever have, 
(unless we expelled the Indians from all habita- 
tion within the limits of our claim of territory,) 
by a vast tract of Indian territory—much of it a 
desert. Then came the utterly barren and almost 
impracticable chain of the Rocky Mountains, pene- 
trable at only infrequent passes, remote from 
each other. Then the territory proper, divided in 
its whole length by ledges of mountain ranges, bar- 
ren, little practicable, penetrated by streams un- 
navigable save in detached portions, and not admit- 
ting of being rendered navigable in their fall ex- 


tent. These led to the thirdand last tract of-valley 
on the seaboard of the Pacific, suited foran Asiatic 
(not an American) dependency, if itwere to be re- 
garded of value as a dependency at: all. 

This portion was suitable for agriculture; “but 
the only really valuable part for this: purpose ‘(that 
in which our people were settled} was ‘destitute of 
any tolerable harborage, and could never com- 
mand any byart. The country, taken-in its whole 
extent, could.at no day. certainly have a very large 
production, nor any. considerable trade. -From the 
production and trade it might come to command, 
owing to our position, the share of advantage 
could never be very considerable tous. And this 
was the country of which we were called upon to 
precipitate the settlement, by a forced operation! 
At what cost? Not the mere promise of the land— 
that would be nothing in itself; but, first, of consid- 
erable expensé, then at the hazard of national em- 
broilment. i Brea 


We had passed a bill to reduce the army last 
year. But we had also learned, from a report of 
the War Department, responsive to a call, that the 
prosecution of the proposed plan of the occupation 
of Oregon would demand an addition to our mili- 
tary establishment (not the reduced—the full).of 
sixteen hundred men. The estimate had been giv- 
en in detail; the number of forts, the number of 
men stated. Were we now to retrace our pol- 
icy of retrenchment, as respected our military es- 
tablishment, and make a large advance in the oppo- 
site policy of enlargement? And for what object? 
To gain Oregon prematurely? It was conceded 
that, by waiting the natural, and not slow progress 
of events, it must become ours, Andthe compen- 
sations! The business of collecting furs: being 
confessedly nearly extinct in the region which 
would fall to our’ share, what were they?’ The 
burdens must be considerable; and as the country 
could not pass for a long time from the condition of 
a Territory, (supposing we would ever permit it to 
do so by incorporation in the Union,) in which all 
expenses were borne by this Government, these 
burdens must be continuous for a long, or for all 
time. There would beno revenue, inconsiderable 
trade, a frontier removed, to become a source of ex- 
posure and weakness. But there was a further 
view. We had 700,000,000 of acres of land, or 
some immense amount, on this side of the Rocky 
Mountains, yet undisposed of. A large proportion, 
besides its other advantages, was of a fertility with 
which no country (certainly not oregon) could 
bear comparison. Why tempt our people from 
this region, where they would conduce to our 
strength by their numbers, to oyr revenue by their 
consumption?-—what was more, wherethey would 
become the purchasers of land from us, instead of 
having it given to them togo from us? : 


We heard every day, on the floor of this cham- 
ber, of the deplorable deficiencies in the revenue, 
of the importance of the branch of it derived from 
the public lands, and the necessity of cherishing 
this great resource against over-taxation in the 
other department of the revenue, and all the mis, 
chievous results of it. Yet here was a policy im- 
pairing both sources of revenue—templing away 
the people—who, if they remained, would buy the 
lands, contribute to the imposts which nourished 
the Genera}, and to the taxation which was re- 
quired to uphold the revenues of the State Gov- 
ernments. And this was to be done at a time when 
the revenues of the General Government were in 
the last slage of depression, the State revenues 
sunk under their burdens, and the population of 
the States nearest to Oregon prompted to fly, with- 
out any lure of invitation, from the taxation de- 
manded by these burdens! 

The reverse side of the argument presented no 
relief to the conclusion. No revenue, little trade, 
fixed and continuing expense, exposure to Indian 
and to foreign embroilments;--the theatre of em- 
broilment, remote from access by land, nearly cut 
off from access by forts, andon which the adver- 
sary with whom we must contend had preoccupied 
all the advantages, subjecting us to disproportioned 
efforts to maintain ourselves ‘in conflict, and a 
price of success which bore no relation to the 
value of the object. 3 

Such was the policy we were recommended by 
the bill, in its present form, to adopt! And the 
ground!—the mode of appeal!—the topic of in- 
citement addressed to us !~what were they? Why, 
the penalty of acting, or seeming to act, under 
the fear of war with Great Britain—the intruder 
on all rights——the encroacher in all regions! Well, 


* 


s 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Tr Congs+-3p: Szss. 


hexonfessed it; he-wasafraid of war; and, in particu- 
lar, cavith Great. Britain... War for no° adequate 
canse} War—we giving the provocation, not Great 
Britain? He;did-not:aspiretothe courage which 
took sno. account: of. consequences-~which was 
reckjegs, for: others—for.,the- country. .He feared 
vith: Great::Britain in particular, And 
‘on the season, simply, that this power, 


d-more intimate, and more important rela- 
tions--war with this power must be fraught with 
deeper jnjuty tous, -He must take this considera- 
tion {nte'account, though the gentleman from Mis- 
souri would not. Aggression from: any power was 
to be : repelled; but. not:ageression made, because 
another power had: the habit of aggression. This 
would: bé: tọ take example from what we blamed. 
And. he insisted that Great Britain, in availing 
herself. of a larger and more beneficial use of the- 
territory, under the compact for a common use, 
(all that had been shown against. her,). practised 
no aggression; whilst we asserted, by this bill, an 
authority beyond a common use. Which was the 
party, then, that was to be considered as committing 
pacific relations to hazard? 
Both the gentlemen from Missouri disclaimed, 
indeed, any purpase of.provoking rupture with 
Great Britain; and doubtless they spoke in all sin- 
cerity, But what was the language they had em- 
ployed, and reiterated, in speaking of Great Brit- 
ain? - If no provocation was designed or imputed 
by such language, what was the language they 
would resort to when provocation was: designed? 
* What language would import it? He should be 
glad to hear the distinction stated. Our negotiator 
had'told us that, in his judgment, the tenacity of 
the. British commissioners in the discussions of 
1824 on this subject had been, in a great degree, 
auributable to proceedings here, and language 
held in Congress, by Which-the pride of the Eng- 
lish Government had been wounded. Why should 
we ‘have surprise at such. an effect, at that time or 
this, when our own sensibility had been prompt to 
take exception at a mere suspicion of adroitness 
or success in turning the arrangement between the 
Governments to account? 


Amid other topics of illustration of the encroach- 
ing temper of the English Government, the charac- 
ter.of her policy towards China and Affghanistan 
had been introduced into the debate. Now he (Mr. 
A.) read the character of the latest proceedings in 
those quarters very differently since the present 
wise Administration had succeeded to the manage- 
ment of affairsin England. In the mid career of 
the most triumphant success in China, with no im- 
pediment to an unrestricted progress of her arms, 
what was the spectacle England had exhibited? 
Why, that she preferred the interests of commerce 
to conquest; as she would, the larger interests of 
our commerce to Oregon, ifthe question were com- 
plicated ‘with no provocation to her pride. 

And, then, Affghanistan! What had been her 
recent conduct there? She had decided to retire 
from her establishments in that country, evidently 
from jast perception of the impolicy of extension 
of dominion in that. quarter. The present minis- 
try were manifestly alive to the great truth, that 
commerce was the talisman of English prosperity 
~~not the extension of territory, save for the inter- 
ests of commerce. Before consenting to the aban- 
donment of Affghanistan, however, let it be re- 

“membered that the English arms had returned there, 
after expulsion, to preserve the point of honor, 

Did the history of this proceeding suggest to us 
no instruction? etoo had an Affghanistan and 
a Hindostan. The Oregon Territory was as far 
beyond the region of our present interests of set- 
Uement. and occupation, as Afghanistan was re- 
mote from any real connexion of interest with 
Hindostan. The valley region of the Mississippi, 
if its Ganges had seven mouths of discharge, as one 
time it must, would not. be the empire of Hindos- 
tan, in its capacity of ministering to opulence and 
power, We could not withdraw entirely from 
our Afghanistan; but was it wise to make an ef- 
fect to divert our population and resources from 
this Hindostan’to that Afighanistan? No one 
thought of’ withholding protection from our peo- 
ple who had gone to reson, or might go there, 
The question was not on that point, but on the 
policy of instituting bounty on migration there; 
which the bill, did. me r. A.) made. no objec- 
tion to extending the jurisdiction of Iowa to Oregon, 
to the establishment of Indian agencies there, to an 
appropriajion for exploration as regarded the oe- 
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ore and nearer points of contact with us—. 


casion; and position of forts, and-their future estab- 
lishment if found to be required, (steps which 
England had taken;) he had no objection, in short, to 
any provision which would lead us pari passu 
with the action of the English Government, not 
inconsistent with reciprocal stipulations. Consid- 
ering the clause of the bill so. much discussed, in 
relation to the allodia} grants of land, as presenting 
that inconsistency, he was obliged to wage oppo- 
ition to this provision. He did so, not on this 


ground only; but on the farther ground, that the > 


effect of such provision must be more probably to 
compromise than advance the objects of obtaining 
the territory eventually; and, in doing so, might 
also compromise the harmonious relations with 
the power with which we were litigating on this 
subject, on which great and equal interests of 
both parties were dependent. 


SPEECH OF Mr. BENTON, 
OF MISSOURI. 
In Senate, Thursday, February 2, 1843.—On the 
alteration of the boundary between Lake Supe- 
rior and the Lake of the Woods. 


Mr. BENTON said he had now finished all that 
he meant to say on the immediate subject before 
the Senate; but, in the progress of the debate, 
another question had grown up, springing out of 
the main one, and constituting a episode of some 
length as well asof much interest. The Oregon 
question connects itself with the merits of the late 
British treaty; and the refusal of the British min- 
ister to include this question in that treaty, has 
placed in higher relief the vices of the treaty itself; 
and, among others, the unexpected sacrifice of the 
old line of 1783, between the Lake Superior and 
the Lake of the Woods, and the free admission of 
British fur-traders and their goods to the places 
within our limits, from which they were removed 
under Jay’s treaty, forty years ago. This vice in 
the treaty has been several times brought to the no- 
tice ofthe Senate by me; and, thanks tothe opposi- 
tion of the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
CuoaTe,] willnow be kept before it until the at- 
tention of the Senate and the country is directed to 
it, and the public opinion determined and fixed. 

The Senator from Massachusetts (said Mr, B.) 
is evidently much in earnest in all that he says; 
but he has fallen into two errors, which lead him 
entirely astray—the error of applying his testimony 
to the wrong river;and of confounding the treaty 
line of 1783, with the trading route followed at 
that time. The British letters, in the shape of af- 
fidavits, from which he read some parts as appli- 
cable to the northern branch of the Pigeon river 
route, were holy applicable to the Kamanistiquia 
route, 50 miles further north; and the treaty line 
was the water communication along the northern 


branch of the Pigeon river and its connecting ` 


lakes, and not the trading route which was on the 
portage route ofthe same waters, but south of them. 
All this would be made clear on the maps, and 
would show the Senator the mistakes under which 
he labored, and which led to his erroneous con- 
victions. 

My complaint against the Secretary-negotiator 
is, that he sacrificed the boundary of the United 
States in this part of the northwestern line; gave 
up to the British what had belonged to us for sixty 
years, and which was all that was worth contending 
for in that quarter; and then affected to have made 
a grand acquisition, and to have secured to us four 
millions of acres of fine mineral lands, where he 
had actually made this sacrifice. By settling a dis- 
puted line, as he conceives, he has attained this 
fine result: when, in fact, there was no dispute 
about the line there; (Lord Ashburton refusing to 
second the British fur traders’ demand of the St. 
Louis river;) and all the alteration made wasto our 
prejudice--being the loss of all the territory be- 
tween the two Pigeon river routes; the loss of the 
old trading route which commanded the Indian 
trade; and the loss of the revenue which the Brit- 
ish fur company should have paid us on the goods 
carried through our territories. 

‘The map which I have hung on the Secretary’: 
table will explain what Isay, and wili show that 
from Lake Superior there are three routes (water 
and portage lines) leading from the west part of 
that lake to the Lake of the Woods; and that the 
middle ‘one of these, (called the Lony Lakes, on 
Mitchell’s map used in 1783, and Pigeon river in 
modern maps,) isthe boundary under the treaty; 
has been so held and marked for sixty years; so 
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admitted by the British fur traders in 1802; and so 
declared by Lord Ashburton at the late treaty. 
This route, by Pigeon river, divides, within twenty 
miles after leaving Lake Superior, into two branch- 
es; and, after joining and. separating repeatedly 
and going through a succession of small Jakes an 
rivers, and sometimes diverging to the extent of 
half a degree, finally become united in Rainy Lake, 
at the distance of nearly two hundred miles from 
Lake Superior. The northern of these branches 
is called the water communication, because it ap- 
proaches within six hundred and seventy-nine 
paces of the waters of the Lake of the Woods: the 
other is called the portage route, because it has 
thirty-six portages in it. The water communica- 
tion is the boundary, under the treaty of 1783: the 

ortage route was the trading one practised by the 
French when they occupied Canada, and by the 
British until they gave it up under Mr. Jay’s treaty, 
This is the character of the two routes; though, in 
my speech upon the treaty, the northern branch was 
considered the trading route, which it is not. The 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Cuoate] has set 
me right in that particular; for which I have rea- 
son to thank'him, as he shad} soon see, 

The other two routes are far to the north and to 
the south of this; the northern, fifty miles distant. at 
the Kamanistiquia river, and through Dog Lake; 
the southern, at the St. Louis river, 240 miles 
south, at the western extremity of the Lake Supe- 
rior. The Kamanistiquia route is called by the 
British the new route; being opened by them in 
1802, when they had to give up the old French 
route. The St. Louis river route is called Fond 
du Lac, because at the extremity of the lake; and 
has no political, and but litle commercial import- 
ance, The great points in the case are—1. The old 
British trading-post called the Grand Portage, or 
Fort Charlotte, at the entrance of Pigeon river, and 
a few miles south of its mouth. 2. The new British 
post atthe mouth of the Kamanistiquia, and just 
north of it, called Fort William. 3, Hunters Isl- 
and, where these two routes unite. These three 
points are cardinal in this inquiry; for they are the 
landmarks of the national boundaries, as admitted, 
declared, and acted upon by the British themselves, 
from the time that Jay’s treaty compelled them to 
remove from our limits, The Grand Portage, as 
seen marked upon every map, was evacuated by 
the British in 1802, under the article of Jay’s treaty 
which stipulated for the surrender of the Western 
posts, and was abandoned to us as our property, Fort 
William, as seen upon the same maps fifty miles 
north, was established. by the British at the same 
time, because it was on their territory; and it be- 
came the great depot of their goods and furs. This 
remained the case from Jay’s treaty to Webster’s 
treaty; but now it is the case no longer. What 
Jay’s treaty—bad as it was—secured to us in that 
quarter, Webster’s treaty—good as it is—has taken 
from us! And, more; it has drawn in the line for 
near two hundred miles, {rom the northern branch 
to the southern branch of the Pigeon-river route! 
has given the British all the territory between the 
two branches, including the large island called 
Hunter’s! has given them the old trading-route 
which controls the Indians! and, in addition to all 
this, has exempted them from the payment of the 
duties, which they moved away to avoid at the time 
of Jay’s treaty! 

These are the allegations; and now for the proof. 
And the chief part of this proof shall be drawn 
from the British themselves—from the members of 
their powerful far company, and from Lord Ash- 
burton, who accomplished for them, in the late 
treaty, what they vainly attempted under the Ghent 
commission, and all they have been wishing for 
forty years. 

I begin with the Grand Portage, on the western 
shore of Lake Superior, the former seat of trade 
and empire of |the British Northwest Company;* 


* Lake Superior is the largest and most mag- 
nificent body of fresh water in the world: it isclear 
and pellucid, of great depth, and abounding in a 
great variety of fish, which are the most excellent 
of their kind. + * * The company keep a ves- 
sel of from 50 to 70 tons on this lake, to transport 
the goods coming from Montreal to the GRAND 
Portage, and to return the furs, a * * The 
Grand Portage is situated on a pleasant bay on the 
north side of the lake, in latitude 48, and longitude 
90 west from Greenwich. Atthe entrance of the 
bay is an island, which screens the harbor from 
* The bay 
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inthe fur-trade could be prevailed on to transport 
the goods, furs, &c., by the new route. That, in 
the year 1802, the undersigned, from very good 
authority, received information that the United 
States troops had actually landed at Michilimacki- 
nac, the American garrison, for the purpose of 
proceeding to the depot. of the fur-trade, at the 
Great Carrying place, and there enforcing the duties 
contemplated to be levied on the merchandise, furs, 
&c., of the said Northwest Company, as British sub- 
. jects, had they not learned the said company were then 
beginning to evacuate the said depot, situated at 
the east end of the said Great Carrying-place. 
“Thus, the undersigned. considers the new route 
from Kamanastiquia to be more dangerous, of greater 
length, and requires more labor than the old route 
by the Great Carrying-place, ee.” 


and their. reasons, given. by themselves, for leaving 
_that-great post—their grand quarters—in the year 
1802.. Luse seven affidavits from the partners and 
cletks of that company, used before the commis- 
sioners. under the 7th article of the Ghent treaty, 
near. twenty years ago; and all preserved in our 
public documents of the session of 1837-38, The 
first affidavit (inorder.to give a full view of the | 
whole case) I read in full: from the others, short 
extracts will be read, to sustain the material points: 


The sworn afidavit of William Mackay, partner in 
the British Northwest Company, given at Montreal, 
June 12th, 1827. 

“The undersigned, William Mackay, gentle- 
man, now of the city of Montreal, in the Province 
of. Lower Canada, doth hereby certify: That 
he was a partner of the Northwest Company, 
under ‘the firm of McTavish, McGillivray, and 
. Company, for the fur-trade of Lake Superior, and 
the countries east, north, and west of the said lake. 
That the great depot of the far-trade was at the 
Great Carryug-place, a few miles west of Pigeon 
river, in Lake Superior. That, from a strong be- 
lief, founded on the assertions of the United States 
officers at the garrison of Michilimackinac, to 
himself in person, that the above depot was within 
the limits of the United States, and they would 
levy heavy duties on all merchandise, stores, &c., 
imported thereto, and on all furs, &c., exported 
therefrom, (which, had it taken place, would have 
been ruinous to the said company carrying on the 
fur-traile,) the said company was obliged to ex- 
amine the countries to the northward and eastward 
of the said Great Carrying-place, for another route 
tothe interior countries.” * * * ‘That the 
undersigned, in the year 1801, at the orders of the 
said Northwest Company, undertook, with Mr. 
Jean Baptiste Pomainville,-one of the clerks of 
the said company, eight experienced men, and a 
native, ina canoe, to explore a route from Lac La 

- Pluie to the mouth of the Dog river, in Lake Su- 
perior, called Kamanistiquie; which they performed 
with great difficulty and hard labor. That they 
found the whole country through which they passed 
a perfect wilderness.” * * * ‘That, in the 

ear 1802, the undersigned explored another river 
in the said new route, which, from its continuous 
rapids, was found impracticable for loaded canoes, 
and the present new route was then determined on 
as that by which, in future, they would carry on 
the fur trade, as being a cowntry in which the 

United States had no claim. 

“That, in the year 1802, the said company began 
clearing the,forests at Kamanistiyuia, for the erec- 
tion of buildings, &c.; and that large parties of 
men, for several years, were employed in making 
earrying-places through the forests, some of them 
over deep swamps and morasses, over which cause- 
ways were laid of logs, squared on one side; and 
that on the Portage Savanne the causeway is more 
than two miles in length” * * * ‘That it was 
with difficulty, by making presents to some, and al- 
lowing extra wages to others, that the men engaged 


Extract from the sworn affidavit of John Me Gilli- 
vray, a pariner in the Norhwest Company, given at 
Glengarry, in Upper Canada, June 27, 1827. 


“John McGillivray, of Glengarry, in the said 
district, gentleman, being duly sworn, deposeth and 
saith: That he was a partner of the ci-devant North- 
west Company, furnished with capital and goods 
by the firm of McTavish, Frobisher, & Co., and 
McTavish, McGillivray, & Co., of Montreal, for 
the purpose of carrying on the fur-trade of Lake 
Superior, and the countries east, north, and west of 
the said lake. That the great depot of the associa- 
tion then composing the Northwest Company was 
at the Great Carrying-place, on the border of Lake 
Superior,a few miles west of the mouth ofthe Pigeon 
river. That from a strong belief, founded upon the 
assertions of the United States commanding officer 
then stationed at Mackinac, (and, indeed, others,) 
that the same depot was within the limits of the Uni- 
ted States of America, and that it was the decided in- 
tention of the Government of that country to appoint 
and establish a mililary post there, in order thaifthey 
might levy duties on all merchandise, stores, &c. Gc. 
imported thereinto, and also on the furs exported 
therefrom, consonant with the laws and regulations 
of their own State, after mature and deliberate con- 
sideration it was then unanimously agreed to, by the 
association composing the Northwest Company, that 
the trade could not afford the heavy impost with which 
it most inevitably would have beenburdened, and that 
it would ultimately prove ruinous lo the concern at 
large. 

‘In the year 1802, this new route was again ex- 

amined, and the road marked out then as the one 
by which in future the fur trade was to be carried 
on. That, atavery great expense, the concern had 
to clear away thick woods, to erect many buildings, 
&c., and forseveral years to employ large parties 
of men to open roads through the forests or carry- 
ing-places, to avoid many dangerous rapids and 
falls in the rivers, and to communicate with brooks, 
ponds, lakes, &¢., which had no other communica- 
tion. To all appearances, this route had never 
been practised, except by the natives whose hunt- 
ing-grounds are in the vicinity thereof. It was 
withsome difficulty, and by allowing extra wages, 
thal the servants of the company employed in car- 
rying on the fur-trade could be prevailed upon to 
undertake the transport of the goods, furs, &c., 
&c., by thisnew route. The deponent was several 
rears in the fur-trade, both before and after 
that depot (or headquarters) was transferred from 
the Grand Carrying-place to Kamanistiquia, (or 
Fort William,) and was very well acquainted with 
both routes, The new route is more dangerous, 
is of greater length, and requires an infinite deal 
more labor, especially in years of low water, than 
the old route by the Grand Portage or the Great 
Carrying-place, Pigeon river, &¢., to Lac La 
Croix.” 


forms an'amphitheatre, and is clear and inclosed, 
and on the left corner of it, beneath a hill three or 
four hundred feet in height, and crowned by others 
of still greater altitude, is the fort, (Fort Charlotte,) 
sicketed in with cedar pallisadoes, and inclosing 
aouses built with wood, and covered with shingles. 
© * #* The portage hence to Pigeon river is 
rine miles, * * + This is the GREAT DEPOT of 
he fur-trade, where the north men, coming from 
he interior—from the Assinaboin, the Saskatchi- 
vine, the Atabasea, the Lake Winipec, and other 
ar interior lakes and rivers—and bringing the furs 
of a year’s trade, meet the pork-eaters who bring 
ħe goods from Montreal, and where the two divis- 
tens of men exchange loads. +. + * Twelve 
. cgndred men often meet here. * * > The 
roprietors, in part, reside there. It is the head- 
uarters of the company. The mode of living at 
‘e Grand Portage is as follows: The proprietors, 
verks, guides, and interpreters mess together, to 
“e number, sometimes, of one hundred, at several 
bles, in one large hall; the provision consisting 
“bread, salt pork, beef, hams, fish, venison, but- 
r peas, Indian corn, potatoes, tea, spirits, wine, 
.ad-plenty of milk—for which purpose, several 
‘=fleh ‘cows are constantly kept. The mechanics 
ve Yations of such provisions; but the canoe- 
. 3n; both from the north and from Montreal, {of- 
t 1,200 in number,) have no other allowance, 
re 'or-in the voyage, than Indian corn and melt- 
fata MeKenzie’s History of the Fur-trade, 


Extract from the sworn affidavit of H. Magillis, a 
partner of the Northwest Company, given at 
Glengary in Upper Canada, June 8th, 1827. 
“The undersigned doth hereby certify that he 

was a partner of the Northwest Company, under 

the firm of McTavish, McGillivray, and Com- 
pany, forthe fur-trade of Lake Superior, and the 
countries east, north, and west of the said lake. 

That the great depot of the fur-trade was at the 

Great Carrying-place, a few miles west of the sor- 

tie of the Pigeon river. That from a strong belief, 

founded on the assertion of the United States offi- 
cers and others, that the above depot was within the 
limits of the United States, and that heavy duties 

would be levied on all merchandise, stores, &c., 

imported thereto, and on the furs exported there- 
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from, by the officers of the United: States, Awhich 
would have been ruinous tothe said. firm, they 
were obliged to examine the. countries northward 
and eastward, for another route to the . interior 
countries. EE epee ee 

“That, at a very great expense; they -had to 
clear a thick forest, to erect: buildings, ,&¢.; and.to 
employ, for several years, large parties of ‘men, to 
open roads through the forests, to avoid dangerots 
rapids, falls, &c., in the rivers, as cartying-places 
for their goods, furs, &c., and to communicate with 
brooks, ponds, and lakes, which had no other com- 
munication known; and that much of the ‘roads 
was over deep swamp and morass; and to ‘cross 
these, causeways of logs, squared on the surface, 
ee, in one place of more than two miles in 
length. i 

“Phat jt was with difficulty, and by allowing 
extra wages, that the men employed in the fur-trade 
could be prevailed on to tindertake the transport 
goods, furs, &c., by this new route. “The: under- 
signed was several years in the fur-trade, both’ be- 
tore and after the “depot for the fur-trade : was 
transferred from the Great Carrying-place to 
Kamanistiquia, and was well acquainted with both 
routes, hat the new route is more dangerous, is of 
greater length, and requires more labor, than the 
old route by the Great Carrying-place, Pigeon river, 
Gc, to Lac La Croix, ~ 


Extract from the sworn affidavit of Jean Baptiste 
Pomainville, a clerk in the Northwest Fur Com- 
pany, given at Montreal, June 12, 1827. 


“ That in the year 1801, the undersigned, ‘in his 
capacity as clerk tothe said company, was placed 
under the orders of Colonel William Mackay 
(then one of the partners of the Northwest Com- 
pany) with eight men and oné native, in a canoe, 
to explore a route fromthe Rainy Lake tothe mouth 
of the Dog river in Lake Superior, called Kaman- 
istiquia. ‘That they did explore a route from thence 
to the place called Kamanistiquia; that they found 
the whole country a perfect wilderness, and it-was 
with great difficulty and hard labor that they, 
reached Kamanistiquia. * * ox o% 
That the undersigned was a clerk'in the service of 
the Northwest Company ‘several years. before: and 
afer the depot for the fur-trade: was transferréd 
from the Great Carrying-place, a few miles wést 
of the mouth of Pigeon river, in Lake Superior, to 
Kamanistiquia; and believes the said. transfer: .of 
the depot te have been made on account of daties 
threatened to be levied on the goods imported to, 
and the furs exported from, the said depot. at the 
Great Carrying-place by the officers of the United 
States. * * x * . That the 
undersigned: was well acquainted with both: routes, 
and considers the new route (by the Kamanisti- 
quia) as of greater length, more dangerous, and 
requiring greater labor tham the old route by the 
way of the Great Carrying-place Grand Portage.”) 

Javing read these affidavits, Mr. B. said there 
were others of the same tenor from other gentlemen 
of the late Northwest (now Hudson Bay) Company. 
They all testify to the same points, and so nearly 
in the same words, that it becomes a needless repe- 
tition to recitethem. They establish, beyond con- 
troversy-—-l. That the Northwest’ Company occu- 
pied the Grand Portage, and made it the head-quar- 
ters of the company, and the great depot of their 
Indian trade, up to the year,.1802.' 2: That ‘they 
carried on their trade to the interior; up to that 
time, on the portage route of Pigeon rivet, ‘which 
route commenced inthe Grand Portage. ‘3, That the 
retention of Northwestern posts, in violation -of the 
treaty of 1783, enabled them:to retain possession. of 
the Grand Portage, and the portage route, until after 
the surrender of those posts under Mr. Jay’s treaty. 
4. That they broke.up from the Grand Portage, and 
abandoned the portage route in’the year 1802, and 
opened anew route, and established a new post 
fifty miles further north..5. That they did this for 
the avowed purpose of evacuating a post and re- 
liring from a route which belonged to the United 
States, and to escape from: the custom-house laws 
and the jurisdiction of the United States. 6.: That 
they did this, upon the unanimousdetermination of 
the members. of the company, at great loss and 
expense; and that the new route which they estab- 
lished was longer, more difficult, more costly, and 
worse in every respect than the one which they 
abandones. The bare reading of ‘the affidavits. 
establishes all this: and now the mere reading of 
the treaty of 1783, and that of 1842, will. establish 
the remainder, and show that the boundaries of the 
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nipec, whence the Missinnippi(of the Indians) now 
called Churchill river, flows into Hudson’s Bay. 
These two parallel lines, from their first divergence 
near Lake Superior, to their final conjunction in 
Rainy Lake, a distance of more than 100 miles, 
are known by names as notorious and as distinct as 
any two objects in nature can be. The northern, 
or outer line, is called the Water Communication, 
because it is the most continuous water line; the 
southern, or inner line, is calledthe Portage Route, 
because it has numerous portages, or carrying 
places upon it. The former was the boundary of 
the United States, under the treaty of 1783:-the latter 
was the trading route of the French when they 
owned Canada, and of the British from the time 
they conquered Canada in 1763, until they 
removed to the Kamanistiquia route in the year 
1802, Following this southern, or inner route, 
upon any map on a scale to show smail objects, 
and every landmark called for in. the treaty of 
1842 will be found, and will always be found 
to follow the most southern deflexions of every 
lake and river, so asto cut deepest at every possi- 
ble point into the old and acknowledged territory of 
the United States! Look at those calls, both in the 
treaty and on the map. First, North and South 
Fowl Lakes, many miles south-of Arrow river; 
then Lake Saisaginaga, Cypress Lake, and Bois 
Blane. Lake, which carry you south of Hunter’s 
island; then Lake La Croix, and Vermillion Lake, 
which keep you south of the Namecan river; then 
the Namecan Lake, which takes you into the ex- 
treme southern limb of Rainy Lake. These are the 
new cal]s!—all to the south! every one pursuing each 
lake or river to its extreme southern deflexion! and 


United States have been: altered by Mr. Webster, 
forthe ‘purpose of: restoring the British fur-traders 
tothe post and route which Jay’s treaty compelled 
them:to abandon. -These are the. two treaties: 

The treaty of 1783 says: - 
“Thence through Lake Superior, northward of 

the isles Royaleand Philippeaux, to the Long Lake; 

thence, through the middle of said Long Lake, and 

the water commiunication between - it and. the Lake 

of the Woods,”. : 
: The treaty of 1842 says: - 

“Thence, adopting the line traced on the maps 
by the commissioners, through the river St. Mary 
and Lake Superior, to a point north of Ile Royale 
in said lake, one. hundred yards to the north and 
east of Ile Chapeau, which Jast mentioned island 
lies near the northeastern. point of Ile Royale, 
where the line marked by the commissioners ter- 
minates; and from the last-mentioned point, south- 
westerly, through the middle of the sound between 
He Royale and the northwestern mainland, to the 

. mouth of Pigeon river, and up the said river, to 
and through the north and south Fowl lakes, to the 
lakes of the height of land between Lake Superior 
and the Lake of the Woods; thence, along the water 
communication to Lake Saisaginaga, and through 
that lake; thence, to and through Cypress Lake, Lac 
du Bois Blanc, Lac la Croix, Little Vermillion 
Lake, and Lake Namecan, and through the several 
smaller lakes, straits, or streams, connecting the 
lakes here mentioned, lo that point in Lac la Pluie, 
or Rainy Lake, at the Chaudière falls, from which 
the commissioners traced the line to the most norih- 
western point of the Lake of the Woods; thence 
along the said line, to the said most northwestern 
point, being in latitude 49 degrees 23 minutes 55 
seconds north, and in longitude 95 degrees 14 min- 
utes 38 seconds west from the observatory at 
Greenwich; thence, according to existing treaties, 
due south, to its intersection with the 49th parallel 
of north. Jatitude, and along that parallel to the 
Rocky Mountains. I being understood that at all the 
water communications, and all the usual portages 
along the line:from Lake Superior to the Lake of 
the Woods, and also Grand Portage, from the shore 
of Lake Superior to the Pigeon river, as now ac- 
tually used, shall be free and open to the use of the 
citizens and subjeets of both. countries,” 

‘Such are the words of the two treaties! and the 
bare reading of them, without a recurrence to 
maps, announces a great difference. That differ- 
ence is as great, in fact, as the words would im- 
port.. To, understand this difference, a modern 
map,.orsome large map ofthe United States, should 
beexamined: one that would show, Ist. The two 

arallel (nearly) lines of the Pigeon river route; 

d. The Kamanistiquia route; 3d. The junction of 
these on the north side of Hunter’s island. These 

‘three points being seen on a map, the explanation 
‘of the whole becomes intelligible, and the differ- 
ence between the lines of 1783 and 1842 apparent 
to-every eye. 

The-terms of these two treaties announce a great 
diflerence in the boundaries established by each of 
them. The treaty of 1783 follows the water com- 
munication between, the Lake Superior and the 
Lake ofthe Woods: the treaty of 1842 designates 
a line of lakes, rivers, and portages; and concludes 
with making all the portages, and especially the 
Grand Portage on Lake Superior, free and open. to 
the use of both parties. The treaty of 1783 con- 
tains nothing of this kind. 

Admitting that the Pigeon river called for in the 
treaty of 1842 is the Long Lake called for in the 
treaty of 1783, and thus that the new line leaves Lake 
Superior at the right place:—admitting this, I pro- 
ceed to point out the fact, that, within twenty miles of 
the lake, the Pigeon river divides into two branches 
--the. southern bearing down through North and 
South Fowl Lakes; the other bearing almost due 
west, and taking the name of Arrow river. These 
two branches approach and diverge, passing through 
numerous small lakes, and forming many islands, 
until. they reach the Height of Land, 40 miles from 
Lake Superior, and where the waters of that lake 
and those of the Lake of the Woods rise within 679 
paces of each other, Passing the Height of Land, 
which is the dividing ridge which separates the 
waters of the St. Lawrence from those of Hudson 
Bay, the parallel routes again diverge, forming 
the large island called Hunter’s, and many smaller 
islands, until they finally come together in Rainy 
Lake, whence they issue by a river as large as the 
Hudson, which flows into the Lake of the Woods, 
whence another large river flows into Lake Win- 


age itself, into the bargain. This is the new line; 
and it will be shown in the proper place, that this 
precise Jine was begged by the Northwest Com- 
pany, in 1827, and refused by General Porter, (the 
Ghent commissioner under the 7th article,) because 
it would alter the boundaries of the United Slates. 
What he refused, Mr. Webster granted. 

This establishes the fact of the alteration of this 
boundary. The further fact, that it was wrongfully 
altered, and to the benefit of the British, and the 


lished; and to the proof of that Inow proceed, 


First, I point to the map now on the Secretary’s 
table, and which shows the boundary of the United 
States marked up to thenorthern line of the Pigeon 
river routes, and going north of the large island 
called Hunter’s, This is a late map. Forty others, 
of different dates, might be produced; and any per- 
son, in any part of the United States, who has a 
large map of the Union in his possession, may see 
the boundary asthere traced. 


Next, I point to the British route opened in 1802, 
afier the removal of the fur company from the 
Grand Portage, which, passing up the Kamanis- 
liquia, and through Dog Lake, and the Thousand 
Lakes, arrives at the boundary of the United States 
on the north side of Hunter’s Island, opposite its 
middle, and follows the Maligne river, the ac- 
kaowledged boundary of the United States, to 
Lac La Croix. ‘This conjunction of the new Brit- 
ish route with the United States boundary north of 
Hunter’s Island, is proof, from the British them- 
selves, that the boundary was on the north of that 
island, where the maps place it--and which decides 
the whole question; for that island is the great Jand- 
mark between the two routes, which are there sep- 
arated to their widest degree of divergence. The 
Webster line is on the south of this island; and 
will so be marked in every map made after this 
time. 

Next, I refer to the eight affidavits of the gen- 
tlemen of the Northwest Fur Company, dated: in 
1826, all affirming that, in 1802, the company, by 
a unanimous decision of its managers, removed 
from the Grand Portage, on the south side of the 
estuary of Pigeon river, to Fort William, on the 
north side of the Kamanistiquia, for the purpose of 
gelling out of the limits of the United States! and 
that this new route brought them into the Maligne 
river, (north side of Hunter’s Island,) which river 
they followed west to Lac La Croix. Thus the 
British came into the northern branch of the Pi- 
geon-river routes, and followed it west through 
the wicked Maligne river, because they had nu 
right to go tothe southern branch. 

Next, T refer to the eight treaties which guaran- 
ty the northern of these routes. as the boundary of 
the United States, and the sixty years’ possession 
which we have had of that boundary. The treae 


then throwing in all the portages, and Grand Port-. 


injury of the United States, remains to be estab- 
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ties referred to, are—1, that of the preliminaries 
of peace, signed in 1782; 2, that of the peace it- 
self, signed in 1783; 3, Jay’s treaty of 1794; 4, Mr. 
King’s, of 1803; (rejected. by the Senate;) 5, Mr. 
Monroe’s, of 1807, (rejected by Mr. Jefferson;) 6, 
the Ghent treaty of 1814; 7, the convention of 1818, 
by Messrs. Rush and Gallatin; 8, the renewal of 
that convention in 1828, AN these treaties—some 
positively, others tacitly--confirmed the line from 
Lake Superior to the Lake of the Woods. . Wher- 
ever the question was made, the attempt to alter 
these boundaries was instantly repulsed. The ef- 
fort, especially of the British traders, to get back to 
the portage route, and to have the free and common 
use of our portages, and to be exempt from duties 
on our territory, was repulsed in every instance, 
except one, (Jay’s treaty;) and even thén, so re- 
stricted as not to be used by the British. That 
these eight treaties al] maintained our rights west 
of Lake Superior, and ‘that they have all been 
set at naught by the Webster treaty, is apparent 
from their terms and their history; and I now pro- 
ceed to quote those terms, and to show that his- 
tory, so far as it shall be necessary to establish my 
position. i 

1. The provisional treaty of peace, signed at 
Paris, November 30, 1782: Messrs: John Adams, 
Benjamin Franklin, John Jay, and Henry Laurens, 
the commissioners on the part of the United States. 
This preliminary treaty thus defines the boundary 
from Lake Superior to the Lake of the Woods: 


“Thence through Lake Superior, northward of 
the isles Royale and Philippeaux, to the Long Lake; 
thence through the middle of said Long Lake, and 
the water communication between it and the Lake of 
the Woods, to the Lake of the Woods.” 


These are the words of the preliminary articles 
of peace; and these words have remained unaltered 
from the year 1782 to the year 1842, when they were 
changed by the Webster treaty. 

2. The definitive treaty of peace of September 3, 
1783, This treaty was signed by Adams, Franklin, 
and Jay; and in all that related to the boundary, be- 
tween Lake Superior and the Lake of the Woods, 
was a transcript, word for word, of the boundary 
described in the preliminaries of 1782. 

3, Jay’s treaty of 1794. The object of this treaty, 
as we all know, was to settle some difficulties which 
had grown up in the construction, or in the execu- 
tion, of the treaty of 1783. . Two of these difficul- 
ties related to the Northwest: 1. The retention 
of the northwestern posts by Great Britain: 2. The 
impracticability of the boundary calls between the 
Lake of the Woods and the Mississippi, The Eng- 
lish retained the northwestern posis in defiance of 
the treaty; and the call from the Lake of the Woods 
to the Mississippi, being for a line due west, was 
impracticable, because the source of the Mississippi 
was south (nearly) from that lake. ‘Phe posts were 
retained for the sake of the fur-traders, and to keep 
up a control over the Indians: the call for the Mis- 
sissippi (regardless of the course) was adhered to 
by the British, for the purpose of founding upon it 
a claim to the navigation of that river. Mr. Jay 
went to London to adjust (among others) these two 
difficulties; and the adjustment of these questions 
brought out all the pretensions, in relation to bound- 
aries and Indian trade, which the British then set 
up in that quarter. We will see what these pre- 
tensions were, and how they were met by Mr. Jay. 
Happily, there were protocols in those days; and, at 
the distance of half a century, we can trace the 
origin and progress of every proposition, rejected 
or not, which then engaged the attention of our 
hegotiator. A point with the British negotiator 
(Lord Grenville) was, to obtain the admission of 
goods, duty free, from Canada, through the territo- 
ries of the United States--a point which was in- 
stantly and decisively rejected by Mr. Jay. Under 
date of October 29, 1794, from London, he thus 
States the proposal, and his rejection of it: 

“It was proposed that goods for the Indian trade 

should pass from Canada to the Indians within the 
United States, duty free: to this I could not con- 
sent. 
Instead of acceding to this proposition, a restricts 
ed agreement for transportation of goods over the 
portages (where they were on the boundary) was 
Inserted in the treaty, so Nttle agreeable or avail- 
able to the Northwest Company, that they had to 
abandon the portage route wesi of ‘Lake Superior 
as soon as the treaty took effect. It was article 3 
of the treaty, and in these words: 

“And no duties shall be payable on any goods 
Whichshall merely be carried over any of the porte 
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ages or carrying-places on either side, for the pur- 
pose of being immediately reimbarked and carried 
tosome other place or places, But.as, by this stip- 
ulation, it is only meant to secure to each party a 
free passage across the portages on each side, it is 
agreed that this exemption from. duty shall extend 
only to such goods.as are carried in the usual. and 
direct road across the portage, and are not attempt- 
edto bein any manner sold or exchanged during 
their passage ‘across the same; and proper regula- 
tions may be established to prevent the possibility 
of any frauds in this respect.” i 


Thiswas the extent of Mr. Jay’s ċoncession—too 
restricted to be acceptable; and inapplicable, be- 
sides, to tbe portage toute west of Lake Superior, 
because that route was not a boundary! The article 
was.only applicable where the portages were on 
the waler communications which were boundaries. 
The Northwest Company had no benefit from it 
on the portage route of Pigeon river; and, there- 
fore, broke up soon after, and removed fifty miles 

- north intothe wilderness route ofthe Kamanistiquia. 
There they have wandered ever since! but the 
Webster treaty, by making the portage route the 
boundary, has put an end to their exile, brought 
them back tothe place from which they removed 
forty years ago, and made the portage privileges 
inestimably valuable tothem. They will return, 
under this treaty! and no higher evidence could be 
given of the change which it has made in the 
boundary. British territory will now be contigu- 
ous. to. our territory; and British stores, maga- 
zines, and warehouses skirt the line from which 
they have so long been removed. 


No application was made to Mr. Jay to alter 
the boundary from the outer to the inner line of 
the Pigeon-river routes: the only thing which 
could be done for the traders, was to prolong the 
time for the surrender of the posts. This was ex- 
tended two years; and the correspondence shows 
that the object of the extension was to enable the 
British fur-traders to collect their debts, and pre- 
pare for removal. The time for the surrender of 
the posts expired in 1796; the company, unwilling 
toquit the Grand Portage till almost driven away, 
awaited the threatened approach of troops from 
eg nem and only evacuated their position in 

4. Mr. Rufus King’s treaty of 1803. -This was 
a treaty (though rejected by the Senate) of the 
highest importance, as testimony, in the case. 
The setulement of the boundary in the Northwest, 
from the Lake of the Woods to the Mississippi, 
was one of the objects of Mr, King’s negotiation. 
He was consequently employed on a boundary 
question, and a boundary west of Lake Superior; 
and that, at the identical moment thatthe Northwest 
‘Company were breaking up from the fine position 
of the Grand Portage, abandoning the- portage 
route, and going 50 miles north to explore, in the 
wilderness, a new route incomparably worse. That 
was the time to complain, ifever! That was the 
time to claim the portage route as the true one; 
or to askfor an alteration from the northern to the 
southern route! They did nosuch thing—neither 
theone nor the other. The treaty is silent on the 
whole subject--the correspondence also! 8o that, 
in this critical and opporlune moment, the suffer- 
ing company never even pretend to ulter a com- 
plain! They did not even ask for the use of 
portages and exemption from duties ! 

5. Mr, Monroe’s treaty of 1807. This is almost 
as important as that of Mr. King. Jt was soon 
after the removal of the company, and while the 
injury to them, if any had been done, was still 
fresh andrecent. Tt was still a favorable time for 
them to complain, if wrong had been done them— 
if duties had been illegally threatened, or a right 
boundary unwillingly surrendered. It was still in 
time for them to complain. But no; not a word. 
The treaty and the protocols are wholly silent upon 
thesubject; and this silence is an emphatic declara- 
tion that the Grand Portage, and the whole portage 
route to Rainy Lake,then belonged to the United 
States, and that the British traders were justly ex- 
cluded from them. 

6. The Ghent treaty of 1814. It was at the ne- 
gotiation of this treaty that the British first sug- 

ested a proposal for altering the boundary between 

ake Superior and the Lake of the Woods. The 
American ministers heard the suggestion with in- 
credulity, and supposed it to be a mistake, and that 
it was the boundary between the Lake of the Woods 
and the Mississippi which was intended; but the 
British ministers repeated their suggestion, coupled 
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with the old demand for.the free navigation of the 
Mississippi, and the new one for an alteration of 
the boundary betwéen Quebec and Halifax. All 
these demands the American ministers (Messrs. 
J. Q. Adams, J. A. Bayard, H. Clay, Jonathan 
Russell, and Albert Gallatin) unanimously and 
instantly rejected. The protocols and correspond- 
ence show these proceedings on these points: 
BRITISH PROPOSITIONS, 

“The boundary line west of Lake Superior, and 
thence to the Mississippi, to be revised; and the 
treaty-right of Great Britain to the navigation of 
the Mississippi to be continued. When asked 
whether they did not mean the line from the Lake 
of the Woods to the Mississippi, the British com- 
missioners repeated that they meant the line from 
Lake Superior to that river. f 

“A direct communication from Halifax and the 
province of New Brunswick to Quebec, to be se- 
cured. to Great Britain. In answer to our question, 
In what manner that was to be effected? we were 
told that-it must be done by a cession to Great Brit- 
ain of that portion of the district of Maine, in the 
State of Massachusetts, which intervenes between 
New Brunswick and Quebee, and prevents that di- 
rect communication. 

“There will then remain for discussion the ar- 
rangement of the Northwestern boundary between 
Lake Superior and the Mississippi, the free navi- 
gation of that river, and such a variation of the 
line of frontier as may secure a direct communica- 
tion between Quebec and Halifax. 


AMERICAN ANSWER, 

“The undersigned further perceive that, under 
the alleged purpose of opening a direct communica- 
tion between two of the British provinces in Amer- 
ica, the British Government require a cession of 
territory forming a part of one of the States of the 
American Union; and that they propose, without 
purpose specifically alleged, to draw the boundary 
line westward—not from the Lake of the Woods, as 
it now is, but from Lake Superior, It must be per-, 
fectly immaterial to the United States whether the 
object of the British Government, in demanding 
the dismemberment of the United States, is to acquire 
territory as such, or for purposes less liable, in the 
eyes of the world, to be ascribed to the desire of ag- 
grandizement. Whatever the motive may be, and, 
with whatever consistency views of conquest may 
be disclaimed, while demanding for herself or the 
Indians a cession of territory more extensive than 
the whole island of Great Britain, the duty marked 
out for the undersigned is the same. They have 
no authority to cede any part of the territory of the 
United States; andto no stipulation to that effect will 
they subscribe.” 

These were the British demands, and the Ameri- 
cananswers, at Ghent! and mark them well. The 
British propositions are put forth as matters of fa- 
vor, and not of right; and the gentlest language is 
used to veil their pretensions. A revision of the 
line from Lake Superior—a variation of the line 
between Quebec and Hlalifax—a cession of territo- 
ry for the benefit of Great Britain in the North- 
east, or of her Indian allies in the Northwest. 
This is the form of her request. No error in either 
existing line suggested! No right pretended! Fa- 
vors only requested for herself and her Indians! 
and these favorsinstantly rejected by the unanimons 
voice of the five American commissioners. Who 
would have believed, at that time, that what was 
then asked as favors, should afterwards be demand- 
ed as rights? and what was then rejected by five 
American commissioners, should, forty years af- 
terwards, be granted by one Secretary-negotiator? 
The Ghent commissioners refused either to revise 
the boundary beyond Lake Superior, or to vary the 
line between Quebec and Halifax: and they refused 
both for the same reason—-that they could not dis- 
member the United States, or cede away any part 
of itsterritory! 

The time of these requests deserves to be marked: 
it shows the spirit in which they originated, and 
that both were—what our Secretary-negoltiator prop- 
erly characterized one of them to be—the progeny of 
the late war! The war had shown the value of a 
direct communication through Maine from Halifax 
to Quebec; and, therefore, they asked for a grant of 
that direct communication, to facilitate their opera- 
lions against us in future wars, The same war 
had also shown the power and efficiency of the 
Northwest Company in directing the Indians against 
us; and, therefore, they sought to increase the ad 
vantages of this company in the great seat of theit 
empire west of Lake Superior, in order to make 
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them still more effivient and. stil: more powerful 
against us in future wars. This was the origin of 
the two requests at Ghent: and the five. American 
commissioners then there, having American hearis 
in their bosoms, instantly and utterly rejected both 
propositions, and in the same words, They de- 
clared that they would subscribe to no such propo- 
sitions: and there ended the attempt either to revise 
the Lake Superior line, or to vary the Mainebound- 
ary at Ghent. 

Instead of revision or variation—instead of ces- 
sion or dismemberment—articles were agreed upon. 
for running and marking the true boundary, ac- 
cording to the terms of the treaty of peace of 1783. 
Messrs. Adams, Clay, Bayard, Russell, and Galla~ 
tin, with true American feeling, adhered to the 
sacred-revolutionary boundaries traced by the ven~ 
erable hands of Franklin, John. Adams, and Jay- 
They adhered to these boundaries, and adopted 
measures to ascertain and perpetuate them. Leav~ 
iag out all that relates to Maine, I quote the article 
(the th of the treaty) for the purpose of showing 
what they did in relation to the Lake Superior 
boundary, now the subject of controversy before the 
Senate. It is in these words: 

“Tt is further agreed, that the saidtwo lastmen- 
ioned commissioners, after they shall have ex~ 
ecuted the duties assigned to them in the preceding 
article, shall be, and they are hereby, authorized, 
upon their oaths, impartially to fix and determine, 
according to the true intent of the said treaty of 
peace of 1783, that part of the boundary, between the 
dominions of the two powers, which extends from. 
the water communication betwee Lake Huron and, 
Lake Superior to the most northwestern point of 
the Lake of the Woods, to decide to which of the 
two parties the several islands lying in the lakes, 
water communications, and rivers, forming the 
said boundary, do respectively belong, in conform~ 
ity with the irue intent of the suid treaty of peace 
of 1783; and to cause such parts of the said bound- 
ary as required ittobesurveyedand marked,” (with 
reference to a friendly sovereign in case of differ- 
ence of opinion, as in the case of the Maine bound- 
ary.) 

This was the end of the attempt to revise the 
Lake-Superior boundary at Ghent. ‘The Ameri- 
can commissioners unanimously refused the:-fevis- 
jon; and the British commissioners a reed to an 
article to have the treaty of ’83 carried into effect 
according to its true intent. For this purpose, 
commissioners, under oath, were to examine the lo- 
calities, set apart the islands in the water commu- 
nications to the parties to which they belonged, 
and to mark the boundary where necessary. ‘The 
th article of the treaty contained this agreement, 
and under it, Gen. Porter, onthe part of the United 
States, and Mr. Barclay, on the part of Great Brit- 
ain, were appointed commissioners. They were 
employed on this part of the line, at different pe- 
riods, from the year 1824 to 1827; and now the 
whole secret came out, which had been concealed 
from our commissioners at Ghent. When askin 
for a revision of the Lake-Superior and Lake-of- 
the-Woods boundary, the British commissioners 
kept their fur-traders out of view, and put forward 
the Indians as the people for whose benefit an al- 
teration of the line was wanted. No sooner has 
the board met, under the Ghent treaty, to act.upon 
this part of the line, than the-Indians are dropped! 
—the true parties, and the true object, appear!-— 
and this true party is the Northwest Fur Company; 
and the true object is the return of this company 


from the wilderness of the Kamanistiquia to the 
Grand-Portage route within the United States, 
and to be exempt from duties when so returned! 

It was now that propositions for altering the 
boundary were made by McGillivray, the head 
of the fur traders—now, that he pleaded for the 
southern-portage route—now, that he begged in 
vain for the identical boundary which the Web- 
ster treaty has granted: and it was at that time 
that all the affidavits were taken to show-that the 

ortage route was the old route—that the British 

ad practised it before they went to the Kaman- 
istiquia: and it was now that the absurd preten- 
sion to the St. Louis river asa boundary was 
brought forward, in order to be surrendered as a 
compromise for that southern portage route which 
commanded all their affections. It was at that 
time, in fact, that the attempt was made to sub- 
stitute the old trading route for the water com- 
munication—the very attempt which the Senator 
from Massachusetts (Mr. CroatTé] is now ma- 


king, and for which he is using their affidavits! 
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`- "Phe reports of ‘the commissioners to their respec- 


tive Governments’ prove’ all this, and show that 
“General Portet was as decisive in refusing, as the 
raders were pertinacious in demanding, the altera- 
tion’ of the boundary, and a return of the Fur Com- 
‘pany to the trading-route which they had lost by 
_ the treaty of 1783, enforced by the treaty of Mr. Jay. 
i Document No. 451, of the executive papers of 1837- 
: 38,. proves all this, and shows that the British fur- 
traders were the real party which appeared before 
the “commissioners. under the 7th article of the 
‘Ghent treaty; that to get back to the Grand Port- 
‘age; and to. be exempt from duties, was their open 
- object; and that, to effect this, they used all the ar- 
guments there, which the Senator from Massachu- 
‘setts [Mr. Cuoate] has here repeated; and without 
effect then, whatever influence they may have now. 
Mr. William MeGillivray, the head of the com- 
pany, was the principal organ of these traders; and 
ad candor enough to show, from the beginning, 
that the pretension to the St. Louis river as a bound- 
ary was a Mere manceuvre to get a compromise 
for the portage route, exemption from duties, and the. 
» free. and common use of all our portages. Hear 
him in his letters and affidavits before the Ghent 
commissioners: I quote from his letter of Sept. 4, 
1824, to Mr. Hale, the British agent before the 
Ghent commissioners: : 


“The surveys made of the Lake Superior last summer, and 
“ thé previous examination of its coast by Mr. Thompson and 
others, show sufficiently that no inlet (to deserve the name) is 
to be found onits northern shore. Opposite to the west end of 
isle Royale (or isle Minong, as it is generally called) is a small 
inlet, or bay, into which falls the Riviere aux Tourtres 
[Pigeon, or Dove river,] which is navigable for abọut half a 
mile, when you come to the rapids. About nine or ten miles 
westward of this river is the Grand Portage, a carrying-place 
near three leagues in length; at the north end of which you 
again find the Riviere aux Tourtres; this river, or, rather, a 
chain of portages and rapids, is followed up to its source—per- 
haps in all forty miles—when you come to the height of land 
dividing the waters which fal) into Lake Superior from those 
falling ultimately into Hudson’s Bay, through the Lake of the 
Woods and Lake Winnipec. At first, these waters are so 
trifling and shallow as not to have sufficient depth or width to 
pass a canoe of twenty-five feet with any loading; it, however, 
-aoon increases by the addition of several other small streams, 
and forms, by the time it falls in Lac La Pluie, a river of can. 
siderable magnitude; but the route of the voyageur from the 
height of land is impeded by many carrying-piaces and rapids, 
_ which connect the little lakes into which it frequently widens 
iste course, These lakes are, in succession, (going into the 
interior,) Ist, Sasiganiga; 2d, Lac des Bois Blanc; 3d, 
. aac. Croche; 4th, Lac La Crois; and 6th, Namecan Lake; 
then’ Lae La Pluie. But these lakes are very distant from 
each other, though connected by rapids and carrying places, 
"except the two last mentioned, which are only separated by one 
carrying-place of no great length. How this route between 
Lake Superior and Lac La Pluie could ever be called the 
Long Lake, I cannot conceive; for itis made up of shallow and 
narrow small rivers and rapide without number, and thirty-six 
carrying places, together with the lakes above mentioned, with 
many others not worthy of aname. 


“By this route, and this route only, was the trade to the 
northwest country carried on by the French while in posses- 
sion of Canada, and from the conquest until the year {503 by 
the English traders; when the difficulties and expense attend- 
ing the transportation of goode from Lake Superior, by way of 
the Grand Portage, to Lac La Pluie, hecame so great that the 
Northwest Company removed the general depot to Kamanis- 
liguia, sinee called Fort, William, stationed about fifty miles 
eastward of the Grand Portage, The whole length of the carry- 
ing-places from Lake Superior to Lac La Pluie, by this route, 
Chortage,) is twenty-seven miles; which is less, by five or six, 
than the other, (Kamanistiquia.)” 

> > * 


` > 


“Ifthe route by the river St. Louis, or Fond du Lac, could be 
established as the boundary, it would be aining a great 
extent of country. The distance computed from the Grand 
Portage to Fond du Lac is eighty leagues. Such anarrange- 
ment, however, cannot be hoped for; although it may be stated 
as one of the routes connecting Lake Superior to the Lake of 
the Woods, To thenew route from Fort William they (the 
Americane) have no pretensions whatever, as it was never prac- 
tised by the French, nor by the English traders until 1803; and 
one reason for the Northweat Company’s abandoning the Grand 
Portage at the time, (which was done at a great sacrifice,) was 
a fear thatthe collector of the customs at Michilimackinac 
would send officers to raise duties on our goods. This had been 
tbreatened, and I have no doubt would have been attempted 
had weremained much longer atthe Grand Portage. As to 
whether the Riviere aux Tourtres,* already mentioned, from 
its debouche into the lake, or the road in the Grand Portage 
until it strikes the said river, (which is really the ancient route, 
as the river to this point is altogether impracticable,) is per- 
haps the only question; and the space of country to be gain- 
ed or lost by either party is of little or no consequence, as it 
is a mouniainous, eteriltract; but, by making the river the 
boundary from the lake, there isno means o, getting to the 
north end of the Grand Portage, (the. point of embarcation 

` for canoes;) 22 would, therefore, be excluding British subjects 
from going into the interior by that route; whereas, by ma- 
king il through the. Grand Portage to the same point of 
embareation, it leaves the road open to both partiés. This 
route is new but little practised, as most of the canoes going 
in pass by the Fort William route.” 


Such is the letter of Mr. McGillivray, ‘and it 
covers every point in the case, It presents every 
demand made. of General Porter, and refused by 


"Pigeon river, 
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him, and now ‘granted by the: Webster treaty, and 


defended by the Senator from Massachusetts; and 
it presents every argument in favor. of these de- 
mands which the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Cuoate] now presents to the Senate. 

The British commissioner, Mr. Barclay, became 
the strenuous advocate of the traders; entering with 
zeal. into their scheme-of ‘establishing the old tra- 
ding route on the portage line as the. boundary of 
the United States, for the purpose of getting them 
back tothat route. Followingjthe lead of McGilli- 
vray, he offered his first proposition of compromise 
in these terms. i 

“The British commissioner, on the other hand, offered to 
abandon the river St. Louis, on condition that his colleague 


{General Porter] would agree to accept the Grand Portage 
route, commencing on Lake Superior, about siz mites to the 


southwest of the mouth of the Pigeon river; thence, up that | 


river, and follewiag the portage route, alternately by land 
and water, toLac La Pluie, as described on the journal.” 

General Porter objected tothe portage route, and 
adhered to the water communication of Pigeon 
river in these words: ` 

“The American commissioner proposed to relinquish the 
Kamanistiquia route, provided that his colleague would con- 
sent to run the line from the mouth of the Pigegn river, Riviere 
aux Tourtres, up the middle of that river, ahd thence, through 
the most continuous water communication, to Lac La Pluie, 
as described on the journal. 

Mr. Barclay insisted for the portage route, as the 
Senator from Massachusetts now does; and General 
Porter shows that, in this, he was enforcing the 
pope tuk of Mr. McGillivray. He says of Mr, 

arelay’s proposition: 

“This lust is theroute assumed by Mr. McGillivray; and 
itappears from his letters, that the only question in his mind 
as to the course of the boundary intended by the treaty was, 
whether it should follow this route, or take the water route 
proposed (by way of compromise) by the undersigned, com- 
mencing in and proceeding up Pigeon river, &c.; and that he 
has been induced to adopt the former, on the ground that it 
would accommodate each party with a convenient thorough: 
fare for their tradeto the Northwest.” 

This is General Porter’s remark upon it; and it 
shows that Mr. Barclay’s proposition was Mr. Mc- 
Gillivray’s, and that the question was between the 
WATER COMMUNICATION called for in the treaty of 
°78 and the PORTAGE TRADING ROUTE, practised before 
that treaty, and afterwards until Jay’s treaty, Gen. 
Porter adhered to the WATER COMMUNICATION, as his 
oath and his duty required him to do; and thus ex- 


` presses both his determination and his reason for it 


in his report to his Government. He says: 

“Although the difference between the two commissioners 
was by theabove propositions greatly narrowed, and, indeed, 
rendered of little consequence in point of territorial extent 
and value; yet the undersigned, considering the obligation 
imposed by the treaty to follow a water communication, 
where one could be found, as imperative, did not feel himself 
at liberty to accede to the proposition of his colleague.” 

Such was the answer of General Porter, and 
no stronger or higher evidence could be given of 
the truth of the boundary, as established by the 
treaty of 1783, in the water communication, and 
notin the trading route. He was under oath—on 
the spot~had access to all testimony—~and adhered 
to the water line as the new boundary. Thatline 
had but one interruption; and that at the Height of 
Land, of six hundred and seventy-nine paces, as 
shown by Sir Alexander McKenzie:* the other, 
has thirty-six portages, and twenty-seven miles of 
land carriage, as just shown in the letter of Mr. 
McGillivray. Foiled in this proposition to begin 
the line at the Grand Portage, and go over land to 
the trading route, the British commissioner then 
proposes another—namely, to begin in the mouth of 
Pigeon river, follow it to the separation of the 
streams at Arrow river; then follow the southern 
portage route, and make all the portages free and 
common to the use of both parties. This was his 
last proposition, and is thus stated, and thus re- 
fused by General Porter: 


““Frou hence the course is on the lake of the same name, 
west-southwest three miles to the Height of Land (Hauteur de 
Terre, of the French,) where the waters of Dove or Pigeon 
river (Riviere aux Tourtres, of the French,) terminate, and 
which is one of the sources of the great St. Lawrence in this di- 
rection. Having carried the canoe and lading over it, siz hun- 
dred and seventy-nine paces, they embark on the lake of 
Hauteur de Terre, which isin the shape of a horseshoe. It is 
entered near the curve, andleft at the extremity of the western 
limb, through a very shallow channel where the canoe passes, 
half loaded, for thirty paces, with the current, which Jeada 
through the succeeding lakes and rivers, and disembogues by 
the river Nelson into Hudson’s Bay.” —MeKenzies History of 
the Fur-trade, London quarto of 1801, p. 51. Geographers 
ha¥e done injustice to the works of nature in this quarter, in not 
presenting, as one river, the great stream which rises within 
six hundred and seventy-nine paces of the head of the St. Law- 
rence, and makes its way through many small, and some Jarge 
lakes, into Hudson’s Bay. Even before it reaches the Lake of 
the Woods, this river is as large as the Hudson, with fertile an 
welldimbered banks, - ; 


“To a subsequent modified proposition of the British com- 
missioner, to take a water line commencing in the mouth of 
Pigeon river, and thence proceeding to Rainy Lake, accompa- 
nied by a stipulation that the Grand Portage route should be 
made free and common tothe use of both par ites, he also felt 
t to be his duty to object, on the: ground that such a stipula- 
tion would involve the exercise of powers. not confided to him 
by Ais commission.” 

This is the account given of these propositions 
and of their fate, by General Porter, The British 
commissioner (Mr. Barclay) gives the same ac- 
count in his report to his own Government; with 
the important additional particular, that General 
Porter’s refusals were in conformity tothe advice 
which he had received from his own Government! 
Hear him: 

“ Cand as to the proposition of Mr. Porter, to conduct the line 
from Lake Superior to the mouth of Pigeon river; thence, 
through the middle of said river, proceeding to Lake La Pluie 
by the most direct and continuous water communication, Mr. 
Barclay consented to adopt a route from Lake Superior, by the 
Grand Portage, to Pigeon viver; and thence, by the most easy 
and direct route, to Lac La Pluie, provided the American 
commissioner would consent that the boundary should: be 
conducted from water towater, over land, through the mig- 
dle of the old and accustomed portages, in those places 
where—from falls, rapids, shallows, or any other obstruction — 
the navigation and access into the interior by water are reudered 
impracticable. Such a route, with all the portages, is here de- 
scribed by Mr. Barclay, for greater certainty; the particulars 
of which route will be seen in the section last referred to. 

“The commissioner of the United States having declined ac- 
cepting the modification of his proposal for a compromise, as 
above set forth, the undersigned shortly after made another 
proposition to him, to the following effect: That, for the pur- 
pose. of effecting a compromise—an object so desirable to both 
parties—the undersigned would consent to relinquish the pro- 
posed esiablishmentof the boundary through and over the mid- 
dle of the portages, and to fix it as a water line in the course of 
the water communications described for that purpose by the un- 
deraigned, provided he (the American commissioner) would 
unite in declaring the portages common and free to the law- 
fuluse of both nations; the undersigned always alleging that he 
deemed it a part of the duty of the commissioners to preserve 
the communication open, . 

“This proposition, also, was lately declined by the com- 
missioner of the United Slates, by the advice (as he stated) 
of his Government.” 

Thus the American and the British commissioners 
are accordant. intheir account of this whole affair. 
They show that the British fur-traders were the 
real parties to this question of _boundary—that a 
compromise of this line was their policy--that the 
portage line, and the free and common use of 
the portages, was their object—and that all this was 
declined by General Porter, because contrary to 
the treaty of 1783,and because he was so advised to 
decline it by his own Government, That Govern- 
ment (or rather the administration of it) was then 
in the hands of gentlemen who had acted on this 
subject at the Ghent negotiations. Mr. John Quincy 
Adams was President; Mr. Clay was Secretary of 
State; and their advice to General Porter was in 
exact conformity to their answer to the British 
commissionersatGhent in 1814—namely, a peremp~ 
tory refusal to revise this line for any object whatever! 

And now, is anything further wanting to show 
that this whole question, so tardily got up after the 
late war—this whole question about the boundary 
west of Lake Superior--was a conception of the 
British fur-traders, got up for their own interest, 
and to redeem them from the wilderness of the. 
Kamanistiquia, and to restore them to the Grang 
Portage, and the whoie portage route, from which 
they removed in the year 1802, because that roui 
was.on the territory of the United States?. Is ther 
anything more wanting to prove this? If there b 
here it is! The express declaration of Mr, Ba: 
clay in the concluding paragraphs of his report t 
his Government. In that report he says: 

aCpr"It is afact, familiar to every person who ha 
investigated this point, or who is conversant wit) 
the interests concerned in it, that the traders ar 
extremely desirous of returning from the Kamani 
tiquia routeto the more southern routes; and thatthe 
are resolved to do so, if the boundary be establishe: 
in sucha manner as to authorize them.” i 

This brings me to the end of.the proceeding 
under the Ghent treaty, and to the end of the sixt 
treaty, which consecrated our title to the boundar 
of 1783 between Lake Superior and the Lake c 
the Woods. But two other treaties remain to b 
noticed: and the notice of them shall be brief; fo 
they are silent upon this boundary; and this is 
case in which silence is as expressive as word: 
They are: oe 

7. The convention of 1818, in regard to the bour 
dary from Lake Superior to the Lake of the Wood. 
and for the joint occupation of the Columbia. Thr 
convention is silent on the subject of the boundar 
on this side of the Lake of the Woods; and th’ 
proves that the question was then at rest, - 

8. The continuation of that convention in 182 
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siw which the samessilence is observed, and the same 
Anference is to be drawn. 

Thus, eight treaties, and sixty years’ possession, 
¿consecrated our boundary in this quarter: yet the 
treaty of 1842 disregarded these eight treaties, this 
sixty years’ possession, and the uniform and unani- 
mous voice of all negotiators, and ofall adminis- 
arations; and delivered up this important boundary 
“to the powerful: British fur traders, now more pow- 
erful than ever, whose dominion extends from 
ocean to ocean, and from the lakes to Hudson’s 
Bay !. whose strength is now united under a single 
charter—that-of the Hudson Bay Company; who 
employ many thousand men, contro] innumerable 
Indians, and whose forts, formed into regular 
chains, cover. all the country west and north from 
Lake Superior to the coast of,the Pacific, and to 

_the shores of Hudson’s Bay. The treaty of 1842 
restores these powerful and now united traders to 
their former headquarters—the seat of their an- 
cient empire at the Grand Portage—and to the great 
trading route, which the treaty of 1783 gave to the 
United States. ‘The treaty of 1842 does all this: 
and now some notice of this treaty is to be 
taken; and from this notice it will be seen that our 
Secretary-negotiator, in the Northwest as in the 
Northeast, became the advocate of the British, 
acted as the agent or solicitor of Lord Ashburton, 
in seeking testimony against his own country; and 
depreciated the value of our territory, as well as 
the importance of our boundaries, for the sake of 
having an excuse to give them away! The cor- 
yespondence, meagre as it is, and destitute of pro- 
tocols, still proves this; and to this proof we will 
now have recourse. 

On the 16th day of July, 1842, Lord Ashburton, 
in his letter of that date, in arriving at the boun- 
dary west of Lake Superior, and reciting the dif- 
ferences between the British and American com- 
missioners in relation to that boundary, proceeds 
to say to Mr, Webster: 

“iy considering the second point, it really appears of little 
importance to either party how the line be determined through 
the wild country between Lake Superior and the Lake of the 
Woods, but it is important ikal some line should be fixed 


and known.” 
x, * * * fk * 


“The American commissioner asked for the line from Lake 
Superior up the river Kamanistiquia to the lake called Dog 
Lake, which he supposed to be the same as that called Long 
Lake in the treaties; thence through Sturgeon Lake to the 
Lac la Pluie, to that point where the two lines assumed by the 
commissioners again ineet.”? 

* *® x * a * 


“The British commissioner, on the other hand, contended for 
a line from the southwestern extremity, ata point called Le 
Fond du Lac, to the midio of the mouth of the estuary, or 
lake of St. Louis river; thence up that river, through Vermillion 
river, to Lac la Pluie.” 
* k * k * * 


“Twould propose that the linebe taken from a point about 
six miles south of Pigeon river, where the Grand Portage 
eonunences un the lake, and continued along the line of suid 
portage, allernately by land and water, ta Lacla Pluie; 
the existing route by land und by water remaining com 
mon to both parties.’ < 

To this intimation from Lord Ashburton, that 
‘some line from Lake Superior to the Lake of the 
Woods should be fixed and known, it would have 
been sufficient for Mr. Webster to have answered, 
that such a line was fixedand known!--had been 
for sixty years!—and, for forty years of that time, 
had been conformed to by the British themselves! 
And to his proposition to take the portage route of 
Pigeon river for this boundary, it would have been 
sufficient for him to have answered, that the North- 
west Company retired from that route under Jay’s 
treaty; were still fifty miles beyond it; and that all 
administrations, and particularly Mr, Adams’s in 
1827, had refused to alter the water boundary, and 
permit them to return to the trading route. This 
wouldhave been sufficient, one would think. But not 
so, thought Mr. Webster. The first thing we see of 
him is a correspondence with Messrs. Delafield 
and Ferguson, (one of whom had been the agent, 
and the other the astronomer and surveyor, on the 
part of the United States, under the 7th article of 
the Ghent treaty,) bearing date the 20th and 25th 
days of July; which wastwo days and seven days 
-pefore he answered Lord Ashburton’s letter! 
which answer happens to bear date on the 27th 
day of the same July! 

n this correspondence we find these passages 
in a letter from the Secretary-negotiator to Mr, 
Ferguson: 

“ Whatis the general nature cf the country between the 
mouth of the Pigeon river and the Rainy Lake? Of what forma- 
tion is it, and how is its surface? and will any considerable por- 
tion of its area be fit for cultivation? Are its waters active and 
running streams, as in other parts of the United States; or are 
they dead lakes, swamps, and morasses? Ifthe latter be their 
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general character, at what point, as you proceed westward, do 
the waters receive a more decided character as running 
streams? Se $ vor t 
“There. are said to- be two lines of communication, each 
partly by water and partly by portages, from the neighbor- 
hood of Pigeon river to the Rainy Lake: one by way of Fowl 
Lakes, the Saganaga Lake, and the Cypress Lake; the other 
by way of Arrow river and lake, then by way of Saganaga 
Lake, and through the river Maligne, meeting the other route 
at Lake Jæ Croix, snd through the river Namecan in the 


Rainy Lake. Do youknow any reason for attaching great, 


preference to either of these two lines? Or do you consider it 
of no importance, in any point of view, which mayi be 
agreed to? f 


These are the inquiries; and they are put, as the 


-lawyers say, leadingly—that is to say, they are so 


put asto lead the witnesses’ minds to the answers 
wanted. ‘he desired answers evidently were-- 
first, that the country was worth nothing; secondly, 
that it was immaterial which route was talren for 
the national boundary. The object of getting 
these answers was evidently to have a pretext for 
giving up the territory between the two routes 
to the British, and to give them the choice of the 
routes—as if the British were silly enough to be 
struggling for forty years for sterile land, and an 
immaterial boundary. The gentlemen answer; 
and, in all that relates to the character of the soil, 
are explicit as to its worthlessness: but not So as 
to the two routes. On this point, Mr. Delafield, 
the United States astronomer and surveyor under 
the Ghent commission, answers: 

“There is, nevertheless, much interest felt by the fur-traders 
on this subject of boundary. To them it is-of much import- 
ance, as they conceive; and itis, in fact, of national import- 
ance. Had the British commissioner consented to proceed 
by the Pigeon river, which is the Long Lake of Mitchell's 
map, it is probable there would have been an agreement. There 
were several reasons for his pertinacity, and for this disagree- 
raent—which belong, however, to the private history of the 
commission, and can be stated when required.” 


Here the answer disa pomt the inquiry. Instead 
of following the lead held out by the question, and 
answering “that it was of no importance, in any 
point of view, which route may be agreed to,”—-in- 
stead of this, he answers that it is of much impor- 
tance—of national importance—-and that the fur- 
traders take much interest in it. Thus, the an- 
swer disappoints the question; but to no purpose. 
Our Secretary pays no attention to his own testi- 
mony, when it makes in favor of his own country; 
and readily gives the British all they ask, and re- 
stores them to the route they had to relinquish under 
Jay’s treaty. The testimony proves the importance 
of this boundary; but why resort to testimony? The 
conduct of the British is itself the strongest of all 
testimony, and should supersede the resort to any 
other. Up to the year 1802, they held on to this 
route in defiance of the treaty of 1783; in 1802 they 
removed from it, in consequence of Jay’s treaty, and 
explored the new, dificult, dangerous, costly route 
of the Kamaniistiquia; to get back from which, 
and especially to recover the master post of the 
Grand Portage, had been the object of their labors 
for forty years. The value which they placed 
upon the recovery of the old route, should have 
been sufficient to open the eyes of our Secretary to 
the sacrifice he was making. But, neither this 
conduct, pregnant as it was; nor the testimony of 
Mr. Ferguson, pointed as it was; nor all that pass- 
ed before the Ghent commissioners, could check 
his desire to oblige the British at the expense of his 
own country. He perseveres in his design to grant 
Lord Ashburton all he. demanded; and this he has- 


tens to do, although Mr. Ferguson, the other wit- | 


ness to whom he appeals, gives him pointed testi- 
mony, derived from their own conduct, against the 
fur-traders’ claim, He says: 

“I have no doubt that the bay of the Pigeon river is the Long 
Lake of the treaty of 1783. It is designated by the name on 
Mitchell’s map, which, at that time, was the only map existing 
of these regions; and was proven, by the evidence of Mr. John 
Adams and Mr. John Jay, to have been the only geographical 
description before the negotiators of the first treaty. Though 
evidently defective and erroneous, it is but fair to take it as an 
evidence of the intention. In addition to this evidence of the 
construction of the treaty of 1783, at the time it was concluded, 
we have this fact further-that, immediately after the peace, 
the traders of the Northwest Fur Company destroyed their 
forts and warehouses at the Grand Portage, and* semoved 
themselves to Port William, ten leagues on the other’side of 
the Pigeon river—a course which could only have been adopted 
for the reason that they supposed their previous Jocation would 
now be on foreign territory. In addition, Ihave never heard 
This construction of the treaty of 1763 questioned by any of 


the partners of the British Fur Company whom I have met |) 


in that quarter.” 

Both the gentlemen appealed to, give testimony 
in favor of their own country; but all to no pur- 
pose. One asserts the importance of the boundary 


in a national point of view; the other quotes the | 
conduet of the fur traders against themselves; but. 
no matter-—our Secretary persists in his design to 


treat the choice of boundaries as of no importance, 
and to give the British their.own choice, and to re- 
establish them in their old headquarters. On. the 
27th day of July, in the same letter in which he 
“proposes”? to Lord Ashburton the new Maine bound- 
ary, he also “proposes” to him the new Lake, Supe- 
rior boundary; and does it.in the precise: words 
proposed by Mr. William McGillivray, the chief. of 
the then, Northwest Company, to the board under.the 
Ghent commission in 1824-27. The Pigeon riv- 
er—North and South Fowl Lakes—the Lake. Sasa- 
ginaga~-Cypress Lake--Lac du Bois Blanc——-La¢ Le 
Croix—Little Vermillion. Lake-—-Lake Namecan-— 
are all followed in this letter with minute particu- 
larity and Oriental scrupulosity. And then he adds 
a clause in relation to the portages, which isa copy 
of Lord Ashburton’s demand, as Lord Ashburton’s 
is a copy of Mr. Barclay’s, which is itself a copy 
of Mr. William McGillivray’s. Here is the Web- 
ster proposition for the portages: in this portentous 
letter of July, 1827, consisting of the precise words 
which now constitute a part of the treaty:. . 

“It being understood that all the water communications, asd 
all the usual portages along the line from Lake x uperior to the 
Lake of the Woods, and also Grand Portage, fromthe shore of 
Lake Superior to the Pigeon river, as now actually used, shall 
be free and opento the use of the subjects and citizens of both 
countries.” : 

And this ends the chapter of our wrongs on this 
section of our boundary between Lake Superior 
and the Lake of the Woods. The great united 
Hudson Bay and Northwest Company can now ře- . 
turn as masters to the place from which they retired 
as trespassers forty years ago. After: forty years 
wanderings in the wilderness of the Kamanisti- 
quia, a deliverer anda leader has appeared to lead 
them forth. A new Joshua, in the person of our 
Secretary-negotiator, has come to the rescue; and 
the Grand Portacr and the SOUTHERN roors are 
again to become the seat of TRADE and EMPIRE to a 
SOVEREIGN company, whose control over the Indians 
has cost the United States a myriad of lives, and a 
hundred millions of money. 


It is in vain that the Senator from Massachusetts, 
{Mr. Cuoate,] feeling the overwhelming effect of 
this concession, labors to establish a distinction be- 
tween the possession of the portages and their use. 
It is to no purpose, he alleges, that the late treaty 
has only granted the use of the Grann PORTAGE, 
and the thirty-six other portages, formerly ours; it 
is a ‘distinction without a difference. The new 
treaty alters the boundary; and then makes these- 
portages free and common to each party, And this 
makes the treaty-rights of the British equal to our 
own; while their actual rights will be far superior 
toours. The treaty makes us equal: the power of 
the company will make us unequal! They will 
have the exclusive use and possession on this line, 
as they have, under the same words, on the Colum- 
bia river. Every American who ventures on these 
portages will be shot by British Indians, as a thou- 
sand of them have been shot who have ventured to 
hunt or trade on the Columbia since the convention 
of 1818. ‘It isin vain for the Senator to.say the 
British cannot build and establish posts and: de- 
pots on these portages: I answer, under the treaty 
their rights are equal to ours! that, in fact, they will 
be greater! and that British territory being now 
brought down to contiguity with all these portages, 
they can build and fortify adjoining to them, and 
still be upon their own territory. It is in-vain that 
he relies upon the portage privileges in Mr. Jay’s 
treaty. Those privileges only applied to the. port- 
ages on the existing boundaries under the treaty of 
1783; while the Webster treaty alters that boundary 
to confer these privileges ina new place! in a 
place from which Mr. Jay’s treaty compelled these 
traders to remove in 1802! Itis in vain that he 
pleads the immaterialily of the routes, That plea‘is 
invalidated by the conduct of the British themselves, 
in holding on to the portage route fortwenty years 
after the peace of ’83, and by-forty years’ exertion 
since to get back tojt, Itis invalidated. by the tes- 
timony of Mr. Delafield. Itis invalidated by every - 
British affidavit produced before the Ghent commis- 
sioners, Ít is in vain to prove that the land is poor 
and steril. What do the British want with. our 
poor land? Thatisthe same pleaon which Maine 
was dismembered and mutilated, and our military 
frontiers there given up. If poor land is a plea-for 
the surrender of our territory, the mouth -of the 
Mississippi,jand all the Gulf coast, andmuch more, 
may be surrendered: for it can be proved tobe. unfit 
for cultivation. Mr. Webster can get affidavits 
to that effect, and surrender half the frontiers of 
the Union in his next British treaty, These pleas 
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willnot do.: They will not justify or excuse the 
sacrifice of ancient boundaries, the concession of 
territory, the grant of privileges, and the exemp- 
tion from, duties to a powerful and hostile company, 
‘wielding innumerable Indian tribes against us. 
While making this sacrifice of an ancient and 
valuable boundary in this quarter, and bringing 
- þack the British to the ground from which they re- 
tired So long ago, our Secretary-negotiator has had 
the modesty to affect an acquisition of four millions 
of acres of fine mineral land in the same place; and 
our President has’ been. good-natured enough to in- 


timate “the same thing in his message of August” 


last.: They do hot exactly say so; but they make 
people believe it. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Cuoare] says their words are literally 
true, I say so likewise, but that they excite a be- 
lief entirely untrue. 
treaty, four millions of acres of fine mineral land, 
between Pigeon river and St. Lonis river, north- 
ward of the claim set up by the British (Ghent) 
commissioner, are included Within the United 
States. Very good! . They were never excluded 
fromthe United States! And Lord Ashburton set 
up no pretension to them! He asked for a change 
of boundary to our prejudice, and for our portages, 
and for exemption trom duties; and he got all that 
he asked, with all the territory (including Hunters’ 
Island, a large body of land, and many smaller 
islands) which lies *between the two Pigeon river 
routes in the whole extent of their divergence, 
nearly 200 miles in length, and frequently half a 
degree apart. He got thisterritory, amounting to 
some. hundreds of thousands of acres, in addition 
to all the advantages of the only good trading route, 
and the Grand Portage; and now to be entertained 
with a false belief, created by true words, ofa fine 
mineral acquisition of four millions of acres, is car- 
rying fiction, in a State paper, rather too far. 

The Senator from Massachusetis, who defends 
the Secretary on this occasion, makes it matter of 
objection that [did not mention the portages in my 
speech of Augustlast. True, I did not mention 
them, and for the best of all reasons. I had not 
then-read the stipulation in relation to them. Stuck 
in, as they were, at the end ofa long article about 
boundaries, L read far enough to see what this new 
boundary was, and denounced it as it deserved; but 
the portage clause I did not read until the present 
session, Happily, it isa case in which the statute 
of limitations does not apply! and having now 
made the discovery, the Secretary shall have the 
full benefit of it. Certainly it was not anticipated 
that my speech on the treaty-~forty mortal col- 
umns of the imperial Globe--certainly it was not 
anticipated that there should be a complaint against 
that.speech for defect of accusatory matter. But 
the. complaint is made; and I must justify, 
by bringing up the omitted accusation. I say, 
then, this affair of the porlages—and espe- 
cially of the Grand Portage, and this exemp- 
tion of a powerful. company’s goods from du- 
ties—-constitutes one of the heaviest charges which 
I have found against the treaty. In the first place, 
it seems to militate against thal clause in the Con- 
stitution which requires duties to be uniform 
throughout the United States. Next, il is manifest- 
ly unjust to our fur-traders, (who pay enormous 
duties,) to exempt their foreign competitors from 
the same burden. Then the stipulation itself is a 
cheat. It provides for the joint use of these 
portages, when everybody knows that in this case-— 
the Columbia river has proved it—joint means ex- 
elusive; and that every American trader that dares 
totread the same ground with them will be shot by 
British Indians. No palliation for this fatal con- 
cession can be found in Jay’s treaty. That treaty 
only permitted the use of porlages where these 
portages were on established boundaries; this treaty 
alters a boundary, to get a pretext for favoring the 
British! These traders could carry nothing on 
the portage route under Jay’s treaty, because that 
roule was not a boundary. They will now carry 
what they please upon it-~and all free-—hbecanse 
Webster’s treaty has made ita boundary. He has 
altered the line for this purpose; and the long ex- 
iled Kaministiquia wanderers will come rushing 
back to take possession of their restored haunts. 
And who is itto whom this unconstitutional, un- 
justifiable, injurious, and dangerous advantage is 
given? Is it not that same powerful body of Brit- 
ish traders to whom we are indebted for every In- 
dian war in the Northwest, from the Revolution to 
the present day? to whom we are indebted for 
fourteen. years retention of the Northwestern posts? 
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and to whom we.are now indebted for all the dan- 
gers which environ our settlement of the Oregon? 
Is it not this satne company which has cost us a 
myriad of lives—the babe and its mother, as well 
as the father—and which cost us during the late 
war alone, (to say nothing of other. Indian wars,) 
sixty millions of dollars? The whole cost of the 
late war was one hundred and twenty millions; the 
one-half of which was.sunk in the Northwest,making 
head against the Indians which this company excited 
against us. And who is it that is now rewarding 
this company for past injuries, and rendering them 
more potential for the future? Is it not the same 
gentleman whose voice was on the side of the Brit- 
ish and the Indians, when their feet were on the soil 
of our country, and their knives in the throats of 
our people?—who denied us men, and money, and 
ships, during the late war, and then taunted us with 
our defeats, and sarcastically demanded, after the 
horrid massacre of the river Raisin, if that was the 
entertainment to which we had been invited? Sure- 
ly it is the same man! and his treaties and negotia- 
tions now are in exact accordance with his votes 
and speeches then;—all on the side ot the British, 
and all against his own country. And where did 
he get the power to demolish boundaries, release 
duties, and surrender portages? Where did he get 
the power for these acts? From President Tyler? 
If so, show us the warrant. As Secretary, he is 
nothing but head clerk to the President, and can 
only actby his permission or command. He must 
have the President’s instruction! and if we can be- 
lieve what was said at Boston, that instruction 
was a blank; and the head clérk headed his mas- 
ter! i 
Mr. President, we have fallen upon evil times; 
and great and strange are the calamities of the day. 
Modern Federalism sits at the head of our Govern- 
ment, and its genius is far more deleterious than 
the Federalism of ancient times. The old Feder: 
alists did many evil things; but they had their high 
points, from which they would never descend, 

hey made a national bank, but did not christen it 
an exchequer. They made a bankrupt system, 
but did not systematize the repudiation of debts, 
They levied grievous taxes, but did not exempt 
foreigners from the levy. They invaded the State 
Governments at many points, but still left them 
their poor insolvent laws. They made treaties 
with England, but did not place our frontiers in 
her hands. Above all, they didnot bring the Brit- 
ish traders, red with the blood and loaded with the 
scalps of our citizens, within our borders; but sent 
them out, far away into the hideous wilderness. 
Modern Federalism has done all that ancient Fed- 
eralism would not; and, for one, I infinitely prefer 
the old to the new. Give me John Jay, John 
Adams, and Rufus King—all leading Federalists 
in their day-—-in preference to Daniel Webster, 
Federal leader in this day, and John Tyler, his 
Democratic follower! 


SPEECH OF MR. CALHOUN, 


OF SOUTH CAROLINA. 

In Senate, January 24, 1843--On the Oregon bill. 

Mr. CALHOUN said it ought to be borne in 
mind, in the discussion of this measure, that there 
is a conflict between our claim and that of Great 
Britain to the Oregon Territory; and that it ex- 
tends to the whole territory from the Rocky Moun- 
tains to the Pacific ocean; and from the northern 
limits of Mexico, in latitude 42, to the southern 
limits of the Russian possessions, in latitude 54. 
Nor ought it to be forgotten that the two Govern- 
ments have made frequent attempts to adjust their 
conflicting claims, but, as yet, without success. 
The first of these was made in 1818. It proved 
abortive; but a convention was entered into, which 
provided that the territory should be left free and 
open to our citizens and the subjects of Great 
Britain for ten years; the object of which was to 
prevent collision and preserve peace, till their re- 
spective claims could be adjusted by negotiation. 
The next was made in 1824, when we offered to 
limit our claim to the territory by the 49th degree 
of latitude; which would have lefi to Great Britain 


all north of that latitude to the southern boundary 
¥ of Russia. 


Her negotiator objected, and proposed 
the Columbia river as the boundary between the 
possessions of the two countries, It enters the ocean 
about the 46th degree of latitude. It follows, that 
the portion of the territory really in dispute be- 
tween the two countries is about three degrees of 
latitude~-that is, about one-fourth of the whole. 
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The attempt to adjust boundaries again failed, and 


nothing was effected. Llearn from our negotiator, 
Se distinguished citizen of Pennsylvania, now in 
the city,) that the negotiation was conducted with 
much earnestness, and not a little feeling, on the 
part of the British negotiators. 

In 1827, just before the termination of the ten 
years, another attempt was made at an adjust- 
ment. The negotiation was conducted on our part 
by Mr, Gallatin. The whole subject was discussed 
fully, and with great ability and clearness on both 
sides; but, like the two preceding, failed to adjust 
the conflicting claims. The same offers were made 
respectively bythe parties that were, in 1824, and 
again rejected. All that could be done was to re- 
new the convention of 1818; but with the provision, 
that each party might, at its pleasure, terminate the 
agreement, by giving a year’s notice. The object 
of the renewal was, as in 1818, to preserve peace 
for the time, by preventing either party from as- 
serting its exclusive claim to the territory; and that 
of the insertion of the provision, to give either part 
the right of doing so whenever it might thin 
proper, by giving the stipulated notice. 

Nor ought it to be forgotten, that, during the 
long interval from 1818 to this time, continued 
efforts have been made, in this and the other 
House, to induce Congress to assert, by some act, 
our exclusive right to the territory; and that they 
have all heretofore failed. It now remains to be 
seen whether this bill, which covers the whole 
territory, as well north as south of the 49th, and 
provides for granting land, and commencing system- 
atically the work of colonization and settlement, 
shall share the fate of its predecessors, 

To determine whether it ought or ought not, in- 
volves the decision of two preliminary questions, 
The first is, whether the time has now arrived 
when it would be expedient on our part to attempt 
toassert and maintain our exclusive claim to the 
territory, against the adverse claim of Great Brit- 
ain; and the other, if it has, whether the mode pro- 
posed in this bill is the proper one. 


In discussing them, I do not intend to involve the 
question of our right to the territory, nor its value, 
nor whether Great Britain is actuated by that keen, 
jealous, and hostile spirit towards us, which has 
been attributed to her in this discussion. I shall, 
on the contrary, assume our title to be as valid as 
the warmest advocate of this bill asserts it to be; 
the territory to be, as to soil, climate, production, 
and commercial advantages, all that the ardent 
imagination of the author of the measure paints it 
to be; and Great Britain to be as formidable and 
jealous as she has been represented. I make 
no issue on either of these points. I controvert 
none of them. According to my view of the sub- 
ject, it is not necessary. ` On the contrary, the 
clearer the title, the more valuable the territory; 
and the more powerful and hostile the British Gov- 
ernment, the stronger will be the ground on which 
I rest my opposition to the bill. 

With these preliminary remarks, I repeat the 
question, Has the time arrived, when it would be 
wise and pradent for us to attempt to assert and 
maintain our exclusive right to the territory, 
against the adverse and conflicting claim of Great 
Britain? I answer, No, it has not; and that for the 
decisive reason, because the attempt, if made, must 
prove unsuccessful against the resistance of Great 
Britain. We could neither take nor hold it against 
her; and that, for a rcason not less decisive—that 
she could in a much shorter time, and at far less 
expense, concentrate a far greater force than we 
could in the territory. 

We seem to forget, in the discussion of this sub- 
ject, the great. events which have occurred in the 
eastern portion of Asia, during the last year, and 
which have so greatly extended the power of Great 
Britain in that quarter ofthe globe. She has there, 
in that period, terminated successfully two wars; 
by one of which she has given increased quiet 
and stability to ber possessions in India; and by the 
other, has firmly planted her power on the eastern 
coast of China, where she will undoubtedly keep up, 
at least for a time, a strong military and naval force, 
for the purpose of intimidation and strengthening 
her newly acquired possession, The point she occu- 
pies there on the western shore ofthe Pacific,is almost 
directly opposite to the Oregon Territory, at the dis- 
tance of about five thousand five hundred miles from 
the mouth of Columbia river, with a tranquil ocean 
between, which may be passed over in six weeks. 
In that short time, she might place, at a moderate 
expense; a strong nayal and military force at the 
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mouth of that river, where a formidable body of 
men, as hardy and energetic as any on this conti- 
nent, in the service of the Hudson Bay Company, 
and numerous tribes ‘of Indians under its control, 
could be prepared to sustain and co-operate with it. 
Such is the facility: with which she could concen- 
trate a force there to maintain herclaim to. the ter- 
ritory against ours, should they be brought into 
eollision by this bill. i 

I now turn to examine our means of-concentra- 
tingan opposing force by land and water, should it 
become necessary to maintain our claim. We 
have no military or naval position in the Pacific 
ocean. : Our fleet would have to sail from our own 
shores, and would have to cross the line and double 
Cape Horn in 56 degrees of south latitude; and, 
tarning north, recross the line, and ascend to lat- 
itude 46 north; in order to reach the mouth of Co- 
lumbia. rivera distance from New York (over the 
straightest and shortest line) of more than 13,000 
miles, and which would require a run of more 
than 18,000 of actual sailing on the usual route. 
Instead of six weeks, the voyage would require six 
months. I speak on the authority of one of the 
most experienced officers attached to the Navy De- 
partment. : 

These facts are decisive. We could do nothing 
by water. As far as that elemeht is concerned, we 
could not oppose to her a gun or a soldier in the 
territory. 


But, as gréat as are the impediments by water, 
they are, at present, not much less so by land. If 
‘we assume some central point in the State of Mis- 
souri as the place of rendezvous, from which our 
military force would commence its march for the 
tertitory, the distance to the mouth of the Columbia 
river will be found to be about two thousand miles; 
of which much more than a thousand miles would 


- be'over an unsettled country, consisting of naked 


plains or mountainous regions, without provisions, 
except such game as the rifle might supply. Ona 
greater portion of this long march, the force would 
he liable to be attacked and harassed by numerous 
and warlike tribes of Indians, whose hostilities 
might be readily turned against us by the British 
traders. To march such a distance without oppo- 
sition would take upwards of 120 days, assuming 
the march tobe at the usual rate for military forces. 
Should it be impeded by the hostilities of Indians, 
the time would be greatly prolonged. 


I now ask, How could any considerable force ~ 


sustain itself in so long a march, through a region 
so destitute of supplies? A small detachment might 
live on game; but that resource would be altogether 
inadequate to the support of an army. But admit- 
ting an army could find suficient supplies to sus- 
tain itself on its march to the territory, how could 
it sustain itself in an uncultivated territory, too re- 
mote to draw supplies from our settlements in its 
rear, and with the ocean in front, closed against 
it by a hostile fleet? And how could supplies be 
found to return, if a retreat should become neces- 
sary? In whatever view the subject may be re- 
garded, I hazard nothing in asserting, that such is 
the difficulty at present,on our part, of concentra- 
ting:and: maintaining a force in the territory, that 
a few thousand regulars, advantageously fortified 
on the Columbia river, with a small naval force to 
support them, could, with the aid of the employees 
ofthe Hudson Bay Company, and the co-operation 
of the Indians under its influence, bid defiance to 
any effort we could make to dislodge them. If all 
other difficulties could be surmounted, that of trans- 
porting a sufficient battering train, with all of its 
appurtenances, to so great a distance, and over so 
many obstacles, would be insuperable. 

Having now made good my first position 
that the attempt, at present, to assert and maintain 
our-exclusive claim to the territory, against the ad- 
verse claim of Great Britain, must prove unsuc- 
cessful, if she resisted, iL now remains to inquire 
whether she would resist. And here let me say, 
whatever might be the doubts of others, surely they 
who have, in this discussion, insisted so strongly 
on her power, her jealousy, and her determination 
to hold the territory, cannot doubt that she would 
resist, If, indeed, provoking language can excite 
her to resistance, or if half which has been said of 
her hostile disposition be true,she not only would 
resist, but would gladly seize so favorable an. ocea- 
sion to doso, while we are comparatively so weak, 
and she sosirong in that, quarter. However un- 
favorable the time might be for us, for her it would 
be: the most propitious. Her vast resources and 
military power in the East are liberated, and at her 
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disposal, to-be directed to assert and maintain her 
exclusive. claim to the territory against ours, if 
she should determine to follow our example, in 
case this bill should pass. Even I, who believe that 
the present Ministry is disposed to peace; that the 
recent mission to this country originated inthe 
spirit of peace; and that Sir Robert Peel has exhib- 
ited great wisdom and moderatién--moderation in 
the inidst of splendid success, and therefore more to 
betrusted—-do not doubt she would resist, if we should 
adopt this measure. We must not forget, as clear 
as we believe our title to be, that the right to the 
territory is in dispute between the two countries, 
and that, as certain as we regard our right to-be, she 
regards hers as not less so. It is a case of adverse 
conflicting claims; and we may be assured, if we 
undertake to assert our exclusive right, she will 
oppose us by asserting hers; and if the appeal should 
be to force, to decide between us at present, the-re- 
sult would be inevitable--the territory would be 
lost tous. Indeed, this is so incontestable, that no 
one has ventured to deny it; and there is no hazard 
in asserting that no one will, who understands the 
subject, and does not choose to have the soundness 
of his judgment questioned. 


But it may be asked, What then? Shall we aban- 
don our claim to the territory? I answer, No. I 
am utterly opposed to that; but, as bad as that would 
be, it would not be as much so as to adopt a rash and 
precipitate measure, which, after great sacrifices, 
would finally end in its loss. But Jam opposed to 
both. My object is to preserve, and not to lose, the 
territory. I do not agree with my eloquent and 
able colleague that it is worthless. He has under- 
rated it, both as to soil and climate. It contains a 
vast deal of land, it is true, that is-barren and 
worthless; but nota little that is highly productive. 
To that may be added its commercial advantages, 
which will, in time, prove to be great. We must 
not overlook the important events to which I have 
alluded as having recently occurred in the eastern 
portion of Asia. ` As great as they are, they are but 
the beginning of a series of a similar character, 
which must follow at no distant day. What has 
taken place in China, will, in a few years, be fol- 
lowed in Japan, and all the eastern portions of that 
continent. ‘Their ports, like the Chinese, will be 
opened; and the whole of that large portion of Asia, 
containing nearly half of the population and wealth 
of the globe, will be thrown open to the commerce 
of the world, and be placed within the pales of Eu- 
ropean and American intercourse and civilization, 
A vast market will be created, and a mighty im- 
pulse will be given to commerce. No small portion 
of the share that would fall lo us with this populous 
and industrious portion of the globe, is destined to 
pass through the ports of the Oregon Territory to 
the valley of the Mississippi, instead of taking the 
circuitous and long voyage round Cape Horn; or 
the still longer, round the Cape of Good Hope. It 
is mainly because I place this high estimate on 
its prospective value, that I am so solicitous to pre- 
serve il, and so adverse to this bill, or any other 
precipitate measure which might terminate in its 
loss. If I thought less of its value, or if I regarded 
our title less clear, my opposition would be less de- 
cided. 

Having now, Ltrust, satisfactorily shown, that, 
if we should now attempt to assert and maintain our 
exclusive right to the territory, against the adverse 
claim of Great Britain, she would resist; and that 
if she resisted, our attempt would be unsuccessful, 
and the territory be lost,—the question presents itself, 
How shall we preserve it? 

There is only one means by which it can be; 
but that, fortunately, is the most powerful of all— 
time. Time is acting for us; and, if we shall have 
the wisdom to trust its operation, it will assert 
and maintain our right with resistless force, with- 
out costing a cent of money, ora drop of blood. 
There is often, in the affairs of government, more 
efficiency and wisdom in non-actlion, than in ac- 
tion. All we want to effect our objectin this case, 
is “a wise and masterly inactivity.” Our popula- 
tion is rolling towards the shores of the Pacific, 
with an impetus greater than what we realize. 
It is one of those forward movements which leaves 
anticipation behind. In the period of thirty- 
two years which have elapsed since I took my seat 
in the other House, the Indian frontier has receded 
a thousand milesto the West. At that time, our 
population was much less than half what it is 
now. It was then increasing at the rate of about 
a quarter of a million annaally; it is now not 
Jess than six hundred thousand; and- still in- 
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creasing at the rate of something more’ than 
three per cent. compound annually. . At that rate, 
it will soon reach the yearly.increase ofa million. 
If to this be added, that the region. wést of At- 
kansas and the State of Missouri, and south of the 
Missouri river, is oceupied by half-civilized tribés, 
whv have their lands secured to them by treaty, (and 
which will prevent the spread of population in that 
direction, and that this great and increasing tide 
will be forced to take the comparatively narrow 
channel to the north of that river and south of our 
northern boundary, some conception may be form- 
ed of the strength with which the current will run 
in that direction, and how soon it will reach the 
eastern gorges of the Rocky Mountains. I say some 
conception; for I. feel assured that the reality will 
outrun the anticipation. — In illustration, [ will 
repeat what J stated when I first addressed the Sen- 
ate on this subject. As wise and experienced as 

bad witness- 
ed ofthe growth of our country in his time, so in- 
adequate was his conception of its rapidity, that 
near the close of his Administration, in the year 1824, 
he proposed to colonize the Indians of New York, 
and those north ofthe Ohio river and east of the Mis- 
sissippi, in what is now called the Wisconsin Ter- 
ritory; under the impression that it was a portion 
of our territory so remote, that they would nòt be 
disturbed by our increasing population for a long 
time tocome. It is now but 18 years. since; and 
already, in that short period, itis a great and flour- 
ishing ‘Territory, ready to knock at our door for 
admission as one of the sovereign members of the 
Union. Bat whatis still more striking—~what-is , , 
really wonderful and almost miraculous, is, that 
another territory (Iowa) still further west, (beyond 
the Mississippi,) has sprung up, as if by magic, and 
has already outstripped Wisconsin, and may knock 
for entrance before she is prepared to do Wt? Such 
is the wonderful growth ofa population, which has 
attained the number ours has, and is still yearly 
increasing at the compound rate it is; and such the 
impetus with which it is forcing its way, resistlessly, 
westward. It will soon--far sooner than antici~ 
pated--reach the Rocky Mountains, and be ready 
to pour into the Oregon, Territory, when it will 
come into our possession without. resistance -or 
straggle; or, if there should be resistance, it would 
be teeble and ineffectual. We would then be as 
much stronger there, comparatively, than Great 
Britain, as she is now stronger than we are; and it 
would then be as idle in her to attempt to assert and 
maintain her exclusive claim to the territory 
against us, as it would now be in us to attempt 
it against her. Let us be wise, and abide our time, 
and it will accomplish all that we desire, with far 
more certainty, and with infinitely less sacrifice, 
than we can without it. 


But, ifthe time had already arrived for the snuć- 
cessful assertion of our right against any resistance 
which might be made, it would not, in my opinion, 
be expedient, in the present condition of the Gov- 
ernment. It is weak—hever. more so; weak poli- 
tically, and from the state of the finances. . The 
former was so ably and eloquently described by my 
colleague, that I have nothing to add, but a single 
remark on the extraordinary state of parties at 
present. There are now three partiesin the Union; 
of which one is in possession. of the Executive. de- 
partment, another of the Legislative, and-the other, 
judging by the recent elections, of the country; 
which has so locked and impeded the operations 
of the Government, that it is scarcely able to take 
measures necessary to its preservation. 


In turning from this imbecile political condition 
of the Government, and casting my eyes on the 
state of its finances, I behold nothing but disorder 
and embarrassment; credit prostrated; a new debt 
contracted, already of considerable amount, and 
daily increasing; expenditures exceeding income; 
and the prospect, instead of brightening, growing 
still more gloomy, Already thedebt falls not much 
short of thirty millions of dollars; to which will be 
added, from present appearances, by the end of the 
year, (if the appropriations are not greatly cur- 
tailed, and the revenue improved,) not less, proba~ 
bly, than ten millions, when the interest would be 


_ upwards of two millions of dollars annually-~a sum 


more than equal to the net revenue from the 
public lands. The only remaining revenue is 
derived from the foreign commerce of the country; 
and on that, such heavy duties are imposed, that it 
is sinking under the burden. The imports-of the 
last quarter, it is estimated, will be less than nine 
millions of dollars--a falling off of about two-thirds, 
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compared with.what. it ought to be, according to 


the estimate made at the last session by those who 
imposed the burden. But,.as great as it is, the 
falling: off will, I-understand, be still greater, from 
present indications, during the present quarter; and 
yet, ia the face of all this, we are appropriating 
money as prefusely, and projecting schemes of ex- 
penditures: as. thoughtlessly, as if the treasury were 
fuli to overflowing. . So great is the indifference, 
that even the. prostrated condition of the treasury 
attracts. nò attention. . lt is scarcely mentioned or 
alluded.to. No one seems to care anything about 
it. Not an inguiry is made, how’ the means of 
supplying the acknowledged deficit to meet the cur- 
rent demands on the treasury, or to cover the ex- 
traordinary expenditures. which will be ineurred 
_ by this measure, should it be adopted, is to be 
raised. I would ask its advocates, Do you propose 
to borrow the funds necessary for its execution? 
Our credit is already greatly impaired, and our 
debt rapidly increasing; and are you willing still 
further to impair the one, and add lo the increase 
of the other? Do you propose to raise them by 
increasing the duties? Can you hope to derive 
additional revenue from such increase, when the 
duties are already so high as not only to paralyze 
the commerce, agriculture, and industry of the 
country, but to diminish, to an alarming. extent, 
the revenue from the ivaports? Are you prepared 
to lay a duty on tea and coffee, and other fre’ arti- 
cles? Ifso, speak out, and tell your constituents 
plainly that such is your intention; that money 
must be had; and that no other source of revenue is 
left, which can be relied on, but a tax on them, It 
' must come to. that; and before we incur the ex- 
ense, it is but fair that our constituents should 
now thé consequence. - 


But we are told the expense will be small—not ex- 
ceedingbne or two hundred thousand dollars, Let us 
not be deceived. What this bill appropriates is but 
the entering wedge. Let it pass, and no one can tell 
what it will cost. It will depend on circumstances, 
Under the most favorable, on the supposition that 
there will. be no resistance on the part of Great 
Britain, it would amount to millions; but if she 
should resist, and we should make ita question of 
force, L hazard nothing in saying it would subject 
the country to heavier expenditures, and expose it 
to greater danger, than any measure which has 
ever received the sanction of Congress. 


Many and great are the acts of folly which we 
havecommitted in the management of our finances 
in the Jast fourteen or fileen years.. We doubled 
our revenue when our expenditures were on the 
eve of being reduced one-half by the discharge of 
the public debt. We reversed that act of folly, 
and doubled our expenditures, when the revenue 
was in the course of reduction under the compro- 
mise act, When the joint effects of the operation 
ofthe two had exhausted the treasury, and left the 
Government without adequate means to meet cur- 
rent demands, by an aptitude in folly, unexampled, 
‘we selected that as the fit moment to divest the 
Government of the revenue from the public do- 
main, and to place the entire burden of supporting 
it on the commerce of the country. And then, as 
if to consummate the whole, we passed an act at 
the close of the last session, which bids fair to crip- 
ple effectually this, our only remaining source of 
revenue. And now what are we doing? Profit- 
ing by the disastrous consequences of past mis- 
management? Quite the reverse; committing, if 
possible, greater and more dangerous acts of folly 
than ever. When the Government and the coun- 
try are lying prostrate by this longseries of errors 
and mismanagement; when the public credit is 
deeply impaired; when the people and the States 
are overwhelmed by debt, and need all their re- 
sources to extricate themselves from their embar- 
rassments,—-that is the moment we select to bring 
forward a measure, which, on the most favorable 
supposition, if adopted, cannot fail to subject the 
Government to very heavy expenditures, even 
should events take the most favorable turn; and 
may—no, that is not strong enough—would prob- 
ably subject it to greater than it ever has heretofore 
been.. Where would the Government find re- 
sources to meet them? Not in its credit, for that 
would be extinct. Not in the impost, for that is 
already overburdened. Not in internal taxes; the 
indebted condition of the States forbids that. More 
than half of the States of the Union are in debt; 
many deeply-—and several even beyond their means 
of payment, They require every centof the sur- 


plus means of their citizens, which can be reached 
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by taxes; to meet their own debts. Under such a 
state of things, this Government could not impose 
jntertial taxes.to any-considerable amount, without 


-bankrupting the indebted States, or crushing their 


citizens., What would follow, should the Govern- 
ment be compelled, in consequence of this meas- 
ure, to resort to. such taxes, | shall not undertake to 
trace. Suffice it to say, that all preceding disasters, 
as great as they are, which followed the preceding 
acts of folly, would be as nothing compared to the 
overwhelming calamities which would follow this. 
Our: system might sink under the shock. 

If, Senators, you would hearken to the voice of 
one who has some experience, and no other desire 
but to see the country free and prosperous, I would 
say, Direct your eyes to the finances. There, at 
present, the danger lies. Restore, without delay, 
the equilibrium between revenue and expenditures, 


which has done so much to destroy our credit, and - 


derange the whole fabric ofthe Government. If 
that should not be done, the Government and coun- 
try will be involved, ere long, in overwhelming 
difficulties. Cherish the revenue from the lands 
andthe imports, They are our legitimate sources 
of revenue. When the period arrives—come when 
it may—that this Government will be compelled 
to resort to internal taxes for its support in time of 
peace, it will mark one of the most difficult and 
angerous stages through which it is destined to 
pass. -If it should be a period like the present-- 
when the States are deeply in debt, and need all 
their internal resources to meet their own engage- 
ments-~it may prove fatal; and yet it would seem 
as if systematic efforts are, and have been, ma- 
king for some time, to bring it about at this critical 
and dangerous period. ‘To this, all our financial 
measures tend,—the giving away the public lands; 
the crushing of the customs by high protective, 
and, in many instances, prohibitory duties; the 
adoption of hazardous and expensive measures of 
policy, like the present; and the creation of a. pub- 
lic debt, without an effort to reduce the expendi- 
sures: How it is all to end, time only can dis- 
close. 


But, if our finances were in ever so flourishing a 
state; if the political condition of the country were 
as strong as it could be made by an administration 
standing at the head ofa poyer dominant party; 
and if our population had reached the point where 
we could suceessfully assert and maintain our 
claim against the adverse claim of Great Britain, 
there would still remain a decisive objection tothis 
bill, The mode in which it proposes to do it is in- 
defensible. If we are displeased with the existing 
arrangement, which Jeaves the territory free and 
open to the citizens and subjects of the two coun- 
tries; if we are of the opinion it operates practi- 
cally to our disadvantage, or that the time has ar- 
rived when we ought to assert and carry into effect 
our claim of exclusive sovereignty over the terri- 
tory, the treaty provides expressly fur the case. It 
authorizes either party, by giving a year’s notice, to 
terminate its existence whenever it pleases, and 
without giving reasons. Why has not this bill 
conformed to this express and plain provision? 
Why should it undertake to assert our exclusive 
ownership to the whole territory, in direct violation 
of the treaty? Why should it, with what we all 
believe to be a good title on our part, involve the 
country in a controversy about the violation of the 
treaty, in which a large portion (if not a majority) 
of the body believe that we would be in the wrong, 
when the treaty itself might so easily, and in so 
short a time, be terminated by our own act, and 
the charge of its violation be avoided? Can 
any satisfactory reason be given to these ques- 
tions? I ask the author of the measure, and 
its warm advocates, for an answer. None has 
been given yet; and none, I venture to assert, 
will be attempted. I can imagine but one an- 
swer that can be gsven--that there are those 
who- will vote for the bill, that would not vote 
to give notice, under the delusive hope that we 
may assert our exclusive ownership, and take 
possession, without violating the treaty, or en- 
dangering the peace of the country. Their aim 
is, to have all the benefit of the treaty, with- 
out being subject to its restrictions; an aim in di- 
rect conflict with the only object of the treaty—to 
prevent conflict between ihe two countries, by keep- 
ing the question of ownership or sovereignty in 
abeyance till the question of boundary can be set- 
tled. That such is the object, appears to be admit- 
ted by all, except the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. Woonsury,] whose argument, 1 must say, 
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with all deference for him, was, on that point, very 
unsatisfactory, -The other advocates.of the bill, ac- 
cordingly, admit that a grant of lands to emi- 
grants settling in the territory, to take effect imme- 
diately, would be a violation of the treaty; but con- 
tend that a promise to grant hereafter would not be. 
The distinction is, no doubt, satisfactory to those who 
make it; but how can they rationally expect it will be 
‘satisfactory to the British Government, when so 
large a portion of the Senate believe that there is 
no distinction between. æ grant and a promise to 
grant lands, as itrelates to the treaty, and hold one 
tobe as much a violation of it as the other?’ We 
may be assured that the British Government will 
look to the intention of the bill; and,in doing: so, 
will see that its object is to assert our exclusive’ 
claim of sovereignty over the entire territory against 
their adverse. claim, and will shape their course 
‘accordingly. Our nice distinction between actual 
grants and the promise to grant will not be noticed, 
They will see in it the subversion of the object for 
which the treaty was formed,and take their measures 
to counteract it. The result will be, that, instead of 
gaining the advantage aimed at, we shall not only 
Jose the advantages of the treaty, but be involved in 
the serious charge of having violated its provisions. 

Iam not, however, of opinion that Great Britain 
would declare waf against us. If I mistake not, 
she is under the direction, at this time, of those 
who are too sagacious and prudent to. take that 
course. She would probably consider the treaty 
at an end, and take possession adverse to us, if not 
of the whole territory; at least to the Columbia 
river. + She would, at the same time, take care to 
command that river by a strong fortification, 
manned by a respectable garrison, and leave it 
to us to decide whether we shall acquiesce, or 
negotiate, or attempt to dislodge her. To acquiesce 
under such circumstances, would be a virtual sur- 
render of the territory; to negotiate with adverse 
and forcible possession against us, would be almost 
as hopeless; and to. dislodge her at present, would, 
as hasbeen shown, be impracticable, fea 

Such, in my opinion, would be the probable re- 
sult, should this bill be passed, It would place us, 
in every respect, in a situation far less eligible than 
at present. The occupation of British subjects in 
the territory, as things now stand, is by permission, 
under positive. treaty stipulation, and cannot ripen 
into a title, as it was supposed it would by the Sen- 
ator from Illinois. [Mr. McRoserts.] 

But iftheir occupancy was adverse, (as it would be, 
should this measure be adopted,) and Great Britain 
should resist, then his argument would be sound, and 
have great force. In that case, the necessity of taking 
some decisive step, on our part, to secure our 
rights, would beimperious. Delay would then, in- 
deed, be dangerous. But as it is, no length of 
time can confer a title against us; and it is that, 
considering what advantage Great Britain has 
over us at present, either to take or hold pos- 
session, which ought ‘to give to the treaty great 
value in our estimation. k is a wise maxim to 
let well-enough alone. We can do little at 
present to better our condition. Even the occu- 
pation and improvement by British subjects, against 
which so much has been said, will, in the end, 
if we act wisely, be no disadvantage. Neither can 
give any claim against us when the time comes to 
assert our rights, if we abide faithfully by the treaty, 
They are but preparing the country for our recep- 
tion; and should their improvements and cultiva- 
tion be extended, it would only enablens to take 
possession with more ease if it should ever become 
necessary to assert our claims by force; which Ido 
not think probable, if we shall have the wisdom to 
avoid hasty and precipitate action, and leave the 
question to the certain operation of time. 


In conclusion, I might appeal to the authority of 
the preceding Administrations from 1818 to the 
present lime, in support of the views I have taken. 
On what other supposition can it be explained, 
that the administration of Mr. Monroe should as- 
sent to the treaty of that year, which left the terri- 
tory open and free to the citizens and subjects of 
the two countries for the period of ten years? Or 
that of Mr. Adams should revive it, with the pro- 
vision, that either might terminate it by giving 
one year’s notice? Or, ‘still more emphatically 
how can it be explained, that ‘with this right of 
terminating the treaty, the Administration of Gene- 
ral Jackson, and that of his successor, should, for 
the period of twelve years, acquiesce in it, but on 
the conviction it was the best arrangement which 
could be made, and that any change or movement 
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oi ‘our part would but render our situation worse 
instead òf better; in relation to the territory? It 
carfiot be said that the present is a more favorable 
period to assert our exclusive right, than during 
either of the ‘preceding Administrations. The re- 
vefsé'is the fact. It is, inevery view; far less fa- 
vorable than ¢ither, and especially than that of 
‘General: Jackson, when the treasury was over- 
flowing; and the head of the Administration pos- 
sessed greater influence and power than any other 
Chief Magistrate that ever presided over the 
country. That, if ever, was the time to assert our 
exclusive ownership; particularly as those who are 
so’eatnestly pressing’ it on the Government were 
then in power, and would have been responsible 
for its execution. How is it to be explained, that 
they were then so passive and are now so urgent 
for the passage of this bill? œ% 

Entertaining these views, I hope that the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Arcner] 
will prevail, and- the bill be referred ‘to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. The subject is 
one of great importance and delicacy, and ought 
to be carefully examined by the appropriate organ 
of the body. Should it be referred, I trust the 
-committeé will report amendments to strike out 
all the provisions of the bill which, by any rea- 
sonable interpretation, might be regarded to be in 
conflict with the stipulations of the treaty between 
the two- countries, or which might incur any con- 
siderable expense in the present exhausted con- 
dition of the treasury. ` As at present advised, I 
am not- indisposed to the provision, it properly 
guarded; which proposes to extend our jurisdiction 
over our citizens in the territory. It ought not, 
however, to be carried farther than the provisions 
of. the act of Parliament of 1821. Iam opposed to 
holding out temptation to our citizens to emigrate 
to a region where wè cannot, at present, protect 
them; but if there be any who may choose to emi- 
grate, I would be tar from opposing them; and am 
unwilling that they should lose, by emigration, 

ersonally the benefit of our jurisdiction and 
aws. 

I have now said what I intended in reference to 
this bill; and shall conclude by noticing some re- 
marks which fell from the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Linn] who introduced it, When he 
first addressed the Senate, in reply to my former 
remarks, he spoke a_good deal about opposition 
and injustice to the West, and referred to some of 
the acts of the Government at an early date, which 
he supposed partook of that character. I do not 
suppose that he intended it; but his remarks were 
calculated to make the impression (taken in con- 
nexion with the time and subject) that he regarded 
the opposition to the passage of this bill as ori- 
ginating in unfriendly feelings to the West. But 
if he so regards it, and if he intended to apply his 
remarks to me, I would appeal to my acts to repel 
„the unjust imputation. 

[Here Mr, Linn disclaimed any intention of at- 
tributing to Mr. Canmoun hostile or unkind feel- 
ings to the West.] . 


Mr. Catnoun, I am happy to hear the disclaim- 
er of the Senator. I felt assured he could not have 
intended todo me so much injustice as to attribute 
to me the slightest hostility tothe West. No one 
knows better than he does that my opposition to 
the bill originates in public considerations, free ` 
from all local feelings, and that my general views 
of policy have ever been friendly, and even 
liberal, towards the West; but as there are others 
notso familiar with my course in reference to that 
great and growing section, E deem it proper to 
avail myself of the opportunity briefly to allude to 
it, in order to repel any improper imputation which 
may be attempted to be attributed tome, from any 
quarter, on account of my course on the present 
oceasion. ` 

Igo back to the time when I was at the head of 
the War Department. At that early period I turn- 
ed my attention particularly to the interest of the 
‘West. Isaw that it required increased security to 
its long line of frontier, and greater facility for car- 
tying on intercourse with the Indian tribes in that 
quarter, and to enable it to develop its resources— 
especially that of its fur-trade. To give the 
required security, I ordered a much larger por- 
tion of the army to that frontier; and to af- 
ford facility and protection for carrying on the 
fur-trade, the military posts were moved much 
higher up the Mississippi and Missouri rivers. 
Under the increased security and facility which 
these measures afforded, the fur-trade received a 
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great impulse, It extended across the continent, in - 
a short time, tothe- Pacific, and north and south to 
the British and the Mexican frontiers; yielding in a 
few years, as stated by the Senator from Missouri, 
{[Mr, Liny,] half a million of dollars annually. 
But Istopped not there. Isaw that individual en- 
terprise on our part, however great, could not suc- 
cessfully competé with the powerful incorporated 
Canadian and Hudson Bay Companies, and that 

additional measures were necessary to secure per- 
manently our fur-trade. For that purpose, I pro- 
posed to establish a post still higher up the Mis. 
souri, atthe mouth of the Yellow Stone river, and 
to give such unity and efficiency to our intercourse 
and trade with the Indian tribes between our West- 
ern frontier and the Pacific ocean as would enable 
our citizens engaged in_the fur-trade to compete 
successfully with the British traders, Had the 
measures proposed been adopted, we would not 
now have to listen.to the complaint, so frequently 
uttered in this discussion, of the loss of that trade. 


But that isnot all. I might appeal to a measure 
more recent, and still more strongly illustrative of 
the liberal feelings which have ever influenced me, 
whenever the interest of the West was concerned. 
I refer to the bill relating to the portion of the pub- 
lie domain lying within the new States, which I 
introduced, some time sincè. It is true, indeed, 
that I looked to the interest of the whole Union in 
introducing that measure; but it is not the less so 
that it would, if it should become a law, more es- 
pecially benefit the West. In doing that, I ex- 
posed myself, in my own section, to the imputation 
of seeking the friendship of the West—as I do, 
on this occasion, to that of hostility towards that 

reat and growing section, As the hazard of the 
ormer could not deter me from doing my duty 
then, so that of the latter cannot from doing my 
duty now. The same sense of duty which on that 
occasion impelled me to support a measure in 
which the West was peculiarly interested, at the 
hazard of incurring the displeasure of my own 
section, because I believed it calculated to promote 
the interest of the whole,--impels me on this oc- 
casion to oppose this measure, at the hazard of dis- 
pleasing the West, because I believe, in so doing, 

not only promote the interest of the Union gen- 
erally, but that of the West especially. 


REMARKS OF MR. C. BROWN, 
OF PENNSYLVANIA. 

Inthe House of Representatives, February 3, 1843-- 
On a motion to reduce the pay of the officers of 
the navy, and in reply to the speech of Mr. 
Wnhirr of Indiana, in defence of the Whig 
party. 

Mr. CHARLES BROWN said he had tried re- 
peatedly, for the last two or three days, to get the 
floor, to give his views on the subject of the navy 
generally; but at that late hour, when the hands of 
the clock had nearly reached the point at which all 
debate must cease, under the arbitrary rules of the 
majority, he would leave all he had purposed to say 
to some more convenient season, if any such should 
come, and only refer to that part of the bill which 
particularly interested those he immediately repre- 
sented—the Philadelphia navy yard; and give the 
rest of his time and attention to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Warme] and the Whig party, which 
had been thus thrust upon the Fouse out of season, 
apparently for the sole purpose of talking up the 
sinking—or sunken—fortunes of Whigery. 

The Navy Department had asked for an appro- 
priation of $28,000 to put the Philadelphia navy 
yard in a proper situation; $24,000 of which was to 
extend the wharves into the deep water of the 
river—a work, the department said, of “indispensa- 
ple necessity;” and yet the Committee of Ways and 
Means had stricken out all the latter item, and only 
provided for a few small repairs, to the amount of 
$4,000. While they had thus treated the Philadel- 

hia yard, the committee had appropriated to the 

ortsmouth navy-yard the sum of $40,411— 
all that the department asked; and asked by 
jt not as indispensably necessary, but as the 
sum that could be profitably laid ont în per- 
manent improvements—-not works of indispen- 
sable- necessity. For the Boston navy-yard 
$64,371 had also been appropriated—two-thirds of 
the whole sum asked by the department. And for 
what? Why, “boundary walls” and “additional 
store-houses,” &c., not at all of “indispensable ne- 
cessity,” as‘ was the appropriation asked and re- 


» 


fused to the Philadelphia yard. So with the New 
York yard. The committee had appropriated’ 
$40,500 to this yard, when the department, “in 
its report, states that “the uncertainty: of a: per 
manent location within the waters ‘of: New. York 
had prevented,this point from being settled.” Forty 
thousand dollars to be thrown away, probably?” 
Such manifest ‘partiality and injustice ought ' tobe 
rebuked by the House; and: he hoped that, when 
the proper time came, the House would: ‘insert: in 
the bill the amount shown by the department -to ‘be 
of “indispensable necessity” for the Philadelphia 
navy yard. Such treatment as that yard had -had 


` from ihe Government, was an insult to those among 


whom it was located. 


The gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Waits,] with 
whom he had to deal (said Mr. B.) for the, re~ 
maining time allowed him, took the floor about two 
hours before the time that was fixed by his vote, 
and that of his party, thatall debate ‘upon the ‘bill 
must stop. * He was one of the boasted reformers of 
the House; one of those who claim to have reform- 
ed its manners and habits, by the introduction of 
rules to gag the mouths of its members; and that 
gentleman, (said Mr. B.,) and his votes, and his 
speeches, were fair samples of the Whig party 
and their reforms. He had spoken his bour, or 
neatly so. The subject was an amendment, pro- 


„posed by one of his Whig friends, to retrench the 


expenditure of the Government some hundreds of 
thousands of dollars annually; and how much’, of 
the gentleman’s speech went to show the cana? 
or propriety of that retrenchment? Not one word! 
Hie never alluded to the navy bill—a bill appropria- 
ting nearly ten millions ‘of dollars—nor to, the 
amendment that proposed to lessen that appropria- 
tion some hundreds. of thousands! These subjects 
were either above or beneath his notice. We could 
see nothing but the Whig party—its hopes and its 
fears. His speech was all about president-making, 
And yet he was one of those who had talked, and 
would talk the loudest, about retrenchment and re- 
form—and had boasted, and would boast, how they 
had prevented a waste of the public time and the 
public money in useless debates upon that floor. As 
it had been, and was, with the gentleman from Indi- 
ana, so had it been, and so would it be, with the 
whole Whig party. They were all promise—all 
boast—but no performance. If it werenot for the gag 
rules they had adopted, and the worse than use- 
less waste of words of the Whigs in debate, some 
reform might be made—some retrenchment expect- 
ed. On this very navy bill, if a proper discussion 
could be Qad a large sum would most probably 
be thus “saved. But as it was, the committee 
andthe House would be obliged, from the ‘time 
wasted by the gentleman from Indiana and his 
Whig friends in party slang-whanging, to strike in 
the dark, or vote for it all without knowing where- 
fore or why. And who was toblame for all this? 
The House had a Whig Speaker, and the commit- 
teea Whig chairman, who were responsible, for all 
irrelevant debate. These, and the Whig rules of 
the House, had made it anything but a deliberative 


assemblage of the Representatives of the Ameri- 


can people. There never had been, (Mr. B. said,) 
since the beginning of the Government, a House of 
Representatives so disorderly, or one that had in- 
dulged inso much criminating and recriminating 
debate—and that, too, by -Whigs upon Whigs, 
Day after day had he and the otber Democratie 
members sat in silence and sorrow, listening: to 
one Whig member abusing, ridiculing, and revi- 
ling another; and one after another, by dozens, abu- 
sing, ridiculing, and reviling the President of the 
United States--that President that their votes had 
elected. And that was what they called reform! 


Mr. Kina here rose, and asked leave to explain. 

Mr. Brown. No; the gentleman had said nothing, 
and therefore had nothing to explain; and he would 
notyield the floor at that late hour to any one who 
had voted to stop all explanations on a bill so 
important at so short a time. 

Mr. Kine said he had voted against it. 

Mr. Brown. Had not the gentleman vote for the 
“rule,” by which discussion might be stopped by 
his friends whenever they pleased? [To which, 
Mr. Kine made no reply.} Then, said Mr. Brown, 
the gentleman from Georgia had put a loaded gun 
into the hands of madmen, and he ought nöi to 
complain when he was shot down by its discharge. 

[ Mr. Kine sat down amidst general laughter, and 
cries of good! good!] 

Mr. Brown continued. The gentleman from 
Indiana, and his Whig friends in the House and out 
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-of it; complained: that the President had thwarted 
all-their: plans, and that it was. necessary for the 
‘people to elect another Whig President and Con- 
- gress; before all the great reforms and relief they 
had promised the people in 1840 could be accom- 
plished; and laid down, as the means of their ac- 
complishment, and as the Whig creed, the “distri- 
‘bution “of the proceeds ofthe sales of public lands,” 
a “protective tariff,” anda “national bank.” With- 
out noticing the gentleman’s crude conception. of 
the- principles. of.. the Democratic party, or his 
misrepresentations of some of its prominent men and 
Meastites, he would ask the gentleman with what 
face he [Mr. Warts] could go before his constitu- 
ents,’or the people of the United States, and ask 
them to trust. him and his Whig friends with power 
again, when they had abused, and were abusing 
so shamefully, the trusts already reposed in them. 
He was-willing to give them the benefit of the op- 
position of the President to their bank and distri- 
bution they had proposed; and how would their 
account then stand? Had they not distributed the 
poor pittance of the sales of the proceeds of the 
ublic lands? When the General Government was 
rrowing money to meet and pay their Whig ap- 
propriations, had they not sent the land revenue to 
all the States that would receive it? And yet what 
State had. been benefited by it? Had it increased 


the value of any of theirstocks? or reduced any of 


their taxes? 


Had they not passed a “protectivetariff?’ And 
what good had it done? [Here a member said, in 
an under tone, “And you voted forit.”] Yes, (said 
Mr, B.,) I did vote for it--and as an honest politi- 
cian, too, tdid not approve ofthe bill, nor did I 
believe that it would relieve the oppression under 
which labor and productive capital and industry 
were siering. Though it could do no good, I 
thought it could do little or no harm. In the pres- 
ent state of the country and the world, I did not 
think the importation or exportation could be very 
much diminished or enlarged by a tariff of an 
kind. Butif anything was calculated to diminish 
both, it was just such a tariff as was passed; and it 
certainly had not enlarged the market for American 
produce abroad, or increased its price at home. 


He voted for it on another account. Petitions 
were circulated through a part of his district, and 
manufacturers and politicians had raised the cry 
that all the depression of the limes was owing to a 
reduced tariff; and that if a bigh tariff was laid, 
all would be prosperous again in a single day. And 
yet, what had been the consequence? The tarii was 
no sooner laid, than the wages of many of the ope- 
ratives had been reduced, and many turned out of 
employment altogether. To resist the low wages 
offered by the manufacturers to the operatives, a 
war had been going on in his district, and the ad- 
joining one, ever since the tariff bill had been 
passed, 


He had voted for it on still another account. 
He wished the Whig party to carry out all their 
projects of government that would not entail last- 
ing injury upon the country. Temporary derange- 
ment of the functions of the Government would be 
more than compensated by the experience they 
would bring with them. A year or two of slight 
suffering would be well repaid by the returning 
sober sense and second thought of the American 
people, and the uiter prostration of all Whig 

umbugs for the next twenty years. 

The tariff itself had been the best argument that 
could be offered against its oppressive and pro- 
hibitory features. It had failed to increase the 
revenue, or to promote the prosperity of the peo- 
ple. The actual distribution of the sales of the 
public lands, like the tariff, had demonstrated its 
entire inadequacy to accomplish what its autbors 
led the public mind to anticipate. The bank- 
rupt law had worked so badiy, that its Whig 
makers had already almost unanimously condemned 
it; and such, he hadno doubt, would have been the 
ease with a national bank, if one had been made. 
Tt would most likely have died in its birth. But 
had it gone into operation, it would have failed to 
benefit the country, though it might have accommo- 
dated a few favorites. 

He would ask the gentleman from Indiana what 
it was they expected from a national bank? He 
asked this, asit was the only Whig measure not 
carried into effect by this Congress; and as it was 
now put forth as the leading article of their faith, 
and their last hope in their future contests for pow- 
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er. Was it to loan money to politicians, or politi- 
cal newspaper editors? Or was it to regulate the 
exchanges, and furnisha na ‘ional currency? - These 
last they held out to the .people as the objects to 
be attained by a national bank. ‘ 


For himself, Mr. B. said he did not want any 
other regulation of the exchanges, nor any other 
national currency, from the hands of the Govern- 


| ment, than gold and silvercoin—this was the best, 


and only true regulator of exchanges—the only 
true national currency. But if the Whigs hon- 
estly wanted the exchanges" regulated by the Gene- 
ral Government, had not the President offered 
them full and adequate means in the exchequer? 
Would not that regulate all the exchanges at the 
public expenseand risk? And did not the Presi- 
dent’s exchequer offer to them a sufficiently large 
paper currency also? Three dollars of paper 
for. one of gold and silver! Would not that 
give them paper money enough? He thought the 
exchequer might have satisfied their largest de- 
sires—their most insatiale appetites for paper mon- 
ey. But they rejected it, not because it would 
not regulate the exchanges, or give them a nation- 
al currency; bat because it was not their favorite 
corporation—a bank. Would they tell the people 
that a currency based wpon the revenues, the 
property, the faith of the nation, was not good 
enough--not so good as that issued by a corpora- 
tion? Or would they tell the people that President 
Tyler had defeated all their efforts to give them 
a regulator of exchanges, a maker of currency, 
when they had thus rejected his offered boon? It 
would seem, however, that there was to be no “loop 
to hang a doubt upon” in their future party ar- 
rangements--no Whig skulking in the next pres- 
idential campaign—(if the speech of the gentleman 
from Indiana was to be taken as their rule of ac- 
tion)--no more T'ylerism—no concealments--no 
“generous confidence,” as in 1840; all was to be 
open, defined, and foreordained; he who would be 
a Whig, must be “every inch a Whig,” and shout, 
at the top of his bent, hosannasto abank! Tle must 
be fora bank, and a bank only, as fit to be the treas- 
ury, hold the money, make the currency, and, in fact, 
govern these United States. The only cry that was 
to be allowed or heard throughout the Whig camp, 
was to be bank! bank! bank! Let the appeal be 
made, (said Mr. B.) and he had no fear of the de- 
cision of the people upon it. 


Allthe measures matured or proposed in this Con- 
gress, that had thus far marked the ceurse of the 
W hig dynasty, had only tended to their destruction. 
They had been sinking deeper and deeper at every 
step they had taken in the accomplishment of their 
party objects, until the whole country had repu- 
dialed them., Defeat afier defeat, from the opening 
of the extra session, had everywhere fixed upon 
them, and their course, the deepest and darkest con- 
demnation. [A member here said: “What of the 
late Georgia election ?’] Ay,(said Mr. B.) and 
what of the late Georgia election? The Whigs 
had elected a member for some six weeks—a single 
member to serve out the tail end of a session; and 
that was all that had been saved from the wreck 
of their whole reign; and that had been trumpeted 
from one end of the Union to the other as a “glorious: 
Whig victory!” At the election for members to 
the next Congress some sixty-eight thousand votes 
were polled, and the Whigs were defeated. They 
were told that that defeat was owing to General 
Apathy! At the late election for a single member, 
to serve but for six weeks in a Whig Congress, 
only about forty-five thousand votes were polled, and 
that wascalled a “glorious Whig victory.” But who 
achieved that victory? Was it notthat same general 
that defeated them before-—-General Apathy? It was 
a victory; but it appeared‘it was won for them by 
General Apathy fighting for them, instead of 
againstihem. And whata Whig victory! Would 
the member elected, or any other Georgia Whig 
member, rise in his place and tell the House and 
the country to which of the Whig measures of this 
Congress that victory was to be attributed? Was 
it the distribution law? Wasit the bankrupt law? 
Was it the tarifft Had the people of Georgia 
so fallen in love with any or all of these Whig 
laws, that they had taken Whigery again into 
their embraces? Or did they elect the member 
from Georgia to carry out further and more fully 
ihe Whig doctrines advanced by the gentle- 
man from Indiana—distribution, high tariff, anda 
bank? He had not observed how the new member 
from Georgia had voted; buthe much mistook the 


Whigs of Georgia if such were the inscriptions on 
their banner at the late “glorious victory.”* 

Now, (said. Mr. B.,) a few words on the sub- 
ject of retrenchment generally, and that proposed 


particularly by the amendment’ under considera- . 


tion, and he had done. That was the most potent 
of all the party war-cries of the Whigs in 1840. 
“Retrenchment and reform!” was everywhere the 
first and last notes sounded -on their bugles; and, 
now, after they had been ruling in those halls 
for near eighteen months, and from which they. 
must depart in about as many days, forever, he 
would ask them the question, one and all, in what 
they had retrenched or reformed? [Some member 
was heard to say they had cut down the pay of the 
“pages.”] No, (said Mr. B.) they raised the pay 
of the boys; but they had retrenched the pay of one 
man~-the Cemmissioner of Public Buildings; and 
his alone! No! Not his alone. There was 
another that had felt the weight of the mighty re- 
forming hand of the great Whig party; and he was 
the man who swept the House, made their fires, 
and carried the water—literally “their hewer of 
wood and drawer of water”--nearly, if not quite, 
the only laboring-man about the Capital. He was 
retrenched fifty cents a day! Whata bright page-- 
a green spot in the history of the Whig Congress 
that retrenchment would form, Such wasthe truth 
—the truth to the letter. Who would deny it? 
And who had prevented them from reforming any- 
where and everywhere, and retrenching the, 
expenses of the Government anywhere and 
everywhere? Let them look to the record, and 
it would be found not to be the Democrats: They 
had generally given their votes for all retrench- 
ment. Even the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
ArnoLp] had acknowledged that it was the Dem- 
ocrats who had always voted with him to take up 
the bill to reduce the compensation of members of 
Congress, and all the other officers of the Gov-. 
ernment-~a bill, though it had been sneered at and 
voted down by the Whigs, ought to be passed, and 
would, if they were true to those they represented; 
but which never would be passed if leitto the Whigs 
to do it. Yes, (said Mr. B.) he would pledge himself 
to any and all retrenchment of the expenses of the 
Government, and he thought he might safely 
pledge a majority of the Democrats on that floor 
to any and every measure that was honestly calcu- 
lated to bring down the expenses of the Govern- 
ment to its revenues, and that would obviate the 
necessity of imposing any other duties or taxes 
on the people. 
diana {[Mr. Wuite] would tell all this to the peo- 
Je of Indiana—tell them of all the Whig «party 

ad done wifen in power, and all they had not done. 
When he tells them of their tariffs, their distribu- 
tions, ‘their bankrupt laws, let him not forget to 
tell them of their reforms and retrenchments! 

Mr. Prorrit, (in an under tone.) We did not go 
at the last election for ‘“‘retrenchment;” we went 
for “reform.” 

Mr. Brown. What sort of reform? 

Mr. Prorrit, (in an under tone.) To get such 
Locofocos as you out of power. 

Mr. Brown. Yes, that is true! The gentleman 
from Indiana before me [Mr. Prorrit] says, truly, 
that the reform they went for in 1840 was “to get 


_ “Extracts from the proceedings of the House of Representa- 
lives of February Xb, as reported for the Globe. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. Crawrorp (the recently elected Representative from 
Georgia, to supply the vacancy occasioned by the death of Mr. 
HABERSHAM) rose, and * £ ` y * i 

J g was understood to call upon the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. CHARLES Brown]to say whether he 
had intended to cast any personal reflection by these remarks, 
made the day before. 

Mr. C. Brown said he would answer the question of the 
gentleman, * = o i 2 ý 5 
He knew notbing that could justify him in imputing anything 
wrong to the gentleman from Georgia; on the contrary, he 
had always understood that he w2s a high-minded, honorable 
man; and 7 ¢ 7 that he was surprised that 
the gentleman should suppose that there was anything disrespect- 
ful meant by the remaiks to which his attention had been call- 
ed; and he thought the gentleman from Georgia was the only 
gentleman in this Horse who would so interpret them. 

Mr. CRAWFORD was understood to say, that as (be gentleman 
from Pennsylvania had disclaimed any disrespectful imputa- 
tion, he had nothing more to say. 

Mr. C. Brown would, however, be pleased if the gentleman 


' from Georgia would respond to the questions which he yester- 


day submitted, as it was Important that ihe House should know 
whether he was elected in consequence of any of the Whig 
measures of this Congress, or to sustain those Whig principles 
which the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Ware] had ‘laid 
poe Ilanshter] naniely, a national bank, a tariff, and distri- 

ution. ; 

Mr. Crawrorp did not respond, and here the conversation 
terminated, 


He hoped the gentleman from fn- 
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such..Locofocos out of power”—and I suppose to 
get themselves in. And they did get in, and a pretty 
piece of business they have made of it, Like many 
others. who get into places they are not tit for, by 
improper means, they are about to be put out again. 


They have digged a pit for others, and have fallen - 


into. it--themselves. . Their days are numbered— 
and. soon all that will be left of the great Whig 
> party, or its victory of 1840, will be a blotted page 


on the records of the legislative history of the coun-. 


try, and a debt of some thirty, millions of dollars 


for the people to pay as the price of their folly in | 


iving sucha party the power to misgovern them. 
giving y P B 


- Having now squared the accounts with the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, Mr, B. said he had but a few 
words to say on the amendment before the commit- 
tee—the reduction of 20 per cent. on the pay of all 
naval officers. If it could be done, he would rather 
this reduction could be made more equitable than 
it will be by this horizontal per centage; and that it 
should be made in some general bill, operating on 
all or many of the other officers of the Government, 
civil and military. But they must begin some- 
where; and he would vote for it here, and regulate 
it, and extend itto others elsewhere, if it could be 
done. In 1835, the pay of the navy officers was 
increased, in many cases, far beyond what was 
thonght proper hy the Navy Department and Navy 
Board, honor the latter, was composed of navy offi- 
pers. In some cases, it had gone $1,000 beyond; 
and in others, $500; and so on, down to $100. ‘Fhe 
pay of all the grades of officers below a captain was 
far higher in the United States service, than in any 
foreign service--a midshipman three or four times 
as'much asin the French or British navy. He 
had made a comparison, on a former occasion, be- 
tween the members of Congress, when their pay 
was but six dollars a day, and those who now occu- 
pied their places; and he would now ask the com- 
mittee to make a similar comparison between the 
officers of the navy under the old pay, (which, in 
many cases, was but little more than half what it 


now is,) and those who are now receiving the high ` 


pay. ho was it that had gained. for the navy and 
tor the country its fame and glory? Was it not of- 
ficers under the low pay? Look at the achieve- 
ments of Preble and Decatur in the Mediterranean, 
and compare them with what had been recently ex- 
. hibited there. Look at Lawrence, Perry, Macdon- 
ough, Hul, Jones, Bainbridge, Stewart, and their 
fellow-sailors of 1813-14; and where are their su- 
periors now? Take from the navy the character 
won for it by the officers under low pay, and it would 
have but comparatively little to claim the publie 
regard in its favor. He did not wish to disparage 
it, or its officers; many--by far the larger number— 
were gallant men, and would do their countrygood 
service if it required it from them. But this they 
had done under lower pay; and would do again, 
if their pay was brought down toa fair standard. 
He believed them generally patriotic. As good 
patriots, they oughtto be*willing to make some little 
sacrifice, when their fellow-citizens, who paid them 
for their services, had to sacrifice so much, The 
state of the treasury required a reductiow? of ex- 
penses, or an increase of revenue, No honest man 
would continue to employ agents and servants, and 
pay them high wages, when his income ‘was inade- 
quate, and he was obliged to resort to borrowing. 


The pay of everybody in private life was being 
reduced, The farmer could not sell his produce as 
high as he did; nor could the mechanic or manufac- 
turer his wares. The price of labor and service 
of all kinds was reduced. *The people had not the 
means to pay their agents so ample as they once 
had. Was it not, therefore, right and just to make 
those who served the country, and who had enjoyed 
its prosperity, feel with their fellow-citizens its ad- 
versity? In the State of Pennsylvania, they had 
taxed the salaries of all State officers; they did not 
think it equitable to tax the landholder and the la- 
borer to pay the office-holder, and let the latter go 
free. In Alabama, he understood, the salaries of 
all State officers had been reduced 10 or 20 per 
cent. In New York, and elsewhere, they were re- 
ducing; and it was right and proper in the present 
state of the business of the country, and the relative 
value.of money, that reductions should be made 
everywhere. in salaries. A  post-captain—and a 
gallant one, too, Mr. B. said—had told him, some 
time since, that he had saved money while a lieu- 
tenant, though his pay had never been more than 
$700 a year; and that, he feared, was more than 
could-be said-of many lieutenants now; hence they 
should learn a little old-fashioned economy, fMr. 


. Matuory, in an under tone, said: “Perhaps he was 


a bachelor.”] No, said Mr. B., he was not a bach- 
elor. But suppose he had been, he (Mr. B.) had yet 
to learn that a bachelor lived cheaper than a matr-- 
ried man. He understood from the Scriptures that 
woman was made by God a “help meet for man;” 
and such he had been led to believe a good wife al- 
ways was to her husband. He considered it a slan- 
der upon the wives of the United States to say they 
were a bill. of expense to their husbands; and it was 
calculated to degrade. their high characters to ask 
the Government to give a bounty to their husbands 
to support them. He did not believe there was an 
officer in the navy whose wife would ask or re- 
ceive from the treasury of the country a single dol- 
lar on her own account, that the services of her 
husband, in and of themselves, did not fully entitle 
him to. He had misunderstood the character of 
the American women, if they did not repudiate all 
such doctrine as that. it was the officer, not the 
wife, whose services were to be paid for; and it was 
those services, and not the cost of a wife, or his ex- 
penses, that ought to form the measure of his pay. 
For them, he ought to be paid fully, but not extrav- 
aganily. And this rule ought to be applied alike to 
all who served their country—civil or military. 


SPEECH OF MR. McDUFFIBE, 
OF SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Fn Senate, Monday, February 13, 1843--On the fol- 
Jowing resolutions, submitted by him, viz: 
Resolved, That itis the solemn and urgent duty of the pres: 
ent Congress to adopt, without delay, eflicient measures to re- 
vive the crippled and decaying commerce, replenish the im- 
poverished exchequer, and arrest the alarming accumulation 
of the public debt of the United States. 
_ Resolved, Thata modification of the existing tariff on for- 
eiga imports, such as will render it strictly and in good faith a 


- mere revenue measure, is indispensable to the accomplishment 


of those objects; and that the recent measures of the British 
Parliament, partial!y adopting the principles of free trade, the 
public indications of a disposition on the fart of the present 
ministry to extend those principles still further, and the proba- 
bility of the speedy organization of an extensive system of 
smuggling on the long line of our frontier, furnish pressing mo- 
tives to Congress for acting on the subject during its present 
session. 


Resolved, That a rigid system of retrenchment, economy, | 


and accountability, such as will bring the annual expenditures 
within the annual income of the Government, is not less ingis- 
pensable; and that, while this is rendered necessary by the de- 

lorabie state of the public finances, it is rendered just, and not 
injurious tothe public service, by the great reduction of the 
euirency, and consequent appreciation of the value of money. 

Mr. Presient: In submitting these resolutions, 
respectfully, to the consideration of the Senate, I 
have taken counsel solely and exclusively from my 
own profound sense of my duty as a Senator of 
the United States. 

I presented them, sir, without consultation with 
any human being; and I can assure Senators on all 
sides of this chamber, thal they need not apprehend 
that the resolutions aim to accomplish any disguised 
or oblique purpose, but that their object’ is clearly 
and unequivocally indicated upon the face of them. 

Iam aware, Mr. President, that some persons 
may suppose that resolutions of this description 
would come more appropriatély from another quar- 
ter. E know itis the opinion of some, that those 
who constitute-the majority of the Legislature are 
solely responsible for existing evils; and perhaps it 
may be regarded by them as a rule of party tactics 
to permit those evils to increase and accumulate, in 
order that additional odium may be brought upon 
the party which is supposed to be responsible. 

This, Mr. President, is not my political morality. 
Thold that every party—whatever may be the rel- 
alive position it occupies; nay, every individual 
member, however powerless he may be—is under 
the most solemn obligation to use every fair and 
honorable effort for the removal of those’ evils with” 
which the conntry is unhappily afflicted. 

What, sir, isthe condition of this country? We 
exhibit to the world-an unexampled spectacle. 
With the most unbounded resourees—with all 
the blessingsthata beneficent Providence can confer 
upon a people—with a fertile soil, abounding in 
every production tbat is necessary, not only for the 
support of human life, but to minister to the com- 
fort and happiness of the people ~ata time of pro- 
found peace, and after that peace has continued for 


-nearly a quarter of a century;—with all these ad- 


vantages, and in the midst of this unbroken peace, 
we find the whole country involved in one univer- 
sal scene of distress. 

Under these circumstances, sir, are we to stand 
sull, dealing in mutual crimination and recrimi-. 
nation as to who are the authors of these calamities? 


ž 


Can we soothe or sear our consciences by exclaim-~ 
ing,in the language of Macbeth, while our coun- 
try lies bleeding at every pore, “Thou .can’st not 
say I did it?” 5 ae 

No, Mr. President, it is time. that every. patriot 
—every man who feels an interest in the prosperi- 
ty of his country—should earnestly apply his shots: 
der to the wheel. I shall not pretend to decide 
upon the causes ofthe existing calamities, inasfar 
as they are to be ascribed to one political party or- 
another. I will barely remark, in passing, as an _ 
admonition to all parties, that I consider both the 
great political parties into which this country is di- 
vided, in some sort responsible for the evils which. 
now afflict us. : 

After the expiration of the charter of the Bank of . 
the United States, the Administration, then in 
power, unquestionably committed a very great er- 
ror. Holding the opinion, as the then President 
did, that the several State banks could furnish a 
currency equally sound as that which then existed, 
he selected certain State Lanks as the depositories 
of the public treasure, accompanied by an injunc- 
tion, almost amounting to a law, that they should 
afford credits to merchants and others to a suffi- 
cient extent to supply the place of that accommo- 
dation which had been furnished by the United 
States Bank. Under this system, we all know what 
took place, necessarily; for it is too recent to be. 
forgotten by any. As had been predicted by ma- 
ny of those who entered into the discussion of the 
question, State banks sprung up by scores. in all 
parts of the Union; ana the currency, in the course 
of a few years, was expanded to a degree of. 
which we had previously po example. All sorts 
and descriptions of credits were enlarged; and 
such was the infectious nature of the mania which 
prevailed, such the universal deliriumgwhich. 
seized upon the nation, that every sort of specula- 
tion was stimulated to the highest possible point. . 

Yes, sir, penniless adventurers could obtain 
credit for thousands, to enable them to enier into 
the wildest speculations. But very soon after this 
system was adopted, the banks of the. several 
States suspended payment, and the Administration, 
finding their expectations disappointed, showed a 
very rare and commendable wisdom in instantly | 
retracing their steps, and remedying, as far.as pòs- ~- 
sible, the error they had committed. The State 
banks were abandoned; the confidence which had 
been reposed in them being justly forfeited, and a. . 
system was proposed which tended to disconnect 
entirely the finandjal operations of the Government `. 
and the banks. 


‘Thus far for the responsibility of the then 
existing Administration. Now let ‘us look at- 
the responsibility of the other party. When the 
scheme of an independent treasury, anda total sep- 
aration of the Government from the banks, was in- 
troduced by the Administration, what ‘was ‘the 
course adopted by the other party? The Jeading 
statesmen of that party, who, in common with myself, 
wished to maintain the Bank of the United States 
as it was already in existence, believing that it had 
performed its functions beneficially for the public, 
immediately turned round and became the advo- 
cates of the system so justly abandoned. The in- 
stant the Administration, discovering their error, 
attempted to correct it, the opposite party-—perhaps 
from instinctive propensity of a)l political parties, 
to assume antagonist positions; I will not under-., 
take to.say for what cause—adopted the exploded 
system as a half-way house to a national bank. 
Both of the great political parties, then, being, 
in some degree, the authors of the state of things . 
which now untortunately exists, it is the duty of 
them both to unite in applying some appropriate 
remedy. What is that remedy? Flow are we to 
relieve the distress and pecuniary embarrassment 
which pervade the country? 


I am aware, sir, that an idea very extensively 
prevails, that the sole remedy in the power of Con- 
gress to administer, is a restoration of the currency 
by some Federal regulation of the paper circulation; 
and the resolutions introduced by the honorable 
Senator from Maine will make itmy duty to sub- 
mit a few brief remarks on this subject. 

It appears to me, Mr. President, (and I say it 
with great deference—for the opposite opinion is® 
held by some of the most able men inthe country,) 
that all hopes, founded upon any scheme which the 
wisdom of man can suggest for the restoration of 
the currency of this country, will be fatally delusive, 
so far as it regards a remedy for the distresses and 
pecuniary embarrassments which. now prevail, It 
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will’ be:a mere superficial remedy; it cannot reach 
the seat of. the disease. What is the cause of the 
present distresses? The remote cause is undoubtedly 
the expansion. of the currency; and the more im- 
mediate cause, its sudden contraction, From facts 
which I have before me, it. appears that, in the 
course of three years, the currency of this country 
expanded. from ninety-four millions of dollars to 
one hundred and forty-nine millions; and, in a sim-- 
ilar period,sunk down to some seventy millions. . 
Now, I beg Senators to impress upon their minds 
this: single circumstance. It- furnishes a lesson 
‘which ought not to be forgotten; it is a lesson which 
we have but too much cause to remember. ` 


“When, fromany cause, the bank circulation of a 
country is extended beyond a certain degree-~for 
instance, fifty millions beyond the proper and natu- 
ral’ amount of the circulation demanded by the 
business of the country—this redundancy of cir- 
culation, by a law as immutable asthe law of gravi- 
tation, tends to carry down the quantity of. the cir- 
culation even below its natural level, This is the 
cause of the existing distress. Our currency was 
unnaturally expanded, and prices swelled toa hun- 
dred per cent. beyond their natural average. The 
system, of course, could not continue in this state of 
inflation. Any currency professing to rest upon'a 
specie basis must sink into utter ruin, as the inev- 
jtable result of such an expansion. Now, sir, 
what has actually taken place? The currency has 
been reduced to one half its former dimensions. 
In the very nature of things, it was obliged to be 
thus reduced, if the system was lo rest on a specie 
basis, affording a sound and uniform currency. 
That reduction has, perhaps, not gone to the extreme 
point which it must reach. And now what are we 
about to do? After the country has suffered the 
utmost déstress, and been driven to the vergeof bank- 
ruptey—after we have gone through the painful 
poen of contracting our circulation—after we 

ave suffered all the evils which must follow from 
its undue expansion;-—atter all this, whatis the reme- 
dy proposed?’ Why, sir, some seem to imagine 
that; in legislation, according to the old adage, “the 
hair of the mad dog is good for the bite.” Andnow, 
after we have suffered the evils incident to reform- 
ing a rash and ill-devised system of bank credit 
and bank circulation, and see the dawn of return- 
ing prosperity ; after natural causes and the laws of 
trade have nearly corrected them, and we are 
once more almost standing on a platform of a sound 
and uniform currency, the most intelligent and sa- 
gacious minds of the country are calling out for a 
new system of paper circulation, which must carry 
the country through the same circle of expansion, 
contraction, and ruin, from which we are just re- 
covering. 

Sir, we find the patientina state in which the 
administering ‘of medicine is no longer salutary; 
and when, though at present debilitated, he is 
about to recover by a natural process, we are rc- 
quired to continue tampering with his system, by 
the use of new and additional nostrums. Believe 
me, sir, any scheme—the Bank of the United 
States, under any possible moad:fication—an ex- 
chequer board, with all the cheeks and guaranties: 
which human wisdom can provide—will be utterly 
inadequate to furnish a remedy. The truth is, the 
country is very much in the condition of a patient 
who is unwilling to trust to the vis medicatrix na- 
ture, but is perpetually calling out for medicine; 
and, as is usual in such cases, mistaking entirely 
the nature of the remedies required. What do gen- 
tlemen propose to do? They tell you that their 
object is to reform the condition of the currency, 
and to establish a bank circulation on a sound basis 
and of uniform value. Now, in regard to the stimu- 
lating causes of these schemes of currency —the ex- 
isting sufferings of the people—a restoration of the 
currency toa state of soundness is the very last 
thing in the world which the patient could endure, 

„or which his real wants require. A sound cur- 
rency! Why, gentlemen seem to imagine that the 
Government possesses a sort of political legerde- 
main, by which it can accomplish direct incom- 
patibilities. Can you reform the currency and ex- 
and it atthe same time? The very act of increas- 
ing the circulation would defeat your professed 
object of reforming the currency. You can reform 
a vitiated currency by no other process than by 
curtailing it. 

But, Mr. President, under existing circumstances, 
as to those who have fallen victims to the popular 
delusions and speculations produced by the ex- 


cesses of the credit system, their case is hopless; . 


APPENDIX TO- THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 
Assumption of State Debts—Mr. 


it is beyond the power of surgery or even of 
galvanism, to revivethem. However rapidly you 
hurry on these schemes, they will come too late 
for them. -ButIam aware there is a very plausi- 
ble argument -which gentlemen have frequently 
urged on this point—that their desire is not so much 
toincrease the quantity of circulation, to induce 
the banks to go into a system of excessive discounts 
and circulation, as to restore confidence. Yes, sir, 
that is the watchword—to restore confidence to the 
country. Confidence! Mr. President. Confidence 
in what? Confidence in banks, that have . made 
promises only to violate them? How.can we have 
confidence in a system which all experience proves 
must, in the nature of things, result in those 
very revulsions and distress, the consequences of 
which we are at this moment experiencing? 
Are we to encourage the people of the United 
States to indulge false hopes, which must inevita- 
bly be disappointed? God forbid that this sort of 
confidence ever should be restored. No, sir; like 
the confidence that Eve reposed in the serpent, and 
by which she was tempted to eat of “that forbidden 
fruit, whose mortal taste brought death into the 
world,” it is the real source of all our woes—all 
our calamities. : 

But, Mr. President, when you altempt to estab- 
lish a sound system of currency; when you en- 
deavor to lay the foundation for a just and well- 
founded confidence, having reference tothe future-— 
no bank, no exchequer board will be necessary to 
enable the country to recover from the distress into 
which it has been thrown. No man can be more 
sensible than I am of the necessity of a sound and 
stable currency; but how is this to be effected? It 
1 were asked what system of currency I would now 
propose, I would candidly confess that I am not 
prepared at the present moment to fix upon any. 
Tshould say this much, however, with entire confi- 
dence: leave nature to work in her own way for a 
time; leave the people to their own industry and 
resources; do not place too much reliance upon arti- 
ficial systems and legislative contrivances. 


Is it supposed by any one (I will not say in this j 


Senate, but in the country) that the mere issue of a 
bank circulation—if you could to-morrow restore 
the delusive confidence which formerly existed, so 
far as to create seventy millions in addition to our 
present circulation—will add one solitary cent to 
the wealth of the United States? You have no 
creative power. There is no power in legislation 
by which you can add a single blade of grass, 
a grain of corn, or a pod of cotton, to the wealth of 
the country. The remedy is not to be found in 
legislation, orin any artificial contrivances, Our 
only hope is in undoing the mischief which such 
artificial contrivances have already done. 

Sir, upon the subject of bank circulation, I feel that 
itis due to myself that I should read a sentence or 
two irom the first public document whieh I ever 
presented to the Congress of the United States in 
relation toit. They are contained in a report which 
I submitted to the Flouse of Representatives on the 
question of renewing the charter of the Bank of the 
United States, which always sustained a salutary 
check on the State banks, and was a means of pre- 
serving the soundness of the paper currency, by 
preventing them from running into excessive is- 
sues. In that document the following opinion is 
expressed on the genera] question of currency: 

“It must be assumed, as the basis of all sound reasoning on 
this subject, that the existence of a paper cnrrency, issued by 
banks deriving their charters from the State Governments, can- 
not be prohibited by Congress. Indeed, bank credit and baok 
paper are so extensively interwoven with the commercial 
operations of society, that, even if Congress had the constitu- 
tional power, it would be utterly impossible to produce so en- 
tire a change in the monetary system of the country as to 
abolish the agency of banks of discount, without involving the 
community in all the distressing embarrassments usually at- 
tendant on great political revolutions, subverting the titles to 
private property. The sudden withdrawal of some hundred 
millions of bank credit would be equivalent, in its effects, to 
the arbitrary and despotic transfer of the property of one por- 
tion of the community to another, to the extent, probably, of 
hal{that amount. Whatever, therefore, may be the adyan- 
tages ofa purely metallic currency, and whatever the objec 
tions to a circulating medium partly composed of bank paper, 


the committee consider that they are precluded, by the exist- . 
' ing state of things, from instituting a com parison between them, 


wiih a view to any practical result. H 

“Tf they were not thus precluded, and it were submitted to 
them as an original question, whether the acknowiedged and 
manifold facilities of bank credit and bank paper are not more 
than connterbalanced by the distressing vicissitudes in trade 
incident to their use, they are by no means prepared to say 
that they would not give a decided preference to the more 
costly and cumbersome medium.’? 


Such were then my sentiments, and such- are 
they at this time; and the course of events has now 
brought us to such’ a condition, that, without any 
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further revulsion or suffering, specie may be made 
not only the basis of our circulation, but to con- 
stitute a large portion of that circulation. Let us 
attempt to create no system by which the banks 
may be again drawn into their former excesses; 
but leave them, with their recent experience, and 
under the salutary restraints of public opinion, to 
recover public confidenee-by a prudent course of 
self-reform, by which they will deserve it, . The 
course of events will do infinitely more than we- 
can do by legislation. 


IfI were clothed with unlimited power at this 
moment to regulate the currency, I would say I 
am not prepared to decide. And no man ought to 
decide upon any specific plan in regard to'it, until 
we have had the experience of some years, Be- 
lieving, then, as I confidently do, that all plans of 
relief heretofore proposed must.be absolutely im- 
potent to“relieve the existing distresses; and that 
a_system of currency having reference to the fu- 
ture should be a work of mature deliberation, I am 
decidedly of opinion that the time has not arrived 
when any legislative enactment should take. place 
upon the subject. The relief which the country 
demands is of a much more radical character. 
What is that relief? It has been indicated in the 
first of those resolutions which I have had the honor 
to submit to the Senate. The commerce of this 
country isin a state of decay; and, from the docu- 
ments which I have before me, 1 may almost say, 
in an expiring condition. 

What shall be done, then, to restore this import- 
ant source of the nation’s wealth? Shall we hope 
to revive commerce by continuing that system of 
policy by which itig now shackled? Shall we in- 
vent new contrivances of a similar character for 
the future? No, sir: undo the mischief you have 
done; knock off the fetters you have already im- 
posed; leave trade to her own laws; permit your 
people to enjoy their natural advantages, and 
the fruits of their industry, free from all unjust 
restrictions. Do this, and you will insure prosper- 
ity to the country; and, at the same time, replenish 
your exhausted treasury, 


Icome, therefore, to the consideration of the sec- 
ond resolution, which proposes reducing the exist- 
ing tariff from its.present prohibitory character, to 
a proper and reasonable revenue standard, so as to 
make it in reality what it professes to be—a con- 
stitutional measure merely for the purpose of rais- 
ing revenue, 

‘And here, Mr. President, I cannot but remark 
that there never was a time more inappropriate for 
the introduction of such d measure, than the mo- 
ment selected for the introduction of the tariff of 
the last session, in view of what had taken place, 
and of what was then in progress in other coun- 
tries, as well as in our own, Sir Robert Peel, the 
British minister, yielding to the force of public 
opinion, had mitigated, to a very great extent, the 
commercial restrictions which existed in Great 
Britain. Had we pursued our true national policy, 
we would have met these advances to a system of 
free trade in a liberal spirit of reciprocity, But 
what did we do? Instead of reciprocating the ad- 
vances which Great Britain made to us, we turned 
our backs upon her at the very moment when 
measures were taken by Great Britain to enable 
your farmers of Pennsylvania, of New York, and 
of all the grain-growing States of this Union, to 
find a market abroad for their produce. Our Le- - 
gislature—thinking, perhaps, that these great ad- 
vantages tendered to our farmers might seduce 
them into the heresy of frêe trade—passed the tariff 
bill of last session, more prohibitory than any of 
its predecessors. 

I have before me a letter from an officer of the 
Treasury Department, showing, from the custom- 
house returns for the city of New York, the ex- 
traordinary falling-off which has been occasioned 
by the passage of the measure in question. In a 
statement showing the monthly income from cus- 
toms, we have for the month of January $1,263,000, 
while that of December amounts to but $255,000; 
and the intervening months exhibit a regular fall- 
ing off, from the time it was expected the tariff bill 
would pass, until the close of the year, Now, ifthe 
menth of December is a fair indication of what the 
revenue is to be next year, the whole revenue from 
customs at New York will not be more than three 
millions of dollars. This, of itself, is alarming 
enough, as it regards our financial prospects; to say 
nothing of the more important considerations of 
commerce destroyed, and the people oppressed by 
unjust burdens, Now, what are the considerations 
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ch: we are called-on to'submit to these unnat- 
nd unjust exactions? é 
To prótect the domestic industry of the United 
States!’ To carry out the American system! These 
detüsive ‘phrases have. operated so extensively, as 
almost-to- confound the understandings of the peo- 
pie. ` ` j 
I pray you to bear with me for a moment while 
Ftake-a brief review of the commerce and the 
revenue of the United States. And I will, at the 


closeof that review, ask the Senators. who: voted ` 


for the tariff of the last session, to tell me on what 
ground it was they thought it necessary to sacrifice 
those great interests? : 

‘From the very beginning of the Government, 
with the exception ofa few years of war, the whole 
revenue by which the machinery of Government 
hag been kept in motion, has been derived exclu- 
sively from foreign commerce. But that to which 
I-beg leave to call the particular attention of the 
Senate, is, that since 1816, at least three-fourths of 
the revenue, which has not only paid the current 
expenses of the Government, but perfornred the un- 
exampled achievement of extinguishing the public 
debt, has been derived from that branch of your 
commerce which consists entirely of the exchanges 
received for the agricultural exports of the South- 
ern and Southwestern States—less than one-third 
of. the. Union; and that it is against this very 
branch of commerce that the whole power of your 
prohibition tariff is directed, professedly with a 
view.to destroy it! Yes, sir; this great branch of 
ee national industry has done all this, and mgre. 

thas made usa great commercial and naval pow- 
er, and contributed largely to enrich the people, by 
supplying. them with the comforts and luxuries of 
life cheaper than they could be obtained from any 
other source. And for all these great services to 
the country and the Government, what grateful re- 
turn have you made? What acknowledgment of 
your obligations? None, sir; but, on the contrary, 
and to the eternal reproach of this Government, it 
has’ destroyed what it was under the most sacred 
obligations to protect and defend—like an unnatural 
monster, plunging a dagger into the bosom of his 
best:friend and benefactor. And on what ground is 
this monstrous outrage tobe justified? What great 
rival interest is there in this country, which can 
assert a paramount claim to the protection of the 
Government? 


It is the domestic manufactures of the country 
which demand the sacrifice. The protection of 
home industry !-—the suffering industry of the coun- 
try! These are the watchwords. But what, I ask, 
is that industry which has supplied you with all 
the blessings of an enriching commerce? Is it not 
domestic industry? Is it not home industry? Do 
you get from abroad foreign manufactures to the 
value of a dollar, that are not procured by means of 
domestic industry? Unless. you rob—unless you 
steal--unless you obtain by fraudulent devices,— 
you-cannot get the worth of a farthing, but by an 
exchange of the products of domestic industry. In 
this respect, commerce and manufactures, then, 
stand upon the same footing precisely. 


There is a vast interest represented by those 
who are engaged in the production of the great 
staple articles of exportation—in exchanging those 
articles for foreign manufactures, by means of cap- 
ital; in transporting them to foreign ports; and-in 
conveying foreign merchandise, received in ex- 
change for them, lo the United States. These 
constitute the great exporting interest identified with 
foreign commerce. Whatever destroys the one, de- 
stroys the other. And, although the States pro- 
ducing these exports constitute, perhaps, less than 
one-third of the Union; and althongh they have 
been: contemptuously reproached as being barren 
sand-hills,—yet they have mainly sustained the 
commerce of the United States—having furnished 
two-thirds of the entire exports of the Union, since 
cotton and rice and tobacco have become the 
great staples of exportation. Two-thirds of the 
productions which sustain foreign commerce have 
been furnished by less than one-third of the Union. 
And upon this great branch of domestic industry, 
with the capital which it employs, has devolved the 
whole burden of supporting the Government, by 
furnishing the subjects of taxation.. Now, I ask 
the-friends of the tariff, in all candor, and with the 
utmost respect, what is thatbranch of industry for 
which they exclusively claim the name of domestic 
industry? They will answer, home manvfacinres! 

Upon. what ground are we to destroy commerce 
to-sustain the manufacturers? Why should these 
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be protected by the sacrifice of foreign commerce, 
and at the expense“ of this Government? Has the 
Government ever derived a solitary cent of revenue 
from-domestic manufactures? Does this branch of 
domestic industry contribute one solitary cent to 


the support of the Government? Do they not, on 


the contrary, diminish the revenue? And yet, you 
are to destroy that great branch of national indus- 
try which has supported the Government and en- 
riched the people, in order to.afford assistance to a 
branch of domestic industry which has been itself 
an enormous tax both upon the people and the 
Government. A more monstrous combination of 
injustice and ingratitude can hardly be conceived. 
To destroy commerce, the great agent of civiliza- 
tion, and bond of peace among nations, to foster a 
rival branch of industry, by measures which con- 
vert the United States from mutual customers to 
commercial rivals, is as unwise and impolitic as, 
in reference to other considerations, it is unjust and 
oppressive. 

ut there is vet a larger and more pervading 
view of this subject, showing the suicidal character 
of a prohibitive tariff. ‘The grèat exporting inter- 
ést--that of the planters, merchants, and ship-own- 
ers—say to the Congress of the United States, If 
you will permit us freely to exchange the produc- 
tions of our industry for the productions of. other 
countries, subject to a revenue duty merely, even 
with this discrimination of 20 per cent. against us, 
we will pledge ourselves to supply the people with 
all the manufactures they need one-third cheaper 
than they now obtain them from the manufacturers 
of the United States. 

To this the tariff majority in Congress practi- 
cally reply, that they regard cheap manufactures 
a great national evil, if obtained by exchanging 
the products of domestic agriculture for foreign 
manufactures; that this cheapness is the very rea- 
son they prohibittheir importation; and that they 
would rather the people should pay a third more 
for the manufactures they consume, and that the 
treasury should be impoverished, than the manu- 
facturers of the United States should not receive 
from 33% to 100 per cent. more for their fabrics than 
their natural price. 


Such is a true exposition of the misnamed pro- 
tective policy. 

But | am aware of the arguments with which I 
shall be met on this subject. After the experi- 
ence of twenty years, and the lessons to the con- 
trary which that experience has taught us, gentle- 
men will still urge those arguments by which they 
sustained their policy in its incipient stages. Ire- 
member well, on my first entry upon the stage of 
public life, how confidently the manufacturers of 
the United States predicted, if you would only give 
them protection for a few years, they would be able 
to supply all your wants with articles cheaper and 
better than you could procure them from abroad. 
This was their confident prediction, And in that 
day, Mr. President, no man dared to rise and avow 
the purpose of making this system of unjust and 
oppressive restriction a permanent measure of na- 
tional policy. Our establishments, said they, are in 
a state of infancy. Protect them for a few years, 
and we willaskno further aid, but will defy com- 
petition. I well remember the reply { then made 
to these promises—which subsequent experience 
and the conduet of the manufacturers have confirmed 
even beyond my anticipations. I showed, from 
documents of undoubted practical authority, that 
the cost of producing manufactures in Great Brit- 
ain consisted of three elements—viz., three-eighths 
of the wages of labor, three-eighths of the interest 
upon capital, and one-fourth of the cost of the raw 
material; and I then argued that, as capital could 
be obtained in England at half the interest at 
which it could be obtained here, and labor be 
procured for less than half the wages,. it was 
apparent that the cause of the inability of the 
American manufacturers to maintain a compe- 
tition with the foreign was founded on perma- 
nent causes—the low wages of labor, and the 
low rate of interest; causes which, J trust, will be 
eternal; for no patriot can desire that wages here 
should be reduced to sixpence a day, or the profits 
of capitalto three per cent, even to enrich our 
manufacturers. And now, after the lapse of twen- 
ty years, the wages of laborand the rate of interest 
in Great Britain are as much below what they are 


here as they ever were; and, though the machinery ~ 


employed in our manufactoriesis in many respects 
superior to the British, our manufacturers clamor 
as loudly for protection as they did in 1824. Is this 


estimated the frightful amount of burdens imposed 
by it on the people of the United States? 


I believe, sir—though I have not the dod iments 


. before me, but from a general recollection—that the 


amount of manufactures of this country. ch 
are embraced in the operation of the protecting 
laws, was, in 1841, about nine times as large as the 


‘amount of foreign importations of the same descrip- 


tion; that is to say, that the amount of sich im- 
portations was about forty millions of dollars, and 
the amount of domestic manufactures of a similar 
kind three hundred and sixty millions. Now, I 
beg gentlemen to dwell a moment on these facts, 
and consider what is the amount of the tax. im- 
posed on the people of the United States, estima- 
ted from these statistics? An average duty of thirty- 
five per cent. on forty millions of foreign imports, 
would impose a burden of $14,000,000, though the 
revenue should be less, by means of its prohibi- 
tory operation. The price of ‘these imports 
must rise 35 per centum, or the trade will cease. 
This duty upon foreign imports would be dis- 
tributed among the consumers, and would be 
cheerfully borne if it ended here. But this is by 
far the smallest part of the burden“it imposes; 
for the law cannot raise the price of imported 
manufactures, without raising in the same degree 
the price of similar domestic manufactures. This 
is a self-evident proposition—as much so’ as any in 
mathematics. No ingenuity can evade it.’ Now, 
sir, my mind shrinks back fromthe contemplation 
ofsuch enormousburdens! Three hundréd and sixty 
millionsof domestic manufactures indirectly taxed at 
the rate of thirty per centum, as a bounty to incor- 
porated wealth! Sir, will gentlemen deny that this 
tax is real? Will they come forward now, and 
contend that they can manufacture cheaper than 
we can import, in the very face of the law passed 
by themselves? Not satisfied with ‘the duty: im- 
poséd by the fair operation of the compromise act, 
and in palpable violation of its solemh pledges, 
they have made the duty on many articles pro~ 
hibitory; thus clearly admitting that they cannot 
compete with the importers, even with the protec 
tion afforded by a revenue duty, aes a 

Such, sir, are the enormous burdens imposed on 
the people of the United States! Make any allow- 
ance you please—reduce the rates I have. ‘stated, 
even to the revenue standard of 20 per cent.; and yet 
the burden exceeds anything which human patience 
would endure, if the people were actually sensi- 
ble of the true extent of these burdens... But, sir, 
it isthe result of an indirect system of taxation, 
which imposes these burdens upon the people 
under such disguises that they know not what 
they suffer. They aresinking under the weight of 
their burdens; and yet, like a man who falls a 
victim fo the influence of a corrupt atmosphere, 
they are totally unconscious of the real causes of 
their distress. 

So much, Mr. President, for the operation of 
the tariff, and the claims of the manufacturers 
to special protection. In regard to the influence of 
the system upon the great mass of the people of the 
United States, it is distinctly making an issue 
whether you will sustain a few wealthy capitalists 
at the experise of the country at large. ` ‘ 

But there is one portion of the Union which has 
an especial claim to our consideration. I allude 
to the States which produce the great staples of ež- 
portation. Upon these States, this tariff operates 
with a crushing weight of oppression. And no 
man, who nourishes in his bosom a proper sense of 
justice, can fail to give an attentive consideration 
to the gross and monstrous inequality of their bur- 
dens. Independently of the tax they pay as con- 
sumers, they are exposed to a burden incompara~ 
bly greater from the prohibitory effect of the tariff 
upon that branch of commerce which regulates 
the value of their staples. In fact, sir, these pro- 
hibitions have reduced the pianting States to a con- 
dition of strict colonial dependence on the man- 
ufacturing States. They are excluded from the 
best markets, and confined to the. worst, “both: for 
selling their staples and purchasing merchandise 
in exchange. While they were dependent upon 
Great Britain, their colonial vassalage was’ not, 
in point of fact, half so oppressive as that “under 
which they at this moment labor. Whatdte their 
real interests, and the sources of their prosperity? 
‘What the productions of their industry?’-They- 
cultivate the soil, and thank God for the bountie, 
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cof -his -providence in giving them a genial sun 
sand productive soil... Providence has “done much 
foras; but what has the Government done? 
2+; Before I proceed, allow me to remark, that the 
“first object which gave cause to the formation of 
the Federal. Government was. the protection of 
-foreign commerce. The. first’-convention called 
to. meet at Annapolis, was for that especial and 
avowed purpose. Such was the main purpose of 
the Government formed by our forefathers. The 
spower of “regulating foreign commerce” was ob- 
viously conferred solely for its protection. And 
“what, I_pray, has Congress been doing, since 1824, 
under its constitutional obligation to protect and 
preserve the most beneficial and enriching com- 
merce ever enjoyed by any people? ft has, delib- 
érately, avowedly, and perseveringly, levelled the 
power which imposed on it the sacred duty of pro- 
“tecting this great branch of national industry, at 
its very existence, in order to foster a less bene- 
ficial one, over which it has no constitutional power 
whatever. f 


Sir, all the pirates that ever infested the ocean -- 
all the stormy elements that ever agitated the sur- 
face of the Atlantic—all the disasters occasioned 
by human villany and the other perils of the deep 
combined--cannot produce half the injury to the 
exporting States to which J have alluded, that Con- 
gress is now producing, deliberately and intention- 
ally, by its unjust and destructive legislation. And 
‘det me add, that you violate one of the most sa- 
cred of all the rights of property by this iniqui- 
tous system of legislation, It isin vain that I flat- 
ter myself that I own property, while any man, or 
any combination of men, by unconstitutional and 
irresponsible legislation, claim the right, and ex- 
ercise the power, of taxing it ees lo pro- 
vide bounties for themselves. hat, sir, is in- 
volved essentially in the first elementary notion of 
the right of- property? Have I property in my cot- 
ton—in that which £ have lawfully and honestly 
produced by my capital and labor? Is it really and 
exclusively my own? If so, it follows, as a neces- 
‘sary consequence, that I may rightfully dispose of 
it, whenever and wherever I please--provided I vi- 
a the rights of no other man, by fraud or vio- 

ence, 


earth can constitutionally violate. 


It is no exaggeration, therefore, to say this is a 
system which reduces the exporting States to a 
condition of colonial bondage, as it makes their 
interests subservient and tributary to the interests 
of distant States, by pecuniary penalties restricting 


their natural rights, and constraining them to go | 


toa market, every way unfavorable to their inter- 
esis, 

Sir, Ihave turned over in my mind the various 
Sheed of policy of the different Governments of 

urope, and, as God is my judge, 1 do not think 
my mind was ever brought to contemplate any- 
thing in the form of human legislation more un- 
just than the system I have attempted to delineate 
in its most striking features. 

To render still more plain the injustice and in- 
equality of this system, and to show that this is 
really a competition between different branches of 
domestic industry, I will now present a practical 
illustration, which will address itself to the com- 
mon sense of every just and unprejudiced mind. I, 
sir, as a cotton-planter, have been in the habit, 
for several years, of exporting my crop to Europe. 
I have not, to be sure, exchanged the whole for 
merchandise; but I had a right to doso. Now, let 
us suppose that I had done so, to supply the com- 
munity around me with the manufactures they 
might require. It will not be denied that the man- 
ufactures thus imported would be as rightfully and 
truly the productions of my industry asthe cotton 
Texchanged for them. Yet,sir, when I bring that 
merchandise to the port of Charleston, I meet there 
a manufacturer who has goods of the very same 
description, fabricated in a distant State. He comes 
to the custom-house, and, clothed with the exclusive 
privileges ofyour tariff laws, introduces his manu- 
factures into my own State, without duty; while I 
cannot introduce the same description of manufac- 
tures, the exclusive production of my own indus- 
try, without paying a high discriminating duty, to 
provide a bounty for a distant rival, and diminish 
the value of my manufactures, as compared with 
his, precisely tothe amount of the duty, For itis 
an undeniable proposition, that, after paying say 
35 per cent. as a protective duty, I could not ob- 
gaina cent more for my manufactures, than the 


‘Jt is one of the natural and inalienable ; 
rights of man—a right which no Government on: 
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.génius.of this system. 


«turers of cotton-bagging. 
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Northern manufacturer could obtain for his, pay- 
ing no duty at all. If human injustice can go 
further than-this, I am entirely at a loss to con- 
ceive how. But Ishall not go at large into this 
subject; but will briefly call the attention of the 
Senate to one or. two items- in the present tariff, 
which I regard as peculiarly illustrative of the 


In the first place, I shall call your attention to the 
duty on iron—a duty which I believe has mainly con- 
tributed to draw the honest farmers of Pennsyl- 
vania, and of some other States, into the support of 
the protective system; though that system imposes a 
very high duty—more, I believe, than 100 per cent. 
on rolled iron—operating as a tax upon all the 
farmers and agriculturisis of the United States, to 

romote the interest of a few wealthy iron-masters. 
Now, sir, this is a material of universal use, out 
of which the implements of the agriculturist and 
the tools of the mechanic are made, while the 
shipping interest consumes itto a very large amount, 
Now, a system of free trade on our part~-recipro- 
cated as it would be by foreign countries—would 
give the farmers’ of Pennsylvania a market for 
their products, of much more value to the State 
than any benefit the iron-masters can derive from 
the high duties imposed upon iron. 


I must here beg the attention of Senators, partic- 
ularly those from Kentucky--to another item in 
the tariff of the last session—-the duty upon cotton- 
bagging, raised to from 50 to 100 per cent., accord- 
ing to the cost of the article, and which should cer- 
tainly have gone down to 20 per cent. under the 
pledges of the compromise act. But, at the very 
moment of violating these pledges, by the act of the 
last session, which struck a fatalblow at the whole 
commerce of the cotton States--as if to add a sting 
to injustice and violated faith, this duty was en- 
hanced beyond the rate imposed by the tariff of 
1828. Now, sir, this duty is distinguished from 
others, as unjust as they are, in this: that the whole 
of its burden is imposed on the cotton-planters, and^ 
its whole benefils upon some twenty-one manufac- 
No other class in the 
country has any interest in it, one way or the other. 
It is, then, a duty which simply takes money out 
of the pockets of the planters, to put in the pockets 
ofa few manufacturers of cotton-bagging. Now, } 
sir, when I tell you that the duty on the bagging 
I annually use to bale my crop exceeds the amount ; 
of the taxes I pay to my State, you may form some 
estimate of ils gross injustice—inflicted, I suppose, 
by the paternal authority of a protecting Govern- / 


protective system. 

But I can assure the Senators from Kentucky, that, 
in supporting this, and all other items of protection 
in the tariff, they are pursuing a suicidal policy as 
regards the great interests of theirState. For,letme 
tellthem that, under the combined influence of in- 
terest and indignation, the people of the cotton 
States are not only making their own bagging out 
of cotton, but raising their own supplies of live 
stock. And I can, moreover, assure them, that 
where they can add one hundred dollars to the de- 
mand fortheir bagging, by this policy, they will di- 
minish the demand for their live stock to the 
amount of ten thousand. Sir, I confidently believe 
that Kentacky and all the Northwestern States are 
as deeply interested in free trade, and the conse- 
quent prosperity of the exporting States, as those 
States themselves. There is the great market for 
their live stock. And, although the manufacturing 
States furnish them with scareely any market at all, 
they are destroying the prosperity of their best cus- 
tomers, and the price of their own staple of trade, 
to give bountiesto the Eastern manufacturers, at 
the expense of'the great body both oftheir own pro- 
ducers and consumers. AndI will here state, in 
confirmation of these views, thatthe price of Ken- 
tucky pork in South Carolina, in the last year, 
sunk down from fourtotwo dollarsa hundred—a 
depression wholly without example. 

A few words, Mr. President, as to the mode 
in which a prohibitive tariff, whether partial or ab- 
solute, operates to reduce the value of the staples of 
exportation—an operation now in active progress. 
Your tariff, to the amount ofits prohibitions, creates 
a necessity of importing specie to pay for the staples 
we export. It may be safely assumed that the 
present tariff excludes twenty-five millions of for- 
eign manufactures, annually, that would be im- 
ported under a revenue duty of 20 percent. This 
gives rise to the importation of specie to a large 
amount, Now, every dollar of specie imported tdi- 


minishes, in that proportion, the value of the whole 
mass; and, if weassume that in two or three years 
the imports beyond the exports would amount to 
thirty-five millions, our currency being seventy 
millions, the value of money for all domestic pur. 
poses would be depreciated in proportion, and ey- 
ery domestic article increased in its money price. 
But the very operation which would depreciate the 
value of specie, and increase money prices here, 
by draining the specie from the. nations of Europe 
who consume our cotton, would appreciate the 
value of specie, and depress money prices there. 
Such was the experience of Great Britain in 1840, 
from having to export specie to the continent for 
grain. Now, as the price of the staples of expor- 
tation is fixed by the money price abroad—princi- 
pally in England—itisclear that a prohibitive tariff 
depresses the price of our staples at home and 
abroad, while itincreases that of every species of 
protected articles. 


Having thus examined the operation of the preseni 
tariff as a general burden upon the great consuming 
interest, ahd a special one upon the exporting in- 
terest, I will say « few words on its operation on the 
revenue. I haveshown that the gross income from 
imports in New York has been reduced from 
$1,263,000 in January, to $255,000 in December. 
If this latter month be assumed as a criterion for 
the present year, the custom-house at New York 
will yield only about $3,000,000, and all of them to- 
gether, probably, not more than six or seven mil- 
lions. If this falling off in the customs should 
continue, the Government will have to live princi- 
pally on loans, or by direct taxes, or come to a stand 
As I am sure the country is prepared to sanction’ 
neither of these, the only remaining course is to 
reduce the tariff soas to render it a mere revenue 
measure; and I confidently believe this would in- 
crease the revenue five millions of dollars. Let 
the average duties be twenty per cent.-~none ris- 
ing above twenty-five per cent.; and I will hazard 
my reputation on the result. The experienced 
statesmen of England concur in the opinion that, 
even there, witha limited coast covered with reve- 
nue-cutters, that rate of duly gives indemnity to the 
smuggler for all his hazards. How much more 
truly must this be the case here, with our immense 
maritime and inland frontier, the latter of which 
offers such temptations and facilities for smuggling 
from the British provinces? 

Then, sir, if we look to the people at large—the 
wealth of the country, the credit and honor of the 
Government—every consideration requires us to 
fulfil the terms of the second resolution, in so mod- 
ifying the tariff as to reduce it toa fair constitu- 
tional measure. 


I have occupied the attention of the Senate so 
long upon these topics, that I shall make but a few 
very brief remarks upon the third resolution. No 
reform can be radical which does not reduce the 
expenditures of the Government. These expendi- 
tures have enormously increased since I first enter- 
ed Congress; and itis almost astounding to look at 
the progress of this increase in the last twenty 
years. I will first remark, that the current ex- 
penses of this Government since the year 1823—~ 
viz: the expenses of the army, the navy, and all the 
branches of the Government-—-have increased 100 
percent. But, to give the Senate some idea of this 
tendency to increase—surpassing that. even of the 
currency—I will call its attention to some of the con- 
tingent branches of expenditures: they will serve 
to illustrate the effects of our system of duties, more 
than any reasoning. In 1823, the expenses of col- 
lecting the customs were $756,000 with a revenue 
of $19,000,000. In the year 1840, the expenses of 
collecting the public revenue were $1,542,000, 
more than double the amount, with a revenue of but 
$16,000,000. The contingent expenses of Congress 
for the year 1823 were $50,000. The contingent 
expenses of the same body for the year 1840 were 
$276,000--an enormous increase! This serves to 
illustrate the genius of the times, Weare going on 
in a course of extravagance, the natural result of 
which must inevitably bethe utter destruction of 
the Government, sinking under its own corrup- 
tions. 

Mr. President, I have very great doubt (and it 
has been a subject of consideration with me for 
many years) whether a free representative Gov- 
ernment can permanently exist under any system 
of indirect taxation. But I have no. hesitation in 
expressing the opinion, that a federal republic like 
ours, embracing manifold pursuits and conflicting 
interests {affected by taxation, cannot endure under 
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-asystem of impost duties combining revenue and 
protection. ‘Such, unfortunately, is our: system: 
and‘I-now propose to show that it renders Congress 
practically an irresponsible and despotic power, in 
exercising the greatest and most. vital of all the 
functions of ‘Government—that of imposing the 
burdens.of taxation om the people. To be satis- 
fied, we need only tolook around us. Never, since 
Tentered Congress—more than-twenty years ago— 
have I known a time when a fixed majority, which 
controlled our legislation on the subject of taxation, 
were not in favor of high duties, and heavy taxation. 
In this they were sustained, and many of them 
urged on, by the clamors of their constituents. 
_Now the apparent anomaly is easily. compre- 
hended by those who have studied the philosophy 
and marked the working of the protective system. 
It confers bounties, instead of imposing burdens, up- 
on the constituents of those who constitute a legisla- 
tive majority on all measures in relation tothe sub- 
ject. This majority which impose taxes, so far 
from contributing to pay them, actually rgceive the 
largest portion of them in the shape of bounties. 
They have a pecuniary interest in the taxes—re- 
ceiving nine dollars where they pay one, or the 
Government receives one. Thus, the entire bal- 
ance of the Government is destroyed. Thema- 
jority here. impose burdens upon those to whom 
they are not responsible. If we had an equal system 
of taxation, every member would feel his responsi- 
bility to his own constituents, and, through them, 
to the whole country; as itis, he is not responsible 
to. his constituents for imposing taxes, but for not 
imposing them. Hisgreatest political offence would 
be, to reduce taxation. Now, I ask you, what hope 
is there that economy and retrenchment will ever 


supersede waste and extravagance while we adhere | 


to the protecting system? We see members of 
Congress, representing States proverbially eco- 
nomical inthe management of their own affairs, 
voting here forall soris of extravagant appropria- 
tions. Now I invoke Senators to bring their 
minds tothe solemn consideration of this subject. 
They cannot long evade it. 

The welfare of the country, and the very exist- 
ence of the Government, are involved in it, Let 
us, then, retrace our sieps, and bring back the 
Government to the good old doctrines of the prim- 
itive days of Jefferson. Reduce the duties to a 
revenue scale; reduce the expenses of tlfe Govern- 
ment to a scale of rigid economy; Jeave industry 
unshackled; protect every one from violence and 
injustice, and leave him to enjoy, undiminished, 
the fruits of his labor. Do all this, and you will 
restore the people to prosperity and contentment; 
restore the credit of the Government, replenish its 
exhausted treasury; arrest the Government’s sinking 
under its own corruptions, and make it—what cur 
ancestors intended it to be—an example and a light 
to all the nations of the earth. | 


SPEECH OF MR. TAPPAN, 


OF OHIO, 


In Senate, January 16, 1843—On the joint resolu- 
tion proposing an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, so as to limit the term 
of office of the judges of the supreme and infe- 
rior courts, as follows: 

Resolved hy the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
(two-thirds of both Houses concurring therein,) That the fol- 
lowing article be proposed to the Legislatures of the several 
States as an amendment to the Constituiion of the United States, 
which, when ratified by the Legislatures of three-fourths of the 
said States, shall be valid as a part of said Constitution; 
namely : 

The judges of the supreme and inferior courts shail hold 
their offices for the term of seven years, if so long they shall 
behave themselves well; and the commissions of all judges of 
said courts who may be in office at the time of the adoption of 
this amendment shall expire as follows—that is te say: those 
who shall have been in office twenty years, shall expire in one 
year; those who have been in office ten years, shal] expire in 
three years; and the commissions of ali who have not been in 
office ten years, shail expire inscven years. 

Mr. Presipent: If any man supposes that the 
Constitution of the United States is so perfect that 
no alteration in any part of it would make it better, 
he is as far from truth, in my opinion, as he 
who seeks to change it to suit the party tactics of 
the day; and who, finding himself thwarted in 
some favorite project, by the independent exercise 
of some constitutional power, should, for that 
reason, seek to abrogate that power. The Consti- 
tution was formed by as wise and patriotice a body 
of men as. ever assembled together; but they were 
men, who were agreeing upon the modein which 
p pew and untried experiment in government 
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should be made. With but limited experience in 
the working of a Government founded on the 
principle of popular sovereignty, it is astonishing 
that their work is as perfect asit is;that it isso well 
adapted “toform a°more perfect union, establish 
justice, insure domestic tranquillity, provide for 
the common defence, promote the general welfare, 
and secure the blessings of liberty to ourselves 
and our posterity.” - 


But, sir, the Constitution. did not come from the 
hands of its founders perfect in all its parts. The 
State conyentions, in adopting it, recommended 
many alterations and amendments, which have 
been agreed to;and other amendments have from 
time to time been made; so that itis, in many par- 
ticulars, changed from its original form. It should 
be further amended, from time to time, as ex- 
perience may point out its defects; and so as to 
adapt it more und more to the objects which the 
States of this Union had in view in establishing 
it; and especially should it be amended, whenever 
it is found to contravene those principles upon 
which our Governments are founded. Ithink that 
the Constitution, in establishing the judicial depart- 
ment of our Government, does contravene those 
fundamental principles. I am satisfied that ex- 
perience has proved its defects, and that public opin- 
ion calls loudly for its amendment. T therefore 
perform an ubvious duty in proposing this resolu- 
tion. 

The Constitution of the United States substan- 
tially and practically makes the judges of the United 
States courts officers for life. In form they are to hold 
their offices “during good behavior;” they may 
“be removed from office on impeachment for, and 
conviction of, treason, bribery, or other high crimes 
and misdemeanors;” but no judge “shall be con- 
vieted without the concurrence of two-thirds of the 
members fof the Senate] present” fat his trial.] 
The power of impeachment has been tried, until it 
is well settled that no judge can be removed from 
office in that way. This Senate is a political as 
well as a judicial body. Our judges are most of 
them zealous, if not active politicians; and when 
impeached, find, in more than one-third of the Sen- 
ate, political friends willing to screen them from 
punishment. A judge may become insane the day 
after his nomination is confirmed; and yet he re- 
mains a judge for life: no power but death can 
constitntionally remove him from office. So, if he 
becomes an habitual drunkard, drunkenness is not 
technically a crime, or misdemeanor. So itis of 
many things which disqualify a man from being a 
judge, and which (if the office were elective) would 
induce the people to leave him out as totally unfit. 
They are not impeachable offences, and therefore 
not sufficient to remove him from office. 


To discharge the duties ot a judge, it is requisite 
that the individual should have “a sound mind in 
a sound body.” The duty of a judge cannot be 
well performed without great labor. There is no 
occupation of the mind which requires more study. 
In the prime and vigor of life, this labor may be 
performed, and its performance may be a pleasure; 
but your judges grow old, and infirm; neither fit for, 
nor capable of, the bodily or mental labor exacted 
by theirstation. In consideration of this, some States 
have introduced a limitation of age, and do not al- 
low a judge to remain on the bench after he has ar- 
rived at the prescribed time of life. We have no 
way to getrid of such a judge, but by impeachment. 

Many cases have occurred since the adoption of 
the Federal Constitution, of judges having become 
unfit to discharge their duties. Two in our history 
place the operation of the constitutional provision 
as to tenure of office, in such a strong and absurd 
point of view, as to justify their special notice. ‘The 
first is the case of Judge Pickering, formerly of 
the United States court for the district of New 
Hampshire. He had become insane by sickness, or 
intemperance, (it doesnot appear clearly which,) 
and was wholly incapable of performing his duty. 
The people of New Hampshire wished to get rid of 
the judge, and there was no way in which this 
could be done, but by impeachment. He could 
not regularly be impeached, unless he had commit- 
ted “treason, bribery, or some other high crime or 
misdemeanor;” all he had done, was, to go on the 
bench in courttime, either insane or drunk, swear 
some profane oaths, and decide a cause differently 
from what, by law, it ought to be decided: all this was 
bad enoŭgh; but it would not have happened, if the 
persons. attending the court had conducted. with 
propriety, and had left the judge to hold his court 
by himself, if they could in no other way prevent 


judge to make. an erroneous adjudication. 


-. - Senate. 


such outrageous conduct, . But in all this, the judge 
had committed no impeachable offence. ‘There 
was no treason or bribery to charge him with; and 
to determine what were crimes or misdemeanors, ' 
it was necessary to examine the statute. laws-of the 
United States, and in no other place could a de-. 
scription of them be found; but no law of the Uni- 
ted States made it a crime or misdemeanor 0 a 
or 
did the law declare ita crime to be insane, or drunk, 
orto use profane language. The. United States 
have no common-law offences, and these were not 
declared such by statute. This was asad dilemma 
for a great nation to be in; but the necessity of get- 
ting rid of the judge was imperative, and, instead of 
taking the straightforward course, and recommend- 
ing an alteration of this absurd provision of the 
Constitution, which they had found so mischiev- 
ous in practice, the House of Representatives 
exhibited four articles.of impeachment against the 
judge: the three first-were for his decisions in a 
cause on trial before him, which were undoubtedly 
erroneous, but not criminal; the fourth was for ap- 
pearing on the bench of his court drunk, and using 
rofane language; which was indeed highly repre. 
fensible, but it was not contrary to law. And there 
is muck reason to doubt whether insanity was not 
construed drunkenness, from the necessity of the 
case—it being more plausible ground for impeach- 
ment; for it seems, by the proceedings, that it was 
suggested to the court by a son of the judge, that, at 
the time of the conduct charged against him, he 
was insane, and remained so at the time of trial; 
which suggestion was supported by the testimony 
of two members of the court, and by the affidavits 
of several persons whose integrity and veracity 
were unimpeached. After having this matter before 
them a year, the Senate at last tried the judge in 
his absence, found him guilty on all the charges, 
and removed him from office. ` 


The other case was that of Judge Duvall, of the 
Supreme Court, who sat on the bench of that court 
more than ten years after he had become so deaf 
that he could not hear a word that was spoken in 
court. If the whole court had been as deaf as 
Judge Duvall, they must have sat there until death 
removed them; for, after the farce of removing 
Judge Pickering, it was not possible to get up‘and 
carry through such another perversion of law and 
justice. Now, if a judge become insane, a drunk- 
ard, deaf, superannuated, orin any way incapable 
of performing his duty, he must remain an incum- 
bent of the office. Let the necessity of getting rid 
of him be ever so urgent, he cannot be removed by 
impeachment, for he has committed no crime; and 
it would not now be suffered that any man should 
be impeached, and convicted: of high crimes and 
misdemeanors, for acts which no court of law 
would dare to pronounce such. y 


The fundamental principle on which society 
and government repose in these States, is the per- 
fect liberty and equality of our citizens. We adopt 
in theory, and without any limitation, the doctrine 
that the sovereign power exists at all times in the 
whole body of the people; and that so much of that 
power as the public peace and safety require to be 
exercised, can only act legitimately when it acts 
according to their will, as their instrument or ser- 
vant, The State Governments and the General 
Government are differently organized, and have 
different duties to perform; but the saine principles 
are the foundation of all of them in theory: in 
practice, there have been departures from them— 
one of which itis the object of this amendment ‘to 
correct. I believe, sir, that, for the number of our 

eople, we are the strongest Government on earth. 

e owe this strength to our institutions—to ‘the 
extent to which, in practice, we carry out our theo- 
riesof government. And does nou ais prove, nat t 
will add to our security and strength to conform 
the practice of our State and National Govern- 
ments entirely to the principles we profess? For 
myself,I declare freely, that I have no doubt it 
would add greatly to our security in “the enjoy- 
ment of life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness,” 
and strengthen our Government much more, to 
have the exercise of all power more immediately 
by the people, in the election of all officers (judi- 
cial, as well as executive and legislative) for short 
periods of time, and by direct vote of the people. 

Government, with us, is a practical science; ‘so 
that there is little or no danger that theories will 
stand their ground long, unless they are.tested-and 
approved by experience. If our Government, ine: 
stead of being spread over a continent, was ins 


Gases. ; Sess. 


TER: 


cluded ina,s mall territory, theinhabitants of which” 


could meet, with convenience in one assembly, to 
consult àrd. agree on. the manner in which their 
‘affairs should be conducted, no.-delegation of legis- 
lative power would be: necessary; but, even. then, 
the executive and judicial powers of such a com- 
munity. could. not, with as.much convenience, be 
exercised by. the. whole body of the people; and, 
theréfore, the plan of delegating such powers to in- 
dividuals, selected for their fitness to discharge such 
duties, would be adopted. 
course of action of democratic communities in all 
ages, Power. has been delegated from neces- 
sity; and always for, short periods. Of the ex- 
ecutive: power of states, it is true that it has 
much oftener been held by usurpation, and force, 
or: hereditary descent, than by delegation, in all 
Governments but our own. But the judicial power. 
has, in. all states, free or otherwise, been delegated 
by. the. sovereign for limited periods—generally 
not exceeding a year. I need not cite instances of 
such limited delegation of judicial power; history 
gives.an account of no other. No nation or gov- 
ernment ever made their judges entirely inde- 
pendent of themselves, until these States established 
their jadicial tribunals. 


We borrow, Mr. President, many of our fash- 
ions. from England; but in giving our judges office 
during good behavior, removable only by impeach- 
ments, for high crimes or misdemeanors, - we 
have committed a folly beyond what England or 
any other nation has given’an example of, In 
England, at least from the time of the conquest, 
jadges were appointed bythe King, and held their 
offices during his pleasure. Their courts were 
often made the instruments of gross and outrage- 
ous tyranny—particuiarly under the Tudors; they 
became inuch more so under the Stuarts. This 
race of imbecility and vice (trom the tyranny of 
whom our forefathers fled to America) exercised 
such a constant controlling power over their 
judges, and so openly dictated to them the judg- 
ments they rendered in prosecutions for political of- 
fences, that the impression became strong in the 
colonies in favor of a judiciary which should be 
independent of the appointing power, The same 
feeling had been created in England; so that at the 
revolution of 1688 the judges of England were 
madeindependent of the crown, by the enactment that 
they should hold their offices “so long asthey should 
behave. themselves well,” but to be at all times re- 
movable by vote of both Houses of Parliament; so 
that every judge in that Government, since the 
revolution under. William and Mary, has been de- 
pendent upon, and held his office at the will and 
pleasure of, the sovereign power in the state; for 
the Parliament in that Government is not only 
held to be omnipotent, but is, practically, the sover- 
eign power. y 

In forming the Federal Constitution, the tenure 
of judicial office seems to have been settled with- 
out. debate, and without much consideration; and 
we are leftto conjecture why the great men who 
composed the convention went somuch beyond ev- 
rv other Government in creating a judiciary. 

. Hamilton, in discussing this subject in the 
Federalist, states the desire the convention had to 
establish independent courts; but he gives no rea- 
son why the convention deemed it necessary to es- 
tablish a judiciary who were not to be removed 
from office for any cause of disqnalification what- 
ever, unless they were convicted of a high crime 
or misdemeanor, by a court so. constituted as to 
render a conyiction impossible. I consider this 
part of our Constitution grossly defective. It is 
worse than defective; it isa provision in direct op- 
position tothe whole spirit and intention of our 
Government; a power in the state holding office in- 
dependent. of the people—existing, as Mr. Burke 
said of the nobility of England, in contempt of the 
people. 

I have not offered this amendment, Mr. Presi- 
dent, from any view of its effecting the removal otf 
incapable incumbents of office. If I had, I might 
refer Senators to the judges in this District, for 
an illustration of the monstrous folly of creating 
an independent judiciary upon the plan of the 
Federal Constitution. No, sir: it is not because A, 
B, or C is weak or wicked, that I press this amend- 
ment; it is because its direct and inevitable ten- 
dency is to create imbecility, and perpetuate igno- 
Trance, 

Men never have exerted themselves to acquire 
knowledge, or to be eminently useful to mankind, 
Without the stimulus: of ambition or necessity. Let 


Such has been the- 


r er? 


your soldiers understand that no service they can 
perform will raise them from the ranks, or secure 
them anything beyond their monthly pay—they may 
stand firm.in battle; they may perform the usual 
routine of their duty; but this is all. . 1f you would 
incite to heroism, you must hold out the incentive to 
heroic action—honors, rewards, promotion. How 
is it with your judge? What inducement has he to 
aequire knowledge, to make himself useful to his 
country? None whatever. He has an office. for 
“life, with a competent salary, which no power can 
diminish. He may be as idle and careless as he 
pleases; hé inay sell off his library, and forswear 
study; he may become imbecile and childish, or 
wicked and immoral; and. he cannot be removed 
from office, unless he commits some high crime or 
misdemeanor. He has nothing more to expect. 
By our habits, a judge is not considered eligible as 
a candidate for any other office. Some gentlemen 
of the Supreme Court have, by themselves or 
friends, made, occasionally, feeble attempts to be- 
come candidates for the Presidency; but it is very 
clear that no such attempt can succeed. They must 
resign, and come withott the charmed circle of ju- 
dicial independence, before they can be on an equal- 
ity, in this respect, with their fellow-citizens. He 
js like the soldier, who, by the usage of the service, 
can never become a captain. He may perforin his 
circle of duty, and nothing more. 


In an office which would seem to require more 
laborious study to qualify a roan for the discharge 
of its duties than any other in our Government, you 
have made his continuance in office to have no de- 
pendence whatever on his industry or learning. “J 
have been appointed” (I have heard a judge say) 
“for the leaming I had, not for what I was expected 
to acquire.’ The judge performs his part of the 
contract with good faith if he does not become more 
ignorant, stupid, and vicious, as he grows older. 
Why is it that our chief executive officers are elect- 
ed for short periods, but because reason and ex- 
perience prove it necessary to secure the faithful 
performance of their duties, that they should be 
kept in constant dependence on the people? We 
would not have presidents or governors elected for 
life, or even fora long term of years; because it has 
been found unsafe and dangerous to intrust men 
with irresponsible. power. It is as necessary to 
have wise and good men to expound, as to execute 
your laws. Like causes will always produce like 
effects. If it would be likely to corrupt the charac- 
ter, and destroy the usefulness of a president, to 
give him office for life, why would it not have the 
same effect upon a chief justice? If providing one 
with an office for Jife, with an ample salary, which 
ecannotbe diminished during his continuance in of- 
fice, would render him an unsafe depositary of pow- 
er ina free Government, why would it not the oth- 
In both cases, the officer would have nothing 

more to expect from the people; it would, therefore, 
be altogether indifferent to him whether they were 
pleased with his conduct or not, The danger of 
removal is nothing, and to be left out is impossible 
to the judge; and yet you expect that he will be 
faithful to the Constitution; that he will be a vigi- 
lant guardian of public liberty, and feel a common 
sympathy with his countrymen in the support and 
maintenance of free principles of government. 

Mr. President, ihe article in our Constitution 
which Iseektoamend is utterly repugnant to, and 
at variance with, not only our principles of gov- 
ernment, that the people are the sovereign power, 
but it is equally repugnant to our practice in every 
other office. All other officers—executive and legis- 
lative—in the Federal and State Governments, are 
elected periodically. And for what reason are they 
so elected? Because, in no other way yet discover- 
ed can the Commonwealth be sure of being con- 
stantly served by the most capable men. All offi- 
cers of Government are servants of the sovereign; 
but, in these United States, the freest country on 
earth, we have invented a plan by which the pub- 
lic servant is altogether above his master, and ac- 
countable to no one for his conduct. The only per- 
son who is free from all responsibility, independ- 
ent of all control, isthe judge. It was the inten- 
tion of the convention which formed the Constitu- 
tion to establish an independent judiciary, say 
the defenders of this article. “A judiciary, inde- 
pendent of a king or executive alone, is a good 
thing; but independence of the will of the nation 
is a solecism, at least in a Republican Govern- 
“ment,” says Mr. Jefferson. Of what, it may be 
casked, was it the intention of the convention 
sto render the judges independent? By adequate sal- 
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r ependence may be secured; 

but office for life does not secure.them from. pri- 

vate and personal influences. They will have as 

strong political attachments as other men; and they, 
will make their judicial. action subservient to. pare- 
y purposes, if so disposed, the more readily, as 

aey are n no danger of .0ss oy Wi.. offtee 
for life. place them above or: beyond the influence 
of personal prejudices for or against those who ` 
may be suitors in this court? Most. certainly it 
will not; but it will leave them free to indulgesuch 
prejudices to any extent. 


This clause of the Constitution was inserted by 
the enemies ot free government—by those who did” 
not believe in the people governing themselves— 
who wanted to build up some power in the State 
which should exist and act independent of the will 
of the people, and should also control that will. 
The real friends of freedom in the convention— 
the majority—were deceived by the notion.of an 
independent judiciary, without seeing clearly of 
what it was sought to render judges independent, 
and without reflecting upon the inevitable conse» ` 
quences of building up in the State a power not in- 
dependent, but really hostile to its fundamental 
principles. 


“The judicial power” (says Miznet) “may be, temporary 
when itis derived from the people, because, being dependent 
on all, it is dependent on no one.” i d f 


The two great parties that exist in all free 
governments (which may justly, and withoutoffence 
to any one, be styled the conservative and the 
movement parties,) had their representatives in the 
convention which formed the Federal Constitu+ 
tion, as they have their representatives now in 
Congress. ft was this conservative party which 
wanted an Executive and Senate for life,and which 
obtained a judiciary, that, from its organization, 
naturally belongs tothem, With the fact that the ju- 
diciary are of the conservative party, Ifind no fault 
if the majority of the people are of that party. But, 
if the conservative party in our Government is 
in a minority, (as it has been most of the time since 
the adoption of the Constitution) then the arrange- 
ment which gives to that minority the whole judi- 
cial power of the nation is extremely unjust; it is 
what the majority ought not fora day to submit to. 
Ifthe conservative party persuade a majority of 
the people of the United States to adopt and act on 
their theories of government, they can, on my 
principles, elect a judiciary to please them, and I 
will be content; but I cannot consent that their in- 
fluence should be made perpetual in any depart- 
ment of the Government, whatever may be the 
fluctuation of parties. We have seen the consequences 
which have resulted from a conservative judiciary 
opposed toa majority of the nation in political prin- 
ciples. More than two generations of men have 
passed off the stage while the late Mr. Marshall - 
was chief justice of the United States; he and his 
brethren were Federalists or conservatives, liberal 
constructionists, and interpreted the Constitution 
in a way to strengthen and consolidate the Federal 
power; while the executive and legislative offi- 
cers, and a great majority of the people of the 
United States, were of the movement party—were 
Democrats, and in favor ofa strict construction of 
the Constitution, and of preserving to the State 
Gcvernments every power not expressly delegated 
to the Generai Government. The judiciary of the 
United States, (says Mr. Jefferson,) 

“Ts the subtle corps of sappers and miners, constantly work- 
ing under giound to undermine the foundations of our con- 
federated fabric, They are construing our Constitution from a 
co-ordination ofa general and special Government to a general 
and supreme one alone. This will lay all things at their feet, 


and they are too well versed in English law to forget the maxim 
“ Borni judicis est ampliare jurisdictionem.” 


After the election of Mr. Jefferson, the judiciary 
of the United States ceased to be the representa- 
tive or servant of the people in our courts; but it 
was the faithful representative cf exploded princi- 
ples and obselete maxims in government. It per- 
petuated the power of the Federal or conservative 
party, and gave them, though a small minority in 
the nation, the whole judicial power. Equally 
wrong would it have been in principle, had all- 
this been reversed—had the court been of the Dem- 
ocratic or Movement party, and the majority of the 
people of the Federal or conservative; because, 
in such case, as inthe real one, they would not 
have been the true exponents of the public will, 
on thebench of justice. As well might we allow a 
foreign Government to appoint ourjudges, astoallow: 
a generation of mento appoint them, who, with all 
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“heir principles of government, have departed from 


the stake of human action. ; 

: Our Constitution: gives men à power after death, 
“(petrailted, to a certain extent, over propërty,) for 
“feavons wholly applicable to a Government such 

as ours professés to be. On this part of our system, 
3J will again call your attention to Mr, Jefferson’s 
“opinions, in‘his letter to Mr. Barry: 

eye. Pa aiae + ` 

"We already see (says he) the power installed for life, respon: 
td do authority, (for impeachment is not even ascarecrow,) 
advanding, with a noiséless and steady pace, to the great object 
‘of consdlidation, The. foundations are already deeply laid, by 


~ their, decisions, for the annihilation of constitutional State rights, - 


"and the removal of every check, every counterpoise to the in- 
“gulfing power, of which themselves are to make a sovereign 
part. ‘Iever this vast country is brought under a single Goy- 
ernment, it will be cne of the most extensive corruption, indif- 
„ferent, and incapable of a wholesome care over so wide aspread 
of stirface. This will not be borne; and you will have to choose 
between reformation and revolution. II know the spirivof this 
country; the one or the other isinevitable, Before the cancer 
is become inveterate, before its venom bas reached so much 
of the body. politic as to get beyond control remedy should be 
applied. Let the future appointments of judges be for four 
or si#yedrs, and renewable by the President and Senate. This 
will bring théir conduct, at regular periods, under revision and 
probation, and may keep them in equipoise between the General 
and, special Governments, We have erred in this point, by 
copying England; where, certainly, itis a good thing to have 
the judges independent of the King. But we have omnitted to 
copy their caution also, which makes a judge removable on. the 
address of both legislative houses. That there should be pub- 
He functionaries independent of the hation, whatever may be 
their demerit, is a solecism in a Republic of the first order of 
absurdity and inconsistency.” 


>. agree that it is essential to a correct administra- 
tien of justice, that judges should be independent 
men. The Constitution proceeds on the hypothe- 
sis, that independence in men isa quality which 
ean be created by legislation. It assumes, by giving 
office for life, to create wisdom and virtue, and 
give them certain duration; but this hypothesis is 
proved false by the common sense and experience 
. of mankind. " The independent man—or, in other 
words, the just and upright man—is not made 
so by operation of law, but by careful training from 
infancy, aided by a happy temperament. A man 
whose habits of thinking and acting are loose and 
vicious, cannot be transformed into a fit man for a 
judge, by giving him office for life, with any amount 
of salary. The independence the Constitution gives 
. to judges, has an almost irresistible tendency to 
make them worthless; and, if such has not been the 
effect upon our judges, it is because they have been 
men cf uncommon strength and energy of charac- 
ter. I assert that.the best possible way of securing 
good judges is to have them elected by the people 
or short periods. If they are constantly depend- 
ent on the people, they will endeavor to make them- 
selves acceptable to the people; and how is this to 
be done? What judges are the most popular every- 
where? Are they those who are believed to take 
bribes? are they those who are known to be under 
the influence of other men, whose decisions are al- 
ways governed by personal considerations? Are 
they not, on the contrary, those men whom the@pub- 
jie believe to be disinterested, free from prejudice, 
free from personal or party influence? And if so, 
will not a dependence on the people, by compelling 
judges to seek popularity, compel them to take that 
course which will secure popularity? F hold that 
judge to be a foo!, sir, who does not make it the 
great object of ali his labors to acquire popularity; 
to gain the good opinion of his cotemporaries, 
“that his name may be honored in the land.” 


tis a great mistake to make our judges inde- 
pendent of the people; but it is a mistake made by 
all the States who formed constitutions for their 
government, during or at the close of the Revolu- 
tion, as well as by the convention which formed the 
Federal Constitution. They knew from history 
the danger of the judicial tribunals being dependent 
on weak and profligate princes, and supposed that, 
to render them independent, it was necessary to 
place them above the power of the people. On 
this subject, it is very evident that the people of 
the United States have changed their opinion; they 
have experienced the evils which have resulted 
from making judges permanent, and are from time 
to time changing their constiiutions in respect to 
their courts, while the new States commence their. 
Government upon the more correct principles. 
Eleven States now elect their judges for limited pe- 
riods of time—Pennsylvania, fifteen years; Arkan- 
gas, eight years; Maine, New Jersey, Ohio, Indiana, 
Alabama, and Michigan, seven years, Mississippi, 
six years; Georgia, three years; Vermont, one 
year, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, Connecti- 
cut, Delaware, New York, Maryland, Virginia, 


` North Carolina, South Carolina, Kentucky, Ten- 
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nedsee, Louisiana, and Missouri, during good be- 
havior. In some of these latter States, judges are 
removable onan address of three-fourths; in others, 
of two:thigds of both Houses of their Legislatures, 
and even in Rhode Island, where no one has look- 
ed lately for any improvement in government, the 
dominant party, in making their new constitution, 
have been so far controlled by the common sense 
of the country, and the example set them by some 
of the other. States, as to place their judges alto. 
gether in the power of the people, by making them 
removable atevery annual election, by a majority 
of the legislative body, although in form they hold 
their offices during good behavior. 

I do not expect, Mr. President, that a majority 
of this body will now vote for this amendment of 
the Constitution; and I have not offered it with any 
hope of such result. I offer it to call public atten- 
tion to the subject. Our courts of justice, particu- 
larly the United States courts, are not much known 
and observed by the people; for it is but a small pro- 
portion of our citizens who see these courts as 
suitors, witnesses, or jurors, and great abuses 
might prevail in them, and be long continued, un- 
less the attention of the peopie was called to them 
by some such proposition as I have now made—a 
proposition which I shall continue to make while 
1 have the honor of a seatin this body, unless its 
adoption shall relieve me from the performance of 
that duty. 


SPEECH OF MR. LINN, 
OF MISSOURI 


In Senate, January 26, 1843—In reply to Mr. Mc- 
Derri, on the Oregon bill. 


Mr. LINN said the opposition to the measure 
which he had had the honor of introducing, had 
confined itself, except on the part of the Senators 
from South Carolina, to the grantof lands. One 
of those Senators made. that his chief objection; 
but was averse, in addition, to all present action 
upon the matter, The other, who spoke yester- 
day, [Mr. McDurriz,] took still wider ground— 
blamed the bill as to all its incidental parts, as 
well as its objects, and declared his fixed repug- 
nance, not only to this scheme of settlement, but 
to all expansion of our population whatever. Cer- 
tain remarks of the latter eloquent Senator de- 
mand a particular reply; and, in answering them, 
if I can suthciently, I shall have met whatever else 
has been further objected to the bill. 

li is with a want of consideration, of meditation, 
and preparation of the measure, that he more qi- 
rectly taxes it. ‘To this objection, the history of 
the bill, and of its repeated introduction here, is 
the best answer. The measure was first intro- 
duced some twenty-two years ago, in the House of 
Representatives. It has, therefore, had all thetime 
necessary to reach the legal age of discretion. A 
bill of like form and objects was urged again upon 
Congress in 1823, with much ability and research, 
by a distinguished member, (the late Governor 
Floyd,) one of whose fayorile objects it continued 
to be up tothe close of his honorable congressional 
career, Though he did not induce the Legisla- 
ture to embrace his views, yet the measure com- 
manded the attention of President Monroe, and 
was strongly recommended in his last annual mes- 
sage. His successor, (Mr. Adams,)in like man- 
ner, viewed it as a proper part of our national 
policy, and pressed it upon the attention of Con- 
gress. This was followed up by two reports from 
the accomplished pen of Mr. Baylies in support 
of the President’s recommendation. In 1828, it 
was once more introduced, in a regular legisla- 
tive form, by Goveraor Fioyd, and passed the House 
of Representatives by a large majority, but failed 
in the Senate by a plurality of two votes. Since 
then, it has, repeatedly, in one form or another, 
been the subject of executive attention and legis- 
lative discussion. 

In 1836, Mr. Slacum, a young gentleman admi- 
rably fitted for this dificult service, was commis- 
sioned by General Jackson to examine the coun- 
try, and report upon its inducements to occupation, 
state of the fur trade, commercial advantages, &c. 
The information which that genileman personally 
collected was placed before Congress in 1838. In 
the mean time, (October, 1837,) during the extra 
session, I made a call upon the Executive for 
whatever it could communicate, in its possession, : 
upon this interesting subject. The answer, þe- . 
sides other matter, brought us, at the regular ses- > 
sion, the report of Mr, Slacum of his several jour- i 


‘which was then opposed strenuously by genile 


neys and voyages fró Mexico’ to Califtrhids'to 
the Sandwich Islands, dnd to the Territory of Ore- 
gon. I then moved the reference of the whofe 
subject to the Committee on Foreign: Relations, 
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who are now in favor of its reference tó thate 
mittee. Finding this opposition, I moved-itsTeter- 
ence tothe Committee on Military Affairs, which 
was also strenuously opposed by all, who- took 
any part in the debate. * It seemed to be“the opin- 
ion of the Senate, thai it should be referred-to 
neither of the committees, but that it appropriately 
belonged to a select committee; which was accord- 
ingly adopted. Being the author of the proposi- 
tion in regard tothe Territory of Oregon, I was 
selected as the chairman of that committee. On’ 
the 6th of June, 1838, the committee submitted 
a report, accompanied by a bill. E 

While these proceedings were going on in the 


‘Senate, Mr. Cusnine, a member of the Committee 


on Foreign Affairsin the House of Representatives, 
presented the question to that body, followed up by 
a report made by him—a report which, it may be 
said with truth, exhausted the subject. Neither 
the Senate nor House bill was reached that session. 
Then came the Maine boundary excitement, and 
the political and party agitation of the years 1839 
and 1840, in the midst of which there was so litle 
hope of commanding the attention. of Congress in 
a measure in no manner connected with the presi- 
dential election, that it was thought unnecessary to 
press it upon the consideration of the Senate. Not- 
withstanding this, I was not_wnmindful. of its’ im- 
portance; and in January, 1840,* a resolution ‘was, 
at my instance, sent to the, War Deparument, as 
tothe expediency of a line of military posts ex- 
tending to the Rocky Mountains, upon which afa- 
vorable report was returned by Mr. Poinsett, 
That report l have already had the honor to cite 
to the Senate in my opening remarks upon this 
bill, when it first came up for consideration this 
session, When next I brought it forward, the for- 
eign negotiations with Lord Ashburton, which 
ended in the Jate treaty, were about to be set on 
foot; and I was urged by all political parties not, to 
embroil them with another difficulty, by a renewed 
effort to bring about the occupation of the territory. 
To these wishes I reluctantly yielded, consenting 
to wait for the resulls of the promised diplomacy. 
That diplomacy has suffered the occasion to pass 
almost without an allusion to the subject; and still, 


| as before, the cry is, “Notnow! wait a little long- 


er! presently! By-and-by we arecertain to bring 
the whole business happily through, if you will not 
press itnow!” Such has ever been the encourage- 
ment, or the argument, with which the measure 
has, for above twenty years, been met; and the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina will, therefore, see that 
the purpose has been pursued with everything that 
could give it forecast, and that no indiscreet meas- 
ure or issue has been pressed against Great Britain, 
or urged upon the Senate. It has been held back 
not only until it became, in point of time, appro- 
priate, but indispensable, if we are ever to accom: 
plish the object at which we aim, 

The main subject was urged on the attention of 
Congress in President. Tyler’s fixstannual message, 
where it is also. strongly sustained by the auxiliary 
reports of the Secretaries of War and the Navy; 
and the same recommendation was once more pre- 
sented to. Congiess in the teporis of Secretaries 
Spencer and Upshur, al the beginning of this ses- 
sion. The country is indebted to Mr. Pendleton 
for an excellent report in 1842, to the House of 
Representatives, accompanying a bill even stronger 
than the one now under discussion: 

This succinct history of the measure must cer- 
tainly acquit the committee of any indiscreet 
haste, any inconsiderateness, any precipitateness of 
plunging Congress into premature debate, or a rash 
issue with Great Britain; particularly as both Mr. 
Jefferson and Mr, Madison had originally been in 
favor of some action. ` 

As to the apprehended effects of debate here, 
the Senator, I think, exaggerates to himself the na- 


* About the same period, I introduced another resolution in the 
Senate, calling for further information from the Siate. De- 
partment. In. reply to which, Mr. Greenhow’s admirable Me- 
moir, Historical, Political, and Geographical, of the Northwest 
Coast, and drawn up atthe request of Mr, Forsyth, was. sent. in; 
and 3,000 copies were printed by order of the Senate. Mr. 
Greenhow’s Memoir contains the most careful and correct ine 
formation that could be obtained up to that period, including 
even the best British authorities; and ii clearly proves, beyond 
all possibility of doubt or cavil, that the-title of the: United 
States to the country is incontrovertible, : % 
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tional irritation which may be so produced. Great 
Britain-—herself accustomed to the most unre- 
strained: parliamentary discussion—surely better 
understands how debate, and the heats into which 
it naturally runs, are to be viewed. It is by our 
action—not our speeches—that Great Britain will 
be influenced. I shall therefore continue to speak, 
as Į have spoken, freely; well convinced that what 
we say of-her here will be of no more serious con- 
sequence in London, thar what she says of us, in 
her legislative wrangling, is of weighty influence 
upon. us, SP 
L understand the Senator’s objections to the bill to 
be. three-fold: first, thatit would, in its main pro- 
visions, be an infraction of the conventions of 1818 
and 1827; secondly, that, when carried into effect, 
it must plunge us into all the expense of a remote 
military occupation; thirdly, that the territory it- 
self is valueless, and must prove a disadvantage, 
not only threugh the enormous expense it must en- 
tail upon us, but by dispersing our population, from 
whose concentration alone a progressive and an el- 
evated civilization is to be expected. 
The Senator will pardon me if I say that the en- 
tire scope of his remarks yesterday proves him 


greatly toundervalue a territory as yet little known . 


in his quarter. - Thereis a mass of documentary 
information in regard to it, in which I am com- 
pelled to suppose him not versed. Even putting these 
minuter facts out of view, however and supposing its 
surface steril, there are in its favor high and ob- 
vious elements of commercial value, of future com- 
mercial greatness, which I thought certain to strike 
a mind as capable as his of embracing these im- 
portant considerations. It is plainly, at no distant 
‘day, the destined avenue of a great trade from all 
our territories to the Pacific and the East. Nor 
does he less overlook its present and past import- 
ance. The inertness of our policy has already tor- 
feited tous more than ten millions of legitimate trade. 
By the sheer neglect of our Government, our fur- 
trade on that coast--formerly affording at least half 
a million--has been suffered, underthe operation of 
the existing treaty, to dwindle to some two thou- 
sand dollars a year. Examine, sir, the returns ot 
our fur-trade, from the first settlement on the Co- 
lumbia, by Astor, down to the present time; and you 
will find that it has sunk to the paltry amount I 
have mentioned, and that all the auxiliary com- 
merce which was connected with it--the trade 
from that coast to China—is extinct. 

These are matters easily established by docu- 
mentary evidence before me, so copious that I dare 
not tax the patience of the Senate with its reading. 
IT will venture only to citea single document and 
letter, addressed to me by Mr. Pierce, while engaged 
in this trade of the Northwest: 


“Boston, May 1, 1842, 


“Sir: Thinking it may be interesting or important to you to - 


know of some of the late operations and present plans of the 
British Hudson Bay Company in the North Pacific ocean, I 
beg leave to present to your notice some facte in relation to the 
same, and which have come to my knowledge from personal 
observation, or from sources entitled to the fullest credit. 

‘Call that extensive line of coast comprehending the Russian 
possessions on the northwest coast of America, from Mount St. 
Elias south to the latitude of 54 deg. 40 min. north, (the last be: 
ing the boundary line between the Russian and American terri- 
tories,) together with the sole and exclusive right or privilege 
of frequenting all ports, bays, sounds, rivers, &c. within said 
territory, and establishing forts and trading with the Indians, 
has been leased or granted by the Russian-American Fur Com- 
pany to the British Hudson Bay Company for the term of ten 
years from January, 1842, and for which the latter are to pay, 
annually, four thousand fur seal skins, or the value thereof in 
money, at the rate of thirty-two shillingseach—say £6,400 
sterling, or $30,720. 

“In theabovenamed lease the Russians have, however, re- 
served to themselves the island of Sitka, or New Archangel; in 
which place, you probably are aware, the Russians have a 
large settiement—the depot and headquarters of their fur trade 
with the Foxislands, Aleutian islands, and the continental shore 
westward of Mount St. Elias. All the trading establishments 
of the Russians lately existing at Tumgass Stickene, and other 
places within said territory, leased to the Hudson Bay Compa: 
ny, have of consequence been broken up. Thus the Hudson 
Bay Company, not content with monopolizing the heretofore 
profitable trade of the Americans, of supplying the Russian set- 
tlements on the Northwest coast, have now completely cut them 
offalso from all trade with the most valuable fur regions in the 
world. 

“Whether the arrangements made between the Russians and 
English, above alluded to, are conformable to the treaties ex- 
isting between the United States on the one part, and those na- 
tions respectively on the other, I leave to your better knowl- 
edge to determine, 

“with the doings of the Hudson Bay Company at Puget’s 
sound and the Columbia river you are doubtless fully informed: 
those, however, lately commenced by them in California will 
admit of my saying a few words. 

« At San Francisco they have purchased a large house, as a 
trading establishment and depot for merchandise; and they in- 
tend this year to have a place of the same kind at each of the 
principal ports in Upper California. Two vessels are building 

in London, intended for the same trade—that is, for the coast- 


ing trade; and, after completing their cargoes, to carry them 
to England. These things, with others, give every indication 
that it is the purpose of the Hudson Bay Company to monop- 
olize the whole hide and tallow trade of the coast of Califor- 
nia—a trade which now employs more than haifa million of 


„American capital. 


“ At the Sandwich Islands the company have a large trading 
establishment, and have comimenced engaging in the com- 
merce of the country, with evident designs. to monopolize it 
if possible, and to drive off the Americans who have hereto- 
fore been its chief creators and conductors. 

“I have been informed by one of the agents of the Hudson 


- Bay Company that the agricultural and commercial opera- 


tions of the English at Puget’s sound, Columbia. river, Califor- 
nia, and. Sandwich Islands, are carried on, not actually by the 
Hudson Bay Company, but by what may be termed a branch 
of it—by gentlemen who are the chief members and stock- 
holders ofsaidcompany, and who have associated themselves 
under the firm of Pelby, Simpson, & Co. in Loudon, and with 
a capital of more than $15,000,000. f ay 

“Seeing these companies, then, marching with iron foot- 
steps to the possession of the most valuable portion of country 
in the Northern Pacific; and considering, too, the immense 
amount of their capital, the number, enterprise, and energy 
of their agents, and the policy pursued by them, great reason 
is there to fear that American commerce in that part of the 
world must soon lower its flag, But, sir, it is to be hoped that 
our Government will soon do something to break up the Brit- 
ish settlements in the Oregon Territory, and thereby destroy 
the source from which now emanate the most dire evils to 
American interests in the Western world. In the endeavor 
to bring about that desirable object, you have done much; and 
every friend to his country, every person interested in the com- 
merce of the Pacific, must feel grateful for the valuable ser- 
vices rendered them by you. 

“With great respect, your obedient servant, 
“HENRY A. PHERCE.”* 


The Senator from Kentucky gave the other day 
a very striking sketch of the vast and widespread 
operations of the Hudson Bay Company. They 
may be yet more visibly traced in a map of their 
possessions before me, Here Senators may cast 
their eyes over a territory, stretching from the bay 
of the north Atlantic which has lent its name to the 
association, to the Pacific and the borders of Mex- 
ico. Over this wide dominion, dotted with their 
frequent forts, settlements, and factories, and over 
its many Indian tribes, they hold'undisputed rule, 


+FURS. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Registers Office, May 21, 1842. 
Sir: l have the honor to enclose the statement of furs ex- 
ported to Canton. Ihave the export in the direct trade, and the 
general trade, as fay as returns have been made. 


JAMES McCLERY. 
ion. N. G PENDLETON. 


Value of furs exported to Canton on American at- 
count, annually, from 1821 to 1840. 


Years. Direct trade. | General trade, Remarks. 
182i $142,399 $340,991 

1822 78,158 490,081 

1823 100.910 319,231 

1824 89,939 269,449 

1826 33,130 270,445 

1826 45,110 258,235 

1827 100,986 256,809 

1828 101,764 - No return, 
1829 80,180 - H Do. 
1830 10,306 - Do. 
1831 $2,396 | - Do. 
1832 129,570 + - Do. 
1833 £ 109,695 133,085 

1934 8,383 100,348 

1835 49,964 134,518 

1836 34,883 109,000 Estimated. 
1837 561 96,162 

1833 37,864 54.832 

1839 16,794 40,000 Do. 
1840 2,868 | - No return, 


This table, exhibiting a gradually diminishing trade in furs, 
from the period that the hunting and trading of British subjects 
in Oregon was authorized by the convention of 1818, isthe best 
commentary upon the principles and provisions of that conven- 
tion. Individual disinterestedness or generosity may surrender 
to general participation the advantages and privileges of an ex- 
clusive right; but the wiser, safer, and more general rule of na- 
tional action, is in every grant to demand an equivalent. The 
convention of 1818, was a departure from this salutary rule, and 
its consequences we read in the above table—the uncompen- 
sated transfer tothe Hudson Bay Company of all that trade 
which our own citizens have lost. This simple statement af- 
fords a lesson by which we shall do well to profit in time, before 
our own indifference, forbearance, and neglect shall render.ut- 
terly worthless the object for which we have so long contended. 
If the successful and beneficial assertion of our right shal! ever 
be made, it must be made now. Further acquiescence in the 
exclusive possession of the Hudson Bay Company, (for north 
of the Columbia, it is in fact. exclusive,) if notan absolute sur 
render of our claim, is what is almost equivalent te it—an aban- 
donment of the game, which constitutes its principal value. 
to the annihilation of thriftless hunting and indiscriminate 
slaughter. 

From six to eight hundred men annually go to the Rocky 
Mountains, on hunting and trading expeditions who collect 4 
jarge amount of furs; the value of which, however, the com: 
mittee has no means of ascertaining with any degree of accu 
racy. This trade would greatly and rapidly increase under the 
protection which the contemplated posts will afford, 


as complete as was ever exercised in Hindostan by 
the great company which was the skilful instru- © 
ment of England in seizing upon her present em- 
pire there. The red spots on this map designate 
the various forts; the others, the settlements of the 
company’s retired servants. 

What landmarks, what signs of dominion or 
possession, has this Government affixed to the soil? 
None. How have your claims been vindicated? 
What care have you had of even the subordinate 
matter of your trade, usually not slighted by act- 
ively commercial nations? Your fur trade, as I 
have said, is gone; that with the Russian posses- 


‘sions has been suffered to pass into foreign hands; 


that with the Sandwich Islands lies at the mercy of 
your watchful rival; and not a step is taken to stay 
her encroachments upon your soil, or her inroads 
upon your commerce! 

It is not, sir, because 1 am a Western man, or 
because my immediate constituents take a deep 
concern in this matter, that I urge it. I regard it 
only as a fational question. It is as a great and 
acknowledged interest of the whole Union that I 
would preserve it, let it directly benefit what sec- 
tion of the country it may. ‘Nothing local, nothing 
sectional, enters into my feelings, or shall sway my 
judgment. J view it—and trust that every other 
Senator will view it—only in its broader relations 
to the whole country, and have aimed to treat it 
only in that way. 


In regard to the particular interests involved in 
the question, I could read many documents, with 
which I will not weary the attention of the Senate. 
They will permit me, however, to cite from the 
excellent report of Mr. Pendleton to the other 
House, the following important letter of Captain 
Spalding, of the ship Lausanne, of New York, ad- 
dressed to myself: 


“Atpresent, the company cultivate about three thousand acres 
of land, and raise about eighteen thousand bushels of wheat, 
fourteen thousand bushels of potatoes, three thousand bushels 
of pease, and have both Rour and saw-mills; they have seven 
thousand head of cattle, two thousand sheep, hogs, &¢., and 
have engaged to supply the Russians with eight thousand bush- 
els of wheat annually, and I do not know how many thousand 
pounds of butter at 6d. sterling per pound; they have a large 
number of men in their employ, four ships, two schooners, and 
a steamboat; they have several forts on the south side of the 
Columbia, and take ont ofthe river probably not less than jive 
hundred thousand dollars in value per annum; while our Gov- 
ernment remains perfectly passive and unconcerned. T must 
confess, when Isaw allthis, I felt ashamed that I was an Amer- 
ican. Iam convinced that not another nation under heaven 
would submit to it, or could be so negligent of the interests of its 
people. ‘The company have all the cattle, sheep, &c., but will 
not sell to a settler a single cow or a sheep; they will, I believe, 
sometimes sell a pig, but nothing else alive—not even a horse; 
nothing that breathes. They have now contracted to supply the 
Russians at Sidka, and all the northern parts, with goods of all 
kinds that the Russians require at twenty five per cent. advance 
on the London invoice, to be delivered at the ports where they 
are wanted, without charge for freight or expense of any kind; 
thus driving the Americans off the coast. H isalso well under: 
stood that they purpose taking possession of the Sandwich 
Islands, which the British Government claim under an old 
grant from Tamaahmaah. There is too good reason to believe 
(indeed the opinion is prevalent at Oregon) that the grasping 
ambition of the British will not with all this be satisfied, but that 
they intend to add even California to their possessions; mean- 
ing and intending thereby to obtain possession of the bay of 
San Francisco, which is decidedly the best place on the whole 
west coast of America for a naval depot, and where the com» 
bined navies of the whole world could anchor with perfect 
safety; being accessible at all times for vessels of any draught 
of water. 

“Phe colony from the United States is situated on the Wallas 
met, a branch of the Columbia, about ninety miles from the 
mouth ofthe river, which is, undoubtedly, the finest grazing 
and wheat country in Oregon. At present, it consists of about 
seventy families, who raise considerable grain, and have about 
three thousand head of cattle. The mission last year raised 
one thousand bushels of wheat, and made butter, cheese 
&c., enough for their own use. ‘They have five hundre 
head of cattle and two hundred horses, and last year they 
sowed four hundred bushels of wheat, one hundred and 
twenty bushels of pease, and planted a large quantity of 
potatoes and vegetables of all descriptions. They have hogs, 
poultry, &c., in abundance. Last year they raised over fifteen 
hundred bushels of potatoes. The extent of the country come 
prising the Wallamet Valley is about three hundred miles long 
and two hundred broad, interspersed with ravines of wood, gene 
erally. of sufficient quantities for fuel and fencing. Thelandin 
its natural state is usually ready for the plough, and is very fer- 
tile, producing from twenty-five to forty bushels of wheat to the 
acre; and the Climate is so mild that the cattle subsist in the 
fields without fodder or shelter of any kind being prepared or 
provided for them through the winter. Salmon can be taken at 
the Wallamet falls (which, however, the British have taken 
possession of, and compelled our people to build their mills at 
the falls above) with little trouble, from May to September, in 
almost any quantity. Ibave no hesitation in saying that ten 
thousand barrels might be taken per annum. Probably no place 
in the world offers greater inducements for emigrants. Pro- 
visions might readily be procured to support one thousand emi- 
grantsatany time. Flour wae this season high, in consequence 
ofa want of mills—a difficulty that is now obviated by the erec- 
tion of iwo new ones, viz. one by Mr, McKey, and one by the 
mission; as also two saw-mills.. Wheat is nominally worth one 
dollar per bushel, beefeix cents per pound, pork ten, cows fifty 

dollars each, oxen sixty, horses thirty-five, Potatoes being 
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about twenty-five cents per bushel. ‘Labor is worth about 
thirty-five doliars per month, the laborer being found by his 
employer.” - 

I have repeatedly alluded to the commercial and 
territorial cupidity of the Hudson Bay Company, 
its unjust encroachments, its unhesitating rapacity, 
the spoliations of our legitimate trade, and even the 
murders which have tracked its course as a com- 
pany. But, in simple justice, let me say that these 
acts and this character belong to them only ina 
corporate capacity. As individuals, many of them 
are men highly humane and honorable. It is 
abundantly known, in particular, that there lives 
not a more generous, benevolent, and kind-hearted 
gentleman than Dr. McLaughlin, the individual 
at the head of the company’s affairs on the Colum- 
bia. . His acts of voluntary kindness towards our 
citizens; his courtesy towards whomsoever cf our offi- 
cers. or public agents may have visited that coun- 
try; the ready and liberal good offices which he has 
ever extended wherever they were needed, do him 
him great honor, and should not be mentioned 
without thanks. I make, then, my charges against 
the collective company and its policy, not the in- 
dividuals of whom it is made up. Let me, on the 
other hand, as freely remark, without desiring to 
diminish anything from this individual praise, 
that, as a company, they can well afford to be gen- 
erous to us of the fruits of our own soil. An an- 
nual half million in the fur-trade may well miti- 
gate a good many national prejudices. Out of an 
abundance which should be ours, they may well 
dispense some hospitality to our citizens and ac- 
credited agents. For training on their savage 
dependants to waylay our wanderers, to burn our 
settlements, to exterminate the settler, to shut out 
our traders from all participation in their traffic, 
these civilities are, after all, but acheap equivalent, 
True it is, however, that in the former rivalry 
between the two companies, before they were 
merged into one, they were as rapacious and as 
sanguinary towards each other. And why should 
they be more just or more merciful towards an 
alien race? : 


Of these deeds the Senator from South Carolina 
may have some recollection, and of the time when, 
in their contest for the supremacy of that region, 
the employees of the two companies were led on 
to mutual outrages as detestable as any to which 
they now jointly instigate the savages against our 
helpless citizens and traders. He may perhaps re- 
call the. tragedies of 1819; when the Northwest 
Company made regular war upon that of Hudson 
Bay, to drive them from the trade; pitched battles 
being fought as between two fierce Indian tribes, 
with a loss of twenty men in a single affair— 
Governor Semple and Mr. Kevenny (another lead- 
ing man) perishing in the contest. 

surely have not need to urge that they whom 
the sordid love of gain could thus urge to imbrue 
their hands in the blood of brother Englishmen, 
would little hesitate to inflame the natural an- 
tipathies of the savage, and turn his secondary 
ferocity to an easy and a genera] instrument for 
effecting those dark deeds by which the citizens of 
‘a rival power were to be put out of the way when 
they came between them and their gains. 

Pdo not speak idly of these matters, but hold in 
my hand'reports of men who personally knew the 
influence and the arts practised against us: such 
men as Governors Clarke and Cass, whose judg- 
ments and knowledge in Indian affairs were be- 

ond dispute. They show that, up to 1829, at 
east five hundred of our people have been de- 
stroyed in this way, and that the rate of subsequent 
destruction has not changed. All the evidence 
showsthat, wherever the British fur-trade is pushéd, 
the Indians are subsidized. The terms of that 
subsidy have an index in the murders committed 
on our people. Trace up the butcheries in the 
Rocky Mountains and their plains, the ravages of 
our exposed settlements, and you will find them 
uniformly committed by Indians clad in British 
blankets and armed with British tomahawks and 
scalping-knives. Is not this proof enough for 
whom this work of blood is done? How long, 
sir, shall this innocent blood of your citizens call 
to you in vain? How long shall it be before you 
inierpose to arrest these crimes? Are the lawful 
pursuits of your people to be thus left the spoil and 
the prey of foreign rapacity? Does not the very 
treaty which is so often pleaded, declare these pur- 
suits legitimate; or is it, then, but an idle form? If 
legitimate, you are bound to protect your cit- 
izens who engage in it; and the question of its 
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greater or less. profitableness than other occupa- 
tions, is not one to be considered, except by those 
who engage init. The Senator from South Car- 
olina,to disparage the trade, said yesterday that 
few men have grown rich in it. Now E appre- 
hend that, comparing great things with small, his 
remark is equally true of manufactures. In these, 
what a disproportion between the few capitalists 
who get rich, and the multitudes of poor operatives 
who never can? _ It is but the same thing in either 
pursuit: the operatives amass not the splendid for- 
tunes, nor does every hunter and trapper become 
a John Jacob Astor. Chance or taste leads them 
to adopt that pursuit; and it forms one of those na- 
tional interests which we are bound to protect, in 
common with even the humblest branch of your 
industry or commerce. Whenever your sails 
whiten the sea, in no matter what clime, against no 
matter whom, the national arm stretches out its 
protection. Everywhere but in this unhappy ter- 
ritory, the persons and the pursuits of your citizens 
are watched over. You count no cost when other 
interests are concerned, when other rights are as- 
sailed; but you recoil here from a trifling appropri- 
ation to an object of the highest national impor- 
tance, because it enlists no sectional influence. 
Contrast, for instance, your supineness about the 
Oregon Territory with your alacrity to establish, 
for guarding the slave coast and Liberia, a squad- 
ron costing $600,000 annually, and which you have 
bound yourself by treaty to keep upfor five years, 
with great exposure of lives and vessels. By stip- 
ulation, eighty guns (one-twelfth of your force 
afloat) is kept upon this service; and, as your na- 
val expenditure amounts to about seven millions 
a year, this (its twelfth part) will make, in five 
years, three millions bestowed in watching the 
coast of Africa, and guarding the freedom of the 
negrorace! For this you lavish millions; and you 
grudge $100,000 to the great American and nation- 
al object of asserting your territorial rights and set- 
tling your soil. You grant at once what furthers 
the slave policy of a rival power, and deny the 
means of rescuing from its grasp your own property 
and soil! 


(Here Mr. L. referred again to the letter of Mr. 
Spalding, which we have given at large.*] 

The general objection to the bill has been con- 
fined to the grants of land. The South Carolina 


Senators alone have viewed the establishment of ` 


military posts as a violation of the convention. 
And I understood one of those Senators to assert 
even that, under the treaty, we could not extend 
over the territory our legal jurisdiction, as Britain 
has‘done. 

[Mr. MeDourrie here assured Mr. L. that he had 
misapprehended him: he held that we could ex- 


*To show the operations uf the Hudson Bay Company, to 
root out American fur-traders, public attention is called to the 
following extract of Mr. Vownsend’s excellent remarks upon the 
Territory of Oregon, recently published in the National Inteli- 

encer. 
7 “Within a few years, several Americans (of whom the writer 
of this notice is one) have crossed the Rocky Mountains to the 
mouth of the Columbia, with objectsentirely unconnected with 
trade orcommerce. Mine was the desire to see a new country, 
a lave of adventure for its own sake, and an enthusiastic fond- 
ness for natural history. 

“The party with which I travelled left Independence, Mis. 
souri, about the latter part of April, 1834, and arrived at the 
British Fort Vancouver in September, having performed the 
whole journey. on horseback. From this time until October, 
1836, (with the exception of the first winter, which I passed at 
the Sandwich islands,) my residence was in the Territory of 
Oregon. Dr. McLaughlin, the chief factor, treated me with 
uniform and singular kindness, supplying all my wants, and 
furnishing me with every facility in the prosecution of my 
plans. This is, 1 believe, the uniform character of the super- 
intendents of British forts in that country. Travellers, natu- 
ralists, and all who are not traders, are kindly and most*hospi- 
tably treated; but the moment the visiter Is known to trade a 
beaver skin from an Indian, that moment heis ejected from the 
community, andall communication between him and the offi- 
cers of thecompany ceases. When Captain Wyeth, with his 
party, arrived at Walla-Walla fort, on his passage down the 
Columbia, he was required by the superintendent to promise 
that during his journey from thence to Vancouver—300 miles 
he would not buy a beaver skin; the functionary assurin 
him that, unless he consented so to bind himeelf, he would sent 
a party ahead of him whith should be instructed to purchase 
every beaver skin from the Indians on the route, at aprice 
which he (Wyeth) could not afford in pay. Itis a fact, noto- 
rious in that country, that the honorable company has asum of 
money, amounting to several thousand pounds sterling, laid 
aside at Vancouver, for the sole purpose of opposing all who 
may come to interfere with its monopoly, by purchasing at ex- 
orbitant prices all the furs in possession of the Indians, and 
thus forcing the settler to come to terms, or driving him from 
the country. If it be an individual who is thus starved into 
submission, he then usually clears a piece of Jand on the Wal- 
lamet river, takes an Indian wife, and purchases furs of the 


natives, which, by previous contract, he is bound to sell to the . 


company atan advance which is fixed by the Governor.”? 


tend our jurisdiction over the Indians and our own 
citizens.} f ; Ea 

My. Linn. Wel, sir, I stand corrected. I now 
hold in my hand a copy of the contract which the 
Hudson Bay Company passes with its employees, 
by which it is agreed that when the employee. has 
served a certain number of years, and. wishes.to 
retire, he shall have a grant of fifty actes of land, 
asuit ofthe company’s clothes, &c., he binding him- 
self toa sort of fendal tenure to muster and bear 
arms when needed. ; : 

Now, sir, does not this contract incontestibly. es- 
tablish, on their part, everything which it is denied. 
that we can do? Is it to be supposed that the com- 
pany does not kecp these engagements? That can- 
not be; and we know that their retired servants 
have forsome time had settlements and occupied 
lands, in conformity with these agreements Task 
Senators, then, are we always to argue against our- 
selves?—always to interpret our national duties in 
favor of other nations, and to our own detriment? 
‘Was it not thus in 1828, when géntlemen contend- 
ed that we could not establish military posts in the 
territory, nor extend our jurisdiction over it? This, 
too, when Great Britain had already taken those 
steps over the whole northwest, and even over a 
part of owr territory on this side the Rocky Moun- 
tains. s 

But gentlemen surely mistake when they im- 
agine that this British jurisdiction can be confined 
to British subjects alone. Pray, sir, were an 
American to commit murder on an employċe of 
the company, does anybody believe that he would 
not be tried and hanged under this British law? 
The English ministry, I know, has said (as Mr. 
Gallatin tells us) that it was not intended to be ap~ 
plied to any but British subjects and Indians. But 
what then? What will the opinion of this or that 
minisier signify, a case having actually occurred? 
By settled law, any denizen coming within its ju- 
risdiction, and committing a crime, willbe punish- 
ed; andif there isa British judge or justice of the 
peace there, he will be bound to execute this law, 
to its letter, against Americans as al! others. 

My friend from Vermont [Mr. Pastes] made it 
clear that, under this law, controversies likewise 
as to land titles between citizens of the two coun- 
tries would pass under this jurisdiction. “If so, 
why not as much criminal offences? Rut as to. 
such scrupulous limiting of their legal assumptions, 
they are far more likely to enlarge them. I never 
heard of an Indian being hung under that law; but 
I have lately learned the occurrence of a case 
where a half-breed Indian, for the murder of an 
Englishman, was tried, convicted, and hung—a 
mode of death the most repugnant to all an In- 
dian’s prejudices. Why should this not have been 
done upon an American citizen? What have you 
done to insure his surrender to your own courts}— 
what to protect his pursuits, doubly legitimate both. 
by your territorial title and the stipulations of the 
convention? 

You do not, probably, know the number of men 
of Massachusetts, of New Hampshire, of Missouri, 
and of other States, who would push their fortunes 
in that territory, and carry civilization thither 
could they but expect from you the protection and 
the favor which England, rete we Hudson Bay 
Company, grants to her people., Your States of the 
East and the West will not send forth theirswarms, 
because they believe their Government too timid 
or too niggardly to protect or to assist them. They 
never will believe you in earnest till, by some 
measure as positive as this, you prove to them 
that you regard your title as indefeasible, and give 
them a pledge of your intentions that tannot be re- 
tracted. I have seen many letters to this effect, 
and know that such is the general doubt which 
holds back numbers who desire to go. Your peo- 
ple require action of some kind; and I will feel that 
{have not lived in vain, if this bill should have 
the effect of bringing the subject to some definite 
conclusion. 

These are the views of those who look only to 
the earthly rewards of hazardous enterprise. But 
the Eastern States furnish others, whom a sacred 
call has Jed to trace the pathless wilderness, care- 
less of all human protection; who, in the true spirit 
of Christian philanthropy, have braved every pri- 
vation and danger to carry to the valleys of the 
Oregon and the Wallamet the light of the Gospel, 
and its attendant, civilization ;" accomplishing 
there, by individual devotedness, those noble bene- 
fits which it was your part to‘have performed. The 
Christian spirit of men has outstripped the tardy 
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policy and goodness of the Government; and these 
ospel-bearers have at once formed a paradise, 
where your statesmen imagine nothing but steril 
sand8, or a surface blackened by volcanic fires. 

‘Of the horrors of such a sojourn the Senator from 
Sduth Carolina [Mr. McDurriz] seems to have 
‘formed a particuiarly lively conception, and has 
‘conveyed it (as was to be expected) in a very pow- 
erful form, Had he (he said) an honest or deserv- 
ing son, who desired to migrate thither, he would 
say to him, “Don’t go! stay where you are!” But, 
had he one fit for a convict-ship or Botany Bay, he 
would tell him, without hesitation, “Go, by all 
™Means !” - 

Now, for the Senator’s information, I beg to 
read a few well-authenticated descriptions of this 
blasted land of his. The reporis of the mission- 
‘aries, and the narratives of Captain Wilkes and of 
Mr. Peale, the naturalist, give a very different 
picture. They agree that, for picturesque beauty, 
‘tor exuberant fertility, and for salubrity of climate, 
no region of the earth, of equal extent, surpasses 
the vales and the table-lands of the Oregon. There, 


y 


‘too, they tell you, instead of the dissoluteness of © 


‘such a population as the Senator thinks it only fit 
for, are seen gentleness, piety, intelligence, and 
eace, which seem to have their chosen seat in the 
*beautifal valley of the Wallamet. They are 
law-abiding and law-loving; they are active, yet 
quiet; no strifes or broils, suicides or murders. No 
compulsion of the law is needed to make them pay 
„their debts—a contrast, on this verge of civiliza- 
tion, (as the Senator supposes it,) at which a por- 
tion of his constituents, not to say my own, might 
‘well blush. He is not less mistaken as to the mer- 
‘cenary motives which, he thinks, can alone have 
Jed these wanderers so far. Was it such that 
brought our sturdy ancestors to the rock of Ply- 
‘mouth? May not their descendants speed to this 
farthest West with like visions of some noble futu- 
rity to be realized? There is a fascination in these 
half-real dreams which I have witnessed and felt; 
‘and had I wealth to pay, or could such things be 
bought, I know not what I would give to have felt 
the wild and strange ‘rapture with which Boon 
must have gazed, for the first time, from the sum- 
init of the Cumberland mountains over the match- 
less plain of Kentucky; or yet, again, when he had 
passed through that Eden-like wilderness, and, 
tom the top of one ofthe mounds of a departed 
race, looked, in bewildered delight, over the mag- 
nificent banks and streams of the Ohio. 
These, sir, are sensations not to be purchased, 
There is in them no touch of anything mercenary; 
‘and they animate men to ventures which no gain 
¢an repay, but which surely, in finding or founding 
émpires for us, deserve encouragement and protec- 
tion, as much as any labors of that more sordid 
kind which seek, and make themselves in safety, 
rewards at home. There are men who go forth to 
the wilderness like our first parents, when God sent 
‘them forth from the garden of Eden to subdue the 
earth. Such feelings, to our own immediate an- 
cestors, shed an ideal beauty over the barren rock 
of Plymouth, one day, under their all-subduing 
spirit, to blossom like the rose. The same impulse 
et animates their race, and will bear them across 
deserts, as of old across the deep, give them only 
the protection of your laws and the countenance 
of the Government. 

I recollect, Mr. President, at the last session of 
Congress to have heard a venerable and respected 
lady say that, when she removed, at the close of 
the Revolution, from Annapolis to Cumberland, in 
Maryland, she was looked upon as having gone 
out of the world, and as about to become a semi- 
‘savage. Insuch a light were your forefathers [Mr. 
Bartes of Massachusetts in the chair] viewed when, 
in their forlorn search for freedom, they abandoned 
the ease of civilized life, and, for freer homes 
braved the dangers of the deep and the terrors of 
a savage shore. They but obeyed the instinct of 
our peculiar race—that invincible longing for lib- 
erty and space which impels those of Anglo-Saxon 
descent to trace the rudest tracts, the wildest seas, 
range the Atlantic and the Indian waste of waters, 
explore the vast Pacific, and break through the 
icy barriers of the polar oceans, With a spirit re- 
newed from our virgin soil, and from Nature itself 
in this untamed continent, it looks back to the land 
of our forefathers, half ready to spread there the . 
regeneration which constantly agitates itself. Other , 
nations may enlarge themselves by physical con- 
quests; but we (J thank God for it!) can subdue ; 
_only by the dominion of mind the moral empire of | 


institutions. If neighboring countries are, at any 


future time, to'be added to our Union, it will be they 
who will have sought the blessings of our institu- 
tions; not we who will have coveted the enlarge- 
ment of our territory by conquering fleets and 
armies.’ i , 

[Here Mr. Linn proceeded to read a series of ex- 
tracts from the documents to which he had referred; 
a letier from Alvan F. Waller, one of the mission- 
aries on the Wallamet, dated 6th April, 1842, and 
published in the Christian Advocate and Jour- 
nal of December last; which, after speaking in the 
highest terms of the agricultural, commercial, and 
other advantages of the country, refers to the dis- 
putes which have already occurred between ‘the 
Hudson Bay Company and the recent American 
settlers. The company claiming, under the right 
of pre-emption, some of the choicest spots now oc- 
cupied by American settlers; which proves, con- 
clusively, the intentions of the company to occupy 
the best parts of the territory, to the exclusion of 
the Americans. Will not these land disputes, as 
well as all others, be brought under the operation 
ofthe British act of Parliament of 1821? 

A series of thermometrica! observations from 
Doctor Forry, by Mr. Ball, which may be found 
in the 25th and 26th volumes of Silliman’s Journal; 
they show the average winter temperature at Fort 
Vancouver to be 414 degrees of Fahrenheit; the 
spring 48 degrees; the summer 65 degrees; the fall 
524 degrees.’ This is probably a little milder than 
the climate of Norfolk, Virginia. Mr. L, also read 
a descriptive letter of Mr. ‘Titian Peale, dated here 
on the 25th ultimo; another from Major Robert 
Moore, dated at Wallamet, (Oregon,) March 8, 1842; 
a statement from Mr. Waldron, in a late letter 
from the same place; a letter of Capt. Siccn, of the 
United States dragoons, from Fort Leavenworth, in 
which he says: “I have lately had some conversa- 
tion with Col. Battson of Jackson county, Missouri, 
who has returned a short time since from the Ore- 

on Territory, and several other gentlemen from 

issouri; they speak in the most exalted terms of 
the country, soil, climate, water-power, health, 
fine timber, and many other advantages thal coun- 
try has over Missouri.” 

A letter of the Messrs. Benson, of New York, 
transmitting the statement of Captain Spald- 
ing. | All these are documents, not merely im- 

ortant, but interesting in themselves, though 
Peyona our present command of space. He 
also referred to the well-known voyagers, Cook, 
Vancouver, Portlocke, Dixon, Krusenstiern, Langs- 
dorf, as well as Lewis and Clarke, and some others. 
But, interesting as the matter becomes, in the view 
of the present national question, and important as 
are the materials thus brought together, we are com- 
pelled here to break of} 

So little before 1813 or 1814 did Great Britain 
ever doubt your claim to the lately-contested terri- 
tory in Maine, that in 1814 she proposed zo purchase 
that part of it which she desired. She next treated 
for a right of way. It was refused; and she then 
set up a claim to the soil. This method has sped 
no ill with her; for she has got what she wanted, 
AND MADE YOU PAY For It. Her Oregon game is 
the same. She has set her heart upon astrip of 
territory north of the Oregon, and seems determined 
to pluck it from us, either by circumvention or 
force. Aware of the political as well as legal ad- 
vantages of possession, she is strengthening hers in 
every way not too directly responsible. She is se- 
lecting and occupying the best lands, the most fa- 
vorable sites. These she secures to the settlers 
under contracts. For any counteraction of yours, 
she may take, and is taking, possession of the whole 
territory. She has appropriated sites for mills, 
manufactories, and farms. If one of these has been 
abandoned for a better, she reverts to it, ifa citizen 
of yours occupies it, and ejects him. She tells her 
people she will protect them in whatever they have 
laid, or may lay, their hands upon. If she can 
legitimately do this, why may not we? Isthis a 
joint occupation of which she is to have the sole 
benefit? ad youas many citizens there as she, 
you would be compelled to protect them; and if you 
have not, why is it but because she keeps them off, 
and you refuse to offer them the inducements which 
she holds out? Give them a prospective grant of 
lands, and insure them {the shelter of your laws, 
and they will svon congregate there in force enough 
to secure your rights and their own. 

The Senator from South Carolina somewhat in- 
consistently urges that the country is bleak, bare 
ren, volcanic, rocky, a waste always flooded when 
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it is not parched; and insists that, worthless as‘ it 
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is, Great Britain will go at once to war for it 
Strange that she should in 1818 have held so te- 
naciously tp what is so worthless! Stranger still 
that she should have stuck yet closer to itin 1827, 
when she had had still ampler time to learn the 
bootlessness: of the possession! . And strangest of 
all, that she should still cling to it with the grasp .of 
death! Sir, I cannot for my life help thinki 8 
that she and the Senator have formed a very dii- 
ferent estimate of the territory, and that she. is 
(as she ought to be) a good deal the better inform- 
ed. She knows weli ils soil, climate, and physical xe- 
sources, and periectly comprehends its commer- 
cial and geographical importance. And know- 
ing all this, she was ready to sink all sense of 
justice, stifle all respect for our clear title, and 
hasten to root her interests in the soil, so as tọ se- 
cure the strong, even when most wrongful, title 
of possession. , 

As proof, among other things, of the worthless- 
ness of the territory, the Senator yesterday main- 
tained that, in the upper country, rain never falls; 
and in the lower, hardly ever ceases, Now, the 
facts derived from intelligent residents show that 
in those parts of the country where it seldom rains, 
copious dews supply the necessary roisture for 
vegetable life; while the streams and rills. which 
on all sides descend from the mountains, enter- 
tain a perpetual freshness in the arable and pas- 
ture lands. It is shown, too, that, on the coast and 
lowlands, what is called the rainy season is one 
of gentle showers, not ofdelugesof rain. If they 
have more rain, they have less frost and snow 
than other countries, more fertility, and not less 
health, 

But the documentary information accumulated 
here for some years past. makes all who are con- 
versant with it aware that the Senator mistakes 
the character of the plains on the east as well as 
the west side of the Rocky Mountains, He ima- 
gines that the vast plains which stretch from the 
base of that chain to the borders of our inhabited 
territories are desert sands, destitute alike of vege- 
tation and water. We all know that this is not so: 
that these great plains are principally rich prairie 
lands, sustaining countless herds of antelopes, deer, 
and buffaloes, and capable of most profitable culti» 
vation. They are intersected by great rivers, fed 
by innumerable streams, supplied by lesser tribu- 
taries, diverging in every direction, Timber cer- 
tainly is scarce; but it springs up and grows with 
the population, and the banks of the streams afford 
every where strips of wood, quite sufficient to supply 
any population that.can, for a good many years, 
fixitselfthere. Mistaken, as the Senator is, as to 
what lies comparatively near, I am not surprised 
that he should misconceive what is so remote—the 
conntry of the Oregon. He appears, also, not to be 
aware that, from the lower Ohio to the eastern 
skirts.of the Rocky Mountains, it is one vast coal- 
field, in its lower altitudes, intermixed with other 
mineral regions, whose value seems almcst without 
a limit. ; 

Sir, I confess that this wealth of the surface, and 
the still vaster natural treasuries that lie beneath, 
unmined but not unknown, have awakened in me, 
and seem to me to justify, the expectations which 
the Senator considers so visionary. Over such 
a region, the passage from the richest valley in the 
world—that of the Mississippi—to anew and wide 
commercial empire, that must presently start up on 
the Pacific, I cannot think railroads and canals 


i mere day-dreams, The wonders which have, 


within the last twenty years, been achieved in those 
things, may well excuse those who look upon the 
results I have mentioned as possible, even within 
the compass of the present generation, All pre- 
dictions, even the most sanguine, have in this 
country been so distanced by the actual progress of 
its prosperity, that gentlemen who foretell the 
other way should beware of the error of the 
Millerites, and not lay the accomplishments of 
their prophecies too close at hand. Even in 
the faith of the bold enthusiasts who landed at 
Plymouth Rock, was there one ardent enough to 
imagine that their descendants would, in five 
centuries, perform what has been effected in two? 
It was said by General Cass, in his discourse. be- 
fore the Historical Society of this city, “that 
he had conversed with those who had talked 
with the children of the pilgrims.” In that 
mere space of time, what amazing . changes! 
What an empire has risen up, like an. ex- 
halation from earth! A new people. has. been. 


$ 


at 
cesses, of that immense wilderness in which we 
now count many States, teeming with population 
and wealth, and. glad with all the gifts of civiliza- 
tion. What imagination has yet outstripped the 


‘gigantic pace at which improvement marches 


amongst: us? Sir, I can well conceive the tumult 
of delight which must have swelled the bosom of 
Clarke, when, from the bluff he had gained, he first 
héard: the roar of the great ocean, and saw the 
suiges of the Pacific bathing the territory he had 
explored. In the vision of that moment, he saw 
through the dim vista of the future rising States of 
his. copntrymen spreading along that shore, and the 
white sails of their ecommerce wafting along the 
bosom of that peacefu! sea the barbaric wealth of 
the East, in return for the more solid fruits of our 
own industry. One cannot read the warm and 
striking description of what he saw and felt, with- 
out. sharing in his enthusiasm. Some of us now 
here have shaken hands with Boon, with Clarke, 
with Cass, who had often conversed with a rela- 
tive, a contemporary of the first-born of the Pil- 
rim fathers. What a picture does this prescnt 
or.the contemplation of the statesman and philos- 
opher! The chain is complete from the Atlantic 
to the Pacific ocean—from the first-born of Massa- 
chusetts, to Clarke on the borders of the Western 
ocean. 

-But the Senator from South Carolina thinks the 


‘Rocky Mountains impracticable to road making. 


He is mistaken. Even in a state of nature, they 
have easy passes, well known for the last thirteen 
years to our traders and travellers. They who 
will venture unprotected, perform the journey 
readily in wagons, witb their women and children, 
over beaten routes—-by one principal one espe- 
cially, established for the Jast fifteen years, along 
the smooth, even surface of the inclined plane of 
the river Platte. Along this many families have 
gone, threading the mountain defiles, descending 
the western slope, and arriving at the Walla- Walla, 
or Fort Vancouver, within three months of their 
departure from the Eastern prairies.* These things 
have escaped the. Senator’s attention, and he sees 
only arid sands or volcanic rocks, and stern im- 
passable barriers. Without meaning anything in- 
vidious, I would invite him to contrast these re- 
gions, as to their soil, climate, and natural ad- 
vantages, with some of the old thirteen States as 
they now are. Oregon has its belts of sand: so 
has. South Carolina. Oregon has its mountains: 
so has Carolina. Oregon has its rainy season: 
South Carolina has its hurricanes. Oregon has 
jts season when dews alone supply moisture to the 
soil; but ithas not the death-breathing swamps of 
South Carolina. Oregon has a genial climate, 
neither parched nor frozen: South Carolina has her 
fierce summer heals and her fatal fevers. 

But I will not pursne the parallel; for all coun- 
tries offer something which patriotism in each hails 
as a peculiar blessing denied to other lands. A 
word, however, of the climate of Oregon. From 
actual observations, skilfully recorded, ils winter 
temperature, near the coast, isabout that of Augusta, 
Georgia. It has its stated seasons of wet and of dry 
weather, Like the entire western coast, from 60 


“There are four passes through the Rocky Mountains. The 
pest one was discovered, twelve or fifteen years since, by hunter- 
traders; and is described in reports to the War Depart 
ment by Messrs, Ashley, Pilcher, Sublette, Jackson, Smith, and 
omeri; uu the one here given is from Missionary Parkas 
book: 

“On the 10th of August, they were in the passage of the 
Rocky Mountains, at an opening recently explored, in latitude 
42} degrees north, about.3 or 4 degrees south of the place w here 
Lewis and Clarke crossed and recrossed with great difficulty, 
above thirty years before, urder the direction of Government. 
“The passage through these mountains is in a valley, so gradual 
in ascent.and descent, that I should not have known that we 
were passing them, had it not been that, as we advanced, the 
atmosphere gradually became colder, and at length we found 
the perpetual snows upon our right band and upon our left, ele. 
vated many thousand feet above us—in some places ten 
thousand. The highest parts of these mountains are found, by 
measurement, to be sighteen thousand fect above the level of 
the sea. This valley was not discovered until seme years 
ance, Mr. Huntand his party, more than twenty years ago, 
went near it, but did not find it, though in search of some fa- 
yorable passage, It varies in width from five to twenty miles; 
and, following its couree, the distance through the mountains 
is about eighty miles, or four days’ journey. 'Fhough there 
are soine elevations and depressions in this valley, yet. com- 

aratively-epeaking, it islevel. There would be ne difficulty 
ih the way of constructing a railroad from the Atlantic to the 
Pacific ocean; and, probably, the time may not be far distant 
when trips will be ‘made across the continent, as they have 
een made to Niagara falls, to ses nature’s wonders.’,” 
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degrees north to Chili, it has a much milder eli- 
mate than the same parallel on the eastern shore of 
our continent. ‘There is no part of the territory in 
which lands fit for cultivation’ do not abound;* for, 
in the tracts where rains do not fall, abundant dews 
compensate them; and great facilites for irrigation 
exist. Abundant and beautiful rivulets descend, 
on all sides, from the snow-capped mountains, al- 
ways in view; and one gentleman—whose peculiar 
opportunities and fitness to form a correct judg- 
ment the Senate Knows—declares that it is the finest 
pastoral country he has éver seen; and he has seen 
many. All intelligent observers speak with de- 
light of the singular beauty of its scenery, unrival- 
ed by any in the United Siates. As to maritime 
conveniences, where has South Carolina a port 
comparable to tha: of Puget’s and others within the 
straits of De Fuen; where, well-sheltered, and in 
water only inconveniently deep, close to the nat- 
ural sea-wall, a thousand men-of-war may lic? 
Has South Carolina a river like the Oregon? If 
the Columbia has impediments as its motith, so has 
every harbor on our Eastern and Southern coast. I 
desire not to disparage cther States, but only to 
show of what Oregon is capable for national and 
individual purposes, were its resources called out. 
When its great river shall have fleets of pilot-boats, 
lighters, barges, steam tow-boats, light-houses, and 
all the commercial appliances of à busy population, 
the impediments of its entrance will grow no more 
alarming (han those of New York, or of our other 
Eastern harbors. The loss of the Peacock at its 
mouth, for want of a proper knowledge of the chan- 
nel, does not stamp it asa dangerous entrance or 
unsafe roadstead. Sy 

Though these statements have taxed both the 
time and the patience of the Senate, I could not 
avoid them. They were indispensable, to coun- 
teract the discouraging and disparaging opinions 
so strongly pronounced by the Senator from South 
Carolina. ‘To these allegations of mere opinion 
and authority, it was necessary to oppcse the well- 
substantiated facts furnished by intelligent cye- 
witnesses, 

Allow me, tothe same effect, to cite a description 
of the country lately communicated to me by Mr. 
Titian Peale, an accomplished naturalist, who is 
well known in science for the part which he bore 
in Long’s expedition, as well as in the late explo- 
ring veyage under Lieutenant Wilkes, He re- 
cently favored me with the following letter: 

[Mr. Peale says to the following effect: That the 
Hudson Bay Company has several extensive farms, 
wilh mills, &c., on the north side of the Columbia. 
They are in a very flourishing condition; supply 
usually about 2,000 bushels of wheat to the Russian 


>f call the attention of the reader to the following extract ofa 
statement of Mr. Townsend, the ornithologist attached to the 
National Institute, at Washington: 

“The face of the country from Fort George (Astoria) to Van- 
couver—a distance of e'ghty miles—is very much of a uniform 
character, consisting of aliuvial meadows along the river banks, 
alternating with forests of pine, oak, &c.; while behind are ex- 
tensive plains, some of which receive estuaries of the river, 
while others are watered by lakes or ponds, many of them so 
large as to remain filled during the whole summer. The pine 
forests are very extensive, the trees heing of great size, and the 
timber extraordinarily beautiful, straight, and free from knots. 
All the timber of the genus penus, of which there are a great 
number of species, is gigantic, when compared with onr trees 
in this partof the world; but occasionally one is met with, huge 
almost beyond comparison. J measured, with Doctor Gardiner, 
surgeon of the fort, a pine of the species Douglasii, which had 
been prostrated by the wind. Its height was above two hun- 
dred feet, and its circumference forty-five feet! Large as was 
this specimen, its dimensions are much exceeded by one on the 
Umpiqua river, measured by the late Mr, David Douglass. 
The height of this tree was, I think, nearly three hundred feet, 
and its circumference fifty-six feet! ‘The cones of this pine, 
according to Mr. Douglass, were from twelve to fifteen inches 
in length, resembling in size and form angar-loaves. Oak tim- 
ber of various kinds, and of the first quality, is abundant along 
the river, as weli as the button wood, (platanus oceidentalis,) 
balsam poplar, (populus balsamifera,) ash, sweet gum, Cigqui- 
damber styracifiua,) beech, and many other useful kinds, but 
no hickory or walnut. a 

“The Governor of Fort Vancouver, who is an’active agricul- 
turist, has exerted himself for several years in raising whatever 
appears to be adapted to the soil, and I can therefore only make 
known the results of his experiments so far as I had an oppor- 
tunity of observing them. Wheat, rye, barley, pease. and culi- 
nary vegetables ofall kinds, are raised in ample quantity. The 
wheat is pardcularly fine: tall, with long and well filled heads. 
I had an opportunity subseguenuy of seeing the Chilian wheat, 
which is deservedly celebrated; but I consider it decidedly iafe- 
rior to that grown on the Columbia. Fruits of various kinds, 
apples, peaches. plums, &c., do remarkably well. 1 remember 
being particularly struck, upon my arrival at Vancouver in the 
antumn, with the dislay of apples in the garden of the fort, 
The trees were crowded with fruit, so that every limb required 
to be sustained by a prop. The apples were literally packed 
along the branches, and so closely that I could compare them 
to nothing more-aptly than torepes of onions as they are some- 
times exhibited for sale in our markets.” 
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colony, much lumber and produce of the dairy-to 
the Sandwich Islands. He. mentions theit herds 
of cattle and sheep, kept on the south side of the 
river. Of the latter, 2,000 had been brought by 
land from California, just before the arrival of the 
exploring squadron. ae 

The retainers (employées) of the company have’ 
numerous iarms on the Wallamet, south. of the 
Columbia: . He had seen the contracts under which 
these lands are granted. They are to the effect 
which we have before recited. : 

Hespeaksvery favorably of the Americans whom, 
he found settled there. ‘They cannot embark in 
commerce, for thepowerful monopoly of the com-. 
pany would always crush them. They say, 
however, that, personally, it treats them very hon~ 
orably. ` 

The soil, climate,.and productions are such as 
will, at no distant day, give the country the. same 
commercial importance on the Pacific, as we hold 
onthe Atlantic. For grain or lumber, it is nearly 
equal, if not quite, tothe United States. These 
command ready markets onthe Mexican and South 
American coast, and in the many islands. The 
salmon-fishery of the Columbia can, he thinks, in a 
few years, be rendered as valuable as the fisheriés 
onour Eastern coast. In this, he is supported bya 
united stream. of testimony. 

The country (he says) only wants the protection 
of our laws, to render it a desirable home for our 
hardy countrymen of the interior.] 

Mr. Linn continued: In addition to the agri- 
cultura] wealth which would be rapidly created in 
this fine region, the noble timber which it affords, 
its fisheries, and its general advantages: of com- 
mercial position, its value as. a resort for our ma~ 
rine in that distant sea, where we have such great 
interests afloat, should not be forgotten. Of these 
last, under the late events in China—certain as they - 
are to bring about the most important commercial 
changes—it behooves us to be careful, in common 
with the other great trading nations. That France 
is already on the alert, we see in her late seizure of 
the Marquesas. 

‘As to the question of expense, the Senator from 
South Carolina may have already seen that only 
half the sum ke yesterday supposed—$100,000, not 
200,000—is proposed to be employed. Whether 
or not the country is worth that sum, may, in ad- 
dition to all other testimony, be judged from the re- 
port of your recent exploring expedition; of which 
(costly as it was) oneof the most definite objects 
was minutely to ascertain the condition, value, re- 
sources, and capacities of the territory. Mr. Wilkes 
speaks in the most enthusiastic terms of all its 
elements of wealth and greatness. 


The Senator from South Carolina yesterday 
asked, “What do we want with this territory?” To 
me, sir, it seems answer enough to say, that your 
just rights grossly neglected, commercial interests 
of great magnitude, and the wishes of your people, 
demand its cecupation. They have pressed upon 
you petitions of two or three thousand persons at 
a time, anxious to migrate thither if assured that 
you will maintain your title. Nothing but distrust 
of your tardiness and timidity withholds them. I 
myself, while urging the measure—always, how- 
ever, with that moderation of which I have, for my 
own justification, been forced to speak—have al- 
ways felt that nothing but reiterated discussion 
wouldever prepare minds here for action, until it bes 
came, perhaps, almost too late. At that last stage of 
procrastination Hook upon oursel vesas now arrived, 
Our foreign relations—and especially such as can 
be artfully spun out-~are little likely ever to be, in 
the lapse of many years, in a situation that will 
beiter allow us to proceed. Yet, gentlemen still 
answer me, as of old, “Wait! wail!” They still, 
after twenty-two years of postponement, find the 
moment inauspicious, the movement precipitate. 
As ever, there is “alion inthe path.” When were 
ever such dilatory proceedings safe against a. pow- 
erful, an active, a politic adversary, rapid to grasp, 
and slow only to relinquish? If we are ever to as- 
sert our rights, it must be most speedily, before 
they lapse intothe hands of others, from long undis- 
puted possession. For, mark, that be your reserves 
of treaties what they may, England has long en- 
joyed, and is every day completing and guarding, 
her exclusive possessions. i a 

I have to personal interest in this measure 
—no motive but such as I have in common with all 
who are jealous of the rights and careful of the. in- 
terests of our-country. Political capital, it affords 
none; and if it did, Tam no political capitalists 
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Whether it can- carry any advantage or disadvan- 
tageto this or that section, | have not considered, 
and Ishall not consider. Not even reputation do I 
expect or desire from my efforts, except the legiti- 
mate one of having faithfully discharged my duty 
to such a question, whether as a Senator or a ciii- 
zen. : 
“As to this easy and most culpable policy of eter- 
nal delays, however, have you not already by it 
squadrupled your difficulties and your eventual 
losses? Had you at once, on recovering possession 
of Astoria in 1818, built military posts and provi- 
ded for settlers, you never would have heard of 
the British pretensions since started. The same 
policy of indecision gave you the difficulties of your 
ortheastern question and the disadvantages of its 
late adjustment. Sir, the country of an offensive 
policy (like England) always gains, and that of a 
defensive one (like ourselves) al ways loses, by these 
delays. 


But the Senator from South Carolina says this 
is the first instance of a proposition, uoder this 
Government, to found a colony at the public charge. 
No; but we bought them ready made to our hands— 
and splendid acquisitions they were; and, strange 
to say, as powerful arguments, ard as strong lan- 
guage, were used against the purchase of Loui- 
siana, as are now used against the occupation of 
Oregon, ; 

Now, in the first place, no such idea has been 
put forward as founding a colony at the public ex- 
pense. No boon is asked, but a very limited one 
of lands, to be redeemed from the wilderness; and 
such a gift has, with all the nations of the globe, 
been a common feature in the first planting of re- 
mote settlements. Except this, and the protection 
of your laws, nothing is claimed. To such a 
method you owe it that you are the owners of this 
broad Union. Of Oregon, you can never other- 
wise take possession; and the only fault is, that you 
have been so tardy to put itin practice. Had you, 
before the time of Commodore Porter, secured 
your foothold there, by fortifying a port on the 
Columbia, you might have saved millions in prop- 
erty and commercial advantages, now forever lost 
and forfeited. Twenty millions of dollars, invest- 
ed by your citizens in the whale fisheries alone of 
these seas, yet admonish you that you have not a 
moment to lose in securing there the shelter of a 
` commodious harbor, All these things—the rela- 
tions you are establishing with the Sandwich 
group—the long and rich coast-trade of the Paci- 
fic~—the honor and the rights of the country—call 
upon you to pass this bill. 

For such objects, you are startied at an appro- 
priation of $100,000. Mean time, for an extorted 
provision of your late treaty, (Britain telling you 
that if you did not carry ont your laws for repress- 
ing the slave-trade, she would do it for you,) you 
gladly pay an annual $600,000, with hymns of 
praise to the great negotiator whose transcendent 
abilities brought about such an arrangement, 

So much for the enormous cost of this novel 
colonization; and now as to its novelty. Sir, have 
we never before colonized? Have you not, at an 
expense of millions, removed the Indians from 
your settled States, and colonized them beyond your 
border? I donot complain of that measure: nay, 
I rejoice at it, asone full of humanity; but I have 
chen had occasion to point outto you the duties 
which it imposes upon yon of guarding the ex- 
posed parts of Missoayi, Arkansas, and other 
portions of your Western frontier from the 
dangers of that Indian population; to keep 
which in check, many of the provisions of this 
bill are indispensable. 

Certainly there are interests, deemed paramount 
in some parts of this Union, which gentlemen may 
conceive as likely to be affected by this bill. I 
know not whether the growth of this new colony 
Cif you choose to call itsuch) is to give a future pre- 
donderanceto the free States, or not. I look to the 
territory only as the common home of citizens 
from every part of the Union. When numerous 
enough to form a distinct sovereignty, it will be 
tor them to choose whether they will obey, or not, 
‘the great Jaw of consanguinity and of similar 
freedom whichso strongly impels towards each 
‘other even the fragments of our peculiar race. 
By that sort of yearniag, we see Texas seeking 
to reunite herself to us, in spite of distance and 
dispersion. So much, indeed, do the facilities for 
interecurse and concentration outgo the causes of 
separation and dispersion, that if Texas were 
a free State instead of a slave State, I do not į 
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know. if I should, on the°gther score, repel her 
wish to become a member of this Union. p 

_ The Senator from South Carolina thinks that 
only compression within narrow limits can give a 
high state of civilization. This is true, or false, ac- 
cording to the idea which is to be affixed to the 
term civilization. Is it formed by the loftiest in- 
tellectual results among a certain class?.or is it 
the purest moral culture of all classes? - Christ- 
ianity, aided only by ordinary intelligence, has 
done more to humanize and to elevate mankind, 
than all the intellectual glories of Paganism could 
ever for a moment effect. That Christianity does 
not shut itself up in narrow bounds, or nurture a 
national selfishness. Broad, diffusive, and fall of 


all the charities of man to man, its principle is - 


universal brotherhood. The spirit of the age itself 
forbids the shutting up within narrow limits the 
blessings which our institutions are so fit to diffuse 
-~blessings which the active and expansive spirit 
of the Anglo-Saxon race seems fitted and destined 
to spread over the whole earth. I care not for 
that high civilization whose standard is wealth or 
power; or that other, which erects upon partial laws 
the superiority of the few. I am not a lover of 
the civilization which takes for one of its main 
instruments great corporate associations—contriv- 
ances for enabling one set of men to lord it over 
another. None of these is the high civilization 
which I desire for this country; but the moral cul- 
ture, the general intelligence, the careful domestic 
education and discipline, the Christian brother- 
hood of a whole happy and virtuous nation. When 
we give scope and gncouragement to this virtuous 
social activity, we best perform our Jegislative 
part as to the work of civilization. 

To talk of the Rocky Mountains as an impassa- 
ble barrier, is, sir, but to speak as folks did of the 
Alleghany fifty yearsago. Distance is almost an- 
nihilated by the existing state of things; and, vastly 
as our limits have been extended, they have, in 
point of time and difficulty, contracted almost as 
inuch, since the formation of our Government; so 
that the attendance here of delegates from beyond 
the Rocky Mountains really involves nothing ab- 
surd, or even improbable. 

[Mr. L. here laid before the Senate a copy of the 
contract usnally passed between the ITudson Bay 
Compavy and its employees, or servants. He refer- 
red to it as conclusive proof of permanent settle- 
ment, if not of permanent land grants, and of the 
firm reliance which the company has in the pledges 
of the British Government.] 

He went onto argue that the proposition of the 
British ministers to Mr. Gallatin in 1826~27, wasa 
palpable admission of our rights, and rendered de- 
cisive by the attendant circumstances. ‘They then 
proposed to insert, in the renewed convention then 
under negotiation, provisions that neither pow- 
er should assume or exercise any right of sov- 
ereignty or dominion over any part of the country 
for fifteen years; and that no settlement then exist- 
ing, or which mightthereafter be formed, should 
ever be adduced by either party in support of any 
claim of sovereignty or dominion. This proposi- 
tion was referred, by our negotiator, to the Presi- 
dent, (Mr. Adains,) and rejected, on the ground 
that it would preclude our exercising our rights of 
dominion and sovereignty. The proposition, on 
their part, is more than a tacit admission, and its 
rejection by us, upon such grounds, an assertion of 
our right to exercise the sovereignty, while their 
silence as to that reason forms a fresh assent to it. 

In no part of the negotiations is there a word to 
prove thal, on either part, a doubt was entertained 
of our right to plant military posts. Great Britain, 
indeed, clearly, though indirectly, admits it. For 
Mr. Gallatin says, in his letter to Mr. Clay, dated 
at London, 7th August, 1827, that “there was no 
intention on the part of Great Britain to colonize 
the country, or to impede the progress of our scttle- 
ments. But Great Britain owed protection to her 
subjects in that quarter, and could not admit that 
they should, so Jong as the permanent boundary 
was not settled, be liable to a foreign Jurisdiction, 
Nor would her interest, or a due regard to national 
character, permit her to acquiesce in an exelusive 
military occupation of the country, on the part of 
the United States.” 

The utmost objection, then, which can be inferred 
to the bill, is the possibility that Great Britain, by a 
future’ adjustment, may prove entitled to territory 
within which may lie Jands assigned to our citi- 
zens under these prospective grants. But it has been 
already abundantly proved that Great Britain does 
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this through her Hudson Bay Company. They; 
ia their contracts, grant the soil—~a sovereign act 
to which they themselves are not competent, and 
which, therefore, supposes the delegation and con- 
sent of their Government—a Government certainly 
not unaware of what they are doing in this behoof, 
and notoriously promising them its support in what- 
ever interests or settlements may grow up there. 

In everything, Britain interprets the convention 
for herself. She has told you what she wouldnot 
and what she would permit you to do. . She says 
you must not set up a distinct State or Territorial 
Government there; but that you may doas she has 
done—extend to that territory the lawsof one of 
your other Territories or States. Well, that is all 
that this bill proposes. Never before was the treaty 
interpreted as tying up our hands from the exer- 
cise of our sovereignty; that construction is now 
thrust upon us for the first time, by the fear of 
making an issue with Great Britain. An issue 
with Britain! Methinks, sir, there is small need 
of furnishing issuesto a power so capable of erect- 
ing pretensions out of anything; and little policy 
in starting claims for her, to whose claims you 
always succumb. Seizing upon. your Northwest 
coast, during the last war, she has ever since kept 
you out of it, from year to year, until she is now 
able, by the control which she has established over 
the Indians, to take possession of your rivers and 
harbors, and virtually exclude you from the trade 
ot yourown shores. 

Senators have enlarged upon the pacific, and 
even the fraternal feelings which Great Britain 
manifested towards us in the late treaty. I am 
sorry to say that I can discover, in that adjustment, 
nothing to indicate any desire of peace, except upon 
condition of our yielding her everything that was 
in contest. You gave her all she wanted; and now 
you are in raptures of amazement at her modera- 
tion and humanity in not going to war! For her 
violations of your territory and vessels, yon took 
an apology which she did not design to offer as 
such. Of the anomatous McLeod ease, she com- 
plained loudly, calling lustily upon you_totake it 
out of the hands of the State authorities. You com- 
plied as far as you could, and apologized for all that 
you could not; taking care, meantime, not to 
irritate her by too much mention of your own 
greater wrong—that of the Caroline and the death 
of Durfee. She has openly told youto carry out 
your own laws for the suppression ofthe slave-trade, 
or she would do it for you; she has plainly told you 
that if you did not entorce your laws for the prese 
ervation of neutrality on the Canadian borders, 
she would do it for you; and you have meekly 
submitted, promising at once to keep up, on the 
African coast, a force of eighty guns. She com- 
plains, and you make amends; she claims, and you 
yield; she requires, and you comply. And lo!you 
are delighted and amazed at her wonderfully pa- 
cific temper! ‘War, sir! Why, what excuse 
could she have for talking of it, when, to stop her 
mouth, you have given her all she demanded; and 
when, to gratify her, you incur an expenditure of 
three millions in five years; while we are told that, 
for this important bill, the treasury cannot burden 
itself with a single outlay of $100,000. 


I should deplore a war, however necessary; 
but, deploring it, I should none the more shrink 
from it, if the rights, the interests, or the honor of 
my country demanded it. When any of these 
were decisively at stake, not even before the formi- 
dable power of Great Britain would I hesitate for 
a moment. 

But, Mr. President, I do not anticipate any such 
result from the passage of the bill. Its probable ef- 
fects will beto bring the two Governments to seethe 
necessity of promptly and definitively settling this 
long-discussed and long-agitated subject, before 
British and American interests in the Territory of 
Oregon become so commingled, yet so variant, 
as to close the door to any other method of adjust- 
ment, but a resort to arms. 


A bill to authorize the adoption of measures for 
the oceupation and settlement of the Territory 
of Oregon, for extending certain portions of the 
laws of the United States over the same, and for 
other purposes. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in. Con- 
gress assembled, That the President of the United 
States is hereby authorized and required to cause to 
be erected, at suitable places and distances, a line of 
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stockade and blockhouse forts, not exceeding five 
‘jn number, from some point on the Missouri and 


` -Arkansas rivers, into the best pass for entering the 


‘valley of the Oregon; and, -also, at- or near the 
:mouth of the Columbia river. 

-: That provision hereafter shall be made by law to 
secure and grant six hundred and forty acres, or 
one section of land; to every white male inhabitant 
of the Territory of Oregon, of the age of eighteen 


years and upward, who shall cultivate and use the 


same for five consecutive years; or to his heir or 
heirs-at-law, if such there be, in case of his decease. 
And to every such inhabitant or cultivator (being a 


-married man) there shall be granted, in addition, 


one hundred and sixty acres to the wife of said hus- 
band, and the like quantity of one hundred and six- 
ty-acres to the father for each child under the age 
of eighteen years he may have, or which may be 
born within the five years aforesaid. 

That no sale, alienation, or contract of any kind, 
shall be valid, of such lands, before the patent is 
issued therefor; nor shall the same be liable to be 
taken in execution, or bound by any judgment, 
mortgage, or lien, of any kind, before the patent is 
so issued; and all pretended alienations or contracts 
for alienating such lands, made before the issuing 
of the patents, shall be null and void against the 
settler himself, his wife, or widow, or against his 


‘heirs-at-law, or against purchasers, after the issu- 


ing of the patent.. 

That the President is hereby authorized and re- 
quired. to appoint two additional Indian agents, 
with a salary of two thousand dollars each, whose 
duty it shall be (under his direction and control) to 
superintend the interests of the United States with 
any or every Indian tribe west of any agency now 
established by law. 

That the sum of one hundred thousand dollars 
be appropriated, out of any money in the treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, to carry into effect the 

rovisions of this act. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the civil 
‘and criminal jurisdiction of the supreme court and 
district courts of the Territory of Iowa be, and the 
same is hereby, extended over that part of the In- 
dian territories lying west of the present limits of 
the said Territory of Iowa, and south of the forty- 
ninth degree of north latitude, and west of the Rocky 
Mountains, and north of the boundary line between 
the United States and the Republic of Texas, not 
included within the limits of any State; and, also, 
over the Indian territories comprising the Rocky 
Mountains and the country between them and the 
Pacific ocean, south of fifty-four degrees and forty 
minutes of north latitude, and north of the forty- 
second degree of north latitude; and justices of the 


peace may be appointed ‘for the said territory, in 
the same manner, and with the same powers, as 


now provided by law in relation to the Territory 
of Iowa: Provided, That any subject of the Govern- 
ment of Great Britain, who shall have been arrest- 
ed under the provisions of this act for any crimeal- 
leged to have been committed within the territory 
westward of the Stony or Rocky Mountains, while 
the same remains free and open io the vessels, citi- 
zens, and subjects of the United States and of Great 
Britain, pursuant to stipulations between the two 
powers, shall be delivered up, on proof of his being 
such British subject, to the nearest or most conve- 
nient authorities having cognizance of such offence 


by the laws of Great Britain, for the purpose of 


being prosecuted and tried according to such laws. 
Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That one asso- 
ciate judge of the supreme court of the Territory 
of lowa, in addition to the number now authorized 
by law, may, in the discretion of the President, be 
appointed, to hold his office by the same tenure 
and for the same time, receive the same compen- 
sation, and possess all the powers and authority con- 
ferred by law upon the associate judges of the said 
Territory; and one judicial district shall be organ- 
ized by the said supreme court, in addition to the 
existing number, in reference to the jurisdiction 
conferred by this act; and a district court shall be 
held in the said district by the judge ofthe supreme 
court, at such times and places as the said court 
shall direct; and the said district court shall pos- 
sess all the powers and authority vested in the 
present district courts of the said Territory, and 
may, in like manner appoint its own clerk. 
_ Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That any jus- 
tice of the peace, appointed in and for the territories 
described in the second section of this act, shall 


` have power to cause all offenders against the laws 


of the United States to be arrested by such persons 
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as they shall appoint for.that purpose, and to com- 
mit such offendersto safe custody for trial, in the 
same cases and inthe manner provided by Jaw in 
relation to the Territory of Iowa; andto cause the 
offenders so committed to be conveyed to the place 
appointed for the holding of a district court for the 
said Territory of Iowa, nearest and most convé- 


nient to the place of such commitment, there to be | 


detained for trial, by such persons as shall be au- 
thorized for that purpose by anyjudge of the su- 
preme court, or any justice of the peace of the 
said Territory; or where such offenders are Brit- 
ish subjects, to cause them to be delivered to the 
nearest or most convenient British authorities, as 
hereinbefore provided; and the expenses of such 


‘commitment, removal, and detention shall be paid | 


in the same manner as provided by law in respect 
to the fees of the marshal! of thesaid Territory. 


REMARKS OF Mr. WELLER, 


OF OHIO. 
In the House of Representatives, February 17, 1843— 
. On the army bill. 

The amendment of the Senate, appropriating 
$150,000 to the continuation of the improvement 
of the navigation of the Ohio, Mississippi, Missou- 
ri, and Arkansas rivers, being under considera- 
tion— 

Mr. WELLER said he desired to submit a few 
remarks upon the pendingamendment. He would 
not, at this late period of the session, when so many 
important bills remain to be disposed of, obtrude 
any remarks upon the House, if it were not for the 
fact that the State which he had the honor, in part, 
to represent, was deeply interested in this measure. 
Asa Representative, sent hereto watch over her 


interests, he could not consent to have a vote taken’ 


on this proposition, without presenting some facts 
which he deemed of importance. 


The amendment appropriates $150,000 to con- 
tinue the improvements heretofore commenced 
(and for some time past suspended) in the naviga- 
tion of the Western rivers. It is presented here 
as an isolated, independent proposition, having no 
connexion whatever with any other public work, 
and relying for support exclusively upon its own 
merits. For one, he preferred that it should come 
before us in this form; for he utterly abhorred the 
“log-rolling system,” which had too frequently 
been introduced into our legislation here—a_ sys- 
tem ¢éalculated to corrupt legislation and plunder 
the treasury, by involving the Government in ap- 
propriations not demanded by the public weal. He 
would have each measure to stand or fall upon its 
own merits; and, unless he could satisfy gentlemen 
that the public interest required that this expendi- 
ture should be made, he would be content to see it 
defeated. 


Mr. W. said, in order to ascertain the import- 
ance of the uninterrupted navigation of these riv- 
ers, it was only necessary to look at the immense 
region Of territory interested therein, the vast 
amount of commerce floating upon these waters, 
aud the large number of persons whose lives were 
placed in jeopardy by the obstructions which this 
appropriation is designed to remove. The work 
was one of importance to the Union generally, but 
especially so to that portion of our population re- 
siding in the vicinity of these rivers. Eleven 
States—containing more than one-third of the 
whole population of the Union—were directly in- 
terested in the navigation of these rivers. A vast 
amount of the produce which we send to our At- 
lantic brethren, and which is either consumed by 
them, or shipped. to foreign ports, as well as the 
goods which we receive in return, passes over these 
rivers; and hence the work is one of a genera] 
character, in which the whole Union is more or less 
jnterested. If, as is contended by some gentlemen 
who are “wise above what is written,” Congress 
has not the constitutional power to open these great 
national channels. of commerce, by removing the 
obstructions which impede or endanger their nav- 
igation, then the Federal Government isan imprac- 
ticable machine, Although a strict constructionist 
himself, he was not willing to give such an inter- 
pretation to the Constitution as would make that in- 
strument a dead letter. Whilst he admitted that the 
Federal Government had not the power to go into 
the States and construct improvements of a local 
character, yet he contended that, when the work 
was of a general and national character, affecting 
the interests of the whole Republic—such as the im- 
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provement of these rivers, or the making of har- 
bors forour commerce, or building of light-houses— 
we had the power. Such had been the construc- 
tion given to the Constitution by its framers, and 
by the wisest statesmen trom all sections of the 
nion, ever since the organization of the Govern- 
ment. It would not be right, even if it were practi- 
cable, to compel the States lying near these rivers to 
make these improvements. i 


Some gentlemen from New York, who have 
spoken against this amendment, seem to think that 
all the commerce of this country floats upon the 
Hudson river! No doubt they were sincere in 
this opinion; but, if they could find leisure to trav- 
el a little—especially if they would venture so far 
as to cross the Alleghanies, and look into the 
vast and fertile valley which stretches along these 
rivers,—they might, perhaps, be convinced that 
there was some little commerce besides that which 
floats on the Hudson! A man sometimes gains a 
good deal of information by getting far enough 
from herie to lose sight of the smoke of his own 
dwelling. He might poiht these gentlemen to his 
own proud State—one of the junior members of 
this Confederacy—a State which, a little more than 
forty years ago, lay nearly in a state of nature, an 
unbroken wilderness, inbabited by wild beasts and 
savage men; but which, under the industry and 
enterprise of her hardy and independent sons, had 
been made to “bloom and blossom as the rose”—a 
State which now numbered more than a million 
and a half of inhabitants, and whose boundless 
natural resources justified the fondest anticipations 
of her future greatness. Yes, (said Mr. W.,) let 
these Hudson-river gentlemen go into Ohio—al- 
ready the third State in the Union—and they will 
learn, possibly, to their astonishment, that there are 
civilized people beyond the mountains, who are 
entitled to some of the benefits of your legislation. 
They would find a soil as productive as any upon 
the face of the earth, and a people as enlightened 
and patriotic as the citizens of any of the States of 
this Union. It might enlarge the patriotism of 
some of these Southern gentlemen, too, who are 
constantly prating about Southern rights, if they per- 
mitted their vision to extend a little beyond the limits 
of their own impoverished, worm-eaten districts. 
But he had not risen to disparage other States; or 

estow a eulogy on his own, Ohioneeded no com- 

mendation from him. The Indian wars of the 
West, the victorious battles in which the country 
has been engaged, can attest the gallantry, the da- 
ring chivalry, and exalted patriotism of her sons, 
Her internal improvements, her roads and canals, 
her magnificent public institutions, her inexhausti- 
ble resources, the rapid progress she has made in 
everything calculated to dignify human nature, 
must attest her greatness, 


These gentlemen, (said Mr. W.,) when asked 
to make a small appropriation to be expended in 
the West, reply that they cannot go with us unless 
we will vote large sums to the improvement of 
their rivers—something must be done for the Hud- 
son river. If the facts presented in relation to that 
river make out a case half as strong as ours, then 
he pledged himself to go for it. But someof these 
gentlemen, who oppose this amendment, could very 
coolly vote $120,000 out of the treasury to purchase 
columns to adorn the Boston custom-house. They 
could expend two millions and a half of dollars in 
building two custom-houses in the North; but when 
we ask them for $150,000 to remove the obstructions 
which are daily destroying the property and lives 
of our people in the West, we are favored with 
homilies on economy! He, too, was in favor of © 
economy; and more especially now, in the present 
condition of the national treasury. He would not 
vote for any appropriation to works of this char- 
acter, unless clearly satisfied that the public inter- 
est imperiously demanded it. He held that this 
was an expenditure absolutely necessary, and to re« 
fuse it would be anything else but economy. 

Mr. W. said he had always voted liberally to- 
wards the increase and sapport of the navy, al- 
though no portion of the vast sums appropriated 
were to be expended in his section of the rapa 
He had gone as far as the public interest would 
justify with Atlantic gentlemen, in the construc- 
tion of harbors and light-houses to protect their 
commerce; and, as he before remarked, he was 
ready to go for an appropriation to the Hudson, 
river, if the facts were sufficient to warrant it, 
This river (about which we hear so much) was, 
he believed, navigable only about 160 or 170 miles; 
and he would be glad to have somegentleman from 
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New York give him an estimate of the commerce 
. Which floated on its waters. 

no Mr. Barwanp said he was ready to inform the 
i gentleman; but he should be glad first to know 
-what were the gentleman’s own notions as to the 
. probable amount about which he inquired. From 
the tone of the gentleman’s remarks, he should sup- 
pose. he thought there was no commerce on the 
Hudson at all. 

Mr. WeLLeR -replied that he had said nothing to 
authorize such asupposition. All he had said was, 
“that there was some commerce in this country oth- 
er than that which passed over the Hudson—a fact 
which, from the tenor of their remarks, they seem- 
ed todoubt. Hie had travelled upon the Hudson, 
and knew that the business on.that river was exten- 
sive; butat the same time he was unwilling that it 
should be set down as equal to the commerce of the 
Ohio and Mississippi. 

Mr, Barnarp stated that the value of the com- 
merce yearly floating on the Hudson was about 
$60,000,000. ” : 

Mr. Werer. Anddid the gentleman actually 
suppose thatthe entire commerce of the Ohio and 
Mississippi rivers only amounted to $60,000,000? 
Why, sir; at least that amount descends the Missis- 
sippi and enters the single port of New Orleans ev- 
ery year. Take the amount which enters that port; 
to this add the value of the cargoes ascending, and 
the coast trade, and you will have more than: one 
hundred and twenty millions as the value of the 
commerce floating on the Mississippi every year. 
Ifyou estimate the trade between the towns on the 
other rivers, and the value of the goods shipped at 
Pittsburg and Wheeling, for the West and South- 
‘west, you will have, as the gross amount of the 
commerce on the Mississippi and its tributaries, at 
least two hundred and thirty millions. 

Mr. Barnarn asked what proportion of this was 
on the Ohio? : 

Mr, Wexter said he was not now prepared to 
‘answer that question, but could give him the infor- 
mation after he closed his remarks. 

' Mr. Tairverr said that it was about seventy-one 
millions. 

Mr. Wetter resumed, The Ohio is navigable 
‘from Pittsburg to the mouth—a distance of 1,000 
miles; the Mississippi, from the falls of St. An- 
thony to the ocean—a distance of 2,000 miles. The 
whole number of steamboats which plied upon the 
Western rivers in 1842 is set down at 450—worth 
$7,200,000. “These boats, in consequence of the 
difficulties in the navigation, and other causes, 
‘must be replaced every five years, as few of them 
will endure service for a longer period. In addi- 
tion to this, 4,000 flat-boats, worth $420,000, descend 
the Mississippi every year; and as they do not, of 
course, return, this isan annual expenditure. An 
intelligent committee at Cincinnati—from whose 
report I have (said Mr. W.) gathered many of my 
facts—estimate the number ot persons employed in 
the navigation of these rivers at 40,000, “Here, 
then, you have this vast amount of property, and 
the lives of these 40,000 men, besides the thousands 
of passengers, with their property, who are daily 
ascending and descending these rivers, placed in 
such imminent peril by your refusal to remove 
these obstructions. Some small appropriation had 
been made in former years, and the most beneficial 
results had been produced. Between the years 
1822 and 1827, (5 years,) the value of the boats, in- 
cluding cargoes, lost by snags alone, which could 
have been easily removed, is estimated at $1,362,500. 

From 1827 to 1832, (five years,) owing to the ap- 
propriations made by Congress to remove these ob- 
stacles, we find that the losses are reduced to 
$381,000; and this, notwithstanding the number of 
boats had, in the meanwhile, largely increased. 
Had those efforts been followed up vigorously, the 
navigation of these rivers would now be compara- 
tively’ safe; but they have been neglected, and a 
frightful loss of life and property had been the con- 
sequence. During the seventeen months preceding 
last December, seventy two steamboats, worth, apart 
from their cargoes, $1,200,000, had been destroyed: 
at least sixty-five of this number had been Jost upon 
the snags and bars which a small expenditure 
could have removed. A statement was laid on our 
tables this morning, showing the value of the pros- 
erly Joston each one of these rivers, in 1840, 1841, 
and 1842, from which it will be seen that the gross 
amount of property lost in those three years was 
$2,532,078. He regretted that it was not in his 
power to show the vast number of lives lost with- 
an that period. 
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Besides the obstructions already alluded to, there 
are some. of a legislative character deeply affecting 
cur interests. We ure compelled to pay enormous 
tolls tothe Louisville Canal Company, in -which 
the General Government has invested $290,200. 
That company has for some years past been dividing 
18 per cent. (the mazimum allowed by law) amongst 
its stockholders,.and the General Government has 
already received a considerable sum over and 
above the amount paid for its stock. A steam- 
boat worth $25,000, of 300 tons. burden, must pay 
$180 every time it passes up or down the Ohio; 
and this is, of course, a tax upon our commerce, 
in part for the benefit of the Federal Government. 
The Government should, in his opinion, purchase 
the whole amount of the stock, and make the nav- 
igation of the river entirely free; or else take the 
necessary steps. to reduce the tolls to a reasonable 
amount. We are also compelled, in consequence 
of the dangers in the navigation of these rivers, to 
pay a further tax of from 12 to 16 per cent. to ef- 
fect an insurance upon our boats. 

With these facts before the House, he called 
upon gentlemen to say whether the public interest 
did not demand that this appropriation should pass? 
Will gentlemen, whose duty it is to look to the in- 
terests of the whole country, and so legislate as to 
advance it, refuse to give us $150,000 to a work, 
the magnitude of which has been so fally estab 
lished? Will they suffer our property to be lost, 
our commerce ruined, and the lives of our people 
destroyed, for the want of a few dollars from the 
national treasury to remove the snags and bars in 
these waters? He appealed to the generosity—to 
the magnanimity—to the justice of gentlemen, in 
behalf of this appropriation. Ifthey turn a deaf 
ear upon all our entreaties now, Jet me tell them 
(said Mr. W.) the day is not far distant when the 
West will have its proper weight and influence in 
the national councils. In the next Congress, its 
relative strength will be much increased; and we, 
who have always been amongst the first to arm in 
defence of the country--we, who have patiently 
borne more than our share of the taxes of the Gov- 
ernment, will do to ourselves that justice which 
you have denied us. He had no idea he would be 
in the next Congress himself; but he trusted he 
would be sueceeded by some one as devotedly at- 
tached to Ohio as he was, and who would be able 
to do more than he had done to advance her in- 
terests, The great West, in her rapid career, must 
ere long control the destinies of the republic, and 
her interests could not much longer be overlooked. 


SPEECH OF MR. G. DAVIS, 
OF KENTUCKY, 

In the House of Representatives, January 19, 1843— 
Against the motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill to repeal the bankrapt act passed 
the Efouse of Representatives. 


Mr, Speaker: | voted for the repeal of the bank- 
rupt law, and I shall vote against the reconsidera- 
tion cf theact of repeal that has passed this House. 
In this course, my justification is, that I represent 
the deliberate will of my constituents. I conceive 
that it is not the duty of the Representative to hear- 
ken to mere popular ebullition—and, indeed, where 
he has important information, not possessed by 
those whom he represents, he may often be under 
the highest obligations to act contrary to their opin- 
ions; but upon measures which they have had time 
and opportunity lo examine, and have come to a con- 
siderate judgment upon, it would be infidelity on 
his part notto submit himself to their will. The 
bankruptlaw hasbeen scanned by my constituents, 
with all the lights afforded by repeated and elabo- 
tate discussions in Congress and in the newspapers; 
they, by a large majority, condemn it unequivo- 
cally; and my relation of Representative to them 
reqnires my conformity. 

‘This debate, though, has wandered from the par- 
ticular subject under consideration, and has as- 
sumed a general political character, which I 
neither condemn nor regret, as I believe it will be 
beneficiai to the country. There is always time 
enough for proper legislation; indeed, one of the 
besetting vices of our systemis too much legisla- 
tion. In my opinion, if one-half of every session 
was employed in revising ill-digested legislation, 
exposing and correcting the perversion and non- 
execution of the laws, scrutinizing administrative 
abuses and delinquency, and holding in check the 
inherent and ever active tendency of the Executive 
io absorb all the powers of the Government, it 


} would ‘be well appropriated. ‘This cannot be done 
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without the existence-of conflicting parties; and! 
rejoice that such do, as they ever will, exist in our 
country, whilst it preserves the form and the spirit 
of freedom. But I utterly reject the definition-of 
party, as given by the gentleman from Massachu. 
setts, [Mr. Cusuine,] from this view. “He tells 


us that party is “an association of men. seeking to | 


get into power.” This is pithy and coxiprehen- 
sive, and accurately defines the clique to which:he 
now belongs. It is faction, profligate faction. Par- 
ties are formed upon a difference of opinion.-in-xe- 
lation to legislative or administrative measures; 
they now divide, and they have always divided, 
the American people; and where they are charac- 
terized by moderation, love of country and of truth, 
they: constitute the good genius of popular liberty. 
Tadmit that they are too often degraded, by com- 
mingling the objects and spirit of. faction in their 
operations; and yet it is a source of abiding gratifi- 
cation to me, thatif the Whig party now held the 
power of this Government, it would be continually 
subject to the scrutiny and assaults of a strong and 
talented opposition. Irresponsible power is the great- 
est of corrupting influences upon men; and I hope 
never to see jts existence in our system. Ani- 
maied by this spirit, I propose to enter into this 
discussion, and to make some strictures upon the 
existing Administration, and upon those who sup- 
port it. 


The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Cusn- 
1NG] commenced his speech this morning by'äs- 
suming a most extraordinary and unwarrantable 
position. He deliberately said to this House, that, 
at the extra session of Congress, an only alterria. 
tive was presented to gentlemen—“either the sup 
port of the constitutional Administration of the 
Government, under the Jead of the President, 
or of a factious anarchy, under the lead of an 
ex-Senator from Kentucky,” (Mr. Clay} -I 
would ask the gentleman if the principles of that 
Senator had not been distinctly and repeatedly un- 
folded in measures which he, with characteristic 
frankness, had urged both upon Congress and upon 
the country, almost times without number, during 
the last twenty yearst and whether the gentleman 
himself had not given a long, oft-renewed, and un- 

aalified adhesion to those measures? Did that 

istinguished individual put forth any new prin- 
ciples, or originate any new measures? - He onl 
proposed and advocated those measures whic 
formed the distinctive policy of the Whig party, 
and which involved the great principles that con- 
stitute the peculiar canons of its political faith. 
Bunt the gentleman tells us measures are not prin- 
ciples. If his meaning be, that the seven principles 
are his, and that measures are not Ais principles, I 
agree with him; but it is not so with true Whigs. 
All the measures which we support involve im- 
portant principles; and we measure the value of 
public men by-the ability and fidelity with which 
they maintain them. 

But let us look something further into this 
charge of factious anarchy, which the gentleman 
charges Mr. Clay and the Whigs to have produced 
in the Government at the extra session. He has 
reiterated this allegation frequently, and in va- 
rious forms. Ina former speech on this subject, he 
says: “We have seen the Whig party hurl itself, in 
the madness of desperation, against the fixed and 
immovable Government and Constitution; and that 
party had been dashed to pieces at its feet.” Again: 
“If you will not co-operate with the President in 
carrying on the Government, which is your high- 
est duty, he must seek the aid of your adversaries.” 
The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Kewnepy] fol- 
lows in a speech, and takes to himself and his ås- 
sociates (the Democrats) great credit for support- 
ing the administration of John Tyler, whom he 
pronounces to be an honest old soul. This patriotic 
pretension has often been made by that party and 
ils prints; but how arrogantly and falsely, will be 
seen. 

During the last Congress, the Democrats had the 
majority in both Houses; and yet they not only re- 
fused to make appropriations to pay debts to a large 
amount, which they themselves had contracted and 
left unpaid, but they wilfully neglected to appro- 
priate money necessary for the current public ser- 
vice, and even to provide the ways and means to 
raise the sums which they did vote. The: presi- 
dential election was impending, and their purpose 
was to producea seeming, but illusive, retrench- 
ment, The consequence would have been, but 
for the ‘extra session, and the additional revenues 
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hawe been a deficit in the treasury, at the end o 
the;ctrrent: year, of about five millions of dollars, 
ontlie disbursements for all objects (amounting to 
neatly. a ‘full quarter) must have ceased. Such 
was:ihe condition of affairs produced bythe legisla- 
tion of: the. Democratic. party, when John Tyler 
took possession of the executive chair. Jn view of 
it, and.of the. disordered state.of the currency and 
-general. monetary concerns of the country, Presi- 

ént-Hlarrison had called an extraordinary session 


of€ongress.. There were passed, during that ses- . 


sion, acts for the following objects: Appropriating 
bateen twenty-three and twenty-four thousand dol- 
Jars:to: Mrs. Harrison; repealing the sub-treasury; 
distributing the. proceeds of the public lands; estab- 
lishing a uniform. system of bankruptcy: to pay 
arrearsiand make further appropriations ior carry- 
ingon the Florida war; to continue operations on 
cèrtain fortifications; to pay the debts of the Gene- 
ral Post. Office; to restore the naval pension fund; 
toborrow twelve millions of dollars; to lay impost 
duties on free articles of importation; and two bills 
to-establish a bank, or fiscal agent. Of these twelve 
distinct measures, the President recommended and 
sustained the first ten; they were administrative 
measures, as was also the second bank bill—for 
Mr. Tyler made Messrs. Webster and Ewing (his 
Secretaries of State andthe Treasury) special am- 
bassadors: to. the Whigs of Congress, to tender to 
them that project. He reviewed the state of the 
treasury in his first message in June, and assumed 
that;as éarly. asthe 1st September ensuing, there 
would be a deficit of upwards of four millions of 
dollars. ‘These measures were necessary, then, to 
replenish an exhausted treasury, to redeem the 
Government from the opprobrium of defalcation in 
the, payment of its honest debts, and to enable the 
President to conduct the ordinary public service, 
iivolying the military defences of the country. 
Mr: Clay andthe Whigs supported them, and car- 
ried them triumphantly through Congress; and yet 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, the peculiar and 
the ablest friend of the President on this floor, has 
the assurance to proclaim, in debate, that the only 
alternative which was offered to gentlemen at the 
extra session, was “either the support of the consti- 
tutional administration of the Government, under 
the President, or of a factious anarchy, under the 
lead of an ex-Senator from Kentucky.” The gentle- 
manfrom Indiana and his associates (the Democrats) 
perseveringly opposed in debateand voted against, 
each and all those measures, and they, with a mod- 
esty equal to that of their coadjutor of Massachu- 
setts, are continually rebuking the Whigs for their 
factious opposition to John Tyler, and vociferating 
that they are the honest and fair supporters of his 
administration. 


The case may yet be presented stronger for the 
Whigs, At the last session of Congress, there were 
passed for the support of the Government, and 
especially to enabie the President to administer his 
department, the civil and diplomatic appropriation 
bill; the military appropriation bill; the Indian ap- 

ropriation bill; the naval appropriation bill; the 
ortification bill; the loan bill; the bill to raise addi- 
tional: revenue by increased imposi duties; the rem- 
edial justice bill; and the treasury-note bill. The 
most of these bills. were to supply the very fuel and 
oil which was necessary to keep the machine of 
Government in motion; and three of them were ab- 
solutely required to replenish a heavy deficit in the 
treasury, which still existed. Mr. Clay sustained 
such of these measures as had been introduced be- 
fore he resigned his seat inthe Senate. The Whigs 
advocated all of them in argument, and passed 
them by their votes. The gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Kenvepy] voted against all, as did his politi- 
cal friends, except a smal! number who went for 
the treasury-note bill, because it was of the category 
of their system of policy. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts was the supporter of the whole of 
these measures; influenced, no doubt, as much by 
his loyalty to the administration of John Tyler, as 
his love of country. The only difference between 
him and the Whigs, was, that he changed his former 
position upon the question of the disposition of the 
proceeds of the public lands, and warmly espoused 
the President’s cherished notion of restoring them 
to the treasury. It is true, the gentleman endeavor- 
ed to:fortify the new ground which he had assumed 
with some nonsensical jargon—that the lands were 
indispensable as security for the loan which Con- 
gress had authorized; and the public. credit could 
not.and: would. not be: reinstated, so as to induce 


then raised by Whig measures, that. there would. 


‘capitalists to purchase-this stock, until the law dis- 


tributing the proceeds of the lands should be re- 
pealed or suspended. -This was done; but still the 
public credit continued as inanimate as before. 
Moneyed men ceazed nol to distrust our means and 
our faith, to contemn the-loan, and to despise. the 
feebleness and hesitancy of the Government. The 
tariff bill—so‘ coldly approved by the President— 
will eventually revive publiccredit. The treasury 
project ofa charter ofa United States Bank, which 
received the sanction of the President and his cabi- 


“net, was opposed in one of its features by the 


Whigs, bat totally by the Democrats. The main 
distinetive measure of the Administration (the ex- 
chequer) is opposed by both parties. Does not this 
review demonsirate that the atrocious charge made 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts against the 
W hig party and its great leader is whoily calum- 
nious, and without foundation? Does it not expose 
the bold impudence of the Democrats, in their as- 
sumption that the Whigs deny to John Tyler the 
means of administering the Government, and they 
are the honest. and patriotic supporters of his ad- 
ministration? Ji is by this game of bold, ambidex- 
trous, and reckless assumption, that the Democrats 
have seized and held on to the power which has 
ruled this nation for the last fourteen years. Their 
new ally [Mr. Cusuine] has gloated upon its suc- 
cess; and, in combination with them, has attempted 
again to play it off, and witha good deal of suc- 
cess, upon an abused people; but the illusion is fast 
passing away. 


There were two other posiiions in the speech of 
the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Kennepy,] which 
strongly arrested my attention, He warned his 
friends that if they passed their sub-treasury in the 
next Congress, John Tyler would veto it. He ad- 
vised them against such a course, and avowed that 
he wonld never vote for any measure which was 
threatened with a veto, He justified the removals 
from office by the Administration for difference of 
opinion, and declared that it would be right and 
proper for John Tyler to remove all men from 
office who were not his supporters, and fill their 
places with his friends, The gentleman tells us 
that he is a Ifvosier; but it cannot be that, in giving 
utterance to these opinions, he correctly represents 
the wild and free spirits which roam the ocean 
prairies and primeval forests of Indiana. The 
young and sturdy Freedom of the great West, un- 
fettered as the wave of the Father of Waters, re- 
cognizes no such slavish sentiments. It would 
rather proclaim, in tones of thunder, that no Presi- 
dent is the great feudatory of this nation, with 
50,000 places as his fiefs, to be granted to his slaves 
and vassals, and to be reclaimed by his own lordly 
will; that the Presidency itself, and all other offices, 
are only tolerated because they are necessary to the 
social system; and that the greatest good to the peo- 
ple is the only consideration which should guide in 
appointments and removals, ft would thus expos- 
twiate with this Representative: You are to sup- 
port measures as they are wise, and good, and ne- 
cessary; and you are not to desert them, or to falter 
in your duty, because any President brandishes the 
vetoatthem. Youarea portion of the legislative 
power of this Union. You are sworn to support 
the Consiitution, which separates the law-making 
from the executive power; and the principle of 
action which you avow, leads to the assumption of 
all legislative power by the President, and the cer- 
tainsubversion of our whole system. The natural 
and ever-acting tendency ofa single executive in 
free governments is to absorb all political power; 
and, instead of making stich an extensive surrender, 
itis your duty to dispute every act of aggression 
upon your department. T have the kindest feel- 
ings for the genlleman from Indiana. Te has an 
excellent natural mind, and strong common sense; 
but he is giving melancholy evidence of the prog- 
ress and of the fatal fruits of the spoils principle, 
and the abuse of the veto power in the administra- 
tion of the Government. The adjustment of the 
veto power is proved, by experience, to be one of 
the greatest defects in our system. A proposition 


ito the convention which formed the Constitution to 


‘make this power absolute, would probably not have 
received a single vote; and yet, in its present form, 
it is practically absolute. So controlling is the in- 
fluence which this power itself—-the power of 
appointment and removal to fifty thousand offices, 
‘and other great powers—confers upon the Presi- 


-dent, that it has never been, and all conchr that it 


never will be; overruled by thé constitutional ma- 
jority. of two-thirds of both Houses. When prac- 


Hi. of Reps. 


tice proves it to be unqualified in its operation, and 
it is conceded that those who made the Constitution: 
did not intend, and could not have been induced, to 
give it that Torm, the case for its modification is 
made out—uniess it is an imporiant conservative 
principle in our Government. Such has been ar- 
gued to be its. character, among other reasons, be~ 
cause it is vested in the President; and that this ‘of: 


fice is the moft democratic fea:ure of the Govern- 


ment, inasmuch as He is elected by all the people of - 
the United States, This view is specious, but alto- 
gether unsound. Judges are elected in some of the 
States by the people of their districts; yet they do’ 
not represent democracy, nor act democratically— 
nor would they, if they were elected by the whole 
people of the State. Some of the worst tyrants 
that have ever lived have been elected by the peo- 
ple of the country which they afterwards: op- 
pressed. Whether an office partakes more of a 
despotic or a democratic cast, whether the incum~ 
bent is more apttoact from his own will or the’ 
popular will, depends rather upon the extent of the 
powers; aud the manner in which they are exercised 
y him, than the nature of the authority which 
places him in office. The President is elected for 
four years. He is located for his term in this city, 
for the daily discharge of his duties. Without the 
grossest abuse and corruption in office, he can be 
held to no legal or constitutional responsibility. He 
is totally exempt from that moral responsibility 
which results irom daily association with those 


-who trusted him with power.” He has no personal. 


knowledge of their condition, their interests, their 
wants, or their wills, because he is necessarily sepe 
arated from them; and, if this was not the case, 
they are immensely too numerous for him to‘ac- 
quire this knowledge. In most of his official ‘acts, 
he bas no law but his own discretion—his own ab- 
solute and irreversible will, Those whom he gen- 
erally secs are officers dependent upon his pleas- 
ure and caprice for their continuance in place, or 
to fill offices for which they are making to him 
humble suit; and it is their interest and practice to 
flatter him, and to tell him his will, whatever it 
may be, is the popular will, Power and parasites 
are certain to corrupt him, in a greater or less de- 
gree; and he becomes suspicious of, and inimical 
to, all and everything which may thwart his: pur- 
oses. Selfish, sinister, and adroit men pour false-- 
hood and flattery into his ear; kindle ambition, 
revenge, and evil passions in his heart; and per- 
vert to wicked and mischievous purposes his au- 
thority: and he cannot be relied upon as represent- 
ing and reflecting correctly. the great public opin- 
ion of the nation. The design was, when this 
power acted, that it should soar above the reign of 
faction; but it has proved to be a dangerous aux- 
iliary of it. The President is generally the head 
of a party; and, when he is in unison with his 
friends, it adds vastly to their strength and effi- 
ciency: when they revolt against his dictation, or, 
from motives of patriotism, pass wholesome meas- 
ures to which he is opposed, (and this has some- 
times happesed,) he can sirangle them with the 
veto. When the people rise up against the Pres-: 
ident and the party dominant in Congress, and 
send a majority for a different course of policy, 
he thwarts and defeats their will by the one-man 
power. it is alien and unfriendly to our institu- 
tions: it ought. to be modified; for it is aiding 
greatly in their gradual but certain subversion. 


The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Cosu- 
inc] denominates (as he ofien does) the President 
io be the Government, and represents the ma- 
jority of the present Congress as “dashing itself 
to atoms at its feet.” My understanding is, that 
our Government is the organized political power 
which rules these United States. Louis XIV. 
said he was the state; and I have seen John Ty- 
ler compared in the court journal to the Grand 
Monarque: but, when Washington, and Hamilton, 
and Madison, and Jay, were forming the most 
complicated system of Government that has ever 
existed, and were separating its powers into three 
co-ordinate branches, and constituting the Presi- 
dent the mere head of a subordinate one, I imagine 
that they had no design that any President—and 
especially such a one as John Tyler—should be 
the living, active, operating impersonation of the 
Government of the United States. No, no; that is 
rather strong even for court sycophancy! But, 
throughout his speech, whenever the gentleman 
refers to the President, he speaks of him as “the 
Goverament.” I will read a. paragraph. or twa, 
from the gentleman’s speech: : 
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In this state of things,” Mr. C. said, “he knew 
not how far parties might split, whether from dif- 
ference in opinion or from personal relations, He 
gould see, in the race for the Presidency, no indi- 

_ Vidual who, so far as he could judge, presented an 
overwhelming, irresistible power. Looking to 
overt acts as the criterion, he would say there was 
no such competitor. He understood there was to 

be a Whig convention, and there was to be also a 
Democratic convention; and he did not know that 
they might not agree. [A laugh.] But there were 
certain buddings—some early blossoms of discord 
-which might lead to a doubt as to what would be 
the precise course of the convention. However 
this might be, this he did know, that, during a year 
anda half to come, there must be great popular 
commotions and discussions. Whethera candidate 
might be nominated by each convention or not, this 
he knew———-and why should he not say it?) He 

‘thought, on the whole, he had better say it: [sev- 
eral voices-~‘Oh, yes, do say it, do] it would not 
he for the political interest of any one of the par- 
lies to carry on a very furious war against the 

Administration and its friends, 


. [Here Mr. C, was brought to a pause by peals of- 


laughter, and cries, “Ah, that’s a tender point.”} 

“Mr. ©. said that he considered it as material 
that there should be a frank understanding on these 
matters. There were men in the Administration, 
or connected with the Administration, who, at a 
proper time, might have a word to say. He did 
not know whether their voice would be potential; 
but this he did know, that of all the elements now 
in tumultuous and conflicting motion-in the national 
cauldron—in the grand political seething-pot—the 
most potential of all was the Federal Government, 
President.) [Cries of ‘Oh, yes—it has the offices !’] 
No; not by the distribution of office—not by the 

ower of patronage. No; he went deeper—it was 
y the constitutional power of the Federal Govern- 
ment, (President.) Let gentlemen go back to the 
extra session. An important measure had been 
proposed by the Administration; a committee had 
reported upon it; it was pushed along through the 
Houses, when lo, there came a veto! There were 
consequences; yes, andthe relation held by Admin- 
istration measures to the action of Congress, 
showed that there was a power which the Consti- 
tution gave to the Government (President) to act 
upon events and effect results, that was a hundred 
fold greater than all its powers of mere patron- 
age.” 

Iu another part of his speech, the gentleman said: 
“I would say to gentlemen of all parties in this 
House, and more especially to gentlemen consti- 
tuting the majority in; Congress, If you will not 
co-operate with the President in carrying on the 
Government, which is your highest duty, he must 
seek the aid of your adversaries. If you Whigs 
will lock the wheels of Government, 1 wust aid 
will be found in the Demccrats; and thus, and thus 
only, I present the question to the House.” Is jt 
not strange that this gentleman, having used this 
-anguage, should boldly challenge any man to 
make good the position, that he offered to barter to 
party the power and influence of John Tyler and 

is administration? He is their trusted and confi- 
dential organ in this House. His object is not to 

et from Congress all proper aid to enable the 

resident to administer his department; for that 
has been, in a spirit olpatriotism, liberally afforded 
by the Whigs, and by the Whigs only. “Mis pur- 
poseis the same which the Exeeutive has been 
steadily and systematically pursuing for upwards 
of twelve years, Itis, to draw to the President the 
absolute control of the initiation, the form, and 
fate of all measures of legislation. The particu- 
lar measure at this time is the exchequer. He pro- 
claims on this floor, that parties may split from 
differences of opinion and personal relations; that 
both the Democratic and Whig parties were to hold 
national conventions; that there were a legion of 
aspirants to the office of the Presidency, whose 
pretensions were to be diseussed, and to excite 
greatly the public mind for a year and a half to 
come; that it was altogether doubtful who would 
get the Whig and Democratic nominations; and of 
all the causes by which parties, sections of parties, 
and men, were to be put up and put down, the 
most potential was the President and his adminis. 
tration; that the Whigs had refused their support 
to the exchequer, and the other attempts of John 
Tyler to control the legislation of Congress; that 
ifthe Democrats, and any section of the Whigs, 
Would lend themselves to that end, the President 


patronage to their aggrandizement, but would also 
bring to bear in their favor the veto power, which, 
“to act upon events and effect results, was a hun- 
dred fold greater than all the mere power of pa- 
tronage,” and could control “the national policy.” 
I appeal to candid men who heard the gentleman, 
if i have not fairly presented- his points and his 
positions. And was the moral sense of this na- 
tion ever before outraged with anything so shame- 
less and profligate? Shades of Washington and 
Madison !—was it ever dreamed that the executive 
power which you fashioned and established, to be 
exercised in a spiritof lofiy, pure, and enlightened 
patriotism, should be wielded by an Administration 
which would cast away all standard of political 
morality, and come into Congress by their -ac- 
credited agent, and offer to prostitute their whole 
patronage, and even the sprig of kingly preroga- 
tive—the veto, which the gentleman says, truly, 
is so potent—that it might acquire the power to 
usurp the legislation of the Government, and that 
by the degradation and corruption of Congress? 
No President has a right to any other political in- 
fluence, except that moral power which wise and 
just measures, and a faithful and vigilant admin- 
istration of his department, will certainly give him; 
and he ought not to be tolerated to resortio any other 
means to obtain it. 


But this proposition is as deceitful as itis infa- 
mous. John Tyler has never kept faith with any 
party; his object is to getaseeming present support 
from one of the parties in Congress, and to trust to 
events to make it permanent. When the time 
comes, he would add another to his long list of 
treacheries. Shorty after the Presidency fell npon 
him, he, by his Secretary of State—in analogy to 
the English premiership—addressed a pompousbut 
hollow proclamation tothe Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, in which it is declared: “He (the President) 
therefore directs the information to be given to all 
the officers of agents in your department of the 
public service, that partisan interference in pop- 
ular elections, whether of State officers or of this 
Government, and for whomsoever or against 
whomsoever it may be exercised, willbe regarded 
by him as cause of removal.” In his first annual 
message he says, on the subject of removal, that 
his own conduct had “‘been governed by a consci- 
enlious purpose to exercise the removing power 
only in cases of unfaithfulness or inability, or in 
those in which its exercise appeared necessary, in 
order to discountenance and suppress the spirit of 
active partisanship on the part ofthe holders of of- 
fice, which not only withdraws them from the 
steady and impartia] discharge of their official du- 
ties, butexerts an undue and injurious influence 
over elections, and degrades the character of the 
Government itself, inasmuch as it exhibits the chief 
magistrate as being a party, through his agents, in 
the secret plots or open workings of political par- 
lies.” These sentiments are eminently just and 
proper, and does it notexhibita hardihood, an ob- 
tusity to dishonor almost incredible, that the very 
men who have so recently proclaimed them to the 
nation, should offer to desecrate, in the mode 
which they thus prescribe, the whole exccutive 
power ofthe Government? If the offences which 
they denounce are dangerous and scandalous, that 
which they have committed is abhorrent, and tends 
to revolution by means of corruption. 

The gentleman [| Mr. Cusuinc] treatsthe President 
asthe great ruling power of the Government, and 
Congress as a subordivate incidental department, 
whose business is merely to co-operate in giving ef- 
fect to his views. I take issue with the gentleman, 
and maintain that, in all free Governments, and espe- 
cially in ours, the legislative branch is predomi- 
nant. Popular liberty has nowhere existed, nor 
will itJong exist, under any other adjustment of pow- 
er. Congress is invested with the high powers of 
declaring war, providing all the means by which 
it is waged, and for the public defence; borrowing 
and appropriating money; creating and paying 
public debts; imposing taxes; coining money; reg- 
ulating commerce with foreign nations and among 
the States; defining and punishing treason and felo- 
nies, &c.; and is expressly made the repository of 
all the undefined powers that may be necessary and 
proper to execute those which the Constitution has 
conferred upon it, upon the other departments, and 
upon every officer of the Government—even this 
puissant President himself. His principal power— 
which is greater and more operative than the 


-whole aggregate besides—is to execute the laws 


and the Administration would not only use all the 


the imbodied will of Congress, which he binds him, 
self in his oath of officeto do. Congress may im- 
peach him, andexpel him from his place. “Cons 
gress is, and was intended by the§ framers of the- 
Constitution to be, the chief power; the President 
is but the incident. There is no higher or more 
arduous duty devolving upon this House than to 
do its part, moderately but resolately, to: pre- 
serve this constitutional relation of the two depart- 
ments, 

-It seems to be the purpose ofthe gentleman and 
the Administration to introduce the English system 
by which the ministry has the iniation and the con- 
trol ofall the principal measures of legislation; but 
the effort is to withhold from Congress the over- 
ruling control which Parliament, and especially 
the House of Commons, exerts in these matters. 
We deny that England is a free country; and yet, 
her House of Commons has more influence and ef- 
ficiency in her Government than bas the House of 
Representatives inours. The public opinion ofthe 
nation speaks potentially through the House of 
Commons; and no minister can hold his place, no 
war can be continued, no measure or course of pol- 
icy canbe perseveringly urged or opposed by the 
King or ministry against the will of the nation as 
spoken by the Commons. It was this House that 
forced George the Third to terminate the war of 
our revolution, by an acknowledgment of our inde- 
pendence; that carried the emancipation of the 
Catholics against all the opposition of the King, 
and the more stubborn and imperious Duke of 
Wellington; and that effected that great pacific rev- 
olution, the reform of its own representation. No 
minister can stand against the judgment and the 
voie of the House of Commons; and when he is 
there defeated upon any measure or important prop- 
osition, it is hisimperative signal to throw up his 
seals of office; and there is named as his successor 
one who immediately conforms the Executive Gov- 
ernment tothe will of the people as thus spoken. 
So, when the ministry seems to be fashioning legis- 
lation according to its own will, it is, in truth, sub- 
mitting to the mandates of the House of Commons, 
The gentleman and our republican Administra- 
tion want to be subordinate to no such influence; 
their attempt is to raise the President above all con- 
trol, and to degrade Congress to a mere registry of 
his edicts. 


The gentleman has often inveighed against the 
despotism of Congress. Sir, a numerous’ popular 
representation and a despotism never did, and never 
can exist, together. Such a body may commit oc- 
casional acts of injustice and oppression, but it is 
impossible for it to maintain a systematic, perse- 
vering, and enduring tyranny; ithas too many di- 
verse wills, interests, and ends, It fluctuates so 
rapidly in all these elements of action, and in its 
personnel, that its neutralizes, checks, and reverses 
fitfully its own decisions; it it were otherwise, it has 
neither the means nor the aptitude for their effi- 
cient execution, It is the undivided, secret, rapid, 
energetic will of a single Executive, dispensing 
office and_ honors, wielding the purse and the 
sword, and transmitted from individual to individ- 
ual by succession or election, which all history 
proves to be the great enemy of popular liberty. 
This is the power in our system which her votaries 
ought to watch with sleepless vigilance; for its ad- 
vance here has been quite as rapid and threaten- 
ing as in most countries whose freedom it has 
cloven down. Sir, instead of being able to main- 
tain the firm, rigorous, and iron rule of despotism, 
the natural tendency of a large representative body, 
frequently elected, is not only to liberty, but also to 
licentiousness; and it is in part to correct this in- 
herent vice, that other branches of our Government 
than this House have been constituted. But all 
experience establishes this truth—that such assem- 
blies are the natural and most potent enemies of 
despotism. What is the history of modern Eng- 
lish liberty? Formerly, the mass of that people 
were nol recognised in her political system; the 
third estate and its House of Commons had its ori- 
gin under Edward 3d; but there was no popular 
freedom in the island for two centuries afterwards. 
Henry 8th wrested the spiritual authority over his 
dominions from the See of Rome, and united it 
with the absolute civil and political power which 
he possessed. His purpose was not to ameliorate 
the condition of the Protestants, but to sway an wn- 


‘divided temporal and spiritual power in-his own 


realm. He wasone of the most absolute and bloody 
tyranis that ever reigned. He could not only sus- 
pend the law, but his proclamations had the force 
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and the sanction of laws; and, during his reign, 
more than seventy-two thousand persons perished 
by execution. Elizabeth was not less proud and 
imperious in disposition; she, too, exercised the sus- 
pending power, and vetoed, some sessions, more 
than half the acts which Parliament passed. Un- 
der her rule, industry spread, the arts and commerce 
flontished, the wealth and consideration of the 
commons rapidly increased, and the spirit of liber- 
ty grew with their affluence, intelligence, and 
strength. Their murmurs began to alarm, their 
voice to be heeded, and their wrongs to be redressed 
by the haughty Tudor. They remonstrated by their 
ouse of Parliament with the imperial] virago her- 
self against abuses by monopolies, she had the sa- 
gacity to discern that there was a spirit up, not to be 
trifled with; she curbed the hot blood ofher father,and 


„with great ene and tact graciously corrected 


the evil. Jamesist had as much attachment to 
power and prerogative, but not the courage or tal- 


. ent to maintain them; he was constantly making is- 


sues with Parliament, but was too feeble for the 
conflict; the consequence was, the spirit of Jiberty 
and of the commons grew apace. When Charles ist 
came to the throne, it had acquired strength and 
resolution enough to defy and to conquer the perils 
which awaited it. It numbered among its cham- 
Nine a Milton and a Hampton, a Cromwell and a 

unyan. It was mixed up with the hysterical tears, 
the austere form, and the gloomy enthusiasm of the 
religion of the Puritans; but it was nevertheless up- 
held by prudence and sound sense, by genius and 
attainment, by activity and fortitude, and by a de- 
votion which no danger could awe, no treasure 
could corrupt, no ‘honors could seduce, nothing 
could shake. It was fully equal to one of the great- 
est of human events—the dethronement and the exe- 
cution of Charles, All that is valuable in English or 
American liberty, civil or religious, is due to the 
Puritans, and the House of Commons of the Long 
Parliament; they stormed the main citadel of des- 
potie power; their suceessors have been marshalled 

y their example, from conquest to conquest in the 
overthrow of the weaker ones. The freedom of 
England has been won, by ages of heroic struggle 
on the part of her Hou-e of Commons, from her ty- 
rant kings. [tis a magnificent fabric, which nobly 
vindicates numerous representative assemblies of 
the people from the foul aspersion of a tendency to 
despotism. 

The gentleman occupies a strange position, and 
puts forth extraordinary notions, considering the 
measures and principies which he always, until 
the commencement of this Administration, ad- 
vocated with so much zeal and ability. lhad read 
many of his speeches before I knew him. Tad- 
mired his talents and attainments; I approved of the 
soundness of his views, and was instructed and for- 
tified in my own. But heis wonderfully metamor- 
phosed; and I think if he will examine the matter 
deliberately, he will find it to be quite as true, that 
he has broken his neck politically in jumping his 
somersets, as that “the Whig party has knocked 
out its brains against the fixed fact.” He tells us 
that party is nothing but an association of men 
struggling for power; and that he contemns meas- 
ures—that measures are not principles. The gen- 
tleman must have been reading the celebrated 
treatise, “The Prince,” for such dicta are of the 
school of Machiavelli; and his sudden and total 
abandonment of all the principles as well as meas- 
ures, to which he was as strongly pledged as any 
Whig, good and true, proves that he had studied 
his lesson to some purpose. Atthe extra session of 
1837, he opposed the sub-treasury in a very elabo- 
rate speech, in which we find these passages: “We 
are to have a Government paper-currency, recog- 
nisable by the Government of the United: States, 
and employed in its dealings; bat it is to be irre- 
deemable Government paper.” “If the scheme were 
not too laughingly absurd to spend time in arguing 
about it seriously; ifthe mischiefs of a Government 
paper currency had not had an out-and-out trial 
both in Europe and America, I might discuss it as 
a question of political economy. But I will not oc- 
capy the committee in this way. Iam astounded 
at the fatuity of any set of men who can think cf 
any such project.” “I welcome the general idea 
that Government should not be ever prone to inter- 
fere in the private pursuits of the citizen. One of 
the mischiefs of the times has been the meddlesome 
interference of General Jackson in the business of 
the country—his prurient tampering with the cur- 
rency under the pretext of reforming it. This is 
the very thing 1 would prevent, [t is one reason 
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why lam against a marriage of Bank and State. I 
wish to have banks the business agents, not the 
party hacks, of the Administration. I oppose the 
sub-treasury for the same reason. If adopted, it 
would enable the Government to put. up exchange 
or to put down exchange, and to produce fluciuations 
inthe money-market at will. It would place the 
whole commerce and business of the United States 
at the arbitrary mercy of the President ofthe United 
States.” He gave, then, a definition of a bank, and 
avowed the sub-treasury to be a Government bank; 
and upon those and other objections which are un- 
answerable, he pertinaciously opposed that meas- 
ure for three years; and, it having been forced upon 
him and the country, at the earliest opportunity he 
voted for its repeal. Now, he is the unscrupulous 
advocate of the exchequer, a measure embodying 
both the sub-treasury and a great organized Gov- 
ernment bank, and faught with more frightful dan- 
gers than his own excited imagination had pictured 
in the whole three years. 

He was one of the staunchest supporters of a 
United States Bank. He characierized “the refusal 
of the late President (Jackson) to sign the bill re- 
chartering the bank, like the removal of the depos- 
ites, tobe in defiance and violation of the popular 
will.” Heargued that a mixed circulation of coin 
and paper was irreversably fixed upon the conntry, 
and asks: “But how shall the paper circulation be 
supplied? and how regulated? ‘The plain, obvious, 
straightforward course would be to hearken to the 
voice of experience, and to follow out the analo- 
gies of our political institutions, Twice, for long 
periods of time, have we tried a national bank, and 
in each period it has fulfilled its appointed purpose 
of supplying a safe and equal currency, and of 
regulating and controlling the issues of the State 
banks. Twice have we tried for afew years to 
drag on without a national bank, and each of these 
experiments has been a season of disaster and con- 
fusion.” And yet, sir, he has denied that he was 
ever the supporter of a bank of the United States, 
and is now one of the most rabid revilers of such 
an institution. 

He was for Mr. Clay’s land bill; and he has 
abandoned, and now contemns it. No man has been 
more frequent and unsparing in his denunciations 
of General Jackson; and now he is the sycopHantic 
eulogist of the old hero. He was the unflinching 
defender of the constitutional rights and powers of 
Congress. This Administration has not only re- 
sorted tothe most flagitious abuse of the veto pow- 
er, but has renewed every other assault, open or in- 
sidious, of Presidents Jackson and Van Buren 
upon Congress, which he, at the time, so indig- 
nantly rebuked; and he now justifies them all. He 
has gone far ahead of the extremest parasites of 
executive power. John Tyler vetoed four acts of 
Congress which the gentleman had voted for, and 
strange, by his subtle sophistry, be defended each 
of the vetoes; and most strange, when the House, 
in conformity tothe provisions of the Constitution, 
voted again upon the measures, his vote was re- 
corded in their favor, and to overrule the very ve- 
toes of which he had just been the venal advocate. 
He has proclaimed that the President is a co-ordi- 
nate branch of the legislative power; that “the Pres- 
ident has as much right to discuss Congress, as 
Congress hasto discuss him;” that this House has 
no more right to require of the Executive any paper 
in the departments, than the President has to de- 
mand of it the papers in the custody of its clerk. 
He has sweepingly, again and again, condemned 
the present Congress—its measures, its spirit, and 
its action; and, in the manner of prophetic railing, 
he has warned us that we are rushing on to our 
destiny. 

This same gentleman, in 1837, made a speech in 
this House, which contains an analysis of the Con- 
stitution, among the soundest, most instructive, and 
condensed, [have ever seen. I will read a passage 
or two from it. “The powers vested in the Presi- 
dent, by the Constitution, are peny expresy enu- 
merated, and the rest are such as Congress may 
see fit to intrust to the President, either under the 
several specific powers granted to Congress, or un- 
der the general power, which closes the enumera- 
tion, and is suppletory to all the rest.” “To make 
alllaws which shall be necessary and proper for 
carrying into execution the foregoing powers, and 
all other powers vested by this Constitution in the 
Governmentof the United States, or any officer or 
department thereof.” Here is the life-giving clause; 
the grant to Congress to infuse vitality into the un- 
defined powers of the executive. 


Again: “Yet we have, in late.times, seen the prin- 
cipal officers of the executive departments treated 
as the mere servants of the President—the humble 
instruments of his supreme will; instead of what 
the Constitution supposes—the agents of the Jaw of 
the land, and tke instruments of Congress as well 
as the President.” paai y 

He then enters into some very cogent reasoning, 
and concludes, “that the vitality of the functions of 
the executive, under the Constitution, is to be in- 
fused into them by the legislation of Congress.” 

He then proceeds to a general enumeration of 
the abuses of President Jackson, and continues: “I 
denounce these acts of the Administration, and the 
pretences of power by which they are sought to be 
defended, asthe crowning evidences of the means 
of corruption, and the scope for usurpation, which 
these functions afford.” i 

“First. I conclude, as the general inference, that 
the powers of the Executive are, as compared with 
those of Congress, or any other department of the 
Government, particularly susceptible of abuse; that 
they have been abused; and that they have a perse- 
vering tendency continually to increase.” 


“In the second place, I conclude, as the other 
general inference, that the remedy for the abuses to 
which I have referred, is, to diminish the power 
and influence of the Executive. The salvation of 
the Government depends upon it.” 


“A wise and a brave people, it has been well 
said, will neither be cheated nor bullied out of lib- 
erty. But such a people may cease to be vigilantly 
wise—to be unshakingly brave--by resigning them- 
selves to the treacherous and corrupt influences of 

ower. Would to God some divine aflatus might 

escend upon the Constitution, to resuscitate and 
animate its enfeebled energies; that the voice of. the 
Almighty, from the empyreal height where he sits 
enthroned, penetrating the clouds which surround 
us, would say, even to these dry bones of the Con- 
stitution: Live! be thou once more a creature oJ 
health and strength, to go forth, in the majesty of 
thy beauty, a ministering angel, on a mission of 
blessings to the world,” 


He concluded by offering this preamble: 


“Whereas the influence of the executive depart- 
ment of the Government has, for some time past, in 
derogation of the letter and spirit of the Constitu- 
tion, continued to increase, and ought to be dimin- 
ished.” 

It was followed by two resolutions; the first of 
which proposed to refer so much of the President’s 
message as relates to the collection, safekeeping, 
and transfer of the public moneys, to a select com- 
mittee, with instructions to report such method of 
effecting these objects “as would most promote the 
public welfare, and secure the liberties of the peo- 

le” 
P “Secondly, such other reforms in the practice of 
the Government as, in their opinion, shall tend to 
bring back the administration thereof to the stand- 
ard of the original purity of the Constitution.” 

There was no abuse in the executive administra- 
tion of General Jackson which does not now exist 
in an aggravated form, and which the gentleman 
does not now justify--except Congress is not de- 
graded to be the employing tool of John Tyler. 
And this is its sin! This is the cause that John Ty- 
ler and his constitutional advisers are daily pouring 
out their ribald abuse. It is for this reason that the 
most miserable faction that ever existed is con- 
stantly hurling rancorous, but pointless, denuncia- 
tion against the majority of this House; that those 
who compose it are so often reading us lectures 
against ultraism, and in favor of patriotism, whilst 
they are in the very plenitude of venality, and of” 
factious animosity. The gentleman tells us, in the 
speech read from, that the President can exercise 
no power not expressly conferred upon him by the 
Constitution, without the interposition of congres- 
sional legislation; and yet he has here declared, 
with pointed emphasis, that the power of removal— 
an implied power—is vested by the Constitution in 
the President alone; that he cannot be interfered 
with in its exercise. Is Mr. Caleb Cushing of Mas- 
sachusetts, Mr. Caleb Cushing of Massachusetts? 
ov is be some other person? He says we are for 
recurring to obsolete ideas; he is for the principles 
of progress, and keeping up with the improvements 
of the age. We deny that his innovation is im- 
provement. We cautiously adopt principles which 
stand the test of experiment; but we totally reject 
his heinous political Mormonism. 

But the gentleman, in his tergiversations and 
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apostacy, is but following, and at humble distance, 
the lead of a greater man—Daniel Webster. I 
Rave no unfounded prejudices against the Secretary 
of Staje: I once. admired him as much as his most 
devoted friends do. I still regard him as a man of 
stupendous mind—an intellectual Titan—and, in 
some departments of mental operations, equal, prob- 
ably, to the. greatest of ancients or moderns. But 
the closet, and not the great, living, active, execu- 
tive theatre of the world, is his appropriate field. 
He has nothing of what is commonly called genius, 
anid is defective in invention; his superiority results 
from great and general intellectual power. His 
mind is a vast crucible, into which the world’s in- 
tellectual wealth may be heaved; and he can ana- 
lyze it all, and reproduce it in forms of new and 
magnificent utility. In his senatorial career, he 
has won for himself a civic crown more imperish- 
able than all the bloody laurels of the mightiest 
conquerors, His speeches upon banks, the cur- 
rency, and the public revenues, form a solid and 
regularly built structure, as enduring as the pyra- 
mids. In all the powers of logic, argumentation, 
and composition, he has no superior; and his 
speeches—parliamentary and forensic—are among 
the noblest monuments of the intellect of the pres- 
ent day; and will be regarded as models when cen- 
turies upon centuries have rolled away. He ought 
to have belonged to his country, to the age, and to 
mankind, and to have shown one of the mightiest 
and brightest spirits; but he wants one-half of such 
a man—moral sense. "How are the mighty faflen !” 
He is, indeed, a political Lucifer; and he, too, is 
great even in his ruin! J once preferred him to all 
men but one for the Presidency; and if, by the con- 
tinuance of his services, and fidelity to our cause— 
to those immortal truths and principles to which 
he so long devoted himself—he should have won 
the first place in the confidence of his countrymen, 
I, and the friends of him whom he will quarrel 
with as his rival, would have cheerfully acqui- 
esced, 


A sub-treasury, a Government paper currency, 
or a Government bank, cannot be presented in any 
possible form, that either, or all, are not met and 
overthrown by Mr, Websters luminous and unan- 
swerable arguments. Since his connexion with 
John Tyler—since the lion has been serving the 
jackall—-he has concocted the exchequer, which is 
a union of two to produce the third; and it has no 
provision, no faculty, no principle, which canno! be 
annihilated by a hundred passages from his 
speeches, Tie hassaid more for a bank of the Uni- 
ted States-~for its utiity and indispensable necessity, 
to both Government and the people-—than all living 
men besides. He never, until he filled his present 
place, uttered one word to the contrary; but, so late 
as the fall of 1840, in his speech at Saratoga, reiter- 
ated ital. He now rejects and scorns’a bank as 
useless and obsolete, and arrogantly: proclaims 
that it will never get another vote in New Eng- 
land. It. is more probable he will never be 
able to control another volein New England. He 
has Jauded Mr. Clay’s land bill as the wisest meas- 


ure ofa greal statesman, and advocated it himself 


as the foundation stone of the tariff policy; he has 
also abandoned it. Ie proclaimed, “under an Oc- 
tober sun” of 1840, in the capital of the Old Do- 
minion, that “the power and influence of the execu 
tive of our Government had increased, is increas- 
ing, and ought to be diminished,” and was “danger- 
ous to liberty.” Ele adheresto an Administration 
that is making every effort to stride on inthis course 
of usurpation, and throws his whole influence 
against every attempt fo reduce it within constitu- 
tional limits. He has conclasively demonstrated 
that the President cannot, constitutionally, remove 
from place such officers as the Senate have confirm- 
ed; and he constantly advises John Tyler to such 
infractions of the Constitution. In his Virginia 
speech, he said: “Of all thingsin a popular Govern- 
ment, a Government press is most tobe dreaded. One 
of the first things to be done, when a new adminis- 
tration shall come into power, will be to separate 
the Government press from the politics of the coun- 
try” And as soon as John Tyler resolved to betray 
his party, then Mr. Webster commenced the most 
active cperaticns to purchase up for him all the 
presses in any way connected with the State De- 
artment, and to turn their thunders upon the 
hig party in Congress. He published the procla- 
mation (before read from)to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, in which he says: “He (the President) 
therefore directs the information to be given to all 
the officers and agents in your depariment of the 
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public service, that partisan interference in popu- 
lar elections, whether of State officers or of this 
Government, and for whomsoever or against 
whomsoever it may be exercised, will be regarded 
by him as cause of removal.” “But persons em- 
ployed under the Government, and paid for their 
services out of the public treasury, are not expected 
to fake an active or officious part in attempts to in- 
fluence the mind or the votes of others; such con- 
duct being deemed inconsistent with the spirit of 
the Constitution, and the duties af public agents 
acting under it.” Ele not only remains a ‘compo- 
nent part of an administration which daily violates 
a principle it so formally promuiged, but he shame- 
lessly tramples upon it himself, by stipulating that 
his own appointees shall continue the practice 
which he has proscribed before the whole country. 
He says, distinctly, to office-seekers, You must not 
only be against Mr. Clay, but vou must be for Mr. 
Tyler, and you must sustain him, In the same 
paper, he tells incumbens: “It is not intended that 
any officer shall be restrained in the free and proper 
expression and maintenance of his opinion respect- 
ing public men or public measures, or in the exer- 
cise of the fullest degree of the constitutional right 
of suffrage.” And he now breaks faith with those 
dependent upon the will of the Administration, by 
sustaining the expulsion from place, of clerks, tide- 
waiters, and night-watches; not because they ex- 
press a preference for another, but because they do 
not express a preference for John Tyler. ‘The 
President made him an organ of communication 
between himself and the Whigs of Congress, and, 
through him, pledged his faith to approve the sec- 
ond bank charter passed at the extra session; and 
notwithstanding Jobn Tyler insulted him, by a 
refusal to redeem the pledge, he degraded himself, 
by publishing to the country that he knew of no 
cause for the dissolution of the cabinet,and covered 
himself with infamy by remaining in it “solitary 
and alone.” Efe has been guilty, personally, in 
various ways, of violating the Jaw which he pro- 
mulged against officers interfering in elections, and 
to influence the minds of others.” He has come to 
the Capitol, mingled among the members of both 
Houses, and used persuasions and threats to pro- 
eure the postponement of measures of great im- 
ortance to the country, because they were ob- 
jectionable to the President, although acceptable to 
himself. He has attempted to seduce members of 
Congress from their Whig principles, and to come, 
not to the support of other principles, but of Tyler- 
ism. When the other members of the late cabinet 
were consulting with him, and with each other, 
upon the propriety of throwing up their places, he 
exclaimed, “Who is Jobn Tyler? He is nothing! 
We would erush him as easily as we can the moth 
in this carpet!” stamping his foot with contemptu- 
ous indignation. Now he is a supple courtier, and 
a fawning sycophant at John Tyler’s footstool of 
power. Butthe premier knew his master—he is 
an intellectual moth, When we think of his per- 
fidy, and his political sins, we feel the most indig- 
nant resentment; but then we contemplate the im- 
becility of his mind, and the paltriness of his per- 
sonal qualities, and it subsides into cold contempt. 
‘The most erue) punishment of antiquity was to 
bind a person to a dead carcase; and this is the only 
mode in which John Tyler could now be made 
noxious to either of the existing political parties. 


The reason why the active interference of office- 
holders in elections has been objected to, is to pre- 
vent the influence of the Executive from reaching, 
indirectly, Congress. Flow dare the Secretary of 


State approach its members, and throw himself | 


against the passage of measures of legislation? How 
dare he, and his coadjutor of the War Department, 
two office-holders, leave their offices and go forth, 
on the eve of important elections, making political 
speeches, and writing elaborate addresses, to infin- 
ence theirresult? Arethese “such services as ought 
to be paid for out of the public treasury,” and as are 
“consistent with the spirit of the Constitution, and 
the duties of public agents acting under it,” when 
performed by this pair of notable dignitaries? and yet 
of so decidedly an opposite character, when done by 
bumble subordinates, as to be cause of removal? 
Their own law is proper and salutary, and they 
ought to be punished in conformity to it, by being 
ejected from their places, Ifit is not the lust of of 
fice which has induced Mr. Webster to cling with 
so much tenacity, ahd at such a cost, to his present 
situation, what isit? The British treaty is nego- 
tiated, and still he isas firmly moored in it as ever. 
“Tileweaved ambition! how art thou shrunk?” 'To- 
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-ills would now be in successful operation. 


wards the premier, I admit, 1 am actuated by~a 
sense of both wrong and injury—for he has dòne us 
injury; but the Secretary of War has done nothing 
but wrong. The immorality of his polities isso 
notorious as to render him harmless, He had 
been Clintonian and. anti-Clintonian, Jacksonain 
and anti-Jacksonian, against. Tyler, and for him. 
He. has always been willing to'be the tool of any 
party or man who would buy him, and at lengt 
e found a purchaser in John Tyler; and the trans- 
action, in open and bold profligacy, challenges: i 
vain a parallelin the annals ofthis country: Joh 
C. Spencer wrote a circular address, convokiig 
the Syracuse convention, in which he denounced 
John Tyler’s administration, and his vetoes, as the 
exercise of kingly power: in the course of a few 
days he came on to this city, and solicited, and’ ac~ 
cepted, the place which he fills. The dishonor 6f¢ 
the, connexion will stick to him like the poisoned 
shirt of Nessus. Spencer, and the “guard,” and 
the few others who have abandoned the cause for 
which they were among the most clamorous, are 
mere mercenaries, who attached themselves to 
the Whigs for the spoils, and for the spoils only. 
Such men might be dangerous as enemies, but 
they would be much more dangerousas friends and 
allies; for on any day they would sell country and 
principles for money and place. We say to them— 
Off—begone; your presence pollutes our camp, and 
would tarnish onr victory. à 


The principles and measures of the Whigs were 
as fully and fairly before the country, in the Jast 
presidential canvass, as the principles or measures 
of any party ever were, or can be. They were 
boldly submitted, in opposition to those of. the 
Democrats, to the American people; and judgment 
was, with remarkable distinctness, pronounced in 
their favor. But for the basest treachery, they 
would, at the extra session, all have been imbodied 
in the laws of Congress, and their regenerating 
influence would long since have been felt by 
seventeen millions of people; and what a mass of 
distress and ruin they would have averted from 
this deeply afflicted country! How many despair 
ing hearts will owe poverty and want, not to the 
ambition merely, but tothe fatuity of one heart- 
less man. If the deep, silent curses of millions of 
wronged beings could have blasted one wretch 
from the face of the earth, the mitigation a our 

utit 
is in the providence of the moral world, that some- 
times the weakest and worst of men have the power 
to achieve an inconceivable amount of mischief; 
and how grievously is this truth enforced by the 
present condition of our countrymen. 


But the Whigs are neither subdued _nordismay- 
ed. They have been temporarily disheartened by 
the desertion of him whom an unlooked-for event, 
and not their choice, placed attheir head. They 
folded their arms with mingled feelings of surprise, 
revulsion, and disgust; but their spiritis not dead— 
itonly slumbers; and when the day of trial comes, 
it will be terrible to its enemies in its renovated 
energies. They poise themselves upon the recti- 
tude and utility of their measures; upon the purity 
and firmness of their purpose; and with calm confi- 
dence await theissue. Their Whigery is the same . 
asthat which inspired the souls and nerved the 
arms of our fathers through seven years of toiland 
blood; and they invoke their countrymen to throng 
in serried ranks to its support. Theyhavea leader 
worthy of their trust, and their cause, whose soul 
quailed not in their darkest adversity; whose rally- 
ing voice was heard above the loud shouts of a tri- 
umphant enemy; whose devotion wavered not when 
all but honor seemed to be lost; and whose uncon- 
querable spirit, bearing aloft the standard of anoth- 
er, marshalled us at length to a glorious ‘victory. 
Who does not know that fe is Henry Clay? 
Thoygh his place is a private station, Henry 
Clay is in the presence of his country and 
the world. At theage of nineteen, an unknown 
and uneducated boy, he burst upon a distant thea- 
tre, amidst the exciting scenes of 1798. Even then 
he grappled with Nicholas, and Breckenridge, and 
Murray,{in the conflict of mind with mind: he rap- 
idly won the ascendant, and he has impressed. his 
noble image upon the gallant State which adopted 
the stranger boy with such genercus enthusiasm. 
Dauntless in courage and unmatched in genius, 
the expansive operations of his great soul alone 
have given bim position in the front rank of man- 
kind. His civil achievements adorn every page-of 
his country’s history throughout. the past genera- 
tion, Asa parliamentary leader, in practical states- 
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manship,.in oratory which convinces the reason 
> and'rales the passions—in all the high powers of ex- 
“ecutive capability, he has no equal. Intuitive and 
accurate’ apprehension, soundness of judgment, 
directness and comprehensiveness of mind, and 
high and honest» purpose, are among his: distin- 
guishing characteristics. His system of policy 
js as broad as this: confederacy, enlarged as its 
great: and varied interests, and based upon eternal 
principles abd truth. He is ambitious; but he has 
ever held. tharturbulent and towering passion strict- 
ly. ‘subject. to the. behests of honor, to patriotism, 
“to devotion to. constitutional liberty, and to the 
rights of the people.. Neither his services nor his 
renown have been limited to his own race, or to his 
own country; but both pervade the civilized world. 
Exposed for years to the resentments of a great 
party, his. firm, unwavering, consistent, and lofty 
course has conquered their suspicions and their 
enmity;and now there is none whose good opinion 
is of any value, who do not pay homage to his great- 
ness and integrity, and exult in the consciousness 
thart he istheir countryman, because of the lustre 
which he has shed. upon the name. Ee may or 
may not attain to the Presidency; but he oceupies, 
‘and will ever occupy, one of the loftiest positions in 
the moral world—a summit bathed allover in living 
and. glorious light, revealing the whole man as he 
is, without. fear and: without reproach. He is our 
trusted, our well-tried champion—faithful among 
the faithless—the impersonation of our glorious 
cause, under whose banner we go forth (politically) 
to conquer or to perish; and if, in this conflict, we 
are to-fall, you will find 
‘. Our backs to the field and our feet to the foe.” 


REMARKS OF MR. DAYTON, 


OF NEW JERSEY. 
Jn Senate, February 15, 1843—-On Mr. McDurri’s 
resolutions and the amendments. 


“Mr. DAYTON said: 

The resolutions of the gentleman from South 
Carolina, [Mr. McDurriz,] as well as his remarks 
in support of those resolutions, assert only general 
abstract principles, extending to no measure of a 
precnionl character for the relief of the country. 

was the more disappointed in this, as he alleges 
that all parues are responsible for the present con- 
dition of things. 

` His abstract principles may be condensed fairly 
as follows: 
` In reference to the currency: Do nothing; the 
country will work out its own salvation. (He 
might have added, “with fear and trembling.”) 
This principle is not a new one: it was one of the 
principles of the last Administration, that the car- 
rency should take care of itself. 
` In reference to finance and commerce, his doc- 
trine is, that we should be governed by the legisla- 
tion of Great Britain; that, if she looks only to- 
wards free trade, we are to reciprocate; that our 
` tariff laws are a curse to our revenue, and the le- 
gislation of Congress ‘is more destructive to com- 
merce than all the pirates that ever swept the ocean ! 
(By the way, that is the cnly community of mod- 
ern times who have ever carried into effect the gen- 
tleman’s doctrines of free trade.) 

These are his principles; and they appear to me 
to carry with them their own refutation. If they 
needed an answer, they have had one in full from 
the gentleman who preceded me. I am thankful, 
sir, that such principles have not as yet given birlh 
to any measure: what they may do in future, re- 
mains to be seen. There isa bird of the desert 
which deposites its egg in the sands, and leaves it 
there, to quicken, or addle, asthe action of the ele- 
ments may determine; and itis so of these princi- 
ples. They are dropped in the public mind; and, 
should it ever warm them into life; they will break 
their shell, and we willthen see the strange, for- 
eign, anti-American prodigy which shall stalk 
forth. At present, I content myself with having 
stated the principles in their baldness, without fol- 
lowing the argument. 

The resolutions of the gentleman from Maine, 
[Mr, Evans,] amendatory of those above alluded 
to, are likewise the assertion of general principles 
only. In those principles, generally, I heartily con- 
cur, Butthe third, 1 apprehend, is exceptionable, 
This resolution, in substance, is: That, while Con- 
gress does not intend to adopt any measure for the 
payment.of the debts of the States, yet, ‘in view of 
the disastrous consequences to the national charac- 
ter.and credit,” &e., it “declares that the debts of 


ll 


_ States” to 


Senate. 


the several States; created by legislative authority 
thereof respectively, are obligatory and binding,” 
&c; and thatit is “the duty of the people of said 
resort to the most efficient means to pay 


them, &c. 

As an individual, 1 have no doubt of the truth 
of the above propositions; but, as a member of this 
body, 1 prefer substituting my amendment. I am 
not one of those who see a constitutional scruple 
behind every bush; but still I would prefer keep- 
ing within the line of acknowledged right: more 
particularly where, as in this case, there is no pos- 
sible inducement to go out of it. ; 

I did not understand the gentleman’s resolutions 
as holding out the idea, either directly or indirectly, 
of the assumption of State debts, as has been inti- 
mated from the other side of this chamber. The 
first sentence of the resolution is an express nega- 
lion of it. 

My amendment was with a view— f 

‘l, To get rid of that part of the resolution by 
which we assume to declare what contracts are, or 
are not, binding upon the States. And— 

2. To incorporate into these resolutions some- 
thing vindicatory of the faith and credit of the 
Federal Government, 

By what authority is it that we have the right to 
declare, in our legislative character, what obliga- 
tions between States and strangers are binding? 
Who and what has constituted us the judge? Is it 
one of the powers expressly granted, or an inci- 
dent to any such power? “We may talk about our- 
selves, and say what we will, and what we will not 
do. But we ought never to say—or, in the lan- 
guage of’ the resolution, to declare—what others 
are bound to do, unless we have the clear right to 
make such declaration. 


‘The position assumed was, that we had the right, 
because the delinquencies of the States were affect- 
ing our national character; and, therefore, the ex- 
pressioni of opinion was justified. But surely the 

ederal Government has no powers originating in 
any such uncertain, doubtful source. Who is to 
seule what does and what does not affect our na- 
tional character, as preliminary to the exercise of 
this right? Or how much must that character be 
affected? 
knocks:this latent right, like hidden fire, from the 
flint? "Will the failure of a merchant or a bank do 
il? These affect our credit, it is said, “pro tanto,” 
Batis it the right or duty of this Government to 
declare the law of the contract between the mer- 
chant or bank and its creditor? It is obvious that 
no power can originate in sucha source. Bat the 
right was claimed on another ground. It was said 
that we are the creditor of some of the States, 
and therefore have a creditor’s right to talk; that 
the Secretary of the Treasury has, no doubt, told 
these delinquent States the same thing. 


I submit to the candor of gentlemen, whether 
this resolution is based, or purporis to be based, 
upon any such ground. It “declares that the debis 
of the several States” are binding. What debts, 
and what States? Not that one whose bonds we 
happen to hold, but all. But why is it, on the face 
of this resolution, that we assume to express this 
opinion? Not becanse we are creditors; but, in the 


language of the resolution, “in view of the disas- ` 


trous consequences to the national character and 
credit”. The expression of an opinion by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury is a very different thing 
froma declaration of the law of the contract by the 
American Senate, When it speaks, it ought to be 
tas one having authority;” and, if without author- 
ity, I submit that it had better be silent. 

Aside from our doubtfal right to declare the law, 
itstrikes meas impolitic. Ido desire to keep the 
credit and faith of the Federal Government distinct 
from the States; and so Ipresume do other gentle- 
men. Yet this mixing up of our national charac- 
ter and the State debts, and our declaratory opin- 
ions about legal rights and moral duties, all in one 
resolution, is kneading too much in the same 
trough. Its effect is to leaven, to a greater extent, 
ovr national credit with unmerited distrust. 

I have heard a great deal said here and else- 
where of the loss of our national credit—in these 
resolutions; in the reports upon our tables; even in 
Executive messages—everywhere, indeed. Yet it 
appears not to have entered the head of anybody to 
vindicate the faith of the nation. Even while de- 
nying our legal obligation to answer for the debts 
of the States, our whole tone has been such as to con- 
vey the idea that we felt ourselves morally involved 
in their delinquency. This [ deny; and, in sup- 


How hard must be the blow which’ 


port of that part of my amendment, desire to say 
a few words—not in that spirit of national whining, 
which has become so common, nor yèt in the spirit 
of railing, but as an appeal to the justice and liber- 
ality of the world. os 

Let ns open the records of national faith, and see 
by what right it is that we are vilified. by others— 
by what right it is that Great Britain assumes to 
actas “custos morum” for the nations of the earth. 

One of the earliest evidences of British ability 
in finance was in the reign of Charles II... The 
supplies were exhausted, and his Majesty needed 
money.. Clifford was dignified with a peerage and 
the treasnrer’s staff, for the following notable sug-: 
gestion (got from Shaftesbury.) He advised that 
they seize upon the funds which had been paid in- 
to the exchequer by bankers upon the faith of Gov- 
ernment, lt was done at once—the exchequer was 
shut up--none had warning; the ruin of many fol- 
lowed; bankers stopped payment; merchants could 
answer no bills; distrust. took place everywhere. 
This isthe language of her own historian, who de- 
nounces the act as“‘an open violation of the most 
solemn engagements, foreign and domestic.” 

The first item in the public debt of Great Brit- 
ain is the consummation of this outrage, 

The amount due from Government, and which 
it had had in gold and silver, was £1,328,526. 

The payment of this sum was stopped for twen- 
ty-five years. In the mean time hundreds had died 
in penury and want; and then Government, instead 
of paying them seventeen millions of dollars which 
were due for principal and intérest, forced the 
creditors, by act of Parliament, to accept of oné- 
half of the principal only—lessthan three millions 
of dollars-—or nothing; and for this, the issued bills 
bearing an interest of three per cent. only, instead 
of eight, the usual rate when they got. the money. 

This sum now constitutes the very first item. in 
the public debt of Great Britain. It is the basis 
upon which the whole of that immense pile rests, 
stained as it is with national perfidy and oppres- 
sion. 

Again, in 1811, we have another and more 
modern instance of Britain’s boasted financial 
faith. The notes of the Bank of England having 
become depreciated by their immense. issues and 
loans to Government, the obligation was cancelled 
in this way. Having first relieved the bank from 
paying specie, they next resolve that these bills 
are worth their face in specie, (and this at a time 
when they were notoriously ata discount of at least 
ten per cent.,) and then made them a. legal tender. 
But lest even this would not satisfy the public 
thatninety pounds were equal to one hundred, they 
went further, and made it a highly penal offence— 
a misdemeanor—for any one to either receive or 
pay them away at less than their face, Notwith- 
standing this, they continued to depreciate until 
they reached a discount of twenty, thirty, and forty 
per cent; and Government then paid off its public 
creditors, “nolens volens,” in this depreciated pa- 
per, and nothing else. The effect of this glorious 
operation in finance may be seen and appreciated 
by reference to Mushet’s tables, ; A 

But, whatever may be the peculiar notions of 
Great Britain upon the subject of financial faith, 
as indicated by the above, at least she claims never 
to have denied her obligations... If she defrauded 
her creditors, it was always “pursuant. to the act 
in that case made and provided;” and her. credit- 
ors have the consolation of knowing that she has 
never denied their debts! Oh, no. 

Of repudiation she has a holy horror. With 
what an air of pious complacency are we branded 
as a nation of swindlers and cheats; while they, 
with upturned eyes, thank God they are not as 
other men! Yet, unless the past be a fable, and his- 
tory a lie; repudiation, even in its worst form, has 
had its place there. 

By an ordinance of the Long Parliament, all the 
erown and church lands were seized upon for the 
public use. They were disposed of at a season of 
great pecuniary want, to raise money to carry on 
the civil government and pay her armies. They 
passed into the hands of honest purchasers, who, 
relying upon public faith, paid therefor a full 
price, and Government received their moneys. 

Yet, notwithstanding all this, a few years after, 
Parliament, by public enactment, again seized upon 
these lands, and handed them back to the church 
and the crown. Thousands were beggared: by the 
act. Government was at least bound, by every 
principle of law and justice, to make good the.. 
damages. It wasa debt ofthe most sacred charac. 
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ter, Yet, after alitile legislative coqueiry,. she 
denied the debt; and to those who clamored too 


loudly for. justice, she gave a place in Newgate. 


andthe Tower. 

Sir, I know not to what extent a careful eye 
might not: trace this: moral. delinquency. But of 
one: thing Lam sure, it little becomes Englishmen 
to legture-us upon:toral:daty or public faith. 

There- was one pecuniary transaction between 
the ‘two Governments, and it illustrates strongly my 
position; Iù the treaty of 1793, the United States 
assumed to “make full and complete compensation” 
för certain debts due from American citizens to 
British ‘subjects, inasmuch as difficulty was found 
in'collecting’ them; and to do it in specie. The 
amognt was settled by convention, between Rufus 
King and Lord Hawkesbury, in 1802, at £600,000. 
Thissum was paid to the last dollar, and in specie; 
and this, too, ata time when England herself paid 
her public creditors in nothing but depreciated 
paper. 

But our bonds will not sell in Europe; and there- 
fore our credit, they say, is gone. And has there 
never been a time when British paper could not be 
sold at par? Sir, the history of the past teaches this. 
While the certificates and treasury notes of this 
Government have commanded, almost-in the worst 
of times, dollar for dollar, the exchequer bills of 
England, (even when bearing an interest of 74 per 
cent.,) which represent her floating debt, have been 
ata discount as low as 40 per cent; while her 3 per 
cents., which I take as a specimen of her funded 
debt, have oscillated between the extremes of 478 
and 100; and this not through the agency or in time 
of war only, but of public distress and commercial 
disasters. While she has been arbitrary and faith- 
less to her creditor, this Government has never de- 
frauded one of a dollar. While she is staggering 
under a debt of £788,398,570, (more than thirty-five 
hundred millions of dollars,) we, as compared with 
her, have none atall, Onr whole public debt would 
scarcely pay the discount on athirty-day nole drawn 
for hers. Vet her citizens and the European world 
hold British credit good, while ours is to be doubted. 

Sir, there is no Government of the world whose 
credit ought to stand higher than that of these United 
States. There has none—no, not one—acted with 
a faith more pure; not a man of the Old World, or 
of the New, has lost a dollar by its promises, 
means are boundless; its debts as nothing; its honor 

ure. 

i And how is it with the other sovereignties ofthe 
Old World? Not one can be named which is not 
staggering under ifs load. Within the last few 
years, the debts of the principal powers of Europe 
(which it is believed have not been materially al- 
tered Snee) were as follows: Great Britain I have 
already alluded tọ, France qan time permit, I 
would show how she had paid ber creditors) had a 
debt of £191,893,053, with a revenue insufficient to 
meet the expenditures of her Government, Austria 
had a debt of about 280,000,000; Elolland, in 1833, 
had a debt of about £10,000,000, which is vastly in- 
ereased since; Naples, of £20,000,000; Denmark, 
between £10,000,000 and £11,000,000; Portugal, 
an acknowledged debt, in 1838, of 619,086,122; 
Prussia, of £29,000,000; Russia, of £50,000,000; 
Spain, according to her official statements, of £859,- 

0,000, and it is believed that her actual debt is 
three times that amount. With these budgets of 
iniquity upon their backs, (the fruits of rapine and 
war,) they stagger along like the old sinner of Bun- 
yan’s alegory, reading homilies to us, doubting 
whether we can follow! We, in lusty youth, car- 
rying the weight of a thistledown, and with an in- 
heritance stretching from sea to sea! There is a 
cool assurance in this thing, to which the history of 
the world has no parallel. 

Sir, Lam not one of those who make a merit of 
abusing Great Britain. She has my highest re- 
spect; but, in the lifetime of an empire, matters 
auch as 1] have alluded to will occur; and they 
should teach us charity. With the kindest of feel- 
ny eae they scout at us as faithless; when they 
affect-a sanctimonious regard for plighted faith 
which we have not; when they claim a credit in 
the markets of the world denied to us—human 
nature cannot refrain from asking how they are 
entitled to it. 

Mr. President, I have no disposition to speak of 

ersons, except as connected with things; but 1 have 

fore said that, from the highest official of Gov- 
emiment to the lowest, the same humiliating spec- 
tacle is seen. We appear to have forgotten that 
the respect and confidence of others depend much 
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APPENDIX. Te TRR- CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Commercial intercourse with: China— Mr. Gordon, 


upon that. tone of respect and confidence we assume 
for ourselves. 

It was with surprise and mortification that 1 read: 
in the recent message of the President of the Uni- 
ted States the result of a late petty mission to the 
money markets of Europe. . Could not the discredit- 
able fact have been left to rutnor—-to the chance of 


remaining unknown to the many, and being forgot. 


ten by the'few?: Was it necessary for any. useful 
purpose that our shame be published. in this endu- 
ring form to the ends of the earth? The loan has 
been taken by our own citizens, who knew us best. 
Was its negotiation aided by an announcement of 
the fact that our credit was dishonored abroad? 


Why farther depreciate, in this most effective of | 


all possible ways, the. credit of the country? The 
fact is stated in connexion with, and in aid of, the 
argument in favor of the exchequer plan. But sure- 
ly the Chief Magistrate of this country, with Amer- 
ican blood in his veins, and, I hope, an American 
heart in his bosom, should have hesitated in this 
kind of formal and official announcement of the 
dishonor of American credit. It is a course of 
business “sui generis.’ The country draws upon 
the money markets of Europe for five millions of 
dollars. The bill is dishonored: when, forthwith, 
the drawer——this country, through its highest offi- 
cer-—-makes solemn protest of the draft against 
itself, and gives public notice! Did his Excellency 
suppose that anybody was likely to pay for the 
honor of the drawer? If not, why send the disered- 
itable fact to the ends of the earth? 

Again: in the same message, and in the same 
connexion, is another matter, equally indicating 
the want of that proper tone of sentiment Which the 
organs of every Government should assume on all 
questions affecting its national credit: I allude to 
that part of the message in which the President 
refers us to his recommendation that the land-fund 
be “mortgaged for the redemption of the principal 
and interest of any loan” which the Government 
might contract, and thereby “vindicate the Gov- 
ernment from al] suspicion of bad faith or inabil- 
ity,” &e, 

Sir, Lama citizen of the Federal Government of 
these United States; 1 am a citizen of the State 
Government of New Jersey: neither have ever dise 
honored their faith by a broken promise. Aside 
from other objections to this plan, my feelings re- 
volt at it as an indignity--as an unmerited imputa- 
tion. 


An American President recommends toan Amer- 
ican Congress that, in addition to our national 
faith, we give collateral security by mortgage; that 
we submit to terms in the markets of the world not 
asked of other nations—terms implying a distrust 
of our integrity and our honor! 

Far back in the history of the world, when loans 
were made upon the personal responsibility of 
kings and princes, it was not an unusual thing to 
put the crown jewels in pledge. But our loan 
was to be made upon the credit of neither king 
nor prince, but upon the plighted faith of Gov- 
ernment. The proposition from the Executive to 
hypothecate our crown jewels as collateral to our 
faith, had it been made by a foreign power, would 
have been resented as an insult, 

Sir, we are frail creatures—we scarcely know 
ourselves; but I think it isin no improper spirit that 
I arraign this high functionary belore the country 
as forgetful of iis honor. The money. could be 
procured, and has been procured, without any such 
But, if it could not have 
been, taxation was open to us; better that, than 
negotiating on terms implying a distrust of our in- 
tegrity. 

But this charge of forgetfulness of what is due 
to ourselves, does not attach to the Chief Magistrate 
alone, It does appear to me, as if one party in 
this country have systematically decried its 
crediti—bave made an effort to swell in public esti- 
mation the amount of its indebtedness, and de- 
preciate its resources. Have we met these charges 
as weought? Unquestionably, a system of retrench- 
ment has been in progress since the revolution of 
1840, which has saved, and is saving, millions to 
the country. The danger, indeed, is, from present 
appearances, that Congress will rush blindly from 
one extreme to another—will show a “zeal out- 
running wisdom.” In this respect, at least, Whig 
promises have been kept to the letter. There is 
nothing, so faras I know, which should involve 
the credit of the Federal Government in the slightest 
suspicion; yet, even in this hall, and everywhere, 
there is.a species of tame submission to moral cas- 


feb; 19492 
H. of Reps. 


tigation. "When we..are. told .that oun: credit: is. 
suspected, when every..wind that blows brings: with: 
it charges of dishonesty sad: fraud, no: voice: kas: 
been heard to vindicate the. unstained faithofithe:. 
nation. This ought not to be. Whatever-maycba:. 
the. sins of some of the States; (and God knowsuk: 
am no apologist for them,) the faith.of the Repub. 
lic. is without spot or blemish. 

Did I not feel.that; from the peculiar organiza.. 
tion of our Government, there could be: no‘ claim: 


upon us. for State debts, T would have. hesitated: to 


throw back upon the world the perfidy of the-worldy 
It would have been brazen effrontery. -I:cannot:but 
believe that European capitalists understand: our 
system better than is. pretended. If a partnership 
in Liverpool were of that kind called limited—or, 
in other words, for specific objects—each person 
having contributed a specified amount. of capital, 
and liable for no more; and one, two, or three of the- 
twenty-six partners. should become embarrassed:-in 


` their “private affairs, the firm would very readily: 


understand that it was neither morally nor legaHy. 
bound for private debts. Ay, and they would°un- 
derstand, too, how the firm ‘might be safe, though 
individuals were not so. Yet the articles of. paxt- 
nership (if I may be allowed the expression) under. 
which the Federal Government does. business have. 
been published throughout the world. They.-are-. 
the American Constitution, of which all had notice, 
So far as the States have any interest. in this: firm. 
beyond what is necessary for the transaction of its - 
business, (as the proceeds of the public Jands,) I 
would have no objection to return the same.to.them, 
to do with as they judge proper; but whatever may. 
be the power of the Federal Goverament in regard 
to the assumption of State debts, (about which I give 
no opinion,) Í utterly protest against its moral or. le- 
gal liability for the delinquency of any State or 
States of the Union. 

Sir, the secret of this spirit of railing against. us 
abroad is not in the anticipated loss of money only. 


, That they have been used. to at home, Still less 


does it arise from any peculiar excess of financial 
virtue; but it comes from, and is in aid of, their old 
spleen against our institutions. 

lam aware that this debate is not of the most 
useful character; but it will be remembered that it 
did not originate on this side of the chamber. if 
these resolutions be pressed to a vote, J trust my 
amendment may be first adopted. It is necessary: to 
divest them ofthe assumption of that doubtful power 
todeclare an opinion on the law, as well as.to indi- 
cate our sense of whatis due to the credit and char- 
acter of the Federal Government. 


SPEECH OF MR. GORDON, | 
- OF NEW YORK. 
Inthe House of Representatives, February 21, 1843,-— 
On the bill making an appropriation tor com- 
mercial intercourse with China. 


Mr, GORDON rose, and addressed the Chair, 

He said he did not rise, on the present occasion, 
to become the apologist and defender of the present 
Administration; for he had no agency in bring- 
ing it into power in the memorable contest of 
1840. Far from it: he had exerted himself, to 
the best of his ability, to keep it out. He had risen 
for the purpose of replying impromptu, and, as well 
as the occasion would permit, to the speech just 
made by his colleague, [Mr. J. C. Crarg, ]—a speech 
sui generis in, point of taste, and partaking strongly. 
of the fumes of the midnight lamp. His colleague 
had taken more than ordinary pains to cull from 
the pages of Shakspeare, Junius, Byron, and the 
classics of ancient and modern times, the choicest, 
epithets of vituperation, of sarcasm, and of oblo- 
quy, to crowd them into a memorized philippie of- 
an hour’s length against the Executive and the 
prime minister, whom he had so zealously labored 
to elevate to power. He did not recollect to have 
heard a speech this session in which more wrath 
and gall was poured out upon the doomed heads of 
“Captain” Tyler and Daniel Webster. Indeed, the 
lex talionis, or law of retaliation, as practised. in 
the olden time, between the flood and the advent 
of Christendom, would well apply to him. Let-not 
his colleague, then, complain if he received as. 
good, and as much, as he had hurled at Messrs. 
Tyler and Webster! Let him not murmur if the 


` poisoned chalice was returned to his.own lips! 


His colleague now said that he was. sorry that 
the present Administration was invested with 
power. Sucha declaration did not at all surprise 
him, (Mr: G.,) strange. asit might seem to others, 
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Asfarback as 1840, he didnot doubt but that ‘his 
colleague would: repent- of the exertions he then 
was tndkking—and why? Because he foresaw that 
the’ Whig party would fall to pieces. by its own 
want'of any cohesive principle, and by that. lust- 
fal longing after. office and the spoils which the 
patrousee ‘of a kingdom could: not have satiated. 
mf attempting to. describe the. party which the 
Preésidefit Would create for himself, by. the influ- 
endé“of executive patronage, -his colleague had 
weildelineated the party to which he himself be- 
longed; and which never. could have been so truly 
represented had not his. colleague been familiar 
with) the materials of which it was composed. 
What were they? The cheese-parings, the candle- 
ends; the rag-tag and bob-tail of all the factions, 
cliques, and parties, that ever existed. Such was 
thë “assemblage which met at Harrisburg inthe 
month: of December, 1839. So sensible were the 
meémbers of that assemblage of the fact that radi- 
cal ifferences existed among themselves, that they 
did not even dare to talk to each other about any 
common principle upon which they could enter the 
presidential contest. They, therefore, suspended 
‘the: consideration of all such “subjects; besought 
the “generous confidence” of the public; put their 
own favorite instrument, the gag, into the mouth of 
their candidate; and surrounded him with a com- 
mittee to speak for him! All this was done from 
thé knowledge that they held no one principle in 
common with each other, and from the fear that the 
-adoption of a broad and general class of princi- 
ples. might disturb some of the “candle-ends.” Fit 
representatives of the party to which his colleague 
belonged, and under whose victorious banners he 
fought the battle of 1840! Once, indeed, his col- 
league did belong to the Democratic party. It 
was long prior tothe year 1837. But that evil spirit, 
called “ambition,” whispered in his ear; and he, 
charmed by its witchery, immediately performed 
what js called a somerset. It was so far back 
as. 1826, when his colleague went over to the oppo- 
sition, and was elevated to Congress by the Feder- 
alists, aided by a portion of the Republican party 
which he had led astray. What followed? How 
did his colleague serve hisnew. friends and allies 
who elected him? - By coming to Congress. in 
1827; and, after taking the oath of office, advocating, 
with signal zeal, all the Democratic measures of 
the session—thus coldly turning his back upon the 
men, and scornfully trampling under foot the meas- 
ures of the party who elected him. 
The Cuairman here called to order. 
Mr. Gorpon said he was not impugning the mo- 
tives of his colleague, by any means. Far from it. 
fe was only stating#facts. [Laughter] And he 
believed that, according to the decision of the chair- 
man, (Mr. Winrueopr,] money bills, when under 
consideration in Committee of the Whole, opened 
the door to all sorts of debate. [Laughter.] But, 
to return to the facts he had been stating. His col- 
league left the Democratic party. There was no 
doubt of that. It was, therefore, for his colleague 
to explain the motives which actuated him in so 


doing, when he became the candidate of an irregu- | 


lar party, after having been from his youth a 
stickler for regular nominations. 


. [Here Mr. J. C. Crang rose, and desired to ask 
a question,] 

Mr. Gorpon said be must decline yielding the 
floor. Under the rule which his colleague’s friends 
had adopted, his time was short; and he therefore 
wished.it to be understood that, when he was ad- 
dressing the Chair, he desired to occupy the floor 
exclusively. 
gress by the Democratic party in 1836, (ten years 
after his irregular election;) and twice since had 
been elected by the Federalists of the Chenango 
district. 

Mr. Crarx (from his seat) asked if he did not, 
after his election in 1836 by the Democratic party, 
go intoa minority of one thousand, and work up? 

Mr. Gorpon remarked that he had not supposed 
the minority was so small; but if it was, then so 
much the worse for his colleague; for it showed 
that he had broken down the party whose cause he 
espoused, and into whose. confidence and good 
gtaces he had managed to initiate himself. The 
party’ had much trouble on his account, all owing 
tocthe great degree of confidence which was re- 
posed in him, and enabled him, by a bad use of it, 
to deceive so many faithful followers. These hon- 
est Democrats (to their credit: be it said) followed 
him but a short time. They soon obeyed their nat- 
ural instincts, quit their deceiver, and returned to 


His colleague was elected to Con--! 


their first love—where every other Democrat would 
return, if God should only spare his life to take a 
“sober second thought.” Elis colleague; it seemed, 
got back to the Democratic party after his apostacy 
in.1826; and how? . By entering it under the Jack- 
son.banner, which he was among the first to unfurl. 
Yes; his colleague basked in the light, and tri- 
umped in the victory, of that hero and statesman— 
his constituents pardoning him of former transgres- 
sions in consideration of ‘his years, and of the natu- 
ral proneness of youth to indiscretion, Foreseeing, 
with. eagle-eyed sagacity, the rising popularity of 
the man who had filled the measure of his coun- 
try’s glory, his colleague lost no time in becoming 
the champion of General Jackson, and soon, by 
his zeal and services, excelled the strongest Dem- 
ocrat in all the country. This, though it gave him 
grace and favor with his old friends, did not restore 
him to full confidence and communion with them. 
Long did he sit upon the stool of repentance in 
sackcloth and ashes, mourning over his transgres- 
sions, and appearing meek as possible before the 
people. To crown the long catalogue of his pro- 
fessions of faith in the Democratic creed, prepara- 
tory to his full restoration to public confidence, he 
was the author of a set of resolutions which were 
adopted awthe Norwich convention, held in Feb- 
ruary 1835, and composed of delegates from the 
several towns in Chenango county, and which resos 
lutions justified the removal of the deposites by Gen. 
Jackson, denounced a Bank of the United States as 
unconstitutional and inexpedient, asserted that gold 
and silver were the only safe and proper currency, 
and charged that a United States bank would be dan- 
gerous in corrupting members ‘of Congress. These 
resolutions were reported by his colleague, as chair- 
man of the committee, and unanimously adopted 
by the convention. His agency in getting them 
up, and having them passed, secured his appoint- 
ment to the State convention held the following 
year to select electors for Presidentand Vice Pres- 
ident, and also his nomination and consequent 
election to Congress by the Democratic party in the 
fall of 1836, 


What respect could be paid to the views of men 
who denounced a bank of the United States as un- 
constitutional, inexpedient, politically, dangerous, 
and corrupting to members of Congress; and then, 
afier all this, turned around, and borrowed of it 
about $4,000 in 1837, and $6,000 more in 1840, 
making in all the round sum of $10,000—‘a fair 
business transaction”—never to be paid but by 
the sponging process of the bankrupt law; and 
then, with utter shamelessness, voted for the 
creation of the very institution they before 
denounced? What weight should be given to 
the opinions of men who voted for the bankrupt 
law, and then became voluntary applicants for its 
benefits? What effect could the denunciation of 
an apostate have against apostacy? It was like the 
pot calling the kettle black. With what face, then, 
could a man who had been refused an office (say, 
that of consul to Liverpool) pretend to stand up on 
this floor, and accuse a man who defeated his ap. 
pointment of corrupt selfishness for clinging to 
office? 

At the extra session of 1841, his colleague voted 
for the bankrupt law, and is now a voluntary appli- 
cant for the benefit of the act~-his inventory show- 
ing, (as Mr. G. was informed,) among other things, 


an indebtedness to the Bank of the United States of 


some ten thousand dollars, for money loaned in 
1837. During the 27th Congress, he voted for the 
two bills incorporating a bank of the United States, 
which were vetoed by President Tyler; and for 
which vetoes he now was in the habit of denouncing 
the Executive in the most bitter and scathing terms. 
Of the Norwich convention, in 1836, he was the 
most active and leading member, and was the 
prime mover and author of the resolutions embody- 
ing the cardinal doctrines of the party, then and 
now. What his motives were, in taking the part he 
did in that convention, he (Mr. G.) would leave to 
his colleague to explain. It was not for him to say; 
and, besides, it was unparliamentary on that floor 
to speak of the motives of honorable members. 
This much, however, he would say: that the part 
taken by his colleague at that convention secured 
his nomination and election to Congress, and re- 
united him to the Democratie party. His col- 
league then stood upon the same intimate footing 
with the Democratic party which he had occupied 
prior to his apostacy in 1826; and had he not again 
forfeited and abused the confidence of the people, 


‘it would have abided with him to his latest breath, 


nemanai: 


Confidence is a plant of slow growth.’ Once crush> 
ed, it withers and dies, It was notlong before: his 
colleague forfeited the respect: and: confidence he 
had so studiously sought and woh.” He: served 
with the Democratic party until he came-on to 
Washington at the extra session of 1837, when he 
joined the Conservative clique. ‘Thenceforward, 
he battled against the Democratic party.’ Like most 
other apostates, he did not join the Federalists im- 
mediately; but stopped at the Conservative half- 
way house, and there refreshed himself, until that 
slimly-patronized -resting-place was razed. to. the 
ground, when he went smack over to the embraces 
of the Federal party. ‘There he nowis! There, 
he (Mr. G.) trusted, he would ever remain! There 
he must remain, if he depended upon the Democ- 
racy of old Chenango to rescue him! He(Mr.G.) 
did not undertake to impeach the motives of his 
colleague; he merely stated facts, which his col- 
league might answer if he saw fit. He ‘could not 
refrain from saying what he had, when he saw his 
colleague, in the speech of to-day, sneering at the 
Democratic party, casting reproaches upon them, 


calling one of their Governors the “hero of clam- 


bakes,” and denouncing the party generally as loco- 
focos and disorganizers. It had been well remark- 
ed that the Devil could quote Seripture, and: preach 
a good sermon, when it suited his purpose. Now, 
he thought his colleague was not a very fit person 
to read a lecture to the present Administration on 
the subject of apostacy, and to deal out denuncia- 
tions, right and left, upon it, and upon the Demo- 
cratic party. Such lectures came with ill: grace 
indeed from such an author! His colleague should 
first pluck out the big, glaring beam in his own 
eye, before he undertook to scan and criticise the 
motes in other people’s eyes. 

Now, he would ask, what was the principal 
ground of his colleague’s complaint?—what the 
source of all his grief, and wailing, and lamentation 
over the untimely fate of his fallen party? Wasit 
that he mourned the sacrifice of any. principle—any 
exalted motive of action, that bound his party to- 
gether? Notat all. His colleague did not once 
allude to the principles of his party. His grief 
was of a different complexion. It:was the Joss of 
the spoils—the loss of power andinfiuence—thé: im- 
possibility of obtaining patronage and place—that 
his colleague lamented, Yes, it was the loss of all 
for which his colleague’s party had been contend- 
ing—the sad wreck of all their hopes! His col- 
league had spoken of the love of office, and the 
treachery of men in high places; but said nothing 
of the principles of his party, nor uttered one regret 
at the failure of their measures. When Francis 
the First, at the battle of Pavia, was defeated, and. 
his army cut to pieces, he wrote his mother word 
that he “had lost all, save honor.” So it was with 
the Democratic party after the contest of 1840. 
They lost all but their principles. They rallied 
under the flag of their undying principles; and, 
without the aid of patronage and place, and the 
spoils, achieved the most glorious victories through- 
out the Union. How different was the case with 
the party of which his colleague was now a mem- 
ber! When the patronage and power of the Ex- 
ecutive was wrenched from them, and by the man. 
they had themselves elevated, their all was gone! 
They could not say, like Francis the First, “we. 
have lost all, save konor.” They could not say, 
like the Democratic party, “we have Jost all, save 
principle”. Their only note was a cross, crabbed, 
muttering ery, like that uttered here to-day by his 
colleague over the loss of the spoils.. Deprived of 
these, they were as outcasts at sea, without anchor 
and without compass. The Democratic party, on 
the contrary, shorn of the trappings of office, be- 
came more powerful than before; and, like the 
giant Antæus, gathered new strength from their 
fall. 


Although about to retire from public life, he 
cherished as ardent a desire for the success of the 
Democratic party as ever. He could never consent 
that his ardor should be dampened, and his zeal 
quenched, by the fact that he was soon to go out of 
Congress; but, in or out of Congress, in public or 
in private life, his hopes and his exertions must 
ever be the same. mae 

As to the issues between his colleague and the 
present Administration, he. considered all that'a 
mere family quarrel. The Whig party, and the 
body of the supporters of the. Administration; might 
be disunited now; but the time, he predicted; would- 
come when they would he allied again, aiid purs 
suing the same objects. They would be united: 
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again, from the faci that both wanted to establish a 
paper currency for this great nation. -Seme of 
them werefor an exchequer, and others for a Bank 
of the United States. Some of them, too, wanted 
to bolster up the paper of the State banks with the 
credit of the General Government. Al}, in fact, 
wanted to:renovate the same system -of paper-mo- 
ney; únder the evils of which the country now suf- 
fered:-so- grievously.. He would, then, glance at 
some. of tbe. expedients of this party, and, among 
them, ‘the $200,000,000 ‘scheme of the gentleman 
from Maryland, [Mr. W.-C. Jounson.} What was 
that. scheme?. Why, that the Government. shall 
issue two’ hundred millions of bonds, at an interest 
of 3 per ċent., based. on the pretended sale of the 
public lands; iù other words, to put $200,000,000 of 
Government paper afloat, without any adequate 
security for its redemption, Such was, ina few 
words, the scheme of the gentleman from Mary- 
land.. Now, what was the proposition of another 
gentleman from the same side of the House? [Mr, 
Cusuina.] That the Government should carry on 
the business of private banking on private account, 
and, at the same time, give currency to depreciated 
bank paper. Such was the exchequer. But he 
would return to the two hundred million scheme; 
for he feared that all this longing after paper- 
money: would end in it at last. 


»The Chairman called to order for irrelevancy. 

Mr. Smit of Virginia interposed, and begged 
that the gentleman might be permitted to proceed, 
as the other gentleman from New York [Mr. J.C. 
Cuarx]: had been ‘allowed to go on without. any 
restriction or limitation, 

After one or two remarks from the Chair— 

Mr, Gorpon resumed, and said he should pro- 
ceed in order, The ground he took in this mat- 
ter was, that this party could not be safely intrusted 
with money, because of the extravagant and impol- 
itic projects they were ever ready to force upon the 
adoption of the House. He wished to know, before 
he intrusted this Administration and this party with 
money—(for he took it that this bill emanated from 
the majority )—before he opened the purse-strings 
of the nation, and intrusted them with the treasure 
of the people, he wished to inquire into their sys- 
tem and policy of government. Le presumed this 
would be as much in order (and he hoped the Chair- 
man would so rule ii) as to debate the Faneuil 
Hall speech of Mr. Webster. Was it not as much 
in order to allude to the state of the finances of 
the Government, as to treat of what his colleague 
was pleased to term the treachery of his political 
friends? He desired to discuss the position taken 
by a majority of that party, through their own Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means—that it was competent 
and constitutional for the General Government to 
issue $200,000,000 of bonds, to be given to the 
States, and also what “relief” such a scheme would 
afford to the people. He would, however, first treat 
of the exchequer. 

Here the Chairman again interrupted Mr. G., 
and said that the topics he was discussing were ir- 
relevant to the subject under consideration, and 
therefore out of order, 

Mr. R. D. Davis rose, and remarked that he un- 
derstood his colleague to allude to these subjects in- 
cidentally, and as illustrative of his general argu- 
ment. 

Mr. Werter said that the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. J. C. Crakk] had been allowed to speak 
of all the subjects which the gentleman (Mr. Gor- 
pon] now wished to discuss, and was not called to 
order, He should think the gentleman now on the 
floor [Mr. Gorpon] had a right to discuss the same 
subjects in reply. 

The Chairman insisting upon his decision— 

Mr. We ter took an appeal. 

Mr. Gorpon resumed, and requested his friend 
from Ohio to withdraw the appeal, inasmuch as 
to decide it would largely take off from the hour 
allotted to him. [Mr. Wetter did so] He 
should be able to come out, in order. 

His colleague had given a most glowing de- 
scription of the temple of the great Whig party, 
with columns, and colonnades, anda lofty dome: 
and-had complained that ihe man behind the 
throne, at the other end of the avenue, was exer- 
eising his great. strength in tearing down that 
mighty edifice: - Now, he thought it would not re- 

uire a Samson: totear down a log-cabin! Even 
the: very boys.ofthe city made it their pastime to 
tear and pull'to-pieces the few models of Whig 
architecture which: were found here... What were 
{ke columns and colonnades of thisglorious temple, 


‘to nullification or repudiation, 


` so glowingly described by hiscolleague? Why, he 


believed that the sign out of doors, whether the 
latch-string was pulled in ornot, was a cider barrel 
and a coon skin; whilst the edifice itself. was built 
of rough logs, with the chinks between them stop- 
ped up withmud. It was a temple of night revel- 
ry and debauch, where its votaries drank hard ci- 
der, and, too often for their own good, became fud- 
dled! If, then, this mighty man—this premier at 
theend of the avenue—aided by the boys, did tear 
down the consecrated temple of Whigery, he. did 
more good than harm. He (Mr. G.) applauded 
him for theact. True, it was asmall business for 
such a mantobe engaged in; but all must admit 
that it was no less dignified an employment than 
that of assisting his friends to raise these remarka- 
ble edifices. 


He thought it would be an instructive fact to the 
people of this country, could they know-whether 
the two hundred million project, darkly hinted at 
in the Faneuil Hall speech, originated in this 
country or in England; and also whether it was 
first conceived before or after the visit of that 
mighty man to England in 1839; whether it was be- 
fore or after he got the thousand pounds for his 
opinion on the subject of*State credit, These 
facts might be highly important to the people, in 
enabling them tojudge of the merits of the scheme. 
He considered it as no more nor less than a project 
tor the benefit of the British fund-mongers, and the 
success of which would crash this Republic. 
Once adopted, the Government could not subsist a 
day.. There would be a consolidation of all the 
power of the States in the Federal Government. 
Congress would have taken upon itself to discharge 
all the debts created by the extravagance of the 
States, and the profligacy of their agents, without 
the power to restrain their propensities to further 
debt and scheming extravagance. ‘This would be 
consolidation in its fullest sense, and would break 
up our present form of government; for the States 
would undoubtedly come to their senses in time, 
and shake off the odious burden imposed on them, 
by repudiation or nullification, For himself, sooner 
than see his own State (New York) saddled with 
the debts of other States, he would resort at once 
Yes; he would 
rather repudiate than entail upon the people of his 
State debts created by the spendthrift propensi- 
ties of others, Let gentlemen in Congress ab- 
stain from tinkering the credit of the States. Let 
them preserve intact, inviolate, and untarnished, 
the faith and credit ofthe General Government; 
and, he was willing to answer for it, that would be 
the test mode that could be adopted to preserve 
the credit of the States. He could not think of 
any consideration which should for one moment 
influence Congress to assume the State debts; nor 
could he see how, by possibility, the people could, 
in any shape, be benefited by it. Atthis very time, 
the annual revenue of the General Government 
from customs, lands, and all sources combined, 
does not amount to $15,000,000. The annual ordi- 
nary expenditures of the Government are $23,000,- 
000. ‘The national debt is now $26,000,000, at an 
annual interest of $1,560,000. What, then, must 
be our reliable sources of revenue, unless by re- 
sorting to direct internal taxation? flere, then, 
with a debt of $26,000,000 pressing down the 
credit of the General Government, is an annual 
deficit, after exhausting all our income, and with- 
out discharging a dollar of the principal of the 
debt, of $9,500,000 to be provided by increased taxes, 
in order to save this Government from repudia- 
tion, disgrace, and financial ruin. Yet it proposed 
to superadd to this load of debt two hundred mil- 
lions, by an issue of bonds bearing 3 per cent. in- 
terest, on the baseless security of the public lands; 
when their proceeds, all told, added to the duties 
on imports, fall more than nine millions and a half 
short of the annual expenditures! The interest 
upon these two hundred millions is, of course, 
to be paid by means of a direct tax upon the 
pockets of the people; for, to think of paying it 
with the customs andland sales, is out of the question, 
Where would these bonds of the General Govern- 
ment got Wouldthey go to the people, to be dis- 
tributed per capita among them, according to agra- 
rian principles? Nota dollar, How, then, would’ 
they be disposed of? The share of each indebied 
State would be handed over to its creditors, and 
the share of the non-indebted States to their authori- 
ties, to stimulate them and their agents to the same 
ruinous and reckless career of extravagance and 
wild scheming which would inevitably lead to 
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bankruptcy and defaleations. How, then, ‘he re- 
peated, were the people to be benefited by this 
$200,000,000 scheme, (even if this Government were 
able to meet the new and heavy responsibility,) 
whilst it, at the same time, discharged all its other 
duties and obligations?—an undertaking which no 
man in his senses believed could ever be perform- 
ed. Could the people, by any possibility, be re- 
lieved by grinding taxes! Iftazation would pro- 
duce relief and blessings, then, indeed, the people 
would be doubly blessed! If it is true (as was con- 
tended formerly) that a national debt is a national 
blessing, then, indeed, will this project confer. that 
blessing in a most eminent degree! In his (Mr. 
G.’s) view, however, this scheme, emanating as it 
had from the brains of visionary dreamers, would 
produce blessings and “relief” with a vengeance!— 
such blessings as national discredit and insolvency, 
and such “relief” as practical repudiation by the 
General Government. Relief, indeed! Relieving 
the people with their own money and credit! It was 
a mockery to talk of such relief. 


But let him turn to another aspect of the question, 
Whether a war wjth England would be a blessing 
or not, he could not now undertake to say. He 
did not know but that it would do some good, by 
arousing a spirit of patriotism in the country, and 
by enkindling a good feeling in the hearts ofthe 
money-making people, who would not hesitateto 
ask even a desecration of the Constitution itselfif 
thereby they could make money. But let it be 
conceded that a war with England was a blessing - 
of the most desirable kind. He did notbelieve that 
the people of this country would doany improper 
act to promote it. Let England espouse the cause 
of the Rothschilds, and other foreign bankers, if she 
dared; let her take up arms in defence of the Nicho- 
las Biddles on the other side of the Atlantic; let her 
make common cause with them, and wage war upon 
our country and our Constitution—he wished to 
see the trial come at once. He wished to see the 
strength and virtue of our Constitution tested. He 
wished to see the heart and energies of our people 
pass through the ordeal to which they would be 
subjected. He felt.confident that all the patriotic 
ardor that inflamed the bosoms of our ancestors 
would be at one enkindled, and that our people 
would come out from the contest unscathed. ‘The 
people of this country, he thought, owed a debt of 
gratitude to the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Apams] for putting the matter upon the foot- 
ing he had placed it. That gentleman, by threaten- 
ing war in case of a non-payment ofthe State debts, 
could not have more effectually served the ends of 
those who were opposed to assumption. Indeed, 
he had put it ont of the power of this Government, 
without dishonor, to assume the State debts under 
such amenace. The gentleman’s speech, designed 
to intimidate, would be hereafter held up as an ap- 
peal to the pride and the martial spirit of the peo- 
ple. 

But what was the further tendency of the gentle- 
man’s argument? Why, that this Government must 
necessarily assume the State debts; for itwas shown 
thata State might go on, ad libitum, contracting 
what debts she pleased, giving her bends to fora 
eigners for the amount, and then this Government 
must be dragged into the payment of her obliga- 
tions; for a single State had in this way the power 
to involve this Union in a war with a foreign power, 
notwithstanding the power to declare war was, by 
the Constitution, placed, not with the Government 
of a State, but with the Federal Government, He 
would not discuss the validity of Mississippi bonds, 
for that subject had been sufficiently discussed on 
this floor. He eared not whether they were valid 
or not, so far as the argument there was concerned; 
but the idea that a State might contract what debts 
she pleased, and that this Government must pay 
them, or assume her indebtedness, was putting 
this country in the power and at the mercy ofa 
single Siale. Why, he would prefer consolidation. 
to such a stale of things—he would prefer that the 
State lines should be blotted out--that the whole 
people of this Union, if they were to be compelled 
to assume the responsibility of repayment, should 
at least have a voice in the contracting of these- 
debts.. He asked the House what control the 
State of New York, which he in part represented, 
had either here or at home, in her State Legisla- 
ture, or by her press, or her public meetings-—or, 
indeed, in any form--over the contracting of the 
debts of the State of Indiana, of Mississippi, or 
of Pennsylvania? Those States contracted their 
debis without consultation with New York; she 
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‘was not permitted to say a word on the: subject; 
and. yet the modern doctrine which they heard 
there was, that the pockets of the people of that 
State were to be reached for the repayment and 
-liquidation of those debts. Now, he would appeal 
to the chairman of this committee [Mr. Win- 
THRÓOP] as a patriot, asa statesman, and as a high- 


minded man from Massachusetts, who had studied - 


the fathers ofthe Constitution, whether this wild 
scheme was ever dreamed of by those revered 
framers of the charter of our liberties; and whether, 
inthe whole range of their deliberations, there was 
the least perceptible leaning to such an enormous 
power which now found advocates in the venerable 

entleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams,] and 
the gentleman from Maryland, Mr. W. C. Joun- 
son,j and some others. 


< But perhaps he had said as much on the Fanueil 
Hall speech and its tendencies, as the occasion 
would justify; and he would turn for a moment to 
the exchequer, which was but another emanation 
of the same brain—thebrain of one who had said 
that, if he understood anything, it was the subject 
of finance; and that the bill ofthe gentleman from 
Massachusetts was not worth the parchment on 
which it was written, compared with the mighty 
scheme of consolidation which he had prepared. 
And what did the scheme of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Cusninc] propose? Why, 
in the first place, that private individuals might 
deposite $10,000,000 in the treasury of such ex- 
chequer of the United States; thereby withdrawing 
4$10,000,000 of specie, gold and silver, from the 
currency of the country, and receiving, in return, 
ten millions of certificates, which would become its 
circulation.. But further, it provided that the 
Government creditors—the -holders of its bonds 
and obligations or treasury notes—might receive 
certificates for the amount of the debts due to them 
by the United States, to a like amount of $10,000,- 
000; thus making the issue of certificates equal to 
$20,000,000 if this latter provision be observed, 
being but a modification of the former one; a re- 
ceiving of the debt due to the public creditor, and 
a returning of it to the treasury, and receiving, as 
in the case of a private depositor, certificates for 
the sum deposited. Thus, then, they had $20,000,- 
000 of specie drawn from the circulation of the 
country, and paper certificates substituted. And 
et even this was not all; forthe mints had an un- 
imited power to receive foreign coin, and to issue 
certificates forthe coin so received. But further 
still; the exchequer board was to be authorized to 
sell bills of exchange, also to an unlimited amount, 
at a premium of not exceeding 2 per cent. And 
for what purpose, he would ask, was all this to be 
done? It was certainly notto add to the circula- 
tion of the country; for every dollar of the great 
amounts he had enumerated was taken from the 
circulating medium, for which the paper certifi- 
cates were to be substituted. They were thus to 
take the gold andsilver from circulation, and sup- 
ply the place of it with paper, that this Govern- 
ment might become the depository of the funds of 
individuals. to the amount of millions, for which 
this Government would become responsible. 


When the sub-treasury was under considera- 
tion, a standing objection raised by the opposition 
to it was, that it would hoard the specie of the 
country in the vaults of the treasury, so far as 
revenues of the Government went—which, as all 
knew, were in a constant course of receipt and 
payment. Now, by the exchequer, this objection 
is doubled. It applies with double force to that 
scheme; for it is not only proposed to hoard the 
specie derived from customs andthe public lands, 
but also the coin owned by private individuals. 
The specie in the United States is estimated at from 
eighty to one hundred millions, including that in 
the vaults of the banks. This amount, too, goes on 
increasing in proportion, and the banks go out of 
existence. Nothing is clearer, better ascertained, 
or more generally understood, than that coin dis- 
appears in proportion as paper circulates, and re- 
turns to form the circulating medium as soon as 

_ paper is withdrawn from it. The process is sim- 
ple. The banks issue their paper, for which they 
receive coin. They then export this coin from the 
country, to be sold as builion--an article of mer- 
chandise.. When the banks are called on to re- 
deem their notes, they supena, and blow up—a 
consequence not to be wondered at by those who 
have viewed: their operations. A return from pa- 
per to specie circulation is attended with pressure, 
and in many cases bankruptcy. Itis the crisis in 


monetary affairs, like the crisis in the sick man’s 
disease, from which dates the commencement of 
returning health. : 

Such is substantially our present condition. Such 
is the modus operandi by which the circulation of 
the couniry has been despoiled of its coin. Take, 
for example, the State of Ohio. Its banks have ex- 
pelled the gold and silver which would have natu- 
rally flowed into it, and remained in the channels 
of cireulation. That great State is now left vastly 
short of its share of the circulating medium of 
thecommercial world. It has been reduced vastly 
below its value by the operation of a false banking 
system. Currency is to be measured by its value, 
and not by its quantity. A paper currency is worth 
the amount of specie it rests on asa basis, and no 
more. You cannot enhance the value of the cur- 
rency by floods of paper, no matter how much be 
issued, beyond what would bea due share of the 
gold and silver of the trading nations; on the con- 
trary, such a course would greatly depreciate and 
reduce it. Like water, cnrrency will find its own 
level; and, but for banks and paper contrivances, 
would equalize itself all over the civilized world, in 
the ratio of the population and trade of each com- 
mercial nation. Banks, like dams in the river, 
obstruct the influx of specie, prevent the flow of its 
current, divert it from its natural channels, and 
drive it from the circulation of countries where 
they are permitted to exist, to other countries where 
they are not. There cannot be a doubt but that 
the paper system of the United States has depre- 
ciated the standard of value belonging to gold and 
silver coin in all parts of the world, as well as 
here at home; atthe same time that it has nol, to the 
same extent, increased the circulating medium, by 
superadding to the general amount inas greata 
degree as it forced the gold and silver coin of this 
into other countries. The effect has been the same 
asif an equa) amount of gold and silver had been 
suddenly dug up from the bowels of the earth, 
coined, and placed in the channels of circulation; 
thereby swelling the streams above their banks, 
and overflowing the land. To his mind, nothing 
could be more palpable than the truth of these posi- 
tions. 

Great indeed are the advantages which the mer- 
chants and traders of a specie country have, in their 
commercial intercourse, over those of a country 
whose currency is paper! Let those advantages be 
rightly understood, and the baseless paper policy 
must go down forever to the tomb of the Capulets, 
The specie country sells to the paper country by the 
paper measure, which is marked too high. The 
latter, deceived as to the capacity of its own meas- 
ure, buys less than it pays for, and supposed it was 
contracting to receive, The people of the specie 
country sell at paper prices, and receive their pay 
inspecie. This specie—although, by the operation 
of the paper system, depreciated in the country 
where that system is carried out—when trans- 
ferred to a country where specie dealings are uni- 
versal, rises to its true level, as fixed and es't- 
mated by the opinion of the world. Itis thus that 
the people of specie countries find it to be their in- 
terest to exchange their products for our gold and 
silver, and keep up an artificial drain upon us. 
Of course, the whole operation is to our prejudice, 
and for the benefit of foreigners—leaving a con- 
tinual balance oftrade against us. 

As to the exchequer, he would not say it would 
operate in the same manner as the banks, should 
it ever remain unchanged, unmodified, and un- 
amended, and perform its functions as claimed by 
its friends. But would it always remain in its 
present form? And even if it could be permitted 
so tc remain, what guaranty had the people that it 
would perform all its functions in the same admi 
rable manner claimed for it by its friends? He 
despaired of seeing these objects attained. He 
could but regard it asthe entering wedge tothe 
final admission of the power and universal preva- 
lence of bank paper in the business of the country, 
throughout all its ramifications. He could not con- 
sent so to shape the action of the Government as 
to dictate a paper policy to allthe business trans- 
actions of the people, and thereby direct their fate 
and destiny. This view of the question was itself 
an objection to one and all of the exchequer schemes 
which had been proposed; for itseemed the friends 
of an exchequer could not all agree about the ex. 
chequer which ought to he adopted by Congress. 

-How, he asked, was the proposed exchequer in- 
tended to operate? Not to collect and export spe- 
cie,—as the banks always have, and ever will find it 
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to their interest to do, although the’ country. be 
brought to insolvency by the operation. It professed 
to collect, and hoard in its own vaults, all the spe- 
cie of the United States; and tocirculate, in place of 
this specie, an equa] amount of paper certificates. 
How would the country gain by the operation? 
Nothing would be added to the currency; nothing 
contributed to public or private enterprise; no stim- 
ulus given to business; nothing gained by anybody, 
or by any branch of industry, except the mereavoid~ 
ance of the expense of transmitting,specie from place 
to place-~an advantage more than counterpoised by 
the loss of confidence which the precious metals 
must, and ever will, command over every. descrip- 
tion of paper, no matter how well secured. As to 
the superior cheapness of the exchequer in trans- 
mitting funds, such a thing could not be well estab- 
lished. The exchequer must charge as much as 
the cost of transportation and insurance of specie. 
There could be no difference in the price charged 
by the exchequer, and that by private individuals 
and dealers in money and exchanges. Ifthe ex- 
chequer should charge more, it would, of course, be 
underbid by brokers, and patronized by no one. If 
it should charge less, it would, of course, have more 
business than it could accomplish, and would be- 
come a heavy charge upon the Government. 


The effect of hoarding the specie of the country 
in the vaults of the exchequer, would be to incite 
and encourage embezzlement. It would, he thought, 
be putting too much money under the control of 
Government officers, and subjecting them to too 
strong temptations, It would be rendering them 
liable to the same temptations to which Dank offi- 
cers in this country had offered so little resistance. 
In spite of bonds, and penalties, and oaths, em» 
bezzlement would be committed, and the United 
States Government saddled with the responsibilit 
of making good vast amounts of private funds 
received by it in its capacity of dealer in ex- 
changes. Who were to have the keeping of these 
public and private deposites, mixed together to the 
amount of all the specie in the United States, and 
coequal with the currency of a great commercial 
people? This pregnant question was answered by 
the prceyisions of the plan itself. Let gentlemen 
turn to the three first sections, and they. would 
find there a new and unnecessary class of public 
officers to manage private funds—all to be aj 
pointed by the Executive, and increasing the al- 
ready too much extended influence of the Execu- 
tive. Yes; a large classof men are to be paid ex- 
orbitant salaries out of the public treasury, for 
managing the transmission of private funds! The 
plan is to go into operation with one commissioner, 
one principal clerk, ten assistants, eleven registers, 
and their twenty clerks at the board in Washing- 
ton, and their agencies in the States where the 
money is tobe kept. Ali this force is to be added 
to the regular force of the Treasury Department. 
And this is only the beginning of the scheme! 
‘Where it would end, if adopted, the Lord only 
knows. 

The amount of specie brought into the exche- 
quer would beequal to the amount of the currency 

- of the country, should the system work as its friends 
claim that it will, its object being to furnish a pa- 
er. currency of equal value through the country. 
ts design is to supply the place of a United States 
bank, since that institution has become. an ‘‘obso- 
lete idea.” tis intended to fill with its certificates 
and drafis, that space which was once filled by the 
notes, drafts, and credits of the United States Bank. 
Such is the amount proposed to be intrusted to 
the hands of .officers of the United States on pri- 
vate account, and the Government itself responsi- 
ble! And for what object andend? In order that 
the specie of the country may be drawn from cir- 
culation paper promises to pay and certificatesare to 
be issued to fill the vacuum; and the people familiar- 
ized to the use of paper, until they regard it as cash 
of intrinsic value—thereby paving the way for the 
triumph of paper-money schemes and the ascend- 
ency of the moneyed aristocracy.: The history 
of this class, in our own as well as in other coun- 
tries, fs that they will never rest satisfied until 
they shall have gained a control over all the wealth, 
labor, and hard earnings of the producing classes. 
They will not be contented until they have revived 
the credit system, which but recently exploded, and 
left the people in the lowest depths of indebtedness 
and distress. Let the country, he besought, be 
| delivered from the curse ofthese schemes, and from 
the fatuity and recklessness. of the party which 
‘came into power. in 1840 by the most . unpar- 
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älleled ‘and ‘disgraceful. means ever resorted to 
in the long annals of political corruption! Every 
patriot might well look with apprehension and 
alarm upon the blot which he feared was beginning 
tö appear upon the hitherto fair escutcheon of our 
country.’ He had still some hope that the eyes of 
the blind dupes would be opened to the wiles of the 
Schemeérs who were making them instrumental: in 
subjugating the masses to the idle and listless mil- 
lionaires, who contrive to grow richer and richer 
day by day, from the toil and sweat of other men’s 
brows. Let the. people drink deeply at the well- 
springs of knowledge. Let them qualify them- 
selves to'govern with wisdom and moderation. 
Let them learn (and they must learn it sooner or 
Tater) to “let well enough alone,” and cease tinker- 
ing the immutable, laws of commerce and cur- 
Yency—laws which are founded upon the nature of 


man legislation as the laws of matter. Letthem 
profit by the bitter experience they have learned, 
and henceforth know that it would be as impossible 
for ‘Government to discover the philosopher’s stone, 
or invent a machine of perpetual motion, as to 
convert paper into gold and silver, or make “prom- 
ises to pay” equivalent.in all respects to solid coin. 
_ Never has wan, with all his ingenuity, with all his 
talent at invention, with all his wonderful discov- 
eries‘in science and in art, been able to counter- 
feit'the precious metals, and elude speedy detection. 
‘The precious metals have an intrinsic value, apart 
from their value as a circulating medium. Paper 
is, at best, but a representative of value, and which 
may prove to'be as baseless and visionary as the 
man in the moon. A statesman should as soon 
‘think of catching the will-o’-the-wisp of the marsh, 
or the evanescent colors of the gorgeous rainbow, 
asof attempting to make anything else answer the 
- exact purposes of gold and silver. 


“The earth teems with wealth, and Heaven has 
decreed that it shall only be realized by labor. 
Let, Government confine itself within its proper 
sphere of protecting and securing the fruits of hon- 
est labor to each and every man in the community, 
drawing the line between meum and tuum, and pun- 
ishing all invasions on private right. Let it do 
this, and it will have discharged all its domestic du- 
ties to the people. Further interference in their 
private affairs would be more like usurpation and 
oppression, than any pretended protection. 


The present has been emphatically a Congress 
of scheming experiments. There have been pro- 
posed, as sine qua nons, the two bank bills which 
Were vetoed by the President, differing from each 
other and every other; the exchequer of the Treas- 
ury Department, and the exchequer of the select 
committee, [Mr. Cusmna’s;}] the bill of Governor 
Pope, which is the scheme of a great bank based 
on the public lands; the bill of Mr. Everett of 
Vermont; the bill of Mr. Barnard; and last, though 
not, least, the two hundred million scheme of Gov- 
ernment stock, which is the joint offspring of the 
Barings in England, the Secretary of State, and an 
honorable member of Congress from Maryland. 
All these bubbles have appeared and aisa ppeared 
in řapid succession, and, like the baseless fabric of 
a vision, have left nothing behind. They and their 
fate reminded him of the ill-starred extra session 
of '1841—every measure of which had been re- 
pealed by the same Congress, and nothing of which 
now remained on the statute books, except the 
mere appropriation bills. Discordant in princi- 
ple, crudely conceived, impracticable of adoption, 
and wanting the confidence and respect of even a 
majority of the party whence they emanated, they 
are the fruits of all the labors of the majorities 
here and in the Senate during the three sessions of 
the 27th Congress; and most truly do they reflect 
thé composition of the ‘candle-ends, cheese-parings, 
yag-tag and bobtail paniy, which came into power 
by the eruption of 1840, and which was so graphi- 
cally described by the distinguished gentleman of 
that party, [Mr. J. C. Cuarx,} who but a short. time 
since addressed the committee. As it was the first, 
so, it:was to be hoped, it would be the last Whig 
Congress ever convened here! The present gen- 
eration must pass away before the same fantastic 
tricks can be again played off with success. The 
people, who were told that a “change” would be no 
worse for them, and who heeded the insidious ad- 
vice, will not soon again turn a listening ear to their 
deceivers. They have learned with sorrow their 

ret mistake, and will not permit themselves to be 
laped a second time. . In tracing the history of this 
' party, (the like of which never existed,) the faithful 


; and are as little capable of being altered by- 
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chronicler will date its origin from the modern 
credit system, which immediately preceded it, and 
which poisoned and corrupted the public morals by 
its gambling, reckless, unregulated spirit. 


SPEECH OF MR. McDUFFIE, 


OF SOUTH CAROLINA, l 
In Senate, February 20, 1843.—The following 


resolutions submitted by Mr. McDurme coming 


up in order, viz: : 

Resolved, That the Government of the United States has no 
constitutional power to assume the debts contracted by the 
States for their own. prepet purposes, by the issue of stock, 
whatever fund may be pledged for the payment of the interest 
or principal. 

Resolved, That it is inexpedient for this Government thus to 
assume the aforesaid debts. 


Mr. McDUFFIE said it was not his design, 
when he presented these resolutions, to have offered 
a single remark, with the purpose of enforcing the 
doctrines they declare. But, as he perceived that 
the Senate was not yet full, he would avail himself 
of the occasion to submit one or two views to its con- 
sideration. And, inthe first place, he asked, had 
Congress the constitutional power to carry into 
execution the scheme to which these resolutions 
relate?. This was the first and most important 
question; and, in regard to that question, he con- 
fessed the very great surprise with which he heard 
the Senator from Kentucky over the way, [Mr 
CrITTENDEN,] when particularly interrogated as to 
his opinion of the question of constitutional power, 
declare, that though he disclaimed all obligation on 
the part of Congress to pay the debts of the Siates, 
and could not now conceive of an emergency 
which would justify their assumption, yet he must 
say that Congress was not prohibited from such 
an exercise of power. Mr. McDurris said he 
was the more surprised at such a remark as com- 
ing from the honorable Senator from Kentucky, 
who, he was sure, was politically educated under 
those sound constitutional doctrines from the pen 
of Mr. Jefferson, which were promulgated by Ken- 
tucky in 1800. Mr. McD. asked the Senator if 
those great doctrines were to be reversed; and if, 
instead of looking to the express grants of the Con- 
stitution for the powers of Congress, we were to 
assume all those which were not expressly pro- 
hibited. 

(Mr. Crirrenpen asked leave toexplain the re- 
marks alludedto. Whathe meant to say was, (as 


the whole tenor of his remarks would show,) that 


he was unwilling to to express an opinion at that 
time as to the power of Congress. He did not in- 
tend to say that Congress could exercise any 
powers, except such as were expressly granted, or 
which were implied as necessary to carry express 
grants of power into effect.] 

Mr. McDurris said he was glad to hear the ex- 
planation of the Senator from Keniucky. He en- 
tirely concurred inthe principles of construction 
he now laid down, and was sure they must con- 
demn the assumption of power now under con- 
sideration. But he would proceed to show (as he 
flattered himself he could do, most conclusively) 
that not only was there no grant in the Constitution 
giving the Jeast color of right to exercise this pow 
er; but that the only grant in the Constitution, hav 
ing relation to the subject, contained an express 
prohibition against such an exercise of power, as 
plain and positive as human language could make it. 
Now, what, he asked, was proposed to be done? and 
what were the powers practically involved in the 
scheme of assuming the State debts? He begged 
Senators to realize the true effect and character of 
the measure, and not to be deluded by a mere empty 
form. The stock proposed to be issued, it was 
true, was to be sustained, in part, by a pledge of 
the income derived from the public lands; but it 
would be a gross delusion to suppose thatthe whole 
eredit and resources of the Government were not 
also as fully pledged for the redemption of the 
proposed stock, as if no particular fund were 
pledged. The very act of assumption extinguished 
the State debts, and created a Federal debt to the 
same extent. Now, what were the powers involved 
in doing all this? He answered, the whole money 
power of the Government—borrowing money, 
levying taxes, and appropriating the revenue de- 
rived from these sources, Yes, sir, the whole of 
this greatest of all the powers of Congress was to be 
called in requisition to execute the proposed scheme 
and, he would add, no other power whatever. 
And he would now ask, if there was not, in refer- 
ence to the exercise of this power,a limitation as 
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clear and distinct as. language could , make ‘it, 
amounting to an express proltibition of the pro- 
posed assumption? The clause of the Constit- 
tion which clothes Congress with the power ‘of 
raising revenue, expressly limits this power to: the 
objects of ‘‘providing for the common defencéiand 
general welfare of the United States.” Now itis 
remarkable that these words of limitation whieh 
have been made the prolific source of all doubtful 
and constructive powers, should thus place a decided 
negative upon this most monstrous of ‘vall the 
assumptions: of Federal power ever attempted, 
For, if the payment of debs contracted by the 
separate States, for their own proper purposes, canbe 
drawn by construction within the scope of ‘the 
terms “common defence and general welfare 
of the United States,” language must have totally 
changed its meaning, and we had as well throw 
aside the Constitution at once, as worse than use 
Jess. As it thus appeared to him strikingly clear 
that the powers involved in the execution of the 
proposed scheme were positively prohibited by an 
express limitation, he would not further occupy the 
time of the Senate in attempting to make that plain- 
er, which is as plain as language can make ‘it, 
We are thus (said Mr, McD.) arrested at the very 
threshold; and all those who concur with mein 
the opinion that the measure in question is plainly 
and expressly unconstitutional, must also agree 
that any law of Congress, in execution of it; and 
every act done under such law, would be now and 
forever destitute of all binding obligation, and, to 
all intents and purposes, null and void. It would 
be utterly impossible to pledge the faith of. this 
Government to any contract thus made, without 
any shadow of authority, and in open defiance. of 
the express words of the Constitution, 


But suppose (said he) that, by somestrained ¢on- 
struction, we coud get rid of this express limita- 
tion, and also of the no less conclusive objection 
that there is no grant of such a power in the Consti- 
tution: yet, when we come to look into the practi- 
eal working of the proposed assumption, it will be 
seen so totally to invert all the principles of the 
Government, and destroy the responsibility which 
sustains and controls our whole political system, 
State and Federal, as to render its unconstitutional- ` 
ity palpable, independently of the want of anéx- 
press grant, and the existence of an express limita- 
tion. The result of the proposed scheme was to 
make this Government tax-gatherer for the States; 
and to give the funds, thus collected, to the Govern- 
ments of the respective States, to be expended by 
them at pleasure, either in payment of their debts, 
or in executing new and extravagant schemes of 
internal improvement. I beg the aitention of the 
Senate (said Mr. McD.) to this view of the subjéct, 
as it clearly shows that the State Governments will 
have the expenditure of this immense fund, without 
any responsibility to those who will have to pay the 
taxes—the people of the United States. Thus, sir, 
the State Governments are to be wholly exempted 
from the essential check of responsibility in a mat- 
ter which most of all demands it—the discretion- 
ary expenditure of public money on works of in- 
ternal improvement. Greater temptations and 
greater facilities could not be offered fora corrupt 
system of favoritism and extravagance! : 


And, (said Mr. McD.,) if we will but look into 
the circumstances under which the money obtained 
for the State stocks we are called upon to as- 
sume has been expended, and the extraordinary 
popular delusion under which it was applied to the 
construction of wild schemes of internal improve- 
ment, we shall be impressively admonished of the 
madness and folly of the proposed assumption. In 
the course of a few years, two hundred millions of 
foreign capital were brought into the country. 
While this enormous amount of money was in the 
progress of accumulation, it was like a shower of 
gold poured out upon the States, totally deranging 
the monetary affairs of the country; and the natural 
effect of which was to enhance the price of every- 
thing to the extreme point of inflation. And it may 
not be inappropriate to remark here, that the im- 
portation of this immense amount of foreign capi- 
tal contributed, not less than the expansion of our 
bank circulation, to produce the revulsion and dis- 
tresses under which we are now suffering. Indeed, 
itlargely aided in producing that expansion. Du- 
ring the period to which f have referred, (said he,) 
a perfect delirium prevailed. Men acted as if they 
were under the influence of a stimulating draught. 
All responsibility in the expenditure of this borrowed 
money wes destroyed; and it would. be seen that the 
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carrying on their:works of internal improvement, 
‘abled.precisely as ifthe money they were expending 
“were fained down from the heavens, and the shower 
-would-last forever, T'he consequence of this uni- 
versal excitement and delirium was a system of 
whexatipled extravagance and waste, causing the 
Works executed to cost three, four, or five times as 
Youth as it ‘would now cost to construct . them. 
“Aina Card Mr. McD.) I will venture the opinion, 
‘that, at this moment, there is no prudént man—even 
if-ene eould-be found having the requisite capital— 
who ‘would accept, -as a. gift, nine-tenths of the 
‘works made with this borrowed capital, if he were 
ound, by the terms of the gift, to- keep 
them. up. ‘They would not pay expenses; 
and the money expended must be regarded as 
spank and lost forever. And here 1 cannot but 
xpress ab opinion Í have long entertained, and 
‘which ihe o¢casion forcibly suggests—that, for all 
“governnients, ‘the faculty of borrowing money, and 
funding ‘the debt, is one of the most unfortunate 
discoveries Ever made-in political economy; and 
that, for ‘the States of this Union, all should now 
~ujite:in deploring ils existence. And now, (said 
he,) when the States have just waked up from this 


fatal delirium, to survey, in soberness, the embar- f 


xassment.and ruin that surround them, is it proper 
that we, by the monstrous scheme proposed, should 
administer to them again the same bewildering 
` dose, ‘producing: the same disasters? It is perfectly 
‘Gléar that the practical operation of the scheme will 
‘be lo. place another two hundred millions of dollars 
‘at the ‘disposal of the State Governments, to be used 
“by thém, without any responsibility to the people of 
the United States, who must pay the taxes by which 
this money is to be raised. Now, is it not obvi- 
ous, that, if the State Governments were held to a 
separate responsibility, by requiring each to raise, 
by taxes imposed on its own constituents, the money 
necessary to pay its own debts, and execute its own 
improvements,—tbe only effective check upon the 
extravagance of Government, which human wisdom 
Eps devised, would be brought into active operation’? 
When évery citizen of the State knows and feels 
that he pays his full proportion of every dollar ex- 
pended, then, and not till then, will he hold his rep- 
‘résentative and his executive agents to a rigorous 
aceountability. 

And now, (said Mr. McD.,) a few words on the 
naked: question of expediency. And here I must 
ask the projectors of this. grand scheme of delu- 
sion, what isthe great favor we should confer upon 
the States by its adoption? The honorable Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. Merrick] had been pleased to 
speak of the paternal character of this Government 
in its relation to the States, and the obligations in- 

„cident to that character. The duties of a paternal 
government! Mr. President, this is not the first 
time, by many hundreds, that I have heard this 
language used on the floor of Congress. When- 
ever Congress was called upon to do any wrong— 
whenever an outrage was about to be perpetrated 
upon the rights of the people—it was always at- 
tempted to cover and consecrate it by assuming 
this paternal character, It wasa remark of Junius, 
(which Ido not repeat as approving his particular 
application of it,) “that whenever a Scotchman 
smiled in his face, he involuntarily put his hand.on 
his pocket.” Now I must remark, that whenever 
I hear the paternal character of this Government 
invoked, I involuntarily put my hand upon my 
ocket, suspecting some secret design of legislative 
injustice and plunder. And what, I ask, is the 
practical character and effect of measures profess- 
ing to: give money to the States? Do gentlemen 
aim to inculcate upon the people of the States the 
idolatrous idea, that this Government (as if some 
godlike power) is endowed with inherent wealth, 
or some supernatural alchemic process of creating 
money, not derived from the people themselves? 
And were they, like children, to be deluded into the 
belief: that Congress, by these inherent self-created 
measures, were about to relieve their pecuniary 
embarrassments? All this tended to induce the 
people to bow down and worship this Govern- 
ment, as the Persians worshippedthe sun. God for- 
bid that this tendency, to which all communities 
aïe but too prone, should be eountenanced ‘or en- 
cöüraged by any measures of ours. 

‘Tetris meet the question fairly, and expose the 
operation of the proposed measure plainly to the 
people. Every power we exercise, and every dol- 
‘lak we postess, must be derived from the people of 
these very States to whom’ we affect to manifest 
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State Govern meiits, andalktheirageùtsemployedin | 


such paternal munificence, in giving them back | 


what we- ħave taken from them already, or imposed 
on ourselyes the obligation to do so hereafter; de- 
ducting, however, whal has stuck to the fingers of 
a host of officers, or fallen by the wayside, in the 
double process of collecting and giving back the 
money. Se E i 

Since, then, we have nothing to give the people, 
and are, in fact, dependent upon them, and the reve- 
nue drawn from their labor, for the very bread we 
eat—as their representatives here, let usrealize the 
fact, (as the people certainly will,) that tor every dol- 
lar we may seem to give the States, in one form, 
we shall be under the necessity of drawing from 
them one dollar and twenty-five cents (including 
the expenses of collecting and distributing) in some 
form of taxation. 1 confidently ask, then, ifthere 
is a single Senator on this floor who will give 
countenance tu this insane scheme of deception, by 
which the evils of to-day are to be postponed till to- 
morrow, only to fall with redoubled force upon 
those who vainly hope to be relieved from their 
embarrassments? 

I am aware (said Mr. McD.) that this scheme 
is recommended to many, by the expectation that 
the revenue by which the interest of the proposed 
stock will be paid, and the stock ultimately re- 
deémed, will be raised by indirect taxation. But 
this hope is utterly destitute of foundation, Can 
any one suppose that, with an exhausted treasury, 
a Government living from day to day upon the 
miserable shifts of borrowing, and a commerce 
which is almost cut off by an unjustand suicidal pol- 
icy, (co that the duties will not, by some eight 
millions of dollars, defray the ordinary expenses 
of the several departments,) we can nevertheless 
pay an annual interest of six millions upon the 
stock proposed to be issued, without resorting to 
direct taxes? No, sir; in less than a single year 
we should be driven to the alternative of direct tax- 
ation, or of refusing to pay the interest on the 
stock, to the utter ruin of our public credit. 


And this brings me to another view of the sub- 
ject, which deserves to be gravely considered. This 
scheme is designed to relieve the indebted States, by 
indirectly assuming their debts; but, in order to ac- 
complish this, it is necessary to do something more. 
It is, therefore, proposed to issue $200,000,000 of 3 
per cent. stock, and distribute it among the States— 
not in proportion to their debts, but to their federal 
numbers. Now, while the distributive share of 
Pennsylvania would not pay one-half part of her 
debts, that of other States would far exceed them; 
and that of some would be a clear fund, subject to 
no debt at all. South Carolina, for example, with 
a very small debt, would be entitled to above six 
millions; the economical and exemplary State of 
North Carolina (which, I believe, has scarcely any 
debt) will be entitled to above nine millions; and 
Missouri would be entitled to about three millions, 
with no debt at all. Now, mark the unequal opera- 
tion of this scheme on the indebted and on the unin- 
debted States! The former, if(asit is said) they could 
exchange their United States 3 per cents. for State 
6 per cents., would realize the par value for their 
distributive share. Now, what would be the con- 
dition of the unindebted States, and those owing 
less than their share of the stock?. What could 
they realize for that stock; and to what use could 
they apply the proceeds? It is proposed to throw 
two hundred millions of our 3 per cent, stock on 
the markets of the world, with a considerable and 
increasing debt already hanging over us, and with- 
out the means of paying that debt, or even the ordi- 
nary current expenses of the Government. Pray, 
what would that stock be worth to North Carolina, 
Missouri, and the other unindebted States, and 
States but little indebted? We have ascertained, by 
actual experiment, that our 6 per cent. stock could 
not be sold in Europe at par—or, indeed, at any price 
—thoughsmall in amount. What, then, will be the 
value of the proposed 3 per cents., when the amount 
of our debts shall be swelled to two hundred and 
forty millions, with an annual interest of eight mil- 
lions anda half, and an annual revenue notorious- 
ly insufficient to pay one-half our annual expenses, 
including this interest? _ 

Sir, (said Mr. McD.,) it would be extravagant to 
suppose it could be sold at fifty dollars for the 
hundred. I do not believe it could be sold for 
ihat price. So that, in effect, you would compel 
these States to receive this stock, for which they 
have no use, at par; when they could not obtain 
for it one-half its par value. Tsay they would be 
compelled -to receive it at par; because they would 
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have to pay their full proportion of theitares 
necessary to pay the interest annually, and finally, 
in. some twenty years, to redeem the wholeamount 
of the principal, after having paid $1'70,000,000.as 
nterest, Such, sir, would be the operation of this 


ty years after paying this 170,000,000 in current 
terest, our immediate posterity would ‘hav = 
deem the whole amount of the debt itsélf—a‘sitm 
nearly twice as large asthe debt of the late War 
with Great Britain; a war, by which our ‘charae- 
ter as anation was established, and the glory of 
ourarms, by sea and land, extended throughout 
the world. Such would bethe inheritance which, 
as reckless and improvident fathers, we should 
leave to our children. Nothing could be more un- 
wise as it regards all the States; and nothing 
could be more monstrously unegual and unjust to 
the unindebted States. But I have no idea, afier 
the opinions I hope to hear expressed in this Sen- 
ate, that foreigners would take this stock on ahy 
terms. : i 
But, (said Mr. McD.,) as I perceive the Senate is 
now full, I have no disposition to press the argu- 
ment further. I feel it, however, tobe my duty, 
before I sit down—a duty which I owe to myself, 
to the States, and to the foreign and domestic capi- 
talists to whom this stock may be offered—tomake, 
in my place here, a solemn declaration, by which, I 
will stand or fall, to the end that those capitalists 
(particularly the holders. of State stocks in Europe) 
may not be deceived. I confidently believe, ‘then, 
that all the States will ultimately fulfil their obliga- 
tions and redeem their faith, which has been con- 
stitutionally pledged. Ias confidently believe that 
this Government has no shadow of constitutional 


obligation to preserve the faith of the Government 
constitutionally pledged, free from violation, or éven 
suspicion. I!) notwithstanding all this, foreign cap- 
italists should still take the proposed stock in ex- 
change for State stocks, they will act upon their own 
responsibility, and not upon mine—their eyes will be 
fully open tothe consequences; and ‘let them make 
the experiment. 


SPEECH OF Mr. WHITE, 
OF INDIANA, 

In the House of Representatives, February 8, 
1843.—In reply to Mr. ‘Hoxmes, of South Caro- 
lina, on the principles which divide the two par- 
ties. ; 

The House being in Committee of the Whole. 
on the naval appropyjation bill— 


Mr. WHITE addressed the Committee as follows: 

Mr. Cyairmuan: From the commencement of this 
Congress to the present time, a fashion has prevailed 
here, among that portion of the House who style 
themselves the Democracy, in every speech-—no mat- 
ter what the subject under consideration—to indulge 
in vehement abuse of the Whig party, its principles, 
and the motives which have governed its members 
in their legislative action. By one gentleman we 
are informed that the great. political struggle of 1840 
was characterized by nothing but base and shame- 
less appeals to the worst passions of the populace; that 
no principles were contended for, and none involved; 
and that the great victory achieved by that contest 
proved nothing but a popular desire for a change of 
rulers. -Another gentleman proclaims, ina strain of 
indignant rebuke, that.we had one set of principles 


168 


i ae Cone... 3p Sess. 


eiia 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Feb. 1843. 
H. of Reps. 


Naval Appropriation Bill—Mr. J. L, White. 


- for the West, another set for the North, and yet 
another for the South; and that, accommodating our 

_. theories to the great variety. of popular prejudices, 
“we-sought. success, regardless of the means employ- 
ed; and, therefore, nothing was decided by the peo- 
ple... Another gentleman, [Mr. Pickens,] and one 

-whose ability and position demand for his remarks 
moyethan an ordinary share of consideration, de- 
clares that “never did a party succeed to power with 

‘principles more corrupt and profligate;” thus conce- 

- ding to uš some principles, and according to them the 
credit of uniformity and universality, although stig- 
matized with the characteristics of profligacy and 
corruption. 

If gentlemen could agree among themselves, and 
hold a uniformity of sentiment upon this point, a 
reply might- be n@ore easily made to them. As it is, 
however, being uninformed upon which allegation 
in the complaint the “Democracy” intend to rely, 
I shall not at this time traverse either. It is suff- 
cient that each contradicts the other; and but one 
can be true. 

If, im 1840, Whig principles were not well defined 
and well understood, now is the time to forestall any 
future reproach for a similar condition of things, by 
a clear, open, manly,and bold declaration of the 
principles by each party, upon which the great battle 
of 1844 shall be fought. No period can better than 
the present be adapted to the settlement of prelimi- 
naries and the “defining of positions.” 

‘While gentlemen have been so liberal in the be- 
stowal of their animadversions upon Whig policy 
and Whig principles, it seems to have escaped their 
notice that there were two sides to the question; 
and that, while making their crusade into the ene- 
my’s country, their own citadel might be exposed to 
successful attack. Let us, in return for the civilities 
of these gentlemen “Democrats,” examine their po- 
sition. Are they united or divided upon questions 
of national policy? What are their principles? 

The gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Hormts,] 
who has just resumed his seat, had disclosed 
tous the Democratic panacea for all the ills to which 
the country has fallen heir—rrez Trane, Is this 
the cardinal principle of the Democratic party? Or 
is there a diversity of sentiment upon it in that par- 
ty? We have the testimony of the gentleman to 
whom I have alluded that this is not only zhe princi- 
ple, but the great principle, of Democracy. Direct 
taxation, the necessary result of this policy, the gen- 
tleman scouts——not, as his speech would indicate, on 
account of its impropriety as a political or national 
measure; but because of the present inability of the 
people to mect the exactions of such a system of 
finance. That this is contemplated by him as an 
ultimate resort, none who heard his speech can 
doubt; although the evil day is to be postponed until 
the public distress shall be relieved. There are 
other gentlemen of his party, however, who, in their 
enthusiasm for the establishment of this new heresy 
of free trade, do not scruple to declare their readi- 
ness now to resort to its necessary result—direct 
taxation; and I here pause to pay the tribute of my 
admiration to them for the independence of their 
theory, and the boldness with which they defend it. 
However full, in my judgment, it may be of error, 
the manliness with which it has been avowed, and 
the majestic intellects which have been enlisted to 
expound and enforce it, challenge a large degree of 
respe It would have been more in keeping with 
the independence of a South Carolina Representa- 
tive, had the gentleman marched boldly up to the 
support of his friends in their advocacy of this doc- 
trine, instead of exhibiting, piecemeal, his concur- 
rence with their views, while he feared an open 
avowal. The position in which he left himself is 
anything but enviable. Free trade was urged upon 
us as the only remedy for existing evils; while direct 
taxation, the only mode of raising revenue under his 
system of financial policy, was rejected. How, when 
all restrictions are removed from our commerce, and 
we are deprived of imposts, we are to raise revenue 
for the uses of the Government—direct taxation be- 
ing out of the question—was left to our conjecture, 
Sir, this scheme of political economy is only equalled 
inemagnificence and sublimity of conception by that 

“of the Illinois Legislature; which sapient body re- 
cently passed a joint resolution, in substance, decla- 


ring that all tariffs were oppressive and unjust, and 
that, in the present distressed state of the people, 
direct taxation was not to be thought af. All of 
which being interpreted is, that the Government 
must be administered without revenue, and all its 
officers serve without pay! But, sir,I repeat the 
question: Is free trade the cardinal principle of 
“Democracy?” J ask an answer from the party on 
this floor, for none better than they can answer. 
Let there be no dodging—let gentlemen avow and 
disavow. It is due to the country and themselves 
that their “position should be defined.” Since they 
accuse us of contrariety in sentiment, and of holding 
a set of promiscuous tenets, it is proper that they 
should reveal to the country the concord of their 
counsels, if there be any, and disclose their princi- 
ples free from all obscurity. But why interrogate? 
There is no prominent member of the partý who 
will risk his veracity upon a denial. During the 
last session, one gentleman from South Carolina 
{Mr. Ruger] entertained us with an hour-long speech 
upon the equality and justice of free trade, and de- 
precated all tariffs as so many gross infringements 
of the Constitution and the rights of the States; 
which latter, in the estimation of a certain clique of 
politicians, seem to be of higher and holier authority 
than the first. A gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
Lewis] expressed the same, or similar views, in that 
lucid and forcible manner which has ever character- 
ized his oratory; and I well remember the profound 
attention which was paid to him, and the deep im- 
pression which he made upon the House. Another 
member from South Carolina [Mr. Prexens] has, 
within a few days, proclaimed that “there is no har- 
mony for the Democratic party, except upon the 
broad principle of free trade.” A gentleman from 
Virginia, [Mr. Hunrer,] during the present Con- 
gress, has, with a frankness which always distin- 
guishes him, ably advocated the same doctrine. But 
this principle of free trade is not local in its party 
application. To whatever quarter of this Union it 
may be indebted for its paternity, it is ubiquitous 
with the “Democracy.” It has its advocates at the 
North as well as at the South; and from “Northern 
men with Southern principles” I summon witnesses 
to testify to its legitimacy as the offspring of “De- 
mocracy.” 

One of the Representatives from the city of New 
York (Mr. Roossverr] has sought frequent occa- 
sions to express his party preference for this system 
of policy, and has advocated it with an untiring zeal 
and industry. A colleague of his, too, from the 
same city, whom, as it is unparliamentary to “call 
names,” I will designate as the young gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. McKxon,] has, in repeated 
instances, come to the aid of the elder gentleman in 
his advocacy of this free-trade policy; and I may add, 
that no man upon this floor has stricken more good 
blows for that policy, nor has any been more vocife- 
rous in its commendation to the country as the 
true universal Democratic faith, than the young 
member from New York. One of the members of 
the Pennsylvania delegation from the city of Phila- 
delphia—the great man of the delegation, as well as 
of the States, and a man of gigantic mind he is too, 
{Mr. C. J. Ingenrsor.,] and one who, if his course 
as a Representative, and all his party speeches here 
and elsewhere be summoned as witnesses, prove him 
to be a genuine disciple of Democracy, the most 
rank, radical, and unquestioned—has also joined in 
the warfare against imposts and protection, and 
thrown the weight of his great influence and intellect 
into the scale of free trade. This, indeed, in his 
remarks a few days ago, was offered as the specific, 
and the only one, for the relief of individual and 
public embarrassments. The catalogue does not stop 
here. Another gentleman of the NewYork delegation, 
[Mr. Davrs,] at the past session, made us a speech, 
from which it appeared that, while he sustained with- 
out flinching all the avowed principles of his party, 
there were some of the more radical ones wnavowed, 
from which he was determined to strip the guise of 
secrecy; and, with a master hand, he did it. His 
revelation of democratic . faith furnished us much 
amusement; and a faith it proved to be more radical, 
comprehensive, and latitudinous, more “omnium 
gatherum” in its character, more levelling and agra- 
rian in its operation and results, than any ever 
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before offered by party leaders to the credulity of a | 
confiding people. And what wasit? Faerrrapz, 
hard-money, no banks or bank paper, no credit, 
DIRECT ‘TAXATION, the universal rights of man, 
and no laws for the collection of debts. If the array 

of authorities is not yet sufficient to identify the 

principle of free trade with Democracy, I bring an- 

other witness to the stand; to doubt the testimony 

of whom would bring down upon the offender all the 

rigors of the party inquisition. That witness is the 

now prominent, distinguished, and recognised leader 

of the Democratic party, Jons ©. Caunoun—a man 

for whom, and for whose integrity, public and pri- 

vate, I entertain the highest respect; and, although 

my opinion upon this point may be adverse to that 

of the party of which I am one, there is nothing in 

this subject or occasion that requires me to with- 

hold its expression, Whatever may have been his 

political vacillations, (and they are many,) in all I be- 

lieve he has been actuated by what he conceived to 

be the common interests of his countrymen—proudly 

disregarding all those consequences to the popularity 

of a statesman which ever flow from a change of po~ 

sition, no matter whether, by such change, error be 

corrected, or avoided. But let him speak upon this 

policy of free trade and its generality. During the 

past session, when the revenue bill was under con- 

sideration in the Senate, Mr. Carnovun, in the course 
of a speech which he made upon the bill, said: 

“He had notspoken with a view to change a vote 
here: he knew that an angel from heaven could not 
affect the actions or opinions of those here. But he 
confided in the strength and®ultimate triumph of 
truth. We had formerly struggled against greater 
odds. But now we see the whole Democratic par- 

ty rallied under the banner of free trade.” Can 
language be plainer, or a principle be more clearly 
defined? And let it he remembered that we have 

it from the highest possible authority, that to the 

advocacy and support of this principle the “whole 

Democratic party” have rallied. Sir, is anything 

more needed to prove that free trade is the cardinal 

principle of Democracy? The witnesses I have intro» 

duced are those who rank not only high, but high- 

est with their party for talent and integrity: their 

will is the law, and ¢heir principles the principles of 
the party. Iftheir testimony ig,not to be relied upon, 

then is there no longer virtue among statesmen, and 

truth has fled these halls to give place to dissembling 

and deceit. 

Now, sir, although I believe with Mr. CALHOUN, 
that “the whole Democratic party” are secretly in 
favor of free trade, I know that Democratic members 
from the North hold a different language when at. 
home among their constituents. One of the New 
York democratic State papers, the leading organ of 
the party, during the gubernatorial contest in No- 
vember last, called upon all tariff men of both parties 
to glorify Siras Wnicur, because, by his vote in 
the Senate of the United States, he had saved the 
tariff bill—the same bill that the Legislature of 
South Carolina has recently, by joint resolution, asked 
us to repeal; and threatening us, if we do not, with 
that fearful remedy—a “resort to her original rights.” 
The lead of this paper was followed by many. of the 
“distinguished Democracy” in their addresses to the 
people as well as in their private communications 
with their constituents. Yet these gentlemen here 
are as gentle as cooing doves, and whisper softly in 
the believing ears of their Southren brethren, “we 
are for free trade.” 

Sir, it is time that the delusion were destroyed, 
and the mask of hypocrisy stripped from such Janus- 
faced politicians. They cannot have one set of 
principles for the constituent bodies, and another set 
for the ears of partisans leaders. J call upon North- 
ern Democrats now to rise in their places and declare 
whether they are for free trade. It is due to your- 
selves—it is due to your stations—it is due to the 
country—it is due to honor and fair dealing, that 
you should precisely “define your positions.” If 
you are united in political sentiment, let it be so 
understood. If you are divided past all hope of com- 
promise or reconciliation, let us—let the country 
know it, and decide upon theymerits of your contro» 
versy. Why conceal your condition? What cause 
for concealment? Do men or measures divide you? 
Or are you not divided, and are your counsels har- 
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vmonious! Let it come out—publish all. Sir, I 
call again—distinctly, emphatically call upon North- 
-em Democrats’ to rise now in their places and de- 
clare, if they can, that the testimony” of their party 
Jeaders from South Varolina—one from Alabama— 


one from Virginia—one from Pennsylvawia—and © 


three from New York, is untrue. . Dare you do it 
now-—here in your places? Your leader [Mr. Car- 


‘wown]-has:said that the “whole Democratic party ` 


have rallied to the standard of free trade.’ Dare 
you say it is false? If so, rise and pronounce the 
word. Gentlemen are silent! and that silence elo- 
quently admits the truth of their great leader’s dec- 
laration, while they have not the courage to avow it 
in terms. Letit go to the North that the Represent- 
atives of that.section of the Union are for the doc- 
trine of free-tra ẹ while here; and by the North, dis- 
graced by the duplicity of their agents, let the rebuke 
be-administered to them. g 

I call upon a gentleman from New York now in 
my eye-—the Representative of the district of Mr. 
Van Buren’s residence, [Mr. McCier1ian]—to tell 
this House whether he constitutes one of the “whole 
Democratic party”—whether he is an advocate for 
free trade? 

Mr..McCrztiax. Iwill respond to the inquiry. 
Ifthe-gentleman means, by free trade, low duties—— 

Mr. Waite. Ido not yield the floor to the gen- 
tleman to make a speech. I ask him a plain ques- 
tion; and before he answers, he requires me to ex- 
plain the meaning of one of the cardinal principles 
of his party, 

Mr. McCuruan. If the gentleman means 

Mr. Warre. I mean nothing about the princi- 
ple. Task you a simple question. Will you an- 
swer, yes or no? The gentleman declines the an- 
swer! I thought it would be thus. 

Let us now look to the operation of this principle 
when reduced to practice. The term free trade 
defines its own meaning: it is a trade free from all 
legislative restraints, and left to the control of its 
own laws. If the taxing power of this Government 
be applied to it, and it is compelled to pay contribu- 
tions for its license, it is no longer a free, but are- 
strained trade. To be free, it must not be subjected 
to duties, and must be chargeable with the payment 
of no revenue to the Government. In short, the 
Government must be left without revenue, or resort 
to direct taxation to procure it, if this policy prevails, 
Ifthis theory were established in practice, what 
think you, sir, each State would be bound to con- 
tribute by direct taxation as its portion of the Fed- 
eral revenue? I have been curious enough to make 
the calculation upon the returns of the last census, 
assuming $28,500,000 as the amount of annual ex- 
penditure—an amount far below that required by 
the Secretary of the Treasury in his report—and 
assuming federal numbers as the basis of taxation. 
The account would stand thus: 


Maine - $1,003,580 | Delaware . $130,140 
New Hampshire - 669,150 | Maryland - 671,450 
Massachusetts 1,455,390 | Virginia - + 177113 
Rhode Island 217,260 | North Carolina - 1,078,810 
Connecticut . | South Carolina 594.390 
Vermont - . Georgia - - 691,390 
New York CN Alabama - - 650,350 
New Jersey Mississippi 8 5 
Pennsylvania | Louisiana - ~ 

io : i Tennessee - 
Todiana | Kentucky - 
{Ilinois | Missouri ` 584,140 
Michigan - | Arkansas - - 139,390 


In the calculation which I have made, to avoid 
placing too high the ratable proportions of the slave- 
holding States, I have assumed for each that the vot- 
ing population are the tax-payers; which is, in effect, 

tue. It may be that many voters do not pay taxes; 
bat the deficiency is fully, if not more than supplied 
by taxes paid by widows, the guardians of minor 
children, and foreigners who have estates in land. 
Could New York pay this sum of $4,857,840 annu- 
ally? The statement of the amount is a sufficient 
reply. During. the late fall election in that State, 
the party leaders were rampant at the thought of 
Whig. ascendency and a “forty million debt;” and 
their stump and caucus orators, in doleful strains, 
besought the people to restore the State Government 
to the keeping of the Democracy, because Whig 
mismanagement had imposed upon them a direct 
tax of about- six hundred thousand dollars, which 
they were unable to pay. The Government was 
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restored to them; and how do they propose to alle- 
viate or remove this popular burden ofa six hundred 
thousand dollars direct tax? By free trade. In 
other words, as the people of the State of New 


- York cannot pay the sum of six hundred thousand 


dollars’ annually, without great inconvenience, if 
they can ever pay it at all, Democracy proposes to 
relieve them of the inconvenience or inability dy ex- 
acting annually an additional sum of YOUR MIL- 
LION EIGHE HUNDRED AND FIFTY-SEVEN THOUSAND 
FIGHT HUNDRED AND FORTY DOLLARS by direct 
taxation for Federal uses. A New York city mem- 
ber informed us a short time since that his was the 
“progressive or improvement party,” and that ours 
is the “stand-still party.” I do not now stop to 
controvert his position; but, for myself, sir, I would 
rather always remain in that condition of blissful 
ignorance to which the gentleman has consigned me, 
than to purchase progression or improvement at the 
enormous price of public misery and ruin which 
must be paid for it. I would rather forever “stand 
still’ than to “progtess when each advancing step 
must tread upon the prostrate interests and the 
crushed and despairing hopes of a nation. No, sir; 
I desire no party improvement, or party progres- 
sion, if it must be based upon pudlic wretchedness. 
I turn now to examine the blessings in reserve 
for my own State under this financial policy of“free 
trade and direct taxation.” The gentleman who 
last addressed the House [Mr. Hormxs] thought 
proper to indulge in many censorious commentaries 
upon the conduct of Western members in endeavor- 
ing to withhold large appropriations for the-navy; 
and he invoked the liberality of our patriotism 
to sustain in future that branch of the national ser- 
vice. Strange invocation. from a strange quarter! 


' How many times and for how many years has the 


West appealed to the gentleman, nay, to the whole 
school of “strict-construction” politicians—master 
and disciples—to give us appropriations to improve 
the navigation of the Western rivers? And how 
often have those appeals been burdened with mi- 
nute specifications of the loss of property and human 
life, in consequence of appropriations being refused?, 
How often have they been implored to vote money 
to continue the Cumberland road—a. great national 
thoroughfare, which has peopled the wilderness and 
brought untold millions into your treasury? And 
what answer has been given to those appeals and 
invocations? “The appropriation. is unconstitu- 
tional.” This is the unvarying and eternal response. 
In their estimation, the Constitution is general 
in theory—local in practice. It was made exclu- 
sively for that portion of the Union lying east of 
the Alleghanies, and most especially for South Car- 
olina, to which State alone belongs the right of in- 
terpreting its provisions! Appropriations for har- 
bors, light-houses, buoys, dry-docks, fortifications, 
arsenals, armories, are tolerated by the Constitution, 
under a South Carolina construction; but an ap- 
propriation for Western rivers, upon whose bosoms 
float one-half the agricultural wealth of this nation, 
and by means of which more than one-half of the 
internal commerce of the country is carried on,—such 
an appropriation is forbidden by the Constitution! 
And thus it is that the gentleman, by the aid of 
“strict construction,” refuses to us all benefit of part 
or lot in the appropriations made by this Govern- 
ment; and yet he cannot understand the motive 
which influences Western members to vote against 
large appropriations for expenditure upon the sea- 
board. Let me explain to him the position of my 
State, and he will sufficiently understand the mo- 
tives which govern its Representatives upon all 
questions of appropriation. 

Since Indiana was admitted into the Union asa 
State, she has paid into the national treasury nearly 
$16,000,600, proceeds of the public lands sold with- 
in her limits. ‘This amount has been expended 
somewhere, but none of it has found its way back 
again to the State by which it was paid. South 
Carolina has had her share of it. 

For the last eight years the people of Indiana have 
paid, in difference of exchange alone, about seven 
hundred and fifty thousand dollars per annum. I 
say paid; because the difference of exchange (which 
during that period has averaged eight per cent.) has 
been added to the price of all commodities purchased 
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by our merchants in the Eastern-cities and consumed 
within my State. In this case, as it ever will be 
in all others where pecuniary loss must be.sustained 
in consequence of the derangement of currency and 
exchange, mercantile sagacity throws that loss off 
the shoulders of dealers to those of consumers. - This 
annual burden is imposed upon us because “strict 
construction” has withheld a charter for a national 
bank; and patiently have we paid the yearly con- 
tribution for South Carolina interpretation of a 
Constitution not made for us; and pay it we ever 
must while the star of “Democracy” is in the as- 
cendant. Iwill state the annual account between 
Indiana and the General Government. 


Government of the United States to Indiana, 


Dr. 

To difference of exchange per annum paid 
by the people in consequence of refusal 
of the Government to give to them a ; 
national currency -~ - - $750,000 

To amount paid by sale of public lands, 


per annum - -. - ~ 600,000 
To amount paid by consumers of articles 
of foreign merchandise in consequence 
of tariff duties - ~ ~ §00,000 
Total - - ~ - 1,750,000 
Cr. . : 
By appropriation for the Cumberland 
road - - - - =- 000,000 
By appropriation to improve the naviga- 
tion of the Wabash river - =- 000,000 
By appropriation for harbor at Michigan 
city - - - - -~ 000,000 
By appropriation for the improvement of 
navigation in Western rivers - - 000,000 


Thus stands the account. But this is far from 
being the entire umount of our annual burden. 
There is to be added to this the sum of $120,000 
for the ordinary expenses of the State Government, 
and the further sum of $800,000 interest upon our 
debt; which, with the sum of $1,750,000 before 
stated, makes an annual amount of $2,670,000, 
chargeable upon the industry and enterprise of our 
citizens. It is true, the demand for interest on our 
debt has not been punctually met, because of our 
inability to meet it. It stands charged against us, 
however, and must and eventually will be paid, 
without the repudiation of a farthing. In the lan- 
guage of my colleague, [Mr., Lanx,] we will settle 
fair if we never pay. Well, sir, what is the prop- 
osition which Democracy makes to relieve us from 
this insupportable liability? Free trade again; by 
which the sum of $500,000 now paid by the con- 
sumers of tariff duties would be withdrawn from the 
account, and the sum of $1,371,730, to be raised by 
direct taxation, substituted. ‘This would leave our 
liability for each year $3,541,730—an amount which 
we cannot pay while this Government pursues this 
“strict construction” policy, and a large portion of 
which we need not pay, because it would not be 
charged against us if the Government shall be ever 
administered, as it should, for the common benefit of 
all in every part of the Union. Is the gentleman 
surprised now that we oppose extravagant appro- 
priations of money, no part of which is to be ex- 
pended amongst ourselves? When he aids in es~ 
tablishing, for our benefit, a national bank, and thus 
strikes from our account $750,000; when he votes 
an appropriation of money to improve the naviga- 
tion of western rivers to prevent the loss of our prop- 
erty and the lives of our adventurous people,—his ap- 
peal to our generosity will not be characterized by 
the selfishness that now marks it, and will be entitled 
to more respect and receive more consideration. 

The Atlantic States, in effect, pay nothing of the 
revenue of the Government. That a large portion 
of it is collected upon the seaboard, I admit; -but 
what becomes of it! True, it is paid into the na~ 
tional treasury, and so is the $500,000 annually 
collected from Indiana; but it does not remain there. 
Congress appropriates the money, under the lash of 
“strict construction,” for the army and navy, fortifi- 
cations, light-houses, dry-docks, building vessels of 
war, the improvement of harbors, &c., not one of 
which objects is local to the West. And thus it 
is that what the Atlantic States pay into the treas- 
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aiy to-day, they get back again tomorrow: in the 
form‘of an approptiation. This we could’ endure~ 
ofthis we would not ‘complain; but the amount 
P id by these States, in its return, comes not dlone 
“asit went; it brings with it what the Western States 
pay; the $500,000, paid by Indiana contributes to 
“swell the return tide, ‘and that is in like manner ex- 
‘pended upon the Atlantic coast. 
‘For this yedson I say that the Atlantic States, in 
effect, pay nothing. 
“périodically between them and the treasury, per- 
‘forming a reliable and ‘almost constant circulation; 
‘while the toiling, adventurous West is deprived of 
all participation in the pecuniary benefits. resulting 
from the administration of the Government. ‘It is 
constitutional for us to pay everything; unconsti- 
tutional for us to receive anything. Constituting, as 
our people do, nearly one-third ofthis Union, we have 
been made pack-horses to hear the load of the whole, 
-and have been kept on “short allowance” at that. The 
inequality of the burdens imposed by a bad admin- 
istration of national affairs upon the State of Indiana 
has been, and is, tenfold greater than those of which 
South Carolina ever complained; and yetI feel a 
Just pride in saying, such has always been her 
“attachment to our free institutions, in all her broad 
“forests, her verdant prairies, and her populous 
towns, ‘that not one traitorous hand was ever found to 
raise the standard of “nullification; no demagogue 
to attract a passing crowd, to gasconade about 
“State sovereignty;” no patriot orator to talk grau- 
_diloquently of a “resort to original rights.’ That 
State has thus far abided her time, and will continue 
so to do. 

The second principle of “Democracy” is hard 
money; and this, with that of free trade, constitutes, 
as far as Ihave been able to learn, the whole afirm- 
ative creed of the party; the residue of it being a 
. more string of negatives. They are opposed to a 
United States bank—opposed to a State bank paper 
—opposed to extravagance in the national adminis- 
tration—opposed, in short, to everything that is of 
Whig origin—opposed to all but two political prin- 
ciples, and these are free trade and hard money. If 
they hold any other affirmative principle, ithas been 
my misfortune never to see or hear it published. 

Hard money! It is a very primitive idea for an 
“improvement party,” and one that, discarding all 

. the lessons of experience and all the conveniences of 
modernized society, carries us back by historical 
association to the pastoral age for examples in 
finance. A strange “progression” this, that with 
one bound leaps back over all civilization, and 
snatches from the darkest age of barbarism a light 
to guide the financial policy of the American Re- 
public! But how is this principlo to affect the 
country, if established in practice by the restoration 
of the “Democracy” to power? That the circula- 
ting medium of the country, composed of a mixed 
currency of bank paper and specie, is the represent- 
ative of the value of the property of the country, is 
a fact conceded by all parties; and that, in propor- 
tion to the increase of the circulation, prices rise, and 
in proportion to the decrease prices fall; or, in other 


words, if the standard of value decreases, everything || 


represented by it retrogrades in exact proportion. 


Hence it is, that, in the years 1836 and 1837, when | 
the circulation was inflated to double the present | 
amount, prices were double what they now are. | 
‘That inflation of circulation and consequent inflation ; 
of prices was caused by “Democratic policy, which | 


gave to us the State banks, and stimulated them to 
extravagant emissions of paper; but, no sooner was 
the object accomplished, than the popular prejudice 
which was awakened hy the appeals of demagogues 
against the United States Bank; and, not sated by 
its revels amid the ruins of the best currency ever 
given to a nation, turned like a hungry tiger upon 
these “little monsters,” and the leaders of the party 
were compelled to join in the attack, or be swept 
from the political world by the fury of that spirit 
which, for another purpose, they had invoked. They 
did join in the attack, and these currency bant- 
lings of theirs were denounced; theiir very fathers 
at first cast imputations upon their legitimacy, and 
ultimately threw offall disguises, and with bold profli- 
gacy declared them to be of Whig origin, and un- 
worthy of the countenance of the Democracy, 


The public revenue alternates. 
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his present means of paying them. 
not with tax-payers; it will operate in ruinous effect 
upon all classes of society, except the money-lenders; ` 
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Credit cannot “exist agains’ 
Credit of thése institutionis, by the ceaseless attacks of 
party Jéaders, was destroyed. They were com- 
pelled to contract their circulation one-half or more, 
and the country was ' deprived of ‘one-half its cur- 
rency; the representative of value was decreased, 
ptices felt in: proportion, and the people were rained. 


And now, to remedy the evils wrought by their ` 


hands, they offer to us this hard-money panacea as 
the only one left in their budget of nostrums. The 


mixed currency ‘of this country amounts to about - 
two hundred millions of dollars, of which eighty- ` 


séven. millions is. of gold and silver. For the pur- 
pose of illustrating the position which I shall as- 
sume, I will state the amount of gold and silver at 
$100,000,000, which is more favorable to the hard- 
money party. Under the present circulation, the 
real and personal property of the State of Indiana is 
assessed for purposes of taxation at $100,000,000, 
and upon cach hundred dollars’ worth a tax of thirty 
cents is levied. If the circulating medium were re- 
duced one-half, by striking fro it all bank paper, 
the property of that State, being represented by one- 
half less than at present, would sink in value to 
$50,060,000. But how would it affect the taxes? 
A given sum must be ‘collected, to raise whieh re- 
quires a tax of thirty cents upon each hundred dol- 
lars of the one hundred millions. Ifthe one hun- 
dréd millions be reduced to fifty millions, does it not 
follow that a tax of sixty cents upon each hundred 
dollars must be imposed to raise the sam required? 
Here, then, we have a remedy proposed, which, if 


adopted, will double the taxes patd by every citizen | 


of Indiana, and at the same time reduce one-half 
But it will stop 


and upon none more rigorously than the poor day- 
laborers. A policy that reduces in value one-half 
each farm, and all the produce raised upon it, in my 
State, will not except from its operation manual 
labor. This must also come down, to preserve the 
proportion between its value and that of property; 


and the ripening glories of “Democracy” are ‘only 


to become visible when the humble laborer shall 
return at night to a family begging bread, with 
twelve and a halfcents in his pocket—the reward 
ofa day’s hard toil! Such a doctrine may find ad- 
vocates among rich creditors, but hardly, I should 
apprehend, among the indebted class of society; 
and I know but little of the farming population of 
my State if they are ready and willing to aid in es- 
tablishing a policy that will compel them, by its 
process of reducing prices, to sell four hundred in- 
stead of two hundred bushels of wheat to raise the 
sum of one hundred dollars to pay adebt. The 
State of Indiana zow can neither pay her debt nor 


the interest upon it; and it is but a poor compliment | 


to her intelligence to suppose that she will be found 
acting with a party that proposes to double her in- 
debtedness by way of relief to herinability to pay! 

I have examined hastily, sir, the results of this 


| Democratic faith, if ever reduced to practice, upon 


the people and upon the interests of my State; and, 
as Indiana has uo national interests separate and 
distinct from those of her sisters of this great Con- 
federacy, the effect of these measures upon her is but 
an example of what it will be upon the whole Union. 

Henceforth, let there be no misunderstanding or 
confusion about principles or positions. Tt seems to 
be agreed, upon all sides, that the great parties are 
to meet each other in the coming struggle, and do 
battle for their principles. On the one side we have 


free trade and direct taxation; on the other, a tariff | 
Jor revenue and protection to American industry. | 


One party swears eternal hostility to all banks, and 
offers to the country hard money only; the other 
opposes to it anational bank to regulate the currency 
aud exchanges. One party proposes to reduce trade 
to the standard of currency; the other to increase 
the currency to meet the demands of trade. There 
is one measure besides, which the Whigs propose, 
that finds no antagonist principlein the Democratic 
party of an affirmative character. It is the distribu- 
tion of the proceeds of the public lands—a measure 
which, if adopted, would annually distribute to the 
States large sums of money arising from the sales 
of their own linds. The sums which ‘would be 


opular will; and the ` 
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‘thus thrown into the treasuries of the Various States 
would enable many ‘of them, without -a resort «to 


such onerous ‘taxation as now prevails, to:meeť their. 


liabilities with punctuality. ‘To this measure the 
“Democracy” are opposed, but offer nothing‘ ‘wera 
substitute. I know of no other clear ‘and welhde- 
fined principle advocated by éither ‘party; untess! it 
be the hackneyed one of “economy,” which’ is, nasd 
ever has been, proféssed by all politicians of every 
age and school; andif there be any otlierinthe 
“Democracy,” they would corifer infinite obligations 
by disclosing it'to the couiitry. 

Now, sir, I have said all that I desired to day"by 
way of counter-attack upon the measures, prin ip 
and policy of the minority of this House. I dé fet 
frequently obtrude my counsel upon the House 


should not have addressed it to-day, but ME 


“spirit was moved” by the fierce assaults whith ‘the 
gentleman from South Carolina thought it proper to 
make upon that party with which I have ‘always 
acted. And this, Mr. Chairman, is perhaps thé lst 
time that my voice will ever be heard within the 
walls of this Capitol, speaking to my constituents “or 
the nation the language òf advice or wainitig. “Sitite 
I have, been here I have not sought to giatify iy 
desire for display; but rather, like the’ “géntiéihan 
from Vermont, [Mr. Marrocxs,] have played “Ure 
part of a good listener to the speeches of. others;"tnd, 
by submitting patiently to what,in many instatit 
has been rather an “afflicting dispensation,” T “give 
itasan opinion that I have richly earned my“ 
dollars per day. Still I have endeavored, by an“uh- 
yielding devotion to the great principles whith I 
have ever advocated, to deserve at least the comnitnd- 
ation of that constituency through whose geénerdtts 
confidence I became a Representative. 

And now, when about to retire from all participa- 
tion in the legislation of the country, (as retire Į 
shall, and surrender my trust to the power from 
which it emanated,) I cannot but be moved by the 
contemplation of the future condition, as it is to be 
affected by legislation here, of those from whom I 
have received unvar ying demonstrations of kindness 
and favor. I disdain all affectation of philanthropy 
nor do I arrogate to myself more than an ordinary 


j share; but with others of my party I can and do feel 


for the misfortunes of my fellow-men. The time ‘is 


not now, when I can look with the cold practised 


vision of the stoic, unconcerned, upon such testimo- 
nials as everywhere surround us, of deep, pervading, 


hopeless distress; and when a line of national policy . 


is proposed for adoption which is to increase these 
testimonials and adds to this distress, I should be 
recreant to all duty to return to my ‘constituents 
without first raising my voice here in warning’ and 
remonstrance. l 
Free trade! direct taxation! and hard money! 
To the “Democracy” here I say, You may, by ongof 
the many accidents incident to a political campaign, 
succeed in establishing this faith in practice; but 
success will be the signal for revolution. The beg- 
gary of the subjectis the security which the tyrant 


| -has of obedierfce to that will by which he is fed; but 


the free-born citizens of this Republic know that the 
Government itself is but an emanation from their 


| will; and, with a scrutinizing intelligence, they watch 


the influence of its administration upon their inter- 
ests. They will endure much—suffer more; but F 
warn you, push not their forbearance too far, or the 
time may come when the toiling millions, impatient 
of the hard condition to which you would reduce 
them, will rebel against the power that oppresses, 
and, in all the majesty of frenzied despair, rush to 
the rescue of those rights which you would wantonly 
wrest from them; and if that shall ever come, happy 
will it be if their pathway be not reeking with. fra- 
ternal blood, and strewn with the fragments of your 
glorious Republic. 


Free trade, direct taxation, and hard money, are 
emblazoned upon your banner; and, if you'shame not 
of it, meet us in the field with it atthe head of your 
columns in 1844, Our ensign stands where it has 
always stood—upon the battlements of the Constitu- 
tion;.and upon. its folds -are inscribed. in bold; clear 
chatacters, Protection to American industry; sound 
national currency, and the distribution ofthe: pro- 
ceeds of the public lands, 
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“REMARKS OF MR. LEVY, 
oe | OF FLORIDA, , 
hutte House o Representatives, Feb. 11, 1843— On 
. abe: claim of intiabitants.of West Florida for in- 


:gemhity. under the 9th article of the treaty of : 


"-4819;{between Spain and the United States. 
“My. Speaker: I will endeavor, with as much 
brevity and directness as possible, to present to the 


donsidération of the House the views I entertain . 
I hope to be able to satisfy'the . 


respecting this. bill. 
minds of those who will favor me with their atten- 
tion, that there is nothing in the grounds taken 
against its passage, by the gentleman from Massa- 
éltusetis, [Mr. Apams,] which ought to prejudice 
its “success, I shalleven hope that the mind of the 
gentleman himselt, upon a review of those grounds, 
may yield to thestrong claims which the case pro- 
¥ided- for in this bill presents upon the justice and 
good faith of the nation. 
. The objections urged by the gentleman rested 
jipon two. principal grounds—to wit: 1. That the 
bill, as reported, would be inefficient of the object 
itcontemplates; and, 2. That the claims it relates 
to'were not intended to be provided for by the trea- 
ty between Spàin and the United States. 
= ¥ushall endeavor to reply to these objecttons; 
‘dnd: will then take the occasion to add some fur- 
ther-dbservations to the reply formerly made to the 
-remarks of the:gentleman from Ohio, respecting 
` hisproposed amendment, with the view of show- 
img that:he has. entirely erred in his assertions as 
to‘the. practice of this Government upon questions 
affecting the rfghts of property in slaves. 
The first objection of the gentleman from Måssa- 
chusetts isto the phraseology of the bill. Now, 
sir, is this—if even well founded—a justifiable rea- 
son for laying the bill on the table, as proposed by 
the motion ofthe gentleman? If there be merit in 
the claims of the persons designed to be provided 
for by it, does it comport. with the justice of this 
House, and the honor of the nation, to refuse any 
action at all, because the form of the bill does not 
comprehend all the relief which is intended to be 
ranted? If the bill is defective in its phraseology, 
it is the faultof its draughtsman, not of the claim- 
ants; andit is inthe power ofthe House to amend 
br remodel'it at pleasure. It would be monstrous 
to refuse that justice which has already been too 
long delayed, for the reason of supposed verbal 
inaccuracies in the form ofa bill, the shape of which 
is entirely subject to the control of the legislative 
will., But although the billis, perhaps, loosely pre- 
pared, I shall be quite content to take it as it 
‘stands. It is the reason of a law—the purpose of 
its passage—the intention of the Legislature, which 
controls its construction, even against its literal im- 
ort; and. J should have no fear whatever that the 
bill, if itbecomes a law, would beso construed by 
any intelligent Secretary of the Treasury, as to 
render it fully effective of its palpable purpose, I 
repeat, sir, Į am content to take it as it is; and if 1, 
who advocate the measure it embodies, am satis- 
fied, surely those who are opposed may very well 
forego objection upon this score. If there be no 
other objection, give me the bill, and let us test its 
sufficiency. 

The next, and the important objection of the gen- 
tleman, was, that the claims referred to by the bill 
were not designed to be comprehended in the pro- 
visions of the treaty for indemnity; and, in support 
of this position, (which the gentleman stated he knew 
to be the fact, having negotiated the treaty,) he re- 
ferred to a former report made from the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs by Mr. Archer, and to the 
rejection of the claims by Mr. Crawford upon the 
same ground. 

Now, sir, so far as the report of a former Con- 
gtess may weigh, I propose to meet the one adverse 
report, from which the gentleman read, by exhibiting 
more than one favorable report, made to the House. 
The first and full report, made prior to that refer- 
redto, and subsequent to the rejection of the claims 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, emanated 


e 


from‘s source challenging the respect and confi- | 
dence of this House. It proceeded from a gentle- . 


man whose ability as a statesman and jurist was 
long acknowledged in these halls, and who is even 
now filling a high and distinguished place in the 
service of the country—I allude, sir, to Mr. Everett 


of Massachusetts, then a member of this House, : 
Well, sir, Mr. ! 


and now minister to England. y , 
Everett, and the Committee on Foreign Affairs, to 


which hé belonged, reported directly in favor of the | 
claims provided for in this bill, after aa full review - 


‘of the subject,‘and of the grounds upon which the 


objection to them rested. ; 

‘{Mr. Levy here read extracts from the report.] 

‘Then, again, sir, we have theable and elaborate 
report of the Committee onthe Territories of the 
26th Congress, made by a gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Moraan,] still a member of this House, 
in Support of these claims, accompanied by a bill, of 
which the presentis aliteral copy. And we have now 
the report of acommittee of the present Congress 
in favor of them, and upon whose report the bill 
under consideration has progresséd thus far. Here 
then, sir, we have the weight of three reports of 
different Congresses in favor of these claims to 
balance against the one adverse report to which the 
gentleman has referred. The weight of reports, 
then, so far as that is of consequence, is clearly 
with the claimants. 

The nextitem depended upon by the gentleman 
as a conclusion against the claim, was the decision 
of the Secretary of the Treasury against their va- 
lidity under the treaty. ý 

Now, sir, tbe decisions upon this point have 
been diverse. In the first place, the people of 
Florida regarded them as having been provided 
for; and presentéd them, under this belief,to the 
judge of West Florida. Here, then, was the popu- 
lar understanding and conclusion. The judge of 
West Florida received and adjudicated them, as 
comprehended by the ninth article of the treaty, 
and provided. for by the act of 1823 for carrying 
that actintoefféct. Here was thejudicial decision 
upon the question. The Secretary of the Treas- 
ury decided. that they were not so compre- 
kended. This was the political decision. The 
claimants appealed from the decision of the Sec- 
retary to Cangress. And, as I shall show at a 
future stage of the argument, the decision of Con- 
gress, as exhibited in the actof 1834, was against 
the Secretary, upon the principles of his decision, 
although these claims of 1814 were not provided 
for in that act. Here, then, wasthe legislative de- 
cision. With the popular, the judicial, and the 
legislative constructions of the treaty in favor ofthe 
claimants, isthe adverse political decision of the 
Secretary to be conclusive against them? I call 
it the polilical decision, because itis stated in one 
of the reports to have been the result of Cabinet 
advisement. Now, when it is considered that this 
was the decision of a quasi interested Executive, 
construing a treaty ofits own negotiation in a man- 
ner most favorable to itsown claims upon thethanks 
of the country for obtaining, by its diplomacy, great 
advantages at little cost, I respectfully submit 
whether its weight ought to be regarded as conclu- 
sive, or even equal to the popular, the judicial, 
and as ] expect to prove, the legislative construction 
of the article involved. 


Without stopping to discuss at present what 1 
conceive to be the error of the argument in the re- 
port of the 21st Congress against these claims, l 
will proceed at once to present to the considera- 
tion of the House the views which have satisfied 
my own mindasto the obligation of the Government 
to award the indemnity claimed by the sufferers of 
West Florida in 1814. 


The first, and, to my mind, sufficiently decisive 
proposition, I shall present, is, that the claim of the 
inhabitants of West Florida is a good one, without 
reference to any treaty stipulation, but considered 
separately, upon its own merits, and that the Uni- 
ted States Government is bound by every establish- 
ed principle of national law and natural equity 
torecognise and discharge it as a debt. 

If the same damages had been done within the 
limits of our own boundary to the private property 
of our own citizens, by an army in the service of 
the country, there would have been no hesitation 
onthe part of the Federal Government to indem- 
nify the sufferers. The duty has been recognised, 
in practice, by the acts of 1816 and 1818, and the 
innumerable. private acts since thens providing in- 
demnification for private property used or destroy- 
ed during the late war bythe American army. In 
a single volume of the laws, which I have near me, 
(vol.9,) there are no less than fifty private bills of 
this description. Now, if the obligation be admit- 
ted in the case of injury to the private property of 
the citizens of our own Government, who are com- 
ponent members of the social compact, and sharing 
in the benefits of the Government and in the fruits of 
its military achievements, how infinitely stronger is 
the obligation in the case of such injury to the 
citizensof a foreign and friendly power—the peace- 
able inhabitants of neutral territory. But the duty 
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and the obligation are expressly defined and estab- 
lished, in cases such as this now presented, ‘by 
writers upon national Jaw. Ei Si 

What is the case? Pending a public war between 
ihe United States and Great Britain, a fleet of one 
of the belligerents sails into a harbor of a neutral 
province, and-seizing upon a fort at ils entrance, 
designs to employ the harbor for sheller and 're- 
cruital in the prosecution of hostilities. A com- 
mander of the other belligerent marches by land 
with a large army, consisting of three thousand 
men—one-third of whom were savages, known to'be 
difficult, and, indeed, incapable of restraint—en- 
tirely through the dominions of the neutral, without 
stopping to ask admission or passage, attacks and 
captures a city of the neutral, dislodges the enemy 
from the harbor, and afierwards, releasing the city, 
retires. In the course of the march toand fro, in 
the country of the neutral, ravages upon the private 
propery of the peaceable peasants, and other in 

abitants of it, are committed. Provisions are 
taken for the use of the army, or wantonly destroy- 
ed; and the loss of other property, consisting’ of 
slaves, &c., occasioned to the owners. 

Now, what is the law of nations applicable to the 
case? lt must be remembered that no nation has 
the right to march ab army within the territorial 
limits of a friendly or neutral power, without ex~ 

ress permission of the sovereign. In certain cases, 

owever, of actual or supposed necessity, it is justi- 
fied; but with restrictions, and under obligations ex- 
pressly defined. The law of nations, as laid down 
by Vattel, and applicable to the case, is to be found 
in the following passage: 

“Extreme necessity may even authorize the temporary Beige 
ure ofa neutral town, and the puiting a garrison therein, with 
a view to cover ourselves from the enemy; or to prevent ihe 
execution of lis designs against that town, when the sovereign 
is notable to defend. But when the danger is over, we must 
immedia ely restore the place. and pay all the charges, incon- 
veniences, and damages which we have occasioned by seizing 
1t.'—Book 3, chap. vil, scetion 121. 

The obligation is here clearly stated to pay all 
the damages occasioned. 

Now, let the necessity tor the march of the Amer- 
ican army into Florida be admitted: I seek not to 
dispute it, Yet that necessity grew not out of the 
hostile disposition of the neutral province, but re- 
sulted from ils weakness, and inability to prevent 
the lodgment of the British force at Pensacola. 
This fact will be established by reference to vol. 7, 
p. 11, of Niles’s Register, where it will be found re- 
corded that the British applied to the Governor of 
Cuba for permission to rendezvous at Pensacola, 
and Jand troops; which permission was perempto- 
rily refused, and a packet despatched to Pensacola, 
with orders to the Governor “to repel the landing 
of British troops in that province, with all the force 
under his control.” But what could the inconsider- 
able military strength of a small provincial town, 
upon peace establishment, do in repelling from its 
harbor seven frigates, with an army on board? 
Where, then, is the excuse for refusing the dis- 
charge of an obligation so clearly imposed by the 
laws of nations? ‘ 

But are not the plain dictates ‘of equity equally 
imperative? Why should the innocent inhabit- 
ants of a foreign territory be made to bear any 
part of the cost of an invasion undertaken for 
your own advantage, without fault on their part? 
For it is not pretended they took any hostile part 
against the United States; and surely the weak- 
ness of their Government attached no fault to 
them. À § 

But suppose, however, even that the invasion of ~ 
West Florida was a legitimate act of war against 
the Spanish Government, and was subject only to 
the rules and principles governing a state of public 
war:—still he private property of its inhabitants 
was not legitimate subject of capture or destruction 
on land; the more especially as the inhabitants of 
Florida were non-combatants. No principle is bet- 
ter settled, in the practice of civilized nations, than 
that, by the laws and usages of war, the private 
property of the citizens shali not be taken or de- 
stroyed, without indemnity being made. This 
principle is vouched in our own practice, and has 
been distinelly asserted by the American Govern- 
ment. It will be found in the instructions of Mr. 
Monroe (then Secretary of State) to the American 
plenipotentiaries at Gottenburg, dated January 28, 
1814; (see Waits State Papers, vol..9;)and again in 
the diplomatic correspondence of the gentleman 
from. Massachusetts himself, while Minister: to 
Great Britain, on two occasions, to wit: in his letter 
of August 22, 1815, to Mr, Monroe; and of Feb- 


AT2 


ruary 17,1816, to Lord Castlereagh. [Mr. L, read 
extracts from these several letters.] 

And here occurs the proper occasion to point to 
the error in the argument of the adverse report of 
the twenty-first Congress, - That argument rests 
upon. the ground that the invasion was a justifiable 
act.. Whatlegitimately follows? That the Spanish 

‘nation. would have no rightful claim for damages 
to public property, or for the violation of her territo- 
tial-sanctity. But the fault of the report is, that it 
earries its conclusion still further, and denies to the 
inkabitants indemnity for damages to private prop- 
erly; a right which they would possess by the usages 
of civilized nations, even in the case of open public 
war. 

Regarded, then, in any point of view, the inhab- 
dtants of West Florida had, at the date of the de- 
struction or capture of their property, a perfect, in- 
dubitable, and valid right to indemnity from this 
Government. Has their claim to this indemnity 
been cancelled? Certainly not by payment; and, 
with equal certainty, not by the relinquishment of 
the losers; for they have never ceased to demand 
the due indemnity. Has it been renounced? Show 
‘me where. By the treaty? Sir, the very same con- 
struction ofthe terms of the 9th article, which is 
necessary to establish the renunciation of the 
claims of the Spanish Government to indemnity 
for the violation of her territorial domain, is un- 
avoidably decisive of the agreement by this Gov- 
ernment to indemnify the Spanish inhabitants for 
the injuries they suffered. 


But can it be ‘possible that the claim would have 
been renounced—nay, would have been permitted 
by this Government to be renounced, without in- 
demnification? It is undeniable, that, up to the 
date of the treaty, the individual sutferers by the 
invasion of West Florida had a valid and subsisting 
claim to indemnity. Had they continued Spanish 
subjects, they would have had the right to demand 
of their Government the assertion and enforcement 
of their claim against the United States. This 
Government would have been compelled to recog- 
nise and discharge the obligation to indemnify 
them: yes, sir, compelled—not by the physical 
force of the Spanish nation, (which, it is well 
known, would have been incompetent;) but by that 
moral force winch the obligations of justice, and 
the established rules of international Jaw, as ree- 
ognised and existing among the civilized communi- 
ties of the earth, exert over each nation. Now, 
sir, would it have suited the pride, the generosity, 
the dignity, and morality of this great nation, to 
have treated with Spain’ for the unqualified can- 
celment of debts due to private indivicuals, when, 
by the same instrament, the allegiance of those in- 
dividuals was to be transferred, and thus all possi- 
bility of justice withdrawn from them? If it was a 
good debt, Spain, in relinquishing it, of course, TE- 
eeived consideration; and thus we will have been 
a party to a eruel wrong, by permitting her to rab 
the people she was about totransfer, al the very mo- 
ment they were becoming, and by the very instru- 
ment which made them, citizens of the United 
States. No, sir: it cannot be that this Government 
designed to inflict upon these people so great a 
wrong. If the claim has been renounced, that re- 
nunciation must have been coupled with a provis- 
jon for the indemnification of the individual safer- 
ers. No other supposition would be consistent with 
the magnanimity and justice of the nation; and no 
other construction, as I before said, is possible to be 

iven to the clause of the treaty. i it has not 

een renounced, then the debt remains still binding; 
and itis incumbent on you, as I humbly conceive, 
since the claimants have become incorporated with 
you as yourown citizens, to do, as an act of free 
duty and grace, what, if they had remained sub- 
ject to Spain, you would have done, upon the de- 
mand of that Government, as an obligation of jus- 
tice. The purchase of the country, and transfer of 
their political obiigations, should” work no injury 
to their private rights, es 

Bat I propose to show now, sir, that these claims 
for the losses of I8l4 were, in fact, provided for 
by the treaty; that snch is the fair construction of 
the ninth article of that treaty; that, whatever may 
have been the understanding or design of the nego- 
tiators, the words in which they have expressed 
their intention ineontrovertibly estabiish the right 


of the inhabitants of West Florida to the relief pro- 
vided in this act. 

The distinguished negotiator of the treaty on the 
American side (Mr. Apams] represents, in his 
place here, that it was not intended to include these 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 
Claim of inhabitants of West Florida—Mr. Levy. 


27ra Cone--.3p SESS. f 
-a t E 


claims in the provision made in the treaty for in- 
demnity, which provision was designed tọ apply 
only to the damages occasioned by the operations 
of the American army in West Florida in 1818; 
and that those of 1814 did not enter into the.con- 
templation of ihe negotiators at all, 

I readily, upon the assertion of the gentleman, 


concede that such is a correct representation of his. 


understanding and intentions at the time of the 
treaty. But J must be allowed to offset this under- 
standing of the American negotiator, by the con- 
trary understanding of the Spanish negotiator. 
De Onis published a work shortly afier his return 
to Spain, in which he gives a sketch of the condi- 
tion of the relations between Spain and the United 
States, and of the history and result of his recent 
negotiations, which ended in the treaty not then 
ratified by Spain. in theenumeration of the causes 
of difference between the two nations, which his 
negotiation was designed to settle, he says: 

“To these public acts of aggression and violence were after- 
wards added General Jackson’s march through West Florida, 
with the troops under his command, and his entrance into Pen- 
sacola, to drive from that place ee few English who had landed 
there; and the march of anotler body of American treops into 
East Florida, to assist a party of revolters, who, from the 
United States themselves, were endeavoring to excite disorder 
1n that province. I protested, in the name of the King, against 
all and each of these excesses: but the cabinet at Washington 
refused to reply to me, and inflexibly adhered to their system 
of policy.” 

The title of the book from which this extract is 
made, is “Memoir upon the Negotiations between 
Spain and the United States of America, which 
led to the Treaty of 1819.” 

Thus it will be seen, that, according to the wn- 
derstanding of De Onis, the damage occasioned 
by the invasion of 1814 was one of the very grounds 
of difference intended to be arranged by the nego- 
tiation be conducted. 

‘This difference in the understanding of the two 
negotiaturs might naturally exist, without the 
slightest impulation upon the integrity or accu- 
racy of either; and without injury, too, to the rights 
of the claimants. It is perieetly explicable. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts was not in 
the United States when the invasion of West 
Florida, in 1814, occurred. He was at that date 
in Europe, as one of the commissioners for nego- 
tiating a peace with Great Britain. His mind and 
feelings were naturally absorbed with the great 
mission he was upon, and which, about that time, 
was reaching the point of happy consummation. 
The invasion of West Florida was not likely to 
strike his attention at such atime; and when he 
did hear of it, it was in connexion with the ever- 
memorable victory of New Orleans, among the 
preliminary incidents of which the incursion into 
Florida formed but an item. No wonder that the 
invasion of Florida, overshadowed and lost sight 
of in the greatness of the final event with which 
it was connected, failed, under the existing circum- 
stances, to impress itself upon tbe mind of the 
gentleman atthe time of its occurrence; and there 
were reasons why it may well have failed to at- 
tract his attention during the negotiation. His 
mind was given to what constituted the really 
great objects of the negotiation, and upon which 
his diplomatic powers were about being exercised. 
The boundary line west of the Mississippi—the 
acquisition of the Floridas—the undisputed title to 
the extensive and valuable country between the 
Perdido and Mississippi rivers;—these were the 
great topics of the negotiation. The subject of 
Spanish claims was despatched in a few sentences 
of an immensely voluminous correspondence. 

On the other hand, there was every reason why 
the Spanish minister should have had his attention 
fixed upon the subject of these losses. Reduced by 
the superior genius and diplomacy of his antagon- 
int, he was consenting to almost every demand of the 
American Government. The western boundary— 
the Floridas—the payment of the claims of Ameri- 
ean vitizens—all were being yielded. And what 
was he receiving, by which to save even the appear- 
ance of reciprocity, and to justify himself at home? 
The small and only stipulation in favor of the in- 
habitants of Florida. No wonder, then, that, upon 
his part, he should have looked with interest and 
anxiety lo this matter of the claims for indemnity, 
To him, it was all important; and therefore dwelt 
upon during the nogotiation, and treasured after it, 
‘To the American Government, it was a trifle; and 
therefore not heeded in the negotiation, and, it 
would seem, not remembered after it. 

Bat itis a matter of indifference what may be the 
variant understanding or recollection of the two 
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negotiators. The meaning of the treaty is to be 
gathered from its own words and context. It isto 
the instrument itself, and not to its negotiators, that 
we are required to look for the intention and stipu- 
lations of the parties to it. This has been ace 
knowledged by the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
in commenting upon a letter from Earl Bathurst 
to him, in 1815, respecting the meaning of the Ist 
article of the treaty of Ghent. 

Look, then, to the treaty. The clause is as fol- 
ows: 


IN SPANISH. IN ENGLISH. 

“Las altas partes contratan-}| “And the high contracting 
tes renuncian reciprocamente} parties. respectively, renounce 
todos sus derechos a indemni-jall claim to indemnities for any 
zaciones por qualquiera de losiof the recent events or transac- 
ultimos aconticimientos y tran-|tions of their respective com- 
sacciones de sus respectivos{mandera and officers in the 
comandantes y oficiales en las/Floridas. 
Fioridas. “The United States will cause 

“Y los Estados Unidos satis-|sarisfaction to be made for the 
faran los perjuicios, si los hu-jinjuries, ifany, which, by pro- 
biese habido, que los habitantes|cess of law, shall be established 
y oficiales Espanoles justifi ito have been suffered by the 
quen legalmente haber sufri [Spanish officers, and individual 
do por las operaciones del ex-}Spanish inhabitants, by the late 
ercito Americano en ellas.” operations of the Atmerican.ar- 
my in Florida. 

Nothing can be more evident—looking to the 
English version alone—than that the stipulation to 
pay for the injuries suffered by individuals in their 
property, was co-extensive with the renunciation; 
that, if the renunciation on the part of Spain ex- 
tended to each of the three invasions; the stipula- 
tion, on the part of the United States, to make in- 
demnity to individual private sufferers, extended 
also to each of them. If the stipulation to pay ap- 
plied only to the last invasion—that of 1818; then, 
also, the renunciation applied only tothat, and the 
United States remain liable to the claim for. those 
indemnities, Taking either horn of the dilemma, 
the result is the same. But if there is even doubt, 
the Government should not hesitate as to its course. 
The high and sensitive impulses of national honor 
will not brook even suspicion of wrong. The ve 
shadow of dishonor should be spurned. It should 
be sufficient that there is even a doubt as to the 
tight to deny indemnity to these claimants, to en- 
sure the passage of this bill. The faith of treaties 
is too sacred an obligation to be trifled with by a 
people professing a place in the ranks of moral and 
civilized nations. z 


But if the English version of the treaty admits of 
doubt in its construction, the Spanish does not, 
There the word “late,” found in the English ver- 
sion, and upon which the decision of the Secretary 
of the Treasury turned, has no correspondent word 
in the Spanishwersion. There is nothing which. 
can limit its sense to the last invasion; but, on the 
contrary, the descriptive terms are all in the plu- 
ral—showing that the allusion was to all the opera- 
tions, and to both the Floridas. No one will deny, 
after a critical examination of the Spanish version 
that the losses of 1814, as well as those of 1812 an 
1818, are meant to be provided for. 

Now, then, by which of these versions are we to 
be governed? Fortunately, the Supreme Court of 
the United States has furnished the answer. Ina 
case in which a similar difference in the phraseolo- 
gy of the Spanish and English versions of the 8th 
article of the same treaty was discovered, the court 
thus comments: 


“The original treaty has been examined in the Department of 
State. It is executed as an original, and headed “original”? in 
both languages. It cansot have escaped our attention that it 
relates to the territory ceded, the boundaries between those two 
Governments, the mutual rennnciations, and the rights of the 
inhabitants of the ceded territories. There is an obvious reason 
for its being in Spanish, as weil as in English. The King hada 
direct interest, as far ag affected his own dominions adjoining 
the United States, and a laudable desire to protect the inhabit. 
ants of the ceced provinces in all their rights and property.” — 
U. S. ts. Arredondo, 6 Peters’s R. 736. 

Again: “His miniater was not. willingto trast soimportanta 
inatter to @ treaty only in the English language. The present situ- 
ation of tie holders of the grante, the state of the country, the 
opinion of this court in toster vs. Nelson, and the argument in 
this cause, show the wisdom and justice which prompted him to 
ex press the intention of the Kiag in his own language, and that of 
his subjects. Similar, or equally good, reasons may have inm 
duced the ministers of this Government to have theptreat! 
drawn in its language; and thus, considering the treaty In bot 
languages, and each (as is declared at its head) ‘original,’ the 
one version neither controls, nor is to be. preferred to, the 
other; each expresses the meaning of the contracting parties, 
respectively, in their own language; as, in the opinion of each, 
expressing and declaring the intention of both.”—Jd. 737. . 

“The Spanish version was in his (the Spanish monarch’s) 
words, and expressed his intentions; and, though the American 
version showed the intention of this Government to be different, 
we cannot adapt it asthe rule by whieh to decide what was 
granted, what excepted, and what reserved. The rales of Jaw. 
are too clear to be mistaken, and too imperative to be disregard- 
ed by this court.”—J2, 741, : 
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‘ell, then, the clause referred to on the present 
occasion expressed what was excepted and reserved 
by Spain from the preceding renunciation, It is 
connected with the clause of renunciation by the 
conjunction y, [and,] and forms a part of it. It is 
by ‘the ‘Spanish version, then, and the Spanish 
version alone, by which we must decide what was 
ititénded. It is the intention and understanding 
of the Spanish Government which is to-rule. That 
intention is testified to by De Onis, who expressly 
enumerates the losses of 1814 as among those 
causes of difference comprehended in the negotia- 
tion, and inevitably results from the legitimate con- 
struction of the clause. 

But Iwill go further, and proceed to show that 
the-whole history of the negotiation justifies the 
opinion that the losses of 1814, as well as those of 
1818, were contemplated by the Spanish Government 
to be provided for in the treaty. I design to show 
that from the commencement of the negotiation, 
the losses of 1814 were intended to be com prehend- 
ed; that they were considered to have been so in- 
cluded at the time by De Onis, who wrote (pending 
the negotiation) to Pensacola fora statement of the 
losses; that the invasion and losses of 1818 did not 
oceur until after the article had been substantially 
agreed upon, though not reduced to form; and that 
this construction of the treaty has been expressly 
recognised by the legislation of Congress as the true 
one. : 

The first projet of a treaty was submitted at Mad- 
rid, by the Spanish cabinet, to Mr. Irving, the 
American minister to that court, in a communi- 
cation from Mr. Pizarro, dated August 17, 1817, 
only two and a half years subsequent to the inva- 
sion of West Florida. And it may as well here 
be mentioned, as worthy to be borne in mind, that 
the movements between the two nations fora set- 
tlement of the existing causes of difference by treaty 
commenced in the early part of the year 1816, but 
little more than a year after the occurrences in that 
province. In the very first general conference 
which took place between Mr. Irving and the Spau- 
ish cabinet minister, the invasion of West Florida, 
and the damages occasioned by it, were dwelt upon 
as one of the causes of complaint and difference. 
The particulars of this conference will be found 
detailed in an official communication from Mr. Ir- 
ving to the Secretary of State, on file in the State 
Department, but never printed. The very first 
article in the first projet before referred to, has ref- 
erence to this subject of indemnification, and is as 
follows: ; 

“Ist, His Catholic Majesty and the United States, carrying 
inte effect the convention which is pending since the year 1502, 
oblige themselves to the reciprocal indemnification of the Joss- 
es, injuries, and prejudices produced to the Government or sub- 
jects of either country, in consequence of excesses committed 
by individuals of either nation, against the Jaw of nations, or the 
existing treaty; comprehending in this reciprocal obligation, not 
only the epoch to which the said convention of 1802 refers, but 
aladindemnities for posterior excesses o! the same kind, com- 
mitted by individnals of either nation, from such epoch till the 
day in ‘which the present convention shall be settled and 
signed.” 

This proposition was virtually for the extension 
of the convention of 1802 to all posterior excesses 
of a similar kind to those for which indemnifica- 
tion was provided by that couvention. And what 
were the claims provided for by that convention? 
They are described in the 3d article as follows: 

‘All claims, as well by the subjects of his Catholic Majesty, 
az by the citizens of the United States of America, who may 
havea right to demand compensation for the losses, damages, or 
injuries, sustained by them in consequence of the excesses com- 
mitted by Spanish subjects, or American citizens,” 

Nothing can be more clearthan that the losses 
suffered by the inhabitants of West Florida, in con- 
sequence of the excesses committed by the American 
army, were comprehended in the description of 
eases for which indemnity was proposed by the 
Spanish cabinet in this first projet. : 

The negotiation was then transferred to Wash- 
ington. And I propose to follow the course of it, 
sofar as the subject of indemnities was concerned. 

The first reference to the subject is in the letter 
of Mr. Adams to De Onis, dated January 6, 1818, 
in which he proposes, among other things, the fol- 
lowing: 

“The claims of indemnities for spoliations, whether Spanish 
ot French, within Spanish jurisdiction, and for the suppression 
of the depositeat New Orleans, to be arbitrated and settled by 
commissioners, in the munner agreed upon in the unratified 
convention of 1802.7? 

“In a letter dated January 24, De Onis thus re- 
plies: 

-“Tnow proceed to state the most obvious and essential diffi- 
eutties which render your three. proposals for the settlementof 
indemnities inadmissible, Lobserve that, in speaking of them, 
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you only mention the indemnity for spoliations suffered by 
American citizens, and omit that which is equally-due to Span- 
iards for spoltations committed on them by the citizens and aù- 
thorities of this republic, in violation of the law of nations and 
the existing treaty.” 


And, in a subsequent part of the letter, proposes 
as follows: 


“His Catholic Majesty to ratify the convention of 1802, and 
both Governments to abide by the decision of the joint commis- 
sion on the question of indemnities, classing as such those 
which regard American citizens, and the Crown and subjects 
of his Catholic Majesty, for.spoliations reciprocally committed 
to the period of the said convention, and thereafter, to the date 
of the confirmation of the adjustment by the joint commis- 
sion. 


And, ina letter of the 10th February, adds further: 


“The question of indemnities can be atteuded with no diffi- 
culty. The Spanish Government has always been willing to | 
give due satisfaction for the losses and injuries sustained by cit- | 
izens of this republic, and committed by Spaniards, contrary to 
the law of nations and the existing treaty; but it cannot relin- 
quish itsclaim to comprehend, in like manner, 1n the adjust- 
ment of those losses and injuries, such as have been committed 
by citizens and anthorities of this republic en the Crown and 
subjects of Spain,in violation of the same right and treaty. 
Your Government, sensible of the justice of this demand, can- 
not fail to accede to it.” 

On the 12th of March, Mr. Adams replies in the 
{cllowingierms: 

“With regard tothe third of the subjects of difference be- 
tween Spain and the United States that remain to be adjusted, 
the claims of indemnification for injuries, losses, and damages 
suffered by American citizens from Spanish authorities and 
subjects, and within Spanish jurisdiction, I flatter myself, from 
the tenor of your note, devoted particularly tothe consideration 
of this point, that jt is not absolutely ur/susceptible of being 
brought toa favorable issue. You express the willingness of 
your Government to resume the unratified convention of 1802, | 
and to extend its stipulation to the cases of complaint of asimi- 
lar character to those provided for init, which have since that 
time accrued. Itis undoubtedly the intention of this Govern- | 
mentthat its engagements should be reciprocal; and, if this | 
was not expreasly declared in my note of the 16th of January, it 
was merely because the President was not aware that any such 
claims of Spanish subjects for indemnities from the American 
Government were in existence. Iam authorized to assure you 
that there will be no difficalty in including any such as may ex- 
ist in the convention, and in making the United States answer- 
able for all indemnities which may be justly due by them.” 

Here the matter rested. The principles of the 
convention of 1802, which was proposed by Mr. 
Pizarro, in the first instance, as the basis of the | 
clause on indemnities, were adopted by De Onis 
and Mr. Adams, with a reciprocal extension of its 
application down to the date at which they were 
treating. No further reference was made to the 

ubject of indemnities, until long afterwards, when 
the treaty was being thrown into form. Now, all 
this had transpired prior to the invasion of Florida 
in 1818, which, it is alleged, was the only matter 
of damage referred to in the negotiation. The in- 
vasion of 1814 had oecurved but shortly before the 
negotiation opened. It had been referred to as one 
of the subjects of complaint, in the first confer- 
ence between Mr. Pizarro and Mr. Irving. It was | 
stated by De Onis, in his memoir before referred | 
to, as one of the differences requiring adjustment | 
f 


by a treaty, These circumsiances strongly prove 
that at the time the subject of indemnities was 
discussed and substantially concluded upon, the in- | 
juries intended to be provided for were those | 
which had occurred prior to the invasion of 1818; | 
to wit—that of West Florida in 1814, provided for | 
in the bill now under consideration; and those of | 
East Florida in 1812 and 1813, provided for by the 
act of 1834. This conclusion is rendered certain 
by the circumstance, that directly after the occur- | 
rence of the invasion of 1814, De Onis had ad- 
dressed to the Secretary of State an oficial pro- 
test against it, and a demand for satisfaction; which 
shows that when he opened the negotiation, the 
subject musthave been impressed upon hismind;and | 
by the further circumstance, that, during the 
negotiation, he wrote to the Governors of East and 
West Florida for an official statement of the losses 
suffered by the inhabitants in consequence of the 
invasions of 1812 and 1814; showing thus that he 
regarded themas comprehended among the sub- 
jects of the pending negotiation. The protest and 
reclamation on account of the invasion of 1814 | 
was under date of the 16th December, 1814. It 
bas never been printed or made public, nor does 
jt even seem to have been translated. I found it | 
in the State Department, in a volume of original | 
letters, after a troublesome search. 

Afier the subject of indemnities had been thus | 
disposed of, and the correspondence had continued | 
jn relation to boundaries and the French spolia- 
tions, the invasion of Florida in 1818 by Jackson, 
and other circumstances of disagreement, caused 
a suspension of the negotiation at Washington. 
When it was again resumed, the proposed cession 
of extensive territories, and the arrangement of | 


boundaries, led'to. a proposition for a mutual renun- 


-ciation of claims. The interposition of M. Hyde 
‘de Neuville (the French minister). was employed 


in reconciling the differences between the two ne- 
goiiators as to the details of the treaty; and in the 
paper furnished by him as a memorandum otf’ the 
history of his intervention, (to be found in the Amer- 
ican State Papers, at page 621 of the 4th volume of 
Foreign Relations,) the following facts appear, in 
reference to that part of the ninth article which 
relates to the Florida claims. Mr. Adams had pro- 
posed as follows: ` ` 

“And the high contracting parties respectively renounce all 
claims to indemnities for any of the recent events or transac. 
tionn of their respective commanders and officers in the Flor- 

Mr. Hyde de Neuville says, in reference to the 
above: 

“To the above claim Mr. de Onis adds, that the United States 
will satisfy all the just claims which the inhabitants and Span- 
ish officers of the Floridas may have upon them in consequence 
of the damages they may have sustained by the operations and 


proceedings of the American army, as is customary with the 
citizens of the United States under similar circumstances.” 


To this reservation, Mr. Adams. remarks: 
“Agreed,” ` 

The matters referred to in this paper, prepared 
by Mr, de Neuville, occurred on the 15th of Feb- 
ruary, 1819. On tbe 16th, Mr. Adams received 
from President Monroe authority to conclude the 
treaty; and on the 22d the treaty was formally 
signed by Mr. Adams and De Onis, in the shape 
in which it now stands. 

Nothing can be more evident than that the ob- 
ject of De Onis was to secure to those of the Span- 
ish subjects who were about to become American 
citizens, by the transfer of Florida, the indemnities 
they were entitled to in consequence of the repeat- 
ed invasions of those provinces which had occur- 
red within the few preceding years; and that the 
reference in his mind was to ald the invasions. 
Atall events, it is evident that the condition and 
the renunciation are co-extensive; thatif the condi- 
tion does not cover the losses of 1814, neither does the 
renunciation; and that they would, therefore, re- 
main unrenounced, and valid as a yet existing ob- 
ligation. : 

But the legislation of Congress has settled the 
point, that the engagement to pay for injuries suf- 
Jered in Florida is not confined to the invasion of 
1818, and that the decision of the Secretary of the 
Treasury was erroneous. i 

The first legislation upon the subject was in 
1823. The act passed that year was entitled “An 
act to carry into effect the ninth article of the treaty 
concluded between Spain and the United States on 
the 22d of February, 1819.” The first section di- 
rected that the judgesof the superior courts at Pen. 
sacola and Si, Augustine should receive and adjust 
all claims of the inhabitants, arising within their 
respective jurisdictions, “agrecably tothe provisions 
of the ninth article of the treaty with Spain”? The 
second section required the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to review those decisions, and to pay the 
awards “‘on being satisfied that the same are just and 
equitable wilhin the provisions of the treaty.” Two 
things are tobe remarked in respect to this act-— 
that the execution of the ninth article was the evi- 
dent and exclusive object; and that the ninth article 
was considered to apply to other claims. besides 
those growing ont of the invasion .of 1818; for that 
was confined to West Florida, while the act con- 
templates claims “arising within the jurisdiction” 
of the judge of East Florida also, 

Under this act, the judges of East and West 
Florida received and adjudicated upon claims ari- 
sing out of the invasion of East Florida, under 
Mathews, in 1812 and 1813; and the invasions of 
West Florida, under Jackson, in 1814, and again 
in 1818. ‘Fhe Secretary of the Treasury rejected 
the claims of 1812 and ’13, and of 1814, altogether, 
upon the express ground that the provisions of the 
treaty comprehended only the losses of 1818. Ap- 
peal was made to Congress by the rejected suffer- 
ers. The act of 1834 was passed as the sense of 
Congress upon the subject. That act, in the first 
section, directed the Secretary of the Treasury to 
pay the amount awarded by the judge of the su- 
perior court at St. Augustine, “under the authority 
of the 161st chapter of the acts of the Vith Congress, 
approved 3d March, 1823, for losses occasioned in 
East Florida by the troops in the service of the 
United States, in the years 1812 and 1813, in all 
cases where the decision of the said judge shall be 
deemed; by the Secretary of the Treasury, to be 
just.” This section decides the question that the 


t4 


27r Cong.. 3p BESS, 


losses of 1812 and.1813 did come within the intent 


of: the act of 1823; and, therefore, also within the . 


intent and provisions of the 9th article of the treaty; 
and,..overriling the decision of the Secretary that 
they were not comprehended, confines. his discre- 
tion, in the payment, to the point-of their being 
“Gust.” Tt is the legislative decree that the provis- 
ion cf the 9th article was not confined to the losses 
of: 1818; Thħe claims of the sufferers of 1812 and 
1813: were ordered to be paid, not upon any grounds 
of: equitable consideration independent of the treaty, 
but expressly as being in execution of the 9th article. 
The.intention of Congress is made still more man- 
ifest-in the 2d section of the act, which authorizes 
the reception and adjudication of any further claims 
not before presented, or in which the evidence was 
withheld, “in consequence of the decision of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury that such claims were not pre- 
vided for by the treaty of February 22, 1819, be- 
tween the Government of the United States and 
Spain.” Thus showing that the decision of the 
Secretary was fully before Congress, and that the 
conclusion was against him, expressly UPON THE 
CONSTRUCTION OF THE TREATY, 

“The losses of 1814 were not included in the pro- 
visions of this act of 1834, because the committee 
confined the bill reported to those of 1812 and 713; 
and the Delegate from Florida, (anxious, I presume, 
to avoid embarrassing its passage, by pressing the 
question as to those of 1814 upon the House for de- 
cision at the time, ) took it as it was offered, without 
discussion. The distinction made by the commit- 
tee which reportgd the bill, between the losses of 
1812 and those of 1814, is altogether, in my view, 
a mistaken one. It is, that the invasion of East 
Florida, in 1812, was unauthorized; and that, there- 
fore, the Government was liable for the damages; 
but that the invasion of West Florida, in 1814, 
being justified by the laws of nations, was in a dif- 
ferent predicament. Now this would have been a 

ood answer to a claim from Spain for reparation 
for the violence done to her sovereignty by the in- 
vasion, or for injury to public property occasioned 
by it—as, for instance, the destruction of Fort Ba- 
rancas, &c.; but itis not a justifiable answer to a 
claim for the use or destruction of the private prop- 
erty of peaceable and unoffending peasants, and 
other inhabitants. Noteven the pendency of open 

ublic war justifies, as I have before shown, the re- 
usal to pay for such injuries among civilized na- 
tions. 

I have endeavored, Mr. Speaker, to make intel- 
ligible to the House the grounds upon which I 
rest the passage of the bill. I had designed to add 
some further remarks to what I said on a former 
occasion, touching the motion of the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. Groninas;] but the sense of the 
House, as manifested in the entertainment of the 
demand for the previous question, which cut off, 
and virtually rejected his motion, rendered it un- 
necessary, Without further trespass, therefore, 
upon the patience of the House, I will conclude. 

Nors.—In tho midst of the remarks of which the foregoing 
is the substance, Mr. Levy was arrested by the application of 
the hour rule, Mr, Apams then obtained the floor, and ad- 
dressed the House again in opposition to the bill. When he 
concluded, Mr. Levy endeavored again to obtain the floor, for 
the purpose of concluding his argument, and replying further 
to Mr. AnAms; but he failed in this endeavor, the previous 
question having been called, and being insisted upon by one of 
the members. ‘The House was thus brought to a direct vote 
upon the bill before it was iù possession of all the facts and ar- 
guments depended upon in its support. The natural conse- 
quence of this was its rejection. Mr. Levy afterwards, during 
the day, obtained the floor upon a motion to reconsider, and 
pursued hisremarks, Tho argument, such as it was, has been 
written out, and thrown into continuous form; in order that, 
when the subject shall hereafter be again brought before Con- 
gress, the necessity may not exist for the consumption of time 
by the oral repetition of what has before been said. 


OF MISSISSIPPI, 

In the House of Representatives, February 11, 1843.— 
On the motion of Mr. ©. J. Ineznsont to print 
10,000 extra copies of the majority and mincrity 
reports upon the assumption of the State debts, 


Mr. Apams having concladed, 

Mr. GWIN of Mississippi got the floor, and re- 
plied as follows: 

Mr. Sezaxer: The gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Apams] se-ms to entertain great dread of 
the appearance of British vessels in the waters of 
the Mississippi. Has the gentleman always been 
as.anxious to prevent their appearance in those 
waters.as he seems to be at present? If I recollect 
aright an important era in the history of uur coun- 
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try, the gentleman was. accused of an attempt, al 
the treaty of-Ghent, to bargain away to. Great 
Britain the navigation of the Mississippi river and 
its tributaries, for some advantage in the fisheries 
to the North. He was so charged by one of the 
most distinguished citizens- of this country, [Mr. 
Clay,] between whom and the. gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Apams] an adjourned question 
of veracity exists to this day on this subject. I 
should like to hear the gentleman clear up that 
charge, ere he presents himself as the special cham- 
pion of the navigation of the Mississippi. Treach- 
erous once, he may betray us.sgain; and I am the 
more induced to doubt him on this oecasion, as the 
alternative presented to avoid the borrors of war 
with Great Britain, and thus the appearance. of 
British war steamers in the waters of the Missis- 
sippi, is the assumption of the debts of the several 
States by the General Government. 

Sir, is it not degrading us as a nation, to hear a 
Representative in the American Congress warn us 
against the danger of a war with Great Britain, by 
holding up the result of the recent contest of that 
nation with China as our probable fate in the event 
of a collision between the two nations? Shall we 
be threatened in our own halis with the payment 
of twenty-one millions, to buy a dishonorable peace 
with that powerful, arrogant, and haughty nation? 
Can any American patriot forget the glorious ter- 
mination of ovr two wars with Great Britain, then 
in our infancy as a nation, and destitute of resources; 
and shali we now, when in fall manhcod, be forced 
to commit a grievous wrong upon the Constitution 
of our country, to avoid a war that it is predicted 
will terminate so disastrously to us? Sir, it is bhu- 
miliatirg to hear such remarks from any quarter, 
but especially so when they emanate from one of 
the Representatives of this great nation on this 
floor. 

l have not been disposed at any time, Mr. 
Speaker, to in'roduce the question here of the valid- 
ity of the bonds issued in the name of the State, for 
the Mississippi Union Bank, and the liability of the 
State to pay these bonds; but the question appears 
to be sogntirely misunderstood and misrepresented, 
both here and elsewhere, that I shall avail myself 
of this occasion to state the grounds that have been 
taken by a majority of the people of the State on 
this subject. Tl is simply this: shall the State as- 
sume the payment of a debt contracted in her name; 
in violation of her constitution? For I contend 
that these bonds were issued by authority of an un- 
constitutional law; and that even the requirements 
of that law, inoperative as it is upon the State, 
were disregarded in the sale of the bonds. 


During the summer of 1841, a letter was writien 
by my colleague, (Mr. Tuomeson,] and extensive- 
ly circulated, giving a clear and concise history of 
the charter of the Union Bank, end its ecnflict 
with the State constilution. In order toa proper 
understanding of the question, I will read an extract 
from that letter. 

“The constitution provides that ‘No law shall 
ever be passed to raise a loan of money upon the 
credit of the State, or to pledge the faith of the 
State for the payment or redemption of any loan 
or debt, unless such law be proposed in the Senate 
er House of Representatives, and be agreed to by 
a majority of the members of each House, and en- 
tered on their journals, with the yeas and nays 
taken thereon, and be referred to the next succeed- 
ing Legislature, and published for three months 
previous to the next regular election, in three 
newspapers of this State; and unless a majority of 
each branch of the Legislature so elected, after 
such publication, shall agree to and pass such law; 
and, in such case, the yeas and nays shall be taken 
and entered on the journals of each House. 

“This wise provision of our constitution is pecu- 
liar to our State; and, amidst the general pecuniary 
embarrassments which now press so heavily upon 
the energies of several of our sister States, arising 
from imprudent and hasty legislation, and from an 
unadvised pawning of that brightest jewel of the 
State—her faith—for the purpose of raising money 
to be used by the rew to the prejudice of the Many, 
every Mississippian should feel gratefel to the 
framers of our constitution for their prndence and 


foreeast in thus guarding our honor and our prop- 


_ shall be a, subscriber for stock. 
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erty, by: restraining from tampering with our faith 
or credit as a State, a Legisla'ure whose. course or 
conduct has evidently ‘preceeded from impulse, 
rather than wise and ‘deliberate. councils. Butit 
world bea mockery of constimtional. 


no farther,’and yet QUINTLY SANCTION EVEBY-IN- 
FRACTION OF RESERVED R GHTS. Ms 
“At the January session of 1827, the Legislature 
of our State passed an act entitled “An actto ine 
corporate: the subscribers to the Mississippi Union 
Bank, in which you must mark the fact thatno 
provision is made that the State of Mississippi 
i : But, on the cen- 
trary, section 4 of ihe law says ‘that the owners òf 
real estate situated in the State of Mississippi 
who are citizens thereof, shall be the only pe 
entitled. to subscribe.’ 


SUNS 
This law provides that the 
capital of the bank shall be $15,000,000; thatthe | 
books of subscription shall be kept open for six’ 
months, under the inspection of ten managers, to 
be chosen by the Legislature; that so soon as- fiye 
thousand shares shall have been subscribed, the. 
Governor of the State shall appoint thirteen direc. 
tors, to serve for twelve months, who. shall. take 
charge of the bank and the books of-subscription; 
that, after the books are closed, the bank may go 
into immediate operation, whenever it shall appear 
that at least $500,000 shall have been subscribed 
and paid ın; 'hat those: declared stockbolders by the 
directors shall pay into the bank the sum of ten 
dollars upon each and every share. subscribed; that 
the stockholders shall give their bonds to the bank 
for the amount of stock allowed to cach, and shall 
also execute morigages upon real estate, with the 
privilege of includmg one-fourth cf the amount on 
slaves, to secure the payment of their stock-bonds-—— 
(thus,notonly the property mortgaged, but the whole 
estate of the sicckholder, would have been bound 
for the redemption of the stock;) and that both’ the 
princical and interest of the bank bonds were to be 
paid by the bank as they severally fell dne, Then 
it is further provided, that the State shall pledge its 
faith for the redemption of the capital stock; or, in 
other words, shall become the security of the sub- 
seribers for stock, upon being allowed ten per cent. 
of the profits of the bank, the appointment of five 
of the thirteen directors, and a standing accommo- 
dation loan of $200,000; and the 30th section re- 
quires the Governor to execute to the said bank, 
from time to time, bonds in amount proportioned 
to the sums subscribed and secured to the satisfac- 
tion of the directors, until the whole amount of 
bonds shall be furnished. In this charter you will 
at once perceive no risk, no hazard of taxation 
whatever. 

“This act was published—not the length of time 
required by the constitution, itis true; but still, it 
was published; and it is unworthy of this’ great 
question to dwell on quibbles, At a succeeding 
Legislature, which met in January, 1838, the 
same law came up for re-enactment. While it 
was still pending, and before another vote was 
taken epon it, a joint committee of the Senate and 
House of Representatives——a committee cf the 
greatest weight and highest responsibility that can 
at any time be raised=-was appointed, and in- 
structed to ‘examine whether the said bill can be 


“amended; and, if so, whether it be practicable to 


change it irtoa State bank exclusively,” From the 
unanimous report of that committer, permit me 
to draw your attention to the following extracts: 


“*Butasto that porion of the said charter which 
relates to the subscribers or stockholders to the said 
institution, being the primary condition on which 
the faith of the State is to be pledged, and as such 
constitutes a vital part of it, we have no power to 
change the same, unless it should be again submits 
ted to the people for their sanction; which would 
have the tendency to postpone, for at least two 
years, its consummation, This course your com- 
mittee believe would be directly at war with ihe- 
wishes of our constituents,’ &c. 

“This report was received, and unanimously. 
adopted by the Legislature. At that ime, while 
the charter is still pending, and open, of course, to. 
all amendments admissible under the constitution, 
it is the unanimous opinion. that the vital parts.o€:. 
the bill cannot be changed without a re-submissioh 
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` paid in on a single share of stock: therefore, they 
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of the charter to the people; consequently, the 
original charter. becomes a law on the 5th day of 
Febfanry, 1888; without change or alteration. 
Witout calling in question the. constitutionality of 
this.charter, I might stop, and triamphantly ask, 
Has.asingle bond of the State been issued and 
sold under this charter? If so, who were the di- 
rectors: appointed by the Governor to-manage the 
bank?: Who were the subscribers for stock? Had 
the: books. of subscription been: kept open six 
months? How many stockholders had paid ten 
dollars upon each and every share. subscribed? 
How: many. bonds for stock had been given and se 
care by satisfactory mortgage? Notone of these 
things-had been done at the time the bonds in ques- 
tion: were issued and sold: and the ‘purchaser must 
have-known it. 

“But bere follows the explanation: Ten days af- 
ter the passage of the foregoing charter, the same 
Legislature that determined, by unanimous vote, 


‘that the charter could not be amended while pend- 


ing before. them, passed ‘An act supplementary to 
an act to incorporate the subscribers to the Missis- 
sippi Union Bank; wherein, under the magic title 
of’*supplement,’ they endeavored to do indirectly 
what the conscience of every member checked him 
in doing directly. They made changes in the char- 
ter, by way of supplement, which, but a few days 
before, they had declared, under cath, would viti- 
ate the whole instrument. This procedure was in 
violation of all parliamentary rule known in this 
or any other enlightened country; and it can be 
considered in no other light than a Jegislative fraud, 
because it violated not only the constitution, ac- 
cording to their own showing, but also one of their 
express rales of order, which prohibited the repeal 
of any law the same session at which it was passed. 
On the 15th of February, 1838, this act took the form 
and shape of law. The very first section changed 
altogether the attitude of the State io the bank. 
In the original act, the State, being amply indem- 
nified, agrees to stand as the security of the stock- 
holders; in this supplemental act, she becomes pri- 
marily liable for $5,000 000. In the original act, no 
individual buta citizen of the State can subscribe 
and take. stock; in this act, the Siate becomes a sub- 
scriber for stock, and, by express repeal, gives up 
her ten per cent. of the profits, her five directors, 
and her accommodation loan of $200,000, and be- 
comes a partner in the banking adventure. All 
this is done under the talismanic word ‘supple- 
ment,’ without submitting it in any way to the peo- 
ple! Now, it must be apparent to the commonest 
understanding, that it was notin the power of the 
Legislature to make the State a subscriber for 
stock in that bank-~to render her liable for the 
sum of $5,000,000, or any other amount—to 
change her attitude in any respect ‘owards the 
stockholders in the bank—to enlarge or diminish 
her interest in the bank, as it stood atthe passage 
of the original charter, withont submitting it to 
the action.of the people. This right had been ex- 
pressly reserved io the people in their fundamental 
law; and, until they had been consulted in the 
manner prescribed, all action by their supposed 
agents was null and void; and the whole world 
were bound to take notice of it. These proposi- 
tions are so self-evident, no mancf candor and dis- 
crimination will dispute them. The only question 
remaining is, Does the present suppesed Hability 
arise under and by virtue of the supplement? 

“Tt is apparent that it does so anse-—lst, from 
the very terms of the mortgages for stock, which 
were drawn up by the officers of the bank, and 
whieh have been recorded in almost every county 
of the States in which it is set forth that the intent 
of the mortgage is to secure the payment of only 
$10,500,000; leaving $5,000,000 (the sum already 
sold) to be paid by the State, by virtue of the sup- 
plemental act. 24. Ttisaprarent, from these facts, 
that, at the time of the issuance of the five mil- 
lons of bonds now held abroad, there were no 
subseribers for stock; that. the looks of subserip- 
tion had not been kept open six months, as re- 
quired by the criginal charter; that no bonds for 
stock, and no mortgages to secure them, had been 
taken; that no-directors bad been appointed by the 
Executive to examine and pass upon the validity 


of ihe niortgages; and that nota doilar had been J 
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must have been issued in pursuance of the supple- 
mental act; or else there i$ more. baseness. in this 
whole transaction than ever-characterized any other 
act of public functionaries. 3J. It is apparent, 
from the very terms of the power of atiorney from 


“the managers of the bank to the commissioners 


who went abroad to gell these bonds. This power 
of attorney—-after reciting that the act to incor- 
porate the subscribers to the Mississippi Union 
Bank had been passed by one Legislature, and, in 
conformity. to the constitution, bad been published, 
and. referred tothe next sueceeding Legisiature, 
which had passed snd-confirmed the said-original 
act; and that the same was approved by the Gov- 
ernor, on the 5th day of February, 1838,—contin- 
ues: ‘And whereas the said Legislature last above 
mentioned passed an act entitled An act supple- 
mental to an act to incorporate the subscribers of 
the Mississippi Union Bank, which was approved 
by the Governor, February 5'h, 1838; and whereas 
the Governor of the State of Mississippi has, pur- 
suant to. the provisions of the said supplemental 
act, subscribed, in behalf of the said State, fifty 
thousand shares of the capital stock of said bank, 
and has executed twenty-five hundred bonds of the 
said State of Mississippi, for the sum of two thou- 
sand dollars each,’ &c. If truth can produce con- 
vietion, surely this qnestion is now placed beyond 
cavil. 4th. It is selfevident, that the purchaser of 
the bonds had not only constructive, butac:ual, no- 
ticegthat the faith of the State could notbe pledged 
under the constitution by an act of the Legislature, 
without a confirmation by the people; that the sup- 
plemental acc bad not been confirmed by the peo- 
p'e; and that the bonds he purchased were issued 
‘pursuant to the provisions of the said supplement- 
ary aci'!!"——because this power of attorney to the 
commissioners is made part and parcel of his con- 
tract with them, and it contains a full statement cf 
these facts.” 

This is the greund taken by the State in regard 
to these bonds. Not a dollar of the money for 
which the bonds were sold was received by the 
States they were sold by agents of the bapk, ap- 
pointed by authority of the unconstitational sup- 
plement, and the money received by the bank, and 
used by it. Nota dollar ever went into the State 
treasury, or was under the control cf a State offi- 
cer. The archives of the State exhibit no evidence 
of the existence of these bonds as an obligation 
upon th State; nor was there ever deposited there 
any evidence that the State is a stockholder in the 
bank. Fer these reasons, the State Las refused to 
assume the payment of these bonds. No party in 
the State is in favor of levying a tax for their 
payment. The question between the two parties 
is assumption cr non-assumption. ‘Phe first con- 
tend that the State shall assume the debt, at the 
same time they refuse to provide by taxation for 
its payment. “Settle fair, if you never pay,” is their 
motto. The latter contend that the bonds were 
issued by virtue of an unconstitutional law; sold 
ia violation of that law; and it would bea fraud 
upon the constitution and laws to assume their 
payment. While we refuse to acknowledge this 
to be a State obligation, yet no obstacle bas been 
thrown in the way of the bondholders, if they de- 
sired to segure the assets of ine Union Bank. In 
fact, the Dem-cratic party in that State desire that 
these assets may be thus appropriated. I differ 
with Governor McNutt in the esilmated valne cf 
these assets. If honestly appropriated to the re- 
demption of the notes now unredeemed, after their 
payment a large surplus must exist, te be applied 
to the payment of the bonds. In addition to these, 
the assets proper of the bank, there are elso the 
subseripuons of the stockholders for ten and a half 
millions of dollars, secured by mortgages upon 
some of the most valuable estates in that State, 
and equal in productiveness to any in the world, 
which some of the first legal men in the State con- 
tend will be held liable to pay these bonds. I do 
not give this as my opinion. Lam no lawyer; but 
members of ihat profession, equal in learning and 
intellect to any iu this country, entertain this opin- 
iop. No-obstruetion will be thrown in the way of 
the bondholders, if they wish to test the validity 
of these mortgages. The Sate and United States 


“courts are open to them. Let them proceed to test 


this question; and, if they succeed, then this mort- 
gaged property with the assets proper of the bank 
wil, itis supposed, pay the whole debt of five mil- 
lions, with the interest. Sir, I entertain no doubt 
but these bonds are much more hkely to be paid 
than the bonds cf several States, whose Legisla- 
tures are passing resolutions against repudiation. 
I alloded, in the commencement of my remarks, 
to the course the gen‘leman from Massachusetts 
was reported to have pursued in the negotiations at” 
Ghent. in regard to the navigation ef the Mississip- 
pi by British vessels. F eare not now whether the 
charge was true or false, further than to declare 
that E do not believe ke would deprecate the ap- 
pearance cf British war steamers at Natchez as 
much as he has pretended on this occasion. Blue 
lights, kindled by traitorous hands in our own coun- 
try, directed our enemies to our weakest points 
during tbe last war. The gentleman [Mr. ADams] 
may be designated as the finger-board directing the 
attention of Great Britain to what he at present 
considers our weakest point. He has declared 
that, in the event of war, cr insurrection in the 
slave States, requiring the intervention of the 
General Government, cur slaves will be free, 
The great object of his life seems to be to cause the 
emanzipation cf our slaves, regardless of the war 
of exiermination that must ensue, between the two 
races, should sueress attend his efforts. What 
more effectual aid can he obtain than the na- 
val pewer of Great Britain, concentrated, at his 
Suggestion, at the South, in the event of a war 
wiih that nation, sending war steamers to the very 
centres of the slave States? Martial law is pro- 
claimed—insurrection excited—the Government of 
ihe United States send armies to expel the invaders 
aud suppress the insurrections; and thus, according 
to the gentieman’s doctrines and opinions, oft re- 
peated on this floor, our slaves would be free, and 
his great object ascomplishec. If the gentleman 
does not desire this result, his course is weil caleu- 
lated to bring about a war between this country 
aud Great Britain. The assumption of State debts, 
or war, are the alternatives presented tous by him; ^ 
and he hesitates not to say that England will have 
cause for declaring war, if these debts are not 
paid. That powerful and rapacious nation will 
not be slow in adopting this snegestion, coming, as 
it does, from a member of this House who has filled 
the exalted station of President of the United States, 
He calls the refusal of Mississippi to assume pay- 
ment of those bonds “metaphysical distinctions” 
which he docs not understand. Foreigners have 


| urged this same argument in favor of assumption. 


that they cannot understand the distinction or dif- 
ference between the State and the Federal consti- 
tuions. Afier the remarks cf the gentleman, they 
will have high authority on this side ef the water 
in favor of assumption on this ground. 


The gentleman entertains great horror of State 
repudiation of unacknowledged debts; yet he is the 
advocate of, and voted for, the bankrupt law, which 
established the most wholesale system of repudia- 
tion of honest, bona fide, undisputed debts ever 
known in this or any other country. According to 
the gentleman’s theory, itis disgraceful for a State 
to refuse to assume a debt she declares was created 
in viclatioa of her constitution, and for which she. . 
received nothing; yet it is perfectly fair and bon- 
erable for the eitizens of ihat State, one or all, to re- 
pudiate all of their honest bona Ade debts, under the 
bankrupt iaw—debis contracted in ateordanee with 
constitution and law, and for which full value was 
received. F will make a practical application of 
the gentleman’s theory of dishonorable repudiation 
of unacknowledged State debts, and honorable re- 
padiation of acknowledged private debts. During 
ibe glorious era of paper money, from 1835 to 
1840, commercial houses in Europe established 


“agencies in this country, to advance money to the 


planters,{o secure shipments of cotton to their 
houses. Competition sprung up in this line of 
business, as in most others; and the agents ad- 
vanced much more than the cotton was worth, 
which, on settlement, left the planters greatly in 
debt. These balances falling in partin the hands 
of the Barings, are sent over for collection; but ihe 
planiers go into court under the bankrupt law, and 
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pay off the debt at one cent fo the dollar. This is. 
ali right and fair; and perfectly honorable, ac- 
cording to the gentleman’s code of morals. But 
these same Barings have some bonds issued ia the 
name of the State of Mississippi, for which she 
received nothing}. and she is dishonored because 
sbe does not assume them. 

[have a stronger case than this—this great Uni- 
ion Bank itself became a cotton broker, and ad- 
vanced fifteen cents per pound to the planters for 
their cotton, and shipped it to Baring & Brothers, 
who advanced to the bank about half that sum; 
yet, the cotton sold for jess, than the amount ad- 
vanced to the bank by the Barings, and the balance 
is unpaid, the bank insolvent, and has assigned its 
assets without providing for this debt; yet no one 
complains of dishonesty or dishonor ia this transac- 
tion, while the same Barings have advanced the 
Bank of the United Siates money on hy potkecated, 
pretended Mississippi bends; and, according to the 
gentleman’s code of honesty and morality, the 
State is dishonored because she will not assume 
the payment of these bonds, for which she received 
nothing—no more than she did of the advances upon 
the cotton shipped by the Union Bank, The Gov- 
ernment of Great Britain has repudiated forged 
exchequer bills that had passed into the hands of 
innocent holders; has repudiated a portion of her 
national debt, by taxing the income of the holders 
of ber bonds; yet she is not branded with dishonor 
by our moralists here. Wagon-loads of continental 
money, issued during the revoluiionary war, the 
use of which enabled our forefathers to achieve 
their independence; countless obligations ef the 
States, issued for value received during the same 
peri d, have been repudiated without a stain upon 
the national escutcheon; yet, because Mississippi 
refuses to recognise an unconstitational debt, for 
which she bas received nothing, she is to be 26- 
cused of tarnishing that escutcheon, Nations all 
over the civilized world have repudiated bona fide 
debts, without the charge of dishonor; while we are 
to be singled out as being disgeaced because we 
will not pay a debt not our own, in contracting which 
we did not receive valueto the amount of a red cent, 

I look upon this pretended horror of Mississippi 
repudiation ay hypocritical as it js insulting. ‘Lhe 
fund-mongers and advocates of the banking, bond- 
ing, and paper-money systems in this country and 
Europe, and their agents here, are bellowing agains 
repudiation, to draw pubhe attention from their 
own infamous schemes of swindling, We have 
been taunted by these men who live on the labor 
of others, through the machinery of the banking 
and paper money system, until the Robespierre of 
the Harnson administration, (Mr. Granger,] 
who was as fond of cutiing off beads politically as 
that monster was in reality, has ventured to lee- 
ture my colleague for proposing to bring down the 
expenses of the Geyernment to its current revente. 
The gentleman from New Yoik, (Mr. GRANGER,] 
in his peculiar manner, which he always assumes 
when. he purposes to say something witty or 
severe, reminded my colleague that it was un- 
necessary for him to advocate retrenchment, 
as our debts could be repudiated under the 
new doctrine, if they becime troublesome. 
He thought he had ioucoed my colleague oa a 
tender. point; bat, like the blind rattlesnake in 
August, he siruck his fangs into bisown politically 
corrupt body, No man in this Howe is a more 
zealous advocate of the repudiation of honest, bona 
fide debts, under the benkrupt law, than he is. 
We ail recollect his valedictory, when this House 
was about repealing that law Yet he has the 
audacity, in the face of the House, to sneer at re- 
pudiation. It was like the devil reproving sin, cr 
a prostitute lecturing on virine and morality. I 
will submit to this mode of atack upon my State 
no longer. {[f gentiemen will travel out of the jeg- 
ular order of debate to attack us, they must expect 
to be met with a spirit becoming the Representa- 
tives of a people whom neither the scoffs of the 
corrupt, nor ihe frowns of power, can turn from 
their purpose, in defending their constitution aad 
jaws from violation. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. Apams] 
points to the fate of China, and warns us to 
avoid a similar one, by getting into a war 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 
: Assumption of State Debts—Mr. Gwin. 


Feb. 1848? 
H. of Reps. 


with Great Britain. I recollect he, in a pub- 
lic address, put England in the right and China in 
the wrong in that war, ashe intends tado this coun~ 
try, if we have war because we will not assume 
the State debts. He appears to be on the. British 
side in argument, if be is not in feeling. I do not 
desire war with Great Britain, or any other nation; 
but the dread of it shall not force me to advocate 
the assumption of State debts, in violation of the 
Constitution of my country. My constituents pre- 
fer war, if the other alternative is assumption. 
We have a deeper interest] in peace and com- 
mercial intercourse with Great Britain than any 
State in the Un'on, as we export more to that coun- 
try than any other State; yet we will forego all of 
these advantages of peace, rather than sanction an 
invasion of our fundamental law. I despise the 
trockling spirit that is manifesting itself ın this 
country to the power of Great Britain. We can 
expect no permanent peace by acting thus I 
would prefer, in the language of the gentleman 
from Virginia, (Mr. Wisx,] to s'ap John Bull in 
the face, to quailing before his power. We will 
gain his respect, and a more permanent peace, by 
this course. 

Lhe gentleman from Maszachuseits has great 
fears of the English Paixhan guns, and suppeses 
many cases to bring them to the bombard- 
ment of Natchez. I will avswer him by suppo- 
sing that subjects of Great Britain call on their 
Government to defend them against the operations 
of the ex post facto bankrupt law, which has de- 
fcauded them out of immense amounts of their debts 
in this country—bona fide debts—for which full val- 
ve had been received before the passage of the law. 
That Government, through its minister here, asks 
for redress, Our President and Secretary of State 
return no answer. The, potent argument of the 
Paixhan gun is brought to bear with a fleet of war 
steamers upon the city of Boston, demanding the 
British debis repudiated there under the operation 
of the bankrupt law. What is to be done? Why, 
according to the reasoning of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts. the horrors of war must be avoid- 
ed, and this Government must assume these debts 
and get clear of the Paixhan guns. I have no such 
fears of waror Paixhan guns, as to induce me to 
sanction a vivlation of the Constitution, to avoid 
the one or get clear of the other. On the subject 
of assamption, 1 may have something to say hére- 
after. My only object in addressing the House 
now, has been to defend my State from the unjust 
imputations that have been cast upon it. 


In reply, Mr. Granaer of New York said that 
he had been charged on this floor with having 
unjus'ly stated that the State of Mississippi, hav- 
ing received five millions of dollars for stoek in 
the Union Bank of Mississippi, had become a 
stockholder in that institution, and then repudiated, 
or attempted to repudiate, that debt, What he bad 
stated was this, and he was ready to prove it; the 
documents were before him. He had stated, or 
intended to gtate, that under the laws of Mississippi 
the Governor of ibe State had been authorized to 
sign $15,500,000 of bonds for the Union Bank; 
that he had been authorized to subscribe $5 000,000 
stock for the Union Bank; that he had so sub- 
scribed, and bad signed this $5,050,000 of bonds; 
that ibis $5,000 000 of bonds sold for $5,080,000; 
that the money was put into the Union Bank, and 
became its capital. 

Mr. Gwin (Mr. Granoer yielding the floor) said 
that the Union Bank of Mississippi had issued 
post-notes, which, from the date of their issuance, 
had been below par, and had sald her checks on the 
Bank of the United States, receivable in this irre- 
deermable depreciated money. That was the way 
the bonds had been səid for par. They bad been soid 
under par, (if gold and silver constituted the 
standard,) and on credit, which was a violation of 
the unconstitutional sapplement under which the 
bonds were issued. 

Mr, Gaaneer would explain this, matter. He 
had not assailed the conduct of the Chief Magis- 
trate of this State, or intended any personal dis- 
respect to him; but be had not made the assertions 
he pad made without the proof before him. 

What was the eendition of the charter of the 
Union Bank? It bad been created in January, 
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1838. This supplemental act, which bad been de- 
clared contrary to good faith, Lut which was signed 
by Governor McNutt, had been passed on the 8th 
of February of the same year. The gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. Gwin] bad told them the 
other day that these laws had been passed by an 
undivided Whig vo'e, with the votes of a few of 
the “Democrats.” Mr. Granaer understood that 
there was no exception taken .to the origiaal char- 
ter, but to the supplemental act.. Who voted for 
the supplemental act? asked Mr. G. They would 
find, by reference to the records, that it passed by 
a vole of fourteen Whigs and thirty-six ‘“‘Demo- 
erats.? He knew not how many Whigs or how 
many “Democrats” there were in the Legislature 
of Mississippi; bat he did know that, of the fifty 
votes that passed the suppleinental act, against a 
minority of something like thirty, fourteen only 
were Whigs, and thirty-six were “ Democrats.” 
Let the question, then, be settled as to who passed 
this “infamous” supplemental law. 

What was next? Governor McNutt, on the 
spot, and well knowing every fact of the case, 
signed the law. What next? Governor McNutt, 
under that “infamous” law, signed the $5,000,000 
of bonds. The morfey was received, and the 
avails of this $5,000 000 of bonds went into the 
Union Bank of Mississippi, and constituted its 
only capital. And how did they treat that insti- 
tution? He would tell them how. They recog- 
nised it as a bank; the State transacted business 
with itas a bank; they dec’ared by Jaw. that the 
dividends received on that $5,000,000 of stock 
should go to the cause of internal improvements 
and of publicedugation. On the 15th of February, , 
1839, the State cf Mississippi borrowed $75,000 
of that bank; on the 19th of February it borrowed, 
$75,000 more, and subsequently $25,000 mere to fin- 
ish her public buildings. And before all these trans- 
actions, and after signing these bonds, and after 
the bonds had gone into operation, the'State of Mis- 
sissippi, which had sold city lots in Jackson, and 
taken promissory notes for them lo the amount of 
$25,106, went to the Union Bank of Mississippi, 
and had them discounted as a commercial transac~ 
tion, and put the money into her treasury. Was he 
to be told, in the face of all these facts, that the State 
of Mississippi had had nothing to do with that bank? 

The gentleman had said that the bondholders 
could be paid from the assets of the bank. Let 
them sce what those assets were, as presented by 
the gentleman’s own witness and friend, Governor 
McNutt. He held the statement in his band. Let 
them see whether he had ever declared what he 
could not substantiate—that the $5,000,000 put in- 
to the bank from these bonds was the only capital 
the bank had ever had. 


As late as January, 1840, Governor McNutt, in 
his regular message, says “the faith of the State is 
pledged for the whole capital stock” of this bank; 
and the statement of the bank’s affairs, as given 
by this same Governor, iv bh s message of January, 
1841, is as follows: 

Suspended debt in suit + $2,689,860 20 

Do notiasvit . 1,777,337 78 

Resources, chiefly unavailable, 8,034,154 28 


Immediate liabilities » » 3,034,154 28 
Capital stock . - 5,080,000 00 
Specie on hand r 4,349 06 


Whata beautiful condition for bondholders! said 
Mr.G. 

Mr. Gwin (Mr. Grancer yielding the floor) 
said there were ien and a half millions of real es- 
tate mortgaged, to whieh he had alluded when he 
had said that the assets would probably pay the 
debt, if the property mortgaged was liable. 

Mr. Granazr. He wonld come to that. “The 
gentleman had said, in reply to bis question, there 
were §10.500,000 more. Now let them see what 
these $10,500,000 were; for this was to become a 
very interesting question in the history of this na- 
tion . 

There were $10,500,000 more to be secured on 
bonds and mortgages, as the gentleman said; and 
he knew it was still an open question whether it 
should be paid. The gentleman would certainly 
agree with bim, that not one dollar had ever been 
paid. Governor McNutt, before the Legislature 
of Mississippi, when urged by Mr. Tumer to goon 
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and issue these- bonds, had entered his protest 
against them, and said he had to receive the odium 
of standing between the voice of the people of Mis- 
“gissippi and his view of constitutional right, but 
he-would not issue these bonds. : 

~{Mr. Granerr read froma letter of Judge Fur- 
ner, dated Natchez, March 23, 1838, in which Mr. 
Gwin’s name was introduced in such a manner as 
to convey the idea that he was in favor of the 
issuing of these bonds.] 2 
~. Mr. Gwin (Mr. Granaer yielding the floor) 
said that letter was written by Judge Turner, one 
of'the judges of the supreme court of Mississippi; 
and he had to state that the first time he ever saw 
or-heard of that letter was in print; and be had re- 
ceived a letter from Judge Turner, asking him if he 
recollected any such le:ter, or the conversation al- 
luded to; and he had replied that he neither recol- 
lected the letter, nor any conversation ailuded tocn 
the subjeci. 

. Mr. Guaneer continued. He assured the 
gentleman (and they were not words ef ceremony) 
that.he bad not introduced the Jeter with any view 


tocall upan unpleasant thought in the genuleman’s 4% 


mitd; he had brought itin, to present the facts of 
the case, to show that the Union Bank never re- 
ceived but $5,000,000 as ils capital, and that this 
was from the sale of these bonds that had been re- 
pudiated; and that Governor McNutt had- been 
urged to issue farther bonds, and would not do it; 
and that thence it was that the capital of the bank 
had beeg limited to $5,000,000. 

Mr: Gwin said that leter was written before 
the bonds were issued. 


© 
Mr. Granaer said he still believed that Gov- p 


ernor MeNut!, in his answers before the commit- 
. tee, had said that he prevented the farther issue of 
these bonds. 


Mr, G had vot entered on this question wita any 
view to wound the feelings of any mana here or 
elsewhere, cx to assail any State cf this Union. 
Had Mississippi, finding herself in tbe position in 
which States were and individuals were-—had she, 
from the pressure of the times, been forced to 
yield, and, declaring this debt her own, asked for 
further time for its payment, then it would not 
have had, on this natien, the effect which it was 
now calculated tobaveabroad. He had examined 
this question somewhat, and he had believed, and 
did now believe, that it was due to the character of 
the nalion that it should be understood. Alt he 
had declared was, that the State of Mississippi, 
through her constituted authorities, had chartered 
the Union Bank; that fifteen days after it had 

asred asupplemental act, (signed. by Governor 
MeNatt:) that, under that aet, $5,080,000 had been 
received in such currency as they had chosen to 
receive it in, and that that was the only capital stock 
the bank had ever received. He had then gone 
on. to declare that this bank-—thus raised in cor- 
ruption, as the. gentleman had told them, and in 
violation of the constitution and jaws of Mis- 
sissippi—had been recognised by the Legislature 
of that State, which had become a borrower of 
that institu‘ion. He had then declared that Gov- 
ernor.McNuit, in his message as late as 1840, had 
said that, in this matter, he had yielded his individ- 
ual opinions to the voice of the State, but that he 
had not then pretended to say that these bonds 
had been unfairly negotiated; or, if he had, these 
extracts from his message had been unfairly quoted; 
and he would like to hear the gentleman state it, 
if this was not the case. 

Mr. Gwin. He stated, in his message, that 
the bonds were sold under par, and in violation of 
law. 

- Mr. Gaancer. But he signed the bonds. 

Mr.Gwin. No doubt of that. 

Mr. Granger. Governor McNuit signs these 
bonds, and then goes onto prove, by his report of 
the state of that bank and iis condidon, that there 
never had been a doilar in ít but the results of these 
bonds, and to show that the property of this bank, 
to which the bondholders were to look, was not 
worth one dollar. 


Mr. G. had not said anything here as of his own 
knowledge. He had spoken from the records, far- 
nished not by those politically opposed to the gen- 
teman, but by Governor McNutt himself and bis 
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political friends. Although the State of Missis- 
sippi, on her $2,000,000 bonds trom the Planters’ 
Bank, for. which her faith had been pledged, had 


not paid. her interest from 1839, owing to the em- . 


barrassments of the times, or perhaps to the fact 
that they looked to the bank, in the first instance, 
for payment, he had no imputation to make upon 
her from this cause. It arose from the embarrass- 
ments of the times. Be itso. He bad only con- 
tended that the $5,000,000 of bonds having been 


made in good faith, and the money for them re. . 


ceived, should at least have been acknowledged in 
good faith. . 


SPEECH OF MR. THOMPSON, 


OF MISSISSIPPI, 
In the House of Represeniatives, February 11, 1843. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
motion made by the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia, [Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL,] to print 10,000 extra 
copies of the reports of the majority and minority 
of the Committee of Ways and Means against the 
proposition to issue $200,000,000 Government 
stock to be distributed to the States. 


Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi said: I wish 
to call on this House to bear witness that neither 
my colleague nor myself has, in any way, thrust 
upon its consideration the refusal of our State to 
acknowledge her liability for the payment of the 
Union Bank bonds, Anda disclaimer has been 
made, that, in alluding to this question, any personal 
reflecticn was aimed at her Representatives on this 
floor. Then it follows that the State of Mississippi 
has been attacked for her conduct ia her sovereign 
and independent character; and, as the Represent- 
ative of her people, I claim the right to be heard. 
But my remarks shall be purely defensive; and I 
will not Le betrayed into an assault upon any other 
of these sovereign States. Sir, when any one of 
these twenty-six States has acted on any question 
pertaining to her internal policy alone, far be it 


from me to callin question the propriety of her ” 


conduct, the purity of her moiives, or the honor or 
honesty of her principles. Jtshall be enough for 
me to know that the sovereign has willed it. In 
monarchical Governments, the principle of law is, 
that the King can do no wrong. In these twenty- 
six sovereigniies, I feel bound to admit that no one 
of them can do or has done a dishonérable act. 
On the Supreme bench of the United States, the 
justices regard the decisions made in any one of the 
States, by the highest judicial tribunal known to 
such State, on any questions involving their muni- 
cipal regulations, as binding upon them—not by 
statute, but by comity and respect for the authori- 
ties of the States. The policy adopted may be un- 
wise, may be destructive ef their best interests, 
but can never be destructive of their honor. This 
band o' twenty-six States, with honor untarnished, 
will never, I trust, turn against each otber and 
breathe out the foul breath of suspicion and dis~ 
trust upon the fair name and good character of 
any one of them. The others will explain, pal- 
liate, defend, and justify the suspected and slandered 
parity. When all others should leave and desert 
them, they will cleave to and maintain each other. 

But, instead of this feeling, have we witnessed 
no anxiety among some of our sister States, and 
even on this floor, to condemn Mississippi for her 
Jate action, and preclaim that condemnation abroad. 
Instead of hearing ber defence with patience and 
kindness, like sisters gangrened with jealousy at 
ber former unrivalled prosperity, they are swift in 
the expression of their opinion of her fall, and show 
an anxiety that all the werld should uncharitably 
and unhesitatingly condemn her. Some of the 
States who annually rob her, by virtue of your 
plondering protective policy, of more than a suffi- 
ciency io meet every dollar of interest accruing 
from her public debt, seem delighted to proclaim 
her dishonor to the world, Treated in this way, 
she entertains for all such expressions of sentiment 
and attempts at chastisement the most sovereign 
and ineffable contempt. 

But an effort has been made on this floor, be- 
fore the ascemb'ed Representatives of the people 
of the United States, to fix a stain upon the fair 
escutcheon of Mississippi. She has been charged 


with a refusal to pay her honest, just debts. A 
refutation of this charge is. first required at my 
hands. j o 


The gentleman from New York, [Mr.GRANGER,] 
in the discussion a few days since, adroitly evaded 
the points presented by my colleague, and endeay- 
ored to draw off the mind of the House to collateral 
and immaterial points, He assumed—1. ‘Phat the 
Legislature and the Gevernor represented the State, 
and, in all their action with others, formed the State 
of Mississippi. 2. That this Legislature ani : Goy- 
ernor passed a law which authorized the ‘issue of 
$5,000,000 bonds, on the faith and sole responsi- 
bility of the State. 3. Thal, in pursuance of that 
law, the Governor signed the amount of. bonds, 
and affixed the seal of the State thereto, and deliv- 
ered them, as bonds of the State, to the Union 
Bank. 4. That the Union Bank, as the agent of 
the State, sold the bonds at par, and received the 
money for and in behalf of the State; and, there- 
fore, that the State; now that the money is squan- 
dered, is bound in good faith to acknowledge and 
pay the bonds. i 

I hope I state the gentleman’s points fairly. 

In reply, I deny that the Legislature and Gov- 
vernor represent the sovereignty of Mississippi, in 
an unqualified sense. We have a constitution; 
and that is the paramount law. ‘That constitution 
has expressly forbidden the Legislature from doing 
certain things, It bas fixed certain limits beyond 
which the Legislature cannot go, and bind the peo- 
ple legally or morally. Every friend of constitu- 
tional government will yield this position. With 
the most liberal construction of State constitutions, 
then, I will say that the Legislature and Governor 
can act for the Slate in performing everything 
which is not denied to them by the constitution; 
and everybody is bound to know what powers ate 
denied to them. 


In the second place, I deny that the Legislature 
ever passed a law which authorized the Governor 
of that State to subscribe for $5,000,000 of stock in 
the Union Bank, for and in. behalf of the State; io 
issue the bonds of the State therefor, and pledge 
the faith of the State for their payment. It'is true, 
a bill to that effect passed three several readings in 
the Legislature of 1838; but an express clause in 
our constitution, which has been read by my ‘col- 
league, says such a bill shall not be a law, and 
receive the sanction and effect of law, until it has 
passed two consecutive Legislatures, and been pub- 
lished in the mean time in three newspapers of the 
State. When the Legislature of 1838 adjourned, 
this bill had been read three times, and it was in 
the way of becoming a law; but that Legislature 
refused to submit the law to the people, upon. mo- 
tion made in accordance with the requirements‘ of 
the constitution; and adjourned, leaving it among 
the acts of that session. At that time, that: bill 
was no more a law than is the bill upon your table 
creating an exchequer—having been read. twice, 
and the Constitution requiring it to be read three 
times. The constitution of Mississippi required. 
such a law—pledging ihe faith of the State—to be 
read six times; three times by each Legislature. 
And to call such a bill, when it “has been read 
three times, a law, isa most intolerable fraud: in 
legislation. 

In the third place, I deny that the Governor {s~ 
sued the bonds of the State when he signed his 
name to these Union Bank bonds, and affixed the 
seal of the State thereto; because there was no 
law authorizing the issue of the bonds of the State, 
for the purpose of taking stock inthe Union Bank 
for the State. What he did, therefore, was with- 
out authority, and in fraud of the people’s rights; 
and therefore null and void. 


In the fourth place, I. deny thatthe bank was 
the agent of the State in selling and disposing of 
her bonds. For, though the Legislature has an 
undoubted right to create a banking corporation; 
and though a law may be constitutional in part, 
and thus far valid, while it is unconstitutional in 
other parts; yet, as the State had passed no law for 
the issue of these bonds, the Governor had exe- 
cuted them without authority. He disposed of 
them by delivery to the bank without authority; 
the bank received them without authority, and dise 
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posed of them to Mr. Biddle without euthority 
from the people of the State of Mississippi. l 
Now, sir, bere is the whole ‘case: Certain bonds 
are-out, signed by A: G McNutt, and having the 
great seal of the State affixed thereto; and, when 
these are presented, L admita prima facie case is 
made out against the State. We plead non est fac- 
gum. We say they are not our act and deed; and 
wpon this issue we stand before the world. The 
‘purden, of proof is upon us, and we show our con- 
stitution is the supreme law. To pledge the faith 
‘of the State, a bill must be read six times—ihree 
times by each consecutive Legislature: The pre- 
tended law, in pursuance of which the bonds: in 
question were issued, was never read but three 
times; and therefore was a bill then pending, and 
notalaw. We look into the contract of the sale 
of these bonds, and we find that the purchaser had 
not constructive, but actual notice of the provisions 
of the constitution, and the defectiveness of the Jaw; 
for these facts are imbodied in the contract be- 
tween the agents of the bank and the purchaser. 
We therefore say, You dealt with the bank; you 
did not trust the State; these are not our bonds; 
and, to admit them as such, would not only do vio- 
lence to our fundamental law, but be admitting an 
untruth. 
- This is the position assumed by the State, in her 
Legislature. In these positions, I believe in my 
conscience she is right. 


This is not the position occupied by Governor 
McNutt, whose course has been animadverted 
upon with so much severity. And 1 wish to in- 
forma the gentleman from New York, that Gover- 
nor McNutt is not the State of Mississippi, and 
that the Legislatare has not adopted his reasoning 
in resisting the acknowledgment of these bonds. 
As Governor McNutt signed the bonds, he cannot 
deny his authority, which the people do. But his 
position is this: He alleges, (and with truth,) that 
he.delivered these bonds to the bank as escrows, 
to. be valid against the State on the performance 
of certain conditions precedent: one was, that the 
bonds should not be sold below par. He con- 
tends (and the fact is so) that the bonds were sold 
below par, having been sold ona credit, and the 
bends bearing interest from date. Another point 
is, that the bonds, by the endorsement of the bank, 
were made sterling bonds, in violation of the law of 
their creation. He further contends that there 
was fraud and collusion in the sale of the bonds; 
and, as the Executive of the State, he officially in- 
formed the purchasers of his belief of the exist- 
ence of fraud, and of his determination to resist 
their payment. Years have transpired siace that 
time; and yet the bond-holders have made no ef- 
fort to disprove these allegations. 

‘Section 10 of the general provisions of the con- 
stitution is in these words: “The Legislature shall 
direct by Jaw in what manner and in what courts 
suits may be brought against the Siate.” In pur- 
suance of this provision, a law was passed giving 
this jurisdiction to our court of chancery; and an 
appeal can be taken. by either party to the high 
court of errors and appeals. I believe all the 
judges upon the bench, in the chancery and court of 
errors and appeals, are kindly disposed to the pay- 
ment of. these bends by the State. Why, then, 
have not the holders of these condemned bonds 
come before these courts, and met these charges? 
The courts are open, and they have declined to vin- 
dicate their rightful possession of the bonds in a legit- 
imate way. They prefer to get the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Grancer]} to pour ©ut invective 
against Governor McNutt, and slander upon Mis- 
sissippi. 

[Mr. Grancer here interrupted Mr. T., and said 
that ke knew no one of the holders of these bonds ] 

From this circumstance, however, the presump- 
tion is strong, if the conclusion is not inevitable 
that the bond-holders dared not come 1o the issue. 

But why attack Governor McNutt? He is not 
the acting Governor of Mississippi. 
vate citizen. Nor was he the candidate when the 
people decided this questi:n, The present chief 
magistrate of that State was, at that memorable 
era, (1838,) a member of the State Senate. He 
resisted then, with his strong aad vigorous intel- 
lect, the panic and distress feeling which governed 
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the Legislature. When that body read this sup- 
plement the third time, and refused to submit it to 
the people, he entered his solemn protest upon the 
journal of the Senate against the measure, as un- 
constitutional. This protest was published in most 
of our papers, and the purchasers of the bonds 
must have known the fact; and, in the year 1841, 
the people called him from private life, against his 
interest and his inclination; and, in spite of his 
protestations to the contrary, into the chief magis- 
iracy of the State, as the representative and imbodi- 
ment of the sentiments and feelings of the people 
on this question, On this question he took the high 
ground of constitutionality, on which the contest of 
1841 turned. f 


We think we owe it to the cause of constitu- 
tional liberty to take the course we have pursued. 
It has cost the State no little effort to maintain the 
integrity of her institutions. We have had, and 
still have, obstinate prejudices to encounter; the 
frowns and denunciations of the interested to resist; 
and the averied looks of some of our best friends. 
But our people have never quailed. Slandered and 
denounced, we have stood the firmer and the more 
resolute in our settled purpose, with the hope that 
the day would come when our sister States would 
do us full and ample justice. We have passed the 
Rubicon; and lo Rome we will go. We have the 


mens conscia recti; and. we abide our time. Bat We 


suppose we are wrong. Suppose our position is un- 
tenable; yet you must confess that we are frank, 
manly, fearless, and above disguise. You must 
admit, if we are sinners—which I emphatically 
deny—we are bold sinners. Our courage must 
command your respect, though our course may net 
meet your approbation. We do not mean to 
promise and deceive, when we do not mean to pay; 
we do not intend to sneak out of our liabilities; 
we do not intend to read homilies about the 
sanctity of contracts, and fulfil none of our 
own. There are ten States of this Union, and 
ene Territory, now under protest; there are six 
more that borrowed money during the last year to 
meet the demands upon their treasury. There 
are seven that owe no debt, and three have passed 
thus far unscathed. Why, then, is there sucha 
disposition to pounce upon my State? Our case 
will not answer as a- precedent for any of you to 
repudiate your just debts. No State in the Union 
has such a horror of debt; and no State had endeavor- 
ed so much to guard its people against debt as Mis- 
sissippi. I: was said by the gentleman from New 
York thathe would not complain if we were to 
plead insolvency. If we would trample our con- 
stitution under foot, and acknowledge a null and 
void obligation, he would be content; but it was 
shameful to rely upon such obsolete ideas as the 
constitution. What we promise, we expect to 
pay; and when we do not expect to pay, we will 
not promise. And 1 can say tothe gentleman 
from Maryland, there is one pass to which we 
will never eome—there is one degree of self-abase- 
ment, at which the proud spirit of every Mississip- 
pian, be he Whig or Democrat, will start back 
from with shuddering and dismay. Mississippi, 
by or through any one of her Representatives, will 
never prostrate herself before the footstool of 
Federal power, and say, with a dogged and craven 
feeling, Pay my debs, or I will disgrace myself by 
repudiation; steal I must, if yeu do not give me 
money enough to keep me from starvation. If 
Mississippi cannot pay her debts, the whole affair 
shall be her own. She will scorn to involve 
others with her. She will suffer in silence the dis- 
credit and dishonor, if such it may be considered; 
but she wilPnever ask her sister States to bear her 
burdens. Uf she has none of that spirit by which 
she could raise men to Heaven, I thank God she 
has none of that other spirit, by which she would 
drag angels down. 

The gentk:man from Maryland said that the 
issue was relief or repudiation. But I say, As- 
sume the debts of the States to the amount of 
$200,000 000 in the way proposed, and the issue 
in this Government will be repudiation. And here, 
in advance, in my place, I avow the sentiment— 
that, in the event of that assumption, I am for an 
open, unqualified, and immediate repudiation of 
the whole mass. Now,, sir, let that be writien 
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down as the opinion and unalterable. resolve 
of one Representative on this floor. Should 
that vast Trojan horse, with the engines of 
destruction concealed in his eavity, be intro- 
duced into this hall through a breach of the 
Constitution—the solid walls which fortify our 
liberty—there 1s no eséape but in repudiation. If 
that remedy be not applied, this happy and glori- 
ous Union will soon be forever severed in twain, 
The people of this country will never submit that 
the just shall suffer for the unjust, the prndeat for 
the imprudent, the wise for the unwise. North 
Carolina will never submit to pay the debts of In- 
diana; nor will New Jersey agree to pay the debts 
of Pennsylvania. 

Sir, no man feels more deeply for the States 
which are involved in debt than I do. No man 
sees more clearly the almost utter impossibility for 
several of them to extricate themselves from their 
financial difficulties. From my inmost heart, I 
sympathize with them; but may my tongue cleave 
to the roof of my mouth—may this heart (which, 
I trast, beats-with some little patriotism) cease to 
pulsate—before one word of censure shall escape 
these lips, let them adopt what policy soever they 

- may deem best. I doubt not their honor; and, in 
their heavy embarrassments, they will do right. 
They have been cheated, deceived, misled. They 
have been lared, by the ignis fatuus of bank cred- 
its, from the old paths of economy into the quag- 
mire of extravagance and profligacy; and now, in 
the hour of difficulty, the treacherous phantom 
vanicbes into thin air. I will stand by the States; 
and I will -palliate, excuse, and (as far as may be) 
justify their conduct. All of them together, and 
each separaicly, form my country: and the lan- 
guage of my heart is, May wy country be always 
right; but, right or wrong, I will always stand by 
my country. 

It is true, I say, that I cannot see how many of 
ihe States can pay their debts. No civilzed na- 
tion, except this young giant, ever yet paid a for- 
eign debt of any considerable amount. In some 
of the States, the exports—the surplus produce car- 
ried out of the State and sold—are about equal to 
the annual interest to be paid by such States. This 
interest will be so much subtracted from the active 
circulation. It is taken away, and no return is 
made for it. The rents and profits of farms, in- 
stead of being spent in their improvement and en- 
largement, will be carried away to the foreign 
lords of the manor. By this process, in a few 
years, the whole country would be involved in ir- 
retrievable and intolerable ruin. The entire debt 
of the States and cities, and Federal Government, 
is $279,388,760. The interest on this amount is 
$14,893,832. The whole export of domestic prod- 
uce, in 1841, from the United States, was $106,- 
000,000. Of this amount, 14 per cent. is to be 
paid for interest. This will exceed by far the prof- 
its on the export. It amounts to 85 cents on every 
barrel of flour, end $4 25 on every bale of cotton. 
Sir, it is evident that it cannot be paid. The ef- 
fort will most surely involve us more deeply in 
distress and bankruptcy. j 

Mr. Speaker, | verily believe that, with the ex- 
ception of the United States, there is scarcely a civ- 
jlized nation in the world able to pay her debts. 
Suppose the interest on the English debt payable 
abroad for one year; at the end of that time, that 
supercilious and baughty Government would be 
brought low in the dust, and would become one 
splendid but desolate wreck. Her bank circula- 
tion is not quite 20,000,000. The an.ount of her 
annual taxation is about £60,000 000, or $300,- 
000,000. Her annual intcrest is 30,000,000, or 
near $150,000,000. Now, suppose this entire sum 
of interest were due the Ist day of January, 1844, 
to be paid to France or this country, Great Britaia 
would be drained of every dollar of bullion she 
possessed, and, on the day of payment, there would 
be an awful crash of her whole paper system. The 
purchase of foreign corn, afew years since, caused 
such a drain of bullion, as to shake the Bank of 
England to its centre. Her advantage now is, that 
her debt—near $4,000,000,000—is due at home, 
and in the payment of tax, and then of debt, the 
paper money -of the kingdom, based upon ihe 
credit of the Government, flows in a circle, ab- 
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sorbing at every revolution the profits of the ir- 
dustry of the mass, and aggregates them fer the 
few; the quantity is not diminished, but it has the 
capacity of being almost indefinitely enlarged. 

Tre debt of Austria is £80,000,000, or near 
$400,000,000; and her revenues the last year were 
insuficient to meet the demands upon her treasury. 
Franceowes £191,893,053, or near $1,000,000,000; 
and her income is inadequate to her wants, and 
she is. in search of new objects of taxation, Hol- 
land owes £100,006,000; Denmark, £16,000,000; 
Prussia, £29,000,000; Naples, 20,000,000; Rus- 
sia owes £50,000,000, or near $250,000,000; and 
Spain acknowledges a debt ot £89,600,000, and 
she has 202,030,000 which she repudiates. But it 
is-all.the same; she pays none, and can pay none. 
Portugals debt is £19,086,122, and she is unable 
to pay anything, and she kas suspended. Butit 
is cruel to turn to the South American Govern- 
menis; they have all suspended, except the Brazils, 
-whose debt is £15,500,000; and they are now en- 
joying ‘all the p-osperity of an expanded paper 
system, which will soon burst, and involve the 
Government in ruin and bankruptcy. 


From this cursory review of the debts of na- 
tions, it is apparent that their debts can never be 
paid: and if it be conceded (which I do not, be- 
cause the revenue in each one of the abovenamed 
nations, so far as I am advised, is now short of 
the accruing demands upon their treasury) that 
the interest on this stupendous mass of indebted- 
ness wili be “met, yet generation after generation 
will be curs:d with its weight—will be born with 
this pack-saddle on their backs, to be rode and spur- 
red, and driven by the fundmongers and stockjob- 
bers of the world. I am further persuaded, in 
my own mind, that the debts of many of the States 
cannot, and will never, be paid. But shall we de- 
sert our country in that event? Shall we desert it 
as a den of thieves and swindlers? Withered be 
che heart that could conceive such a thought; blis- 
tered be the tongue that could utter such a senli- 
ment. In that event, what wili become of the gen- 
tleman from New York? [Mr. Grancer.] Which 
way will he go?. To Texas? Why, she hastwice 
repudiated. Moreover, the slave owners might 
give the gentleman too warm a reception in that 
quarter. To Mexico? She is bankrupt, and has 
aliempted to repudiate her honest devts. To Eng- 
land, the arrégant tone of whose cilizers the gen- 
teman has attempted to reflec! on this floor?—to 
England, the great highway robber of the world?— 
to England, where he could join the hypocritical 
abolitionists in oppressing and aggrieving outraged 
Ireland?—to England, where 26,000,000 of pre- 
tended freemen are laboring and toiling by day, 
aud shivering with cold and hunger, poverty and 

- distress, by night, to pay the interest on her public 
debt, owned by 289,751 lords and proprietors of 
the country——a debt contracied in fraud, and per- 

ètuated in the blood of her people—a debt which 
isso grinding the face of the great laboring mass, 
as willsoon render their sufferings intolerable? Sir, 
England—exacting and parse-proud England—is 
the very mother of repudiation, The instances in 
her history are too numerous for me now to enu- 
merate, I pass by her frequent depreciation of the 
current coin of the kingdom; thereby defrauding 
her public creditors of the difference. I pass by the 
unprincipled robbery of the depositors of their 
money in the exchequer, in the reign of Charles 
I, on the faith of the Government; by which theu- 
sands were direetly or indirectly ruined. But the 
very foundation of her present debt is an enormous 
fraud. The Government borrowed $1,328,526, at 
8 per cent., pledging her faith for its redemption; to 
be spent, I believe, in part, for her navy. 

The Government soon suspended payment for 
one year, then indefinitely; the public creditors 
were involved in ruin; they brought suit in the 
courts, and, after twelve years, obtained judgment. 
The Chancelicr of the Exchequer overruled the 
courts, and, on an appeal to the House of Lords, 
they reversed the decision of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer. The debi. by this time, amounted to 
£3,428,526. Parliament, at this stage, took it ia 
hand, after a lapse of twenty-five years, and, by 
statute, declared the creditors should receive only 
3 -per cent. on the principal, and that the principal 
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could be redeemed with one-baif. Thus, a d.bt of 
$17,000.000,.a1 8 per cent., was redzéed to $3,000,- 
000, at3 per cen. Hume speaks of it thüs: “It 
wasa forfeiture of public credit, aud an open vios 
lation of the most solemn engagements, both for- 
eign and domestic.” 

In the Long Parliament, the church lands were 
seized and disposed of. The money arising there- 
from was appropriated by the Government. After- 
wards, the lands were'restored to the church; but 
the money received was most unjustly retained. 

Again, in 1797, the Government forced the bank 
to suspend specie payment; and not lung after, Par- 
liament adopted this resolution: “That the notes of 
the Bank of England have been, and are at this 
time, held in public estimation eguivalent to the 
legal coin of the same valne, and generally accepted 
as such in all pecuniary transactions to which such 
coin is lawfully applicable.” At that very time 
bank notes were 10 per cent. below par. Parlia- 
ment, therefore, declared a falsehood; and thgy fol- 
lowed it up by passing a law, which punished with 
fine and imprisonment all persons who received it, 
òr paid it away, for less than its par value. The 
bank notes afterwards depreciated 20, 30, 40, and, 
atone time, to 41 percent. All public creditors 
were required to receive,this depreciated paper, un- 
der heavy penalties for refusal; and the computa- 
tion that, on the debt contracted before 1800, she 
gained (and of course creditors lost) by their pay- 
mentol depreciated paper £37,000,000, er $137,- 
000,000. This was a very pretty financial opera- 
tion. If Mississippi were allowed to pay her debt 
in the depreciated bank paper of that State, she 
would soon be vastly easy on that score. 

With these facts staring them in the face, does 
it not require a large share of Christian forbear- 
ance to hear Englishmen talk of the good faith and 
bad faith of nations? And how contemptible and 
humiliating it is to find an American cinzen join- 
ing in the cry, and speaking of American bad faith 
and American dishonor, whose whole history pre- 
sents the fairest page of any nation on earth on 
this subject! Batif a man do not claim the rights 
and respect due to a gentleman, the world will not 
accord them to him: so itis with a nation, And it 
is due to England to say, that, when she robs and 
swindles, she does it boldly, by a statute, which 
receives the sanction of his most gracious Majesty, 
on whose vast empire, it is boastingly said, the sun 
never sets. 


Suppose the gentleman should go to France: 
will be then have reached a soil which has never 
been stained with the damuable sin of repudiation? 
It was here (as Sir Walter Scott has it) “that the 
depreciated assignats were raised to par by guillo- 
tining those who sold or bought them for less than 
their full value.” The livre current contains less 
than one sixty-sixth part of the coin it did in former 
times. 

In 1797, the debt of France was $966,000,000; 
but, in order to continue the invasion of Germany 
and Italy, the army required $56,000,000; and it 
became necessary to make a decisive movement 
with the revenue of the Government; and this ex- 
pedient was fallen upon: Two-thirds of the public 
debt—amounting to $644,000,000—was struck off, 
without any notice to the fund-holder, and without 
any excuse, save the wants of the army; leaving 
a public debt of only $322,000,000. Here isa 
flagrant and most outrageous repudiation of an 
amount more than double the whole indebtedness 
of the United States. Although this must be an 
acknowledged wrong, yet I like the spirit which 
promp's this justification by the French historian, 
M. Thiers: “Measures of this nature inflict, like 
revolutions, much individual hardship; but people 
must submit to them when they have become inevit- 
able.” Tne spirit which actuated the French his- 
torian in defending his country, forms a striking 
contrast to that evinced by the gentleman from 
New York. 

Wiil the gentleman go to Spain? The require- 
ments of her treasury this year are about $60,000,- 
000. She has strained her taxing powers to the ut- 
most, and ibe expectation is that the revenue will 
not exceed $49,000,000; and it issuggested that a 
proposition will be made to borrow money from the 
Shylocks of England, and allow the duties upon 


| imports to be collected: in. English ports. Bat 
Spain is hopelessly bankrupt. It is no better. with. 
Austria and Holland, alisougb, by heavy exertion, 
they continue to pay; but they have both twice re- 
Pudiated heavy amounts. Where, then, will the 
gentleman go? To Portugal, Greece, Colombia, 
Buenos Ayres, Chili, Peru? They are all bank- 
rupt. Where will he go?’ I judge it would suit 
him best to ingratiate himself with the Ottoman 
Porte. There he will find many a brighteye and 
ruddy cheek, and, in the opinion of my friend from 
illinois, the gentleman excels in the parlor and 
drawing-room. 

Now let usreturn to our own cotmtry. And 
how does she stand in history in regard te her. own 
indebtedness? It is well known that, during the 
revolutionary war, Congress ordered to be issued, 
on the faith of the Government, 200,000,000 of 
what are called continental bills.* [learn from the 
Treasury Department, however, that ¢240,000,000 
were de facto issued; and the Jast actin the drama 
is thus graphically drawn by Mr. Jefferson: 

“Jt continued to circulate and depreciate tili the end of 1780 
when it had fallen to 75 for 1; and the money circulated front 
the French army being by that time sensible inall the States 
north of the Potomac, the paper ceased its circulation altogether 
in those States. In Virginia and North Carolina, it continued a 
year longer; within which time it fell to 1,000 for 1, and then 
expired, asithad done in the other States, without a single 
groan. Not a murmur was heard, on this occasion, among the 
people. On the contrary, universal congratulations took place 
on their seeing this gigantic mass, whose dissolution had threat- 
ened convulsions which should shake their infant confederacy 
to its centre, quietly interred in its grave. Foreigners, indeed, 
who do not, like the natives, feel indulgence for its memory, as 
of a being which has vindicated their liberties, and fallen in the 
moment of victory, have been loud, and still are loud, in their 
complaints, A few of them have reason; but the most noisy of 
them are not the best of them. They are persons who have 
become bankrupt by unskilful attempts at commerce with 
America. That they may have some pretext to offer to their 
creditors, they have bought up great masses of this dead money | 
in America, where it is to be had at 5,000 for }; and they 
show the certificates of their paper possessions, as if they had all 
died in their hands, and had been the cause of their bankrupt- 
cy.?? 

This was not a dishonorable repudiation. Oh no! 
But here was a most sacred debt left unprovided 
for. I cast no censure upon our ancestors or our- 
selves for failing to redeem the national faith.. It 
has all turned out right. 

But again. The States issued $200,000,000 of 
bills of credit, as Mr. Jefferson estimates it; and 
what became of all that vast amount? Have the 
glorious Old Thirteen ever paid all their debts? If 
so, when? andhow? Did Virginia, North Caroli- 
na, Maryland, Pennsylvania, or Massachusetts 
ever discharge their debts, for the payment of 
which they pledged their faith? Not a dollar, so 
faras I know and believe, was ever redeemed. 
And shail we put down all these revolutionary 
States as dishonored repudiators, for refusing to 
pay their honest debts? Not at all. They did 
right. Mr. Jefferson explains it in this way: 

“Every one through whose hands a bill passed, lost on that 
bill what it Jost in value during the time it was in his. hands. 


This was a real tax on him.” “A mode of taxation 
the most oppressive ofall, because the most unequal ofall.”? 


Here is a history in advance of many of the 
State. debts. Such is my candid opinion. 

But, for the benefit of some of those who try to 
echo foreign sentiment and feeling cri this floor, I. 
wish to read another extract from Mr. Jefferson’s 
letter to Mr. A. Stewart, written in Paris in 1786. 

“American reputation in Europe is not such as to be flatter- 
ing to its citizens. Two circumstancesare particularly object- 
ed to us: the non-payment of our debts, and the want of energy 
in our Government. These discourage a connexion with us. I 
own it to be my opinion that good will arise from the destruc- - 
tion of our credit. Isee nothing else which can restrain our 
disposition to luxury, and to the change of those manners 
which alone can preserve republican government.” 

Here you find the sentiment and feeling of a 
Republican and a patriot, All this was done by 
the most glorious class of politicians that ever 
lived. And suppose, in those days, a member of 
the American Congress had attempted to rise in 
his place and cast obloquy upon any member of 
this confederacy for refusing to provide for the pay- 
ment of her honest debts, for which she had pledg- 
ed her faith; the murmurs of discontent, if not 


* Nots.—Since the delivery of this speech, I find, by refer- 
ring to the appendix to Mr. InagrsoLt's speech on the fial 
bank bill, that three bundred and sixty millions of dollars ofcon- 
tinental money was issued as early as the year 1778, which was 
never redeemed. I wish this appendix could be read by every 


freeman inthe United States. 
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of contempt, 
impudent member would have been silenced. Sir, 
when they formed that banner of stars and stripes, 
all feltan equal interest in the reputation of each; 
and if the brightness upon any one was to be dim- 
ied. by any means, they all felta holy horror at 
ilting the unholy deed. But what have. we 


would have filled these halls, and the 


seen since this question has been up. A serious effort ` 


made to cast reproach and disgrace on one of these 
States. Suppose the gentleman should succeed, 
and persuade the world that one of these States 
has acted dishonorably, uaworthily. How much 
has he gained? Would it give that gentleman any 
pleasure to damn: the reputation of Mississippi? 
‘When her name for honor and fidelity was gone, 
would it produce a thrill in his heart for the world 
to point to him and say, “Thou didst it.” 

oes the gentleman suppose Mississippi will be 
induced to retrace her steps at his instance? Sir, I 
can quarrel! with a man—if need be, fight him— 
afterwards explain the matter between us, forget 
the insult, shake hands, and be friends. But I ean 
never forget or forgive a man who abuses my 
liege sovereign, my protector, my State, my coun- 
try. As socn would I forget or forgive the slanderer 
who would spit his foul spleen upon the fair name 
of my mother. And I regret that there could have 
been found one individyal on this floor who should 
endeavor to bring into disrepute the dear name of 
ray. beloved. State. I Jet the papers pass—I care 
but little for them; they delight in slander, and to 
them itis sweeter far to publish racy abuse than 
common-place commendation. Moreover, they 
have their reward. But, sir, who is this Goliah of 
Gath, who volunteers to make a deadly pass at 
Mississippi. Who sets himself up to teach my 
constituents lessons in the code of honor, and to 
preach to them morality, 
fairy dealing? The boasted advocate of a “high 
protective tariff,” a system of legislative robbery, 
laying burdens upon one portion of the Union 
and conferring bounties upon the other; and taking 
from the pockets of one partof the people without 
their consent, and bestowing upon another. 

Again, he is the advocate of the system which 
borrows all and pays none. In his own State, he 
acted with the party who desired to run the State 
sull farther in debt, by appropriations and leans; 
while he refused to levy any additional tax to in- 
erédse the revenue, when it was well known 
that the income was unequal to the accruing 
demands. And I put this question to the gen- 
tiéman: Which is the greatest political sinner— 
the legislator who borrows money and squanders 
it, without providing for its repayment; or he who 
succeeds, and, finding the debt unprovided for, re- 
fuses to levy burdens upon his constituents for its 
payment? In my opinion, the first deserves the more 
decided censure. ‘This is the identical individual 
who headed, in his own State, the great anti-ma- 
sonic humbug movement. This is the self-same 
gentleman who authorized Gen. Harrison, at Rich- 
mend, to say he was no Abolitionist, 


Mr.. GRANGER here interposed, and said that 
he had given no such authority to General Harri- 
son. 


Mr, THOMPSON replied: I speak from rumor. 
But does the gentleman deny that he gave assur- 
anee, through one of his political friends, to the 
Senate of the United States, when bis confirmation 
as Postmester General was pending before that 
body, that he was no Abolitioni-t? 

Mr. GRANGER then said he had never done so, 
in the sense in which the gentleman understood 
that term. 

Mr. THOMPSON said he understood the gente- 
maa Cistinetly to avow himself an Abdolinonis', 
wher interrogated at the last session by the gentle- 
man irom Tennessee, (Mtr, Warresson ]* 


*Nore—Extract from the speech of Mr. War- 
renson of Tennessee, on the veto message: 


phe witness relied upoa by Mr. WATTERSON, isa Mr, A. 
Sawyer. k x 
egt Afr, Grancer has said that he had yielded to the doc- 
sinks advocated by Mr. Blade, In his speech in regard to ihe 
af Columbia, and that the notion of implied faith on the 
$ Virginia and Maryland must be given up. 
“Me, GRANGER rose and said, That is true. 
oa Mr GRANGER has said, that whenever it could be proved 


good faith, honesty, and | 


| 


. Mr. GRANGER. said that he never was an 
Abolitionist; and he assured the gentleman that if 
he was one, he would take as much pride in avow- 
ing it, as he now did in denying it. a 

Mr. THOMPSON continued: The gentleman, 
after all this, bas some nerve, to rise in his place 
and talk of fair dealing and straightforward con- 
duct. i 


The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. AD: 
ams] strikes the wrong key when he supposes we 
are io be bullied into the assumption of State debts. 
The lesson we learned from his father was to do 
right, and let consequences take care of themselves; 
and, “sink or swim, survive or perish, live or die,” 
we will stand by our judgments, and never counsel 
with our fears, in our legislative action. If Great 
Britain undertakes to become the high sheriff of 
the world, aad goes out on this Quixotic expedi- 
tion of collecting from the nations of the earth 
their „debts, she will find herself greatly mis- 


taken. ` In such an effort, in my opinion, she 


will soon be willing to enter upon the executions 


“satisfied in ful.” 


The cry in this country has been “confidence, 
confidence.” We must restore the confidence of 
the country. This was the catch-word in the great 
struggle of 1840—and that, too, by the very same 
party who, deceived and misled by the false rea- 
soning of the bankers and financiers, sustained the 
banks in their open and acknowledged repudia- 
tion of their debis, while they declared the whole 
cours: of the opposing party was war upon the 
banks. Their defaleations gradually destroyed all 
confidence in banks. Next followed the failure of 
the speculators; and they cried out for the same 
relief extended to the banks, by Jegalizing their sus- 
pensions of payment. These advocates for the 
restoration of confidence granted their request in 
the shape of stay-laws and stop-laws in the States, 
and of a bankrupt law here, which evabled them 
to repudiate their debts. This destroyed all confi- 
dence between individuals. Next, the tax-payer 
began to complain of his burdens; and he could 
not see the reason why banks and individuals 
should be released from their obligations, and yet 
the State should be required to pay the uttermost 
farthing on her imprudent contracts. 


This defection of the tax payer impaired greatiy 
the confidence in State credit. Then, for the relief 
of the Sta‘es, unholy hands were laid upon the 
land revenue, and it was distributed among the 
States. This fund did not restore confidence and 
State credit; but its withdrawal impaired in no slight 
degree the confidence in the credit of Federal Gov- 
ernment. Now, to consummate and destroy all con fi- 
dence iv that credit of the General Government, it is 
but necessary to authorize the issue of two bundred 
millions of bonds, for the payment of the State 
debts, when we can with the utmost difficulty com- 
mand the means adequate to meet the ordinary ex- 
penditures of the Government. The acting of the 
last scene in this great drama will cause the total 
loss of all confidence in the Government itself, and 
a fatal stab will be given to constitutional liberty. 


The gentleman from Maryland asks, What, 
then, is to be done? I say, economize your ex- 
penss, and husband your resources; burrow 20 
more money, and create ho additional debt; repeal 
your prehibitory tariff duties, and tbus strike of 
the shackles from commerce. Say to the Siates, 


in decisive tones, This Government has no author- j 


ity to take upon its sboulders your burdens; aud 
jt is vain, aud werse than vain, to harbor svch an 
expeciatiaw: meet your difficulties like men: what 
can be Cone, do; and do it frankly and fearlessly. 
Let us edep: for this Federal Government a settled 
financial policy, and let all lock to the fruits of 
regular industry for reiief. In this plain way, wy 
word for it, this nation will soon be prosperous and 
happy- 

Tne morning hour now expired. 


that slavekolders had cailed to their aid United States troops to 
pot down an insurrection on the part of the slaves against the 
whites; or wheaever it could be made to appear that United 
States troops had been used to sustain or protect slavery, that 
moment Congress would have power to abolish’slavery in the 
different States. 

“My, GRANGER admitted that, also, Was true,” 
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REMARKS OF Mr. CAMPBELL, 
OF SOUTH CAROLINA: ` 

In the House of Representatives, February 24, 
1843.—0n House bill No. 649. l 


Mr. CAMPBELL said that the object of the bill 
under consideration was to suspend the operation 
of the second section, or districting clause, of the ap- 
portionment act, so far as it was calculated to affect 
the legality of elections to the 28th Congress. 

From present indications, he thought that. no 
reasonable doubt could be entertained, if unnecessary 
collisions were avoided, that this important section 
would be adopted in all the States. The opposition 
to it, at first so violent, was gradually yielding to an 
enlightened public opinion. The tocsin which at 
first so -loudly proclaimed a danger to the rights of 
the States, that never existed, has almost ceaséd to 
sound; and, in every State of the Union except one, 
where the Legislature had assembled since its pas- 
sage, the people, he believed, had, through their 
immediate constitutional organs, given unequivocal 
indications of their approbation of its principle. 
The exception to which he alluded was New 
Hampshire; and he had reason to believe that, if the 
excitement which unfortunately prevailed in that 
respectable State was allowed to subside, she would 
not be long in discharging a duty which is due, not 
less to her own high character for respect to the 
laws, than to the obligations she is under to the 
States united with her in the Federal compact. 

The condition of things, however, in New Hamp- 
shire, is not the only obstacle to carrying the dis- 
tricting clause of the apportionment law into im- 
mediate operation. In Georgia, the electi:n: for 
Congress had taken place under the pre-existing 
general-ticket system, previous to the first meeting 
of her Legislature after the passage of.the appor- 
tionment law; and although that body proceeded 
almost immediately to divide the State into con- 
gressional districts for the 29th and subsequent Con- 
gresses, yet, so far as the elections for the 28th Con- 
gress were concerned, the evil was without remedy; 
for, the clection being held, the Legislature was in- 
competent to set it aside and order another in its 
place—the Constitution of the United States having 
vested in this House the exclusive right to judge of 
the “elections, returns, and qualifications of its 
members.” The elections for Congregs had also 
taken place for the next Congress, in Missouri, under 
the general-ticket system, previous to the meeting 
of her Legislature, now in session; and which body, 
he was informed, would, before its adjournment, 
divide the State into cistricts for the 29th and sub- 
sequent Congresses. 

[Mr. Epwarps, of Missouri, here rose and stated 
that he had just learned that. the bill recently pend- 
ing to divide Missouri into congressional districts 
had been lost.] 

Mr. Campnet was sorry to hear it; but, remark- 
ing that the intelligence did not affect his argument, 
continued. The election for Congress under the 
general ticket will also occur in Mississippi before 
the meeting of her Legislature, which will not reg- 
ularly convene until about the time of the meeting 
of Congress, and where it is well understood that 
the Governor will not call an extra session. 

Under these circumstances, Mr. C. thought that 
not only sound policy, but justice, required the pas- 
sage of the bill under consideration, or one of a simi- 
lar character. If Congress refused to do so, the next 
House of Representatives must exclude the repre~ 
sentatives. of the people of atleast three States, who 
have had no oppatahity of complying with the law. 

He had been asked why he was so desirous fo 
procure the suspension of a law which, at the last 
session of Congress, he had not only supported, but 
had introduced? He would state, in reply, that his 
opinion in relation to the districting clause of the 
apportionment law had undergone no change, either 
in relation to its expediency or constitutionality. 
Indeed, the more he had reflected upon it, the more 
he was convinced of its salutary conservative prin- 
ciples. ‘The reasons why he desired its temporary 
suspension were simply these: First, by a coursé of 
conciliation, to receive its ultimate triumph; second, 
to avoid the confusion and deley that will otherwise 
certainly. occur at the next session of Congress; and, 
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bitd,4o enable the people of those States: where no 


“piovisiorig have ‘been made: for district elections, and 
“particolarly of those States where the people have 
Had ha opportunity of conforming to the law, to be 
ésénited at the commencement of the next Con- 
gress, 

“Tt was true, he had been informed, previous to the 


existing regulations, previous to the regular time of 
the meeting of their Legislatures; but, in endeavor- 
ing.to obtain the passage of alaw which contained 
pringiples,: ashe thought, vital to the existence of 
-our-institutions, he- was unwilling to encumber it 
with details, suggested by the accidental condition 
of things that existed in some of the States. Nor 
raid hé suppose that any evil would probably result 
from such a course, beyond the expenses of an extra 
‘gession of the Legislature in States so situated—an 
expense that would have been tenfold compensated 
„to those having it to pay, by affording them an op- 
portunity of being represented in the next Congress 
by Representatives freely chosen by themselves, and 
elected. upon principles in conformity with the 
principles of the Constitution. ; 
y Mr. O. here, expressed his disappointment, sur- 
prise and regret, that persons who had been elevated 
to'the chief magistracy, under the free institutions 
ofany of the States of this Union, should manifest 
sucha contempt for the ‘opinions of the people by 
whom they were elevated, as to decide for them, 
instead of allowing them to decide for themselves 
the momentous question of whether they would, 
or would not, be represented in the 28th Congress 
jn conformity to the provisions of the existing 
Jaw. Such, however, had unfortunately been the 
case,- Intwo of the States, from the Governors re- 
fusing to call an extra séssion of their respective 
Legislatures, the elections have come on under cir- 
cumstances in which the people have had no pos- 
sible opportunity of deciding this important question 
for themselves. In another State, the same evil 
would certainly occur. Persons, thus chosen con- 
trary to law, will present themselves at the bar of 
the next House of Representatives claiming admis- 
sion to seats; and, considering the party aspect 
which the subject has unfortunately and unaccount- 
ably assumed, unless this bill or one of a similar 
character is adopted, a collision will probably occur, 
such as has never before been witnessed in a legis- 
lative hall—a collision which, however little we may 
eare for the consequences of it, to ourselves personal- 
ly; itis the part of wisdom and of patriotism rather to 
avoid, than voluntarily and unnecessarily encounter; 
particularly as such a collision will rather endan- 
ger than insure the triumph of those great conserva- 
tive'principles, which the universal adoption of the 
districting. clause of the apportionment law will 
establish and perpetuate; and which he believed not 
only to be important, but essential to the existence 
of our institutions. 


Among the considerations which could not fail 
to recommend the districting cluwse of the eppor- 
tionment law to the confidence of the American 
people, he enumerated: 

Ist. Its importance in restoring uniformity in 
elections, and equality of political influence in the 

- House of Representatives to the citizen population 
` of the different States. 

2d. The preservation of the freedom of elections, 
which could not exist where the general-ticket system 
prevailed, and where the dearest, most sacred, blood- 
bought right of American citizens—that of voting 
for‘persons of their own choice to represent them— 
Was reduced to the poor privilege of sanctioning at 

` the polls the edicts of a few political jugglers, who 
form, themselves into a self-constituted oligarchy, 
` to rule and direct the elections of the State. 

3d. Its importance in restoring the Democratic 
principle of the Government, now entirely destroyed 
wherever the general-ticket system prevails. 
` dth. To preserve the influence of the small States 
from being engulphed in the vortex ofthe universal 
adoption of the general-ticket system—a crisis to 
which: we were rapidly hastening, and to which, 
but for the action of Congress, we would soon have 

~"Ririved, 
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5th: . To enable -minorities to be represented, 
which was essential to freedom in a representative 
Government; and whose voice is entirely silenced in 
this hall, from all the States where the general ticket 
prevails. i 

6th. To preserve the representation of feelings, 
and interests, and opinions, from different sections 
of the country, without respect to geographical lines; 
and thus to guard against those concentrated miove- 
ments of the North against the South and the South 
against the North; the first effect of which would 
be the oppression of the minority section, and ulti- 
mately the dissolution of the Union. 

These, and other considerations, cannot. fail 
to recommend the districting clause of the ap- 
portionment law to the confidence of the people, and, 
if left to operate upon their unbiased judgments, 
must insure to it universal approbation. Let us 
not, then, (said Mr. C.) jeopard, by an attempt at 
coercion, what we shall certainly obtain by a course 
of conciliation. This Government originated, and 
must be maintained, in a spirit of conciliation and 
compromise. It rests upon the confidence and 
affections of the people for its support; and every 
difference of opinion, honestly entertained, is entitled 
to be treated with respect. If, then, the delusion still 
unhappily prevails in some of the States, that this 
law of Congress is an aggression on State Tights, 
time for reflection, and not an attempt at coercion, 
is our remedy, And when the people become con- 
vinced (as they soon will, if causes of excitement are 
removed) that the action of Congress has not re- 
lieved the State Legislatures from the obligations 
imposed upon them by the Constitution, they will 


demand the adoption of such regulations as are’ 
-necessary to carry it into effect. 


If the bill under consideration be adopted, all im- 
mediate excitement will subside, and the law will go 
quietly, peacefully, and universally into operation. 
If the bill is not adopted, the spirit of resistance will 
be kept alive, and perhaps the ultimate fate of the 
law itself be rendered doubtful. But even if at the 
next session of Congress it should be trampled in 
the dust by a party majority, he had the consolation 
to believe that the enormities of the general-ticket 
system being now laid before the country, and the 
attention of the people attracted to them, it would 
be universally repudiated, and our institutions saved 
from the evils under which they were laboring from 
its partial, and the danger of still greater evils to 
which they were exposed. from its universal adop- 
tion. Theseed is sown, and has taken root; which, 
whether the districting clause is treated as a nullity, 
or repealed, or remains upon the statute-book, will 
produce through all the States, ina very few years, the 
adoption of its principles. 

There were other considerations which demanded 
imperatively the passage of this bill. Mader the 
present depressed state of the demand for agricul- 
tural products, everything like a speculative demand 
for the public lands has terminated. Add to this, 
that under the pressure of the existing system of 
exorbitant cash duties, our import trade had rapidly 
declined; and it was certainly probable that an 
empty treasury and an indebted Government 
would, st the next meeting of Congress, demand the 
immediate attention of the House of Representa- 
tives. 

Gentlemen cannot have forgotten the scene which 
occurred here at the commencement of the 26th 
Congress, when, in consequence of the difference of 
opinion that existed in relation to the election re- 
turns from the State of New Jersey, party feeling 
was excited to a degree of phrensy, that silenced for 
a time the voice of reason and moderation; and more 
than three weeks were spent in scenes of tumult, 
before this House was organized. If difficulties in 
the election from a single State were sufficient to 
produce this effect, what may we not expect when 
persons claiming to be the Representatives of three 
or four States, not elected in conformity to law, shall 
claim to be admitted to seats? 

Confident as he was of the constitutionality of 
the existing law, he could have no hesitation, how- 
ever disagreeable it might be if its operation was 
not suspended, to reject the pretensions of every per- 
son not elected in conformity to its provisions. But 
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what he conceived to be the path of duty wa 
equally plain to others; and he could not fo 

threats that had been made by its oppo 
it as a nullity, and trample it under foot. 
that such- an outrage would never be perpetr 
the floor of an American Congress; büt, inthe 
ent, ‘state of party feeling, he could ‘nòt doubt that ` 


_party enthusiasts would be’ returned to the “ext 


Congress, who would erideavor to cary’ this’ threat 
into execution, and who, if they succeed in‘ndthirg 
else, may at least prodtice confusion and delay. ET 

Sir, (Sdid Mr. C.,) I do not repudiate the existence 
of party. On the contrary, when stimulated by 
patriotism, and controlled by reason, I acknowledge 
its benefits in the administration of the affains of 
Government, But when these barriers are broken 
down, and’ party becomes the mere plaything of pas- 
sions that contend against and inflame each other— 
of resentments that seek for ‘gratification, and of 
ambition that looks to its own aggrandizement—it has 
evet been, and will ever be, the bane of Republics. 
Sir, if the fate of this Republic could be writteri.on 
the walls of this Capitol, as was the fate of Babylon 
on the palace of her kings,—party—party—party 
would be the inscription. : 

Tf this bill, offered in a spirit of conciliation, did 
not pass, he hoped that the friends of order would 
march to. the polls with a banner on which shall be 
engraved “The Constitution and laws passed in 
conformity thereto;” and that every candidate’ for 
Congress will be called upon to declare before the 
people whether he intends to resist by force thie ex- 
isting law, at the risk of turning this-hall of legis- 
lation intoa scene of tumult, and confusion, and 
perhaps of bloodshed. The opponents of the dis- 
tricting clause of the apportionment law may be 
assured, let them be ever so determined to trample 
it under foot, that there will be others here equally 
determined to maintain it. The bill under consid- 
eration afforded a common ground, upon. which the 
friends and opponents of the measure might meet 


-without any surrender of principle; and while its 


adoption would remove the danger of . the dreadful 
conflict that may otherwise occur at the next session 
of Congress, it will insure the ultimate triumph of 
the law itself. He also supposed the possibility of 
an extra session of Congress; and asked if the: House 
of Representatives would not present a, most inter- 
esting spectacle, if it should pass the entire time, that 
ought to be devoted at such a session. to the interests 
f the country, in vain attempts to organize! : The 
only possible means of avoiding the danger of such 
a result, was to adopt the bill under- consideration, 
or one of a similar character. ` 
He would now reply to the objection. that had 
been suggested by the gentleman from Tennessee, 
(Mr. Turxey,] since he had commenced addressing 


| the House, and to which the gentleman requested 


an answer, to wit: “That Congress has no right, by 
law, to affect the validity of elections that had al- 
ready occurred.” Mr. C. had anticipated this ob- 


jection, and thought that he was prepared to give to 


it-a satisfactory answer; and, although he -admitted 


that Congress was not competent by. law to. declare 


an election void, that was good at the time that it 
occurred, he insisted that the converse of the propo- 
sition was not true. 

Congress, clearly, has no right by law to declare 
an act penal, which was not so when performed; for 
such a law would be ea post facto in its. operation, 
and unconstitutional. But, although Congress has 
not the power to make an act penal, which was in- 
nocent when performed, it has an indisputable right, 
for good and sufficient reason, to remit from a penal- 
ty that has been incurred: provided that, by so doing, 
no private right, nor the rights of any community, 
are injuriously affected. Congress has the right, for 
example, to remit penalties that have been incurred 
by attempted violations of the revenue laws. And, in 
farther illustration of his position, he had alluded to 
a petition which had been submitted by certain 
railroad companies, to suspend the operation of that 
part of the tariff act which required that all. iron, 
laid down after the 4th of March next should pay 
duty. Wo one had denied, or could deny, that Con- 
gress had the right to grant the relief wasked for in 
this petition, which he insisted might be done. by 
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law, passed either before or subsequent to the 4th 
of March, and which might be both retrospective 
and prospective in its operation. 

“The examples to which he had alluded bore, he 
thought, a strong analogy to the objects of the bill 
under consideration, so far as the question of con- 
stitutional power was involved. There was, how- 
ever, an important difference on the score of justice; 
for, while it was difficult to suppose that violations 


of the revenue could be involuntarily attempted, we - 


knew that in two of the States the elections had 
taken place under circumstances in which the peo- 
ple have had no. opportunity of conforming to the 
law the operation of which he proposed to suspend, 

_ so far as the elections for the next Congress were 
concemed. Ina third State, the same thing would 
occur. f 

Mr. C. requested gentlemen to mark the broad 
distinction between ex post facto and retrospective 
laws.. Ex post facto laws were necessarily retro- 
spective, but retrospective laws were not necessarily 
ex post facto; and while it was a direct and palpa- 
ble violation of the Constitution to pass the one, 
sound policy, substantial justice, and the public 
good frequently required the other. 

In. support of his views, Mr. C. quoted, from Dal- 
las’s Reports, the opinions of Justices Chase, Iredel, 
&c., in delivering the opinion of the court, seriatim; 
and, to show the operation of a repealed law on 
penalties incurred under it while existing, he quoted 
from the opinions of Chief Justice Marshall, and from 
the report of the Committee of Elections, to which 
the bill under consideration had been referred, and 
by which it had been reported back to the House. 

In conclusion, he again urged the passage of the 
bill, and reiterated his conviction of the benefits that 
would result from its adoption. 


REMARKS OF MR. PENDLETON, 
OF OHIO. 


In the House of Representatives, January 27, 1843— 
On the several plans of exchequer. 


Mr. Speaker: Some weeks since, the gentleman 
trom Indiana {Mr. Prorrir] told the House that, 
while at Cincinnati, on his way to Washington, he 
was informed that petitions in favor of the exche- 
quer, in that city alone, had received five thousand 
signatures. I presume I have received all these 


petitions—some in favor of the Executive plan, 
others in favor of the congressional plan; thou 
the advocates of the latter are few, very few, i 
comparison with those of the former. The gen- 
tleman who brought these petitions to Washington 
jnformed me that they contained about twelve hun- 
drednames. Be that as it may, I recognise among 
them many of my personal friends of both politi- 
cal parties, whose opinions and wishes are entitled 
to receive from me the most respectful considera- 
tion. Shortly to retire from public life, to renew 
my associations with these petitioners—an asso- 
ciation (I trust I may say it without offence) much 
more agreeable to my taste and habits than any- 
thing l have met with here—I could not but be 
most anxious to bring myself to think with then— 
to reconcile a vote in accordance with their wishes, 
to the paramount duty I owe to my country and its 
Constitution. Before I can give this vole, however, 
J fee) am obliged to remove out of my way the 
report of the Commitice of Ways and Means upon 
the treasury exchequer; for I do not suppose that 
those of my constituents who have joined in these 
petitions expected that I would adopt their sugges- 
tions without reflection, or support them against 
the deliberate and well-matured convictions of my 
ownjudgment. The report of the Committee of 
Ways and Means reviewed the exchequer schemes, 
not only as measures of finance, but as sources of 
Executive power and patronage, and set forth the 
objections to them in both characters. Should I 
now vote for these schemes, or either of them, 
without being able to remove these objections, 
these petitioners, (or many of them, at allevents,) 
Į well know, would scorn the facility of my com- 
_ pliance. Iam acting, too, under very different re- 
sponsibilities from those which rested upon my 
constituents when they signed these memorials: 
some, because they approved the plans—some, per- 
haps, to get rid of importunate solicitation. The 
objections to which I have referred, I approached 
with every disposition to remove them, The ar- 
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gument in- which they are contained, I examined 
with every disposition to refute it, I frankly con- 
fess I have been able tu do neither the one nor the 
other. -Thus baffled, 1 was willing to attribute my 
failure, not to the impregnable position of the re- 
port, but to the weakness of the assailant. Having 
since found, however, that both the gentlemen 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Cusine and Mr. Win- 
Tagor] have failed in similar attempts, I gained 
comfort in my own defeat, and confidence in my 
own conclusion. 

The several reports now in the consideration of 
the House present thrée plans of finance and 
currency: 

1. Sub-treasury. 

2, The exchequer proposed by the select com- 
mailtec. 

3 3. The exchequer recommended by the Presi- 
ent, 

There is a fourth plan—a bank of the United 
States—which, to be sure, is not now before the 
House, but to which it may be proper to al- 
lude, as, in case of the rejection of these three, 
it is the only alternative. I say the only al- 
ternative; for, although the time was, (and that 
not very long since,) when parts of this hall would 
have resounded with praises of a fifth plan, yet we 
are told, in the minority report, by the gentlemen 
from South Carolina and New Hampshire, {Messrs. 
Picttns and Arureton,] “No one contends for the 
State banksystem.” Andis it so, sir? Have we 
thisacknowledgment from that quarter? What! 
not one, of all its friends—not one? But yester- 
day, and this league of confederated banks~-the 
pride and refuge of the Democracy--might have 
stood against the world; now, none so poor to do it 
reverence. We cannot but recollect that such 
things were. Let me remind gentlemen that, a 
short time since, such a declaration would have 
subjected them, as it subjected us, to the fiercest in- 
vectives of their political friends. 


The deposites were removed from the Bank of 
the United States in the summer of 1833; and in 
his message of that year (the first of his second 
term) General Jackson said: 


“I am happy to know thai, through the good 
sense of our people, the effort to get up a panic has 
hitherto failed; and that, through the increased ac- 
commodations which the State banks have been 
enabled to afford, no public distress has followed 
the exertions of the bank.” 


In his second annual message of December, 
1834, General Jackson remarks: 


«Happily it is already illustrated that the agency 
of such an institution (Bank of the United States) is 
not necessary to the fiscal operations of the Gov- 
ernment: the State banks are found fully adequate 
to the performance of all services which were re- 
quired of the Bank of the United States, quite as 
prompoys and with the same cheapness. They 
have maintained themselves and discharged all 
their duties while the Bank of the United States 
was still powerful, and in the field as an open 
enemy; and it is not possible to conceive that they 
will find greater difficulties in their operations when 
that enemy shall cease to exist.” i 

The third message, of December, 1835, contains 

the following strong language: 
“By the use of the Slate banks, which do not de- 
rive their authority from the General Government, 
and are not controlled by its authority, it is escer- 
tained that the moneys of the United States can be 
collected and disbursed without loss or inconve- 
nience, and that all the wants of the community in 
relation to exchange and currency are supplied as 
well as they ever have been before.” 


message in 1836, after a trial of between three 
and four years, speaks in the following decisive 
manner: 


“Experience continues to realize the expectations 
entertained as to the capacity of the State banks 
to perform the duties of fiscal agents of the Gov- 
ernment. Atihe time of the removal of the deposites, 
jt was alleged by the advocates of the Bank of the 
United Stafes that the State banks, whatever might 
be the regulations of the Treasury Department, 
could not make the transfers required by the Gov- 
ernment, or negotiate the domestic exchanges of 
the country. X is now well ascertained that the real 
domestic exchanges, performed through discounts 
by the United States Bank and its twenty-five 
branches, were at least one-third less than those 


Of the State banks, General Jackson, in his last i 


of the deposite banks for an equal period of time; 
and if a comparison be instituted between the 
amounts of service rendered by these institutions 
on the broader basis which has been used by the 
advocates of the United States Bank, in estimating 
what they consider the domestic exchanges transact- 
ed by it, the result will be still more favorable to the 
deposite banks.” 


After stating the large amounts of public money 
which had been transferred and paid by the de- 
posite banks, the message adds: 


“These enormous sums of money first mentioned 


have been transferred with the greatest prompti- 


tude and regularity; and the rates at which the 
exchanges have been negotiated previously to the 
passage of the deposite act, were generally below 


- those charged by the Bank of the United States. 


Independent of these services, which are far greater 
than those rendered by the United States Bank and 
its twenty-five branches, a number of the deposite 
banks have, with a commendable zeal to aid in the 
improvement of the currency, imported from 
abroad, at their own expense, large sums of the 
precious metals for coinage and circulation,” 


You will observe, sir, there is nothing hypotheti- 
calin this language. It is not supposed, or conjec- 
tured, or ‘anticipated. No; “it is ascertained”— 
“well ascertained,” after three years’ trial, “expe- 
rience continues to realize” the capacity of the State 
banks to accomplish all that was expected from 
them. This same language was held by the whole 
party, through the columns of their papers, and in 
both Houses of Congress. Why, then, does no one 
contend for this vaunted State-bank system now? 
Because it has failed. And did we not tell you it 
would fail? Did you not call us panic-makers? 
And did not you tell us then, as the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Cusine] tells us now, that the 
idea ofa Bank of the United States was an explo- 
ded bank fallacy? This system, at all events, was 
your system. You lauded it to the skies. It was 
not possible it should fail; and when your present 
equally infallible expedient was first suggested, 
were we not told by authority, which you seldom. 
ventured to question, “that it was against the genius 
of our free institutions to lock up in vaults the 
treasure of the nation?” “No one contends for the 
State-bank system now;” and yet, with this ac- 
knowledgment upon your lips of the entire failure 
of your first infallible plan, you ask us, upon no 
better authority, to take your second plan. I lack 
faith, gentlemen. When your sub-treasury shall 
be reinstated, if you ever have the power to rein- 
state it, (which, let me say, depends upon more 
than your getting a majority in Congress,) and 
shall have been in operation as long as your State- 
bank system has been, we shall hear from some 
subsequent committee, claiming infallibility for a 
new project, “no one contends for the sub-treasury 
now. 


We have recently had on this floor a somewhat 
curious illustration of modern democracy. The 
gentleman from New York, [Mr.McKgon,] while 
he praised the liberal use of the veto power by 
the President, rejected, in the name of his party, 
the supposed advances of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Cusuine,] because Mr. Ty- 
ler had approved and signed the bill repealing the 
sub-treasury law. The people had decreed this 
repeal; yet the Democracy cannot forgive the 
President for enforcing their decree. They praise 
him for disappointing the expectations of the peo- 
ple, and only censure him when he complies with 
them. This sub-treasury scheme was four times 
urged by Mr. Van Buren upon Congress, and 
thrice rejected; nor did it receive their reluctant 
assent until the 4th of July, 1840. The bill signed 
on that glorious day, we all recollect, was trumpet- 
ed throughout the land as a second declaration of 
independence; and yet, within four short months, 
the measure andits author were rejected together by 
the people of the United States, by overwhelming 
majoriues. 

Assuming, then, the sub-treasury to be lying un- 
der this condemnation, let us compare with it the 
plan of an exchequer recommended by the special 
committee. 

The sub-treasury provides simply a fiscal agent 
to keep and disburse the public money. 

The exchequer proposes to do the same thing, 
and substantially in thesame way. In addition to 
this, the exchequer provides for a national paper 
currency. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Cusu- 
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nig,] in his speech the other day, said that a bank 


of the United States was wished by its advocates, 
“not.from a desire that they might obtain loans, 
for there was already too much bank capital in the 
country, and facility enough to obtain jJoans;” and 
et,but the moment before, the gentleman had as- 
serted that “there existed now no bank of the 
United ‘States, and very few specie-paying banks 
of any sort.” The great error of the gentleman’s 
whole argument is this assumption, that “there are 
facilities enough to make loans.” This is not the 
case-—at all events, in Ohio. Our want is capital. 
‘We want, through the facilities of well-regulated 
specie-paying banks, to be able to develop the great 
resources of our State, to get our produce to mar- 
ket, and anticipate the results of all our labor. This 
is our want—our only want. We have a hardy, 
enterprising, intelligent, industrious population of 
1,800,000 souls, spread over a region of unexampled 
fertility—one frontier resting on the Ohio, the other 
onthe lake, intersected in every direction by large 
and numerous rivers, and crowned with a temper- 
ate and healthy. climate. With all these blessings of 
a beneficent Providence showered upon usin in- 
exhaustible profusion, what more can we: want to 
þe: prosperous and happy? We want that very 
thing which, it is the boast of the gentleman, his 
exchequer will not and cannot give us—the facility 
ofmaking temporary loans, to be repaid out of the 
sales of the produce of our farms and the manufac- 
tures of our shops. . This facility was afforded us 
in the olden time by the Bank of the United States, 
through its branch at Cincinnati. 
With the proceeds of a discounted note, the mer- 
. chant purchased of the farmer his pork, flour, and 
other produce. While the note was running to ma- 
turity, these articles which it had purchased were 
shipped to market; when at maturity, the note was 
taken up by a bill of exchange for the amount of the 
sales of these same articles, This bill the bank dis- 
posed of to the importing merchant, at } to $ per 
cent; who was thus enabled to pay his Eastern and 
foreign debis. Under this circulation, originally 
set in motion by judicious credit, all the channels of 
business were full; every interest flourished. The 
merchant, farmer, manufacturer, carrier, bank— 
all received fair and remunerating prices; all was 
activity; all was joy. Sir, I have not the heart to 
turn to the present sad reverse of this happy pic- 
ture. Although, thank God, we are not quite dead, 
yet the Spanish epitaph may well apply tous: 


“We were well— 
‘We would be better: 
We took physic— 
Here we lie.” 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I wish to compare these two 
measures—the sub-treasury and the exchequer-- 
with a viewto their several effects upon the curren- 
cy. Thesub-treasury provides, that after the 30th 
day of June, 1843, all payments to the United States 
shall be made in goid and silver; and the exche- 


quer provides that these payments shall be made ` 


in—Ist, gold and silver coin; 2d, certificates of de- 
posites, public and private; 3d, treasury notes; and 
Ath, notes of specie-paying banks. Let us see if 
there be any material difference between the two. 
The first medium of payment, gold and silver coin, 
isthe same in both. By the fifth section of the bill, 
itis made lawful for the exchequer and its agen- 
cies, wherever established, to receive on deposite 
gold and silver coin, and bullion, the property of 
individuals, not exceeding in amount ten millions 
of dollars, and to give certificates of such deposite, 
The board of exchequer and its agencies are also 
authorized and directed, in all cases where the pub- 
lic creditors may prefer the same, to issue to them 


certificates of deposite for the amount of debts due ` 


to them by the United States; the amount of which 
certificates shall not exceed ten millions of dol- 
lars. Power is also conferred upon the proper offi- 
cers of the mint, and branch mints, to issue like 
certificates for the amount of all deposites of bul- 
lion, &c. for coinage. AN these certificates are re- 
deemable, on presentation, at the office, agency, o 
mint where issued. * 
Now, sir, notwithstanding all this parade and 
promise, a very superficial examination will show 
thatihis whole scheme is a mere substitution of a 
paper for a metallic currency, and adds not one cent 
to the amount of the circulation. Observe that 
all these certificates, whether public or private, by 
whomsoever given, represent gold and siiver coin 
and bullion. So far asthey represent the first, they 
add nothing to the circulation; for the gold-and 


~silver coin must first be withdrawn before the cer- 
lificate can get into circulation; and the coin can 
only again occupy the channels of circulation 
when the certificate is redeemed and withdrawn. 
To the amount. that these certificates represent 
bullion, they increase the quantity of currency, 
making bullion in deposite for coinage answer the 
purpose of coin. These mint certificates, however, 
let it be recollected, only add. tothe circulation 
during the time consumed in the process of coin- 
age; for so soon asthe bullion is converted into 
coin, it would at once enter into the general circu- 
lation, but for the outstanding certificate which re- 
presents it, and for the redemption of which the 
coin must remain in deposite at the mint where the 
certificate is redeemable. 

I greatly doubt the wisdom of the authority given 
to your officers to pay the public debts in certificates 
of deposite, which can only be given when there is 
in deposite, at the agency where the account is pre- 
sented, an equal amount of specie belonging to the 
Government, You have the money lying by you 
idle; for which you have no immediate use; and 
the great merit of this contrivance is, that, instead 
of paying your debt with it at once, you incur all 
the risk of safekeeping the money, and give your 
note in payment of your treasury warrant. Why 
not let the treasury warrant circulate? There is 
too much ofthe economy of the spendthrift in this. 
lt is a part of the clumsy apparatus by which a 
paper currency is to be substituted for a metallic. 
Treasury notes are pointed out as a third medium 
of payment of dues to the United States. There 
is, however, no provision in this bill for issuing 
treasury notes; there will, therefore, be none under 
its authority to be paid in. Those issued under 
existing Jaws are already made receivable at the 
treasury ‘by those laws. Notes of specie-paying 
banks are also to be received; but, as‘they are never 
to be paid out by the Government, their circulation 
is arrested the moment they are paid in, The ac- 
tual operation of this bill is to diminish the amount 
of the currency until these notes are presented and 
redeemed, when the bank may re-issue them. In 
the interval, the coin for their redemption is locked 
up from circulation in the vaults of the bank, and 
the notes are locked up in the vaults of the treasury. 

This comparison of the operation of the two sys- 
tems upon the currency shows very little to the ad- 
vantage of the exchequer over the sub-treasury. 
Neither adds anything to the amount of circulation. 
Indeed, this is one of the great merits of his plan, 
claimed by the gentleman from Massachusetts, both 
in his report and in hisspeech. In the former, it is 
put quite as metaphorically as the subject will 
bear: “For every paper eagle on the wing, you have 
a gold eagle in hand.” 

How, then, isthat bill to improve the currency, 
and remedy existing evils? If individuals make 
deposites, and the Government creditors receive 
certificates, you willhave in circulation twenty mil- 
lions of Government paper in lieu of twenty mil- 
lions of coin in deposite. But, in the contingency 
that no private deposites be made, and your credit- 
ors prefer payment of their debts in specie to ta- 
king your notes, this plan will have no effect upon 
the currency, except to withdraw from general cir- 
culation gold and silver for Government use; and 
its identity in this respect with the sub-treasury 
cannot be questioned. ao 

But suppose the twenty millions of Government 
paper in circulation: I am not disposed, in the 
siightest degree, to undervalue the advantages and 
conveniences of such a currency to the treasury 
and to commerce; but I doubt exceedingly whether 
Government will find in these advantages a com- 
pensation for the hazard of safekeeping this 
amount of coin, and the risk of this complex ma- 
chine not working perfectly and promptly in all its 
parts and at every point. This most delicate opera- 
tion of producing and reproducing this vast amount 
of Government money; of having at all times the 
constituent coin ready for the appearance of its rep- 
resentative paper, is necessarily confided toa great 
number of agents, ignorance or infidelity in any 
one of whom mars the whole system, and your 
treasury feels the shock in all its departments. The 
various parts of this complicated machine, although 
at great distances from each other, are so geared 
and coupled together, that a failure anywhere will 
disturb, if it do not destroy, the motion of the whole. 
Itis one vast chain drawn over the whole length 
and breadth of the land, and the severance of any 
one link, “tenth or ten thousandth, breaks the 


chain alike.” Imagine one of these Government 
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certificates, whether for a private deposite or a pub- 
lic debt, presented and protested for non-payment: 
I care not what may be the cause—ignorance, inad- 
vertence, or inability; universal panic will be the 
immediate consequence; and as fast as the mails 
can carry them, all other ontstanding certificates, 
fellows of the dishonored one; having lost their 
credit, would find their way to the places of re- 
demption. Thus would end your national paper 
currency. 

But, Mr. Speaker, if the Government be willing: 
to assume the responsibility to which I have re- 
ferred, will individuals find their. account in ma- 
king deposites? I can imagine no inducement, to: 
do so, except at points where commercial balances 
accumulate. A certificate, redeemable at the place 
where these balances are to be adjusted, would cer- 
tainly be at a premium atthe debtor point. Notso 
in any other case. A certificate, the specie to pay 
which is deposited in Cincinnati, will pay a debt 
in New York only at a discount equal to the ex- 
pense of transporting the specie from Cincinnati to 
New York. ; 


But, sir, if individuals should be inclined to 
make these deposites, will the several States per- 
mit your agencies to receive them? If not, this 
vaunted national paper currency, which is to 
achieve such wonders, is at once reduced one-half, 
or in the proportion of the ten millions allotted to 
the prohibiting States, 

Since the attempt of certain politicians to control 
the Bank ofthe United States, in the person of Jer- 
emiah Mason, this question of the currency has 
entered into al] the arrangements and conflicts of 
party, and I fear there is no reason to doubt it will 
continue to do so. i : 


Much is said in this report, and more elsewhere, 
of the evils inseparable from the expansibility of 
a paper currency. I do not intend to enter into 
that question. If it be an evil, this power of the 
States over your agencies will perpetuate it, and 
make the expansion and contraction of your nation- 
all paper currency as certain—almost as regular— 
as the rising and falling of the tides. When the 
friends of this national exchequer have the ascend- 
ancy in the State Legislatures, your agencies will 
be permitted to receive private deposites and give 
certificates, and your paper currency expands, 
When power shail have changed hands—~and on 
this very question, too; for it will be a perpetual 
and prolific source of party strife—prohibition will 
be enforced, and your paper currency contracts, It , 
vacillates with the vacillations of party. The cur- 
rency—which the interests of Government and 
people alike require shall be stable, and removed 

s far as possible from the -revolutions and vicissi- 
tudes from, which no human affairs are entirely 
exempt—is thus, by the inherent defect of ils origi- 
nal formation, by the very law and condition of. its 
existence, fastened to and made to follow the muta- 
tions of the most fickle and fluctuating of those af- 
fairs—the ever-varying party politics of the day. 

Mr. Speaker, passing from this view of the sub- 
ject, let me call your attention to the 12th section of 
this bill, which recognises the authority of the 
States to prohibit, bylaw, your agencies receiving 
private deposites of gold and silver coins, and giv- 
ing certificates therefor, It is not my intention to 
follow the gentleman from Kentucky in his objec- 
tions drawn from the principles of the Constitution. 
I shall illustrate my opposition from principles as- 
serted and arguments contained in the report, and 
from other provisions of the bill. The project of 
an exchequer, recommended by the President, con- 
tains a provision similar to this, The remarks, 
therefore, I feel called upon to make upon this 
part of the subject, are equally applicable to both. 

A principal advantage of the plan insisted upon 
by the committee in their report, is, that “it pro- 
vides and secures a national paper currency.” One 
of the modes indicated of providing this currency, 
is, conferring upon the exchequer and its agencies 
authority to receive, on private deposite, gold and 
silver coin and bullion, the property of individuals. 
Of course, the committee thinks it,within the consti- 
tutional competency of Congress to adopt this 
mode--to confer this authority; and that alaw for 
that purpose is in accordance with the Constitution 
of the United States, and, therefore, the supreme 
law of the land, anything in the constitution or 
laws of any State to the contrary notwithstanding. 
And yet the committee, in the same breath, by this 
19th section, recommend that we reverse this order 
of precedency, and make an unconstitutional State 


“Ho 


law supreme, and a constitutional United States 
Jaw subordinate. . 

“We are also told, Mr. Speaker, in this report, 
with some pomp and circumstance, “that in all 
communities, and in every form in which currency 
exists, whether as coined money or as paper rep- 
resentative of it, and whether this be issted by 
banks or by public authority directly, the question 
of the currency of the country and that of its fiscal 
affairs are inseparable facts.” The committee has 
deemed it consistent with this strong affirmation to 
recognise by this twelfth section the authority of 
the States. to separate finance from currency; and 
compelling them to tolerate the one, allows them to 
rejectihe other. But, if they be inseparable facts, it 
is because they are so blended as not to be capable 
of severance, without, injury, if not destruction, to 
both; because so dependent each upon the other, 
that they cannot exist in a separate state; and yet 
this fatal separation you permit, if you did not in- 
vite the States tomake it. 

Weare farther informed in the report, that “the 
yadical difficulty in the whole matter of the cur- 
rency” is, “that of the sovereign function to make, 
issue, and regulate money, (or its substitute,) the 
States possess a part in common with_the General 
Government.” ‘The exercise by the States of this 
sovereign function is, by the report, if not in ex- 
press terms, yet by the strongest implication, de- 
nounced a usurpation. This usurpation the bill 
proposes to legalize; for, of a paper currency, one 
of the most important regulations regards its 
amount or quantity; and, of the sovereign function 
tomake this reguiation, you divest yourself, and, 
by this twelfth section, (to the extent, at all events, 
of one-half) you transfer it to the States. This 
“radical difficulty,” then, is only stated by the com- 
mittee in their report, to be confirmed and perpetu- 
ated in the bill. 

In a similar spirit we are told, in the report, that 
the Federal Government can provide a national 

aper currency of “adequate quantity;” but, by the 

ill, the State Governments, in direct opposition to 
the Federal Government, are made the ultimate 
judges, within certain limitations, of this adequate 
quantity. 

The committee quotes, with approbation, the 
assertion of Mr. Dallas of the power of the Govern- 
ment to “supply and maintain a paper medium of 
exchange;” and yet, sir, by their bill, they put it in 
the power of the States to.cut off this supply as ca- 
price or passion may dictate. 


Mr. Speaker, I care not what set of words is 
used; I care not how the phrase may run; this 12th 
section does, in fact, confer upon the State Legisla- 
tures a negative upon partsof this bill. Andi 
what part of the Constitution do strict construction- 
ists (it is they who insist upon this State-right fea- 
ture) find authority for this Government to give 

ower to the State Legislatures? If the States 

ave this authority by their own constitutions, or 
by the Constitution of the United States, your law 
is superfluous; ifthey have it not, it is inoperative. 
But why give the States a negative upon parts 
only of this bill? Why not upon the whole of it? 
Why may they not exclude from your exchequer 
public as well as private depositest There are no 
degrees of constitutionality. You assert your power 
to confer upon the exchequer authority to receive 
both, and yet admit that the States have the power 
10 exclude one. 


I will not affect ignorance, Mr. Speaker, of the 
reason which 1 presume will be given for this dis- 
tinetion—that Congress, having authority to lay and 
collect duties, &c., may provide a place for their 
deposite. But it will be recollected that this same 
power to lay and collect duties is one of the sources 
indicated in the report from which is deduced the 
power to provide and secure a national paper cur- 
rency—the great object of the exchequer; and sure- 
ly a place for the execution of this latter power is 
as necessary as a place for the deposite of the pub- 
lie money. 

This section, irreconcilable as it is with the gen- 
eral principles of the Constitution, and in direct 
opposition to many of the opinions expressed in 
the report, was inserted in the bill, beyond all 
doubt, to avoid collision with “the fixed constitu- 
tional fact.” 

Mr. Speaker, in mere matters of expediency I 
would not be very tenacious of my own opinions; 
1 would be willing to yield much to the wishes, 
judgments, and honest prejudices, if you please, of 

_others, 
willing, by an obstinate adherence to preconceived 


In subordinate matters, I would be un- . 
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notions, to hazard the attainment of any great good. 
But when asked to surrender the authority of the 
Federal Government to execute its own powers— 
to give up that part of the Constitution which, more 
than any other, distinguishes it from the articles 


- of Confederation, of which the want. of this very 


authority was the great defect; when called upon to 
throw this Government back upon a miserable and 
imbecile dependence upon the State Legislatures; 
when invoked to make partition of-that authority 
which the people conferred upon us, with those to 
whom they most wisely denied it,—I cannot but re- 
collect there are other fixed constitutional facts 
besides the Executive veto. One of those facts is, 
that all legislative power under the Constitution is 
conferred upon Congress; which power each mem- 
ber is’sworn to execute in accordance with the 
Constitution. Par: of those legislative powers~— 
those from which are claimed, and properly claimed, 
for this Government, the authority to provide a 
national paper currency——are enumerated in the re- 
port. This bill, in execution of that power, pro- 
vides such a currency; this power we are sworn to 
execute ourselves; that oath is a perpetual interdict 
to the surrender of that power, no matter at whose 
bidding, no matter for what purpose, 


This bill recognises two kinds of currency—gold 
and silver coin, and paper. For reasons given in 
the report—ils cheapness and facility of remitance— 
the paper, itis supposed, will be more desirable, 
and therefore more valuable, than the coin: If this 
be true, the convenience which this paper curren- 
cy is intended to afford the treasury will belost. 
Commercial sagacity will absorb, if not the whole, 
the greater part of it in commercial exchanges, 
and leave the Government to a more cumbrous and 
expensive coin. 


Having touched upon some of the objectionable 
points in the plan of an exchequer reported by the 
committee, permit me to call your attention to that 
recommended by the Secretary of the Treasury. 
The remarks which I have already made upon the 
one, are equally applicable to the same provisions 
of theother. Asa mode of attaining the great ob- 
ject proposed by these bills, as a mere measure of 
finance and currency, the scheme of the Secretary 
has great advantages over that of the committee. 
With the latter, it authorizes the exchequer at the 
seat of Government, and its agencies in the Slates, 
to receive private deposites of gold and silver coin 
and bullion, and to issue certificates therefor; the 
amount on deposite at any one time never to ex- 
ceed fifteen millions of dollars, Forthe safekeep- 
ing of the specie, and issuing the certificate, a 
premium not exceeding one-half per cent. may be 
charged. This charge to the depositor, I think, 
will exclude from the vaults of the exchequer the 
coin of individuals, so long as the banks continue 
to do what they always have done—receive such 
deposites, and issue such certificates, free of ex- 
pense. The committee, in their pill, made these 
certificates of individual deposites receivable at the 
treasury in payment of all dues to the United States, 
while that of the Secretary excludes them, Thus 
discredited by the Government, they must be at a 
discount in market; and I leave it to the financier- 
ing skill which devised the project, to point out the 
collateral advantages which led to the belief that 
individuals wonld deposite gold and silver, and re- 
ceive in exchange depreciated paper. These cer- 
tificates, with this fatal mark of exclusion upon 
them, are intended as a circulation for the people; 
thus recognising and legalizing one of the practical 
results, and one of the most odious features of the 
sub-treasury—one currency for the Government, 
and another for the people. Sir, under these cir- 
cumstances, there isno risk in the prediction that 
the anticipated deposites will never be made, and 
all expectations of relief from that quarter will be 
utterly disappointed. 

In addition to this, the Secretary proposes to issue 
fifteen millions of dollars, inthe form of treasury 
notes, upon a basis of five millions of specie, with 
a power reserved to the Secretary of the Treasury 
to enlarge that basis to ten millions, by creating a 
Government stock redeemable in twenty years. 
These treasury notes being authorized, it was ne- 
cessary to provide some mode by which they could 
be putand kept in circulation. For this purpose, 
the officers of the exchequer are directed to make 
payment of all drafts upon them (at the option of 
the creditor) in gold and silver coin, or treasury 
notes; and it isdeclared lawful for the board of ex- 
chequer, and each of its agencies, to purchase do- 
mestic bills of exchange, under certain regulations. 
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The said board and its agencies are also authorized 
to draw bills or drafis on each. other, and to seli 
such bills or dfafts at a premium notto‘exceed two 
per cent. Now, Mr.: Speaker, in order to form 
some probable conjecture ‘how this measure -will 
work, as one of finance’and éurrency, (its political 
bearings I shalt examine:hereafter,) levus look at 
the apparatus intended to produce these great rè- 
sults. : : US S 
There is established. in. the ‘Treasury. Depart- 
ment, at the seat of Government, a -board, to be. 
called the exchequer of the United States, to be 
composed of the: Secretary of the ‘Treasury, the 
Treasurer of the United States, and three com- 
missioners, to be appointed by. the President, with 
the consent of the Senate. The Secretary of the 
Treasury is authorized to appoint all such inferior 
officers. as, in the judgment of the board, the trans- 
action of its business may require. The board of 
exchequer is also authorized to establish such 
agencies or offices as it may judge expedient, not 
exceeding two in any State or Territory; and . the 
Secretary of the’ Treasury is also authorized, upon 
the recommendation of the board, to appoint. sich 
officers and agents as the'said board may determine 
to be necessary for the:transaction. of its business. 
Theboard ‘is also authorized to fix the compensa- 
tion of such oflicers. The exchequer and its offi- 
cers, thus organized, are declared to be the gen- 
eral agents of the Government of the United 
States for receiving, safekeeping, and disbursing 
the public moneys, and transferring and transmit- 
ting the same. The exchequer is also authorized 
to receive private deposites, as we have seen, to the 
amount of $15,000,000; to issue treasury notes to 
the amount of $15,000,000; and to purchase domes- 
tic bills of exchange, with no other limit than their 
ability to pay for them. 

This, sir, is a concise but accurate description 
ofthe exchequer. Let us suppose it in full opera- 
tion. There are,then, the board at Washington, 
and fifty-eight agencies distributed through the 
States, having in their custody and control, either 
on deposite or in circulation, $42,000,000, for 
which the Government of the United States is at 
all times responsible; and this sum does not in- 
clude the ordinary daily accruing revenue. I 
would not exaggerate the number of persons ne- 
cessary to the transaction of all this business. 
‘When the estimates shall come in fronfthe Treas- 
ury for the payment of their salaries, you will 
find they will far exceed three hundred. Suppose 
them to be that number, he must have more faith 
in the integrizy and capacity of revenue officers 
than I have, who has confidence in a scheme of 
finance dependent for its success «upon finding 
these qualities, in an eminent degree, in so large 
a number of men. Sir, we have bills upon our 
calendar for the release of the sureties of default- 
ing officers, which may give us some wholesome 
admonitions upon this subject. It is not a very 
violent presumption, nor one at which I suppose 
the Administration or its friends will take fire, 
that these appointments will be made from politi- 
cal considerations. The removal of Jonathan 
Roberts is a pregnant proof of that. Officers thus 
appointed can scarcely be supposed to act from 
higher motives than those which led to their se- 
lection. The fate of Jonathan Roberts will pre- 
vent that. Political considerations, then, it may 
be safely assumed, will not be entirely without 
their influence in determining the direction of 
exchequer facilities, and who-e bills of exchange 
shall be purchased. Securities of this description 
are not generally considered the most valuable 
among cautious and considerate men. When_to 
this temptatioh—to look beyond the mere value 
of the bill—we add the consideration that these 
men have no pecuniary interest in the transactions 
they control, and that they bear no part of the loss, 
if Joss ensue; we can scarcely, I think, avoid the 
conclusion, that this boasted plan is destined to as 
signal a failure as its equally boasted predeces- 
sors, 

But, sir, if this plan be thus full of risk, asa mere 
matter of dolars and cents, how will you estimate 
its danger as a political engine? It has long been 
the policy of the Whigs, and it is the true policy 
of the country, to restrain and cireumseribe Execu- 
tive power. The President being the constitutional 
commander-in-chief of the army and navy, it has 
been justly deemed of the last importance to re- 
move, as far as possible, from his control, the treas- 
ure of the nation. It has grown into a maxim of 
free government, that the purse and the sword 
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shéuld not be intrusted to the same hands. So 
jealous: were the framers of the Constitution of this 
tn in, that they expressly provided that no appro- 
priation, of money, to raise and support armies, 
shotld be made for a longer time than two years. 
Look at the immensé sums of money which this 
biatah times places in the hands of officers. de- 
pendent: upon the President for their appointment, 
and at every moment subject to his power of re- 
moval. Do you expect. independent action from 
men thüs situated? You will be disappointed. The 
control of the officer is the control of the fund. 
They are his officers, and, with rare exceptions, 
wili do his bidding. We opposed the sub-treas- 
ury--I did, at leasi—because of this very increase 
of power which it conferred upon the President. 
Ii comparison with this, that fiscal agent was abso- 
lntely impotent. The sub-treasury had no author- 
Aty to. receive private deposites, to issue treasury 
notes, or to grant pecuniary favors, in shape of bills 
of exchange, in return tor political support. In the 
course of the ordinary business of the Government, 
theré would seldom have been in the treasury at 
one time more than five or six millions of dollars, 
and that at every moment liable to treasury drafts. 
This same amount, and under the same liabilities, 
willbe in deposite in the exchequer, besides the 
private deposites and specie basis of the treasury 
motes; which being necessarily of a more perma- 
ent character, will be less frequently called for, 
and therefore more exposed to be withdrawn and 
squandered. 

‘he gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Cusu- 
t,].feeling the force ot this objection, has attempt- 
ed to obviate it by saying, “You could have nothing 
‘that was to exert a useful activity without power. 
‘Wf you excluded power, you at once excluded ac- 
tion. Did you want useful action, how was it to 
had without power? To refuse power was to 
njoin inactivity. In any possible mode of man- 
‘aging the finances of such a nation as this, power 
‘was unavoidable; there must be power,” Such 
‘phrases as these were never wanting tu calm the 
fears and lull the suspicions of a jealous people; 
under cover of them, usurpation has ever made its 
‘sure advances. Admitting their truth as general 
propositions, I beg leave to say they do not meet 
the case, or remove the objections. That some 
power is necessary, was never denied; that is not 
the question. Does not this bill confer upon the 
President more power than is necessary to the 
accomplishment of its object? That is the true 
question, If so, then the power is excessive; and 
sall-will agree that it is the duty of Congress to re- 
fase it. By the veto, the President controls the 
legislation of Congress; give him the exchequer, 
and he will control the money of the people. What 
other power is wanling to constitute him a despot? 

Another gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
‘Winrurop,] speaking of the report of the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means, complains that they seem 
unwilling to place any confidence in the honesty of 
public officers; and to show that such confidence 
may be safely extended to them, he disregards the 
Numerous instances of recent defalcations in our 
own country, whitch had no doubt awakened the 
suspicions of the committee, and quotes Montes- 
quieu, who says that fear is the basis of despotic 
governments, honor of monarchies, and virtue of 
republics, Does the honorable gentleman mnder- 
stand the great philosopher to refer to the virtue of 
thepeople, or their rulers? Itis fear in the subject, 
and not in the king, which is the basis of despot- 
ism; and the virtue ofthe people, not of the rulers, 
is the basis of republics. ‘The prime virtue ofa re- 
publican people is an ever-wakeful jealousy of the 
power intrusted to the Government; and especially 
to place little reliance upon the integrity of treas- 
ury agents, through whose hands the public money 
passes; and less, if possible, upon the disinterested- 
hess of politicians who direct its expenditure. 

‘The chairman of the special committee [Mr. 
Cusine] tells us he once thought that the exche- 
quer would not furnish so safe a depository of the 
public funds as a bank of the United States; but 
adds, “with the ruins in our sight ofthe old United 

“States Bank—with the proof of its whole capital 
having been squandered—it surely did not become 
.Cotigress to say that such an institution was the 
_ Safest place to keep the public treasure.” Tt cannot 
‘ave escaped - your. recoliection, sir, that, at the 
eXtra ‘session in 1841, that gentleman, with the 
same ruins in his eyes, and that same proof of 
Squanderéd capital ‘before him, voted for two bills 
chartering United States banks, for the avowed 


purpose of receiving the publie deposites. This 
same idea of the insecurity ofa bank of the United 
States is found in Mr. Forward’s report, who ad- 
mits, however, that it was always faithful to its 
engagements, and that the Government sustained 
no Joss. I-marvel that neither of these gentlemen 
adverted to the fact that the ruin they deplore was 
not of a bank chartered by Congress, but a State 
bank of Pennsylvania, with a capital of thirty-five 
millions cf dollars, which, within its limited 
sphere of operations, it could not legitimately use 
in banking, and therefore ran into the wildest 
speculations; and that was the eause of its ruin. 

This exchequer, Mr. Speaker, is, in everything 
bat name, a Government bank. This, to be sure, 
is denied by its friends, because it is admitted on 
all handsthat such an institution is full of danger 
to the purity of our Government and the liberties 
of our people. 

That this exchequer will not furnish the relief 
anticipated from it, is almost admitted by the See- 
retary in his report, who says: “The exchequer 
can lend money to nobody; it can furnish capital 
to no one to begin, carry on, or uphold his busi- 
ness;” “all real borrowing and lending is excluded; 
and bills are to be taken on such time only as is ne- 
cessary for ordinary notice and the usual transmis- 
sion of intelligence.” 

For these reasons, I cannot support these plans, 
or either of them. 


SPEECH OF MR. WOODBURY, 
OF NEW HAMPSHIRE. 

In Senate, February 19, 1843—On the amendment 
to the bill as to treasury notes, proposing to fund 
them. 

Mr. WOODBURY said that the chairman hav- 
ing referred to him as approving the amendment, 
it became necessary, in order to prevent misappre- 
hension, to state briefly the reasons for his opinion. 
He did not wish to fund treasury notes when the 
treasury possessed the means of payment, or was 


likely soon to have them; or when those in power . 


were willing to go forward wisely, and raise the 
necessary means within the year to discharge the 
expenses of the year. But the close of the session 
had now arrived, without a single effort, on the 
part of the majority, to raise those means, either 
by a modification of the present injudicious tariff, 
or by any other taxes. This had occurred in the 
face of-a resolution, passed at the last session of 
the Senate, almost or quite unanimously, in these 
words: 

“Resolved, That it isthe duty of the General Government to 
provide an adequate revenue within the year to meet the cur- 
rent expenses of the year; and that any expedient, either by 
loan or treasury notes, to supply, in tine of peace, a deficiency 
of revenue, especially during successive years, is unwise, and 
must lead to pernicious consc quences.” 

His own principles, at all times, had been un fa- 
vorable to the issue or re-issue of treasury notes, 
or toa permanent Joan, in time of peace, except in 
atemporary exigency; and when additional rev- 
enue to meet the notes, as in 1837, was soon ex- 
pected; or when, as between that and 1841, all 
looked forward to a judicions alteration in tae 
tariff, at an early day, suited to redeem any notes 
which might be outstanding. Indeed, the whole 
amount out at several dates during that period, 
was only a single million and a ‘fraction; and 
at.others, two millions and a fraction: while now 
it exceeded eleven millions; and now none of 
the majority proposed to raise revenue sufficient, 
or expressed any hopes of having revenue suffi- 
cient, for many years, to redeem them, 

It is another alarming fact, that several millions 
of thetreasury notes now out are actnally due, 
and no means whatever are provided which the 
Administration intends to apply to their redemp- 
tion. ftis further manifest to any one who will 
take the troubleto examine this subject, that quite 
eleven millions of the eleven and a half now out 
will fall due within this calendar year. All that 
is proposed to be done by the Treasury Department 
is, not to apply the borrowed money to redeem 
them as far as it will go—though we permitted it 
tobe borrowed for that very object—but to perse- 
vere in a system of re-issue and re-issue, without 
the least prospect of final payment, under the exist- 
ing laws, for several years. — 

We had been gravely told ina high quarter, that, 
as the notes were on interest, they might not be 
presented for payment; and hence, perhaps, the 
department might get along without any provision 
whatever. But what should we think of an indi- 


vidual, who made no provision to. pay his. note: or 
bond, when falling due, because it was on interest? 
What could be more negligent and fatal to credit? 

At last, however, it was discovered that, in any 
flactuation of the money market, the whole- of the 
notes might be paid in for duties and lands—or.pay- 
ment demanded of those due; and thus the treas- 
ury be compelled again, and at once, to stop pay- 
ment. Hence, the official recommendation now 
wasto give power to re-issue other notes. This 
was better than nothing, but was not enough for 
the occasion. Mr. W. was convinced that this 
would be mere evasion, and shuffling off, and pro- 
crastination, without any expectation or ability 
soon to make final payment. li was done, likewise, 
atthe highest rate (of six per cent.) now, though at 
a much lower rate formerly. 

On the contrary, a permanent loan could proba- 
bly be now effected at five per cent., or five and a 
half,and for eight or ten years only; and by au- 
thorizing these, or any better terms which can be 
obtained, through the adoption of this amendment, 
we should save interest—considering the rate now 
paid—and {what was much more in importance) 
should sustain the national faith honorably. He 
conceded that, for large and permanent deficiencies, 
a loan like that proposed in the amendment was 
only a choice of evils. We had to select between 
that, and bankruptcy or financial disgrace. But, 
in his view, the true course to meet such deficiencies 
was taxation, or a reduction of expenses so as to 
have prevented them. 

But we had hitherto refused to reduce the ex- 
penses sufficiently; we had neglected to tax suff- 
ciently; we had failed to get means enough, by the 
panaceas of giving away the land revenue for a 
lime, and of making a high protective tariff, instead, 
of a revenue one, f 

What, then, was the best measure left? It was, 
in his opinion, to make the loan, rather than tem- 
porize longer, and incur the danger of further 
discredit, protests, and insolvency, heaped on the 
publie treasury. : 


Theonly remaining doubt about this loan must 
be, that some might think the condition of the 
treasury so flourishing as to be able to redeem these 
notes as they fall due, or redeem them as soon as 
the next year, by the current revenue. If either of 
these were the fact, or were highly probable, he, for 
one, would not prefer a permanent loan, but a far- 
ther issue or re-issue of notes during another year. 

But, in his view, neither of those events could be 
justly anticipated. Neither was pretended to be 
probable by the Treasury auras or by its 
Oggans on the floor of either House of Congress; 
WE could any Senator expect either, who would 
look a moment at the real, naked condition of the 
treasury, —though it Had been a matter of so much 
exultation with some gentlemen on the other side, 
a few days ago, in this body. In truth, so lamenta- 
ble was its condition, all admit that the expenses 
of thiscalendar year would not be met without the 
use, for that purpose, cf the millions of borrowed 
money on hand, which had been authorized for the 
different purpose of redeeming these very notes. 

What, sir! boast that we are able to get along 
this year, in profound peace, and after all reforms, 
only by the help of five or six millions of borrowed 
money?—boast that we have been able, at last, 
to borrow money, though not till after abandoning 
the finances distribated, and reducing our expenses 
down to near the standard proposed by us, and vio- 
lently resisted by our opponents, no longer ago than 
the last session? 

in proof of this, he would submit two or three 
facts. At this late hour, Mr. W., said. he 
would omit all unimportant details, and merely 
say thai the whole estimated revenne of the 
year, including the lands, was but $2,600,000 inde- 
pendent of the customs. Now, compute these last 
at fourteen or sixteen millions, as the Secretary 
did last December; or at thirteen, as he has since 
stated; and every one can see that there will not 
be enough to pay either of his estimated amount 
of expenditures. One of them was at twenty, and 
the other atlwenty-two millons. How, then, do 
he and all his friends calculate to meet the ex- 
penses of this calendar year—to say nothing 
now of the next half year, for which we have also 
made large appropriations with inadequate means? 
I repeat, sir; they expect it solely by the. use of 
ihe borrowed money on hand the Ist of January, 
and that oblained since; and solely, too, by divert- 
ing it from its original destination——the redemption 
of these very notes, which, in part, we are thus 
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forced to fund in the manner proposed by the 
amendment under consideration. 
Tt is a little remarkable, too, that the data on 


“which even thirteen millions from customs are 


‘computed to be likely to be received, as exhibited 
bya financial report in the other FLouse, do not sus- 
tain that estimate. We may, in the end, receive 


‘such ani amount, or even more... On that he offered 


no opinion. But the data of $3,116,370, assumed 
as.the accruing duties of the last quarter, on its 
imports, had since been admitted by the Secretary 
to be more than half a milion too high. 

(Mr. Evansasked where? Ee wanted to see the 
documents.] : 

Mr. W. said here they are. The first one before 
him was addressed tothe Senate, (No. 167;) and 
the other isin a letter from the ‘Treasury’ Depart- 
ment (page 10) annexed to that very financial re- 
port (No. 227) in the other House. This two mil- 
Jion six hundred thousand—or, to give the figures 
from the report, $2,579,380-—being quadrupled for 
the year, instead of the other larger sum, would 
show an error of between two and three. millions. 
But the accruing duties—if the term is properly 
used—are the gross duties, and not the net, which 
js supposed in the report in the other Elouse; and 
hence the net duties would be stil further less, 
for the year, by near three millions—showing, per- 
haps, still another error, quite to that extent. 

If the other basis of computation in that report 
is relied on—which is, that the dutiable imports 
in 1843 will be $40,000,000, and the duties on 
them, at 35 per cent. on the average, will yield 
$14,000,000—and $1,000,000 deducted from that, 
will give $13,000,000 net revenue. There seems 
to be another error also in that, approaching $2,- 
000,000. Because the drawbacks of ali kinds, and 
bounties, are likely to be near $2,000,000, and are 
not deducted; but only the sum of $1,000,000, 
which is not equal to the mere expenses of collec- 
tion. But enough of this. Passing over all other 
details, it must be manifest that the $5,000,000 to 
$7,000,000 of borrowed money now on hand, must 
be diverted from the redemption of these hotes, in 
orderto defray the current expenses of the year; 
and bence, that the notes must be funded, or left 
unpaid, and tobe re-issued without end. 

he prospect next year is no better than this, for 
these reasons: 'To be sure, the expenses last year 
and this would have been much higher, if the real 
friends of retrenchment had, not united and re- 
duced the appropriations near $6,000,000 below 
what the Administration asked. It is true, also, 
that we have again this year cut them down $2,000,- 
000 or $3,000,000 further below the estimates, if 
excesses are not run into before we adjourn, gaat 
still $18,000,000, including the interest on the t, 
will probably be as low a point. as will þe reached 
this or the next year; and the customs and lands 
together are not likely to exceed that amonnt much, 
if any, till 1845, when several millions of the per- 
manent debt fall due, and must be paid. Tn further 
evidence of this, Mr. W. said be beld in his band 
a tabularstatement of the debt, showing not only its 
amount, old and new, permanent and temporary, 
but the amounts soon becoming due. Te would 
not trouble the Senate with reading the details. 

DEBT, 

1. Permanent loan negoti- 

ated - » 
2. Treasury notes out Ist 

February, 1843 - 


3.4 


$13,974,445 


11,731,327 


Old debt ` - - 
District debt - 


323,566 
1,330,009 


r 


1,703,566 


~ 27,409,338 


DERT NUE SOON. 


a. Now due of treasury notes, about - $3,722,831 
b, Old debt due now - - - 323,566 
c. District debt due each year, about -~ 50,060 
å. New debt, due in 1845, about - 5,672,976 
e. Treasury notes falling due in 1843 


and some, now due, issued under act 
of July 31, 1842 - - - 
f. Treasury notes issued after August 


31, 1842, and falling due in 1843 - 2,402,390 
Making, of notes falling due 

in 1843 -~ - ~ $7,346,146 
Now due - - - 3,722,831 

To be provided for in 1843 - - 14,068,977 


This differed some, but not very materially, from 
what had been suggested by the chairman. But it 
showed a load imposed on our shoulders, for this 
year and a few coming years, which rendered the 
redemption of the treasury notes hopeless, unless 
new taxes, or a further permanent Joan, were re- 
sorted to, So much for this view of the subject. 

Another view—not unimportant to advert to a 
moment— was, that this is not the entertainment to 
which we were invited at the extra session in 
1841. 

It was then stated by the Treasury Départment 
that a permanent loan of twelve millions would re- 
deem all the treasury notes then outstanding, wheth- 
er issued before or since the 4th of March, 1841; 
pay all the expenses and additional appropriations 
asked for at the extra session, and ali the arrears 
and peculiar charges growing out of large unex- 
pended appropriations. Recollect that all these 
were to be covered by only twelve miliions; though 
the Secretary wished a few more, for a convenient 
balance on hand, &c. Now, mark the lamentable 
result: the twelve millions were granted; the tariff, 
in several particulars, was raised in 1841 so asio 
give more revenue; another high tariff was given in 
1842; and the appropriations asked were reduced 
by Congress five or six millions; and yet the con- 
templated new debt, instead of being confined to 
twelve millions, has been increased to more than 
double —being $25,705,772. At the same time, too, 
the treasury notes out in March, 1841, (of only 
five millions and ahalf,) and what had since been 
issued, instead of being redeemed and extinguished 
by the permanent loan, have been doubled in 
amount since March, 1841. And the whole perma- 
nent Joan has been applied, or is to be applied, to 
other purposes. What Jame and impotent man- 
agement! what breach of promise! 

Mr. W. said be held in his hand an exhibit of 
the amount of treasury notes out every month 
from 1837 til now; and which would show that the 
average aggregate before March, 1841, had been only 
about four millions; though, since, it had exceeded 
eight millions, and was now over eleven millions; 
and that this increase had been recommended by 
those who before had denounced the use of such 
notes, and who proposed, as one of their first steps, 
to redeem or fund the whole of them. 


United Slates treasury notes outstanding on the lst 
of cach month, from 1837 to 1843. 


Monts. 1837. 1838. 1839. 
January - F = | 
February ~ ~] — > 
March - < 7 i 16 
April - G 5 aa gp 
May ~ >- = 4349.751 47 F 
dane - $ = 4.800.307 26 9 
July - - _ 2 
August - - _ 30 
September - -j s 5,097,210 Ol 549,987 
October - - — 8,096,460 OL 
November - 53723 83 | 8.009.760 01 
December - s 1,495,464 07 | 7,753,560 OL 
i 
Taste— Continued. 
Mentus. | 1830. | Sh, 1932. | 183 
an | 
AE $ Es B om pa cm 

Jennary - + | 2, i 4.082.661 | 6 | 
February: > | 2 404,719 | 6. | 
March -|2 4 | 8, | 
April ~] 1 "T. | 
May - | 1, 7,434,729 | 
Jupe - 120 9. 08,904 | 
July » +12 9,077,005 

- +43, 903.812 | 
September  - 8.775.999 | 
October - + 8,862,070 5 
November - £0,089.056 | 
December - $ | 


ctoher, 1837, to March 
bont ur anda half milac al from March 4, ISi, 
1, IS{3, over eight milione early donble as mneh. 
obe put eut fom Octeber, 1637 
about $25,610,000, being a period of about 
thre da years; bat authorized to be issued from March 
4, 1841, to Angust 3, 1642, less than one and a half year, $16,- 
000,000. 


Mr. W. added, that it certainly became the Sen- || 


ate now to do, as far as might be, what ought long 
before to have been accomplished to redeem or 
fund these notes. If the majority declined to im- 


Feb. 1845. 


Senate. 


| 
| 


i 


_of deserving il. 


pose additional taxes to meet their expenses, and 
also to redeem their notes, it was prudent to do 
the next best thing—which was, to fund them, or 
borrow money to discharge them; and thus wipe 
away.the national reproach of not paying with 
punctuality our honest obligations. 

He was against repudiation and bankruptcy. in 


; all forms, and by all persons, corporations, or gov- 


ernments. 

For these reasons, he had offered the amendment 
in the committee, and defended it, and should vote 
for it here. ; 

[Mr. Evans remarked, that Mr. W. had seemed 
to scold the Senate on this subject, when nearly all, 
he believed, were in favor of the amendment. He 
stated, also, that Mr. W. should not complain of 
the amount of treasury notes out, when he had 
voted for them. He went into other observations 
as to the prospects of the revenue, and said that 
fifteen millions were likely to be received, and 
thus his.former calculations verified.] 


Mr. W. regretted that the chairman had con- 
sidered his remarks as made with a view to lec- 
ture or scold at the Senate. On the contrary, they 
were made merely to explain why he was in favor 
ot the amendment; and if any felt censured by them 
impliedly, it was probably from a consciousness 
He had witnessed, on too many 
occasions, the disposition, in many quarters, to 
misrepresent motives and objects of public men in 
their votes, and he intended to leave no excuse forit 
here. The Senate and the public should not hold 
him responsible as an approver of this measure, 
withont, at the same time, being apprized of the 


| grounds on which he sanctioned it, and without 


his showing ihat, in doing this, he made no de- 
parture from his former views or acts in relation 
to treasury notes and the finances generally. The 
propriety of such caution is developed in this very 
debate. T'he responsibility for having out and keep- 
ing out so large an amount of treasury notes was 
attempted to be cast on him; because, under other 
circumstances, and under great emergencies, Mr. 
W. had voted for the two last treasury note bills, 
as well as recommended the old ones, 


What, sir! Taunt me as to the old ones, when 
so small in amount--at times but or and two mil- 
lions--and when means have been given to this 
Administration to redeem them all, which means 
have been diverted to other purposes, or not a 
dollar of them would be now unredeemed! 


Taunt me, also, with an assent to the last issues 
by this Administration! when it was given: only 
after their boasted skillin making their permanent 
joan had failed; afier their boasted skill in distri- 
butions and tariffs had left the treasury emply; 
afier the demands on it had been protested all over 
the country; and the sailor, soldier, mechanic, con- 
tractor, and officer, had all been unpaid; and after a 
temporary relief by treasury noles seemed indis- 
pensable to rescue our national faith from still 
further discredit, and prevent a harsh resort, in the 
embarrassed state of the community, to direct taxes, 
excise, and stamp acts! If this was a fit topic for 
reproach, Jet it come. 

Nor had the chairman been quite so infallible in 
his former estimates concerning the revenue as 
he now seemed to suppose. * 


The Senate must all recollect that the Secretary 
ofthe Treasury, in 1842, calculated to receive 
$27,000,000 gross revenue from the present tariff, 
including tea and coffee. This was twenty-two to 
twenty-three millions net revenue, including them; 
and nineteen without them, Im this, the Secretary 
was sustained by his organs here—except, as more 
careful examination was made, some of them found 
that estimate might prove one or two millions too 
high. 

(Mr. Evans said the $27,000,000 was computed 
on the imports of 1840.] 

Yes, sir; batthe Secretary and 
puted that the imports would, in 
if not higher, than in 1849. p 

Yet, now, fifteen millions is the estimate of im- 
posts at the highest, or thirteen atthe lowest; instead 
of the former nineteen millions—not including tea 
and coffee, A change of five or six millions in 
estimates, in asingle year, is certainly not a matter 
to be much boasted of for accuracy. But enough 
of this at so late an hour—or, Mr. W. said, that he 
would take pleasure in submitting further details 
as to the prospective condition of the treasury, and 
ihe propriety of adopting the amendment under 
consideration, f 


his friends com- 
1843, be as high, 
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SPEECH OF MR. RAYNER, 
i OF NORTH CAROLINA. 


In the House of Representatives, January 12, 1843— 
On.the bill proposing to repeal the bankrupt 
law. 


. Mr. RAYNER said he wished to state, briefly, 
the reasons. which would induce him to vote for 
the repeal of the bankrupt law, provided the bill 
before the House could be put in a proper shape. 
I voted (said Mr. R.) for the bankrupt law, at the 
extra session, with some misgiving; but, upon re- 
flection, I then yielded my doubts to the strong con- 
victions and earnest entreaties of those who, rep- 
resenting commercial sections of the country, urged 
with so much zeal the passage of the law. It was 
a question on which I was able to look with an un- 
prejudiced and impartial eye. Although my own 
State suffered'in common with every o her part of 
the Union, from the financial and pecuniary em- 
barrassments of the Government and the country, 
yet there was, perhaps, no State that suffered less— 
owing, inpart, tothe prudent and economical hab- 
its of its people, and in part to the fact that, in con- 
sequence of the natural obstructions on its eastern 
coast, it is less commercial in its pursuits than any 
other Atlantic State, It was, therefore, a question 
on which the people of my section of the Union 
felt comparatively indifferent. I felt at perfect Jib- 
erty to pursue such a course as, in my judgment, 
I might think proper, untrammelled by public opin- 
ion athome. Although I saw no pressing neces- 
sity for the passage of this law, so far as the people 
of my own State, and especially my own immediate 
constituents, were concerned; yet I could not shut 
my eyes to the embarrassment, insolvency, and dis- 
tress that were preying on all the trading and com- 
mercial sections of the county, depressing credit, 
crippling the energies of industry, tying up the 
hands of enterprise—and all these, in their results, 
seriously affecting 

manufactures, and 
ness. 


When I came to look at the causes of this em- 
barrassment and distress, | saw plainly that the 
sufferers were not paying the penalty of their own 
imprudence and folly, but that they had been 
brought to insolvency and impending ruin by the 
rash and wicked measures of fnancial quacks and 
political gamblers. When Locofoco misrule com- 
menced, it found the country peaceful and quiet, 
and every department of basiness pursuing a suc- 
cessful career of prosperity and wealth. Men of 
business relied on the patriotice conviction, that those 
who administered the Government would confine 
themselves to their constitutional functions. and 
they waked from this dream to find that financial 
tinkering had unhinged every branch of business, 
and deranged all their calculations—founded, as 
those calculations were, on the presumption that 

- Government would not interfere with the parsuits 
of the citizen. The last administration, instead of 
profiting by the experience of the past, continued to 
persevere in this ruinous and oppressive policy— 
making war upon credit, whilst living on credit it- 
self; experimenting with the currency; and acting 
on the principle laid down by its chief, that the only 
business of the Federal Government was to take 
care of itself, regardless of its effect on the pur- 
suits of industry. Atlength the crisis, so long pre- 
dicted by sagacious statesmen, came. ‘The most 
cautious were unable to provide against it; whilst 
thousands who had been instigated by the induce- 
ments of the Jackson paper-money era to embark 
in speculating adventures, were, owing lo the re- 
action produced by the measures of the Van Buren 
specie-currency era, swept away by the sudden 
crash, Thousands were not only left insolvent, 
but unable to obtain employment to subsist, much 
less to pay their debts; whilst thousands of wives, 
who had been enjoying a life of luxury, were sud- 
denly consigned to poverty; and thousands of chil- 
dren, who had been rocked in the cradle of plenty, 
were brought to ery for bread. Such is but a faint 
description of the sufferings and condition of the 
commercial community, when the bankrupt law 
was passed. 

Tt-was this state of distress, growing out of twelve 
years of misrule, which aronsed the pation in 1840, 
and in a very great measure contributed to the 
overthrow of the self-styled Democratie party. 
The Whig party came into power pledged to re- 
Heve.the country as far as was in their power. 
‘The people expected it at their hands. And when 
: tiéy came to lovk around them, to those who asked 


and reacting on agriculture, 
every other department of busi- 


and required relief at their hands, they saw that 
they were not the misers who had hoarded their 
gold; they were not the wealthy capitalists who 
had looked with calm complacency on, and reaped 
a profitable harvest from, the sufferings and mis- 
fortunes of others; but they were the enterprising 
and industrious—those who had used their means 
in giving labor and employment to thousands, and 
in advancing the trade, the credit, and the improve- 
ments of the country in all its great leading 
interests—who had thus been rutlessly and unex- 
pectedly reduced to want. The Whigs, then, con- 
sidered it not only their duty, but an injunction 
imposed on them by the people who had intrusted 


. them with power, to release a suffering community 


from the thraldom into which they had been plunged 
by wicked and incompetent rulers. They found 
the hands of industry.and enterprise tied up—not 
in consequence of imprudence and extravagance, 
but by the action of the Federal administration; 
andit was necessary to sever these bonds, in order 
to enable prosperity and improvement to pursue 
their onward march. ‘They considered this indis- 
pensable to the commencement of a salutary re- 
form. And now, for once and for all, I wish it to 
be distinetly understood, that we may set ourselves 
right on this subject:—let those who so much de- 
nounce the bankrupt law—let this House and the 
country recollect, that, objectionableas this law may 
have been, it was forced upon us by Democratic 
misrule. But for the weakness and corruption of 
the last and preceding administrations, there would 
have been no pressing necessity for their passing 
such a measure. And let those who are disposed 
to cast censure on it, not blame those who passed 
it—who, if they did err, erred from the good inten- 
tion to relieve honest suffering—from a proper re- 
gard for the wants and distress of an injured pev- 
ple; but on those, whose misrule forced itfupon us— 
whose mismanagement and imbecility for years 
left us no other alternative. 


I have briefly stated the reasons which induced 
me, in the first instance, to yield my doubts as to 
the propriety of passing such a law, to the pressing 
emergencies of the times. I will now briefly state 
the reasons why I shall vote for its repeal. 

J have said I voted for this law with some mis- 
givings. 1 thought I saw then objections to any 
bankrupt law; but, on reflection, I considered these 
objections far outweighed by the suffering and em- 
barrassments of the country, brought about by the 
mismanagement of the Government, which the 
Whigs had come into power pledged to reform. 
And since the same causes which induced the pas- 
sage of the Jaw no longer exist—at all events, much 
less forcibly—the question may well arise, whether 
a pressing necessity any longer appears for keeping 
it in operation? The purposes intended by its pas- 
sage have, in a very great measure, been accom- 
plished. ‘Those who had been plunged into insol- 
vency, from which they, could never have relieved 
themselves, have received its benefits, or, at all 
events, have had an opportunity of receiving them. 
If they have failed to do $, it has been the result 
of their own impradence; their want of cantion in 
stretching their credit too far in these pressing and 
unreliable times; or of relying too incautiously on 
the consistency of legislation in a Government, 
which events should have caused them to distrust. 
The prudent and industrious have had time and 
opportunity to avail themselves ofits aid. Those 
whose enterprise and energy were cramped and 
destroyed by the ruinous consequences of Federal 
mismanagement, are left free once more to pursue 
ihe paths of industry and wealth. The manacles 
haye been struck from their hands, and the heavy 
ineumbrances of debt under which they labored 
have been removed. The mechanic has again 
peen sent to his shop, the sailor to his ship, the 
agriculturist to his field, and the merchant to his 
counter. Theroad to prosperity and happiness has 
been cleared of the obstructions with which Federal 
misrule has blocked it up; and again presents its 
beaten track, along which the prudent and indus- 
trious may travel, with renewed energy and dearly 


‘bought experience. The honest again have afield 


in which to labor, from the profits of which to 
pay their debis—which honor has not eancelled, 


_although the law might have done so—debts which 


they never could have paid, as Jong as they were 
subject to the severity and extortion of unrelenting 
ereditors. And manya wife and child, who saw 
nothing but penury and want before them, have had 
their sorrow changed to consolation, by the hopes 
and prospects of better times. 


And-whilst the honest and unfortunate, who were 
willing’ to surrender all, have been relieved, the 
dishonest and the reckless have been brought to 
accountability and liquidation. The creditor as 
well as the debtor has enjoyed its benefits; and, 
while the former has extorted the last cent, he has 
been prevented from carrying his oppression fur- 
ther. The law has provided a means by which 
the honest debtor may be enabled ultimately to pay 
his bond, without allowing the creditor to exact its 
forfeit. ; 

lf I am asked why the embarrassment and pres- 
sure which now pervade the country have not dis- 
‘appeared in consequence cf these benefits of the 
bankrupt law which I have enumerated, my answer 
is,--that the causes of these difficulties lie much 
deeper than in debt and insolvency. They spring 
from the derangement of the currency, and the 
uncertain and unseitled state of the finances of the 
Government. These, the bankrupt law cannot rem- 
edy, although it has remedied some of the evils 
growing outof them. And since the unfortunate 
have been relieved, by the beneficial operation of 
the bankrupt law, from those overwhelming and 
unforeseen disasters resulting from Democratic unk- 
ering with the currency and finances, a return to 
a safe and sound system of currency and exchanges 
would soon so enhance the price of property, 
and afford such aids to industry and business, as 
would soon restore the country to prosperity, and 
thousands to solvency, who are how unable to pay 
their debts. As to the pressure and embarrassments 
which now weigh upon the country, they never can 
be relieved till there isa change of measures and 
men. We thought we had eflected that change, 
and that our measures were about to carry “heal- 
ing on their wings” to the wounds of a bleeding 
country; but, inthe very moment of victory, the 
laurel was snatched from our brows by the most 
shameless treachery that ever disgraced the annals 
of representativegovernment. As long as we have 
an Executive who, inthe weakness and vanity of 
power, filched by frand from a confiding people, 
laughs at the distresses of his suffering country- 
men; as long as the recognised organs of those who 
administer the Government come into this hall and 
hawk the spoils of office to the highest bidder; as 
long as Executive vetoes are threatened inad- 
vance, not as the means of arresting unconstitu- 
tional legislation, but of enlisting recruits, for 
partisan service—so long will credit and confidence 
continue to languish, and the country continue to 
groan under embarrassment and debt. 


Notwithstanding the benefits which I have men- 
@igned as having resulted from the bankrupt law, 
& there are objections ‘and evils attending it, as 

there are attending every finite system, every hu- 
man invention. Although these objections were 
more than counterbalanced, at the time of the pas- 
sage of the Jaw, by the considerations I have al- 
luded to; yet, asthese considerations no longer exist 
--at all events, in nothing like as full force—1 in- 
cline to the opinion that the inherent evils of the 
system, together with the state of the public mind, 
are such as no longer to create a necessity for its 
continuance. In the first place, I fear it is caleu- 
lated to afiect personal confidence, which, after 
all, isthe secret of our unparalleled prosperity in 
this country. It is calculated to beget, and I fear 
is already begelting, a disregard for. the sacred- 
ness of obligations; without which, no well-estab- 
lished system of credit can exist in any country. 
For it is not the compulsory process of the law 
which enables the young man, whose only fortune 
is his good name, to obtain credit with the rich; 
but it is the sanctity with which public opinion re- 
gards an obligation thus incurred. And any system 
which has a tendency to destroy this confidence, or 
beget a disregard for a faithful compliance with its 
conditions, is well calculated to lock up the coffers 
of the rich, to keep capital unemployed, and con- 
sequently to repress the energies of the enterpri- 
sing and industrious, by depriving them of the op- 
portunities and means of exertion. It may be said 
that this will affect only the imprudent and the 
faithless, but that those who deserve confidence and 
eredit will still be able to obtain them. Then the 
question will arise, Who are to be trusted? Who 
ean withstand the temptation, when the chances of 
being absolved from his obligations are so ready at 
hand? Who will rely upon the labor and perse- 
verance of years torelieve him from the pressure 
of debts he cannot pay, when the tribunals of the 
country are so easy of access? 

If, however, this should not be the result—if the 
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means of obtaining credit be not thus taken away, 
and confidence not be destroyed, as I have sup- 
-posed;—then it must be admitied that the bankrupt 
aw will tend’ to the opposite extreme. It wiil 
open the door for rash speculation and heedless 
adventure, which will unsettle and disturb the 
quiet and peaceful purstits of life. - It is the sense 
‘of responsibility, the fear of irremediable ruin, 
that prevents most men from embarking in hazard- 
ous enterprises of trade, and compeélsthem to pur- 
sue theslow and. more certain ends of industry 
and economy. Take away these restraints—hold 
out to them the dazzling temptation of speedy 
wealth by hazardous speculation—offer to them the 
lure of such easy relief from accountability, and 
the penalties accompanying it,—and what will be 
ïs effect upon a people as enterprising and adven- 
turous as ours? Men will cease laboring with their 
hands, and attempt to live by their wits; specula- 
tion will run riot through the land; and the sober 
avocations of industry be abandoned for the reck- 
less pursuit of instant gain. Habits of idleness 
and extravagance will thus be contracied; the peb- 
jie morals become corrupted; the public mind fa- 
miliarized with the idea of discharging obligations 
other than by the means of honest industry; and debt 
ultimately lose all its terrors for those who have 
everything to gain, and nothing to lose by it. 
Another serious objection to the bankrupt law is, 
thatit comes in conflict with, unseitles, and dis- 
turbs the various insolvent laws which the respec- 
tive States of the Union have adopted for the regu- 
lation of their internal police. All the States have 
‘established the relations.of debtor and creditor, in 
accordance with the peculiar opinions of each. 
This isa most important subject of legislation, 
which varies in every State according to the pecu- 
Jar interests and pursuits of its people. {t is in- 
dispensable to good government and domestic pros- 
perity that these relations of debtor and creditor 
should be clearly defined, and settled on a firm and 
stable basis; for they are more or less interwoven 
with the whole system of jurisprudence in every 
State of the Union. Any general system, there- 
fore, which comes in conflict with these various 
regulations in the respective States, must, in a 
measure, disturb their whole systems of internal 
policy; josie against the peculiar pursuiis and 
nabits of their people; and thus be the means of 
perpetual annoyance and vexation. It is the poli- 
cy ofsome of the States thata very enlarged and 
liberal system of credit should prevail, that every 
stimulus should be given to enterprise and adven- 
ture; of others, that these should be restrained 
within more moderate limits, Some States $ 
deem il their policy to visit the severest penalti 
a failure to discharge liabilities incurred; others 
may consider it the part of humanity to extend a 
much greater degree of lenity to the unfortunate 
debtor, Some States are commercial, some manu- 
facturing, some agricultural. erjenee may 
have proven that these varions interests require 
different relations of debtor and credilor, in order 
to their successful pursuit. When we reflect that 
debts and liabilities in every State have been con- 
tracted with a view to the doniestic policy and regu- 
Jations of each, so far as the rights of the credi- 
tor and the responsibilty of debtor are cen 
cerned, it should be a most imperious case of ne 
cessily which should induce the General Govern- 
ment to interpose and disturb these various regula- 
tions, even temporarily, for the removal of en 


overwhelming evil-~-such an evil as did e€ 
when the bankrupt Jaw was passed, and which it 
was intended to remedy, And, ov to the 


causes I have mentioned, I doubt very much 
whether, under any circumstances, a uniform 
bankrupt law ever should become a permanent 
part of our system of national jurisprudence. 
There is another reasou—a strong reason, to0— 


opinion has 
, and that 


buty as to the great mass of the people throughout 
the country, Lam compelled to think that there is 
a decided majority against it. Of course, I can 
speak, of my own knowledge, only so far as tbe 
people of my own State and district are concerned; 
and there is, perhaps, no peopie whose opinions 
present a fairer test of the unprejudiced decision of 
the public mind. They cared comparatively lit- 
tle about the passage of the law at first, and have 
therefore. been the better able to watch its operation 


| 


| mation I can obtain, 


i ing. 


with an impartial eye. And, although I feel- sure 
the large Whig majority in my State will appreciate 
and sanction the motives of tbose who passed it; 
yet, since the great good contemplated has been 
mainly accomplished, I have as little doubt that a 


|| majority of the people of the State, and of my own 


constituents, wish its repeal. From the best infor- 
‘am led to believe that the 
game state of feeling and opinion. generally pre- 
vans in other sections of the Union. I wish to be 
distinetly understood on this point. I am notone 


| of those who believe that legislation here shouid be 


swayed by the temporary impulses. of popular feel- 
~ [believe that it is the daty of the Represent- 
ative to array bimself against the effervescent vio- 
Jence of the public mind, when stimulated and ex- 
cited by the reckless spirit of faction and innova- 


| tion, ‘As long as I am a Representative, I trust I 
! shall have firmness enough to resist the demands of 
' femporary impulse in the popular mind, when, in 
| my deliberate judgment, I believe them to be wrong, 
! But then, on the other hand, ldo believe that the 


theory of our institutions is based on the principle 


| that the wishes of the constituency, dispassionaiely 


entertained and calmly expressed, are binding on 


; the Representative, on questions of mere expedi- 
; eney. 


Whether the popular opinion is the result of 
impulse, or of vool and delberate judgment, the 
Representative must judge. It is enough for me to 
say, that 1 do believe the calm and reflective judg- 
ment of my constituents is against the further con- 
tinuance in operation of the bankrupt law. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, Iam not to be understood as 
expressing any regret for the vote which 1 origi- 
naily gave for the passage of this law, Under 
similar circumstances, I should feel'it my duty to 
do so again. Lyielded to the great and urgent ne- 
cessities of the country, and the sufferings of the 

eople. Great as may have been the evils of a 
an crupt law, yet I considered ii called for by the 
extraordinary emergencies of thetimes, Ithought 
it best to submit to one evil, in order to cure one 
still greater. Powerful and sickening as this med- 
icine may have been, yet [thought it was called 
for as an extreme remedy for the distempered state 
of the nation. 

Whilst I am willing to vote for the repeal of 
the bankrupt law, however, [cannot vote for the 
bill before the House, unless it is amended. The 
bill proposes to date back in its operation to the Sth 
ot December last, so as to exelude from its benefits 
ali those who had not thea taken the. inceptive 
measures towards taking advantage of iis provi- 
sions, Now, this appears to me improper and vn- 


just. It seems to me to be somewhat retrospec- 
tive—at least negatively, if not positively. Uf not 


positively retrospective in its ope it is so in 
its exclusion irom the benefit of another law, 
which will have been im eperation for months, 
afier the period mentioned as the date of its repeal. 
All those who may have commenced the initia- 
tory steps towards taking the benefit of the bank- 


rupt law, even up tagthe day of its passage, will 
have done so undertthe guaranty of the Govern- 


ment; they may be said to have a vested right to 
the benefits of the law. All their arrangemenis, 
for months, msy have been tending to this, AN 
their | i calculations of coming relief and 
upon 


the p 


pledges 
sage of the 
with all the { 
credit, ip hopes ct avoi 
sorting to the relief tendered by this law. 
the Sh of December, y may have been com- 
elled to yield 10 the pressing storm, and may 
jast commenced measures for availing them- 
selves of the benefits of the law, On the other 
hand, many an indulgent creditor may have failed, 
up tothe Sth December, to have commenced com- 
pulsory process against their debtors, under thein- 
voluntary clause of the act, who, since then, or be- 
fore the passage of the bili before the Efouse, may 
have commenced process. Should th 
prived of the benefits of the bankrupt law, merely 
because, ‘from a feeling of humanity, u may 
have extended time and indulgence to their em- 
security upon the 
as tendering its benefits Waenever 


law of 
they m 


tive operation, or rather exclusion 
of this bill, will operate as a punishment to the 
most werthy—to those who, from industry end 
pride, may have failed to take advantage of the 
voluntary porion of the bankrupt law; and those 


i 
| 


| 


who, from feelings. of kindness and forbearance 
towards the unfortunate, may. have postponed ta- 
king advantage of the involuntary clause. This 
retrospective legislation is calculated to. destroy 
all confidence in the action of the Government, and 
tosow the seeds of distrust and alarm throughout 
the land. If cannot vote for the bill ‘before-the 
House, unless it is amended inthis partiedlar. 1 
qnestion its constitutionality—1l am convinced of 
its Injustice and partiality, eee . _—" 

Neither can I vote for the amendment which has ` 
been offered, proposing to include corporations ‘of 
the respective States within its operation. Ladm'too 
much: of a State-rights man for that. The respec- 
tive States have established corporations within 
their limiis, for various purposes, with various 
powers, and subject to various restrictions, Tbe 
powers and exisience of the State corporations 
emanate from sovereign State authority; they are 


| responsible to the same authority, to a vatied ex- 


tent, according to the peculiar interests and pur- 
súits of each. The General Government has no 
power to establish a corporation within the limits 
of any State, except as 2 necessary means: of carry- 
ing into operation a granted power. And yet, will 
it be pretended that it has power to destroy those 
creaied by the States; or, what 3s the ‘same thing, 
establish rules and regulations fixing the conditions 
on which their existence shall continue? . Itis very 
evident, that the great anxiety for the passage of 
this amendment springs from a violent and furious 
hatred of the State banks of the country, and a pre- 
tended zeal for their destruction. And- those who 
are most rabid in their hatred of banks, are the 
very men who generally make most pretensions 
about their State-rights republicanism, Let them 
recollect that these State banks exist by State au- 
thority. If they are not sufficiently restricted in 
their charters, it is by the choice or neglect of the 
State authorities that chartered them; if they have 
violated their charters, they are responsible to State 
laws and State tribunals; if they are guilty of 
abuses, fraud, and peculation, still they aré sub- 
ject to their own domestic legislative restraint, 
and to their own domestic public opinion, 

Then, if the public opinion, the laws, and the im- 
stitutions of the respective States, will tolerate the 
abnses, the suspensions, the contractions and ex- 
pansions of the State banks, about which gentlemen 
descant somuch— why should this General Govern- 
ment attempt to bring them to penishment? and that, 
too, according to one ‘uniform rule for every part 
of the country. The abuses of the State banks are 
felt most sensibly at home; there the evil is best un- 
derstood, and there the remedy can best be applied. 
I warn gentlemen who make professions of devo~ 
tion to State rights, 1o beware how they allow this 
neral Government to bring within the scope of 
control the institutions of the States, Tf it can 
lish the conditions en which they shall cease 
ist, it may next pass regulations how they shall 

Andas it is the nature of power to advance, 


exist. 
we may next have, not only our banks, but our col- 
leges, our manufacturing companies, our railroad 
and canal corporations, brought within the scope of 
Federal supremacy. 

Tt has been said, by way of taunt, during this de- 
baie, that this bankrupt law is the last of the Whig 


measnres of the extra session, and that its repeal 
will give the finishing stroke to all of our labors at 
that eventful session. It is true that little will be 
left on the statvte-book; but that is not the fault of 
the Whigs; and history must say so. They could 
not prevent the treachery of John Tyler; and the 
secret of our disasters is, that the people of the 
country—the Whig majority—blame us for having 
palmed such a man as John Tyler upon them. Yes, 
sir, the Whigs did commit a most grievous error in 
the election of John Tyler; and most grievously 
have they suffered for it. 

The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Marsaast] 
has spoken of the history of ihis Administration 
being written in a parenthesis. Not so. If there 
is any truth in the maxim of Shakspeare, that 


the evil that men do lives after them,” then it 
will require massy volumes to portray the profli- 
gacy and corruption of this Administration. And 


if the conelading part of the sentence be also true, 
that the “good is oft interred with their boves,” then 
John Tylers gravestone shonid bear this single in- 
scription: “Here lies John Tyler.” 

I have, till very lately; indulged in the full faith 
that the Whig party was only undergoing a purifi- 
eation—that they were pas:ing through an ordeal 
of trial, from which they would emerge “redeemed, 
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regenerated, and-disenthralled,” ready as ever to do 

pattis in’ the cause of constitutional liberty; whether 
fortude frowned or. fortune smiled. And although 
Lwill’yet: have hope, stiil Iconfess lam not free 
from feslings of despondency. I witnessed a scene 
here but two days since, which E should have been 
glad:toavoid seeing. A Representative [Mr. Borrs] 
resein his place, and, appealing to Heaven for the 
rectitude of his intentions, avowed his determina- 
tionito:-discharge his duty to a violated Constitution, 
regardless: of all personal consequences. He pre- 
ferred charges against the acting President of the 
United States, involving the highest crimes and 
misdemeanors; staked his. reputation upon their 
truth, and his ability to prove them; asked this 
House forthe appoiniment of a committee, merely 
that he might have an opportunity of establishing 
his charges, and submit the result to the House, 
And what.did we see?. In a Hoùse containing a 
noinisal. Whig majority of at least thiriy, the prop- 
osition failed by a majority of forty-four. 

‘Iflever saw an instance ot moral sublimity, it 
was when my friend [Mr. Borrs] held aloft his ar- 
ticles of impeachment, and, in strains of fervid elo- 
quence, called upon the assembled Representatives 
of:the nation to cometo the rescue. I can assure 
my-friend he needs no prouder monument io his 
fame-——no richer. legacy for his children.. I am 
aware that many voted against the proposition, be- 
cange, as they avowed, they would not bestow on 
Jehn Tyler so much consideration and importance. 
This ‘reminds me of ihe reply of Barrere, in the 
nafional convention of France, to the accusation 
noposed by the virtuous Lonvet against the bloody 

tobespierre: “Let us,” said Barrere, “cease to 
waste our time on men who will fill no place in 
history; let us not put pigmies on pedestals; the 
civic crowns of Robespierre are mingled with cy- 

ss.” The convention passed quielly onto “the 
orders of the day”’—just as this House did on 
Tuesday—“a fatal error,” says the historian, “which 
France had cause to lament in tears of blood.” 
Theearnest and eloquent appeals of Louvet, Bar- 
baroux, and Lanjuinais, were unheeded; and the 
Girondists of that day, like the Whigs of this, re- 
posed in listless security; while the Jacobins (to use 
the language of the historian) “were daily sharp- 
ening their poniards.” ` 

Much as the character of this debate ought to be 
regretted, forthe credit of the House and the coun- 
try, yet it has produced one resuit at which Lfeel 
pleased. It has clearly traced the lines of party 
demarcation in this hall. lt has proven-~what I 
have long known—that there are but two parties in 
this House; and that the Tyler faction—for it never 
deserved the name of a party—has become merged 
in, and thoroughly identified with, the Locofoco 
party; and I do hope that, amid the seething and boil- 
ing of the political caldron, of which the gentle- 
man from Massachusetis (Mr, Cusntne] spoke, the 
Whig: party will at last be thoroughly purified, and 
all the froth and scum will not only be thrown up- 
ward, büt tossed over the brim. I have long feit 
stire that the bargain had been consummated in 
secret; at last it has been publicly ratified on this 
floor. To be sure, there has been some little coy- 
ness manifested in the interchanges of affection 
that have been passing across the hall; but nat 
more, I suppose, than is usual on such occasions of 
endearment, and far less than I think decency re- 
quited.. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Cusine] threatened the „already-forged thunder- 
bolts of ihe veto power, unless his new Democrat- 
ie allies would rally under the Tyler siandard. 
The member from Indiana [Mr. Kennepy] said, 
in response, he was opposed to the Democratic 
majority in the next Congress forcing anything on 
My Tyler, that was likely to meet with the veto, 
The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Werner] pro- 

“notineed “a labored eulogy on Mr. Tyler, and, 
it sëeńms, fel authorized to act the part of counsel- 
lortohim, and advised him to rid himself of Mess 
Webster and Spencer as soon as possible. The 
gentleman from New York, (Mr. Bownz,] who 
seêms to be more catholic in his political feelings, 
détlared his readiness to receive these lwo last, as 
répentant sinners, with open arms. The gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr.Pickrys] welcomed the 
gentleman from Massachusetts into the Democratic 
rants; “said he had long seen that he (Mr.C.) had 
aleaning to “his (Mr. P.’s) side, but that he was 
affaid Of bis colleague on the right, [Mr. Apaus|-—- 
ne Very'erent compliment, by the way. And the 
gentlethan fiom Indiana, [Mr. Prorrir,] in order 
Wiprove his ‘approbation of this offensive and de» 


fensive alliance, poured: out a torrent of abuse 
against that man of whom. he once said, on this 
floor, that he “wished he could make President of 
the world.” What a humiliating spectacle is here 
exhibited! A party elevated to power by the over- 
whelming voice of a losg outraged people, with 


such sacrifices, such. patriotie devotion, such hon-- 


est enthusiasm, as never marked the progress of 
civil revolution before; and that, too, with the 
shouts, the prayers, and the blessings of thousands, 
who saw in it the harbinger of hepe, and the pros- 
pect of a brighter day--and scarcely had we com- 
menced the great work of reform intrusted to our 
hands, when he, whom we had impradently placed 
in the line of promotion, by which he became in- 
vested with the Executive power, opened negotia- 
tions with our enemies; ungratefully and cruelly 
made war upon us; taunted us with our unfortu- 
nate condition; and, as though we were slaves with 
manacies on our hands, declared to us, through his 
confidential organs; that the great constitutional 
unciions which -we intrasted to him would be 
sxereised for the benefit of these only who would 
worship at the sbrine of his power. Never since 
the days of Judas Iscariot has there been an in- 
stance of such shameless and unblushing treason, 
Mr, Speaker, although I have been amused—as 
every one here must have been—at the develop- 
ments that have taken place during this debate; yet 
J cannot reflect on it seriously, without feeling the 
most intense pain and humiliation. The senti- 
ments which were uttered by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr, Cusuina] fell on my ear as the 
foreboding of the evils that are fast clustering 
around the destinies of our country. When Ihave 
reflected on the probable fate which ultimately 
awaited our nation, I have supposed that our Gov- 
ernment—like all these that have preceded tt— 
would, inobedieace to that principle of change and 
revolution with which the deerce of fate seems to 
have stamped all human institutions, have jis day 
of degeneracy, decline, and ruin. But I have con- 
soled myself with che hope that this period was in 
the far, far distant fhture; and that it would not 
come till we and our children, and our children’s 
children, had passed away and been forgotten, But 
the declarations of the gentleman from Massacht- 
setts have aroused me to the conviction of the cor- 
rupted and vitiated state of the public mind. And 
can it be—must history record it-that, in the very 
infancy of our Republic, in the fifty fourth year of 
our existence, one who is recognised as possessing 
the especial confidence of the Executive, boldly and 
recklessly came into this hall, and here, in the face 
of the assembled Representatives of the nation, de- 
clared that the power and patronage of this Gov- 
ernment would be wielded for the benefitof them 
who would sustain those in power? The open 
avowal of such sentiments affordsalarming proof of 
the corruptions of the times—of the degeneracy of 
this age. The distinguished gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Apams] has compared it to the sate 
of the empire by the preetorian bands of Rome. It 
is worse than that. Ti was in the sireets of Rome, 
amid the shouts and huzzas of the rabble, and not 
in the Senate-house, that the prætorian cohorts sold 
the imperial purple to him who would bid highest 
for its honors: And whilst mercenary swords were 
clothing with power. the Jeaders of faction in the 
field of Mars, the flame of liberty still continued to 
burm in the councils of the Senate-house, It was 
there that the principles of freedom had been most 
devoutly cherished—it was there that they last ex- 
pired. It was there that the precepts of Fabius and 
Cincinnatus, and Cato, and the Scipios, were last 
quoted with reverence--it was there that their vir- 
tuous and heroic actions were last forgotten, But 
here, in our Government—-and in its infancy too— 
itis in the Representative hall of the nation, that 
Executive power and patronage, and Executive in- 
fluence in the appointment of a successor, are offer- 
ed as the reward of party allegiance. And that to 
come from Massachuseits too!—from the land of 
the Pilgrim Fathers !— from the classic soil of Lex- 
ington and Banker Hiilli—the first to resist tyr- 
anny—and must she bear the reproach of being the 
first to offer, through one of her sons, to barter 
away the rights for which she so gloriously suf- 
fered and bled? A 
These sentiments of the gentleman from Ma 
chnsettsare only the echo of what was heard a 
months sinee in Faneuil Hall, from one whom that 
patriotic State so long looked on and cherished with 
prideand glory. How times must have changed! 
how the public mind must have degenerated! That 


one, whose fame and character belonged to thena- 
tion, should have uttered: the detestable doctrine, 
that the fact of there being many Whigs yet re- 
tained in office, should be a reason why that party 
should not denounce what they, in their hearts, be- 
lieve to be the correptions of this Administration! 
That the consideration of place should hush them 
imto silence when they see public virtue scouted, 
and. popular rights trampled into dust!—and that, 
too, in walls consecrated to freedom, where ‘the 
spirit-stirring tones of resistance to tyranny have 
so often aroused the free and the brave} Would 
to God these sentiments could have originated with 
some one else than Daniel Webster ! 

Time once was, when every patriotic American 
feit proud that Daniel Webster was his country- 
man. His gigantic and commanding talents had 
endeared him to every lover of his country’s glory. 
His noble efforts ih many a trying contest had 
equally endeared him to every lover of constitu~ 
tional freedom. What musthave been the feelings 
of his friends—those friends who had cherished, sus- 
tained, and cheered him on in-so many conflicts—— 
when, on an occasion by which they sought to do 
him honor, instead of reviving their drooping 
spirits, and advising and encouraging them in their 
approaching struggle, he met them with reproaches 
revilings, and bitter taunts! Sir, he is gone; an 
let him go! He not only abandoned us in the hour 
of our triamph, but he is now doing service in the 
ranks of those who have so often felt the force of his 
mighty arm. Ele may now, perhaps, console hii- 
self with the idea that, although he cannot save 
himself, yet, like Samson, he can bury beneath the 


+ ruins of Our political edifice the object of his hatred. 


Sill, if he possesses the common sympathies and 


feelings of ovr nature, the day of remorse: must 


come. Like Themistocles, (who tarnished the es- 
entcheon of his fame by negotiating with his. for- 
mer enemies,) he may, perhaps, receive his reward 
in some paltry office under his new allies; yet his 
declining years must be embittered with the recol- 
lection of ihe bright hopes he has withered, the af 
fliciing evils he has brought apon his country. 

What must be his reflections, on contemplating 
the character and progress of this debate? His 
name-~which was once so mighty—now become a 
byword, and an object of jest and ridicule in this 
hall, which formerly echoed and re-echoed the 
sound of his voice! His name tossed about him 
with jeers and reproaches! One party mourning 
over his fal! and his desertion, and the other reject« 
ing his proffered alliance with scorn! Would to 
God, for the honor of vur country, that this cup 
could have passed us by ! , 

Whe gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. MarsHALL] 
spoke of the “scorn and contempt” with which Mr 
Webster must have treated the denunciations which 
have been uttered against him. So faras the Whig 
party in this House is concerned, the gentleman has 
begged the qnestion. I deny that he has beeri de- 
nounced and anathematized here. I call upon 
every one within the sound of my voice to say if 
Mr. Webster has not been treated ‘with the greatest 
forbearance and moderation, ‘It is with pain and 
regret that his present position is alluded to here by 
the Whigs. It has, until lately, been in the lan- 
guage of apology for his course, and of hope that 
he would yet resiore himself to the confidence of 
jong-tried and faithful friends, that his conduct has 
been spoken of by the ‘Whigs in this House. ` It is 
from the other party--from those whose cause he is 
now aiding—that he has received denunciation 
most heavy. Butif he has been denounced by the 
Whigs, would not his denunciation be prima facie 
evidence that he deserved itt What interest could 
the Whig pariy have in denouncing such a man? 
Would it not rather be their interest to preserve So 
strong an ally~-to possess the aid and influence of 
his mighty mind? And after adhering to him so 
long, through so many eventful struggles—is it fair, 
is it reasonable, to suppose that his former Whig 
friends here should denounce him without suffie 
cient cause? To suppose so, was to reason against 
all the natural springs and impulses of human ac- 
tion. 

As to the “scorn and contempt,” of which the 
gentleman from Kentucky spoke, that is too easy 
a way of answering a proposition, for one of his 
logical mind. Suppose we have indulged in com- 
plaints—or censures, if you please: still, can “scorn 
and contempt” answer the charge? Do they prove 
that our censures are not well founded? Can they 
make atonement for the wrongs we have endured? 
“Scorn and contempt” are the cheapest of all mens 
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tal impulses; they afford evidence neither of intel- 
ject of the head, nor. feeling of the heart. They 
are the impulses with which selfishness always 
regards, honest and unfortunate suffering; with 
which heartless. tyranny always looks on the com- 
plaints ofthe oppressed. The unfeeling miser listens 
with “scorn and contempt” to the cries of sufferin 
poverty; the cruel despot feels “scorn and con- 
tempt” for the complaints of injured innocence. 
Domitian, no doubt, feltthe same forthe cries of 
ihe- agonized Christians’ when torn to pieces b 
ravenous beasts; he felt ‘scorn and contempt” for 
the very prayers which, in the siruggles of death, 
they offered to Heaven for his conversion—— 
(Here Mr. Rayner’s hour expired; and he took 
his seat.] : 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
Wasuinaton, March 2, 1842, 


GENTLEMEN: I ask the favor that you will pub- 
lish in the Congressional Globe or Appendix the 
following statement of my views in reference to the 
treaty concluded at Washington in 1842. When 
the bill carrying it into effect was reported to the 
House by Mr. Cusuina, it was distinctly announced 
that a report would subsequently be made, The 
Committee on Foreign Affairs determined not to 
make a report; and, as a member of that commit- 
tee, I was deprived of an opportunity of presenting 
the. grounds of my dissent thereto; the debate in 
the House being cut short, L was again deprived 
of a similar opportunity. I, therefore, ask an in- 
sertion in your congressional record. 

Your obedient servant, 
JAS, A. MERIWETHER, 
Messrs. Brar & Rives, 


In considering the treaty concluded at Washing- 
` ton on the 9h of August, 1842, between the United 
States of America and her Majesty the Queen of 
the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, 
an important preliminary question arises as to the 
right and duty of the National Legislature to delib- 
erate on the expediency of carrying the treaty into 
effect--Whether, after it has passed through all the 
solemn forms of ratification by both Governments, 
itis not the supreme law of the land, binding on 
the whole nation; and, as such, that the Legislature 
cannot refuse to co-operate in its execution, with- 
outa violation of ils duty under the Constitution, 
and of the faith of the nation? The question in- 
creases in interest, because of the peculiar charac- 
ter of some of the provisions of the treaty, The 
constitutional power of Congress to establis 
navy is invoked; ships are tobe built and repai 
officers commissioned, seamen enlisted, munitions 
of war provided, large sums of money appropria- 
ted for a series of years, and the policy of the Gov- 
ernment and its expenditures changed and en- 
larged; all of which require the sanction and ac- 
tion of the Legislature. The question acquires ad- 
ditional interest from the course of the Executive— 
a branch of the treaty-making power. Instead of 
inviting a co-operation on the part of the Legisia- 
ture inthe execution of the treaty, it seems to be 
taken for granted that no power or right belongs 
to that department of the Government to exercise 
any volition whatever. Instead of asking at the 
hands of the Representatives of the people the ne- 
cessary appropriations to complete and support the 
naval force called into existence by the provisions 
of the treaty, and of either directly or indirectly 
asking the sanction of Congress thereto, the esti- 
mates for this service are presented only as the 
usual and ordinary objecis of expenditures, and the 
appropriations sought professedly with no other ob- 
jectthan to carry on the ordinary routine of gov- 
ernmental duty; when, if they be granted, the 
purpose of the Executive is manifest, to carry into 
effect the treaty. And whena demand is made 
upon the Executive for information, by a branch of 
the Legislature, as to the cost and probable annual 
of expense of a squadron, in compliance with the 
treaty, the answer returned is, that the squadron “is 
merely a part of the customary and useful employ- 
mentof our vessels of war;” Ihat it is not to be “re- 
garded as an increase of the navy;” nor “would it 
be proposed to reduce the navy, if it were not neces- 
sary.” The manner in which this appropriation 
is sought, covered up under the general estimates 
for “customary” expenditures; and the evident and 
certain design of appropriating the squadron, when 
commissioned and provided tor, for the purpose of 
carrying into effect the treaty, show too clearly that 


the Executive regards Congress as bound to carry 
it into effect, irrespective of all convictions of the 
utter inexpediency of doingso. The fact that the 
treaty has been ratified, and announced under the 
proclamation of the President to the people of the 
United States, and communicated to both branches 
of Congress, clearly implies that he regards the 
concurrence of the Legislature as totally unneces- 
sary to give any validity whatever to it. I coun- 
tenance no such doctrine as this. I deny that the 
Congress is bound, upon terms of unconditional 
submission, to observe a treaty made and ratified 
according to the forms prescribed in the Constitu- 
tion. There are cases in which it may refuse its 
co-operation; and those cases are to be determined 
by a sound discretion, in view of all the attending 
cireumstances. If the treaty could be executed 
without the intervention of Congress, it might be 
regarded as binding upon the whole people; and 
hence becomes a rule of action, prescribed by the 
superior power, and which the inferior must obey; 
and assumes all the dignity and authority of any 
other law. But, if such intervention is necessary, 
then the Legislature is as free to act as the Execu- 
tive, and to withhold or yield its concurrence. 
Without this rule of interpretation, the rights of 
the Legislature would be wholly sacrificed; a Rep- 
resentative would be forced to lay aside all judg- 
ment for himself, to follow implicitly the dictates 
of others, and, knowingly, to vote for a palpable 
violation of that Constitution which he had most 
solemnly sworn to support. Without this interpre- 
tation, the power of raising a navy, of enlisting an 
army, of naturalization, of taxation, or of regulating 
commerce, (all of which are vested solely in Con- 
gress,) would be transferred to the President and 
Senate; and the voice of the people, through their 
popular elections, totally lost and neglected. 

Again: there is no express restraint whatever in 
the Constitution on the treaty-making power. A 
cession of a sovereign State might be made toa 
foreign Government; entangling and ruinous alli- 
ances formed--alliances, offensive and defensive, 
with the most loathful and odious people, under 
circumstances revolting to all honorable and Chris- 
tian feelings; the particular and special powers and 
rights of the Representatives of the people to origi- 
nate all money bills might be swept away by a 
treaty with a foreign Government, made and rati- 
fied by the President and Senate. Under these cir- 
cumstances, would it be contended for a moment 
that the Legislature should not refuse its aid to carry 
such atreaty into effect? It may be said ihat such 
a course, by the Legislature, would be uncourteous 
and impolitic, and cause foreign nations to become 
jealous of us, when we have such a power in re- 
serve. This would be a strong argument against 
the exercise of the power, unless tor’ satisfactory 
causes. But such considerations have as much infla- 
ence over the action of the Legislature, as they have 
over that of the Executive; and it is fair to presume 
that the former will as faithfully protect the nation- 
al interest and honor as the latter, and would not 
be any more likely to be influenced by trivial 
causes, But there is one reason which should 
render this construction of the powers of the Legis- 
lature satisfactory to all; and that is, that this pow- 
er of withholding their co-operation is the only 
check upon the treaty-making power which can be 
possessed and exercised by the people. 

Shortly after the adoption of the Constitution, this 
material question was fully discussed and setiled 
by the adjudication of the House of Representa- 
ives, and by the people through them. In the year 
1796, upon the ratification of the treaty with Great 
Britain, (commonly known as Jay’s treaty,) during 
the administration of President Washington, the 
folowing declaration of opinion was made: 

Resolved, That it being declared, by the second section of 
the second article of the Constitution, “that the President 
shall have power, by and with the advice and consent of the 
senate, to make treaties, provided two-thirds of the Senators 
present concur;” the House of Representatives do not claim 
any agency in making treaties; but that when a treaty stipu- 
lates regulations on any of the subjects submitted by the Con- 
stitudon to the power of Congress, it must depend for its exe- 
cution, as to such stipulations, on a law or Jaws to be passed 
by Congress; and it isthe cansttiutional right and duty of the 
House of Representatives, in al} such cases, to deliberate on 
the expediency or inexpediency of carrying such treaty into 
effect, and to determine and act thereon, as in their judgment 
may be most conducive to the public good. 

This resolution was adopted by a vote of fifty- 
seven to thirty-five, and received the energetic sup- 
port of such Republicans as Albert Gallatin, Wil- 
liam B. Giles, Nathaniel Macon, James Madison, 
and other no less distinguished statesmen; and 
whena bill was introduced to carry this treaty in- 


to effect, the expediency of making the necessary 
provisions by law was carried, in Committee ofthe 
Whole, by one vote majority, and passed in the 
House by a majority of ¿Aree votes; the historian 
informing us that considerations of policy alone in- 
duced its passage, 

I have said this much in defence of the consti- 
tutional right and duty of the National Legislature 
against the disrespectful and haughty assumption 
ofthe executive department. Whatever motive 
may have prompted such conduct, on its part, its 
unqualified condemnation deserves to be promptly 
made, that its repetition may not be attempted, 
influenced by the impunity with which the present 
may have been received. - 


I do not propose to enter upon the consideration 
of those stipulations of the treaty which can be 
executed independent of the co-operation of the 
Legistatare, Of that class is the one defining the 
boundary line between the two countries, and dé- 
termining the right of soil, by each Government. 
Yet, as large sums of money are to be appropriated 
to the States of Maine and Massachusetts, which 
can alone be done by the Legislature, in “consider- 
ation” of the “conditions and equivalents received 
therefor,” in adopting the éreaty line of boundary; 
the consideration and examination of those “equiv- 
atents” properly and rightfully belong to the Repre- 
sentatives of the people. But, as the stipulation as 
to boundary is execuied of itself—as the’ assent of 
those States has been yielded to that stipulation for 
a pecuniary consideration,—respect for the wishes 
of those sovereign members of our Union should 
induce a prompt co-operation by the Legislature in, 
providing the means for carrying into effect so 
much of the treaty as provides for the payment of 
the sums therein specified. 

What advantages, however, have resulted to our 
own Government from the treaty, beyond the priv- 
ilege of paying out to the States of Massachusetts 
and Maine a sum exceeding in amount half a mil- 
lion of dollars—ajl yet remain to be discovered. 
England has been ready, for years, to close in with 
the terms now adopted; and the reason that they were 
not long since made the basis of negotiation, was the 
refusal of our own Government to recognise them. 
The delay has resulted in conceding to England 
what she desired, and not in securing to ourselves 
better terms, Yet I do not feel that the considera- 
tion of a “bad bargain” should influence the Legis- 
lature to withhold its co-operation from the stipula- 
tions of the 5th article, which depend exclusively, 
for their execution, upon this department of the 
Government. a : 

Other stipulations of the treaty, giving rise. to 
questions of much greater importance than any 
growing out of the article referred to, do require 
ihe co-operation of the Legislature to give effect to 
them; and without that co-operation, they must re- 
main wholly inoperative. The magnitude of the 
principles involved, and the surrender of rights by 
our Government, which were never before permitted 
to be questioned or debated—which follow upon the 
act of the Legislature co-operating in executing 
those stipulations, and the preservation of those 
rights, which can alone be had by its refusal of 
such co-operation-—render the position of Congress, 
and more especially that of the House of Repre- - 
sentatives, of the most vital importance to the fu- 
ture destiny of our country. By the terms of the 
Sth article of the treaty, the right of capture, deten- 
tion, and search of our merchant vessels on the 
coast of Africa, has been ingloriously placed at the 
disposal of the Federal Executive, to be at Ais dis- 
cretion surrendered to the British Crown, upon the 
surrender of a like privilege to the American ships 
over the British merchant vessels on the same 
coast. The establishment of a squadron of vessels, 
in pursvance of the terms of the treaty, perfects the 
surrender of that right: the refusal to make pro- 
vision for such squadron, maintains our national 
rights upon that great question. It then becomes a 
subject of the deepest importance to the Represent- 
atives of the people, how far they will compromit 
the rights of their constituents, and tarnish the na- 
tional honor, by a co-operation in the execution of 
so much of the treaty. The eighth article is in 
these words: a 

“Article Sth. The parties mutually stipulate, that 
each shall prepare, equip, and maintain in service 
on the coast of Africa, a sufficient and adequate 
squadron, or naval force of vessels, of suitable 
numbers and descriptions, to carry in all not less 
than eighty guns, to enforce, separately and respect- 
ively, the laws, nights, and obligations of each of the 
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the said squadrons to be independent of each other; 
but.the two Governments stipulating, nevertheless, 
to give such orders to the officers commanding their 
respective forces as shall enable them most effectu- 
ally to. act in Concert and co-operation; upon mutual 
consultation, as exigencies may arise, for the attain- 
: mént of the true object of this article: copies of all 
_ such orders to be communicated by each Govern- 
|. ment‘to the other, respectively.” ` 


By the eleventh article of the treaty, it is. provi- 
ded: “The eighth article of this treaty shall be in 
force for five years, from date of the exchange of 
yalifications, and afterwards until one or the other 
party'shall signify a wish to terminate it.’ The 
peculiar phraseology of the “cighth article” ren- 
-ders the extent of its meaning somewhat equivocal. 
Its “terms are contradictory. It speaks of “inde- 
pendent squadrons,” designed to entorce “separalely 
and respectively” the laws of “cach of the two coun- 
tries;”’and yet the two Governments are to give 
“such orders” tothe ‘commanding officers,” to en- 
able ‘them “effectually to act in concert and co- 
operation,” upon “consultation,” as “exigencies 
may arise,” for the “attainment of the true object of 
this.article;” and that “true object” is nothing more 
or less than the effectual suppression of the “Afri- 
caw slave-trade,.” > Here isthe end to be attained; 
and the means which are to be employed are such 
as will “effectually” reach it. If the capture of 
our merchant vessels, their detention, visitation, 
and search, are necessary, in the opinion of the 
two Governments, under this treaty, by the “or- 
ders” of the Governments, the desecration of the na- 
tional flag andthe prostration of the citizens’ rights 
may be made. The diplomatic history, as wellas 
_ the pretensions of the two Governments growing 
, outofit, will serve to illustrate more forcibly the 

effect of the stipulations complained of. In the 
reamble of the treaty now being considered, the 
ollowing declarations are to be found: 


““Whereas by the treaty concluded at Ghent on 
the 24th December, 1814, between the United States 
and his Britannic Majesty, an article was agreed to, 
and inserted, of the following tenor, viz: 

“‘Arricte 10. Whereas the traffic in slaves is 
irreconcileable with the principles of humanity and 
justice; and whereas both his Majesty and the Uni- 

_ ted States are desirous of continuing their efforts to 

i peace its entire abolition: itis hereby agreed that 

; oth the contracting. parties shall use their best en- 
deavors to accomplish so desirable an object: and 
whereas, notwithstanding the laws which have, at 
various times, been passed by the two Governments, 
and the efforts. made to suppress it, that criminal 
traffic is still prosecuted and carried on: and 
whereas the United States of America, and her 
Majesty the Queen of the United Kingdom of 
Great Britain and Ireland, are determined that, so 
far as may be in their power, it shall be effectually 
abolished.’ ” 

Under the article in the treaty of Ghent, here 
referred to, England has asserted the right of 
search over our merchant vessels, to suppress the 
African slave-trade. The American Government 
has denied any such right. In fulfilment of the 
treaty, we have made the trade piracy, and have 
employed our naval-foree, to.a great extent, in en- 
forcingour laws. We have maintained, that since 
the slave-trade was not prohibited by the laws of na- 
tions, and since it was made piracy by our own 
municipal regulations, we could nol, and would nol 
if we could, permit a stranger, with his fleets and 
armies, to aid in the execution of our own laws, 
that our own officers must alone execute them; 
and that they, alone, must search and detain our 
own vessels; that the right of search by a stranger 
was a belligerent right, and would be so regarded 
and treated by our Government. 

In further evidence of the desire of our Govern- 
ment {0 carry into effect the treaty of Ghent, and the 
execution of her own laws, our vessels of war had 
beeh instructed to cruise in company with one or 
more British vessels, that American vessels might 
search the ships using the American flag, and the 
British vessels might search those of that nation, 
aud of such other nations as had conceded to Eng- 
land the right of search. Here were the positions 
of the two Governments: England asserting the 
tight of search as the means of suppressing the 
slave-trade; and the United States conceding and 
adopting every olher means but that, for the pur- 
pose of attaining that end. There was, then, no 
midway. ground left between the unconditional sur- 
yender and the unconditional denial of the right of 


two countries, for the suppression of the slave-trade; ji 
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search. But it seems that the action of the Amer- 
ican Government has not been satisfactory to Eng- 
land, in execution of the treaty. Notwithstanding 
the “laws which have been passed at varidus times,” 
and the “efforts made to suppress it,” “the slave- 
trade is-still prosecuted;” and now the two Gov- 
ernments, being “determined” that it shall be “ef- 
fectually abolished, so far as may be in their power,” 
have adopted the eighth article of the treaty at 
Washingion as the means by which the “trade” 


Shall be thus “abolished.” 


Then, as something more has been agreed to be 
done, the question is, What is it that shall be done? 
And if greater “efforts” are to be made, by which 
Government are they to be made? 

Looking back to the positions of the two Govern- 
ments; the lawspassed by each; the “efforts” made 
by each; &nd most especially the plan adopted, of 
vessels of each nation cruising together, that those 
belonging to either might be searched by the officers 
of their own Government; that all these efforts had 
failed; and the slave-trade was still prosecuted— 
what “effort” is there, as the ultimatum of “all in 
their power,” that the slave-trade should be “abol- 
ished effectually,” which could have been designed, 
but the concession of England’s importunate and 
continued demand—the right of search? 

If the plan of permitting and requiring the ves- 
sels. of each country to cruise together, which had 
covered the length and breadth of the concession 
of our Government, had proved ineffectual, then it 
was not embraced in those means contemplated by 
the parties to be employed when they declared 
their determination to use all in “their power” to 
arrest the trade. Jf it had proved “effectual,” no 
treaty stipulations were needed, Whether effect- 
ual or not, it would have been an act of superero- 
gation by both Governments, aud an insult to our 
own, to have made it the subject of treaty nego- 
tiation; since our own Government had already 
proposed it to England, and both Governments had 
adopted it. 


Under such circumstances, the American Sec- 
retary could not have entertained the proposition, 
when coming from another; and he must, indeed, 
have been lost to all sense of national honor, if 
he could have thought one moment of submitting 
the proposition to the British minister. All the 
facts concur in establishing, clearly, thatsomething 
beyond the enforcement of the laws of each na- 
tion by their own vessels was designed by the 
treaty; and nothing but the right of search could 
have been meant. This is the conclusion to which 
every unbiassed mind must come, in respect to the 
power intended to be surrendered to the execu- 
tive discretion. Its force may be attempted to 
be broken, by the avowal of the substilution of 
the right of visitation, instead of the right of search. 
This is the special pleading with which the Eng- 
lish court has for years attempted to mislead and 
deceive the American Government, tbis is the 
ground on which she always justified her recent 
outrages upon American shipping. But there is 
no such distinction in the maritime law of nations, 
and the usage of the admiralty courts of any coun- 
try. If visitation is not accompanied with search, 
it isan empty mockery. This theory of England 
has been reduced to practice; and we have, in her 
visitation of American ships, demonstration con- 
¢lusive of what she means by the right. These 
visitations were followed by search of persons and 
papers, of vessel and cargo; and sometimes not 


only by a protracted detention of the vessel, but by | 


the actual carrying her into port for adjudication. 
This practical illustration shows that what is meant 
by the right of visitation, is the right of visitation 
and search. It was so regarded by our Govern- 
ment in 1818, when Mr. Secretary Adams, in re- 
pelling the proposition of the British Government, 
said,—if the visitation was not carried out by search, 
“it would reduce the right itself to. a power merely 
nomina!,” and the acquiescence in which “would 
serve rather to mark the sacrifice of a great and 
precious principle, than to attain the end for which 
it would be given up.” 

This question seems to have been too long set- 
tled, and by her own conris, to be agitated by 
England now. fn the case of the Louis, Lord Stow- 
ell, in delivering judgment, said “that no author- 
ity can be found which gives any right of visitation 
or interruption over the vessels and navigation of 
other States on the high seas, except what the right 
of war gives to belligerents against neutrals.” 

If we concede to England the right of visita- 
tion alone, we concede the right of search along 
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with it; there is nothing but a flimsy technicality 
separating them in name, while in practice it is. 
entirely dissipated. Then, by. whatever deceptive 
and alluring namethe powers, or rights, conferred 
under the eighth arvicle of the treaty, mutually 
upon the two Governments, may be called—the ` 
right conferred isthe mutual right of search, to be 
exercised under the “orders of the two Governments.” 
The British minister advised our Government 
that all further pretensions to the right of search 
were abandoned. Whether, by this, England: 
meant to visit our ships, irrespective. of our 
wishes, and then shelter the outrage behind 
the technicality she employed, after attaining all. 
the substantial ends to which a search would lead; 
or whether she designed to hold the one in terror 
over us until, by treaty, we should surrender the 
other to her, is unknown. But certain it is, that, 
from the correspondence between Lord Ashburton, 
and Mr. Webster, communicated to Congress by. 
the President, it does not appear that the. British 
minister made any demand, or offered any negotia- 
tion, to our Government, upon the subject. It 
seems that his Government was satisfied with his 
own position; while that of America became the 
mover of the proposition. The stipulation appearsto 
have been the free-will offering of the American 
Secretary to the cupidity of England. How far the 
fear that England might refuse the mutuality of the 
right, unless stipulated for, controlled the conces- 
sion at this time, is only a matter of conjecture. 

The correspondence accompaning the treaty dis- 
closes and sustains the fact, that the whole of the 
eighth article was not only the voluntary conces- 
sion of the American Government, but that the 
right of search was the concession intended to be 
made to the British Government by the terms of 
that article. . 

{nthe year 1840, an agreement was entered into 
between the officers commanding the ships of each 
Government on the coast of Africa, providing for 
mutual co-operation in suppressing the slave-trade; 
and that co-operation being the exercise of the mu- 
tual right of search. This agreement was disap- 
proved by this Government, and there it terminated. 
Pending the correspondence relative to the treaty 
at Washington, the Secretary of State calls upon 
the officer who executed this agreement, for in- 
formation ofits nature. On the 2d of May, 1842, 
Lieutenant Paine, in a letter to Mr. Webster, 
says: 

“As the wish of the State Department seems to 
be to ascertain the nature of the agreement itself, 
and the action of myself thereon; and as I wish to 
forward this view promptly, I shall restrict myself ` 
togthese points, commencing with the agreement, 
of which the following isa copy: 

‘Commander William Tucker, of her Britannic 
Majesty’s sloop Wolverine, and senior officer on 
the west coast of Africa, and Lieutenant John J. 
Paine, commanding the United States schooner 
Grampus, in order to carry into execution, as far 
as possible, the orders and views of their respective 
Governments respecting the suppression of the 
slave-trade, hereby request each other, and agree, 
to detain all vessels under American colors found 
to be fully equipped and engaged in the slave-trade; 
that, if found to be American property, they shall 
be handed over to the United Slates schooner 
Grampus, or'any other American cruiser; and that, 
it found to be Spanish, Portuguese, Brazilian, or 
English property, to any of her Britannic Majesty’s 
eruisers employed on the west coast of. Africa for 
the suppression of the slave-trade, so far as their re- 
spective laws and treaties will permit. 

‘Signed and exchanged at Sierra Leone this 


1th March, 1840. ; 
‘JOHN S. PAINE, 
‘Commanding U. S. schr. Grampus. 
‘WM. TUCKER, 
‘Command’ g H. B. M. sloop Wolverine, œc? ” 


Comparing this agreement with the eighth ar- 
ttele of the treaty, it will be seen that the terms 
of the former suggested the idea of those of the lat- 
ter; and the practice, under the agreement, leaves us 
no reason to doubt whai was designed by the par- 
ties should be that. under the treaty. The incorpo- 
ration of the principle of this agreement into the 
treaty the adoption of thestipulation as to the mode 
of “efiectually” abolishing the slave-trade—shows 
an abandonment of the principles hitherto asserted, 
and the rights before maintained by our Govern- 
ment, and the unconditionalsurrender to England of 
her haughty demandof the right of search over our 
vessels. The arrogance of her demand is mitis. 
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gated'only -by the fact, that the exercise of the right 


is under. municipal. regulations, and not by the law: 


of nations. 


£ Upon the communication of this agreement to 
the American Government, by Lieut. Paine, Mr. 
Secretary Paulding replies; and, after remarking 
to him (Paine) that “he has delegated to that of- 
ficer (British) the right to seize vessels under Amer- 
ican colors,” continues: “Such a delegation of 
power isnot only unauthorized by your instruc- 
tions, but contrary to the established and well-known 
principles and policy of your Government, and is, 
therefore, not sanctioned by the department”—“the 
great object of the co-operation being to’obviate the 
difficulties of capture, growing out of assuming 
Portuguese, English, Spanish, or Brazilian colors 
when overhauled by an American, or American 
colors when overhauled by a British cruiser. For 
this purpose, you are authorized to cruise in com- 
pany and in co-operation with any British vessel 
of war employed on the slave-coast, in pursuit of 
objects similar to your own.” Lieut, Paine, in 
communicating this disapproval to the British offi- 
cer on the 27th April, 1841,says: “From the above 
extract, you will sée that the Secretary of the Navy 
at Washington is careful to avoid giving counte- 
nance tothe practice of detaining American vessels, 
even though they beslavers, unlessby American ves- 
sels of war. The best, ifnot the only means of co-ope- 
ration left, would seem to be exchanging informa- 
tion, or cruising in company.’ Another proposi- 
tion was made, in 1841, to re-adopta similar agree- 
ment, which was refused by the same officer; and, 
jn 1842, the agreement was embraced in the treaty 
stipulation.» So far as the President and Senate 
‘could go, to give that treaty effect, they have gone. 
{tnow remains for the House of Representatives to 
determine whether, by an appropriation for a 
squadron on the African coast, they too will 
concur in the relinquishment of that great and 
inestimable principle—our absolute immunity from 
search. England having failed to bully France 
into its surrender, now seeks quietly to dape 
the American Government into an_ acquics- 
cence of her haughty and insolent demands. And 
shall the immediate representatives of the people 
tamely cower before this impudent pretension, or 
ingloriously embrace the dishonorable terms ot 
peace which England’s self-esteem has prescribed? 
Shall we permit the citizens of our Republic, pur- 
suing their legitimate callings on the high seas, 
to be pursued by British cruisers—captured, de- 
tained, searched, and perhaps carried into port, 
laced in duress, injured in their business——all for 
the gratification of knowing that American vessels 
of war might be permitted to treat the British ‘ed 
sels in the same manner? Never. The rightof 
search is a belligerent right, which, whenever ex- 
ercised by foreign nations towards the ships of 
America, isa just cause of war; and it can never 
be surrendered by treaty stipulations, or otherwise, 
without dishonor and disgrace to the national char- 
acter, And the highest duty which a representa- 
tive of the American people owes to his country, 
is promptly to reject all and each proposition which 
seeks to give effect to a treaty surrendering so 
high a right. i 
` Why the arrogant pretensions of England to- 
wards the shipping of America should beso readily 
and cheerfully acknowledged by our Government, is 
unaccountable. Jt is true,she has interdicted the 
slave-trade; but it was not until she had enriched 
her subjects, and filled the American colonies 
with slavesagainst their wishes. She has made the 
trade piracy; but it was done only to assimilate her- 
self to the wisdom and justice of our own Govern- 
ment, and to follow its example. 

The British nation had carried on the slave- 
trade for two centuries—not only to supply her own 
colonies, but those of France and Spain. Under the 
first Stuart kings of England, joint stock-companies 
were chartered with exclusive privileges for the 
trade. By the treaty of Utrecht, the British traders 
were entitled to the monopoly of thé trade in the 
dominions of “his Catholic Majesty in America”— 
“at the rate of 4,600 negroes yearly, for the space of 
thirty years successively.” On the accession of 
Charles TI, upon the representation that morene- 

_ groes were needed on the Brirish plantations in 
America, he “publicly invited his subjects to the 
subscription of a new joint-stock company for 
receiving and carrying on the trade of Africa.” 
In 1703, the State of Massachusetts imposed a heavy 
duty on the importation of slaves; in 1767, they at- 
tempted to establish a duty equivalent to prohibition, 
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which was defeated by the council established by 
the Crown. The Colonial Legislatures. of Penn- 
sylvania and New Jersey attempted: to interdict 
the trade. by. similar duties; ‘but their enactments 
were rejected by the. Crown. . Virginia petitioned 
the Crown to remove. all restraints from the gover- 
nors of that colony, inhibiting their assent to laws 
checking the slave-trade; and so indignantly was 
this respectful petition treated, that no answer was 
given to it. $ 


Upon the Declaration of Independence, in 1776,. 


the American Congress passed a resolution against 
the purchase of slaves imported from Africa. 
Upon the adoption of the Federal Constitution, the 
importation of slavesafter Ist January, 1808, was pro- 
hibited. In 1794, Congress passed a law subject- 
ing lo fine and imprisonment any American. citi- 
zen who engaged in the African slave-trade; and 
in 1807, a law was passed carrying into” effect the 
clause of the Constitution prohibiting the African 
slave-trade. : 
The American Government interdicted the for- 
eign slave-trade thirteen years before Great Britain: 
they had made it “punishable as a crime” some 
years before; and made the period of non-impor- 
tation into the Union four years earlier than that 
assigned by Great Britain for her colonies. Why, 
then, is itthat America must yield so much to this 
eleventh hour convert against the African slave- 
trade}—that, proud and insoient as sheis, her haugh- 
ty and arrogant officers shall arrest our vessels on 
the high seas, open their hatches, muster their 
crew, inspect their papers, overhaul their cargo, 
and treat with contumely and contempt the humbly 
but nobly-born American, to know whether he is 
violating the laws of America, as a pirate ahd 
thief? Is such contumely as this to be borne? 


It was not until after the peace of 1814 that this 
right of search was first agitated as the only effec- 
tual means of suppressing the slave-trade. 
1816, it was admitted by Lord Castlereagh that the 
right of search, being a belligerent right, had 
ceased with the war; and, if only one State resisted 
the right, it could not be exercised against her. 
In 1818, an application was made to the American 
Government to surrender this right by treaty. 
The proposition was met with signal ability, and 
repelled most properly, by the then Secretary of 
State, John Quincy Adams. 


In conclusion of his reply, he says: “The search 
by foreign officers, even in time of war, is so ob- 
noxious to the feelings and recollections. of this 
country, that nothing: could reconcile them to an 
extension of it, however qualified or restricted, in 
time of peace.” And it is very much doubted 
whether, at this time, such a practice is less repul- 
sive to the feelings and recollections of the Ameri- 
can people. Notwithstanding the treaty of Ghent was 
made in 1814, yet up to this time no British states- 
man has ever dared to assert the exercise of the 
right of search upon American vessels, except in 
time of war; and then, as a belligerent right only. 
In the year 1824, a convention between England 
and the United States was held, which provided 
for the mutual right of search and visitation under 
a variety. of restrictions and regulations; which 
foiled to be ratified on account of causes other than 
those growing out of the exercise of this right. 
During this negotiation, no intimation was made 
of the right of visitation and search on the high 
seas, in time of peace, for any purpose independ- 
ent of compact. So late as the year 1839, it was 
avowed by the Duke of Wellington, in the British 
Parliament, that, as to “searching vessels of the 
United States for papers, &c., there was every 
reason to believe that that power would decidedly 
resist any such attempt on our part.” 

No longer ago than January, 1840, the British 
Government—in addressing the Haytien Govern- 
ment upon the subject of a law passed by itin 1839, 
providing that any vessel, whether Haytien or 
otherwise, found in the act of slave-trading, should 
be seized and brought into a port for adjudication— 
held this language: “Now, Hayti has undoubtedly 
a full rightto make such an enactment about her 
own citizens and ships; but her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment apprehend that Hayti has no right to legislate 
for the ships and subjects or citizens of other 
States.” “That, in time of peace, no ships belong- 
ing to one State have a right to search and deiain 


ships sailing under the flag of, and belonging to,- 


other States, without the permission of such States, 
which permission is. generally signified by treaty; 
and, if Haytien cruisers were to stop, search, and 
detain merchant vessels sailing under the flag of, 
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and belonging’to, another country, even though such 
vessels were engaged in the slave-trade, the State 
to which such. vessels belonged’ would have just 
grounds for demanding satisfaction and reparation 
from Hayti, unless: such State had previously 
given to Hayti, by treaty, the right of search and 
detention.” These are the positions England aṣ- 
sumes, when she speaks in defence of her own 
rights against invasion. . When she invades: the 
rights of others, her positions ‘are shaped tosuit-the 
occasion. es fn ? 

It was only as lateas the year 1841 that England 
ever asserted this right, and then qualifiedly. 
Lord Aberdeen says: “In certain latitudes, and: for 
a particular object, the vessels referred. jo are 
visited—not as American, but either as British ves- 
sels engaged in unlawful traffic, and carrying the. 
flag of the United States for a criminal purpose; or 
as belonging to States which have ceded the right 
of search to Great Britain, or as, piratical oyt- 
laws.” Upon this visitation, search, capture, and 
detention follow; and the vessel iscarried into port 
for adjudication, upon the discretion of a British 
officer, and before a British court. If, upon trial, 
it proves to be an American vessel, and engaged 
in lawful business, she is discharged; but En land, 
having the right to search het, pays neither the ex~ 
penses of detention, nor the cost of suit;.and these 
frequently amount to as much, and more, than the 
vessel and cargo are worth. It is thus that. the 
rights of our citizens are prostrated by England; 
and who may not see the policy she might have in 
view by thus acting, when she sought to.monop- 
olize the commerce of any country, and to drive 
our vessels from it? And the only remuneration 
which our Government or its citizens receive from 
this outrage, is the assurance that England..did not 


visit this vessel as an American vessel! | pa 
And now, under these circumstances, with such 


a weight of authority to sustain us—as though the 
act was too shameless to bear its avowal open, 
by an introduction in a treaty—this important right 
of search has been surrendered to the power and 
discretion of the Executive, to be bartered away to 
England, under his orders, for a correspon ing 
right from the British Government! The Govern- 
ment of the United States has gone further than 
any other nation in suppressing the African slave- 
trade. It was in the advance in declaring it pira~ 
cy; and it has ever been a matter of desire to in- 
duce other nations to attach the punishment and 
odium of the crime tothe act. Butthe United 
States desired to protect her citizens against the 
possibility of abuse; and, in doing so, it was only 
necessary to distinguish between piracy, asa mu- 
nicipal regulation, and asa crime against the laws 
of nations. We have ever adhered to the difference 
of rights created by this difference in principle. 
The offender against our laws is subject to be tried 
in our own courts alone; and the right to search 
our vessels on the high seas belongs to no other 
people on earth but the officers of our Government; 
andits exercise by any other must and will be re~ 
garded as the exercise of a belligerent right, and will 
be treated accordingly. è 
The utmost that the law of nations has ever 
warranted, or justified, was the right of public 
armed vessels cruising for pirates on the high 
seas, to the mere authority of approaching 
suspicious vessels for the purpose of ascertain- 
ing their real character, by any means short of ac- 
tual visitation and search. If the vessel should 
prove to be engaged in illegal trade, under the laws 
pf nations.the search is justified; but if, on the con» 
trary, sheis engaged in lawful pursuits, the visit- 
ation is illegal, the-search unjustified, and the 
party performs both at the hazard of the conse- 
quences. These are the grounds on which the 
American Government has always stood, and al- 
ways been justified, even by England herself, ex- 
cept when her interests were different. And now 
the plain question presents itsel{—whether we shall 
abandon these high and noble grounds at the inso< 
lent dictation of England? Why. should we aban- 
don them? Have our vessels been engaged in the 
slave-trade to such an extent that extraordinary 
measures have to be resorted to, to stop that pirati- 
cal business? No. For many years, I am informed, 
no American vessel has been thus employed. 
Why, then, when our treaty stipulations have been 
observed with a religious faith—when our vessels 
have never been engaged in the violation ofthe 
laws of our own Government—why is it that the 
laws of nations are to be wholly revolutionized, and 
the rights of our citizens on the high seas:tyame 
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led under foot by the insolence of British officers? 
t is. too much the characier of Americans to 
bearinjuries while they are tolerable, than promptly 
to resent them when offered, England knows this; 
and, by a gradual usurpation of our rights, she 
hopes io attain all she demands; protesting that she 
intends us no indignity, but all the while heaping 
insult upon injury. 

From the speech of Sir Robert Pee), in the Brit- 
ish Parliament, we are plainly told what the Amer- 
ican Government may expect. Theright of visit- 
ation, he says, has not and will not be surrendered 
by Ais Government. He speaks truly when he says 
80; the treaty guaranties it to him. But he as- 
sumes a lofiier ground than this; and tells you that 
he holds it by higher authority, and intends to ex- 
ercise it. 1 suppose that England will exercise the 
right just whensoever she pleases. Notwithstand- 
ing she has, time and again, said thatno such right 
existed, or should be exercised towards her vessels, 
she will assert it and exercise it towards our ships. 
Let her do it: but the first footstep made on our 
vessels by her officers, to carry out ber asserted 
right of visitation, will be with me a sufficient 
cause for war; and I would vote forthwith a dec- 
Jaration of war against her. And while I will 
not vote one gun to carry out this abominable 
treaty, I am prepared to vote one thousand guns 
for the African coast, to show England that she 
shall not tread the deck of the most worthless ves- 
sel in our whole commercial marine. 


T know it is a difficult matter to arouse the pub- 
lic mind against the insidious encroachments of 
England upon our rights. The great mass of our 
people are wholly unacquainted with the injuries 
sustained by our seafaring people, in subjecting 
them to England’s visitation. Already do we hear 
it proclaimed that British officers should be permit- 
ted to visit: American ships, to see that they are 
not engaged in illicit trade. But apply this princi- 
ple to the humblest citizen in this repnblic—sub- 
jecting his domicil to visitation—and war would 
follow forthwith. The deck of an American ship 
is American territory. Who dares invade it, as 
England proposes to do? 


Werea British officer to enter the dwelling of an 
American citizen, and upon American territory, 
to demand proof of his occupation, his pursuits, 
and ol Ae and, upon the receipt of information 
wholly unsatisfactory, to proceed to search his 
dwelling, to ascertain whether he concealed stolen 
goods, or murderers,—where is there a man who 
would not step boldly forth to punish the aggression? 
Nay, who would not raise his voice for war against 
that government which would thus insult and in- 
jure:our citizens? And yet England does all this, 
and more, towards our fellow-citizens on the high 
Seas; and we tamely acquiesce in it all. Why 
šhould we be less jealous*of the rights of the mar- 
iner than we are of those of the Jandsman?. The 
question of the right of search is an abstruse one— 
But little thought of, and less studied, by our people. 
But it should be brought to the reflections of every 
tind; and, when this is done, there is no fear as to 
the result. We are a great agricultural people. 
Our agriculture is rendered valuable by our com- 
terce, which bears our cotton, wheat, and bread- 
stuffs to every civilized nation. Our manufac- 
‘tures are beginning to compete successfully with 
those of the British nation, in many countries, 
“2 America is England’s hated and feared rival: 
and now, to sweep our commerce from the seas, 
and monopolize it with the vessels of her own sub- 
jects, has become the great object of solicitude by 
Abe. British Crown. Our vessels, wherever found, 
are:to be visited, as a matter of right. Ifthe Amer- 
¿dcan is not most obsequiousto the impudent and in- 
‘Solent demand of the British officer, as a matter of 
wight, his vessel isto be searched. If everything 
‘onboard does not suit the notions of the officer— 
who enters the ship`with a determination not to be 
Shited—as a-matter of right, the vessel may be 
seized, carried. into port, and tried before a court, 
: {allasa matter of 77ghé,) and the American ruined 
bythe burden of costs, the. delays, and- injuries to 
‘his: business, And all this is justified, because 
England had the right to visit the ship, and these 
‘were the ‘consequences of the visit. No, sir: place 
otis right of search where the law of nations has 
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merce will be destroyed: for your people will no: 
engage in it, when almost certain ruin awaits their 
enterprise and industry. Eventually, we shall 
have to choose between a ruined commerce and a 
war. 

A different view seems to have been taken of the 
character and effect of the concession made to 
England by the United States, by the President of 
the Uniied States. In his message communicating 
the treaty to the Senate, he says that, by its stipula- 
tions, no change has been made in the law of na- 
tions; but that each nation is left to execute its own 
laws, separately and independently of the other. 
Conceding the construction assumed, we find, in 
the reasons assigned for this new arrangement, as 
much cause for national dishonor as. would be en- 
tailed by the surrender: believed, in fact, to have 
been made. The President says: “The treaty obli- 
gations subsisting between the two countries for 
the suppression of the African slave-trade, and the 
complaints made to this Government within the 
last three or four years--many of them but too 
well-founded—of the visitation, seizure, and deten- 
tion of American vessels on that coast by British 
cruisers, could not but form a delicate and highly 
important part of the negotiations which have now 
been held.”—“Interference with a merchant vessel 
by ap armed cruiser, is always a delicate proceed- 
ing, apt to touch the point of national honor, as 
well as to affect the interests of individuals. It has 
been thought, therefore, expedient-—not only in ac- 
cordance with the treaty of Ghent, but, at the same 
lime, as removing all pretext, on the part of others, 
for violating the immunities of the American flag 
upon the seas, as they exist and are defined by the 
law of nations—to enter into the articles now sub- 
mitted to the Senate.” 


Thus it seems that the right of search, as. prac- 
tised by England upon our vessels, was regarded as 
of such great importance, as to constitute a mate- 
rial subject of negotiation. It was, indeed, a cause 
of complaint on the part of the American Govern- 
ment, and had, before this negotiation, been made 
asubject of special representation to the British 
Government. We have seen how it was received, 
and what special pleading resorted to, to justify it 
in the past, and to affirm and sustain its repetition 
in the future. And now, to avoid that repetition, 
(which no denial of the right, on our part, could 
check,) our Government formally, and for that rea- 
son, accepts the terms stipulated inthe treaty. The 
“immunities of the American flag, as they exist 
and are defined by the laws of nations,” being dis- 
regarded by Eng!and, we are compelled “to enter 
into the articles” of the treaty, to secure their re- 
cognition in the future. 


Under such circumstances as those which sur- 
rounded our Government, (the full extent of which 
was known to us,) in what manner did it become a 
nation, jealous of her honor and self-respect, to 
act? When we recollect that the treaty of Ghent, 
under which our obligations arose, had been in 
existence more than a quarter of a century—that 
England, during nearly all that period, had never 
asserled the right which she now pretends to—that 
no such stipulation as the one now adopted was 
ever before proposed in any treaty, and that no 
necessity wasever presumed before to exist for its 
adoption,—when our Government had been in- 
sulted by England’s past conduct, and was now 
menaced by her present altitude—there was no other 
alternative left tothe American Government, but 
an unqualified refusal to listento any terms of ne- 
gotiation as tothe right of search, or of any substitu- 
tion forit. There was but one course which our 
Government could, in honor, pursue: and that was, 
to say to England:that the right of visitation and 
search did not belong to her, and that she should not 
exercise it over our vessels. Instead of adopting 
this course, however, terms of compromise are 
adopted, by which the United States agree to main- 
tain a squadron of not less than 80 guns, for five 
years, on the African coast, and longer, if neither 
Government object, at an annual cost of several 
hundred: thousand dollars. ‘This is the price we 
pay England for her impudent pretensions; and the 
tribute we render her for suspending for the time 
the haughty power. she assumes, to reign mistress 
of the seas. “This is what our country gains in 
point of honor—our vessels acquire a greater im- | 
munity, in being exempted- from the visitations, 
searches, detentidns, and insults of the British 
cruisers, during that:time. The country would 
rather have: paid millions for the defence of its 


yield to England what she demands, and your com- {i 
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rights, than to have contributed one cent to biy its 
peace from England. And after the period stipa- 
laied, should either Government recede from the 
further continuance of this. tribute, England is re- 
mitted back to ber original assumption of right, 
strengthened by. the stipulations of this treaty. And 
whensoever she shall think fit, her arbitrary will 
willbe emboldened to demand sew terms, and to 
exact more ngorously a compliance with her 
haughty requisitions, The postponement of the 
issue promised through the homage of this tribute, 
is but weakening an established and indisputable 
right. Now is the time tosettle that issue; now is 
the hour when England should be made to. know 
that the rights of American merchants and sea- 
men, on the high seas, should. be respected by her. 
No temporizing policy should be resorted to, fora 
moment; no paltering with the nation’s interests 
should be countenanced, to gain a temporary quiet. 
An American Congress desires to speak out bold- 
ly and decidedly as to our rights; to renounce this 
stipulation; to assume the grounds always before 
maintained by national honor; and to allow ‘no in- 
terference from England or elsewhere. j 


SENT 


Soe | 


seas”—yet it is from the fact, that it is a treaty 


of Europe. ; 
Apart from the surrender of the great principle 
involved, by an appropriation for the ‘squadron on: 
the African coast, is the extravagantly large. and 
unnecessary expenditure which must be ‘made’ to 
meet that provision of the treaty. For all commer- 
cial purposes, it is utterly useless and ‘unavailing... 
By the report of the Secretary of the Navy made to. 
the Senate on. 30th December, .1842, there will: 
required. for that service two sloops-of the:.fi 
class, and four brigs or schooners—carrying, inal, 
84 guns, The cost of the vessels will be $424,242; 
the annual expenses. of every kind in’ supporting. 
the squadron, is $281,182. ° ‘This squadron is to ‘be 


‘maintained for five. years,.and as much. longer as 


desirable; ‘and-until, on our. part, both: Houses of 
Congress, with the sanction -of the President, shall 
order its discontinuance. The annual expendi- 
tures for ‘the five years will amount to`$1;405,910;. 
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which, added. to-the'original cost of the vessels, 
makes an expenditure of: $1,830,152. From the 
unhealthy character.of the station, and the great ex- 
posure to- disease, it is fairto presume that one- 
eighth of the officers, seamen, and marines on 
Board will, either in person or- their families, be 
made pensioners on the treasury of the Govern- 
ment... The number of men (including officers) to 
be employed on the station is 708.. The commerce 
. which this disproportionably large squadron is de- 
signed to ‘protect, is insignificant in the extreme. 
From the commercial report for twelve months 
ending the 30th September, 1841, it appears that 
there was imported into the United States, from Af- 
rica, $408,905 of merchandise; during the same 
time, the total amount of exports to that cy 
was $636,768—making a commerce of $1,045,723. 
The actual- cost of the ships exceeds the whole 
amount of the importations; and the annual ex- 
pense exceeds 25 per cent. of the whole commerce. 
Butthe amount of commerce stated includes the 
whole of all Africa—that on the Mediterranean 
(which is by far the greatest portion) as well as 
that on theeastern coast; and itis doubted whether 
that which it is designed especially to protect would 
amouattoten per cent, of the whole amount; and 
whether the annual expenses of the squadron 
would not more than double itin amount. That 
portion of the commerce on the Mediterranean is 
defended by a squadron now there; that on the 
eastern coast, by the Pacific squadron. 

Ifsimilar protection was extended to our commerce 
elsewhere-—-assumingthat the whole amount of that 
of Africa comes from the region to be covered by 
our navy-~the annual expenses of our naval estab- 
lishment would greatly exceed fifty millions of dol- 
jars. Hitherto, the Government has not found it 
necessary to keep upon that coast more than one or 
two vessels of small size. England has of late 
years assumed the right of searching all that were 
suspicious, and upon no occasion has an American 
ship been found engaged in the piratical slave-trade. 
Nor does any information reach us that any good 
or bad cause exists to create the belief that our 
citizens are preparing to engage in that trade. Why, 
then, has this very sudden and very large increase 
of expense been added to our national expendi- 
tures? Is itto furnish a fleet to aid England in de- 
tecling the villany of her own subjects, and to tax 
the people of the United States for the benefit of 
her: treasury? Or has she haughtily menaced us 
with the continued practice of searching our ves- 
sels? and, as terms of compromise, and to “buy owr 
peace,” has our Government surrendered the right 
~-to be cloaked, however, by its mutuality on her 
part, and as a consideration for the specious cover- 
ing which veils it, stipulated for an annual tribute, 
to be furnished in vessels and men? 

Viewing the provisions of the eighth article in 
whatever light possible, no other conviction can be 
arrived at, than that to give it validity by the ac- 
tion of the Legislature is to dishonor the Ameri- 
can name, and to prostrate the interests and rights 
of American citizens. 


SPEECH OF MR. GIDDINGS, 

OF Onto. i 
In the House of Representatives, February 13, 1843.— 
On his motion to reconsider the vote taken upon 
the final passage of the “bill for the relief of the 


owners of slaves lost from on board the Comet 
and Encomiam.” 


The Speaker having announced the question— 

Mr. GIDDINGS remarked that he had made 
the motion to reconsider the vote just taken, more 
for the purpose of calling the attention of the coun- 
try to the character of the bill under consider- 
ation, than with the expectation of preventing its 
passage. 

E have (said he) moved the reconsideration, more 
for the purpose of absolving myself from all par- 
ticipation in the guilt of aiding in the objecis con- 
templated by its framers, than with the hope of 
saving the country, and this Congress, from becom- 
ing participators in the odium justly attached to 
this “execrable commerce in human beings.” I 
will remark, that the duty which now devolves 
upon me has resulted from the action of other gen- 
tlemen. I have not sought it, but it has been forced 
upon me. [call the House and the country to wit- 
ness, that neither now, nor on any former occasion, 
have I unnecessarily thrust this subject of slavery, 
or the slave-trade, upon the House. On the con- 
trary, the war on my part has, at all times, been 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


“Indemnity for slives—Mr. Giddings. 


one of defence; it is peculiarly so at this time. 
The House are fully aware that “á bill for the re- 
lief of the owners of slaves’on board the Comet 
and Encomium” was’ reported at. an early period 
of the late session. It directed certain officers of 
this. Government to institute an inquiry, and to as- 
certain who were the owners of the persons on 
board the slave ships Comet and Encominm; and 
having determined upon the title by which certain 
persons owned certain other persons, such officer was 
to pay over the sum of more than seven thousand 
dollars, obtained from the British Government by 
Martin Van Buren, late President of the United 
States, and by the jate Secretary of State, John 
Forsyth, paid to William Selden, Treasurer, and by 
him placed to the credit of the Government, 

Seeing a bill reported by one of the regular com- 
mittees of this House, which thus plainly, upon its 
face, sought to encourage the slave-trade, I exam- 
ined the subject, so far as to satisfy myself that the 
whole proceedings of the President, and our min- 
ister at the Court of St. James, had, from the com- 
mencement to their termination, been a most pal- 
pable violation of our Constitution, and of the con- 
slitutional rights of the free States, as well as a 
reproach upon our national character. I deter- 
mined to oppose its passage to the extent of my 
humble ability. It came up on several days allot- 
ted to such private bills as were not objected to, 
and, as often as it was called, I objected to its pass- 
age; and, on being appealed to by the honorable 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
who reported it, I assured him that my objections 
were substantial and sincere, and that in no way 
could I consent to the passage of any bill for the 
benefit of those who deal in human flesh. 

The gentleman from North Carolina (Mr. Sran- 
'Ly] came to my seat, and requested me to withdraw 
my objections, and appeared to think it unkind in 
me to persist in obstructing its passage. Entertain- 
inga high opinion of his liberality and courtesy, I 
fett.anxious to satisfy him that I was governed by 
no frivolous objection. I stated to him that the 
money had been paid to the Treasurer without au- 
thority of law, and could be safely withdrawn with- 
out any action of Congress, for it had never been 
the money of the nation; it was received without 
our sanction, and the sureties of the Treasurer were 
not holden for it; and that we had no legitimate 
control over it, He said the Treasurer would not 
take it from the treasury without a law for that 
purpose, I stated to him that I merely objected to 
staining our hands in the guilt of that transaction, 
and that no one desired to keep the money; that, 
as it was the price of blood, and a stain upon our 
national character, I was anxious to get rid of it; 
and suggested that the bill might be so amended as 
10 avoid any objections on my part. He asked me 
to draw such an amendment, and I did so at my 
seat, The amendment simply authorized the 
‘Treasurer to withdraw the money from the treasury, 
without committing ourselves or the nationin any 
manner to its further disposition. I thought this 
would save Congress and the people from partici- 
pating in the guilt and disgrace of this slave-trading 
transaction, and would save the discussion into 
which I am now most unexpectedly forced, with- 
out preparation, and under circumstances which 
render my efforts hopeless. The gentleman con- 
sulted with his colleagues, and agreed to the 
amendment, which. he subsequently offered, and 
which was adopted on his motion; and without 
further objection the bill passed, and was sent to 
the Senate. 

It will thus be seen that the form of the bill, as it 
then passed the House, was such as met the views 
of that gentleman and his friends, as well as of 
myself. I supposed him to act in good faith, and 
had not the least suspicion that he would have act- 
ed with less liberality and candor toward me, than 
I had manifested toward him. But for his appa- 
rent satisfaction with theamendment, { should have 
persisted in my objections; and should have kept 
the bill in committee, where it would have been 
fully discussed, and its merits understood. I did 
not then expect the bill to come here in its present 
form; but had I known that it would have returned 
in its present shape, I could not have believed that 
the gentleman from North Carolina would have 
attempted to prevent the expression of my views by 
springing the. previous question. This manage- 
ment has created in me some unpleasant emotions, 
for it comes from a source from which | had-not 
expected it. However, the bill was sent to the 
Senate, where it was amended, by striking out the 
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whole of it, and restoring the original as it was 
reported to this House. This amendment of the 
Senate came up this morning for concurrence, and 
the gentleman from North Carolina obtained the 
floor; and, after briefly stating that the money was. 
jn the treasury, and that, from my peculiar views, 
I was opposed to its passage, but that no other mem- 
ber had objections to the bill, he called for the 

revious question. I appealed to him to withdraw 
fis call, to enable me to state my objections. This 


` he refused; and, in so doing, has forfeited that 


claim to courtesy which I supposed him to possess. 
I mean nothing disrespectful to that gentleman 
when I say that I had not authorized him to state 
to the House that I was opposed to this bill. I had 
never constituted him the exponent of my views. 

Again, sir: If that gentleman intended to say 
that I was the only member who entertained objec- 
tions to this bill, he has stated that which he was not 
authorized to say. Such is not the fact. Other 
gentlemen were anxious tostate their objections; but 
his adroimess in calling the previous question has 
denied them the privilege, which I have saved to 
myself by a sort of legislative stratagem,* which, 
under almost any other circumstances, I would not 

ractise. Having done this, and now being in the 

egitimate possession of the floor, I beg leave to say 
to the House that itis no part of my purpose unne- 
cessarily to call up unpleasant feelings in the mind 
of any member; yet I intend to speak with perfect 
frankness, and I intend calling things by their right 
names, without circumlocution, or particular deli- 
cacy, in regard to this slave-trade, 

Weare called on to interposethe supreme pow- 
er of the nation to aid the pecuniary views of cer- 
tain individuals resident in this District and vicin- 
ity, who, in 1831, entered into a commercial specu- 
lation for the purchase, exportation, and sale ofa 
certain other portion of the population resident here 
and in the surrounding country. For this purpose 
they chartered the ship “Comet,” to sail from Alex- 
andria to New Orleans; they then made their pur- 
chasesof men, women, and children. Here, sir, 
insight of the hallin which we are now sitting, 
and in full view of the “star-spangled banner” 
which floats over this edifice, consecrated to. the 
maintenance of our national honor and human 
freedom, they examined the bodies, viewed the pro- 
portions, determined upon the age, and fixed the 
value of fathers, mothers, sisters, brothers, and 
children. Then came theseparation. All the ties 
of domestic life were severed ; the child torn from 
its parents; brothers were taken, while parents and 
sisters were left; the fond mother chained to the 
cofle, and forced from her home and hearth amid 
the heart-rending cries of her child; while deep 
agony and unutterable anguish sat upon every 
countenance, except those of the slave-dealers, who, 
withouta pulsation of human sympathy, with whip 
in hand, forced their drove of “human chattels” on 
board the slave ship lying at yonder wharf, in plain 
view of the windows in front of our hall. 1 cannot 
say what was going on here when these unfortu- 
nate members of our common family were thrust 
on board that ship, and each took his last, long, 
lingering look at the towering dome of this Capi- 
tol—the pride and ornament of our nation. Prob- 
ably some Democrat was at that moment expatia- 
ting upon the “inalienable rights of man”—upon 
that “largest liberty,” so constantly the theme of 
their party; or, peradventure, the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Wiss] was demonstrating to this 
House that Congress has no constitutional right 
to interfere with this slave-trade, upheld by, and 
carried on under, an act of Congress; and which 
we are called on to-day to encourage and sustain, 
by the passage of the bil! before us, in this District. 
Whatever was the business here, the slaves were 
driven on board; the sails were unfurled; and this 
ship, crowded with “weeping humanity,” under the 
guidance of her piratica] master and those specu- 
Jators, was wafted down the Potomac on her voy- 
age to New Orleans. 

But, sir, these “women buyers” failed to accom- 
plish their mercenary purposes; and we are now 
sitting here, gravely legislating to enable them to 
carry out the objects of their undertaking. Yes, sit; 
place this subject in whatever attitude you please—- 
throw around it whatever sophistry you can—the 
truth will be developed to the world, that, inthe 
year 1843, an American Congress sat gravely le- 
gislating for the benefit of “slave-breeders” and 


*Mr. Gironines. voted in the affirmative, on the passage of the 
bill, for the purpose of moving a reconsideration, which coud 
not be done by any one voting in the minority. 
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“slave-dealers.”- Sir, letit gò upon record. ‘Let 
‘the: archives of the nation bear witness, in all 
‘coming time, that two. hundred and forty-two 


“American Statesmen satin this hall, deliberating | 


upon granting pecuniary relief to persons engaged 
“in that traffic, which Jefferson said had “rendered 
us ‘the scoff of infidel nations.”. But, sir, let not 
‘my name be found among the number of its ad- 
vocates; let not my descendants in future years be 
“ealled to blush on. reading the record of this day’s 
proceedings. Sooner, far sooner, would Ihave it 
“stricken. from the: records of this House. Yea, 
sooner would I have it blotted from-éxistence, than 
“sée it placed on record in favorof the bill before 
us... Yet, sir, the bill will pass, and become a law. 
My personal and my political friends will vote for 
“it; notthat they wou'd knowingly and considerate- 
ly aid and abet those who live and become rich 
upon the anguish and sufferings of mankind; but 
because they have not examined this subject, and 
“have not looked into the effects and. weighed the 
; consequences resulting from the passage of this 
‘bill. The House is already committed, and are 
impatient at the delay occasioned by my remarks. 
. When I shall close, the previous question, or a 
call to lay the motion to reconsider upon the table, 
-will be made; and we shall be driven on to the con- 
‘summation of a deed, in contemplation of which 
“my soul shrinks back with horror. But I proceed 
“with the statement of facts. 
* These hucksters in human flesh voluntarily 
carried their cargo beyond the line ofthis District, 
“and beyond the jurisdiction of any slave State. 
“The slaves thereby became free, inlaw. The 
moment they crossed the line of the slave States, 
` and entered upon the high seas, that moment they 
: were, to all intents and purposes, freemen. ‘That 
“moment, in the eye of the law, their shackles fell, 
and they stood upon the deck of that ship clothed 
: with all the attributes of Americans and of free- 
‘men, I state this as a legal principle. It has been 
“substantially so decided in the slave States, and in 
“the free States, and in the courts of the United 
“States; and it is no longer to be denied or doubted, 
"After these people had thus become {ree by the vol- 
) untary action of their owners, and when they were 
_ possessed of the same legaland moral right to take 
their former owners to Africa, and sell them there 
as slaves, as their owners had to carry them to 
New Orleans for that purpose, they were suddenly 
“shipwrecked near the island of New Providence, 
, The wreckers carried them and their former mas- 
ters to Nassau, where they all landed, and each, 
„as he had a legal and moral right to do, sought 
“his own happiness. Here, sir, was the misfor- 
“tune from which we are called on to-day to relieve 
these speculators--these outlaws from human sym: 
“pathy. They saw their fellow-men escape from 
: their grasp; the slaves suddenly became transform- 
` ed into freemen. The owners had not the physical 
“power to hold them in subjection, and the officers 
‘ofthe British Government would neither furnish 
` bloodhounds nor slave-catchers to aid them. There 
they stood. in mute astonishment, contemplating 
the immense loss they had sustained in this loco- 
motive property—like Milton’s devil looking into 
‘Paradise, from which he had been thrust. The 
“slaves heeded not their grief or entreaties, but went 


“their way rejoicing at being for once on free soil. « 


Thus closed the voyage, and these dealers in the 
‘bones and sinews of their fellow-men made their 
‘way back to this city, and applied to the then Pres- 
ident of the United States (Andrew Jackson) for 
‘the influence and efforts of the nation to help them 
out in their contemplated speculation in the bodies 
of men, women, and children, General Jackson 
“meekly consented to become the agentof these 
slave-dealers, and to act the part of an agent to 
transact the business between these traffickers in 
children and the British Government. Unmind- 
ful ofhis high station, and ofthe honor of our nation, 
he condescended to become the solicitor of these 
Virginia pirates, to urge upon Great Britain the 
payment in dollars and cents for American free- 
‘men who had taken up their residence in the is- 
land of New Providence, Sir, Great Britain might, 
with the same propriety, demand of this nation a 
compensation for the thousands of freemen who 
“have come from that island and taken up their res. 
“idence among us. Theclaim, therefore, was with- 
out‘ foundation; and the assertion of it was frandu- 
lent, from the beginning to the end of the transac- 
tion. Sir, from the. purchase of the,first man of 


that cargo in this city, up to the presentation of the. , 
“aims to this House; the proceedings have been no i 


‘APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


“Indemnity for slaves— Mr. Giddings. 


‘195 
. of ‘Reps. 


less than `a series of violations of truth, of moral- 


ity, of honor, and of the Constitution: "Corruption 
has marked every stage of its progress, and base- 
ness has. characterized those who have ‘aided in 
carrying it forward. The whole was managed by 
slave-breeders and slave-traders, aided by “North- 
ern.men with Southern principles.” i 
The executive chair was then filled by a slave- 
holding President. He sympathized deeply with 


‘those dealers in- mankind, having in early life fol- 


lowed that employment... He at. once entered into 
their views, and espoused their cause. The claims 
of humanity, the rights of the free States, and the Fed- 
eral Constitution presented but slight obstacles. to 
his mind, when the protection of slavery was con 
cerned. Here, sir, is the point at which the obli- 
gations of our federal compact were departed from, 
T'he President had no constitutional power to pros- 
titute our national influence to the support of this 
slave-trade on the highseas. That power was never 
delegated to him nor. to us. I deny the constitu- 
tional right of the President or of Congress to in- 
volve my constituents, or the people of my State, in 
the disgrace of this slave-trade. I have, on a for- 
mer occasion, expressed my own views on this 
point; but I insist that it is time for Representatives 
on this floor to speak out, and to Jet the country 
understand what they think coneerning this power 
exercised by General Jackson and Mr, Van Buren. 
I desire lo hear from gentlemen of the North, of 
both parties, What say you? Has the Federal 
Government the constitutional right to involve 
the nation in a war to support this slave-trade? 
Have you the just right and. constitutional power to 
compel your constituents, the independent electors 
of our free States, to go into battle, to shed their 
blood, and sacrifice their lives, in order to protect 
these dealers in human flesh, while they pursue 
their accursed vocation? Was such the design of 
those framers ofthe Constitution who spoke of this 
traffic with horrorand exeécration? Is there a mem- 
ber on this floor, or a man in this nation, who 
would cast such an imputation upon Franklin, or 
Madison, or King, or Wilson, or Ellsworth? 

Yet all will agree that if General Jackson had 
the constitutional right to exert the influence of this 
nation to support the slave-trade, it is the duty of 
the Government: to enforce the demands of the 
slave-dealers on board the Enterprise, the Hermosa, 
and the Creole, even at the expense of our blood 
andtreasure. No schoolboy would admit that our 
duty would be limited to a mere demand for repar- 
ation; tbat when,a demand is made, our duty to the 
slave-dealers ceases, and the Government is to be 
absolved from all further notice of their interests, 
No, sir; such docrine would be too absurd to merit 
refutation by argument. If we assume the right 
andthe power to maintain this trafic to any ex- 
tent, it follows irresistibly that we should do so to 
all extent. If we have the right to involve the na- 
tion in the disgrace of this traflic, we have the same 
right to involve them in the expense of a war to 
maintain it. If it be our duty to disgrace ourselves 
and the nation by passing this bill, for the benefit 
of those. slave-breeders and slave-dealers, it is 
equally our duty todemand reparation of the Brit- 
ish Government for the fifteen thousand fugitive 
slaves now in the Canadian provinces, and to en- 
force that demand at the point ofthe bayonet. . If 
those slave-breeders and slave-dealers may demand 
the sacrifice of Northern honor and Northern prin- 
ciples to aid them in this speculation, they may, 
with equal propriety, demand the sacrifice of North- 
ern lives for the same purpose. And I would as 
soon see my constituents pierced by British bayon- 
els, as to see them despoiled oftheir honor, by a ser- 
vile submission to this slave-breeding influence, 
and made the supporters of this disgraceful slave- 
trade. : : M da 

But, Mr. Speaker, the President, in his official 
character, entered upon his new duties as agent for 
these slave-dealers. He was under the necessity of 
employing an assistant to carry on the negotiation 
which he was about to open with the Government 
of Great Britain, in order “to catch the negroes,” 
or obtain pay for them. He appointed as an assist- 
ant, resident in this city, Martin Van Buren, who 
had honorably defended the rights of mankind in 
the councils of his own State, but who now conde- 
scended to become an assistant broker in this slave- 
dealing concern, Although a Northern man, it 
became the boast of his friends that he possessed 
“Sonthern principles;” and he soon gave satisfacto- 
ry evidence of his devotion to the interests of his 


employers, Indeed, had he been bred up in the 


bu-iness, he would scarcely have discovered more 
attachment ‘lo the interests of ‘slave-growers and 
slave traders than he manifested: on that, occasion. 
Anxiety for the success of that “execrable com- 
merce” appears to have been uppermost in. his 
mind, and to have superseded all other matters: of 
mere State policy. The overshadowing importance 
to which be considered this matter. entitled, was 
well expressed in his official communication to our 
minister at the Court of St. James, dated in 1836, 
in which he says: “In the presentstate, of our diplo- 
matic relations with the Government of his Britan- 
nie Majesty, the most immediately pressing of the 
matters with which the United States legation at 
London is now charged, is the claim of certain eiti- 
zens against Great Britain for a number of slaves, 
the cargoes ofthe three vessels wrecked in the Brit- 
ish islands inthe Atlantic.” 

We then had a controversy with Great Britain 
in regard to our Northeastern boundary. In order 
to protect our interests there, soon after the date of 
this letter Congress provided, and placed at the dis- 
posal of the President, ten millions of dollars, and 
gave him power to raise fifty thousand troops. Yet 
the vast interests at stake in that quarier and in the 
Northwest—for the maintenance of which attempts 
are now making to expend millions of money— 
were all matters of minor consideration, when com- 
pared with these “cargoes.” Mark the language of 
a Northern Democrat: ‘‘Cargoes” of women, “car- 
goes” of men, and “mixed cargoes” of humanity. 
This, sir, is the language of him who is considered 
the very paragon of Northern Democracy; of him 
who is now regarded by one of our great political 
parties as the very embodiment of orthodox Democ- 
racy; and who is destined, by the magic of his influ- 
ence, to prostrate the political aspirations of the tal- 
enied favorite ofthe slave Democrats of the South. 
Sir, will our Democratic friends atthe North—those 
who, with the patriots of ’76, hold that “‘men are 
created equal”—consider this language, this servile 
truckling to the slave-breeding interests, asa su ffi~ 
cient passport tothe favor of this nation? Sir, I 
wish I could ring the question in the ears of every 
member of that party north of Mason and Dixon's 
line. Į would point to this. language, and repeat 
the interrogatory. Sir, Imay be Ted to confide: in 
the honor of a slave-holder; but a “servile dough- 
face” is too destitute of that article to obtain credit 
with me. Mr. Van Buren has placed the evidence 
of his servility conspicuously upon the records of 
ourcountry. There it will remain, and will be re- 
garded as an enduring memento of the degeneracy 
of the age, and of the men who then filled onr pub- 
lic stations, ; ` 

With the permission of the House, I will now 
call their attention to another gentleman. who tig- 
ured somewhat conspicuously in carrying on this 
negotiation. He, sir, was bred in the “Old Do- 
minion”—where (to use the words of one of her 
most ‘talented sons) “men are reared for the mar- 
ket, like oxen for the shambles.” It was, therefore, 
expected that he would bring to the discharge of his 
duties as assistant agent, resident in London, all 
the zeal and devotion which subsequently charac- 
terized his efforts to subserve the interests of his 
employers. J refer to Andrew Stevenson, our late 
minister at the Court of St. James, But, sir, I 
speak of him, and: the others, as agents for these 
slave merchants, for the reason that they: acted as 
such. When thus acting without any constitution- 
al authority, they weré.to be regarded in their indi- 
vidual characters, and not as public officers, -Had 
they, or either of them, undertaken to act as the 
commission agent or broker for a band of pirates, 
we should not have considered them entitled to re- 
spect. Yet they possessed the same constitutional 
authority to do one, as they had to perform the 
other. "They possessed as much constitutional right 
to involve the people of the free States in any other 
piratical transaction, as they had to involve usin a 
slave-trading negotiation. 

But, sir, I have not time to go into detail, lest 
that hour ru!le—which I regard as the most salutary 
rule ever adopted by this House—should-cut me off 
before I shall have fairly entered upon the subject 
before me. Icrave the attention of the friends of 
Mr. Stevenson, (if he has any upon this floor,)and 
hope they will defend his reputation, so far as truth 
and justice will permit. I cal the attention of the 
House to the following extract of an official letter 
of Mr. Stevenson, addressed to Lurd Palmerston, 
dated in December, 1836, and to be found in Sén- 
ate documents of 1837-78, in which that gentleman 
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“The undersigned feels assured that it will only 
necessary to: refer Lord Palmerston to the pro- 


ions of the, Constitution. of the United States, 


the laws of many. of the States, to satisfy him ; 


“of the existence of slavery, and that slaves are re- ° 
` garded and protected as property; that, by these 


Jaws, there is, in fact, no distinction in principle 
“between property in persons and property in things; 
“and that the Government have, more than once, in 


the most solemn manner, determined that slaves 


killed jn the service of the United States, even in 
a state. of war, were to be regarded as property, 
and notas persons, and. the Government held re- 
sponsible for their value.” : 
-" Jt isto the last clause of this extract that I more 
articularly desire to call the attention of the 
“House and of the country. In that clause, Mr. 
Stevenson asserts that “the Government have more 
than -once, in the most solemn manner, determined 
that slaves killed in the service of the United 
States, everi in a state of war, were to be regarded 
ag property, and not as persons, and the Govern- 
ment held responsible for their value.” Now, sir, 
“have bestowed examination and thought upon 
this'subject, and know well what I am about to 
say. And, sir, with a full knowledge of the re- 
sponsibility resting upon me, I say. to the House 
and to the country, and to the British ministry, 
(should my remarks ever meet their eyes,) that 
this official declaration of Mr. Stevenson is untrue 
‘and unfounded-. It was, and still is, a misrepre- 
sentation of the character of this Government— 
unjust and offensive to the people of the free States. 
That, so far from being correct, its reverse is lit- 
erally true. This Government, so far from being 
held responsible for the value of slaves killed in 
the public service, in time of war, have, from its 
formation to this day, distinctly and uniformly re- 
fused such payment. And I say to the gentleman 
who made this assertion, and to his friends. on this 
. floor, that it can scarcely be supposed that he was 
ignorant that the contrary principle is fully sanc- 
toned and sustained by documentary evidence, as 
: Tproved to this House a few days since. I then 
_ called the attention of the Hovse to a report drawn 
up by my respected predecessor, (the Hon, Elisha 
hittlesey, ) chairman ofthe Committee of Claims, 
made to this House in 1831, The report was made 
upon the memorial of Francis Sarche, who owned 
` a.slave, a horse, and cart, all which were pressed 
into the public service at New Orleans on the day 
_ of the great battle near that city. The horse and 
Slave were killed, and the cart was destroyed by 
‘cannon shot, and Sarche applied to Congress for 
compensation. The Committee of Claims, com- 
. posed of both Southern and Northern members, 
reported unanimously against paying for the slave, 
andin favor of paying for the horse and cart. The 
committee, in their report, say that they had ex- 
amined the records of the Register of the Treas- 
ury, and found that slaves had never been paid for 
by this Government, either in the revolutionary 
war, or since that period. The report also refers 
to several instances in which attempts had been 
made to.pass alaw allowing indemnity for slaves 
killed inthe public service; all which had failed. 
I then stated that the records of the Committee of 
Claims showed distinctly, that, since the year 1794, 
(the date of their earliest record,) all such appli- 
cations, referred to that committee, had been re- 
jected without exception. Itis not a little remark- 
able, that Mr. Stevenson, as I understand, filled the 
office of Speaker at the time when this report of 
Mr. Whittlesey was made. Iam not informed of 
the time he served in this hall, but it was many 
years; and I hesitate not to say that it is a most ex- 
traordinary fact, that the report to which I have 
alluded, and this practice of Government, should 
have escaped his notice; but it is still more wonder- 
ful that he should have asserted the existence of a 
practice diametrically opposed to the uniform ac- 
tion of this body at the very time when he offi- 
ciated as its presiding officer. 

I return to the prosecution of this negotiation. 
These misrepresentations were pressed upon the 
consideration of the British ministry. They were 
not familiar with the distinctions between our na- 
tional and State Governments, as was well re- 
marked the other day by the venerable gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Apams.] Mr. Steven- 
son was the representative of this Government, and 
Lord Palmerston had aright to expect all. matters 
of fact to be truly stated—particularly so far as the 

_fegulations and the action of onr Government 
were concerned, Relying upon these representa- 
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tions; and believing thisto bea Government dedi- 
cated to the support of slavery instead of liberty; 
and impressed With the full. conviction that, by the 
Jaws of Congress, slavery upon the high seas, on 
board of American vessels, was allowed and- pro- 
tected; and that these persons were in truth slaves, 
instead of. freemen, when they entered the port of 
Nassau,—the British ministry agreed to deal with 
us.as. they do with semi-barbarous: nations, and to 
pay for these people a ransom of twenty-five thou- 
sand pounds sterling. Before the money was ob- 
tained, Mr. Van Buren was installed President of 
the United States; yet he continued to act.as the 
agent of these slave-dealers—for such he evidently 
considered himself. The money was not paid 
into the treasury, nor was Congress consulted as to 
the disposition of the funds; it was kept in the 
custody of the Executive, who paid it out as his 
judgment dictated. -But to whom it was paid, or 
how much was paid to each individual, Ibelieve 
we have not the means of determining—no report 
having been made to either branch of Congress, 
except a report of the amount of moneys paid 
from the treasury as expenses incurred. in 
transacting the business for these slave-dealers. 
This amount was charged to the contingent 
fund of the State Department, and, in that 
shape, came before the House of Representa- 
tives. “This money came from the pockets of 
our constituents, and was paid directly for the 
benefit of these wholesale and retail venders of 
humanity. I attempted to make some remarks 
on that subject; but, as it was then held to bea sub- 
ject on which Congress had no power to act, I 
was cut short in the expression of my views, ac- 
cording to the most approved practice under our 
congressional gag-rules. 

But to proceed with the facts: When Mr. Van 
Buren and his cabinet were about to retire from of- 
fice, the Secretary of State (not of the Treasury) had 
in his possession some seven thousand dollars of the 
money thus extorted by fraud and misrepresenta- 
tion from the British Government. Mr. Van Bu- 
ren, not having fully completed the business in 
which he had been so long engaged asthe repre- 
sentative of slave merchants, bequeathed to Wil- 
liam Selden, Treasurer of the United States, the 
trust of closing the transaction. The money was 
paid to him, and a receipt taken. This was done 
without any authority of law whatever; and the 
Treasurer might return it to the slave-owners by vir- 
tue of the same authority as that by which he had 
received it. The veriest tyro in law will at once 
see that it isnot in the power of any man who 
pleases to charge the Government with moneys, by 
making a deposite with the Treasurer, unless it be 
authorized by Jaw; no such law existed in this 
case, and the only legal effect was to make the 
Treasurer liable, in his individual capacity, as trus- 
tee of the persons who fossess the real interest in 
the money. Now, I think it perfectly clear, that no 
action. whatever of Congress was necessary to au- 
thorize the withdrawal of this money from the treas- 
ury. In contemplation of law, it had never been 
there; but was in the private custody of Mr. Sel- 
den. Yet we are called on now to close up this 
slave-dealing agency by asolemn act of Congress: 
thereby making ourselves and constituents partici- 
pants in the fraud, the moral turpitude, and the 
crime that have characterized this transaction, from 
the purchase of these cargoes up to the time of pay- 
ing the money 10 Mr. Selden. They will not be 
satisfied with the money, but insist that we shall 
share in the disgrace withthem. They remind me 
of adrunkard who lay wallowing in the mud and 
filth of a gutter, when a friend, who was passing 
by, offered to pull him out; he rejected this offer, 
but insisted that his friend should come and lie 
down with him. If my friends show themselves 
willing to goand lie down with these slave breed- 
ers, and share in the moral] filth and corruption of 
this slave-trade, I may admire their kindness, but I 
cannot approve their taste. : 

ĮI had Jiketo have omitted all notice of the loss of 
slaves on board the Encomium. That, too, was a 
slave ship, regularly fitted out from the city of 
Charleston, South Carolina—a city which, atthis 
time, is enjoying as profitable a commerce in man- 
kind as any other on thisside ofthe Atlantic. Indeed, 
Ibelieve it already equals many of the refined cities 
of Africa in the extent ofits slave-trade. 
we pass this bill, and continue to pass bills hereaf- 
ter, for the benefit of the slave merchants of that 
city, and at the same time hang all who engage in 
that business upon the African coast, Charleston 
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may, at some future day, rival even Timbustoo.in 
the extent and splendor of its slave-markets and 
other embellishments. This vessel, I believe, was 
fitted out in the year cighteen hundred and thirty- 
three; she, too, was lost, and the slaves escaped in 
the same manner as those’on board the Comet. 
The owners applied to the President, who es- 
poused their cause also. Their demand was 
pressed, and the money obtained in the same way, 
and at the same time, as the indemnity for those on 
board the Comet. . ee 

. For many years the people of the free States 
have endeavored to relieve the nation from. the 
deep odium resting upon it by reason of this slave- 
trade on- the high seas. For that purpose they 
have sent to us their petitions, couched in the most 
hig asia language, asking that it may be prohib- 
ited, under suitable penalties. And what treat. 
ment have these freemen—these supporters of our 
national character—met in this hall? Why, sir, 
they. have been assailed. with almost every op- 
probrious epithet which our language could sup- 
ply. Their petitions have been scouted from our 
presence without being read, or heard, or even re- 
ceived at the hands of their Representatives. I 
myself have presented the requests of thousands of 
our most worthy citizens—of our philanthropists, 
our divines, our jurists, and statesmen—invoking 
the action of this body in regard to this slave- 
trade upon the high seas, and to save them and the 
nation from the disgrace which will be fastened 
upon them by such measures as thai now before us. 
But, sir, if Í happened to cast my eye upon the 
petition, or assumed the appearance of reading 
it, cries of “order, order, order,” would be shouted 
from the mouths of scores of slave-breeders and 
overseers; while a stentorian voice on my right, 
rising at least an octave above all others, would 
call on the Speaker “to enforce the 2Ist rule.” 

Sir, what magic wand has been waved over us, 
that we now sit so quietly deliberating upon this bill 
to encourage the slave-trade; or, rather, why do we 
now pass this bill without deliberation? Shall we 
turn round atthe bidding of this slave-breeding in- 
fluence, and quietly submit to the passage of a bill 
to aid and support the slave-trade? Sir, I feel hum- 
bled, deeply humbled, when I cast my eyes around 
this hall, and see Representatives of the free States 
sitting in mute silence, and aiding, by their vote, 
the passage of a bill shamelessly bearing on its title 
the character of a bill forthe relief of slave-tra- 
ders. What power has thus miraculously silenced 
the voice of Northern freedom and Northern honor? 
What spell has now palsied the arms which should 
defend the rights and interests of the free States? It 
is the previous question, forced upon us by Southem 
members and their Northern allies. Shall we now 
submit to the bidding of this slaveholding influ- 
ence, and meanly assist in carrying out this attempt 
io involve ourselves and our constituents in the dis- 
grace of the slave-trade? Wherewith shall we 
humble ourselves before those who claim this con- 
trol over us? Where shall we find sackcloth with 
which to cover our bodies, or ashes to cast upon our 
heads, when, with downcast eyes and trembling 
voices, we give a faint response in favor of these 
slave-growers, and to the disgrace of those whom 
we represent? Sir, the trembling slave, who dares 
not look up in the presence of his tyrant master, has 
some excuse for his degradation; but I can find 
no justification whatever for Northern men—the 
Representatives of freemen—who thus tamely sur- 
render the rights and the honor. of their constitu- 
ents, and become the willing instruments for carry- 
ing on and sustaining this detestable commerce in 
slaves. 

Mr. Speaker, I have a curiosity to witness the re- 
sponse of members to the questfons which willsoon 
be propounded, and see how many gentlemen on 
this floor will now vote in favor of this bill, who, 
for years, have regularly voted to gag their own 
constituents upon this identical subject, on which 
they are now called to act in favor of slave-breed- 
ersand slave- dealers. If I were to dictate asub- 
ject for the pencil, it should be the one on which I 
am now commenting. I would select a Northern 
Democrat, holding a gag in the mouth of his con- 
stituent with one hand, while the other is employed 
to examine his pockets for money to pay the ex- 
penses of this slave agency; atthe same time, most 
solemnly saying to his constituent, “you have noth- 
ing to do with the slave trade;” “yowhave no right 
to interfere with the matter.” 

I regret being forced into these remarks. Ihave 
made every effort to escape from so doing which 
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duty-and independence would permit; but; notwith- 
stapding:my exertions.for that purpose, I have. been 
driyen toil; and [trust that gentemen will excuse 


me if-Lspeak frankly. The subject of slavery, or 


of the slave-trade, never ought to have been men- © 


tioned-in this hall. Accursed. be the memory of 
him who, first. profaned this temple of freedom with 
the.discussion of slavery and the slave-trade. Let 
the.execrations of posterity rest upon those who in- 
volved the National Government in these subjects, 
by.teampling on the Constitution and constitutional 
rights of the free States, But we have become in- 
volved-in these questions; and it shall be my object 
now, and at- all- times,-to correct the error into 
which we have fallen. I will use my utmost exer- 
tions to;banish it from our deliberations—to erase 


„it from our records—to separate the people of the 


free States and this Government from it—and to 
place an impassable gulf between. our people of the 
tree States.and an institution which we detest. It 
was.this.desire which led me to consent to the ar- 
rangement by which these persons might have ob- 
tained this. money, without involving us in their 
guilt. and disgrace. 

Yet, sir, this bill is thrust upon us; not, however, 
with the intention of discussing it, but for the pur- 
pose of-forcing us to pass it without discussion, and 
without investigating its merits. We are asked to 
sustain it without examination; and if we refuse 
to do'that, it is to be forced upon us by means of 
the previous question. This want of examination, 
and consequent ignorance of the bill, is one reason 
why I'cannot snpport it; but I have many other 
cogent reasons for opposing its passage. 

_ Ist. Its passage is entirely unnecessary to enable 
the claimants’ to obtain the money, if it belongs to 
them. 

2d. Its passage would be a palpable violation of 
the Constitution, 

“3d. Respect for ourselves, and for the honor of 
the free States, forbids its passage. 
: Ath. Its passage is entirely opposed to the prin- 
ciple so strongly urged and maintained in this hall 
for the last six years, “that this House has no right 
to act on this subject.” 

. Aside from these, I have some objections to the 
passage of this bill, which apply to me personally. 
tis now less than eleven months since | introduced 
tothe consideration of gentlemen here certain reso- 
lations, setting forth my views of the constitutional 
right of the people of the free States to be exempt 
from the expense, the disgrace, and the guilt of this 
slaye-trade.. They expressed my solemn belief in 
regard to that subject; and Iam not aware that any 
member here has, to this day, been found willing to 
deny their correctness. Bat, sir, this assertion of 
the rights of the people of Ohio, and of the free 
States, dia not suit the views of certain “natural 
allies” of the slave-breeding Democracy of the 
South: They appear to have sounded peculiarly 
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district. His Democratic principles appeared to be 
severely shocked at the thought of our people being 
exempt from this business of slave-breeding and 
slave-trading, Yes, sir, such was his horror at the 
bare. proposition ofsuch a separation, that he feltit 
his duty immediately to introduce a resolution of 
censure upon me forso unpatriotic an act. Nor 
was that all; he went further, and demanded the 
previons question, in order to prevent me from 
eing heard in my defence; fearing, I presume, 
that I might be guilty of uttering irreverent expres- 
Sions concerning this “delicate subject,” and there- 
by cali down upon myself further punishment. I 
would not be understood as imputing any unkind 
motives to my. colleague; no, sir, I am bound to 
say that I think he was guided by nis best judg- 
ment., Well, sir, you, with an, impartiality which 
I feel bound to say has characterized the discharge 
of the arduous duties of Speaker during the pres- 
ent Congress, decided that the previous question 
would not deprive me of making a defence, nor 
others of the right ofmaking a defence for me, as it 
was a question of privilege. 

Tothis decision my friend, the honorable chair- 
man of ihe Committee of Ways and Means, took 
exception; and appealed to the House, who sustain- 
ed his appeal. I impute to that gentieman no per- 
sonal unkindness, but presume he did it to prevent 
the waste of time, and consequent delay of the pub- 
lic business. 

~ Mr. Fivtmore stated, that atthe time he tock the 
appeal, he did not anticipate the passage of the reso- 
lution of censure; that he did it merely to prevent 
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matter had gone to the you 
willing it should rest. 
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the delay of public business, and not from any feel- 
ing of unkindness, or to favor the resolution. 

Mr. Grppines. resumed. I. had no-doubt, Mr, 
Speaker, that such was the fact; and I have now 
alluded to the appeal more for the purpose of en- 


abling that gentleman. to set himself right before’ 


the country, than from any. considerations personal 
to myself. But, Mr. Speaker, these resolutions—- 
drawing the line of demarcation between this slave- 
trade and the people ofthe free States, appear to 
have met with but little favor in the mind of my ex- 
perienced political friend over the way, from Ver- 
mont, [Mr. Evererr.] He, sir, isa leading mem- 
ber of that party with whom I have been proud to 
act; but the mere introduction of these resolutions 
was characterized by him as a “firebrand course,” 
which he informed the country he looked upon 
“with abhorrence.” The subject is now introduced 
by those who act in favor of the slave-trade; but 
I have heard nothing of that gentleman’s “abhor- 
rence.” It is pressed through the House with as 
much indecent haste as was the resolution of cen- 
sure; but I have heard nothing from that gentle- 
man in regard to this “firebrand course.” There 
is an old and common saying, that “circumstances 
alter cases.” 

Another gentleman, representing in part the old 
Bay State, which has ever been forward in the 
cause of liberty and~patriotism—the gentleman at 
my right, [Mr. Cusnine,| who was bred almost in 
sight of “Faneuil Hall,” designated as the “cradle 
of liberty;”—the resolutions proved unacceptable 
to him; and I must do him the justice to say that he 
has, so far as I know, beena consistent advocate of 
this slave-trade, Indeed, I am not aware of a sin- 
gle instance, since | have ‘been a member here, 
when that gentleman has spoken on the subject, in 
which he has failed to advocate the interests of that 
commerce, His sense of propriety was so greatly 
shocked at the doctrine contained in my resolu- 
tions, that he unhesitatingly pronounced them “an 
approximation to treason;” and, from his acknowl- 
edged consistency on this subject, I entertain no 
doubt that he will now lend his aid and influence 
to sustain the interests to which he has exhibited 
so much attachment. Ishould have been pleased 
to pass over this portion of the political history of 
our legislative action concerning the slave-trade, 
but, having been pressed into the consideration of it, I 
could not,in duty to myself. omitsome slight allusion 


‘to matters that transpired at the time when I last 


had the honor of calling public attention to it; and 
Lapprehend that no gentleman will think them cal- 
culated to make a very favorable impression upon 
my own mind in regard to the bill under considera- 
tion. 

It will be recollected that, on a recent occasion, 
the member from Georgia, in front of the Speaker, 
alluded to this vote of censure in terms not very 
courteous. 

(Mr. Brack interrupted Mr. Gropines, and said: 
“I wish to know if the gentleman from Ohio intends 


‘to allude to my remarks on a former occasion? If 


he does, I shall surely cali him to order.” 
Mr. Giopinus. When that question shall come 


‘up in parliamentary form, I will answer it. 


The Speaxer said he should endeavor to call the 


‘gentleman from Ohio to order, if he wandered 
ifrom the question before the House. 


Mr. Brack sat down, and Mr. Grpprnes re- 


‘sumed.] 


That gentleman remarked that this House, by its 


‘vote of censure, had “stripped me of the influence 


which Ihad once possessed.” 
When I returned to this hall, and resumed my 


-official duties, in May last, I determined never to 


allude, in a public manner, to the transaction to 
which the gentleman from Georgia referred. The 
With them I was 
eould not add to its im- 
portance; and I was unwilling to detract from the 


‘salutary consequences which I believed would re- 


sult from such an outrage upon the representative 
character. The record of that transaction is fully 
made up; and I shall attempt to make no altera- 


‘tion or interlineations: nor did I expect that any 
‘member who had voted for the censure wou'd de- 
‘sire to drag the subject again before the country. 


I was willing to leave it where the votes of my 
constituents had placed it. I will also take this 


‘oecasion to say, that I feel no heartburnings to- 
:wards those who sustained the resolution of my 
‘colleague. The people of my district have so 
‘fully and so triumphantly repelled the injury of- 
“fered to themselves and to me, that it would bedo- 
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ing injustice to them for me to add one. word.to: 
the judgment which they have given of the trans:- 
actim. To many of those who voted-to censure. 
me, I shall bear with me, to private life, recollee- 
tions of friendship and respect; and=to. them: {e 
would not say a word which should call -up:an, 
unpleasant thought: of. what is past. But to.the: 
gentleman from Georgia I will say: Sir, I hold: 
my seat here by virtue of the sovereign will and. 
pleasure of ninety thousand free people of the gal~ 
lant State of Ohio. My commission. comes. from: 
them, and not from the member from Georgia, nor 
from the members of this House. Those freemen: 
have conferred on me whatever political influence. 
I possess; and no slave breeder or overseer, nor, 
the representative of slaves, has.{he moral power 
to disrobe me of it.. To those electors ot the 
“banner district” I shall soon resign my influence, 
untainted and unaffected by the fou! breath of slave- 
holding or slave dealing Democracy. Whether 
this House has stripped me of my influence, or 
my constituents have stripped this House of its in- 
fluence on this subject, is not for me or the mem; 
ber from Georgia to say: the country will deter- 
mine that point; and I am willing to await their 
verdict. These are circumstances, however, which 
conduce to my persona] opposition to this bill: they 
are matters that cannot apply with equal force to 
other members. . 

A due regard to consistency in legislation forbids 
the passage of this bill. In our sovereign capacity : 
as a National Legislature, we have declared: the: 
crime of slave-trading piracy, and have affixed. to. 
it the highest penalty known to human Jaws, ` We. 
have declared such as commit this most execrable- 
of all crimes unfit to associate with human beings; 
and we hang them without mercy. The operation 
of this law is confined, however, to the eastern-por~ 
tion of the Atlantic, while the offences of these ap- 
plicants were committed upon the western part of. 
that ocean. To-day we are called on to pass a law: 
for the relief of these persons; while we hang, with- 
out discrimination, ali who pursue the same busi- 
ness a few degrees of longitude further east. Tam 
in favor of dealing out justice with an even hand. 
I would give these applicants the ‘same. relief” 
that we grant to those who follow the same.business: 
in a different longitude. I would exhibit no more; 
regard for te honor of Africa, than I would for 
that of our own nation. It is, however, a fact, that. 
if a man goes from this city to Africa, and engages 
in the slave-trade, the whole world considers him 
worthy of immediate death; but if he remain here, 
and buy and export our own people, who have 
been born and bred with us——whose attachments are 
formed here, and whose minds are enlightened and 
christianized—-in whose veins “flow the best .blood- 
of Virginia;”—why, sir, for this outrage upon hu- 
manity we are called to ps laws for his pecuniary 
relief! Our people of the free States are taxed ..to. 

ay us and our officers while we are engaged here 
in legislating for their benefit. To-morrow, per-. 
haps, we shall be called to tax them to sustain a 
fleet on the coast of Africa, in order to suppress the 
slave-trade. Will gentlemen who vote to encour. 
age this trade to-day, face to the right-about to- 
morrow, and vote millions of the people’s money 
to suppress it? Are gentlemen prepared. to vote, 
one way to-day, and directly the, contrary to-mor- 
row? ‘We are now using the money of the people. 
of the free States. to encourage the slave trade; and; 
will gentlemen appropriate the money of our people 
to-morrow to suppress it?) Are we under such per- 
fect drill, that we face to the right, to the left, or to 
the right-about, at the bidding of the slaveholding 
influence? How long shall. Northern men con- 
tinue to march and countermarch at the bidding.of 
this slave-breeding power? Sir, we send our fleets 
to Africa, at vast expense, to prevent the importa- 
tion of slaves. We are to expend at least a mil- 
lion of dollars annually, to give a monopoly of this 
“execrable commerce” to the slave-breeding States; 
while their Representatives here violently oppose 
the protection of all other manufactures. This 
high Virginia tariff is not only to be protected, at 
our expense, from all foreign competition; but we 
are to go still further, and make-the nation insurers 
to those who engage in the exportation of this 
“chattelized population.” I am unwilling to: in- 
volve myself in these inconsistencies, absurdities, , 
and contradictions. . : 

The bill directs the Treasurer to pay. this money 
to the owners of these persons... What ig to be the 
evidence of title by which one man owns another? 
The proposition is an absurdity too palpable to be 
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placed in-our statate-boòk. The title, and the only 
title; which one ‘man ever held to another, is. that 
of brute force. It-is the title by which the robber 
elaims ‘your. purse; the same title by which the 
pirate claims his captured ship and cargo., It is, 
however, a title which we, as a nation, do not recog- 
nise: . It. is one which the people of the free States 
repudiate.- Itis one to which I will not give even 
a silent or tacit consent, by instituting such an in- 
quiry. . 
-Bat the bill goes further, and directs the Treas- 
_ ‘urer to pay to the owners of each slave “such sam 
ashe is entitled to receive.” By this form of ex- 
pression, I-suppose it was intended to give to each 
the value ofthe person claimed. How will you es- 
timate'tthe value of a man? Does it depend. upon 
his complexion? for, sir, there are all grades of color 
in this market. Or which is deemed the most val- 
able~black, or white, or a mixture of both? Or 
shall our officer be governed by the genealogy of 
the slave, in estimating his value? If he have de- 
scended; in the paternal line, from one of the best 
families in the “Old Dominion,” shall he be deem- 
ed of greater value than if he were of pure 
African blood? ` Does such mixture improve or de- 
teriorate the valueofa man? These,sir, are all of 
them “delicate: questions,” which I should like to 
hear answered by some of the friends of the bill be- 
fore I can vote for it.. Again: some may desire to 
know whether intelligence is to fix the value. ‘Is a 
man who reads and writes, and possesses better in- 
formation than his master, or than masters gener- 
ally possess, of. more value than one who is stupid, 
ignorant, and incapable of instructing his owner? 
And, sir, others may wish to know what the politi- 
cal faith of a man is, before they fix his value. 
They will inquire whether he be a Whig or a 
Democrat; or, particularly, whether “he goes the 
Liberty party.” And my friend over here in “the 
stall,” [Mr. Snyper of Pa.,] would inquire whether 
hebe of pure Dutch descent, or whether he has a 
“sprinkling” of the Yankee in his veins. These 
are all difficulties which present themselves to my 
mind, in making up the estimate of a man’s value 
as property. They may, to be sure, appear of 
small importance to a grower of slaves—one who 
is familiar with matters ofthe kind; but I am un- 
willing, by legislation, to throw them upon an 
off er of Government, or to bring the reproach 
of such an inquiry upon our nation. “And 1 can- 
not, therefore, vote for the bill under considera- 
tion. 
But, Mr. Speaker, it is said that we hold this 
money as trustee for the owners of these slaves, 
and are therefore bound to execute the trust. Į 
deny the position. We are not the trustee of these 
slave-breeders; no individual can be made a trustee 
without his consent; neither can Congress, or any 
other legislative or corporate body, be made a trus- 
tee without his consent. Congress has never given 
its consent to act as trustee for these slave-trading 
‘Speculators; nor are we under any obligation what- 
ever to pay over this money, or todo any other act 
Jor the benefit of these applicants, We, sir, are su- 
preme; we acknowledge no law in the discharge of 
our official duties, except that of the Constitution 
and of jastice. The Constitution has notimposed 
upon us the duty of acting as trusiee for slave-deal- 
ers. If there be any obligation resting upon us, it 
must be found in the abstract justice of the claims 
presented by theseslave-mongers. The whole ques- 
tion rests here. Neither the President, nor his Sec- 
retary of State, nor Mr. Stevenson, nor all of these 
officers together, conld Jay us under the least con- 
ceivable obligation to pass this law for the benefit 
of outlaws, of pirates, andof robbers. Nor could 
they render it our duly to grant any facility or en- 
couragement to a commerce hated by man and 
cursed by God. What, sir! is it to be urged, at this 
period of the world, that the President has power 
to lay Congress under obligations to sit here and 
legislate to encourage the breeding and exportation 
of slaves? Are such arguments to be addressed to 
a Congress of American statesmen? Can the Presi- 
dent and his cabinet release me from my obligations 
to the Constitution? Can they absolve me from the 
official oath which I have taken? Can they step 
between me and my God, and acquit me of the ob- 
ligations which my Creator has imposed upon me? 
No, sir. There is no principle of justice or of pro- 
priety that requires us to legislate in favor of this 
commerce in mankind. On the contrary, our Jove 
of consistency, our self-respect, our attachment to 
Hberty, our regard for the natural rights of man- 


kind; our patriotism, our desire for the honor of jį 


our country, our atiachment to the cause of trath, 
justice, and humanity; our respect for the opinions 
of mankind, and obedience to the commands of 
Heaven, forbid that we should become parties to 
the misrepresentations to which Ihave alluded, or 
be made the instruments -for consummating this 


fraud committed upon a friendly nation; or that , 


we should become partners in crime with men who 
make merchandise of the image of God. 


SPEECH OF Mr. J. ©. CLARK, 
OF NEW. YORK. 

Inthe Hous? of Representatives, February 22, 1843-- 
On the bill appropriating forty thousand dollars 
‘io enab'e the President io establish commercial 
relations between the United States. and. the 
Government of China. - 


Mr. Crareman: I have more than half promised 
myself to embrace some fitting opportunity to sub- 
mita few remarks to the Flouse. The opportunity 
is now presented. Inthe British Parliament, it is 
a legitimate ground of objection to a supply bill, 
that the objector has no confidence in the minis- 
try. This bill proposes to vest in the President 
and Secretary of State a large discretion in the 
expenditure of forty thousand dollars; and I agree 
with my friend from Georgia [Mr. MERIWETHER] 
that there is good reason to doubt the propriety of 
giving to these men the disbursement of any money 
not imperiously called for by the exigencies of the 
public service. I place my opposition to this bill 
solely on the ground of an utter want of confidence 
in the political integrity of the President and some 
of his official advisers, 

I have, sir, made somg ineffectual attempts here- 
tofore to get the floor. Butthere are certain gen- 
tlemen here always on the tiptoe to obtain it, and 
they are generally successful, Charmed with the 
melody of their own sweet voices, they fancy that 
the Honse is equally delighted, and they lose no 
opportunity to gratify us with a display of their 
oratorical powers. Ofthis I do notcomplain. It 
is their right, Many, no doubt, may have been 
convinced by the brilliancy of their periods and the 
cogency of their logic. 

I regret to consume the time of the House, par- 
ticularly at this late period of the session. The 
House will do me the justice to say that I have 
never obtruded myself upon its indulgence. Du- 
ring this entire Congress, I believe, I have not ap- 
propriatedto my own use an hour of its time. I 
would not now, but for the conviction that the 
Whigs of the country ought to be awakened to a 
just appreciation of the character of the men (or 
some of them, at least) who have heretofore enjoy- 
ed their confidence—enjoyed it only to betray it. 

And now, being up, I almost repent me of my 
half-made promise, and regret that my effort to 
obtain the floor has been successful. I have a 
great horror of speech-making— and, above all, of 
speech-making. here. Surrounded with talents, 
eloquence, and criticism of a high order, I dread 
an exposure to their observation; and, perhaps, to 
their censure. Moreover, one knows not the 
temper of the House. He is ignorant of what sub- 
ject may be acceptable, and is greatly puzzled to 
know by what proper exordium he may, in ad- 
vance, gain a nestling place in some corner of its 
kind feelings. But I am in fora speech, and must 
bide my chance. 

There is, sir, in rhetoric a thing called “aporia”~- 
if I mistake not, defined to be “a figure of speech 
under which a speaker doubts where to begin.” 
Now, sir, ifwe had another sort of figure under 
which congressional orators should doubt when to 
begin—and not only so, but to continue to doubt to 
the end of the session whether or not they should 
begin at all—such a figure would be of great ad- 
vantage to the country, and, perchance, to the ora- 
tors themselves, (myself included.) But had we 
such a figure, I could not avail myself of its sup- 
posed benefits—for I have begun. And as to the 
other figure to which I have referred, lam unable 
to derive any advantage from it—for I believe I 
known where to begin. And if I begin at the be- 
ginning, I shall not bear wide from the mark, 
Thus beginning, I shall explain to youthe circum- 
“ances under which I resolved to subject yourself 
and the House to this infliction. 

Not long since, confined to my room, excrucial- 
ing under the turn of the rheumatic screws, I be- 
thought me ofthe principle of antagonism, under 
the operation of which one force is expelled 
by a counter and superior force; and it oceurred 
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to me thatif I could expel the enemy which had 
made a lodgment in my racked tenement, by the 
jntroduction of an agent more powerful in the in- 
fliction of pain—not that pain which leaves behind 
it visible scars, but which tortures and harrows up 
the soul—I should have gained an object of no in- 
considerable importance. And here let me sug- 


_gest to you, Mr. Chairman, being a good Whig, the 


propriety of imitating my example whenever you 
find yourself inthe ultima thule of rheumatism, and 
on the confines .of the gouty regions. I doubt not 
that you will be benefited by the experiment. In 
my. case, it waseminently successful, 

I thought, sir; of the present prostrate condition’ 
of that gallant and patriotic party which so joyous-: 
ly marched to victory in the autumn in 1840, and 
{ thought too of the renegades to whom it owes all 
its. calamities. The effect was magical. Corporeal 
suffering gave place to mental anguish; and in a 
transport of conflicting emotions of indignation, 
pity, and contempt, and, I may almost add, of re- 
venge too, Ithrew aside my crutch, and in fancy 
took the field, armed at all points, ready to fight the 
battle over again; and to lend my feeble aid to crush 
the adders who have so cruelly, ‘so ungratefully, 
stung the bosom of their benefactors. 

In submitting the remarks which I deem it my 
duty to make on this occasion, I disclaim all pri- 
vate feeling. They will not partake, in the slight- 
est degree, of the spirit of personal unkindness. 
And if they should secem to any gentlemen to be 
tinged with too much of acerbity, I beg of them not 
to attribute them to any malignity in my nature, 
(for, if I know myself, I do not possess any great 
stock of that disagreeable article,) but tothe con- 
duct of the men who have provoked them, and to 
the feelings to which «that conduct has naturally 
given birth. 

And here let me premise, that I have no exalted 
admiration of mere greatness—(and when I speak 
of greatness, I mean intellectual greatness)—none, 
none, sir-——unless it be connected with the moral 
and political virtues., For 1 hold these virtues to 
be identical; and if you show me one hundred 
political knaves, 1 will show you ofthe same nine- 
ty-nine moral scoundrels. This greatness, when 
thus unallied, has no attractions forme. It should 
neither be an object of desire in the possessor, nor 
of admiration in the beholder; for it only serves 
to augment in the former the power of mischievous 
and guilty perpetration. When, however, to great- 
ness of mind, are joined truth, honor, honesty, 
fidelity, and patriotism, then we instinctively pay 
it the homage of our respect and admiration. But 
when a great man stoops from his high estate, and 
panders to his diseased ‘appetite for power, a, the 
sacrifice of these ennobling virtues, we loathe , im 
in the inverse ratio which they bear to his gehius 
or his attainments, or to both combined. 

Sir, men, and more especially great men, hold 
their popularity by a frail tenure. A maiden 
should not be more chary of her honor, than a great 
man, and particularly a great man in public life, 
should be jealous and watchful of his; for one 
false step forever blasts the reputation of both. If 
a solitary draft of his fidelity or his patriotism be 
dishonored, his political character at once sinks 
into irreparable bankruptey. Guilty of one act of 
baseness, in vain may he attempt to fall backon 
his stock of reputation, however great, though 
hoarded for years with a miser’s care. His vir- 
tues (if he has any) must be constant, progressive, 
and enduring to- the end. The Scripture declara- 
tion, where “much is given, much shall be required,” 
has received the practical sanction of the world. 
Arraigned at the bar of public opinion for one de- 
linguency, in vain he may plead, even in extenua- 
tion, the splendor of his genius, the power of his in- 
tellect, or the magnitude of his services. 

Arnold has rendered to his country great and 
distinguished services; but one act of treachery not 
only cancelled every obligation of gratitude, but 
consigned his memory to ignominy and contempt. 
Poetry, inthe spirit of truth, has doomed to an in- 
glorious immoriality the wonder of his age, as 

“The wisest, greatest, meanest of mankind.” 

Thus appreciating men—-and great men, too—you 
may not expect of me, when speaking of their 
blackslidings and deformities, an over-nicety in my 
selection of rhetorical ornaments. The hunter, 
{and I am no expert hunter,) when about to im- 
molate the fierce and stealthy panther which may 
have crossed his path, seeks not for chaplets of 
roses with which to adorn the sacrifice. Place, 
however exalted, gives to its possessor no immn-. 


Feb: 1848. 


APPENDIX ÑO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE: 


27r Cona.-++-3p. Sess. Comme: cial intercourse with China—Mr. J. C. Clark. oe H. ot Reps. 


nity.for censure and condemnation, when deserved. 
But, in proportion tothe exaltation of the recreant, 
should: be the measure of the censure and condem- 
nation. 


Iam- not one who believes that a description of l 


the President and some of his ministers, in their 
present attitude before the country, should be at- 
tempted in bland phraseology or honeyed accents. 
Their portraits should be sketched by -a master’s 
hand, (which I regret Ido not possess)-—not in. the 
soft.and mellow tinting of a Titian, but in the bold 
and startling coloring of a Correggio. 

Office has its rights and privileges. Among 
them, I reckon not as one an exemption from the 
animadversion which delinquency merits. Place, 


` mere-place, confers no honor on its possessor; but, 


e converso, man gives rank- and dignity to the office. 
_-As-one of the. most prominent workers of mis- 
chief.to the Whigs, to their cause, and to the as- 
cendency of their principles, pre-eminent in genius 
and acquirements, stands the Secretary of State. In 
the onder of importance, he deserves to occupy the 
foreground of the picture, in bold and frightful 
relief. But, as in every dramatic representation, 
whether of tragedy, comedy, or farce, there must 
be.characters great and small, so my dramatis per- 
sone must be, in some respects, presented in com- 
bination, as well the Magnus Apollo, as he who 
has justly earned a distinction conferred upon one 
of the old popes, of whom it was said 


“Maximus in parvis, minimus in magnis.” 


`. The amusing and veracious author of “Ten. 
Thousand a Year,” in speaking of Titllebat Tit- 


mouse, esq., M. P. for Yatton, and of the base uses 
to which he intended to devote his immense pros- 


“pective wealth, remarks, “that the reptile propen- 


sities of his mean nature had thriven under the 
sudden sunshine of unexpected prosperity.” Now, 
sir, 1 will not apply this language to the President 
of the United States, but I may be permitted to say 
that the sentiment is strikingly applicable to him— 
to his accidental advent to power—to bis resolu- 
tions soon thereafter taken to perpetuate that pow- 
er—and tohis subsequent operations; all having 


‘in view the same objects. 


I have no doubt that John Tyler came to Wash- 
ington, on the demise of General Harrison, with 
honest ‘intentions to administer the Government on 
Whig principles.. His inaugural address bears on 
its face evidence of such intentions, The dec- 
Jaration that he should take as his. model the 


` “fathers of the Republican school,” soothed the 


alarms of many Whigs who distrust Virginia po- 
liticians—I mean those of the modern abstraction 
school. The inaugural, taken in connexion with 
his partiality for Mr. Clay, and his tears shed at 
the Harrisburg convention over his defeat, were 
hailed by them as harbingers of prosperity tothe 
country, and of safety to the Whig party. The 
sentiments of Mr. Clay in regard to the currency 
and to a national bank were well known to Mr. 
Tyler and to the country. For years they had 
been emblazoned on the pillars of the Capitol in 
characters of living Hight, and had illumined every 
hill-top in the country, They did not believe it 
within the range of possibility that Mr. Tyler, 
knowing, as. he did know, the opinions of Mr. 
Clay on all subjects of national concernment, and 
who, at that convention and elsewhere, had mani- 
fested such an ardent zeal for his nomination to 
dhe Presidency, could turn his back upon his 
principles and his friend. What! said they, is it 
possible that he can be guilty of the glaring in- 
consistency of advocating the claims of a man to 
the Chief Magistracy, whose whole life and con- 
duet stand pledged to give to the nation a sound 
currency, through the instrumentality of a na- 
tional bank, and not himself be the friend of such 
an institution? Surely, said they, Mr. Tyler can- 
not believe a bank unconstitutional, else he could 
not, with any appearance of honesty or consist- 
ency, aid in placing in the presidential chair a 
man whose first official act would be a Strong 
recommendation of that very measure! Though 
it might have been known tothem that, at certain 
periods of his life, Mr. Tyler had entertained 
Opinions hostile to a bank, they believed—and they 
hada right to believe—that his presence as a Whig 
delegate ata national Whig convention, avowing 
his predilections in favor of a bank candidate, and 
himself accepting a nomination from that con- 
vention for the second office in the Republic, far- 
nished conclusive evidence of a change of opinion. 
Better men than John Tyler. have changed their 
Opinions in regard to a bank; and why may he not 


have seen, in the necessities of the times, and the 
afflictions of his countrymen, abundant reason to 
change. his opinions also? ee 

Butthe fond hopes inspired by the inaugural in 
the bosoms of the Whigs—-of.the pure and patriot- 
ic men who had taken Mr. Tyler from obscurity, 
and placed him on the pinnacle of power——were 
doomed to sad and bitter disappointment. 


The good resolves with which he came here arm- 


ed, were.soon smothered inthe impure embrace of a 
forbidden ambition. The fatal words.second term 
were whispered into his too willing ear, and “all 
was lost.” These have been the “open sesame” to 
all the woes and afflictions of the Whig party. 

He found himself suddenly, unexpectedly, in the 
possession of power; and soon, very soon, tasked his 
ingenuity to devise plans for its perpetuation in 
himself and his successor, Surrounded by flatter- 
ers, he greedily inhaled their incense, freely offer- 
ed, to gratify at once his van#ty, and to administer 
to their own advancement. Pleased with the rat- 
tles with which his maiden ambition was tickled, 
new visions of glory flitted before his bewildered 
fancy, and new hopes swelled his tiny heart to the 
very verge of bursting. With a promptitude com- 
mensurate with the energy of his character and the 
magnitude of his towering genius, he issued to the 
admiring sycophants of his cortege the sic volo of 
his deliberations, and, in the stern language of a 
second Cato, thundered forth the terrific fiat—" De- 
lenda est Carthago!” 

The decree for the dismemberment of the Whig 
party was promulged from the palace, and his 
faithful vassals were charged with its execution. 
This decree became necessary to effect his object. 
The “one term” principle—a principle which I 
trust is now permanently incorporated into the 
Whig creed—presented an insuperable barrier to 
his re-election. That re-election could only be ef- 
fected by a new, a third, a_Tyler party, to be 
composed of a portion of the Whig party and the 
“odds and ends” of all parties. 

Sir, had the President been left to himself, I 
doubt not that he would have proved true to his 
principles, to his country, and to his party. But, 
most unfortunately for him, for his country, and for 
the Whig party, he became the dupe, and perhaps 
the willing dupe, of more experienced plotters and 
contrivers. 

Sir, I have them in my eye. In fancy I see the 
conspirators against the prosperity of the country 
and the welfare of the party to whose confidence 
and partiality they owe all their political conse- 
quence, stealing, under cover of the night, to the 
assigned place of rendezvous, ashamed that the 
blessed light of heaven should look out upon their 
baseness. Starting, like guilty things, at the echo 
of their own footsteps, with cautious tread they 
stealthily approach the Executive mansion. I see 
the prime mover of the plot—the Catiline of the 
group. His once majestic form, enshrining a spirit 
that might have out-paragoned the world, is now 
crouching, in very shame of its degraded position, 
in the ante-chamber of power, His once noble 
brow, on which the Almighty had impressed the 
signet of greatness, is now wrinkled by the force 
of contending emotions. That voice, which erst 
thrilled through the hearts of grave Senators and 
admiring millions, and which, when the battle 
waxed the hottest, was heard high over all, cheer- 
ing on his brave companions to the onslaught, with 
the spirit-stirring appeal, “once more to the breach, 
dear friends, once more,” is now subdued into hur- 
ried and mysterious whispers. It is the voice of 
Cesar on his sick bed, “Titinius, give me some 
drink,” and not the voice of Cesar at the head of 
his conquering legions. 

In clairvoyance, I watch with no little anxiety 
the portentous movements of the gang, threatening 
consequences baneful to the well-being of that de- 
voted party which had so recently elevated them to 
place, and hurled from power the men who had 
long wallowed in corruption, and fattened on spoils 
wrung from the hands of honest but paralyzed in- 
dustry. Hist! Again I see them! They now 
emerge from the security of their skulking-place. 
Under the guidance of the lurid glare of a blue 
light, throwing its sickly rays on the blanched 
cheeks of its bearer, they move with noiseless pace, 
in gloomy procession, towards the imperial closet. 
At its door, in mockery of majesty, and in derision 
of greatness, stands the trembling subject of their 
adulation, the object of their wiles, and the instru- 
ment of their ambition; and most cordially are they 
welcomed to his embrace. j 


At a coalition ‘so unholy, and formed with pùr- 
poses, the execution of which would proveso dead- 
ly to the parties concerned, and tothe welfare of 
the nation,—even the goddess of mischief and dis- 
cord, who had watched their movements. with no 
little concern, and who .was then flapping her: ra- 
ven wing with unwonted delight, veiled her face 
in confusion and disgust. d at 

What transpired in.the closet, though chronicled. 
by the tntelar deity of the place, (her of the black 
pinion,) has not yet been promulged: lts record, 
however, is carefully preserved by its faithful eus- 
todier. She took it with her to her abiding-place; 
and it may be found in the archives of hell, in the 
same pigeon-hole containing the correspondence of 
Sir Henry Clinion with a notable personage, whose 
memory has come down to us Icaded with infa- 
my, and who, in co-fraternity with the heroes of my 
vision, will descend to posterity a stench in the nos- 
trils of its latest generation. aes 

Now, sir, although I may not speak from the rec- 
ord of the plottings of the closet, I may infer, from 
the acts and doings of one, cf the cabal, at 
least, the plan of operations by which the disrup- 
tion of the Whig party was to be accomplished, 
and also the price to be paid to that distinguished 
gentleman for his continuance in office. 

Sir, it isa matter of indubitable history, that in 
no one has a United States bank found a more uni- 
form, able, and eloquent advocate than in the per- 
son of the Secretary of State. “Up to April, 1841, 
there is no evidence that his opinions had under- 
gone the slightest change on that subject. fn ak 

lt is equally well known, (certainly to many 
members of this House,) that, during the pendency 
of the bank bill before Congress, at ils called ses- 
sion, the Secretary was busily engaged in the exer- 
tion-of his all-powerful influence upon members, 
to give the “go-by” to the measure—promising to 
present, at the next regular session, a plan of cur- 
rency and finance which should meet the views 
and wishes of the Whig party, and the expectations 
of the country. ç 

How faithtully he has redeemed that pledge, and 
with what favor his plan, which was to have come 


` to us pure and perfect as Tritonia from the brain 


of Jove, has been received by the House, let the 
voices of some eighteen gentlemen only in favor of 
the Secretary’s “monstrum horrendum” of a Gov- 
ernment bank (many of whom, I understand, 
would have voted in the negative had the question 
been on the bill itself) answer tothe country... > 

Instead of standing by bis principles with the 
firmness of a patriot, and with a self-sacrificing 
devotion to the great and paramount interests of the 
country, the Secretary became the humble apolo- 
gist of John Tyler's delinquency—ay, and of. his im- 
becility too. What had become of his vaunted 
boast that the pillars of the Capitol ‘ 

“Should ty 
From their firm base as soon as. P” 

Sir, like the courage of Bob Acres, when the hour 
of trial came, all his firmness and all his patriot- 
ism “oozed out atthe ends of hisfingers.” Itseems 
that the fear of the loss of place, like a spectre, has 
haunted him in all his out-goings and in-comings, 
Sir, had he assumed towards the President the port 
and bearing of a man resolved to go forthe country 
at all hazards, maugre. all. personal and private 
considerations, I believe in ‘my heart .that. at, this 
moment the Whig banner would be proudly flout- 
ing the breeze in every direction, But the closet 
scene had been enacted, and it was no longer any 
part of his purpose to act the honest, faithful, and 
fearless counsellorof the President. The dignified 
and lofty minister of state had dwindled down 
into the mere sycophant and parasite. ; 

I have said that the record of the compact has 
not been promulged. But I will hazard the con- 
jecture, that the high contracting parties, for good 
and sufficient considerations them thereunto mov- 
ing, resolved that, so far as they had the power, 
John Tyler should be clected President of the Uni- 
ted States; that the political world should be turn- 
ed upside down; that quiet should be thrown into 
confusion, harmony into discord, and order into 
chaos. The Whig temple, with its stately pillars 
and splendid capitals, reared with so much toil and 
care, and standing forth a model of political beauty 
and of ‘strength, was to be razed to the earth; and 
from its disjointed materials, aided by cross-ties 
dug from the ruins of the Locofoco Herculaneum 
deluged by the molten lava of the revolution of 
1840, was to be constructed a new edifice, and dedi- 
cated to the use of John the Third, President in hig 
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own right in 1845, and then to pass to his successor, 
Daniel the First. i 
© Sir, itis my firm and honest belief that. considera- 
tions other than those connected with the import- 
ance and delicacy of our relations with England 
had overpowering weight with the President: in 
tefainihng. Mr. Webster in the cabinet. He saw 
“that a ‘storm was, iù preparation; and, although at 
the time the cloud in the. political horizon was no 
bigger than a man’s hand, he felt that it would 
‘rapidly increase, and that, ere long, the little speck 
would become a desolating tempest. He wished 
for ‘strength, for support, for allies, to enable him 
tg weather the storm. And who atthe North could 
give him more efficient aid than the man who, to 
talents of the very highest order, united in an-emi- 
nent degree the respeci and confidence of the Whig 
party? His means of mischief were in a ratio com- 
pounded of those talents, of that respect and confi- 
dence. Leaning on the pillars of his mighty repu- 
tation, which had cost him years of unremitted toil 
to erect, the Seéretary vainly fancied that his fall 
was beyond the reach of human power. Vain il- 
lusion! Among the honest and sturdy Whig sons 
of the North, so far as my acquaintance extends, 
he stands almost desolate and alone, still majes- 
tie in the ruins of his. own creation. Like the 
‘strong man, he has madly seized hold of the gran- 
ite columns of his own fair fame; but, unlike him, 
he has buried with himself neither friends nor 
foes beneath the ruins. f 


The more recent conduct of the Secretary well 
warrants me in drawing. conclusions unfavorable 
to the purity of motive which prompted his contin- 
uance inthe cabinet, and his labors to defeat a na- 
tional bank. Iwill not here inquire whether the 
President, in retaining Mr. Websier about his per- 
‘son, calculated upon his influence in the Senate—a 
place where he was weak, and where, in regard to 
confirmation of nominations, strength was highly 
desirabie. Taking into view the character of the 

arties, and the nature and object of the coalition, 
it is highly probable that the potent influence of the 
Secretary was to be brought to bear on the north 
wing of the Capitol. Hasan attempt been made 
to exert that influence? If so, it has most signally 
failed. The Whig portion of the American Sen- 
ate, in the sternness of conceded virtue, and in the 
grandeur of unsuspected patriotism, with no stain 
of distrust resting on the purity of its purpose, or 
the constancy of its attachment tothe principles of 
the party which it so ably represents, presents a 
spectacle challenging the respect, the confidence, 
and the admiration of the world. There, Execu- 
tive influence has been powerless; here, too, it has 
been nearly so. The sum total of Executive re- 
eruits from the Whigs in Congress amounts to 
some four or five, all told. If my colleague from 
the Otsego district has inscribed his name on the 
roster of “the corporal’s guard,” it may swell up to 
six. How far the appointments of Locofocos to 
office generally, or the appointments of family con- 
nexions of Locofoco members of Congress in par- 
ticular, or the promises of appointments Cif such 
promises have been made) to Locofoco members 
themselves, to be made in future, may have influ- 
enced the course of the ultra Democracy on this 
floor, T take it not upon myself to say. That these 
appointments and promises have in nosmall degree 
softened the ferocity of Locofoco attacks, speeches 
of gentlemen might be cited in proof. 


An honorable gentleman from Indiana (Mr. 
Kennepy] not long since condescended, in a strain 
alike complimentary to the intellect and good na- 
ture of the President, to speak of him as “a good 
old soul!” What a biting sarcasm! Words of 
foulness and contempt! A good old soul, forsooth ! 
Ay, when wielding the veto club to cleave down 
the Whig party, a “good old soul!” But, in his 
recommendation of the repeal of the sub-treasury, 
the “good old soul” has passed the vanishing point, 
When appointing Locofocos to office, a dear, “good 
old soul ;” but, in retaining Mr. Webster in his 
cabinet, he is the incarnation of the evil spirit him- 
self. What a President, and what a eulogist! The 
encomiastic satire of the one is in all respects 
worthy of the political profligacy and ingrained 
stupidity of the other, A 

I have spoken of executive influence. This in- 
fluence may be beneficent or malign. Thus far, the 
conduct of the honorable gentlemen of the guard 
may be attributed tothe former. Up to this period, 
Thave neither the right nor disposition to impugn 
their motives.. There may be doubters and skep- 
Hes on this subject; from such let me invoke for the 


gentlemen of the “guard” the charity of their 
silence. . Wait for the developments of time—the 
great trier of things and of men, Wait till the 4th 
of March, 1845. Ifthat day shall find them in this 
place, representing, with their well-known ability, 
the interests of their constituents; or, having been 
dismissed the public service here, itshall find them 
mingling among the masses; or, if that day shall 
find their shoulders unsoiled -by the robes of office, 
-~then may: those who, from motives'of prudence, 
pow practise non-committalism, award to them 
their unqualified approbation—so: far, at least, as 
motive is concerned. f Ty Ragi 

I trust, sir, that by this good time the eyes of the 
‘Whigs of the country are fully open to a just ap- 


preciation of the motives and the management of | 


those who have betrayed them, and made the vain 
effort to sell them to the support of the President. 


Up to the period of the Faneuil Hall speech; 
there were no doubt some (perhaps many) Whigs 
who cherished the hope that Mr. Webster would 
return to the fold from which ambiticn ina fatal 
moment had tempied himto wander. They thought 
of his Herculean intellect and of his indomitable 
spirit when fighting in the Senate the battles of con- 
sututional liberty; and they were slow to believe 
that he had left the camp of the faithful, to forma 
lasting alliance with a crooked, perverse, and un- 
cireumcised generation. But, sir, that speech ex- 
tinguished the last hope of his few remaining 
friends. 

Those who believed that his efforts to defeat a na- 
tional bank were prompted by considerations of 
anxiety for the peace and harmony of the Whig 
party, of the position in which a veto would place 
the President towards that party, and the effect of 
that position on tbat peace and harmony—those 
who believed that his continuance in the cabinet 
resulted solely froma conviction that he could there 
bestserve the country, by conducting to a success- 
ful termination our negotiations with England—- 
were compelled then to admit that they had ex- 
tended to him a charity which he did not merit. 
Then it was that the painful reality of his tergiver- 
sation was fully realized. ‘Then it was, reviewing 
the “tout ensemble” of the Secretary’s course, that 
they discovered that ambition and the love of place, 
more than love of country, had counselled him to re- 
main in a cabinet from which his highminded, pure, 
and honored colleagues had retired in disgust. And 
the honorable Secretary was not content to remain 
in his degraded position in silence. To evince his 
subserviency to the President, as a volunteer he 
appears in the public prints, and unblushingly her- 
alds to the world not only his want of sensibility 
to insult, and of manhood to resent and repel it, but 
his fixed determination to remain in power, not- 
withstanding all the contumely which the Presi- 
dent had heaped upon him and his Jate associates, 

In his Jetter to the editors of the National Intel- 
ligencer, under date of 13th September, 1841, he 
informs us “that he had seen no sufficient reason 
for the dissolution of the late cabinet by the volun- 
tary act of ils own members.” 

Sir, the Secretary’s optics were not usually sharp. 
His eyes were dazzled by the glare of the premier- 
Ship in present possession, and of the presidential 
coronet in the distance. He isa Yankee—belong- 
ing to that tribe famed for its coolness of calcula- 
tion, especially in all matters of pecuniary and per- 
sonal thrift. Sir, I will not intimate that the Yan- 
kees are not as sensitive to attacks upon their honor 
as others—such an intimation would dishonor my 
own father, and all my kindred; but the Secretary 
seems to be an exception to the general rale of his 
caste. The alligator is not devoid of sensitiveness; 
but it is impervious to assault, and the hunter’s at- 
tempts to reach it are vain. ‘he rebounding balls 
of his enemy demonstrate the impenetrable na- 
ture of the coat of mail with which nature has 
protected him. 

The influence of the Secretary over the Presi- 
dent issaid to be second to that of no other gentle- 
man; but he remains here, “calm as a sumimer’s 
morning,” the quiet and pleased spectator of the 
persecution for opinion’s sake which the fatuitou 
rage of the President inflicts upon his ci-devant 
brethren. 

What cares he that Jonathan Roberts, and thou- 
sands of others—good men; honest, faithful, and 
capable public servants—are rudely ejected from 
office, for no cause other than that of an attachment 
to Mr, Clay, to make room for the hypocritical ne- 
ophytes to Tylerism, so long as he continues quiet- 


i ly to gnaw the bone of office? -. 


‘revolt. 


Sir, the President exacts from his dependants a 
strict execution of the condition of the bond, though 
it may consist in.the performance of services from 
which a well regulated and patriotic spirit. would 
The Secretary was’ becoming enervated 
in the enjoymentof inglorious ease at Washington; 


-an importantelection was about-io. take. place: in. 


Massachusetls; he. was.thereforé ordered. by, his 
taskmaster to gird on the armor, in which, like an- 
other Coeur de Lion, he had so often met and van: 
quished the stalwart knights of the ultra Democra- 
cy— to couch his: unconquered lance: against his 
once confiding and generous allies, ne 

The same John Tyler who, in his inaugural ada 
dress, proclaimed: that “he would remove no in- 
cumbent from office who has faithfully and hon- 
estly acquitted himself of the duties of his office, 
except he has been guilty of an active partisanship, 
-or-by secret means—the less manly, and therefore 
the more objectionable—has given -his influence to 
the purposes of party, thereby bringing the patron- 
age of the Government in conflict with the freedom 
of elections;”—this same political pope, who, on the 
28th of September, issued from the Vatican a pom- 
pous bull, threatening decapitation to executive 
officers who “had violated the obligations which 
they impliedly assumed. on taking office under 
(my) his administration, of abstaining from any 
active partisanship, or in any way connecting their 
offices with party politics, or using them for party 
purposes;”—thesame John Tyler unblushingly com- 
missioned his prime minister to desecrate the “cra~ 
die of liberty,” insult the Whigs of the old Bay 
State, and aid in the achievement of a Locofoco 
triumph in that venerable and patriotice Common- 
wealth! Who can compare this ukase of the Pres- 
ident to the oftice-holders, with the electioneering 
tonr of his Secretary, and not feel a contempt alike 
for master and for man? I know not which most 
to abhor--the base hypocrisy of the President, or 
the mean servility of the minister, 


And thus, in this green morning of our national 
existence, for the first time has been exhibited to the 
astonished view of the American people the re~ 
volting spectacle of a political crusade of a Sec« 
retary of State against the peace and integrity of the 
party which elevated him to office, attended with 
the pomp and parade of official pageantry, and with 
the delivery of a partisan speech by this same Sec- 
retary, as destitute of taste and of power as it was 
insulting to the “good men and true” who were 
doomed to witness the degradation of their once 
beloved orator. 


Sir, the time is not distant when the Secretary 
would give all the wealth of all the Indies to have 
every trace of that speech blotted from the recol- 
lection of his countrymen. Would to God I could 
throw over itthe thick mantle of oblivion, and re« 
place its unhappy author on the proud pinnacle he 
occupied on the 4th of March, 1841! Vain wish! 
The recording. angel has performed his office: an 
ocean of penitential tears cannot efface the record, 
There will itstand, through all time, a monument 
of the frailty and folly of human greatness. 

What must have been the anguish of feeling of 
men like Abbott Lawrence, when the mendicant 
orator, after referring to many offices in the cus- 
toms filled with Whigs, and tothe mission to Eng- 
land, so ab y filled by an accomplished scholarand 
statesman—all of which opposition to the adminis- 
tration of Mr, Tyler might place in jeopardy—pite- 
ously inguires, “Where do the Whigs intend to 
place me? Where am I to go?’ 

Here, again, the fear of the loss of office—the 
necessary. result, in this reign of terror, of a faithful 
adherence to principle—is most plainly developed. 
Sir, had there been in that assemblage one true, 
honest, and frank friend of the inquiring Secre- 
tary, he would, in response, have ciled him to the 
5th verse of the 27th chapter of St. Matthew, and, 
in the spirit of pity and of mercy, would have rec- 
commended to him the example of his great proto- 
type, recorded in the verse referred to by the faiths 
ful evangelist. 

A great man guilly of ingratitude to his friends, 
of the abandonment of his principles for the sake 
of office, and of treachery to bis party, can finda 
resting-place only in the grave. There may his 
bones and his faults repose together, in the uncer- 
tain hope that the hand of friendship may place on 
the title-page of his biography the charitable max- 
im, “De mortuis nil nisi bonum.” But, living, in 
vain may he invoke the charity of the world. He 
cannot escape the daily reproaches of friendship 
betrayed, of faith violated, and patriotism outraged, 


+ the words of consolation and of hope. 
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: é language of Scripture, should he “take the 

-wings of the morning, and îy to the uttermost parts 
of the sea,” even there will the voice of violated ob- 
ligation reach him, and nightly disturb the repose 
‘of his ‘bed-chamber. 7 . 
"+The fhquiry, “Where ani I to go?’ seems to have 
‘been made in the spirit of deprecatory anticipation. 
‘The 4th of March, 1845, will soon arrive. Then, 
in anguish and bitterness of soul, will he make the 
same inquiry. And the spirit of prophecy need not 
be invoked to indite the answer. , 
-° Then will- rush vpon him, with-afflictive and 

--soul-rending force, the frightful recollections of the 
‘past, and painful forebodings of the future. Though 
now glittering in the pride of place, the subject of 
heartless flattery and of hollow respect, then he 
will find “none so poor to do him reverence.” 

And now, the Secretary, having fulfilled his po- 

litical embassy, no doubt enjoys with infinite goùt 
the fruits of his treachery, in witnessing the chair 
of the Hancocks defiled by an ultra Democrat— 
the abettor of revolutions, the hero of clambakes, 
and the instigator of a rebellion which threatened 
to "wrap a neighboring State in flames, and del- 
uge it with blood. 
But I must part with the honorable Secretary. 
“We could have better spared a better man. But 
‘he’ has gone; and peace to his political ashes! It 
belongs not to me to write his epitaph. An honest, 
patriotic, and betrayed party, and a deserted coun- 
try, will, in their own. proper time, inscribe on his 
headstone an appropriate “hic jacet.” 

A few words more, however, before final leave- 
taking. ‘Sir, the impudence of the Faneuil Hall 
-Spédch is in keeping with all the circumstancg un- 
der which it was delivered. Men of high standing 
and exalted worth— Mason, Russel], Quincy, Olis, 
Saltonstall, Lawrence, and others—had assembled 
to.greet their old friend, and to hear from his lips 

And what 

did they hear? Was their drooping courage 
aroused, to engage with fresh vigor in the batle 
thén about to be fought in Massachusetts between 
the Whigs and their old restless and implacable en- 
emies? ere they urged to the coniest by that 
voice which so often had cheered them on to vic- 
‘tory? No, sir; nothing like this. They were 
‘compelled to listen to a speech made up of self- 
‘glorification ot the orator; of his apprehensions of 
joss. of office, if he continued firm to his Whig 
principles; and of insclent and unmerited rebuke 
‘of’ his hearers. Inthe person of Abbott Lawrence, 
then before him, was the chairman of the Massa- 
chusetts Whig convention, then lately convened, to 
nominate candidates for Governor and Lieutenant 
Governor of the State. He and his associates in 
the convention were denounced for their virtue and 
independence, in declaring to the world a final sep- 
aration between the Whigs of the old Bay State 
and their recreant President. Their right to utter 
these sentiments was. challenged and denied; and 
‘they were insultingly told that they were sent to the 
convention fur no such purpose. 

In imitation of all similar conventions, they had 
adopted resolutions expressive of their opinions of 
public men and public measures; and for this ex- 
pression they received at the hands of the arrogant 
Secretary the castigation of his censure. 

{Here Mr. Cuarx’s hour expired. He gave no- 
tice that he would write out the balance of his re- 
marks, He intended, if time had permitted, to have 
said something like the following:] 

And, sir, it was not sufficient that the excellent 
gentlemen referred to were thus grossly insulted in 
public by an impudent, itinerant Secretary; but two 
of them—Abbout Lawrence, and my friend, the bon- 
orable gentleman who so ably represents the Essex 
district, [Mr. Sauronstat,] and who, by his gen- 
wine moral and political firmness, has endeared 
himself to every Whig in the Union--were selected 
by the Secretary as the peculiar subjects of ridicule 
and lampoon. They were caricatured in the col- 
umns of the court journal under the control of 
Tyler, Webster, & Co., in the following. article, 
under the date of Oct, 13, 1842: 

“Messrs. Websier and Cushing, it seems, have 
been guilty of the gross, thé enormous offence of 
censuring the proceedings of a convention where 
Abbott Lawrence. presided, and which Leverett 
Saltonstall addressed. 

“The Seeretary of State finding fault with the 
decisions of an owner of spinning Jennies and a 
retailer of tapes and cottons! Ye -gods! it doth 
amaze me, Is there no Jaw in Boston for scanda- 
jum- magnatum? No consideration of the decen- 
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cies of station? . Boston ‘can be correct Boston no 
longer, if she allows an individual of mere -istellec- 
tual notoriety and some slight political standing, 
to publicly admonish—nay, censure, ‘berate and be- 
labor,’ (those are the very words)—a man whose vast 
mind bas been deeply engaged in the coloring of 
cloths, and whose arithmetical science is so pro- 
foundly available. «And Caleb Cushing belabors 
Leverett Saltonstall! . Le jeu ne vaut pas la chan- 
delle; i.e. the man who can hunt down an antler of 
ten, belittles his reputation by knocking overa poor 
Leverett.” 

Whether the same number of the paper contain- 
ed the assertion that the Faneuil Hall speech and 
General Scott’s letter had “put an end to Clay’s 
prospects,” or whether it contained the annuncia- 
tion of the Whig defeatin Georgia in capitals— 
“The work goes bravely on!” “Great destruction 
of ’coons in Georgia!”—I do not at this momeit re- 
member. : 

And thus it is, that an expression of a difference 
of opinion with Mr. Webster subjects the most 
pure and intelligent merchants and statesmen of the 
country to the ribald scoffs and sneers of a man 
who is unworthy to unloose the latchet of their 
shoes, 

Were there not in that convention those whose 
hearts. throbbed with indignant emotion at this inso- 
lent assumption of ministerial prerogative? If 
there were not, then, indeed, has the blood of their 
revolutionary sires, of their Hancock, and of their 
Adams, ceased to flow in the veins of their de- 
scendants. 

Sir, I will not impute to these excellent men 
the slightest insensibility to insult; and I hazard 
lite in saying that, could the Secretary have look- 
ed into the recesses of their tortared bosoms, while 
listening to this outpouring of vanity, egotism, and 
venom, he would have discovered a conflict of emo- 
tions in which contempt and indignation were 
struggling for the mastery. 


And here I must take leave of the honorable 
Secretary; and, in so doing, let me commend to his 
attention the fable of the kind-hearted husbandman 
and the frozen adder. Sir, {leave him to ponder 
on its moral, and draw from it what consolation he 
may. l 

But the honorable Secretary, though pre-eminent, 
stands notalone in the deformity in which ingrati- 
tude and treachery have clothed him. In the per- 
son of the Secretary of War, he has founda wil- 
ling, if not an efficient coadjutor. Though he may 
not successfully compete with him in intellectual 
strength, he may aspire, with nohumble pretension, 
to a fair portion of the honors with which insensi- 
bility, cold-heartedness, sordid ambition, and Is- 
cariotism adorn their possessors. Toa head of no 
inconsiderable strength and clearness, he joins a 
heart cased in triple steel, and responsive alore to 
the calls of self-aggrandizement. Untiring in ap- 


plication, and prompt in manceuvre, he watches, ° 


with cat-like intensity, the revolutions of the politi- 
cal wheel, and, careless of the power that propels it, 
obtains a quiet Jodgment in its topmost bucket. 

Though an Issachar in polities, “cronching down 
between two burdens” to effect his objects, his great 
archetype undoubtedly is Dan, who, in the pro- 
phetic language of the dying patriarch, was to be 
“a serpent.in the way, an adder in the path, biting 
the horse’s heels, so that his rider should fall back- 
ward.” f 

Although the honorable the Secretary of War 
has en.cted many astounding political summersets, 
he has exhibited, in his recent demonstration of 
ground and lofty tumbling, a rapidity and boldness 
of movement, a suppleness of conformation, an apt- 
itude for juxtaposition, and a flipflappishness of 
harlequinry, which may well excite the unbound- 
ed admiration and applause of the most accomplish- 
ed performers inthe ring. ; i 

In September, 1841, the Secretary, indignant at 
the outrages committed by the President upon ihe 
honor and principles of the Whig party in New 
York, and acting upon that occasion as its cham- 
pion, issued an address to the party, appealing to 
their injured patriotism and wounded pride to meet 
in convention at Syracuse to express their feelings 
of abhorrence at the usurpations and treachery of 
the President. In pursuance of this appeal, the 
convention met. But where wasthe burning and 
indignant John C. Spencer, whose voice was to have 
aroused the dormant Whigs from their lethargy, 
infused new life and energy into their chilled veins, 
and rallied them to the polls atthe election then 
fast approaching? Sir, he was among the missing. 


H, of Reps 


To the summons himself had issued, there. was en- 
dorsed a return of “non est inventus.” . While, in 
obedience to that call, his faithful brethren were in 
consultation, in regard to the adoption of measures 
best calculated to advance the best interests of the 
party and the country, Mr. Spencer, like a cower- 
ing and skulking culprit, afraid that the honest sun ` 
shou!d peer out upon his treason, was crouching 


_inadarkcorner ofa dingy room at Brown’s, in this 


city, taking lessons. from his fugleman. in the art 
and mystery of making bows, grimaces, and con- 
gees, which might beacceptable to the tenant of the 
palace. 

Sir, the secretaryship of which he is the incum- 
bent was offered to, and finally conferred upon 
him, for the sole purpose of defeating the Whigs 
in. the election reerred to. The wire-workers at 
Washington knew their man, and the price to be 
paid for his apostacy. They knew him to be the 
author of the address, and they calculated that his 
appointment would lull the Whigs to repose. Tt 
was intended as a wet blanket for the Syracuse 
convention; and asan opiate to drug that portion of 
the Whig pariy who yet fondly (4. è. foolishly) 
hoped that John Tyler was true to his principles 
and to his party, into a fatal security. It was an 
artful game, most foully, wickedly, and, I regret to 
add, successfully played, The Whig party in the 
State was once more prostrated at the feet of the 
Locofoco Dagon—not by the power of open, gener- 
ous enemies, but by the coldness and apathy of its 
friends, produced, in a great degree, by the defec- 
tion of Spencer, ; anes 

Well do I remember, sir, on my return home, 
when speaking to some of my Whig constituents 
of the recusancy of Mr. Tyler, that I was rebuked, 
andthe appointment of the Secretary was referred 
to in proof of the President’s fidelity to his party. 
Mr. Spencer, by a long course of hvpocritical pro- 
fession, had become a prominent and leading mem- 
ber of the Whig party in the Siate; and many, un- 
acquainted with the history and the passions of the 
men, were incredulous to the suggestion that he 
was to be the instrument of the President for the 
prostration of their party inthe Empire State. But 
the delusion has vanished; the scales have fallen 
from the eyes of the doubters, and he is now pres 
sented in the bald and naked turpitude of his char- 
acter. Ele has performed the dirty work of his 
employers, and is now here receiving his reward, 
the wages of political iniquity. But, sir, lam hap- 
py to say that he no longer possesses the power of 
mischief to the Whigs of New York, The lion’s 
skin has been torn from his recreant shoulders; and 
he stands forth ahyena, fattening on the mutilated 
corpses of his recent friends. The impotence of 
his last recent effort jn the service of his master in 
the State of New York, was equalled only by its 
mendacity andimpudence, In my judgment, my 
colleague was right when he told us the otherday 
that, so far from having aided, it actually injured 
his (the Locofoco) party. The Whigshad become 
familiar with his duplicity, and were not again‘to 
be the subjects of his impositions. A few more 
such efforts would have aronsed the Whigs 
throughout the State to a general and triumphant 
rally. 

To the close observing portion of the Whig 
party,no evidence ‘of Mr. Spencers defection was 
wanted, other than that furnished by his.acceptance 
of a placein acabinet from which had been ejected 
Crittenden, Bell, Granger, and Ewing—men whom 
the Whig party delighted to honor-—men in whose 
persons the entire Whig party throughout the coun- 
icy had been insulted by a fickle, vacillating, and 
imbecile Executive; expelled, because they would 
not compromise their principles, and, like the Sec- 
retary of War, play the apostate. Isay expelled; 
for though the members of the cabinet (with one 
notable and dishonorable exception) resigned, yet 
a further continuance in it bad become incompati- 
ble with self-respect, and with their duty to their 
patty andthe ecuntry. No truc Whig, having.the 
slightest respect for himself or for Whig princi- 
ples, would have ceenpied a place from which the 
patriotic and talented Bell had been driven for his 
steadfast devotion to those principles. 

Sir,the Jabors of love of Mr. Spencer were as 
useless as they were gratuitous and insulting; and 
be has no just right to join his colleague in office 
and in guilt, who aided in the overthrow of the 
Whigs in Massachusetts, in shouting peans to the 
triumphs of Locofocoism in the State of New York, 
achieved by dis agency. 

It is said, however, that he has contrived to imi 
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pose on the soft and. plastic mind-of his confiding 
Excellency the belief that New York writhes in the 
revolting embraces of the ultra Democracy, through 
the efforts of his faithful minister. Idoubt it not. 
And I doubt not that, inthe wassails of the palace, 
some insulated recess has ofien been vocal with the 
voices of the merry trio chanting hosaunas to the 
conquerors of the Whig party and the despoilers of 
their country. ae 

Sir, let them quaff on and sing on. The day of 
fearful retribution will soon come. Though now 
high in power, sparkling in its sunshine and revel- 
Jing in its enjoyments, rest ‘assured, sir, that their 
political “damnation slumbereth not.” On the 4:h 
day of March, 1845, by the common consent of all 
parties, they will be consigned toa political pande- 
monium, where, inthe bosom of a restless and dis- 
appointed ambition, “the worm dieth not, and the 
fire is not quenched,” 

Sir, amid all the gloom which treachery has 
thrown around the Whig party, I do not permit 
myself to doubt that iis recuperative energies will 
marshal itto the field in 1844; and then, as in 1840, 
victory will again perch upon its standard. Let 
not the Lucofoco legions “lay the flattering unction 
to their souls” that they are to have a bloodless 
field. No, sir; they shall have war--war lenus capu- 
lo, in all its honorable formis,and with all its con- 
suming fierceness-~and waged, too, with a spirit 
which would do honor to the most chivalric cam- 
paignof 1840. 

Under the banner of patriotism, inseribed with 
the name of the honest, frank, fearless, and patriotic 
“Harry of the West?—associated, as I confidently 
trust it will be, with the name ofa Northern gentie- 
man well known to the country for his feariessness, 
integrity, and indomitable spirit, and ander which 
all opposed to the Robespierrean Democracy, be 
they old Whigs or new Conservatives, may rally-- 
the Whig party will again take the field, and wage 
the war with the spirit and enthusiasm which char- 
acterized the triumphs in New York in 1838 and 
1839, and the general triumph throughout the coun- 
try in 1840. Under such a banner, and with sneh 
aspirit, we shall reconquer the laurels of which 
treachery has robbed us, and again attempt (and, 
under the auspices of a faithful President, success 
fully attempt) to raise the country from the. horri- 
ble pit of Locofocvism, and place ‘it on the rock of 
solid and enduring prosperity, f 


SPEECH OF MR. TALLMADGE, 
OF NEW YORK, 
In Senate, February 6, 1843.—On the exchequer. 


The bill “amendatory of the several acts estab- 
lishing the Treasury Department” being, on mo- 
tion of Mr, Tatumanvae, taken up, he proceeded 
to address the Senate to the following effect, in ex- 
planation of the provisions of the bill: 

Mr. T. regretted (he said) that he had not been 
able to bring forward this measure at an earlier 
period. “Phe delay had not occurred on his own 
account, or through his instance; but had been 
yielded to the request of other Senators. Some 
two weeks since, it had been assigned a day under 
a special order. Meantime, however, came on 
the important debate (cn the Oregon question) 
which has so much oecupied the attention of the 
Senate. Until this—unexpecied!y prolonged as it 
had been—was terminated, he had not chosen to 
distract the attention of the body bya double dis- 
cussion. The Senate would pardon him this little 
preliminary vindication of himself against a pos- 
sible imputation of remissness, or of disregard for 
his own voluntary pledges of bringing forward the 
measure anew atthe earliest time in his power. 

The general purpose of the bill (Mr. T. went on 
to say) isto do something for the country, as to 
currency and exchanges. Substantially, the bill is 
the same as that brought in last winter by report of 
that select committee of which 1 had the honor to 
bechairman. To the report then submitted with 
the bill, the Senate will allow me to refer ihem for 
those more amplified details and arguments which 
are Jess necessary now thatthe Senate is in pos- 
session of the general pian. I. prop al present, 
only to re-state those larger points of then imeasure, 
upon the soundness of which, and their competency 
forthe object in view, the entire question must 
rest. 

As, then, what is mainly proposed is to do some- 
thing which may redeem the currency and ex- 
changes of the country from their present wretch- 
ed confusion, itis atleast necessary, for the form- 


: 


7 


The t xchequir—Me. Tallmadge. 


APPENDIX TO THR CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Feb. 19482 


Senate. 


ality of a regolar argument, or investigation, to 
ask what would, in every other sense, be superflu-: 
ous—whether the country at large stands in any vé- 
hement, any unusual need of such interposition, 
such exertion of any power. applicable to the pur- 
poses in view as the Government may possess? . 

If the common disasters of a whole land ever 
challenged justice or pity from its rulers; if a deso- 
lation more widely spread, if less total, than any 
which the ravages of war ever inflicted, isa thing de- 
manding public relief; if a general havoc of nearly 
all private fortune, and an overthrow. of all public 
credit, are matters that call for some effort of the 
prudence or power of the who'e community ~-I may 
surely, in the unexampled distress which convulses 
the entire body politic, find enough to warrant me 
in saying that the need of doing something is terri- 
ble, and its delay inexcusable, if there is within the 
legitimate and safe resorts of our Government any- 
thing that can be done. 


The condition of the country I will noi attempt 
to describe. Tam uot master enough of the im- 
agery of suffering and gloom to paint a picture of 
such various and such cruel calamity. A{Micting 
as it is tolook upon, it is doubly’ painful from the 
strange, the viclent, the dismal contrast which it 
offers with the youth, the strength, the customary 
prosperity of our country, and the teeming re- 
sources which vainly lic ail around us. We are 
beggars in the midst of the most boundless natural 
wealth; we are starving in the midst ef the unex- 
hausted fertility of asoil capable of yiclding us al- 
most anything; and the profusest blessings of na- 
ture, and the highest boon of political freedom, 
seem, forthe time, bestowed upon us equally in 
vain. 

Por all this there must be some adequate cause. 
Visibly to all eyes, it is (he extreme and rapid re- 
duction of the cirevlating medium--uander the 
heavy individual and public engagements which 
an equally extreme previous inflation had given 
rise to—which has produced, and threatens greatly 
to prolong, all that we are suffering. Such (though 
not the sole) is certainly the great and leading 
cause of what, as politicians or statesmen, we must 
speak; because it is clearly to this cause that we 
must address ourselves, as to the only thing worthy 
of a statesman’s thoughts, or a test of his skill—the 
possibility of a remedy. 

I, sir, and those with whom [have generally con- 
curred in political views, have (I repeat) felt satis- 
fied that, though there may have been many causes 
for this state of things, yet the great and immediate 
one lies at present in the deranged condition of the 
currency and exchanges ofthe country. As to the 
origin of that derangement, there may be a diversi- 
ty of opinion; but there can be none as to the ex- 
istenee of the fact, and little as to the powerful 
influence which it exerts in all that we are now 
Witnessing, 

Without question, it is one of the saddest and 
one of the most dangerous characteristics of party 
and of politics in this country, that, unscrupulous 
of everything but to strengthen their own moment- 
ary force, they seize, and endeavor to make a part 
of themselves, everything alike—no matter how 
little of a party nature, and no matter how much 
the prejudice to the public interests which may en- 
sue from thus transforming many questions purely 
national into matters of partisan warfare. There 
is no subject which, in point of magnitude, in point 
of universality, and in point of being proper ‘to 
trade alone, was less fit to be flung into the mere 
cockpil of party strife, than this of the currency. 
Y: t, unfortunately for the country, the instant that 
it could be rendered anything that it shonid never 
have been-——anything that it could hever, with safe- 
ty to the country, become—it was, from a commer- 
cial, turned into a political question—the mere 
watchword and battle-cry of conflicts with which 
such a simply commercial guestion should never 
have been mixed. Tt was not to the agitation of 
political pas ı ever extreme and exaggerated 
in what for the moment occupies them, that such 
a question could be committed for any safe de- 
cision. As long as such questions are made the 
rallying call of party, derangement of the currency 
and exchanges will continue; and the consequent 
derangement of the whole business affairs of the 
community. Jt is surely time, amidst the ex- 
tremity of distress into which this false and unhap- 
py management of the question, has plunged us, to 
drop those party distinctions and think once more 
of the public sufferings around us, and the duty-- 
if there be a possibility—of lightening or even re- 


| 


AAEE EEA E aE 
lieving them, by a.calm and a prudent legislation, 
In this great council, holding in its hands to such 
an extent the destinies of the entire nation, the first 
consideration should be, how best to {ulfil what we 
owe to the country at large, now reduced to a con- 
dition too disastrous to be. much: longer endureds,. 
That condition, I hesitate not.to say, in my judg: 
ment imperatively demands that we unite on some 
such measure of reliefas that proposed by this bill. 
Thetime unhappily is past, when, unembarrassed 
by the difficulties which delay has thickened over 
the matter, we could, comparatively at our ease, 
have deliberated of measures and methods now no 
longer in our choice. Formerly we might, with 
a freedom to select from all that experience offered 
of good, have held calm counsel as to what was 
best: now, reduced to far sadder afflictions, and with 
a far narrower choice of modes of relief, we are 
left to ask not “what is best?” but “what is it now 
possible to do?” The people are crying aloud on 
all sides for relief. For that relief they turn their 
eyes, from all quarters of the country, to this Gov- 
ernment. They ask you not for relief from their 
private, their individual misfortunes, which they 
know you cannot cure; but relief from a wretched 
condition of the circulation, which denies them all 
possibility of redeeming and retrieving their losses, 
and which you can cure. They ask you to give 
them, not an illegitimate and individual aid; bat to 
afford to their private necessities the indirect assist- 
ance of what the public business as imperiously 
requires—a betler mechanism of interchange, a 
sounder vehicle of their business and of your own, 
Such is demanded, not more by individual conve- 
ience than by the public interests. If, in the man- 
ageMent of its own finances, the Government can, 
at the same time, furnish an element of exchange 
that will go far to give the country what it so much 
needs, and what seems so little attainable in any 
otber way—-a sound currency—is jtnot bound to 
do sot 


Are gentlemen, then, to fold their arms and pro- 
nounce that nothing can be donc? Here is at least 
a measure which will do something. It may not 
accomplish all that could be wished: but it’ will 
effectmuch. It cannot fail toafford to commerce a 
good and a general instrument, which it does not 
now possess: it must, to its entire extent, infuse into 
the circulation an clement of correction and sound- 
ness; and these indireet but important effects as to 
private business will be but incidental results from 
a system of which the more immediate benefits 
accrue to the Government itself, as to the distribu- 
tion and management of its receipts and disburse- 
ments. 


In what it thus proposes, there is surely nothing 
that is not strictly compatible with the constitution- 
al powers of the Government—with such powers, I 
mean, as are inseparable from its duty of the çol- 
jection, safekeeping, and disbursement of the pub- 
lic revenues, If, in performing these functions, it 
can, atthe same time, indirectly and incidentally 
afford to the business of the country facilities of 
exchange and currency which involve not a loss 
but a benefit in the public business itself, surely it 
is strongly its duty to do so. The provisions of 
this bill aim at nothing more. 

It will, at all events, establish one great and fun- 
damental principle—a principle which. is the di- 
viding line between the extremes of parties, and 
which lies at the -bottom of all these systems, 
whether they present themselves in the shape of a 
national bank, an exchequer, or in any other form— 
namely, that itis the right and the duty of the Gen- 
eral Government, in the collection and disburse- 
ment of its revenues, to aid in furnishing a uniform 
currency, and reguiating the exchanges of the 
country. Much will have been achieved by the 
establishment of this great principle, and the found- 
ation will be laid, on which a superstructure can 
be erected, with proportions regulated by the con- 
stitutional powers of the Government and the wants 
of the country. 

Since the foundation of this Government, differ- 
ent methods of effecting this object of connecting 
the management of the public revenues with the 
regulation of the currency and exchanges have 
been tried. Of these, the earliest and much the 
longest preserved was a national bank. To it suc- 
ceeded what was called the State bank deposite 


System... The snb-treasury, of still briefer exist- 


ence, was the lasi-born of these expedients; but died 
(nol a very promising child) in its infancy. 

The oldest, and infinitely the most successful of 
these successive contrivances, datesalmost from the 
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foundation of the present Government. It owed 
its conception to the sagacity of the ablest man that 
éver stood at the head of our national finances— 

Alexander Hamilton; who, in 1791, recommended. 
«a resoit to. snch an institution as a remedy for the 
extreme derangement then existing in-our monetary 
and ‘financial affairs. Its suceess answered ad- 
mirably tothe powerful judgment of him who had 
proposed it. Scarcely had it gone into existence, 
when the confusion which it was meant to remedy 
stood rebuked. . Order. at once rose up out of the 
chaos’ and embarrassment of the treasury, and 
soundness out of the derangement of the circula- 
tion.’ For twenty years, lending these advantages 
to our moneyed system, it stood, the very capital 
of the column of this great man’s just fame: In 
1811; however, when its charter ran out, a set of 
republicans a good dea] more righteous than George 
Washington and the other patriots who founded 
the Government and this bank almost together, 
voted it anti-republican, and refused its ‘re-charter. 
Still, in thatday, what called itself republicanism 
was not so. wise as to scorn the most positive ex- 
perience, the clear demonstrations of actual fact; 
so that when, after five years’ trial of the fiscal and 
constitutional advantages of being without a bank, 
they found themselves, in 1816, involved anew in 
all that financial confusion which ‘had been so 
happily removed by the original creation of the 
bank, they, the republican opponents of that dan- 
gerous institution, re-established it.- 

Tneed scarcely say, sir, that, as before, it lifted 
the finances and currency ofthe country out of the 
mire, where they were stuck; and gave us, untila 
new political war was declared against it, a cur- 
yency.as perfectas any commercia) country inmhe 
world ever possessed, In spite, however, of thesé 
conspicuous benefits, and the manifest rashness of 
abandoning, for a more than questiona] experiment, 
a system which had so admirably performed its 
great and difficult functions, the country allowed 
itself once more to be hurried, by the all-powerful 
influence of a single great leader, into a fresh de- 
molition of the bank, and a new essay of currency- 
mongering. 

‘In accordance with the views of the party with 
which, from my first entrance into public life, I had 
acted, I myself, in 1831, was opposed to the re- 
charter ofthe bank. The Senate will pardon me 
if I repeat a little incident which occurred soon 
after I took my seat in this body, and which wy 


_ own subsequent impressions have often served to 


recall to my recollection. After an. incidental 
discussion on this subject, in which I had taken 
part, a distinguished Senator from Kentucky said 
tome: “Sir, there was a young man from the West 
in Congress in 1811; and he, upon the constitu- 
tional notions that are now governing you, voted 
against re-chartering the old United States Bank, 
Time rolled on, and troublescame. We attempt- 
ed to get along without a national bank: but al last 
we found that without it we could not manage the 
public finances, nor maintain for the countrya 
sound and uniform currency. That young man 
then became convinced by experience that the vote 
which he had given in 1811 was wrong; and in 
1816 he gave his voice for the chartering of another 
United States bank. You have now taken the same 
ground that that young man originally did: but, 
like him, time and experience will, l have no 
doubt, eventually convince you that you have done 
wrong.” ` 

Sir, I stand here to confess that time and expe- 
rience have convinced me accordingly, and to ac- 
knowledge that I was wrong, and Mr, Clay right; 
that the affairs of the Government and the country 
cannot be safely managed without the aid of some 
mechanism of that sort; that of such, that ofa 
United States bank has proved itself far the most 
perfect that has ever been tricd in this country; and 
that it is greatly to be lamented that, through mere 
party causes and their unfortunate influences, a 
state of public opinion has been brought about which 
renders it impossible now to recur to what is of 
itself greatly to be preferred to any other financial 
agent that we know of. 

` I need scarcely, sir, do more than advert to the 
events of the extra session of 1841. For both the bank 
bills passed at that session I gave my vote. I re- 
gretted, of course, the negative which the Pres- 
ident feltit his duty to put upon them; and regretted 
it still’ the more, because I considered it as termi- 
nating all hope of obtaining for the country the 
best and most efficient of financial contrivances, 
andas reducing us to an expedient of secondary 


excellence. For, be the advantages of the older 


institution ever so unrivalled, what possibility can 
we any longer look to of again-carrying that sys- 
tem inio -effect, for the extrication of the country 
from. its present extreme embarrassments? We 
legislate not for what might have ‘been, but for 
woat.is; for facts as they exist, not as we would 
have them.. We have to consider, not what this or 


- that party desired to accomplish and could not; but 


what it isnow possible to effect of best and soundest. 
Let gentlemen who yet look to a national bank re- 
member that some six or seven years. must cer- 
tainly elapse before that mode of relief can be 
made available to the country. Suppose our pres- 
ent hopes to be realized by the election of 1844: 
contested as the subject of a hank must continue to 
be, under almost any condition of parties, it mnst 
be nearly the end of the long session of the next 
year before a bill for this purpose can pass; another 
year to negotiate the stock; another to get the bank 
into operation; and at least another before the people 
can have been made to feel any of the marked 
benefits of the institution, Can the country, bleed- 
ing as it is at every pore, wait under its present 
agonies for relief so long deferred as that? No; 
some early, some present ease is needed; something 
timely to what we now suffer, and not appropriate 
merely toa future state of quiet and of comfort. 

Having thus, sir, passed in review the chief 
points of the history of the most permanent and 
solid of the successive fiscal contrivances through 
which our financial system has been made toact, I 
come next to that confident resort of President 
Jackson—the State bank deposite system—for the 
sake of whose infinitely steadier, more manageable, 
and less pervertible mechanism, the flourishing 
finances of the country were dismantled and 
knocked down to their lowest stone, in order to be 
rebuilt upon another foundation and of different 
materials. 

Of that experimentthe memory is too recent for 
me to have need to say much, Suffice it to say, 
the system was recommended by President Jack- 
son, and adopted by the party which sustained his 
administration. His prophecies of its entire suc- 
cess were too remarkable forme to omit some little 
citation of them. 

In President Jackson’s first annual message afier 
the deposite-bank system had been put into opera- 
tion, he spoke as follows: 


“The experience. of another year has confirmed the ntter fal- 
lacy of the idea that the Bank of the United States was necessary 
asa fiscal agent for the Government. Without its aid, as such 
~indeed, in despite ofall the embarrassment it was in its pow- 
er to create—the revenue has been paid with punctuality by 
our citizens; the business of exchange, both foreign and domes- 
tc, has been conuucted with convenience; and the circulating 
medium has been greatly improved. By the use of the State 
banks, which do not derive their charters from the General 
Government, and are not controled by its authority, it is ascer- 
tained that the moneys of the United States can be coNected 
and disbursed without loss or inconvenience, and that all the 
wants of the community, in relation to exchange and currency, 
are supplied as well as they have been before, If under err- 
cumstances the most unfavorable to the steadiness of the mo- 
ney market, it has been found that the considerationson which 
the Bank of the United States rested its claims to the public fa- 
vor were imaginary and groundless, it cannot be doubted that 
the experience of the future will be more decisive against 
them. 

“It has been seen, that, without the agency of a great money- 
ed monopoly, the revenue can be collected, and conveniently 
and safely applied to all the purposes of the public expenditure, 
Ivis also ascertained, that, instead of being necessarily made to 
promote the evils of an unchecked paper system, the manage- 
ment of the revenue can be made auxiliary to the reform which 
the Legislatures of several of the States have already cominenced 
in regard to the suppression ofemall bills; and which has only 
to be fostered by proper regulations on the part of Congress, to 
secure a practical return, to the extentrequired for the securi- 
ty of the currency, to the constitutional medium, vered 
irom the Government as political engines, and not susceptible 
of daugerous extensionand combination, the State banks will 
not be tempted, nor wih they have the power which-we have 
scen exercised, to divert the pulic funds from the legitimate 
purposes of the Government. The collection and custody of 
the revenue being, on the contrary, a source of credit to them, 
will increase the security which the States provide for a faith- 
fulexecution of their trusts, by multiplying the scrutinies ta 
which their operations and accounts will be subjected. Thus 
disposed, as well from interest as the obligations of their char- 
ters, it cannot be doubted that such conditions as Congress may 
see ft io adopt respecting the deposites in these institutions, 
witha view to the gradual disuse of the small bills, will be 
cheerfully complied with; and that we shali soen gain, in 
place of ths Bank of the United States, a practical reform in 
the whole paper system ofthe country. If by this policy, we 
can ultimately witness the suppression of allbank bills helow 
twenty dollars, it is apparent that gold and silver will take their 
placc-and become the principal circulating medium in the 
common business of the farmers and mechanics of the country. 
The attainment of sucha result will form anerain the history 
ofour country, which willbe dwelt npon with delight by every 
true friend ofits hberty and independence. It will lighten the 
great tax which our paper system has ss joag collected from 
the carnings of labor, and do more to revive and perpetuate 
those habits ofeconomy and simplicity, which are so congenial 


to the character of republicans, than all the legislation which 
has yet been attempted.” — Message of December, 1835. 


Again, in his annual message of the. next year, 
he holds the same confident language, as. follows: 


“Experience continues to realize the expectations entertained 
as to the capacity ofthe State hanks to perform the “duties of, 
fiscal agents for the Government. At the time of the removal 
of the deposites, it was alleged by the advocates-of the’ Bank ‘of’ 
the United States thet the State banks, whatever might be the 
regulations of the Treasury Department, could not make the 
transfers required by the Government, or negotiate the’ dames- 
tic exchanges of the country. Itis now well ascertained that 
the real domestic exchanges, performed through discounts, by 
the United States Bank and iis twenty-five branches, were. at 
least one-third less than those of the deposite banks for an equal 
period of time; andifa comparison be instituted between the 
is of service rendered by these institutions, an the broad- 
J which has been used by the advocates of the United 
States Bank, in estimating what they consider the domestic ex: 
changes transacted by it, the result will bestill more favorable 
to. the déeposite banks.” 


He proceeds to state the large amount of ex- 
changes which the State banks have- transacted, 
and the laudable public spirit they were displaying 
in bringing specie into the country; and then winds 
up with the following commendation of the system 
and its high- success: 


“In the same manner have nearly all the predictions turned 
out in respect. to the effect of the removal of the deposites—a 
step unquestionably nec y to prevent the evils which, it 
was foreseen, the bank itsel would endeavor to crealein a final 
strugale to procure a renewal of its charter, It may be thus, 
too, in some degree, witb the further steps which may be taken 
to prevent the excessive issue of other bank paper; but it is to 
be hoped that nothing will now deter the Federal and State au- 
thorities from the firm and vigorous performance of their du- 
ties to themselves and to the people in this respect’? vi 


Meaning rather to recall events, by tonching on 
them, than in any sort to recite them, I will ‘only 
remind the Senate with what fury, upon the col- 
lapse of this system, they who bad constructed it, 
and (for their own political ends) stimulated all its 
vices, fell not only upon the contrivance itself, and 
the particularly favored banks that made a part of 
it, but upon all other State banks. Till now, using 
these institutions as their auxiliaries in the war 
upon a national one, they had magnified them as 
the sole legitimate andconstitutional form of bank- 
ing and of finance, the only creations of a competent 
authority, the legal offspring and heirs of State 
sovereignty, and not less safe in a commercial or 
fiscal sense than proper in a corporate.one.. Up to 
this point, national banks alone were hydras, mon- 
sters, and all that; while State banks were every- 
thing that was fair, well:proportioned, and -safe; 
nay, invested, astothe Federal power, by their origin 
from thatof the States, with an emanation of some- 
thing which the former merely derivative and sec- 
ondary authority must not lay impious hantis upon. 
Now, however, in the progress of this Jacobin and 
Jesuit finance, came anew doctrine—that, because 
they had debauched a part of the State banks, all 
banks were illegal, and not less a fraud and inimi- 
cal to the community when created by State, than 
when by Federal authority. In short, the very 
system which they and General Jackson had but 
a few months before exalted as so safe, so practical, 
so constitutional, was at once denounced as the 
most grievous of curses, and the most wrongful of 
monopolies. 

In this warfare upon the deposite banks I did not 
join. Bat they were, as everybody knows, speed- 
ily crushed; and there was an end of system the 
second. . 3 te 

Of the third—that of the sub-treasury—my histo- 
ry shall not be long; because its life was too short 
for any but the briefest commemoration, ` It had, 
as everybody knows, been opposed by the party in a 
mass on its first introduction in the other House by 
General Gordon, of Virginia. This, however, did 
not hinder its being taken up on the explosion of the 
former pian of finance, Still, it could not be car- 
ried until thrice recommended by President Van 
Buren, with the endorsement of General Jackson. 
Finally it passed; but only went into operation to 
show how hollow it was of all that it was pretended 
to be; how illusive as to all its promised solidity; 
how unreal, except in the dangerous power it pos- 
sessed, and the irresponsibility, the corruption, and 
the peculation to which it gave scope. In a word, 
it lived but Jong enough to draw down a general 
mockery and odium.: 

Such, sir, has been this series of improvements 
in currency and finance, up tothe last, vet unacted 
on—the exchequer project of President Tyler or his 
Cabinet. . 

When, at the last session of Congress, this plan 
was p'aced before you, much discussion arose here 
on the question of its reference. in that discussion 
I took no ‘part, choosing to.reserve myself for an. 
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unbiased. examination .of it in committee. The 
measure, however, in its original form, underwent 
‘inthe Senate so full and so able a discussion, that 
the views- of Senators were disclosed at large, and 
thé objections on all sides thoroughly understood, 
before the reference was finally settled. - When, 
therefore, the subject was placed in the hands of a 
special committee, of which I was made chairman, 
they were possessed of all these objections, and in a 
condition to weigh, and, if possible, to obviate them 
all... With these objections specially in view, the 
bill now before the Senate had been framed and 
amended, and, with such deliberation and solici- 
tude, as led the committee. to trust, not without 
‘some confidence, that they had performed their 
task in such a manner as to steer clear of what- 
ever defects had been detected in the original form 
ofthe measure, 


The first class of objections thus taken related to 
the apprehended influence which the Executive 
might exercise over the institation, chiefly by means 
of his power over its officers as to appointment or 
removal, Upon this power we have placed an ef- 
fectual guard, to the whole extent that the Constitu- 
tion permits. We could not divest the President of 
the right to nominate the three superior officers of 
the exchequer—the commissioners of the board; 
but we haye rendered them, after confirmation by 
the Senate, incapable of being removed, except with 
the concurrence of that body. He may, for physi- 
eal inability, or neglect, or violation of duty, sus- 
pend a commissioner; bnt, unless he show to the 
Senate sufficient cause for the act, the officer is re- 
stored, Such is the entire extent of the executive 
control over the board; and its inferior officers or 
agents are dependent on itself, since they can be 
appointed or removed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury only upon its recommendation, It is easy 
to see that the entire tenure of office is thus, as to the 
President, rendered as independent as possible un- 
der the Constitution. The executive patronage is 
limited to the nomination of the three commission- 
ers, and the execniive control or interference to a 
temporary suspension of the same officers from their 
functions, for specifie causes. 

The second class of objections related to the 
power of dealing in bills of exchange; of which 
the purchase was considered as involving an ille- 
gitimate and dangerous mixture of the credit of 
the Government with the solvency or faith of indi- 
viduals; aslikely to be used for party or personal 
corruption or favoritism; and as very capable of 
leading to fictitious dealings in exchange, for 
fraudulefit purposes, ‘This power, then, the com- 
mittee struck out, asdangerous, not only for these 
reasons, but because, for its discreet and safe exer- 
cise, three things are almost indispensable—indi- 
vidual interest, individual skill, and individual 
vigilance. These cannot be expected to act in a 
public institution as they do in those affairs which 
men conduct on their own account; and the former 


are, therefore, disqualified from the transaction of’ 


such business. 


For all legitimate business of this sort, however, 
the committee have sufficiently provided in another 
way, preserving its benefits, and excluding only its 
risks. They have authorized the exchequer and 
its agencies to sell bills of exchange on itself, and 
to collect them, paying their amount to the de- 
positor only when collected by the agency at the 
place on which drawn. 

By its sale of bills, it will accomplish for indi- 
viduals the legitimate operation of remitting funds, 
and withhold itself only from the illegitimate and 
dangerous one of anticipating them. He who 
wishes to do this, may sull resort, for atemporary 
discount, to a local bank, whose business is this of 
anticipating funds at a distance. Meantime, he 
may collect those funds through the exchequer or 
its agencies. 

The facilities of business, which this system of 
selling and collecting bills of exchange will give, 
will promote the sounder interests of the country, 
not less than would the power to purchase ex- 
change; while, at the same lime, the Government 
willbe kept safe from all loss or hazard. 

The third class of objections re d to the issue 
of treasury notes on the credit of the Government, 
that is, its adding ‘to iis indirect power over the 
monetary circulation of the country, through the 
management of iis revenues, the direct power of 
supplying a currency. ; 

As to any issue, by the exchequer, of any cur- 
rency, as such merely—any credit currency—I 
have been unable to discover any motives for such 
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a thing except two: 1st, in order to anticipate the 
revenues of the Government; 2d, to aid the cur- 
rency of the country by an addition to its circu- 
lating medium. .But of the first of these, the com- 
mittee hold that itis wrong in principie. Its ten- 
dency would be to bring* about excessive issues, 
and to induce a resort. to-these mere expedients, 
rather than toa discharge of its less popular duty 


_ of levying adequate ‘supplies. It will be dispens- 


ing with the most -salutary and certain of all 
checks upon the Government—its inability to raise 
money without the consent of the people through 
their Representatives. In any unusual. emergen- 
cy, where the means in the treasury unexpectedly 
fell short, resort may be had to the authority of 
Congress for the issue of treasury notes, bearing 
interest asaloan, but not sent.out as a currency, 
So much for the first point. As to the second, 
the commitlee regard the purpose as (for the 
reasons already given) unwarrantable, and its at- 
tainment as of most questionable possibility. If 
the existing currency were farbelow the business 
wants of the community, then much of it, as now,* 
would stand upon a more solid basis than any 
mere credit circnlation, although emitted by the 
Government itself; so that the latter would neces- 
sarily be an addition to the depreciated currency, 
an equal partof which it would be almost certain 
to displace and drive out of the circulation, by 
reducing its value still lower; and thus no per- 
manent addition to the circulation could be male 
in this way. A fresh disorder only, and a further 
depreciation, would be produced. 

With the mere fluctuations of the medium of ex- 
change, Government cannot safely interfere, These 
must be left to regulate themselves, through the 
agency of individual sagacity, keeping watch over 
its own interesis. To be safe, it must be jeft to 
its own voluntary power of expansion, as little 
capable of being directed, and as quick and subtle 
to manage itself, as the power of the eye to dilate 
or contract, according to the quantity of light 
which you pour upon it. 

The committee, therefore, have discarded from 
the bill everything like a proposition for a credit 
circulation. They contemplate no addition to the 
currency. The business of discounts they leave to 
the local institutions, as proper only to them; and, 
as according to the ease with which these can 
be obtained will be the varying quantity of money 
which will be poured into the circulation or driven 
back from it, expansion and contraction will be 
left to the instinctive care of private interest. The 
committee, in a word, have not aimed to devise a 
system which shall furnish a complete currency; 
but only at one which shall infuse into that which 
we already possess a new element of sonndness, 
and resorts of convenience which it cannot now 
command, 


They propose, then, that the bills issued shall 
only be for specie deposited, dollar for dollar; the 
amount of such paper in circulation being never 
permitted, in any case, to exceed the specie on hand 
for its redemption. The bills thus issued are 
called specie notes, in contradistinction to treasury 
notes emitted onthe credit of the Government only, 
either as a currency or for the purpose of borrcw- 
ing. é 

These specie noies, issued to the public creditor 
in disbursement out of the actual receipts of the 
revenue, or lo individuals upon deposites in spe- 
cie, will form a currency of the most perfect charac- 
ter, combining the convenience of paper with the 
solidity of coin; so that they will be every where pre- 
ferred to the latier. They wijl neither increase 
nor diminish the currency, but merely give ita new 
activily and a wider uniformity; so that the unaug- 
mented quantity will perform a much greater of- 
fice. They can produce no expansion or contrac- 
tion of the curreney, no inflation, no rise or fall of 
prices, ne expulsion of coin from the circulation, 
such as attends other emissions of paper. 

{t may, however, be urged, thal a circulation 
thus formed can afford no relief, or, at best, a very 
slight one. .I answer, that the capacity of such a 
currency is not to be measnred by its amount, but 
by the peculiar functions (now attainable in no 
other way) which it will perform. i 

Uniʻormity of value in the enrfency is now the 
greatest benefit that can be bestowed upon com- 


merce. In showing, as Ihave already done, that 
the Government cannot safely isste a credit cur- 
rency, I have sufficiently shown that we cannot 
aim at supplying, integrally, the whole amount of 
currency, uniformly valuable, which the country | 
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requires; and that, except upon this plan of adding 
nothing to the circulation, we should only lessen, 
instead of increasing, this quality in the currency. 
The partial but important good to. which we must 
then restrict ourselves, is the supplying, not circus 
lation in thé mass—for that, the variously depreci- 
ated paper of each quarter already affords—but.a 
new and universally current circulation, which. 
may pass alike from sphere to sphere, and from’ 
vortex to vortex of these local circulations, each 
limited to its own locality, and unite them all, It 
is not as to this local purpose of a circulation that 
we are suffering, but tor something that can’ per- 
form the distant offices of interchange. Such must. 
the proposed currency become, entering but little 
into any local circulation, but making itself the ve- 
hicle of distant transactions, from sphere tusphere 
of the local cireulations; to which, of course, in 
amount, it need bear but a very small propor: 
tion. But, asto theamount of the Government dis- 
bursements, or something like it--say twenty or 
twenty five millions of dollars-—may be added the 
equivalents to individual deposites of specie, and 
the sale and collection of bills of exchange, it. will 
be seen that an amount of specie-notes ‘will proba- 
bly be kept afloat quite equal to very imporlant. 
purposes. Emigration, travel, andthe deposite of 
gold and silver by foreigners seeking'to purchase 
lands, would also add considerably to the amount. 

Let it, in this view, be recollected that the aver. 
age circulation of the United States Bank was about 
ten millions of collars; and, until 1829, only about 
six millions; and that its specie was usually equal 
to its circulation. This exchequer, creating a still 
greater confidence, and commanding means as large, 
could surely perform the same general funciions— 
admited to have been so beneficent—as that bank 
could accomplish with only the amount of circula- 
tion which I have mentioned. T% 


I doubt not that, besides all these advantages to 
trade, it must act, in a variety of ways, and espe- 
cially by bringing about speedy and singular settle- 
ments, to keep the banking institutions of the coun» 
try generally sound. Nor can it well fail to restore 
to the circulationa large amount of specie which 
individual distrust of banks has unquestionably 
withdrawn and hoarded. ‘Though it may not (as 
I have said) effect all that the timés have need of, 
but no longer permit, it must clearly accomplish 
much. Astoany defects which it may. have, they” 
can, I think, be none of them of a sort so capital’ 
but that we shall be able to correct them as they 
make themselves felt. 


from what hasbeen said, the principles of the 
bill are sufficiently obvious. Asto the effect on the. 
currency and the exchanges, J cannot so well set it 
forth as by quoting the views on that subject which 
were embodied in my report. They are as fol- 
ows: É 


The committee, on this whole subject, have consulted soma 
of the ablest, most practical, and experienced men; and their 
own views are fully confirmed by the information derived from 
such high sources. They cannot in any way so well illustrate 
this branch of it, and its beneficial effects on the sound local 
banks, together with other advantages, as by briefly embody- 
ing the following views which have thus been communicated 
tothem: 


“A bill drawn by one agency on another, in any remote part 
ofthe United States, will be as good as specie within the com. 
mercial sphere of the emporium where the agency is located at 
which payment is to be made, and may generally be negotiated 
above par by any holder within that sphere, and at arate in 
some Measure proporifoned to his distance from itscommercial 
centre, If, for instance, a merchant in Cincinnati wishes to re- 
mit money to a manufactarer in Connecticut, a bill drawn by 
the agency in Cincinnati, where the depusite is made, on the 
agency in New York, would he worth ene-half per cent, more 
than specie to the payee. 

“Exchanges through the agencies will meet all the exigencies 
ofthe markets. It not unfrequently happens that New Orleang 
is indebted to Ohio for agricultural products; Ohio io New 
York for manufactured goods, domestic or imported; and New 
York to New Orleans for cotton. “Every well-iaformed mer- 
chant in those several sections will be advised of the state ofthe 

AN na merchant wishes to remit te Obio; 
es his specie in the agency at New Orleans, and gets 
the same ofice to accept his own hill of exchange for $1,000, 
> order of his Ohio correspondent, and transmits 
H acct gly, This be above par inthe Obio market, be- 
is a good remittance for New York, where bills on 
leans command a premirm, jtis bonght byan Ohio 
merchant, who r it to New Vork in payment for goods; 
and from New Ye s sent to New Orleans, to pay for tot- 
ton. Upon its arrival, it is presented to the agency where tt 
was secepted, and the specie is ready for itsredempuon. The 
holder, however, not willing to be burdened with the specie, 
will generally prefer the specie-riotes of the agency. Thus 
this £1,000 in specie, afer paying a small premium at the 
agency, will have paid more than its amount in two remote mars 
kets; sent a safe and convenient currency of $1,000 into. the 
channels of commerce, and is stillat rest sustaining this amount 
of circulation. 

“The use of bills of exchange will not be superseded by the. 
specie-noies of the exchequer. The former have always beeg 
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banks when their paper, in.sound credit, hadevery advantage 
owhich this-will possess, of being made such a substitute. This 
proof: from experience. is conclusive. _Oae ground of prefer- 
ence, Which has always been appreciated here and in Europe, 
48, that bills of exchange are more safe than bank n-tes, as 
Ahey offer no temptation to robbery or embézzlement; and, as 
sgeveral may besent of the same tenor and date by different con- 


iyés'in safety.) the risk may easily be reduced almost to an 
impossibility. “Fhe perfect character of these bills of exchange 
from-theit undoubted credit, will generally give them a prefer- 
ence over others. . They will never be protested for want of 
funds, at any. office where they are payable. No embarrass- 
ment can result from the necessity Of wansmitting specie trom 
office'to office. The occasions are very rare (and, 1f this sys- 
tem were in operation, would be still more rare) in which spe- 
cie needs to. be remove’; as for almost every purpose goo:l 
aper is preferred, The paper of one office would generally 
è as good ‘as’ specie in most others. Ha deposite were made 
in Néw York to meet a draft on the officen New Orlevns, this 
laver: office would prefer-the New York payer to coin, in the 
common state of exchanges. When the system has been some 
time in operation, specis will have found its proper places of re- 
pose, and movements of it would seldom be required. Should 
at apprehension be eniertained that the vetirément of specie 
sinto. the agencies, would embarrass the banks, it will be dissi- 
pated hy a liwle reflection upon the operations already de- 
scribed... Those officers are bound to deliver, atthe time ofde- 
posite, an ‘amount, in paper equal to the amount received in 
igpecie, That paper will take the place of the specie which it rep- 
Yewénts,; and the same. portion of it will be deposited by mer- 
chants and others who keep their accounts in banking instiva- 
tions."as of the specie for which it isa substitute. Asit will 
be a light and convenient circulation, it will mingle more with 


the paper. of banks of sound credit in common commercial ‘ope- 


yalions, and consequently be more frequently used in making 
payments upon discounted notes and other indebtedness to 
mioneyed ‘institutiona, than specie now is. When possessed by 
‘abank, it hagall the value of'specie. If means are wanted for 
aiddposite in: an agency, this paper will bereceived of a bavik, 
for. that purpose, as readily as specie. Should gold and silver 
be wanted for exportation, or any other extraordinary demand, 
‘the bank which possesses this paper hes the certain means of 


converting it, at pleasure, into the article required, Every pill of 


exchange payable at these offices will, at ts maturity, restore 
to circulation, either in specie or this sound paper, the amount 
deposited for its procurement. Indeed, it is difficult to foster 
‘a doubt that, in regard to the means of redeeming their own 
emissions, the banks will possess more ample resources than at 
present. ` Tt is true, that the channels of commerce will be 
partially filled with a medium of sound and imperishable credit, 
which will stand the shock of every possible vicissitude, except 
the subversion of the Government. But this will promote the 
‘strength af the banking institutions no lees than the stability of 
the currency. 


“From the establishment of a. national corporation with a 
large specie capital, the banks werc apprehensive of sustain- 
ing injury by the great and sudden withdrawment of the pre- 
‘cfous metals from their possession, Butthe agencies can pro- 
duce no such embarrassment; for their progress will be too 
‘gradual to cause any convulsion; and the immediate restora- 
‘tion to the market ofa medium ofequal amount and value with 
‘that which is withdrawn, will enable those institutions. at any 
time to command the specie which they require. As a just 
price isto be paid for exchanges, it is believed that all the ex- 
penses of conducting the business of the exchequer and its 
agencies. will be defrayed from that source, and probably a 
much jargersum may be realized. The losses of the currency 
by fire, shipwreck, and other casualties, as shown in the expe- 
rience of banks, would not be an incousicerable item of gain. 
„A smali premium (say ahalf or quarter of one per cent.) might 
reasonably be exacted of depositors, if hereaficr deemed neces- 
sary, upon notes issued in exchange forspecie, While this sys- 
tem will furnish the desired means for the collecting, safekeep- 
ing, and disbursementof the public revenue, and at the regui- 
site facilities for exchanges between different sectians of the 
country, as well asereate 2 sound and convenient currency, it is 
exempt from the objectionable features of other modes of elect 
ing, in part-or in whole, the same objects heretofore presented 
for consideration. It authorizes.no banks or other corporations, 
no discounts, no lending on credit in any form whatever, no ex- 
pansion of the currency by public drafis or otherwise, no paper 
money resting on thecradit of the Government, and depending 
on accruing revenues for redemption. Jt confers no extent of 
executive patronage or influence. No officer can be either ap- 
pointed or removed by the President, without the concurrence 
of the Senate, and only for certain specified causes. It confers 
no discretionary powers by which partialities may be indulged 
in behalf of a personal or political favorite. Whoever pre- 
sente his apecié notes, or bills of exchange, at maturity, is em 
tiled to his specie; and whoever presents his specie, is entitled 
to the paper which he selects. The rights of every applicant 
aye defined by law, and his transactions at the agency are of the 
simplest character. The laws of trade, and pot any superin- 
tending board or public agent, decide the amount of deposites, 
bills of exchange, and paper currency. The wants and means 
of individuals composing the community will best regulate the 
proportions of paper and specie, in the absence of all artificial 
résfraint and supervision of the Government.” 

Shall we, then, Mr. President, adopt this meas- 
ure with the- modifications I have proposed; or 
shall we, in spite of the cries which appeal tous 
on all sides--the terrible and wide-spread distress 
that reigns Over the whole country—the alarming 
paralysis of all industry and trade—the frightful 
sacrifices of property that are happening every- 
where, and all the appalling difficulties that have 
frozen up the courage and the hopes of the country 
tò its very heart, calmly sit-down, dismiss aii 
thought of attempting a remedy, shut our eyes, stop 
our ears, and determine to do nothing? Do noth- 
ing, did. 1 say? Do nothing, whilst the country is 
bleeding at every pore for want of action here? Do 
nothing, whilst our commerce is languishing, our 


‘manufacturing and mechanic interests paralyzed, 


preferred, and were extensively used under the two national ` 


iveyances, (id-which case, no joss will be sustained if any one ' 


our agricultural products. rotting on our hands for 
want ofa market! Do nothing, whilst an agoniz- 
ing and distracted people are looking to us for re- 
lief! .Do nothing, whilst the cries of helpless wo- 
menand children, with starvation before them, are 
borne to'us on every breeze! Do nothing, because 
the time has gone by for the adoption of one favor- 
rite measure, and because the time has not arrived 
for the adoption ofanother! Do nothing—yes, Mr. 
President, do nothing, whilst the country is sacri- 
ficed between the conflicting interests of contending 
parties! Sir, I need add no more. During the 
Jast ten’ years, since I have been honored witha 
seat in this body, Ihave endeavored, faithfully, fear- 
lessly, and conscientiously, to discharge my duty, 
without regard to consequences, personal or politi- 
cal. I shall continue so to discharge it; and, with- 
out intending the remotest reflection on the motives 
and conduct of others, I shal] always feel a proud 
consciousness, in tbe introduction of this bill, and 
in advocating its passage, of having done my duty 
to myself, to my constituents, and to the country. 


SPEECH OF MR. RIVES, 


OF VIRGINIA. 


In Senate of the United States, March 2d, 1843— On 
the bill for carrying into effect. the treaty with 
Great Britain. 


The bill for carrying into effect the treaty with 
Great Britain being under consideration, Mr. Au- 
LEN of Ohio moved to amend the sixth seetion ofthe 
bill, which ‘empowers the President, in execution 
of the eighth article of the treaty, to apply so much 
of the naval appropriations as may be necessary 
therefor, to the preparation, equipment, and main- 
tenance of the naval force therein stipulated to be 
employed .on the coast of Africa by the United 
States,” by adding a proviso, that the sum so ap- 
plied shall notexceed $240,000. The question be- 
ing upon Mr. Annen’s amendment— 

Mr. RIVES rose and said, that if the trea'y be 
executed at all, it ought not tobe executed by halves. 
Ile was in favor of a full, exact, and faithful com- 
pliance with the stipulations of the treaty on our 
part, till there had been some overt act of contra- 
vention to it on the part of Great Britain, which 
he had seen no sutlicient reason to apprehend. It 
is in this way only that the national faith and honor 
can be preserved intact, and that the other party 
will be left without excuse, if there should be any 
disposition on its part not to act fully up to the 
spirit and intention of the arrangement. The 
sum limited by the amendment of the honorable 
Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Auuen,}] was obvious- 
ly, and even glaringly, inadequate to the support 
of a squadron of eighty guns, with its proper 
complement of men and officers, on the coast of 
Africa; and considering it, therefore, equivalent to 
a negative on the full execution of the treaty, he 
should unhesitatingly vote against it 

Nor (said Mr. Rives) can I concur in the sugges- 
tion of my honorable colleague, [Mr. Arcuer,] that 
the whole of the sixth section of. the biil might, 
without impropriety, be stricken out, On the con- 
trary, I see in it, with pleasure, a seasonable recog- 
nition of the docirine successfully maintained, after 
an arduous conflict, by the Republican party on 
two memorable occasions—Jay’s treaty in 1795, 
and the commercial convention with Great Brit- 
ain in 1815—a doctrine which I believe to em- 
body the true reading of the Constitution, and 
which establishes the principle, that, in regard 
to all matters submitted by the terms of the 
Constitution to the action cf Congress, (as in this 
instance, the power to provide and maintain a 
naval force,) the stipulations of a treaty must 
depend for their execution on the free and re- 
sponsible co-operation of the legislative department. 
This, too, is in conformity to the British practice. 
On a recent and analogous occasion in that coun- 
try, the slave-trade conventions of 1831 and 1833 
with France, after having been duly ratified by the 
treaty-making power, were formally enacted into 
law, word for word, by the authority of Parliament, 
and clothed with all the specialities of a British 
statute. Surely, in our popular representative 
tem, there ought not to be less a constitutional bal- 
ance and control, in the bands of the legislative de- 
partment, to the treaty-making power. 

The principle recognised by the sixth section of 
this bill acquires an additional hold upon our atten- 
tion, in the present instance, from the consideration 
that if, unfortunately, there shall hereafter arise 
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any serious practical disagreement between the two 
Governments respecting the true intent and mean- 
ing of the arrangement which has been entered 
into, it may become the solemn duty of Congress to 
interpose its high remedial powers, as it did in, the 
memorable example of 1798, in our relations. with 
France, for the purpose of puiting an end to stipula- 
tions which have not been reciprocally observed by 
the other contracting party, in their true spirit, and 
fair and obvious import. : 

I repeat, Mr. President, that 1 do not, and will 
not, anticipate the occurrence of any such disagree- 
ment, until much more substantial grounds for the 
apprehension than any which have yet appeared 
shall disclose themselves. When Sir Robert Peel, 
in the speech which was commented upon here a 
few days ago, says that the British Government, by 
the treaty of Washington, had not abandoned or 
renounced the docirine of the right of visitation, 
as Jaid down in Lord Aberdeen’s letters, I. can 
readily comprehend the declaration. It was not the 
purpose of that arrangement to adjust a creed, or 


_ establish a code of abstract principles, No abandon- 


ment or renunciation was asked from Great Britain 
of any doctrine or principle she maintained in re- 
gard to the alleged right of visitation, It was sufi- 
cient that we wholly denied the existence of any 
such right; and that we had, in the most solemn 
form, through the highest organ of our interna- 
tional relations, proclaimed that denial to England. 
and the world. The rights we claimed were to be 
held, not. by the concession or acknowledgment of 
any other power, but by our own confidence: in 
their justice, and by our determination to. maintain 
them. 

But there were practical evils admitted by 
both Governments, which required a practical 
remedy. ‘The flag of the United. States had 
been extensively abused on the coast of Afri- 
ca, by the slave-dealers of nations which had 
granted to Great. Britain the right of search 
for the suppression of the slave-trade, to cover the 
iniquitous traffic inwhich they wereengaged. The 
cruisers of Great Britain, in the execution of this 
right of search, conceded to them by certain pow- 
ers of Europe and America, and pursuing what 
they alleged to believe were, in reality, Spanish, 
Portuguese, or Brazilian vessels, which sought to 
disguise ‘themselves by fraudulently hoisting ‘the 
flag of the United States, had, in many instances, 
visited and detained bona fide merchant vessels. of 
the United States, and subjected them to interrup- 
tions, more or less injurious, in the prosecution of 
their voyages ‘These interruptions and detentions 
of the vessels of the United States became (as, of 
rigbt, they oughtto have become) the subject of 
spirited remonstrance and demand for redress upon 
the British Government; and were engendering a 
serious degree of irritation and dissatisfaction in 
the relations of the two countries. The Govern- 
ment of Great Britain constantly alleged, in exten- 
uation or excuse of these cases—which were, from 
time to time, brought to its notice—the fact (ad- 
mitted by our minister) that the flag of the United 
States had been “grossly abused” by the vessels of 
other nations, to cover their criminal and unlawful 
pursuits. They further declared (what, indeed, it 
was difficult to gainsay) that, unless effectual meas- 
ures of some sort were taken. to prevent this abuse, 
the flag of the United States would become the 
shelter under which the malefactors ‘of all nations 
would prosecute, with impunity, a traffic which 
the laws of the United States were the first to de- 
nounce as infamous, and to pursue with the sever- 
est penalties. 

The Government of the United States felt that, 
whatever measures were necessary to protect the 
national flag from abuse, either by our own citizens 
or by the subjects of foreign powers, the adoption 
and the execution of those measures belonged to 
the United States themselves. lt was inconsistent 
with the principles which they had invariably held 
in regard to the mutual independence and equality 
of all nations.on the ocean, as well as with their 
own jealous sense of national dignity, to confide 
the supervision of their flag, in any .case, to ‘the 
cruisers of another power, To remove from 
themselves, theretore, all possible reproach of even 
a negative connivance at the abuse of their flag 
by the vessels of other nations, and at the same 
time to take away from British cruisers all pretext 


. for interference with the American flag on ‘the 


ground of such suspected abuse,—while they gave 
to the world the most unequivocal pledge of their 
sincerity, and determination to aid in all proper 
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` measüres. for the final extinction of the African 
Slave-trade, the United States proposed, in concur- 
-Fence ‘with the British Government, the employ- 
meni by the two countries of “independent” squad- 
rons, of “sufficient and adequate” force, to cruise 
‘onthe coast of Africa, and “to enforce, separately 
and respectively, the laws, rights, and obligations of 
each of the two, countries for the suppression of the 
‘slave-trade.”” The distinctive and avowed princi- 
> ple of the arrangement, on its face, was the sepa- 
rate and independent action of the naval force of 
the two countries; and was obviously intended 
to supersede, in practice, so far as its operation ex- 
tended, any visitation of the flag of. the one power 
by the cruisers of the other. 
© That the legitimate and bona fide effect of the 
arrangement, within the sphere and for the time 
of its-operation, is to put an cnd, in faci, to those 
-visitations and detentions of the American flag 
on the coast of Africa, which had been the sub- 
ject of complaint and discussion between the two 
-Governmenis, whatever arguments or pretensions 
may still be urged by the British Government on 
the abstract question of the alleged right in gene- 
ral, is placed beyond all controversy by a recur- 
rence to the correspondence between the repre- 
sentatives of the two Governments in London, 
which preceded the negotiation, and furnishes the 
true key tothe interpretation of this arrangement. 
-It was, as I have already stated, the extensive and 
admitted abuse of the flag of the United States by 
the vessels of other nations, which sought, by 
fraudulently assuming it, to protect the guilty 
traffic in which they were engaged from detec- 
tion and arrest, that the British Government con- 
stantly put forward to excuse or justify the visita- 
tion of American vessels by their cruisers. Lord 


Aberdeen, in his letter of 13th October, 1841, to 


Mr. Stevenson, says: 


“The confession of Mr. Stevenson, that the trade 
is extensively carried on ander the fraudulent use 
of the American flag, does, in truth, justify the 
whole claim put forward by the British Govern- 
ment. It constitutes that reasonable ground of sus- 
picion which the law of nations requires in such 
acase, The admitted fact of this abuse creates the 
right of inquiry.” 

Now, when effectual measures have been taken 
bythe United States to prevent this abuse of their 
flag, by the employment of an adequate squadron 
of their naval force on the coast of Africa for the 
purpose--measures which have received the solemn 
and deliberate concurrence of the Bgitish Govern- 
ment, with an express recognition of their “sufli- 
ciency” by the terms of the treaty, and after “con- 
sultation with the British negotiator” (asthe Presi- 
dent informs us in his late message to the House of 
Representatives) “as to the quantum of force ne~ 
.cessary tobe employed in order to obtain the ob- 
ject in view”——such measures, the “adequacy and 
sufficiency” of which are admitted by the British 
Government itself, are taken by the United States 
to prevent the abuse of their flag, the logical and 
necessary consequence, even upon their own prin- 
‘ciples, is, thatthe visitation or detention of Ameri- 
can vessels, which they have attempted to. justify 
or excuse only by the fact of that abuse, must cease 
with it. Itis, says Lord Aberdeen, “the admitted 
fact of this abuse which creates the right of inquiry.” 
But when effectual provision is made to prevent 
and guard against this abuse, by an arrangementto 
which Great Britain is herself a party, the right 
of inquiry, or visitation, which was built upon the 
hypothesis of that abuse, must, to that extent at 
Jeast, cease toexist. It requires no express agree- 
ment, under these circumstances, to create the ob- 
ligation of abstaining from the visitations and de- 
tentions of the American flag, which had been 
complained of. In such a case, res ipse loquitur. 
The transaction explains, and carries its meaning 
and obligation on its face. 

|. Any renewal, under such circumstances, of the 
vexations to whichthe American flag had been 
subjected on the coast of Africa, would be in di- 
rect contravention of what was universally under- 
-stood here, upon the spot of the negotiation, to be 
the practical effect of the arrangement. It could 
not failto give rise to the gravest possible question 
jn the relations of the twocountries. I cannot,and 
will not, believe that there is any such design on 
the part of the British Government. When it is 
recollected what honorable and emphatic language 
was employed, but two or three years ago, on,this 
same subject, by that remarkable man—the master- 
spirit of his country--whose firm and steady hand 
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now guides the course of her.public councils, the 
highest personal pledge is superadded to the most 
solemn national guaranty. I allude, of course, to 
the Duke of Wellington. In- 1839, when a bill for 
the. more effectual suppression ofthe slave-trade 
was brought forward in the House of Lords, by the 
administration of Lord Melbourne, to indemnify 
officers of the British navy for visiting and detaining 
any foreign’ vessels on the high seas; on suspicion, 
and examining their papers, the Duke of Welling- 
ton protested against it with all the honest energies 
of his bigh intellect and character. . If his speeches 
on the occasion have not been incorrectly reported, 
he denounced it as a novelty in the legislation of 
the country, and in the practice of nations. Head- 
monished their lordships that there was “one great 
nation, at least—the United States of America”~~ 
who would not submit to it; that, if there was one 
point more to be avoided than another, it was that 
relating tothe visitation of vessels belonging to 
the American Union; and, finally, he warned. the 
Government not to proceed with their bill, bat 
“rather to issue an order in council, or a declaration 
of war? 

While I feel , therefore, (said Mr. R.,) every as- 
surance which can be inspired by the faith of a 
solemn international transaction, and by declar- 
tions of the most imposing weight in the public 
councils of Great Britain, that there will be no at- 
tempt to renew in practice, under existing circum- 
stances, the visitation of the American flag on the 
coast of Afriea; yet it cannot be denied that the ab- 
stract doctrines recently put forth by the British 
Government in regard to an alleged right of visita- 
tion, are well calculated to arouse the timely al- 
tention of the United States and the other maritime 
powers of the world. 


I know, Mr. President, how precious every mo- 


‘f ment:of the time of the Senate is, on this the last day 


but one of the session. I do not mean, therefore, 
to enter into any systematic discussion of this grave 
and mostimportant question, But, being compelled 
to differ, in an essential respect, from a docu- 
ment of very high authority, (I allude to the mes- 
sage of the President to the House of Representa- 
tives on the 27th ult.,) and deeming it of very great 
moment, if an error should have been inadvertent- 
ly committed in that exposition of the doctrines of 
maritime law, as supposed to be contended for by 
the United States, that itshould not go forth to the 
world with the presumed concurrence of the other 
branches of the Government—which would natural- 
ly be inferred, if no dissent were expressed in 
either House of the National Legislature;—the Sen- 
ate, lam sure, will bear with me, even at this late 
hour, while I state, as briefly asthe nature of the 
subject will admit, the principles which I conceive 
to have been heretofore invariably maintained, 
with the justest reason, by the Government of the 
United States, 


It is of the utmost importance that there should 
be no misconception or uncertainty as to the posi- 
tion the United States occupy on these vital ques- 
tions, affecting the general freedom of the seas. 
Providence seems to have cast upon us, in an es- 
pecial manner, the responsibility and the honor of be- 
ing the standard-bearer in this great cause. "While 
the attempts made, from time to time, by other na- 
tions tosustain it, have given way tothe seductions of 
temporary expediency, or been crushed by the force 
of powerful combinations, the United States alone, 
through every vicissitude of fortune, and often with 
fearful odds against them, have stood forth the 
steady and unwavering champions of the immuni- 
ty and independence of flags upon the ocean. 
The efforts and writings of our great statesmen in 
this cause—of Jefferson, Madison, and Monroe-- 
no less than the brilliant deeds of our warriors, in 
the same glorious struggle, are among the proudest 
i}lustrations of our past history. We must be cau- 
tious, therefore, to surrender nothing which has 
been thus dearly and nobly won. 

‘The message of the President to the House of 
Representatives, while denying the right of Great 
Britain to exercise a general police over the flags 
of independent nations, yet asserts that if the vessel 
of another nation—of the United States, for ex- 
ample—be suspected of piracy upon what. shall 
seem probable cause, the seizure and detention of 
such a vessel bya British cruiser, though the sus- 
picion turn out erroneous, would give rise to neither 
public responsibility, nor any claim of indemnity 
to the owner. “The right, under such circum- 
stances,” says the message, “not only to visit and 
detain, but to search a chip, isa perfect right, and 
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involves neither responsibility nor indemnity.” Now, 
Mr. President, I must say, with all respect, that 
this doctrine of the message seems to me not to 
have been very well considered, and cannot be 
easily reconciled with those impregnable. princi- 
ples of public law, upon which we have heretofore 
stood againstthe world in arms. I had supposed, 
that if any principle of the maritime code had been 
triamphantly vindicated and upheld by the labor of 
American statesmen, it was this:—that,in time of 
peace, there is ne right, in any case, on the part of 
a foreign cruiser, to interrupt or detain the vessels 
of another nation upon the high seas; that a. vessel 
of a nation on the high seas, in time of peace, par- 
takes of the inviolability of her territory; and that 
any entry on board such vessel, without consent, 
is, in the eye ofthe law,a trespass. If a vessel, 
under the circumstances supposed in the message, 
be saspected of being a pirate, a foreign cruiser 
may, upon her responsibility, stop and examine 
her; but she does so at her peril. If the suspected 
vessel be in reality a pirate, no harm will have been 
done; but if, on the other hand, she prove to be abona 
fide vessel of the nation whose flag she bears, a 
trespass will have been committed, involving both 
responsibility and indemnity, according to the cir- 
cumstances of the case. ; : 

It would not be difficult to show that these prin- 
ciples have, in other times—and those, too, not dis- 
tinguished by any peculiar favor shown to -the 
maritime rights of other nations—been recognised 
in the fullest manner by the highest British authori- 
tics. In a well known case brought before him as 
judge, the celebrated Sir William Scott (afterwards 
Lod Stowell) emphatically declared that “he could 
find no authority that gives the right of interruption 
to the navigation of States upon the high seas, ex- 
cept that which the right of war gives to belligerents 
against neutrals.” But the whole doctrine upon 
this subject has been stated in so lucid and compre- 
hensive a manner, and with such self-evident rea« 
son, ina despatch of Mr. Monroe, while Secre- 
tary of State under the administration of Mr. Mad- 
ison, that I cannot forbear to quote here what was 
said by the American Government, with so much 
weight of authority, on that occasion. In the in- 
structions to our plenipotentiaries for treating of 
peace with Great Britain, dated the 15th April, 
1813, the American docirine—the matured and care- 
fully considered result of our long di-cussions 
with that power on the subject of maritime rights— 
was thus clearly and deliberately summed up: 

“That the vessels of a nation are considered a 
part of its territory, with the exception of the bel- 
ligerent right only, isa principle too well estab- 
lished to be brought into discussion, Each State 
has exclusive jurisdiction over its own vessels. Its 
laws govern in them; and offences against those 
laws are punishable by its tribunals only. The flag 
of a nation protects everything sailing under tt in 
time of peace; and in time of war likewise, with the 
exception of the belligerent rights growing out of 
the war. An entry on board the vessels, of one 
power by the cruisers of another, in any other case, 
or the exercise of any other authority over them, is 
a violation of right, and an act of hostility.” 


It is incumbent upon us to maintain this princi- 
ple of the law of nations inflexibly, and in its un- 
diminished integrity. ‘The inviolability ofthe deck 
of an American vessel on the high seas, under all 
circumstances, in time of peace; and in time of war, 
with those limited exceptions only which are estab- 
lished by the acknowledged laws of war as affect- 
ing neutrals—is a doctrine indissolubly connected 
with our national honor and security. To admit 
a right of entry on board an American vessel on 
the high seas, in any case, in time of peace, is to 
surrender the principle, and to open a door for the 
most dangerous abuses. 


On this subject, we may learn usefal lessons 
from the history of the past. In our long and bit- 
ter controversy with Great Britain respecting im- 
pressment, unable to find any principle .of the law 
of nations which gave ber the right to enter on 
board American vessels in quest of Britishseamen, 
she defended the practice under cover of a right 
of entry acknowledged to exist in time of war, for 
a wholly different object. She said that, by the ac- 
knowledged rules of international law, we havea 
right to board and search neutral vessels in time of 
war, for contraband and enemies’ property; and be- 
ing, in the exercise of this unquestioned right, law- 
fully on board an American vessel, if we find Brit- 
ish seamen there, we may lawfully. impress. and 
carry them away; though we had no right, in the 
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~ first instance, to go on board for such an object. 
This wasthe British argument, in justification of 
the impressment of seamen on board American ves- 
sels, gravely put forth to the world in the memora- 
ble declaration of the Prince Regent of the 9th of 
January, 1813. a 


‘Now,’ Mr. President, if, contrary to the. whole 
current of doctrine and authorily by which we have 
been heretofore guided on this subject. of maritime 
rights, we yield a right of entry into an American 
vessel in time of peace, in any case, upon the pléa 
of suspected piracy, or any other,—do we not afford 
a cover, under which Great Britain, if her pride or 
policy should dictate, may be emboldened to renew 
her claim.of impressment, even in a time of gen- 
eral peace? She might well say (afer the formula 
of the Prince Regent’s declaration) that, being 
rightfully on board, upon suspicion of piracy, by your 
own admission, and finding there those we claim to 
be our seamen, we will impress them, in the name 
and by. virtue of that natural allegiance which our 
laws declare to be permanent and unchangeable, 
and which is due in peace as well as war.* 

Of all the pretexts for the violation of our flag, 
the loosest, and most susceptible of abuse in prac- 
tice, would be the plea of suspected. piracy. What 
are the external indicia of a pirate? A low, long, 
black-looking vessel, we are told; and, under this 
description, every Baltimore schooner would be 
subject to. be boarded and overhauled. What, in 
the modern use of language, constitutes piracy 
itself? In the plastic hands of diplomacy or power, 
nothing is susceptible of a greater variety of Pro- 
tæan shapes. We cannot have forgotten that, in a 
solemn official communication which the late Brit- 
ish Principal Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
Chord Palmerston} caused to be addressed to this 

overnment, in justification of the destruction of 
the Caroline within the limits of our territory, the 
citizens of the United Siates who took part with the 
inhabitants of Canada in the late insurrection in that 
province were gravely characterized as “Ameri- 
can pivates;” and an elaborate argument from Mr. 
Webster was necessary to prove that this applica- 
tion of the term was nol proper. In the discussions 
which took place between the same minister and 
our ‘representative in London, on this very subject 
of the right of visit, he habitually denominated 
vessels supposed to be engaged in the slave-trade, 
as “slave-trading piretes;” and he repeatedly and 
emphati¢ally appealed to the denunciation of the 
trade as piracy by the Jaws of the United States. 
Itis.easy to foresee, therefore, how, under an ad- 
mitted right of visit, and search also, according to 
the message, upon suspicion of piracy, with a little 
of the dexterity and boldness of diplomacy in the 
use of language, the whole of our growing and 
Important. commerce on the coast of Africa might 
be driven from those seas by insupportable vex- 
ations, 

The only security to the rights of American 
navigation on the ocean, and forthe honor of our 
flag; is to adhere inflexibly to the doctrine which 
was maintained by our fathers, and which has been 
delivered. down to us from the great oracles of 
public law in Europe and America—that, in time 
of peace, there is no right, in any case whatever, 
on the part of a foreign cruiser, to enter and detain, 
on the high seas, (whether under the name of visit 
orsearch,) a vessel which bears our national flag; 
by which, of course, is meant the legitimate and 
bona fide flag of the United States. In the British 
discussions of this doctrine, it has been very un- 
fairly argued, as if we claimed some mysterious 
virtue for the mere outward ensign--“the piece of 
bunting,” as Lord Palmerston permitted himself to 
callit, “with the United States emblems and colors 
upon it;” and that any vessel engaged in the slave- 
trade could protect herself from search by merely 
hoisting one of these pieces of bunting; and that 
thus British vessels, engaged in a violation of the 
laws of their own country—Portuguese, Spanish, 
and Brazilian slave-traders, expressly subjected to 
search by the treaty stipulations of their respective 
Governments—and notorious piratical outlaws— 
would all be enabled, by this fraudulent disguise, 


* The language of Admiral Sir Crarles Napier, in the House 
of Commons, on the 2d of February last, when the subject of 
the American treaty was under discussion, may serve as an ad- 
monition of the necessity. of looking to what u ay seem to be 
even remote consequences, in the treatment of these delicate 
questions of. maritime law. In the London Times of the 3d 
ult, he is repored to have said, while strongly condemning the 
wreatyythat, “Lord. Ashburton ought to have stated to the Gov- 
emment of the United States that we would never depart from 
the right of taking British seamen out of American ships.” 
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to pass on with security, before the eyes ofa British 
squadron, -- Now, Mr. President, it is hardly ne- 
cessary for me to say that all this is purely gratni- 
tious. The immunity we claim is for bona fide 
American vessels, entitled to carry the flag of their 
country. We admit, in the most unqualified man- 
her, the right of British cruisers to visit, detain, 
and search their own vessels, Portuguese, Spanish, 
and. Brazilian vessels, and piratical outlaws, even 
though any of them may have fraudulently as- 
sumed the colors of the United States. But, to render 
the act lawful, the vessels thus detained and search- 
ed must be truly what they are suspected to be—to 
wit, British, Spanish, Portuguese, Brazilian, pirati- 
cal—and not bona fide American vessels. li is 
an acknowledged maxim of universal law, that 
every party, while exercising his own rights, mnst 
take care not to violate the rights of others—Sic 


utere tuo, ub non alienum ledas. 


Our lale able and distinguished minister in 
France (General Cass)--who, ata critical moment 
for the honor and safety of his country, and witha 
promptitude and success which give him lasting 
claims upon the gratitude of the nation, came for- 
ward to vindicate the principles of our American 


; doctrine in the eyes.of Europe, and especially of 


our ancient and chivalrous ally—-has furnished, in 
his admirable exposition on that occasion, an illus- 
tration of the subject, from the transactions of civil 
life, which cannot fail to carry conviction to every 
mind. He comparesthesituatioa of a British erui- 
ser, claiming and acknowledged to possess the 
right to visit and detain British, Portuguese, Span- 
ish, and Brazilian vessels on the high seas, to that 
ofa ministerial officer of justice, under the muni- 
cipal law, who has a writ or warrant of apprehen- 
ed against a particular individual. His lawful 
authority is to arrest A; but he suspects B to be A 
in disguise. This suspicion gives him no right to 
arrest B; buthe may do so, at his risk. Ifthe per- 
son apprehended ttirns out to be A, the act is justi- 
fied by the event; but if, onthe other hand, he be 
truly B, then a trespass has been committed, and 
an action of false. imprisonment lies against the 
officer. In this action, the damages, it is true, may 
be materially reduced and mitigated by the consid- 
eration of strong cirenmstances of suspicion in re- 
gard to the identity. of B, and the litle actual injury 
he may have sustained; but, in every case, the in- 
violability of the personal liberty of the citizen is 
maintained, and vindicated as an inexorable princi- 
ple of the Jaw. In like manner, we can never ad- 
mit as amatter of vight, (however circumstances, 
in rare and extraordinary cases, might be allowed 
to mitigate or extenuate the trespass,) the claim of 
the British Government to visit and detain Ameri- 
ean vessels on the high seas, in time of peace, be- 
cause they may be suspected of being British, or 
other. vessels lawfully subject to search, andseeking 
to screen themselves by hoisting American colors. 
If British cruisers, under such circumstances, visit 
and detain vessels which turn out to be bona fide 
American vessels, they do it, necessarily, at their 
risk, and without right. 

ft is curious and instructive to trace the succes- 
sive phases ander which this claim has been, at 
different times, presented by the British Govern- 
ment. It was first brought forward by Lord Pal- 
merston, in his letter to Mr. Stevenson of the 27th 
August, 1841. It was then claimed as “a right to 
see, by an examination of papers, that the vessel 
bearing the flag of the United States was provided 
with papers entiting her to wear that flag, and 
proving her to be United States property, and nari- 
gated according lo law;” and it was te be exercised 
generally. under “circumstances which justify a 
suspicion that such vessels are engaged in the 
slave-trade.”. The annunciation of the claim was 
met by our minister (Mr. Stevenson) with an ener- 
gy and decision, and a ready ability, which do him 
much honor, A change of administration having 
occurred, the subject passed into the hands of Lord 
Aberdeen. While re-asserting the British claim, 
he did so in far more limited and cautious terms. 
In his letter to Mr. Stevenson of 13th October, 
1841, he described it as a right to “ascertain, by 
visit and inquiry, the nationality,” simply, “ofthe 
vessel;” and limited it to cases of “the most grave 
suspicion and well-founded doubts of the genuine- 
ness of its character.” "The claim, as yet, wa 
qualified by any admission of the obligation of in- 
demnity, in case of mistake. At length came the 
Jetler of Lord Aberdeen to Mr. Everett, of the 20th 
December, 1841, in which his Lordship states ihat 
“jf, in spite of the utmost caution, an error should 


be committed, and any American vessel .should 
suffer loss and injury, it would be followed by. 
prompt and ample reparation.” Here, itis readily 
admitted, is an important modification of the ground 
originally assumed. But, in the same letter; the 
right is stijl asserted, in absolute'terms; to visit‘and 
detain American vessels on the high seas, when 
their nationality is suspected, in order to ascertain, 
by their papers or “other proofs,” the genuineness 
of their character; and we are now, it seems, for- 
mally apprized, through a despatch of Lord Aber- 
deen to Mr. Fox, that this alleged right continues 
to be maintained by the British Government, and 
will not be abandoned. To this there is but one 
answer,—that the right claimed is still denied by 
the United States, and will never be admitted ‘or 
acquiesced in; and I trust, sir, when the official 
answer shall go from this: Government, due care 
will be taken to guard against any inferences, to 
the prejudice of those doctrines of maritime law 
which we have hitherto invariably maintained, 
from any hurried or inadvertent expressions in the 
recent message to the House of Representatives. 

The people of this country, Mr. President, will 
never admit the claim of Great Britain, orany other 
power, as a matter of right, to stop and examine 
their vessels on the high seas, in time of peace, in 
any case, or under any pretext whatever. They 
cannot be reconciled to a demand, thus imperious in 
its character and dangerousin its consequences, 
by the promise of reparation and indemnity in case 
of mistake and consequential injury. ‘They have 
not forgotten that a similar inducement was held 
out to a recognition of the odious claim of impress- 
ment, and how that proposition was answered by 
their Government. Mr. Monroe, as Secretary of 
State, was instructed to communicate the views 
of the American Government upon it, in the fol- 
lowing terms, to our plenipotentiaries for treating: 
of peace: R ; ; 

“It has been suggested, as an expedient for the 
adjustment of this controversy, that British cruisers 
should have a right to search our vessels for Brit- 
ish seamen; but that the commanders thereof should 
be subjected to penalties in case they made mis- 
takes, and took from them American citizens. By 
this, the British Government would acquire the 
right of search for seamen, with that of impressing 
from our vessels the subjects of all other powers, 
Jt will not escape your attention, that, by admitting 
the right in any case, we give up the principle, and 
leave the door open to every kind of abuse. The 
same objection isapplicable to any and every other 
arrangement which withholds the respect due to our 
flag, by not allowing it to protect the crew sailing 
under it.” : 

The same considerations are. equally conclusive 
against the admission of a right on the part-of 
British cruisers, in any case, and under any prom- 
ise of contingent indemnity, to board and detain 
American vessels, whose nationality may be ques- 
tioned, in time of peace. I can hardly persuade 
myself that the British Government has yet real- 
ized to itself the starling magnitude of this new 
claim of maritime police. If they have the right to 
ascertain, by visit and examination, the genuine- 
ness of every flag which their cruisers may en- 
counter on the high seas, do they not, in effect, 
revive and extend to the. whole ocean the obsolete 
claim of sovereignty and dominion which they for- 
merly asserted within the narrow sea surrounding 
their own island. Every vight has, too, its corres- 
ponding remedies. if. British eruisers have the 
right to visit and detain all flags they meet on the 
ocean, to satisfy themselves, by personal examina- 
tion, of their genuineness,—they might enforce that 
right, in caseofany attempt to resist or evade it onthe 
part of the. vessels sought to be visited, by the sum- 
mary naval remedies of capture and confiscation. 
This is the settled maritime law, in regard to the 
right of search of neutral vessels in time 
of war. If a neutral vessel attempt to resist 
or escape from the exercise of the. right of search, 
she, by that fact alone, subjects herself to. capture 
and ecndemnation as lawful prize. The same 
consequence would analogically attend the right of 
visit claimed by Great Britain in time of peace, if 
it exist (as she contends it does) under the law of 
nations; and a vessél on the high seas, conscious.of 
the integrity of its flag, and unwilling to submit 
io the indignity and vexation of an inquisitorial 
visit from a British cruiser, might find herself 
punished for her contumacy, by a speedy. capture, 
followed by a sentence of condemnation. in a 


‘British admiralty court. ~ i 
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:The wise and enlightened statesmen of England 
cannot but feel tbat an innovation like this upon 
the established la w of nations, in this, the nineteenth 
century—involving, as its natural corollary, conse- 
quences so startling—would, by a necessary in- 
stinet of self-preservation, unite-al] the other 
maritime powers of the world in one firm con- 
federacy against them, for the protection of their 
common. rights. {trust in the influence of reflec- 
tions. such as these, joined to that sober spirit of 
practical moderation which has thus far favorably 
distinguished the present public councils of Great 
Britain, to insure the continuance of general-peace. 
In the maintenance of peace and harmony between 
England and America, there are so many recipro- 
eal. interests of the highest importance involved, 
commercial, moral, and political, that nothing can 
be wanted bul a calm and collected temper on the 
part of the constituted authorities of both countries, 
unmoved by those general denunciations on the 
one side and the other—which are, unfortunately, 
but too well fitted to inflame national animosities— 
to bring to a safe and satisfactory termination every 
remaining question between them. 


SPEECH OF MR. MILLER, 
OF New JERSEY. 

In Senale, February 17, 1843—On the bill to re- 
store to General. Jackson the fine imposed upon 
him by the district court of the United States in 
Louisiana. 


. Mr. Passent: The professed object of this bill 
is to refund to General Jackson a fine of $1,000, 
imposed upon him by the district court of the 
United States in Louisiana, on the 3Ist day of 
March, 1815, for certain contempts committed by 
him against that court. 

Although this be the humble design of the bill— 
the mere settlement of a privale claim—there has 
been thrown around it an unusual degree of inter- 
est and feeling. It has been magnified into a pub- 
lic measure, and is pressed upon our consideration 
as ifit were a great national concern. The politi- 
cal parties of the day are taking sides upon this 
measure; politicians are making a hobby of it; State 
Legislatures have passed resolutions instructing 
their Senators to vote for the bill; and even the 
President of the United States has deemed it his 
duty to bring this matter before Congress, under 
that clause of the Constitution which authorizes 
him to give information of the state of the Union. 
Thus, sir, has this private bill been withdrawn 
from the great vortex of neglected claims, and 
magnified into a public measure, and glorified 
into an affair that concerns the state of the Union. 

The urgency with which this matter is: pressed, 
is not very complimentary to our sense of equal 
rights. ‘There are many poor claimants, who, for 
years past, have been urging Congress to decide 
upon their claims, and who have gone down to 
their graves bankrupt through our inaction; yel no 
sooner is this claim presented, than our Justice tears 
the bandage from her eyes; and, beholding the hero 
of New Orleans, thrusts aside every other claim, 
and proceeds, with timid and nervous haste, tocom- 
ply with his demand. sat 
< <The notoriety which has been given to this claim, 
the various and powerful collateral influences 
which bave been brought to its aid, induce me to 
pause and examine more carefully the merits of 
this bill. 

Neither the political infinence nor the military re- 
nown which surround the character of the distin- 
guished applicant, shall induce me to regard this 
claim with more complacency than I would look 
upon the petition of the poorest man or the most 
humble soldier that ever served his country. 

1 wish to confine myself to the simple facts of the 
case, and-upon them, and them alone, to decide this 
matter, All that has been said about the glorious 
victory of New Orleans—the services, civil and 
military, of General Jackson—ought not to affect 
this matter. ‘I'hey form no part of the facts of the 
case, and should, therefore, have no influence upon 
the judgment of the Senate. General Jackson him- 
self discards all these collateral matters, and puts 
his claim upon the ground that the sentence im- 
posed upon him by Judge Hail was illegal and un- 
just. Tread from his letter, dated Hermitage, Au- 
gust 1, 1842, directed to Jacob Gibson, esq.: 


‘Pear Sra: Ihave the pleasure to acknowledge the receipt 
of your letter of the 19th ulumo, informing me that a joint res- 


June session, 1842, of which you are a member, instructing 
your Senators in Congress, and requesting your Representatives, 


olution passed the Legislature of New Hampshire, at their | 


| to use their efforts to: procure the passage of alaw, by. Congress, 
to refund to me, with interest, the fioe imposed by. Judge Hall,” 
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in 1815, for an alleged. contempt, &c. 


“For this unsolicited interposition of the Legislature of New 
Hampshire to have expunged from the record this iniquitous 
imputation upon my character, by that unjust and vindictive 
Judge fall, sitting in his own cause, from whose fiat there was 
no-appeal, it deserves, as it rec¢ives, my sincere thanks.” 

If I could be satisfied that this sentence was in- 
iquitous or unjust; or, even if legal, yet, if it were 
imposed upon General Jackson for an act required 
by the honest discharge of his official duties, —I 
would, without hesitation, vole to refund the fine: 
for Lhold it to be the duty of every Government to 
sustain its public servants in the honest discharge 
of their duties; and, although they may ocrasion- 
ally mistake the law, yet, if that were an honest 
mistake, I would not punish the agent, but rather 
let the consequence fall upon the principal—the 
Government—for whose benefit the act was perpe- 
trated. 

Upon these acknowledged principles, Jet us ex- 
amine the case. In the first place, we have before 
us the record of the proceedings and the sentence, 
certified under the seal of the court. By this rec- 
ord, it appears that General Jackson was regularly 
summoned, heard, tried, and condemned, in and by 
one of the district courts of this Government, for 
contempt of court, and fined in the sum of $1,000. 
It is also admitted that the General submitted to the 
judgment of the court, and paid the fine; and the 
judgment still remains of record, having been ac- 
quiesced in by the complainant from that time to 
this—a period of twenty-eight years. 

In ordinary cases, we might here say to the 
claimant, “you are estopped by this record, and 
by your acquiescence in its truth for the space of 
nearly thirty years.” {t is true that the Govern- 
ment never pleads the statute of limitations, yet 
there are cases in which the lapse of time be- 
comes a material and substantial matter of defence. 
The death of the actors in the scene, the forgetful- 
ness of the living, may deprive the case of many 
of its essential facts. If the State should derive no 
advantage from time, neither should the applicant 
be permitted to lay by until death has silenced his 
adversary, or until some new adventitious circum- 


| stance has popularized his claim. 


But, sir, I am willing to forego all these consid- 
erations, and to look behind this record, and exam- 
ine the facts upon which it is founded. 

What are these facts? On the evening of the 
5th of March, 1815, about two months after the 
battle of New Orleans, Mr. Morel, a counsellor at 
law, called at the house of Judge Hall, and pre- 
sented to hima petition to issue a writ of habeus 
corpus in behalf of Louis Louallier, who, as said, 
was held in illegal imprisonment under the order 
of General Jackson. The judge, after reading the 
petition, andswearing Mr. Morel as to the truth of 
the facts therein stated, endorsed upon the petition 
the following order: 


‘Let the prayer of the petition be granted, and the peti- 
tioner be brought before me at 11 o'clock to-morrow morning.” 


Atthe time of granting this order, Judge Hall 
stated to Mr. Morel “that he thought it would be 
proper for him to write a letter to General Jack- 
son, to.inform him thatthe writ had been awarded.” 
Mr. Morel then states that he carried the order to 
the clerk of the district court, and then went to his 
office, where he wrote the Jetter intimated by the 
Judge, of which the following is a copy: 


“To his Excellency Major General Jackson. 

“Syr: Ihave the honor to inform your excellency that, as 
counsel, { have made application to his honor Dominick A. 
Hail, judge of the dstrict court of the United States, for a writ 
of kabeas corpus in behalf of Mr. Louallier, who conceived 
that he was illegally arrested by order of your excellency; and 
that che said writ has been awarded, and is returnable to mor- 
row, 6:h inst., at EL o’clock, a. m. 

“I have the honor to be your excellency’s most humble and 
obedient servant, P. L. MOREL, Counsellor at Law.” 


As soon as General Jackson read this letter, 
as it appears by the affidavits of Mr. Duplessis 
and Colonel Arbuckle, he issued the following or- 
der: 

SHEADQUARTERS 7TH MILITARY DISTRICT, 
“New Orieans, March 5, 1815—7 o’ciock, p. m. 


“Having received proof that Doratnick A. Hall has been aid- 
ing and abetting and exciting mutiny within my camp, you 
wiji forchwith order a detachment to arrest and confine him, 
and reporto me as scon as arrested, You will be vigi- 
lant; the agents of our enemy are more numerous than was ex- 
pected. You will be guarded against escapes. 

“ANDREW JACKSON, 
Major General commanding. 
“11. Col. ARBUCKLE, 3d Infantry.” 


At about eight o’clock of the evening of the same 
5th of March, a detachment of sixty armed men, 
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under the command of Major Butler, were. seen 
marching hastily through the streets of New Or- 
leans; they entered the dwelling of Judge Hall, 
forcibly arrested him, and conveyed him to the mil- 
itary barracks, where he was held a prisoner. until 
the 11th of March, when General Jackson ordered 
him to be removed out of the city, as appears from 
the following order: : 


HEADQUARTERS l Ta MILITARY Divistom,: _- 
: “New OrLEaNs, March H, 1815. 
“Srp: You will detail from your troop a discreet non-commils- 
sioned officer and four men, and direct them to call on the of- 
cer commanding the 3d United States infantry. for Dominick 
A. Hall, who is confined in the guard-house for exciting mruti- 
ny and desertion within the encampment of the city. te 
“Upon the receipt of the prisoner, the non-commissioned ofi- 
cer will coaduct him up the coast, beyond the lines of General 
CaryolPs encampment, deliver him the enclosed order, and set 
him at liberty. By command: 
“THOS. BUTLER, Aid de-camp. 
“Capt. P. V. Ocprn, 


Commanding troop of cavalry, New Orleans,” 


From these facts it appears— ; 
1, That the only act committed by Judge Hall, 


previous to his arrest, was the granting an order. 


for a writ of habeas corpus, upon the sworn :pe~ 
tion of a citizen, alleging that he was illegally im- 
prisoned. . a iG, 

2, That for this act, and this alone, Gen. Jackson 


ordered the person of the Judge to be seized and, 


imprisoned. pa 

3. That the object of this arrest was to defeat the 
writ of habeas corpus. 

I say that the only act charged upon Judge Hall 
was the order, “Let the prayer of the petitioner be 
granted” ‘There is not a particle of evidence to 
be collected from the record, from the affidavits 
made by the several actors in the same, or from 
the various statements made by General Jackson 
himself, charging upon the Judge any other cause 
of offence than this. Genera] Jackson did not even 
wait for the consummation of the order; but, as 
soon as he read the courteous note from Mr. Morel, 
informing him that an application had been made 
for a habeas corpus, the order for arrest was forth- 
with issued and put in force. Itis true that, iù the 
order for the arrest of Judge Hall, General Jack- 
son states that he had received proof “that Domi- 
nick A. Hall bad been aiding and abetting and ex- 
citing mutiny in his camp.” 

Now, sir, Lask for this proof, Can any of the 
friends of General Jackson point it out? Can they 
name the witness, living or dead, who has ever 
stated a fact implicating Judge Hall in the high 
erime charged in that order? General Jackson 
speaks of proof—not allegation, hearsay, or surmise. 
Surely,no honorable man, respecting the rightsand 
liberties of his fellow-citizens, would ever venture, 
not only to make a charge like this against a high- 
ly respectable functionary, but to condemn him une 
heard, without having plenary evidence of his 
guilt. Yet, when we examine the facts of this 
case, we find that the only proof upon which Gen. 
Jackson acted was the letter of Mr. Morel, inform- 
ing him that Judge Hall had granted an order for 
awrit of habeas corpus. ‘This was the proof that 
Judge Hall had been abetting and exciting mutiny, 
The awarding of a writ of habeas corpus declared 
to be a proof of a mutinous act; the performing a 
constitutional duty converted into a crime; the great 
bulwark of human liberty struck down. at a blow, 
and made the cause of oppression and imprison- 
ment! Does the record of any court, civil or mili- 
tary, upon the face of the earth, present an exam- 
ple of an arrest of a freeman, upon proof like 
this? : 

After reading that peremptory order for the ar- 
rest, I confess that I felt anxious, for the sake of 
General Jackson, and for the honor of the coun- 
try, to find some additional fact—even a circum. 
stance—that might afford some excuse fora proceed- 
ing so bold and arbitrary; but I have searched in 
vain. No other proof can be found. And the case 
stands now as it did on the 5th of March, 1815—a 
Judge arrested and imprisoned for mutiny, upon 
proof that he had granted an order for a writ of 
habeas corpus! 

Tnow proceed to show that General Jackson's 
object in arresting the Judge was to defeat the writ 
of habeas corpus, This is an important point, in- 
volving a mighty principle, deeply affecting the 
liberty of the citizen and the supremacy of thelaws 
and the Constitution of the country. 

If it should appear, from the investigation of this 
case, thatthe arrest of Judge Hall was not for in- 
citing mutiny, as alleged in General J ackson’s or- 
der, nor necessary to the defence of New Qrleans, 
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mé for the reason. 
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ast hig friends insist; but an unnecessary, arbitrary 
aetj! perpetrated. forthe- purpose of harassing. or 


_overawing the officers of justice in the performance 


ofvashigh constitutional duty, —it will present such 
aiglaving case `of outrage and wrong as none can 
verittire to justify, and few, I hope, be found to ex- 


-Upon this point also depends, ina great measure, 
theauthority of the judge to proceed. for the con- 
temptof'court. The question isthis: Did General 
Jackson imprison Judge Ha'l for the purpose of 
preventing any further proceeding by the court up- 
ofiithewril? “Let us examine the facts carefully. 
. Ehe order: forthe writ was granted on the even- 
ing of the 5th of March; Mr. Morel carried this 
order ‘to the clerk the same evening, and wrote 
immediately to General Jackson the letter which I 
have ‘already read tothe Senate, This letter first 
informed General Jackson of the writ; and upon 
this: information, and this alone, he ventured to 
issue the order for the arrest at 7 o’clock the same 
evening. This appears from the affidavit of Mr, 
Claiborne, use. clerk of the court, in which he 
states that, in the evening of the same 5th ot 
March, he called upon the General, in company 
with the marshal, Mr. Duplessis, and others: 


4 This witness further says, that in the course of 


mehe was with General Jackson; and the con- 
versation turning upon Judge Hall, the General 
observed— 

“That he had no personal prejudices against the Judge; 
but that his conduct in the instance in question had brought 
him ‘under the cognizance of his (the General’s) general order; 
that this was his (the Generale) camp, and that no person or 
power. must or should be over him in it.” ~N 

- But, sir, there is still stronger proof upon this 
point General Jackson, in his letter of the 23d 

ecember, 1842, says: 


“On the subject of Louallier’s arrest, it should be known that 
he secreted himself from the issuing of the order for his arrest 
until he had made arrangements with Judge Hall for the habeas 
corpus; ‘and when arrested and detivered to the colonel of the 
Provost guard, being told that I had given directions for his good 
tre tment, he replied, with thanks, that it was unnecessary, as he 
would-be there butashorttime. Hewas asked why? His re- 
ply fas, that Judge Hall had issued a writof habeas corpus for 

nyon: which Colonel Arbuckle wrote to me asking advice. 1 
directed him to keep the prisoner as long ashe could wield a 
bayonet, unless he was liberated by my order. Having made in- 
Quiry.into the matter, and found that Hall had so issued the writ, 
Torthwith gave orders for the arrest of Domioick A, Hall, and 
sene Captain Butler, of South Carolina, and Dr, Wm. Butler, 
With a fileof men, for that purpose.” 


‘General Jackson’s determination to defeat Yhis” 
‘writ does not stop with the arrest of the Judge. He 
had been informed that an original order for the 
writ.had been made by the Judge, and filed with 
the clerk of the court. Fearing that this order 
might in some way interfere with his. purpose, the 
General, at about 9 o'clock in thé evening, sends 
one of his aids (Major Chotard) with a written or- 
der to the clerk, requiring him to give up the ori- 
ginal order of the Judge. The clerk refuses to 
comply, but consents to accompany Major Chotard 
to. the General’s quarters; when the following Scene 
took place, which I will permitthe clerk to describe 
in his. own. language: 


The General showed me a letter he had received from Mr. 
Morel, the counsel of Mr. Louallier, iaforming him (the Gen- 
eral) that a writof Aabeas corpus had issued in the case of Lou- 
allier. I told the Genera! thatthe writ had not issued; he asked 
I answered, hecause the marsha! had told me 
he would not setve it on the Sabbath; and that it being returna- 
ble atllo’clock oa Monday, I thought it would be time enough 
toissueitin the morning. The General asked meif Lintended 
toissue it? Tsaid that it was my duty todo so, and that it would 
lue “At this the General handed me aprinted paper, which 
heaaid was his general order, and observed that that order would 
show me he would do his duty also. The General asked me for 
the original order of Judge Hall before mentioned. It was writ- 
tenon the back of Mr. Louallier’s petition, and I handed the 
General the paper: The General read the order, and also the 
afifavit of Mr..Motel, which was at the foot of the petition, and 
observed to me that the dates of both the order andthe affidavit 
had been altered, and asked what all thisjugglhiog wasabout? I 
aéstred him there was no juggle, and the reason of an alteration 
in the dates was as I have stated.above. The General mention- 
ed {o.me.heshould keer the paper in his own possession. ob. 
setvedto him thatthere was an order of court that no original 
paper should be delivered out of the office. The General said 
he should keep 'it under his own responsibility; that it should be 
safely preserved, and that he would give mea certified copy of 


‘itwhich he did? 


J Here it is important to observe, that, prior to this 
inletview, General Jackson was under the inipres- 
Sign thatthe writ Aad issued. We was led into this 
mistake by the letter from Mr. Morel, stating that 
the writ-had-been-awarded. As soon as the clerk 
informs him that the writ had not been issued, but 


14 


rá 


was still under the control of the clerk, the Gen- 


‘eral, with all that military quickness peculiar to 


his character, perceives. that the writ is still at 
large. This new difficulty must be overcome; and 
he forthwith sets to work like a hero to strangle the 
writ-in the hand of the clerk. “The General,” says 
the clerk, “asked. me if I intended to issue it. ` I 
said that it was my duty to do so, and that I would 
issue i. At this, the General handed me a printed 
paper, which, he said, was his ‘general order? and 
observed that that order would show me that he in- 
tended to do his duty also.” 

Failing, by this: threat, to intimidate the clerk 


from issuing the writ, the General. next proceeds,’ 


by stratagem hardly to be justified even by the arbi- 
trary rules of martial law, to obtain possession of 
the original petition and order. At the request of 
the General, the clerk hands him the paper to read; 
he refuses to return it, although the clerk urges 
upon him the rule of the court, “that no original 
paper should be delivered out of the office.” He 
replies that he wil) keep it under his own responsi- 
bility; and then despatches the clerk with a copy of 
his own record, the original remaining in ‘the 
pocket of General Jackson. But, sir, the case does 
not stop here. The General understood, from this 
interview with the clerk, that, although he had 
shopped the Judge, and pocketed the order, the writ 
would, nevertheless, issue. He therefore turns to 
the marshal, (who was present with the clerk at 
this interview,) and, after remarking that he had 
shopped the Judge, said “that he would treat any 
person who might improperly meddle with his 
camp.in the same manner that he had treated the 
Judge.” The marshal further testifies, that it was 
manifest, from the whole tenor of the conversation, 
Hat the General intended to disregard the writ. 


These several acts on the part of General Jack- 
son; the sudden arrest of the Judge between the 
test and return of the process; the attempt to sup- 
press the writ by intimidating the clerk; the surrep- 
titious manner of obtaining possession of the rec- 
ord; the threatening language to the marshal, and the 
utter disregard of the writ itself, can admit of but 
one construction. They prove, beyond all doubt, 
the settled purpose of General Jackson to defeat, by 
means of tyrannical and irresistible force, the legal 
operation of the habeus corpus. And most thoroughly 
did he succeed in his purpose; for he demolished 
the court, bullied its officers, carried off its records, 
and trampled beneath his feet, as so much blank 


paper, its record and seal. 


By way of excusing these arbitrary proceedings-— 


for no one even attempts to justify them—it is said 


that they were necessary to the military defence 
of New Orleans. I might here show, by incontest- 
able evidence that the city at thistime needed no 
extraordinary defence; that the enemy, defeated 
and routed by the battle of the 8th of January, had 
retired from the city, and were not to be found 
within one hundred and fifty miles; that, in fact, the 
war was over and peace declared, and known in 
New Orleans; and the city, on the 5th of March, 
could have becn safely defended by the same band 
of sixty armed soldiers who expended their military 
ardor in storming the house and arresting the body 
of Judge Hall. All this, however, is irrelevant to 
the present inquiry. Could any state of things, 
militant or peaceful, an enemy present or absent, 
a siege or a blockade, a victory ora defeat--could 
any emergency of war render necessary to the de- 


fence of a city that a judge should be imprisoned 
for the peaceful act of granting an order fora writ 


of habeas corpus? , 

Is there anything in that act wbich could possi- 
bly affect the defence of a city? Could the impris- 
onment of Judge Hall add to the strength of ram- 
parts? Would its battlements be enlarged, or its 
towers strengthened, by the incarceration of his 
body? Were the seizure of the record and the 
duress of the clerk necessary military movements 
of defence? 

This writ was directed to General Jackson, and 
upon him it was served; he had the custody of the 
person for whose benefit it issued, and it was with- 
in his option eitherto have the body before the 
Judge, according to the command of the writ, or lo 
return that the safety of the city required the reten- 
tion of. the prisoner. If he had taken the latter 
course, we might then with propriety discuss. the 
other question which has been agitated here, (but 
which is, in my opinion, irrelevant fo the case, }— 
the legality of the imprisonment of Mr. Louallier. 
“But, sir, he determines to take neither of these 


| courses. Not satisfied with disobeying the writ 


. at all affecting the legality of the latter. 


Senate. 
and detaining the prisoner, and with. neglecting ta 
give any excuse. or reason for the detention, he ima. 
prisoned theJudge also. The only-excuse Gener- 
al Jackson could allege for. disobeying - the writ, 
was the urgent necessity of retaining. his:eustody 
over Louallier: having determined-to;retain'“him, 
his whole object was accomplished. . “Where was: 
the necessity of taking the other. step? Assuming 
supreme power, under what he called martial law, 
over all the civil authorities, and surrounded by a: 


` victorious army obedient to his will, Louallier was 


as secure under his custody after as before the issu- 
ing of the writ of habeas. corpus. The imprison- 
ment of Louallier conld not be rendered less. secure 
by the liberty of Judge Hall. Where, then, I ask 
was the necessity for this wanton and cruel act of. 
oppression? Neither the safety of the city nor-the 
security of the prisoner required it; and the only 
reason that can be assigned for this proceeding is 
the one Ihave named—an arbitrary determination. . 
on the part of General Jackson to. defeat’ any-fur-- 
ther pygceeding upon the habeas corpus, 

The minority report, which accompanies this 
bill, does not, in my opinion, touch thetrue point in 
this case. That report merely attempts to excuse 
and justify General Jackson for the arrest and de- 
tention of Mr. Louallier. It saysnota word about: 
the arrest of the Judge, nor offers the slightest apol- 
ogy for the contempt offered to the court. The 
question is stated in the report as follows: © 

“This question, however, having been introduced by the 
committee, the undersigned submits, that, in, time.of war and. 
of imminent public danger, it may he the duty of the. comman- 
der to arrest those regarded as traitors, spies, or mutineers, 
within the limits of his camp—especially in cases where. it wag 
obvious to him that his refusal to exercise. such-power would 
involve the disbanding of his forces, the, defeat of his army, 
and the surrender of that army, and, of the country which he 
was bound to defend. The alternative, as he, fully. believed, 
was to make the arrest or the abandonment of his ‘country’s’ 
standard, and the surrender of one of hergreatest: cities to a: 
powerful enemy, whose motto of victory involved.indiscrimi.. 
nate plunder and licentious outrage. Under such circurgstances, 
should he make the arrest and save the country? To this 
question there will be but one response from the heart of every 
true Americar patriot.” vat soe SEEE TA ’ 
Now, sir, as one of the American people, my 
heart fully responds to the sentiment, that, in time 
of war and of imminent public. danger, it: may be- 
the duty of the commander to arrest -traitors, spies, 
and mutineers, within the: limits of ‘his camp. : È 
would even go further, and excuse the Generál for 
hanging traitors and spies under such ‘circum. 
stances. But we must not confuse the innocent 
with the guilty, the patriot with the traitor, even to 
add to the honor and glory. of General Jackson. 
Was Judge Halt a traitor, or a spy, or å mutineer? 
Is there a fact or a circumstance, stated in that .te-~ 
port, or anywhere else, implicating him in. either 
of these high crimes? The imprisonment of Loual- 
lier, the circumstances under which: it was made, 
and the reasons for its continuance, are distinct: 


; matters from the imprisonment of Judge Hall: the 


former may be excused, and even justified, without 
May not 
a man be legally imprisoned, and yet a judge be 
permitted to grant a writ of habeas corpus, to in 
quire into the cause of his duress, without sub= 
jecting himself to the penalties of the crime which 

rests upon the prisoner? , 
“The law (says this report) which justified this act was the 
great law of self-defence: it was the law of necessity.” ... x 
The 


Whatact? The arrest'of Judge Hall? No. 


- honorable gentleman who made the report does 


not mean that arbitrary proceeding. e could 
find no necessity so urgent, no self-defence so 
pressing, as to legalize, under any codé of law, 
civil or martial, an act so destructive to personal 
security and civil liberty. 

Did these several acts on the part of General 
Jackson amount to a contempt of court}. -To 
answer this question satisfactorily, we must ascer- 
tain what constitutes this offence. The best au- 
thorities in the law describe it as follows: 

“A contempt isa disobedience to the court, or an opposing oF 
despising the anthority, justice, or dignity. thereof, - It: com» 
monly consists ina party's doing otherwise than he is enjoined 
to do, or not doing what he is commanded or required by the 
process, order, or decree of the court. Sometimes it arisesby 
one or more, their opposing or disturbing :the. execution or 
service of the process.of the court, or. using ‘force. tothe 
party that serves it; sometimes. by using words, importing 
scorn, reproach, or diminution: of the court, ils process, ore 
ders, officers, or ministers,- upon executing auch Process.oF 
orders.” . $ De 

The authority to restrain and: punish ina sum- 
mary way acts of this nature, 38 essential tothe 
existence of every court. It is part-of the law of 
its judicial life necessary toits self-preservation. Ik: 
is the right to resist or. punish, on: the spoty ang 
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Fine on General Jackson—Mr. Miller. 


Tru Cona. 


chief of the army and navy, the judge.who issues. 

the writ—no, not even the sovereign 
whose benefit this privilege is reserve 
power to suspend it; Congress, and Congress alone, 


without: delay, any insult-or act. calculated to dis- 
turb or restrain its judicial action in a-cause or 
roceeding depending. The 
races the right to maintain t 
the court; to protect its officers in the legal discharge 
of their duty; to preserve its records; or to defend 
iis--process and writs, in their service or return, 
against insult or violen 

«If: we. deny to a cour 


law of contempt em- 

he honor and order of 
This is-acknowledged by“all. Yet we are told 
that there is a law superior to the Constitution—the 
law of war, called martial law! Do gentlemen 
mean to say that a declaration of war abrogates the 
Constitution? Was not our Constitution made. for 
war as well as for peace? Is its potency only to 
t unresisting times of peace, but 
lost amid the din of arms and shouts of vi 
‘would, indeed, be an ill-constructed ins 
the government of a free people, if it made no pro- 
vision for the protection of the property, the liberty, 
and the lifeof a citizen at atime when all these 
rights demand the. most efficient support, and re- 
quire the most powerful pr 
But this martial law—w 


i t this power of self-protec- 
tion; the obstinacy orthe violence of any one man 
may rany moment stop the proceedings in a cause, 
par the doors of your courts, and break up the ad- 
yministration of Jaw and justice. 

. Was not that the result in the case before us? A 
Jegal’ proceeding had been commenced--a writ 
issued under the authority and seal of the court,and 
made returnable at a certain time and place. 
object of the writ- required that it should be execut- 
ed with as little delay as possible; its purposes. being 
to inquire into the cause of the imprisonment of-a 
citizen, who alleged that he was illegally deprived 
of his liberty. 
Now, sir, if a person, consc 


be felt in the quie 


hat isit? What its defi- 
nition? From whence does it proceed, and what 
are its limits? 

This thing called martial law once had a kind 
of existence in England. It was felt, but notseen, 
dwelling in the dark corners of the star-chamber, 
seizing citizens in the darkness of the night, and 
dragging them off to be tried and executed by arm- 
ed men; in its character, half military, half civil—a 
court-martial for trial of civil offences. 

So ill-shapen, so monstrous, so undefinable was 
this law, that Judge Blackstone, who could, in one 
short sentence, define the municipal law of Eng- 
land, found himselfutterly at faultin describing the 
martial law, and contents himself by telling us that 
itis the absence of all law, ICI should undertake 
to define this law, it would be by reversing Judge 
Blackstone’s definition of municipal law, to wit: 
“Martial law has no rule of action, does not pro- 
ceed from the supreme power of the State, neither 
commanding what is right, nor prohibiting what is 


ious that these pro- 
are in progress, and desirous of defeating 
them, wrests from the hands of the cl 
and petition upon which the proceedings are found- 
ed,and, between the test and return, seizes with 
armed force and imprisons the judge who issued 
the writ, and thus prevents him from being present 
to hear the parties on the return day, is he not 
y of a gross contempt? 
tempt of court, then, alas! are our courts beneath 


erk the order 


If this be not con- 


This is, in fact, something more than a con- 
tempt. Fora contempt is seldom so outrageous as 
to deprive the tribunal of its existence; but here 
the blow was so fierce and fatal, thatthe whole 
court, with all its functions and faculties, judicial, 
ministerial, and executive, together with its record, 
process, and seal—all fell paralyzed in death be- 
heath the arm of the hero of New Orleans. 

Thus far I have spoken only of the outrage to 
the Judge—of the contempt to the court. These, 
‘unjustifiable as they are, might have b 
an indulgent and grateful people; but there is 
sed by these proceedings a still deeper outrage, 
astill higher contempt—an outrage against the 
Constitution, a contempt of the writ of habeas corpus. 
T could forgive much, in consideration of the mil- 
itary services of General Jackson; but who that re- 
veres the institutions of his country can sanction a 
wanton. breach of its Constitution? Who that loves 
liberty can excuse the blow that strikes down the 
pbulwarks of its defence? 

In the erection and maintenance of a Govern- 
ment founded upon liberty and law, principles, 
and sometimes things, are of more importance than 
Thousands of lives were sacrificed to obtain 
Our ancestors contended for 
years, amidst revolutions and persecutions in the 
field and in the Senate, for the establishment of that 

reat instrument of English liberty—the writ of 
abeas corpus; and shall we, their descendants, yield 
roud trophies of patriotism to the in- 
craving vanity of one man? 
Gen. Jackson, in the vigor of his youth, was willing 
to sacrifice his life in defence of his country; and 
does he. now, in old age, grudge a thousand pieces 
of silver, expended in vindication ofa principle, de- 
rived of which his country would not be worth 


If by this law is meant that code of laws which 
n in arms—the rules and regulations of 
dnavy—we all understand it. But when 
m for this law a supremacy over the Con- 

when you extend its jurisdiction over the 
citizen—over the life, liberty, and property of the 
private individual, and subject him and all his 
rights to be dealt with according to the will or whim 
of a military commander—you present a monster, a 
tyrant, under whose government no freeman could 
live in safety for an hour. 


General Jackson seems to have been under the 
impression that this constitutional privilege was 
only to be enjoyed in time of peace; that the writ 
of habeas corpus was a tame, quiet process, to be 
sent to county jails, and only obligatory upon sher- 
iffs and turnkeys; but upon a major general, whose 
camp is a city, and whose only law is a camp order, 
enforced at the point of the bayonet! what avail 
nents, writs, and paper constitutions? Shall 
the soldier yield to the civil marshal? Shall the 
general yield to the judge? 

General Jackson forgot, at the time, the history 
of that writ. You, sir, know that it had its origin 
in war and civil commotion, when, under pretence 
of an urgent necessity and public safety, men were 
seized by armed soldiers, thrown into prison, and 
kept there, unheard and untried, by the mere man- 
date of the King. 

That man Jenks, whose imprisonment was one 
of the immediate causes that produced the famous 
act of Aabeas corpus, was a citizen of London, on 
the popular or factious side. He was committed 
by the King in council, for a mutinons speech in 
The Chancellor, on an application for 
a habeas corpus, declined to issue it during the vaca- 
tion; and the Chief Justice of the King’s Bench 
made so many difficulties about issuing the writ, that 
Jenks lay in prison several weeks. ‘This arbitrary 
imprisonment of an humble citizen of London ex- 
cited the spirit of liberty throughout all England, 
and notwithstanding the mandate of the King in 
council, and the craven prevarication of the Chan- 
cellor and of the Chief Justice, the Commons of 
England never rested until they had secured by law 
an effectual remedy against any fulure outrage 
upon the liberty of the citizen. ‘That remedy has, 
since that day, been sacredly preserved as a great 
landmark in the progressive advancement of civil 
liberty. It has been called the second Magna Char- 
ta of English rights. Our fathers brought it with 
them as a cherished jewel; they re-enacted it in 
every State Legislature; they embodied it in the 
Constitution of the Union; and there it now stands, 


our Constitution. 


Our fathers, mindful of the history of the writ of 
habeas corpus, and duly appreciating itsimportance 
in the protection of personal and civil liberty against 
the aggressions of arbitrary power, did, in and by 
the Constitution, secure the privilege of this writ 
to every American citizen in the following words: 

“fhe privilege of the writ of habeas corpus shall not be 
suspended, unless when, in cases of rebellion or invasion, the 
public safety may require it.” 

Mark the words, “the privilege of the writ!”—a 
known right, a common preregative, used and en- 
joyed by the people before and at the time of the 
ption of the Constitution; and which that instru- 
ment does not grant, but merely preserves. 
power to suspend this great common-law privilege 
is reserved to Congress, the Representatives of the 
people; and even then their control over itis limit- 
ed to two emergencies—rebellion or invasion; and 
not even then, unless the public safety require it, 

Oflittle value would be that constitutionally pre- 
served privilege, if the power to suspend itis left 
in the hands of every commander in our army and 
navy, to be exercised according to his judgment or 
whim; neither the Executive, the commander-in- 
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Senate. 


stereotyped forever, in these words: “The priv- 
ilege of the writ of habeas corpus shall not be sus- 
pended.” š 

From the time when the commons of England 
triumphed over the arbitrary martial-law power of 
the crown—from the day of the enactment of the 
habeas corpus, in the reign of Charles the Sec-. 
ond—from the formation of our Constitution-- _ 
through all the commotions, revolutions, and wars 
inEngland andin America—no King, no President, 
no popular military chieftain ever ventured to sus- 
pend, even for an hour, the privilege of the writ of 
habeas corpus, until General Jackson, on the Sth 
of March, 1815, and in the 39th year of our inde- 
pendence, took upon himself the responsibility. 

This case stands alone. For one hundred and 
fifty years has this writ been revered asthe guardian 
spirit of human liberty, pursuing unmolested the 
even tenor of its way, commanding obedience from 
every authority, entering every prison, descendin 
into every dungeon, and, through grated doors an 
arms of steel, bringing forth the prisoner, together 
with the cause of his imprisonment, to the light of 
day. 

Now, sir, I ask, can we, the Senate ofthe United 
States, existing by and acting under the Constitu- 
tion, excuse, and thereby justify, this suspension of 
the habeas corpus? No, sir; we cannot; we dare 
not. I would do anything for General Jackson 
rather than this. Erect monuments, make triumph- 
al arches, build temples in honor of the glorious 
victory at New Orleans; but I cannot sacrificea 
great constitutional principle—a principle more 
valuable to this people than a hundred cities, more 
glorious than a thousand victories. 


Why is this measure urged upon Congress just 
at this time? After sleeping for a quarter of a 
century, this claim suddenly awakes, as by the 
touch of a magician’s wand; the whole country be- 
comes agitated with an anxious sense of justice, 
brooking no delay. The public treasure groans to 
be delivered of the fine money; and General Jack- 
son and his friends can live no longer under the 
foul imputation of the sentence, Why this sudden 
outbreak of justice, gratitude, and sensibility? 
Were not all the facts of the case as well known 
twelve years ago, as they are at the present moment? 
Has delay advanced the validity of the claim? Has 
neglect aroused our gratitude? Flas time made the 
outrage more glaring? 


Passing over the eight years of General Jack- 
son’s administration, (during whicha sense of deli- 
cacy might forbid action upon this subject,) how 
can we account for the silence of Mr. Van Buren 
during the four years of his administration? Did 
his keen eye not perceive this stain upon the char- 
acter of his great benefactor? Was his gratitude 
so obtuse that it could not give a word or a hint 
that the thing would be agreeable? Or was itthat, 
having glory enough in those days, this little matter 
ofthe thousand dollars fine was laid by fora season 
of scarcity? 

I believe I know that this measure has here and 
elsewhere many honest supporters. The honora- 
ble Senator from Missouri, who introduced the bill, 
has too much sincerity and honesty of character 
ever to advocate a measure here which he does 
not believe to be right and just. Yet, sir, from all 
that I have seen and heard, I cannot divest myself 
of the impression that a certain aspirant to the Pres- 
idency is attempting, through this measure, to use 
once more the name and influence of Gen. Jackson 
to obtain a second time the object of his ambition. 
Having once been warmed and illuminated by the 
meridian intluences of his glorious predecessor, he 
has, during a short eclipse, been examining with 
telescopic accuracy, the clouded face of the great 
luminary, to discover, if he could, some little spot 
from which might be elicited a solitary ray of re- 
flected glory. 

In order to get at this little matter of glorifica- 
tion, the life and history of the old hero have been 
conned over to find, if possible, some dubious point 
of official conduct—some unjustisfied act—some un- 
varnished spot, a vanity not satisfied, an insult un- 
avenged; and, at last, this matter of the fine is fixed 
upon as an offensive cbject in the picture, and we 
are called upon to varnish it over by legislative en- 
actment, Let me say to the friends of Gen, Jack- 
son, you are not true limners; you will spoil the 
painting by this varnish. It is these rough points 
and dark shades that give character and individu- 
ality to the picture. Smooth them down, or gild 
them over, andit will no longer be a true likeness of 
pour responsibility-taking hero. It is better for all 
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parties that we leave this matter as the history of 
the times records it. Let the controversy between 
the civil and military power—between the General 
andthe Judge—remain settled as it is by the record. 
It is well settled, and we cannot alter it if we would. 
The hero General met the hero Judge in sharp 
conflict; the General imprisoned the Judge, and the 
Judge fined the General; the one lost his liberty, the 
other his money. We cannot now readjust the mat- 
ter upon equal terms, You may gratify the feelings 
of General Jackson by returning this fine; but what 
becomes of the outrage upon the Judge? Is there 
no sympathy for his Wrongs? Dragged from his 
house by armed men; marched through the public 
streets; branded with crime; the object of scorn and 
contempt; imprisoned, and then banished as an out- 
lawed traitor——his wrongs have never been redress- 
ed. He went down to his grave an injured and in- 
sulted man, long to be remembered for his unequal 
contest with the hero of New Orleans, Not so with 
General Jackson. This petty fine, this sentence of 
‘contempt, now remembered by him with so much 
soreness, was unheeded at the time, amidst the 
shouts of his triumph; and was, for a while, forgot- 
ten, in the enjoyment of those high honors bestowed 
upon him by his grateful country. Yet his friends 
are not satisfied. ‘The record of this sentence is 
still in existence... After twenty-eight years of glo- 
ry won and enjoyed in other fields, they now pro- 
pose to conduct their hero, with all Congress in his 
train, back to the first field of his triumph, New Or- 
leans; not to celebrate his viclory over the enemies 
of bis country, but rather to sanction his triumph 
over the laws and Constitution ofour Republic; and 
the grand ceremony of this fête will be to tear in 
fragments, over the grave of Dominick A. Hall, this 
record—the only monument left us of an independent 
and upright judge. 1, for one, will have no part in 
the pageant. 


SPEECH OF MR. BARNARD, 
OF NEW YORK, : 


In the House of Representatives, February 20, 

. 1848—In Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, on the bill reported from the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means in relation to treas- 
ury notes, 


Mr. Barnarp offered to add to that bill, by 
way of amendment, the substance of a bill laid on 
the table some time since by him, and printed, and 
which, at the time, he had proposed to offer as a 
substitute for the exchequer bill of the Select Com- 
mittee on the currency, (Mr. Cusnine’s bill,) when- 
ever that bill should be taken up. Mr, Barnarn’s 
bill, now offered as an amendment to the treasury 
note bill, was entitled “A bill to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to borrow asum of money, 
not exceeding fifteen millions of dollars, of State 
banks, and to adopt an equal amount of currency, 
which shall be receivable in payment of Govern- 
ment dues.” 


This amendment having been received— 


Mr. BARNARD addressed the committee to the 
following effect: 


- Mr, Cyaan: On the whole, sir, I do not know 
that any more fit occasion for bringing forward the 
provisional measure on the subject of the currenc 
which I have had the honor to propose, could well 
be presented, than that which is now offered; and I 
have felt obliged, therefore, to decline the appeal 
made tome by my friend, the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, [Mr. FiLLMORE,} 
that 1 would forbear to press this measure at the 
present time. J must insist on embracing this occa- 
sion to discharge myself of a great public duty; 
and, having a very distinct notion of what this 
House owes to the country on the subject which I 
have now brought to its notice, I am not disposed 
to let this opportunity slip of exacting from it 
some action in regard to that subject. It will not 
do to say that my bill is not germane to the subject 
before the committee. The two sabjects are inti- 
mately related. Nor will the plea of lack of time 
‘avail anything. If there istime to perpetuate an 
issue of twelve millions of treasury notes, for the 
relief of the treasury—which is what the bill of 
the Ways and Means proposes—there is time to 
consider a proposition for changing the form of 
that indebtedness—which is what my bill proposes, 
with the advantage of supplying to the country, by 
means of that change of form, what the country 
now so much needs, and so imperatively demands 
man ample, anda safe, sound, and uniform nation- 


Treasury Note Bill—Mr. Barnard. 


al currency. It will not do to say, as we have 
heard said and repeated this morning, that the pub- 
lic. business must ‘first be done—as if there were no 
other public business than the passing of appropri- 
ation bills, and bills to issue or perpetuate treasury 
notes, Sir, this which I propose is public business, 
and public business of some consequence too; and, 
if-gentlemen are not sensible of the fact now, they 
may be made so, perhaps, when our common mas- 
ter, the people, come to reckon with us on the sub- 
ject. In the condition in which the monetary and 
business affairs of this Government and of this 
country now are, and have been for a considerable 
period, no one thing can be named of such indis- 
pensable necessity as the restoration of a sound 
and uniform national currency. It is the vital air 
to the body politic—an indispensable requisite to 
its healthy existence. It may, in my opinion, be 
now, at once, procured and restored, by a very sim- 
ple and a very safe financial measure, which, for 
itself, and without reference to the matter of cur- 
rency, is strongly demanded by the condition of 
the treasury. s 


The bill of the Ways and Means is professedly 
a bill for the relief of the treasury; and it proposes 
that relief through the old mode (become so hack- 
neyed within the ‘last six years) of treasury notes; 
‘This is the ready resort and panacea prescribed in 
these latter times, for all the distempers of our ex- 
hausted exchequer. Whenever this abused patient 
of ours—victim, as he has been, of alternate pleth- 
ora and inanition—shows symptoms of collapse 
or syncope, forthwith he is to be blown up, like a 
bladder, with treasury notes. Treasury notes are 
his hartshorn and his lavender; they have recov- 
ered him from many a heart-sickness and deadly 
swoon, within the last six years; and itis really 
surprising how their virtues hold out, considering 
how frequently, and almost constantly, they have 
been resorted to and applied. Sir, I have never 
yet, I believe, voted for a treasury-note bill, I 
might do so, without any direct violation of con- 
science or principle, if I could see a proper case or 
exigency for a measure of the sort, They might 
be used, as exchequer bills are used in England, to 
anticipate incoming revenue; but they ought not 
to be lightly resorted to, to take the place of rev- 
enue, or as a mode of borrowing for the support of 
Government, especially in time of peace. They 
have now been thus employed for almost six years 
uninterruptedly. They were so used by the last 
Administration, against which we Whigs earnest- 
ly remonstrated; and, coming into legislative power, 
we Whigs have adopted and continued the prac- 
tice—with how much more urgent necessity on our 
part, the country will determine. And it is now 
proposed to employ still further this means of rais- 
ing the wind for the treasury; it is proposed to 
give authority to the treasury to reissue the whole 
batch of treasury notes now outstanding—some 
twelve millions of dollars, more or less-~as they 
may be paid in for dues, or come in for redemp- 
tion, The greater part are already past due, and 
do not come in for payment, only because we have 
added to our promise to pay interest on them till 
due--which was the footing on which they origin- 
ally stood—a promise to pay interest on them till 
redeemed, And it is proposed by this bill to add 
the like promise in’ regard to the rest and residue 
of the outstanding notes. Sir, I do not like this 
Jeremy-Diddler way of supporting this Govern- 


ment. These notes, every one of them, were is- 
sued payable in one year from date, and it con- 
cerned the credit and honor of the Government 


that they should have been promptly met at matu- 
rity. This subsequent promise of paying interest, 
to prevent the holders from demanding payment 
of the principal—this purchase, in market overt, of 
the lenity and forbearance of our creditors—is not 
the sort of transaction that I, for one, can take any 
pride in, as an American citizen. If the Govern- 
ment unhappily could dono better, why, very well; 
and I hope there has been more actual necessity 
for thissort of proceeding than I have been able to 
discover. At any rate, coming, as the renewed 
proposition does, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, I shall not set myself up against it; though 
it must be carried, if at all, by other votes than mine. 
l have not movedto strike out the bill of the Ways 
and Means, and substitute mine for it; I propose 
my bill.as an amendment, to be added to theirs; 
they will consist very well with each other in the 
same enactment. If my plan should chance to be 
adopted, and then it should be found that the State 
banks should refuse to lend us money on the terms 
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proposed, the treasury would still have the treasury 
notes to resort to; while, on the other hand, if the 
banks should assent to our terms.and lend us-the 
money, there would not only be no. necessity for 
any reissue of treasury notes, but. all the outstand- 
ing notes might be promptly redeemed... The bill 
of the Ways and Means is, as I have said,*a bill 
for the relief of the treasury. So is. mine; and, I 
venture to think, much the more important and ne. 
cessary bill of the two, not only for the relief of the 
treasury, but for the relief of the country also. ~ 


But, Mr. Chairman, I am free to: confess—in- 
deed, I wish it to be understood—that my main 
purpose isto procure, by the plan J propose, a cur- 
rency of national import and character for the 
country. Thisis the great want of the country. 
Upon this question, more than any other, the politi- 
cal revolution of 1840 turned. The Whig party 
came into power upon the solemn promise and 
pledge to give the country a sound national -cur- 


rency. The general expectation was, that this was 
to b@done by means of a bank of the United 
States. The mode, however, was not so much 


dwelt upon; it was the object and the thing that 
was chiefly discussed, promised, and expected. The 
local currencies were in the most deranged condi- 
tion; the utmost confusion reigned in the exchanges; 
the regular flow of business was obstructed and in- 
terrupted in all its channels, There was stagna- 
tion, and distress, and ruin everywhere. It was 
universally felt that the process of restoration must 
begin at Washington. It was this Federal Govern- 
ment which had brought on allthis mischief, by its 
unhallowed war on the best currency the world 
ever saw, and which had then coolly turned its 
back on the confusion and desolation it had crea- 
ted, and declared that it did not belong to this Gov- 
ernment to have anything to do with currency and 
exchanges. The demand of the people was, that 
it should have something todo with this subject; 
and that demand was uttered with the voice ofau- 
thority, and in tones of thunder. They called on 
the name of the Whig party, which they clothed 
with the ensigns of political power, and command- 
ed them to go promptly tothe work of relief and 
restoration. And we promised to do it. The coun- 
try must have a sound and uniform nationa} cur- 
rency, and we promised that it should be supplied. 
This was the only way to bring order, regularity, 
and safety out ofthe confusion and rottenness which 
prevailed in the local currencies and in the ex- . 
changes; and we promised it should be done... Be- . 
fore God, and many a cloud of witnesses, we made 
this solemn engagement. There was one condi- 
tion, and one only, annexed, by necessary implica- 
tion, to this engagement. The mode of reaching 
and accomplishing the object must be in strict con- 
formity to the Constitution, and to our own. well- 
understood principles. We were not bound to vio- 
late either the Constitution or our own consciences; 
but we were bound to accomplish the object, only 
leaving these intact, 


And, Mr. Chairman, never was a great duty en- 
tered upon with more alacrity, resolution, and zeal, 
Never was there- a more honest endeavor to per- 
form an honest undertaking and trust. An extra 
session of Congress was convened, and we went to 
work like men at the subject of ihe currency, 
though, in the mean time, we had lost the elected 
head and chief of our party and of-the. Adminis- 
tration. Still, we did not shrink from our duty and 
our engagements. At that period, nothing but -a 
bank was thought of in any quarter, whether in 
Congress, at the Treasury Department, or at the 
Executive mansion. Various plans were suggest- 
ed—to Congress, in Congress, and by the Executive; 
and they were all plans of banks. Nobody seemed 
then to think or dream of anything else. By com- 
mon consent and agreement, at that period, thecur- 
rency of the country was to be supplied and regu- 
lated through an incorporated national bank. Two 
attempts were made in Congress to establish 
such a bank; twosuch banks in succession were 
created, to neither of which would the Presi- 
dent yield his assent; and it became, at last, 
apparent to everybody that he would yield 
his assent to nothing in the shape or simili- 
tude of an incorporated national bank, Thus 
ended at once all hopes of supplying a currency.by 
means of a national bank for the term of Mr. Ty- 
lers administration. It remained to be seen whether 
the same object. could be accomplished through any 
other agency, which should be free from constitu- 
tional and other insuperable difficulties. Mr. Ty- 
ler and some of his advisers were of opinion i, 


Ys the exchequer. plan, which has gained, cer- 
Yy, a great deal of notoriety, if it has not gain- 
eh Success... It was silently, condemned by 


Re 


Có gees atte Jast session, and it has been con- 
dethited'at the ‘present session in this House by the 


most Sweepihg and significant vote which, I venture 
. to-Say; Was ever passed on a. measure of Execu- 
é mendation: i 


account. 
One reject in which the gentleman from Mas- 


sachusetts has modified the Executive plan is in 
withdrawing from the exchequer board and agen- 
cies the power to purchase exchange. The power 


to sell exchanges, however, remains and may be 


exetcised to any extent, and with all that latitude of 


discretion in regard to prices and persons which 
could not fail to make this machine a political en- 
gine of the grossest favoritism and corruption. At 
any rate, with this power to deal in exchanges, and 
the‘ power to receive the money of individuals and 
tuirnish bank paper money therefor, the exchequer 
is out of all question a Government bank, and, as 
such, can never receive the support of those so re- 
garding it, who desire to see the Constitution and 

overnment preserved. Even the friends of the 
mëasure advocate it only by denying roundly that 
the’ exchequer is a Government bank—a denial 
which admits of no support, that I can discover, but 
naked and bold assertion. 


Another modification of the executive plan, 

roposed by the gentleman from Massachusetts, is 
in substituting for any funda specie basis of dol- 
lar for dollar for the paper issues of the Govern- 
ment.. Asa principle of banking, I must be al- 
lowed to say that I hold this proposition in no sort 
of respect, It is commended to our admiration by 
an epigrammatic remark of its author, that “for 
every paper eagle on the wing, it has a gold eagle 
in hand.” 
wholly mistaken the character and habits of the 
bird he-was describing. Heseems to suppose that 
these are gregarious—that they fly only in flocks, 
like wild geese in their migrations; and that when 
they get tired of being on the wing, and alight, 
they alight allat once and all together. ft wasim- 

ortant, therefore, in his‘estimation, to make provis- 
ian ‘beforehand. for this peculiarity of habit, by 
having constantly on hand an equal number of 
golden eagles for his weary paper eagles to settle 
down upon. Now, this is certainly an error in 
the gentleman’s natural history, which one so truly 
learned ought not to have made. It detracts ma- 
tetially from the merits of the contribution he was 
making to the interesting science of ornithology. 
These paper eagles are not gregarious; they fly 
either singly or in small detached covies; and, like 
swallows of a sunny day, some, and by far the 
greaier number, are always on the wing while 
others are at rest. Too drop the gentleman’s figure, 
it would bea mere wanton waste of property, be- 
sides being a temptation to all manner of corrup- 
tion, if the Government, issuing convertible paper, 
were to undertake to keep constantly on hand an 
amopnt oi gold and silver equal to the issues. The 
idea of its necessity is not obsolete; it is merely ab- 


ll surd. By the very terms of his bill, the paper is- 


But it is evident the gentleman has ` 
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sues only. to those who prefer it to gold and silver; 
and the same necessity which obliges the commu- 
nity to demand the paper instead ofthe coin in the 
first instance; must continue to operate as long as 
there remains any business to transact, and must 
lead the community to the continued use of the pa- 
per in preference to the coin. Nothing but a sud- 
den and universal suspension of business through- 
out all the regions of industry and commerce, or a 
sudden and universal panic, shaking and unset- 
tling the foundations of all credit and of the Gov- 
ernment itself, could ever drive home in one day, 
or in one period, the whole outstanding mass of 
paper issues. There should always bea large and 
broad basis of specie for all issues of paper, so as to 
secure at once, as far as human calculation can go, 
actual convertibility and real confidence. No man 
has insisted more strongly or more uniformly -on 
this than I have. But to go beyond this, and insist 
on making the metallic basis equalto the circula- 
tion, is a good deal worse than a blunder, If 
adopted by the Government, in case it turned 
banker, much more ought the same rule to be 
adopted by all the banks, and it could not end in 
anything but fraud; for the specie would as cer- 
tainly disappear, as time: passed on to show how 
useless a hoard it was. Either it would have this 
result, or issues would cease altogether; and that 
golden era,so much sighed after by the sublimated 
Democracy, would be brought in. 


But the gentleman’s dollar for dollar doctrine is 
not objectionable merely as a principle of banking; 
it is still more objectionable when taken in connex- 
ion with the sub-treasury feature of the exchequer 
plan. It makes his sub-treasury incomparably more 
dangerous than thatof Mr. Van Buren. Under 
Mr. Van Buren’s scheme, no moneys were to be 
kept in the hands of executive officers, except the 
surplus or casual balance of the ordinary revenues 
—it might be one or three millions. But the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts proposes a sub-treasury, 
under which executive officers shall have in their 
personal custody not only all the surplus revenues of 
the Government, but also twenty millions more of 
good gold and silver, under the name of a redemp- 
tion fund for outstanding issues! How could any 
man have the face to submit such a proposition to 
the Representatives of the American people; and to 
connect that proposition, too, with another for the 
establishment of an out-and-out, undisguised Gov- 
ernment bank—and that, not a bank merely dealing 
with individuals on Government account, but deal- 
ing with individuals on individual account? And 
this offer and attempt is made by this republican, 
constitutional, Jimited Government of ours; and 
under an Administration that has distinguished it- 
self by the obstinate constitutional scruples which 
ithas set up against measures of the most salutary 
and indispensable character, and which had been 
sanctioned by the best opinions, and ‘by a long con- 
tinued and repeated practice from the very founda- 
tion of the Government. 


Mr. Chairman, an incorporated national bank be- 
ing out’of the question for the period’of Mr. Tylers 
term of office; and the executive plan of an ex- 
chequer, with all its modifications, being also con- 
demned, and equally out of the question; the inqui- 
ry is presented—and it is one of momentoiss inter- 
est to this greal country—whether any other mode 
not substantially embraced either in the plan of a 
a national bank, or in that of a Government bank, 
and free from insuperable difficulties, can now be 
devised and adopted for the accomplishment of the 
same great and desirable purpose of supplying to 
the country a sound and uniformnational currency? 
If such a mode can be suggested which shall be 
found on examination, on the one hand, to promise 
complete and happy success, and, on the other, to be 
liable to no constitutional or other sound objection ,— 
then, for one, I shall feel that I have failed in the 
most sclemn of all my public duties, and of all my 
political engagements, if 1 do not exert every facul- 
ty I possess in endeavoring to bring about its adop- 
tion before this Congress shall be dissolved. Sir, I 
believe that the plan set forth in the paper which I 
have sent to the Chair, will, ifadopted, accomplish 
the important object of supplying, for the uses of 
both Government and people, a safe and uniform 
national currency; that it has in it nothing in com- 
mon either with a national or a Government bank; 
and that it will be found on examination to be free 
from all serious difficulties or objections. 

Tı is proposed, in the plan which I present, to em- 


| ploy a limited amount of State bank currency, 


| 
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adopted by this Government in such.a man 

to give it the “odor of nafionality”—and tha) 

way which cannot subject this Government.to 
slightest hazard of loss. The Government, , 
be recollected, is at present, and. must be. fot some 
time to come, a debtor for borrowed money. Be- 
sides a permanent loan, (a pärt of which will, be- 
come. payable in a couple of years,) there are, f 
outstanding eleven and a hal ; ‘millions. of 


f or twelve 
treasury notes, the greater part of which iş. jow 
due and payable, and the residue soon will be, and 
the whole of which ought promptly to be ta J 
and cancelled, It is this necessity of the 
ment, by which it is compelled to become. or. cons 
tinue a debtor for borrowed money, which enables 
us to devise ‘a plan for nationalizing: a. limited 
amount of State bank currency, through a, conye- 
nient money transaction with these banks, Aj very 
large proportion of all our outstanding treasury. 
notes are understood to be in the hands of the banks; 
and, so far as these are. concerned, to borrow. money 
now on contracts of loan of the banks, will only be 
to change the form of our indebtedness to them, 
Besides our indebtedness on treasury notes, on 
mere due-bills—which ought to be paid, and which, 
it is discreditable to us not to pay promptly at mar 
turity—it is doubted, in some quarters, whether the, 
means at the command of the treasury will, without 
farther aid, carry the Government safely. through 
to the ist of January next. The Secretary. thinks. 
he shall have a small balance, if the sum of the ap» 
propriations shall not exceed his estimates; and it 
is now almost certain that the appropriations will 
not exceed, but will fall considerably below, his esti- 
mates. But there is still danger (as some contend) 


that the revenue, both from customs and lands, may; 


fall off for the present year even further than he: 
has yet anticipated. Now, the ability of the treasury: 
to meet all engagements till the Ist of January next; 
ought to be put beyond all contingency before this 
Congress is concluded. Every possible excuse to 


the Administration for calling an extra session’ 
imposed on teas . 


should be taken away. A duty 
and on coffee—the most productive and the leas' 

burdensome of all onr sources of revenue—would: 
make everything safe; but parties do not like to 
take the responsibility. I am very sorry for it. I 
am always pained and afflicted when I see my po- 
litical friends and associates on this floor shrinking 
from any duty which patriotism demands of them 
to perform. Butitis clear that our revenue for the 


current year is not to be strengthened in this way. 


We shall adjourn without any duties on teas and 
coffee; and hence it becomes a matter of sound pol- 
icy to provide, if we can, in some other way, for 
the possible contingency of a deficit in the treasury 


for the current year. This necessity will be found: 
to be completely met by the plan which I have. 


brought forward, which provides at once for the 
pressing pecuniary wants of the treasury, as well 
as fora sound and safe medium of payments and 
receipts both for the Government and the people. 


Mr. Chairman, the plan which I propose is this: 
Let the Secretary of the Treasury be authorized 
to borrow, of sound specie-paying State banks, a sum 
not exceeding fifteen millions of dollars—borrow- 
ing, however, of no bank an amount exceeding one- 


fourth part of its capital in actual possession; and- 


the rate of interest to be paid must not exceed six 
percent. He must receive of the banks effective 
money—gold and silver, or its equivalent, accord- 
ing to existing laws in regard to the medium of 
payments to the treasury. Let the Secretary also 
be authorized, on the receipt of the money borrow- 
ed, to cause an amount of the circulating. notes of 
each lending bank, just equal to the sum borrowed 
of each, to be siamped on the face of such notes, 
“receivable in payment of public dues, according 
to act of Congress,” and countersigned by a proper 
officer of the Treasury Department. Let the Sec- 
retary be authorized and required to enter into & 
written contract with each loaning bank, setting 
forth with particularity the terms and conditions of 
the loan, and the obligations of the respective par- 
ties; and let it be stipulated, in a special manner, 
that if, at any time, the bank shall suspend specie 
payments, or fail toredeem any of its circulating 
notes in gold and silver on demand at its counter, 
then, and from that time, interest on the loan to the 
Government shall cease’to accrue and be payable; 
and the notesofthe bank stamped at thetreasuryshall, 
as fast as they shall bereceived in payment of public 
dues, be cancelled, and returned to the bank in:-pay- 
ment of the debt due from the Government to such. 


bank. Let it also be stipulated in such contract, 


. 1848. 


Pra Cone.-..3p Sxss. AMY, 


‘hat! 


-ble notice, 
oi ips 


ile Govérnment may, at any time, on tedsona- 
pay off or reduce ils indebtedness to the 
‘also that the bank may, on reasonable 
ve,-réquire the paymentor reduction of its debt— 
ie Stamped ‘notes of such bank being, in either 
st, cancelled toan amount equal to the payment 
eduction; and, in case of a demand of payment 
the bank, the Government to have the option of 
nent in dash, or of giving its bond fora term 
, upon interest not exceeding six per ceht. 
: 3, sir, is the general outline of the plan. Itis 
perfectly simple; can be comprehended by a child, 
acts of{no mystification, It means, and can mean, 
“nothir E more and nothing less than what is ex- 
“préssed.on:its face. Ifit is objectionable and inad- 
missible, .gentlemen..can state how and ‘why, and 


‘they. can do it as well to-day as they could after a 
“week’s reflection, Itisnota plan to bethrust aside 
because it cannot be understood, nor because it pro- 
'p y experiment the operation of which may 


not be fully foreseen. It proposes no mere experi- 
‘ment -in anything, and scarcely anything which is 
‘really new and untried. It is nothing new for this 
Government to borrow money, and to borrow of 
- banks; and, though the act of stamping State bank 
currency receivable for public dues has not been 
-heretofore attempted, yet. banks have issued their 
notes ‘before, and Government too has issued its 
notes. .No new kind of currency is to be tried; it 
currency of State banks, limited in amount, 
that is proposed to be employed, resting on the same 
Tesponsibility of the banks to redeem, and on the 
same..specie basis for its convertibility, as bereto- 
fore; and the Government, instead of issuing notes 
of.its own, on which it should stand solely respon- 
sible, will merely stamp this limited amount of 
State bank paper; so as to make it a legal medium 
of payments to the treasury by the debtors of the 
Government; and that by such an arrangement, that 
the Government cannot be subjected to the possible 
loss-ofadollar. It is not to be Government paper 
in-any sense; the Government is not to undertake 
for.its redemption, or even for any default of the 
banks, other than by making it receivable at par 
for public dues as money, whether the banks re- 
deem or failtoredeem. ‘This, of course, is a valu- 
able security to the holders of these bills, beyond 
the. responsibility of the sources of issue; for it is 
clear, supposing suspension by any bank, or even 
the most coupe failure and insolvency of such 
bank, the holders of its stamped paper could suffer 
no considerable. loss, inasmuch as its value could 
never fall below that of treasury notes receivable 
at the-weasury. 
time, undertaking for nothing ,but receivability, 
stands without the slightest liability to loss; since it 
already. has the money of the bank in its hands, to 
the: full amount.of the stamped paper outstanding, 
for which it is indebted to the bank, and which in- 
debiedness is reduced and paid off as fast as the 
stamped paper is received at the treasury, cancel- 
led, and returned to the bank, 


‘tis not doubted. that the banks would gladly 
embrace. the proposal held out to them by this bill. 
Their condition at the present time is a crippled 

- one, just in proportion to the depressed and stagnant 
state'of business in the country—crippled, I mean, 
in regard. to the extent and profitableness of their 
current transactions. Their numbers have been 
much thinned by the prevailing distempers of re- 
cent times, Some of those that remain are undoubt- 
edly still in a critical, if not desperate state; but by 
far the greater number never were in a sounder 
condition. Specie payments have been resumed 
all over the United States, except, I think, at two or 
three points only at the South, Itis probable, in- 
deed, that never before, since banking commenced 
in this country, did the specie in the vaults of the 
banks bear-so large a proportion to their circulation. 
In the city of New York, as shown by recent re- 
turns, the banks have seven millions of specie to 
che million of actual circulation; and, taking all 
the banks of the State together, the excess of specie 
over their paper in the hands of the peopleis above 
amillion and a quarter. . . 

: But banks may be in a very sound condition, and 
yet not be in a condition which favors or indicates 
astate of prosperity in the commercial community. 
At present, their circulation is greatly restricted; 
and yet, no doubt, the currency is as full as the real 
demands of business require in its -present depres- 
sion-and stagnation; and I hope that hereafter, for- 
ever, their circulation will continue to be limited to 
the real:demands. of business, though I-hope-also 
that the time is not distant when, by better facilities, 


The Government, in the mean. 


Geadeteeeionracoorvecoraunee secre nosevanureuaweerannnatnatnr 


“Treasury Note Bill—Mr. Barnard. 


‘confidence willrevive, and business along with it. 
Nothing can tend to furnish. these. necessary facili- 
ties so effectually as a national currency. At pres- 
ent, too, these banks—very many of them, certain- 
ly—are in want of good customers for their money, 
and can be in no way reluctant, therefore, to sup- 
ply the Govérnment with the moderate sum it re- 
quires. Indeed, the Government is already their 
debtor toʻa large amount in treasury notes, andthe 
loan proposed by this bill will only change the form 
of the indebtedness. The advantage to the banks 
in this transaction is obvious. It secures to them 
not only a good customer for a portion of their loan- 
able capital, but also. the pretty certain benefit of a 
circulation toan amount equal tothe loan. Ifthey 
can keep out any paper whatever, they can certain- 
ly keep out this stamped paper. Mach of it will 
travel far beyond the range of their ordinary issues, 
on errands which will only be accomplished, often- 
times, by running the whole circuit of commerce 
from one end of ‘the country tothe other. With 
this advantage, drawing interest as they will in 
their circulation, they can afford to put down the 
interest on their loans to avery moderate rate. 
And this [have no doubt would be done, and so as 
to effect an important saving in the item of inter- 
est, by the diminished rate, as compared with that 
which the Government now pays to the banks and 


` others-on its treasury notes and public debt. 


But it is in no respect with any special view to 
the benefit of banks that this plan is brought for- 
ward; least of all,to bring them under the patronage 
or the pettings of the Executive, If incidental ad- 
vantages accrue to them in any proper financial 
measure of this Government, I am not one to make 
that matter of difficulty or objection. I should re- 
joice to see this Government and the banking in- 
stitutions of the country, which exist, and must 
exist, brought once more into harmony, after the 
ruthless war that has been’ waged upon them; but 
T do not want to see them brought again into a cor- 
rupt subjection to the Executive, aud I cannot dis- 


_ cover any such dangerous tendencies in the plan 


here proposed; Under this plan, the Government 
will make proposals for a business arrangement 
with the banks in the way of a loan, just as any 
other customer might do. There will be no lack 
of sound specie-paying banks to offer for the loan, 
and the Government will be forced to take the 
offers that are most advantageous to the Govern- 
ment. In allthis, there is no chance for any such 
favoritism or corrupt practice, as when the treas- 
ury, having a surplus of very many millions of 
revenue on hand, was at liberty to select a few 
favored institutions, without limitation or restric- 
tion on its choice, as the recipients of its high boun- 
ty, in the shape of deposites, amounting to a gratui- 


tous loan of heavy sums of money from the public . 


coffers. 

The Government, as I have said, is, and must 
for some time continue to be, a debtor for borrowed 
money. The plan now proposed does not contem- 
plate any increase of the public debt—none, certain- 
ly, of any.consequence. Fifteen millions is named 
as the maximum amount to be borrowed of the 
banks. Twelve millions, or thereabouts, will be 
required within the year, to pay treasury notes ac- 
tually due; and no more is allowed by the bill to 
be borrowed than may be found indispensable for 
this purpose, and to meet any actual deficit (cer- 
tainly, in my opinion, not likely to occur) in the 
treasury in the recess of Congress, T'he President 
seems to think there is danger of a deficit; the 
Secretary does not, and the Committee of Ways 
and Means do not: This bill will, at any rate, 
put this matter so beyond the reach of contingency, 
as to leave no apology, on this score, for an extra 
session of Congress. This will be one point gained, 
but not the most important. 

The stamped currency will be a perfectly safe 
as well as a convenient medium of payments and 
receipts at the treasury. No failure of the banks 
can affect its value in the hands of the Government. 
If such an event occurs, while this paper or any 
part of itis in its hands, it is still worth its amount 


in gold and silver—every dollar of it; for it will pay | 


debis due from the Government, as well as somuch 


‘old and silver. 
a the treasury when failures occur, (if they should 
occur at all,) 
to specie for the uses of the Government, beeause 
it will be immediately turned back to the sources 
from which it issued, in payment of the public debt 
in those. quarters. = l 

There is one possible hazard to which the treas- 


All this kind. of paper, whether | 


or coming inafierwards, will beequal | 
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ury might in one event. be subjected, but, “w. ic] b 
easily provided for beforehand. M, at- an re 
while this plan should be in operation, one ef those 
revulsions in. the commercial! world should gcenr, 
which should drive the banking Jnsttuvonacok he 
country toa general suspension of specie payments-— 
an event which has twice happened, and only iwige, 
in our history—then the treasury might, find itself 
ee, 

st 


in the receipt of a medium for current; Teve 
which it could not pay out for current expenses. 
having passed through one of those scenes. am 
seasons of general suspension, every onë: will see 
how little is to be apprehended at. present on this 
score; and yet I have thought it prudent to provide 
for such a possib'e occurrence, by inserting in: my 
billa provisional authority tothe Secretary of: the 
Treasury to meet any such eventand exigenty 
which should arise in the recess of Congress, by an 
issue of treasury notes not exceeding five millions 
of dollars. Such would bea proper occasion’ for 
a resort to treasury notes; and this: provisional’ aü- 
thorfty gives every possible security to the treasury 
in the practical wortine of the plan. ‘ 

But, Mr. Chairman, it is mainly to the advantage 
of the community, of the American people, that I 
have looked in bringing forward this meastife. 
Suffering as this people have done now for to 
years, under the oppressive action or the cruel 
neglect of this Government in regard to the vital 
subject of the currency, it is time not only: that 
something were attempted, but that Something 
should be done. Admit that the attempts al: 
made, and which have so signally failed of sué- 
cess, have put an end to every hope of establish- 
ing any permanent measure for fiscal purposes atid. 
for currency, any measure worthy of the ‘subject, 
worthy of statesmen to devise, worthy of the coun- 
try, and likely to stand the test ofall trial and of 
all time—admit all this, and what then? Are we, 
therefore, justified in doing nothing? 

If there be an expedient—a provisional measure 
like this which I have brought to the notice, of the 
House this morning, involving no intricate details, 
nothing to perplex, nothing to raise apprehensions, 
nothing to doubt about, and nothing which can be 
tortured into a departure from our own. well:estab- 
lished politica] and economical principles and views: 
of public policy—a measure ‘standing, inno way 
or degree, as an obstruction or impediment to'öùr 
bringing out and establishing hereafter a favorite, 
a more worthy and permanent measure, applica- 
ble to the same subject, whenever (if ever) We m 
be clothed with the requisite political power—gna, 
finally, a measure which fairly promises ‘to be sug- 
cessful, to accomplish eminent good: without the 
slightest hazard of doing any harm whatever,—if, 
Isay, there be such a provisional measure, and if 
this which I here offer be such a measure; (and £ 
religiously believe it is,) what excuse or’ apology 
can we offer tothe country for failing to resort to if 
and to adopt it? I address myself to men’ of my 
own political faith and party. Do we wish for the 
confidence of the country, and for future : politi¢al 
successesand triumphs? Let‘our first wish and-fes- 
olution be to deserve that confidence aiid those sut- 
cesses and triumphs. We cannot command. ‘the 
confidence of the country by sullen inaction or a 
dogged resolution to do nothing, while everything 
valuable and effective, and ‘not. ‘positively mis- 
chievous, remains to be done; we cannot'vormmand 
that confidence otherwise than by steddy,’ persevér~ 
ing, and zealous efforts for the reliefcf the people 
in a season of unprecedented depression and dis- 
tress, and for their prosperity. The necessary 
means and instruments of public prosperity, the 
necessary facilities for the re-establishment “of the 
ordinary business relations and the transaction of 
the ordinary business operations ‘of this -grèat 
American community, cannot be supplied but 
through the agency of this Government. Without 
its action, there can be no national currency, ‘and 
without such a currency, there can be ‘no ‘stable 
system of cheapand equal exchanges,and there can 
be no return to profitable business and to prosperity 
without such acurrency and such exchanges. e 
cannot have a bank, and we will not have an: ex- 
chequer; but we. may have, for the current time; a 
national currency. and eqnal exchanges, without 
either of those establishments; and, in my solemn 
conviction, we are much to blame if we do not now 
make the necessary provision on the subject. » 

I do not entertain a doubt that the paper con- 
templated by this bill -will form a-currency- of 
‘national. import: and -character—how perfect or 
complete it may be in this respect, Ido not under- 
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take’to:say. That it will answer, however; for 
the uses of travel between different and distant 
- §tates, for remittance; and thus serve, to a valua- 
ble extent, for exchange, I have no manner of 
doubt. A New York or Boston bank ‘note, re- 


‘ceivable at the treasury. for public dues. by virtue’ 


of the treasury stamp upon it, will be equal to gold 
and ‘silver at New Orleans, at St. Louis, or at 
Cincinnati; and the like notes of banks issued at 
either of these latter places would be of equal value 
‘at New York or Boston. These notes will have 
the essential “odor of nationality,” and will fairly 
answer. the direct uses ofa national currency from 
the moment of their issue. 


And-their influence on the local currencies, it 
seems to.me, cannot fail to be the most beneficial 
and salutary. When the local. institutions now 
fail to furnish a sound convertible local currency, 
it may be expected that they will return—at least 
that some banks among them will do so—to sound 
practices in banking, in order to embrace the ad- 
vantages which the Government will offer the, by 
proposing to become their customer for a portion 
of their loanable capital, and to help them, by its 
name and. credit, to the benefits of a healthy cir- 
culation. Where the local currencies are now 
‘sound, but the circulation is restricted and straiten- 
ed by the prevalent want of confidence between the 
banks and the community, the effects of the new 
currency—enlarging in some degree, as it probably 
would, the volume of the whole circulating me- 
dium—would beto invigorate and quicken the lan- 
guid flow of that which already exists. It would 
be impossible to infuse ten or twelve millions of 
good convertible national currency, of equal value 
everywhere, and commanding equal and universal 
confidence, into the mass of the general currency, 
without producing at once a striking and marked 
effect on the whole material of the circulation, 
Some of the present paper—the most worthless 

ortions of it~ would be displaced; and all that re- 

ained to take its chance alongside of the new 
paper must be improved. It must put on a charac- 
ter fit to appear in public with that better sort of 
paper whose company it keeps. 


This will be especially true of the unstamped 
paper of those banks, a portion of whose issues 
ave the countersignature of the treasury upon 
them. The paper of such banks cannot fail to 
command the special confidence and respect of 
the community. The community will see that, by 
_ the very terms ofthe arrangement of the Govern- 
ment with these banks, the strongest motives are 
broifght to bear upon them to keep themselves in 
a healthy and sound condition. If they fail for one 
instant to redeem any of their issues in specie on 
demand, they suffer the loss of interest on their 
loan; their stamped paper comes back upon them— 
not depreciated, but at par—which they are obliged 
to receive in payment for so much of their capital 
lent to the Government; they lose at once all the 
advantages oftheir position,and must fall back out 
of the line where they have stood, in disgrace, and 
probably in ruin. These banks will have every 
inducement to follow none but safe practices, to try 
no experiments, to indulge in no expansions. On 
this. point, indeed, all banks have been taught a 
lesson, by their recent experience and sufferings, 
which they will not be likely to forget immediately. 
And my opinion is, most decidedly, that from this 
period forward, for a series of years, with the aid 
only of a sound national currency to begin with, 
and the proper action and conduct of this Govern- 
ment generally on the subject, we may expect, 
from the State banks in every quarter of the coun- 
try, a better system of banking and a sounder con- 
dition of the currency than we have had for a 
very long period—certainly since the war of Gen. 
Jackson on the late Bank of the United States first 
commenced. Ibelieve that the simple plan which 
I now propose, while it will furnish directly an 
available sort of paper for national and general 
uses, will be the means also, at once, of improving 
the local currencies all over the country, and bring- 
ing them. up, where they are not so already, to an 
equal and uniform value, and to the specie stand- 
ard; and I believe that nothing else is wanting 
to revive confidence and business all over the 
land, to restore public prosperity, and, at the same 
time, to replenish our exhausted treasury. For, let 
meadd, Iam not oneofthose who think that the tariff 
has ruined the treasury; [think the tariff a good one 
for the treasury, as well as for other interests; and 
that it will so prove itself to be, the moment the 


` country returns to anything like fair prosperity. If, 


by the aid of this bill, or otherwise, the business of 
the country shall revive, we shall have twenty mil- 
lions of revenue from this tariff in the year 1844. 
1 venture this prediction. f 


Mr. Chairman, there is one topic more that I will . 


touch, and then hasten toa conclusion. It seems 
tome that there is a prevalent and mischievous er- 
ror abroad on the subject of the exchanges of the 
country, which needsto be corrected. It seems to be 
entertainedinsome eminent quarters, which makes 
itali the more dangerous, if it be error, as I sup- 
pose it to be, . 

There can be no doubt that deranged exchanges 
are a fatal obstacle to business between the different 
pe and sections of the country. The question is, 

ow shall equal and cheap exchanges be supplied? 
Can it be done by means of a national bank, or a 
Government exchequer, authorized and required to 
sell cheap exchanges? No doubt of it in the world; 
but is such an institution or instrumentality ne- 
cessary or effective for this purpose, except when 
the local currencies are deranged? No, no. It is 
the deranged condition of the local currencies, 
their unequal valueas compared with specie, which 
makes the exchanges unequal and dear. But for 
this cause, exchange from any ‘one commercial 
point in the country to any other commercial point, 


would never, except under very peculiar and - 


temporary ‘circumstances, command a price be- 
yond the fair cost of remitting specie, generally 
it would fall far below that price, and private deal- 
ers, banks, and bankers would supply it in abun- 
dance. Certainly, í am of opinion that a bank of 
the United States, with branches, is the best and 
most convenient institution the country could have 
to supply the commercial community with ex- 
changes. It could probably supply them more 
cheaply than they could possibly be supplied in any 
other mode. But if we are ever to have again 
regulated and equal local currencies in the coun- 
try, (as I trust we are,)1 confess I do not perceive 
the great advantage, in respect to exchanges, from 
setting up a Government bank, called an exchequer, 
to sell exchange to the community, as the Execu- 
tive exchequer proposes to do, at a price “not ex- 
ceeding the fair cost of remitting specie.” I deny 
that at any time, even with the local currencies 
most deranged, the exchange of specie funds be- 
tween commercial paces in this country has, on 
the whole, exceeded the fair cost of remitting spe- 
cie. It has been very different with the exchange 
of funds consisting of local paper, and the exchange 
of such paper funds for specie. If A, in New 
York, has money due him in Mobile, and that 
money has been collected in local currency, or 
consists of local paper, which is twenty-five per 
cent. below the par of specie, he or his agent must 
pay twenty-five per cent. to convert this money into 
specie, or specie funds, before he can exchange it 
with B, in Mobile, for his (B’s) specie funds in 
New York. And if the Government exchequer, 
by its agency, was then in Mobile to sell A’s agent 
a draftin New York at one per cent., still it would 
cost A twenty-six per cent. to get the specie value 
of his money placed in New York. In all this 
there is no mystery, and there should be no mysti- 
fication. Once make the local currencies sound, 
and give us at the same time a national currency 
of equal value everywhere, and there-will be no 
difficulty about the exchanges. Why, sir, at this 
moment, without any national currency, but with 
the resumption of specie payments by the banks in 
the various quarters of the Union, the exchanges 
at New York are down to the most moderate rates— 
to one-eighth of one per cent. in many cases: 
scarcely anywhere exceeding two per cent., except 
on Mississippi, where the bank paper is irredeem- 
able, and at a heavy discount. There is, of course, 
little demand for exchange where there is no busi- 
ness. With the introduction now of a currency of 
national import and equal value—which 1 believe 
the measure I present would afford—supplying the 
means of remitting small, or comparatively moder- 
ate sums, furnishing of itself, to some extent, a 
sound local currency, and acting favorably on the 
mass of the local currencies, there would be noth- 
ing to apprehend, and nothing to want in regard to 
the exchanges. They would be cheap, and they 
would be abundant, just in proportion to the busi- 
ness operations and the trade of the country, and 
to the demand for them; and I believe the business 
and trade of the country, and its common prosper- 
ity, would immediately revive under the operation 
of this measure. Let it be tried, and we shall see. 


yr 


It is at least innocuous—it can do no harm, if it 
should do no good. ; 

I have already said, 1 think, that I regard this, at 
present, as a provisional measure. The very found- 
ation on which the plan rests, in its present form, 
is temporary—ait rests on aloan of money from the 
banks, Whenever the treasury shall be in a coh- 
dition to pay off this loan, and it shall be deemed 
necessary and advisable io pay it off, there will then 
be nothing left for the measure, asa currency meas- 
ure, to stand upon. Unless, therefore, the practical 
working of the plan should chance’ to exhibit ad- 
vantages which the country would be unwilling to 
forego, merely to avoid the trifling expense at 
which it might have to be maintained, it must, in 
due time, give place tosome wiser and more per- 
manent measure. Nor need the country nor par- 
ties wait even for such an event for its displace- 
ment. Either party, or any party in power in the 
next Congress, or under the next Administration, 
may bring in its favorite plan, and substithte it for 
this. Ifthose who shall be in power shall prefer a 
sub-treasury, they can have it; if a national bank, 
they can have it; if an exchequer, they can have it. 
One thing, at least, seems certain—and that is, that 
the party holding the majority in the present Con- 
gress must act now on the subject of the currency, 
or not atall for more than two years to come. Our 
term of office and our power are just ready to ex- 
pire; and we shall be succeeded in our places and 
in our authority in this hall by men of very different 
views of public policy from our own. We have no 
right, if we can possibly avoid it, to leave it to the 
so-called Democratic party—destructives, as we 
hold them to be, on this, as on some other topics—to 
legislate for this great country in regard to the vi- 
tal question ofthe currency. At least, let us, be- 
fore we separate, adopt a measure—though not the 
best, which we know is impossible—yet one which 
cannot fail to set the country forward on the right 
track, and in the high road to prosperity, so that the 
party which is to supplant us here in the next Con- 
gress, if they shall then venture on their destructive 
measures, shall not have this excuse for their con- 
duct—that they found the whole field of operation 
waste and derelict, and that they were bound to re- 
claim and re-enter upon itafter their own wonted 
manner, We have now an opportunity of acting 
on this subject in a way which cannot fail to result 
in some benefit to the country, and so as to make 
our opponents pause before they shall lay their 
hands on our work to destroy it. Perhaps in this 
way they may be wholly deterred from their de- ~ 
structive policy. Who can tell? If not, we shall 
have done our duty. Bathow can we justify inac- 
tion? We have ourselves, by our own acts of re- 
peal, thrown open a broad highway to the question 
of the currency; and do we now propose to with- 
draw ourselves wholly from it, and leave it free 
and unobstructed, for those to rush in—almost invi- 
ted by ourselves to enter—whom we lately struggled 
so desperately to dispossess and expel from this 
very position? Strange conduct this, it seems to 
me; and such as we shall find it difficult to stand 
upon before those to whom we must render up our 
account, 

But, Mr. Chairman, I take leave of the subject. 
I have spoken, some may think, as if I expected to 
succeed. No, sir; no. I have only spoken as ifthe 
measure I present deserved to succeed. I indulge 
in no vain expectations about it. I understand per- 
fectly the difficulties it has to encounter in this 
body; and, having acquitted myself fully of my duty 
in regard to the whole subject, I leave the measure 
to its fate. 


SPEECH OF MR. CUSHING, 


. OF MASSACHUSETTS. 


In the House of Representatives, Feb, 28, 1843-—~ 
On the Ashburton treaty. 

Mr. CUSHING, in addition to the remarks made 
by himonthe 28th of February, in support of the 
bill for carrying into effect the Ashburton treaty, as 
reported in the National Intelligencer of the Ist of 
March, intended (if time had permitted) to submit 
tothe House the following general view of the bill 
under consideration: 

The Committee on Foreign Affairs found, on in- 
spection of the treaty, that, in order togive full ef- 
fect thereto, legislation. by Congress was necessary 
on the following points, viz: 

1. The organization and compensation of a com- 
mission to run, trace, and mark certain parts of 
the boundary line’ between the United States and 
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the British possessions in North America, as fixed. | 


‘and prescribed by the said treaty. 

9, To make “appropriation of, and provide for 
drawing from the treasury, certain sums. of money 
‘required by the said treaty to be paid to the States 
of Maine and Massachusetts. 
“> ‘The committee were also of opinion that it was 
-proper to insert in the bill a provision to authorize 
the application of a part.of the regular naval appro- 
‘Priation to the preparation, equipment, and main- 
tenance on the coast of Africa of a sufficient squad- 
yon, in order to the execution of. the laws of the 
Hoea States for the suppression of the slave- 
trade. i 
.> This treaty having been duly negotiated under 
_authority of the Executive, and ratified by and with 
‘theadvice and consent of the Senate, now consti- 
‘tutes an integral part of the supreme law of the 
land, inthe express terms of the Constitution; in 
consideration of which the committee would, with- 
out otherinvestigation of the subject, have deemed 
it their duty to present to the House, as they had 

done, a bill covering those points of the treaty 
which call for action on the partof Congress. 

Mr. C. desired for himsels as this question had 
been very voluminously discussed elsewhere, to lay 
before the House. only a brief analysis of those 
particular provisionsand objects of the treaty which 
:eall for present legislation, and of the reasons of 
public right and policy on which such of its several 
stipulations are founded. 


The treaty has three great objects, viz: 1. To set- 
tle and define the boundaries between the territo- 
ries of the United States and those of Great Brit- 
ain in North America. 2. For the final suppres- 
sion of the African slave-trade; and, 3d. For the 
reciprocal extradition in certain cases of criminals 
fugitive from justice. 
. To settle and define boundaries. 

Tn the treaty concluded at Paris on the 3d of Sep- 
tember, 1783, by which Great Britain recognises 
the independence and the existing territorial rights 
and possessions of the United States, the boundary 
between the United States and the British posses- 
sions in North America on the north and east is 
des¢ribed in the words following: 


' Aarticle2, And that all disputes which might arise in future, 
on the subject of the boundaries of the said United States, may 
he prevented, itis hereby agreed and declared that the following 
are, and shall be, their boundaries, viz: From the northwest an- 
te of Nova Scotia, viz: that angle which is formed by a line 
rawn due north from the source of the Saint Croix river to 
the highlands which divide those rivers that empty themselves 
into the Bt. Lawrence from those which fall into the Atlantic 
ocean, to the northywesternmost head of Connecticutriver; thence 
down along the middle of that river to the forty-filth degree of 
north latitude; from thence, by a line due west on said latitude, 
until it strikes the river Iroquois or Cataraguy; thence along 
the middle of said river into Lake Ontario, threugh the middle 
of said lake until it strikes the communication by water be- 
tween that lake and Lake Erie; thence along the middle of said 
communication into Lake Erie, through the middle of said Jake, 
until it arrives at the water communication between that lake 
and Lake Huron; thence aiong the middle of said water com- 
munication into Lake Huron; thence through the middle of said 
Jake to the water communication between that lake and Lake 
Superior, northward to the Isles Royal and Philippeaux, to the 
Long Lake; thence through the middle of the said Long Lake, 
andthe water communication between it and the Lake of the 
Woods, to the said Lake of the Woods; thence through the said 
Jake to the most northwestern point thereof, and from thence, on 
a due-west course, to theriver Mississippi, until it shal! inter- 
sect the northernmost part of the thirty-first degree of north lat- 
itude. South by a line to be drawn due east from the determina- 
tion of the line last mentioned, in the latitude of thirty-one de- 
grees north of the equator, to the middle of the river Apalachi- 
“cola or Catahouche; thence along the middle thereof to its junc- 
tion with the Flint river; thence straight to the head of St. 
Mary’s river; and thence down along the middle of St. Mary’s 
river to the Atlantic ocean. East by a line to be drawn along 
the middle of the river St. Croix, from its mouth, in the Bay of 
Fundy, to its source; and from its source, directly north, to the 
aforesaid highlands, which divide the rivers that fall into the At- 
lantic ocean from those which fall into the river St. Lawrence: 
comprehending all islands within twenty leagues of any part of 
the shoresof the United States, and lying between lines to be 
drawn due east from the points where the aforesaid boundaries 
between Nova Scotia on the one part, and East Florida on the 
other, shall respectively touch the Bay of Fundy and the 
Alantic ocean; excepting such islands as now are, or here- 
tofore have been, within the limitsof the said province of Nova 
Scotia,” 

Much of the line thus described running through 
regions of country the geography of which was 
-very imperfectly known at that time, controversies 
goon sprang up between the two Governments as to 
the exact locality of various sections of the de- 
scribed line; which controversies, though some of 
them were adjusted from time to time, yet contin- 
ved to exist in part until they were all terminated 
by the negotiation of the present treaty. 

A question arose in the beginning as to what 
tiver was intended by the name St. Croix, consti- 
tuting the commencement of the boundary line on 
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the Atlantic coast—there_ being three several rivers 
which were known, or claimed by one or the other 
pary, to have been intended by the designation of 

t. Croix. This controversy was ‘settled by joint 
commissioners appointed under the 5th article of 
the. treaty between the United States and. Great 
Britain, concluded at London on the 19th of No- 
vember, 1794, who fixed upon the Schodiac as the 
true St. Croix of the treaty of 1783, and thus veri- 
fied and established the line from the mouth of that 
river to its source. 

A question arose next as to the line beginning at 
the source of the St. Croix, as above ascertained, 
and from thence to where the boundary strikes the 
river Iroquois. For the settlement of this, a con- 
vention was concluded between the two Govern- 
ments in 1803; referring to arbitration this among 
other parts of the line, which received the unani- 
mous assent of the Senate, with the exception of 
its 5th article relating to the line between the Lake 
of the Woods and the Mississippi; in consequence 
of which, the convention failed to gointo operation; 
and this, with other questions, remained open, to be- 
come one of the subjects of discussion at Ghent. 

By the treaty concluded at Ghent on the 24th of 
December, 1814, provision was at length made for 
the adjustment of all the questions of boundary be- 
tween the two Governments on the line, beginning 
at the source of the St. Croix, and from thence to 
the most northwestern point of the Lake of the 
Woods. 

This line was divided into three sections, which 
were respectively referred to joint commissioners 
to adjust; and, if they could not agree, then the 
question in each case was to be submitted to the 
arbitration of some friendly Sovereign or State. 

1. Provision was made, under the 5th article, for 
the section beginning at the source of the St. Croix 
and ending at the river Iroquois. 

2, Provision was made, under the 6th article, for 
the section beginning at the latter point and ending 
atthe water communication between Lake Huron 
and Lake Superior. 

3. Provision was made, under the 7th article, for 
the section beginning at the water communication 
between Lake Huron and Lake Superior, and 
thence to the western extremity of the Lake of the 
Woods. 

Meanwhile, the United States having, by the 
treaty with the French Republic of the 30th of 
April, 1803, acquired possession of Louisiana, it 
became necessary to adjust the boundary Jine be- 
tween the possessions of the two Governments west 
of the Mississippi; in doing which, correction was 
made for that part of the line of the treaty of Paris 
between the most northwestern point of the Lake 
of the Woods and the river Mississippi, which part 
ofthe line had been erroneously describedin that 
treaty, under the false supposition that, if drawn 
due west from the Lake of the Woods, it would 
strike the Mississippi. These lines were in part 
fixed by the stipulations of the treaty between the 
United States and Great Britain, concluded at Lon- 
don on the 20th of October, 1818, which provide 
that, for the boundary from the most northwestern 
point of the Lake of the Woods, a sree line 
shall bedrawn to intersect at right angles the forty- 
ninth parallel of latitude, proceeding thence to the 
Stony Mountains; the adjustment of the respective © 
rights of the two Governments west of the Stong 
Mountains being reserved for future negotiations. 


Of the several sections of boundary intended to 
be arranged under the provisions of the treaty of 
Ghent, by commissioners or by arbitration, one part 
only was in fact adjusted, viz: from where the 
forty-fifth parallel of latitude intersects the Troquois 
to the foot of the Neebish rapids, between Lake 
Huron and Lake Superior. Upon the other parts 
of the boundary—that is to say, on the one hand, 
the long line from the source of the St. Croix to 
the river lroquois, constituting the northern bound- 
ary of the States of Maine, New Hampshire, Ver- 
mont, and part of New York; and, on the other 
hand, from a point between Lake Huron and 
Lake Superior, to the northwestern extremity of 
the Lake of the Woods, constituting, in part, the 
boundary of the State of Michigan—the commis- 
sioners did not agree. 

In conformity with the stipulations of the 5th 
article of the treaty of Ghent, the two Governments, 
by the treaty of the 29th September, 1827, submitted 
one of these two unadjusted lines to the arbitra 
tion of the King of the Netherlands; whose award, 
made in 1831, not having been accepted by the 
United States, that portion of the boundary has con- 
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tinued to be in litigation between the two Govern- 
ments, perpetually disturbing their harmony, and. 
subjecting them continually to the imminent dan- 
gerof war. The treaty of Washington concludes 
Fall the questions of boundary between Great Brit- 
ain and the United States, which arose originally 
upon the terms ofthe treaty of Paris, and forthe 
adjustment-of which the provisions made by the 
treaty of Ghent had, as. yet, remained without full 
effect. ` 
_ It does not appear that, prior to the late negolia~ 
tions, any discussion occurred between the two 
Governments in regard to the unadjusted North- 
eastern boundary line—that, namely, from between 
Lake Huron and Lake Superior, tothe most north- 
western point of the Lake of the Woods; which, 
therefore, the less requires particular notice, it bee. 
ing sufficient to say that itis believed to have been. 
settled ina manner honorable to the United States. 

In regard to the controverted Northeastern 
boundary line, the two Honses of Congress have 
heretofore expressed their unanimous opinion in 
conformity with the convictions of the people of 
the United States at large, and in which I fully 
concur: that, according to the true construction of 
the terms of the treaty of Paris, the whole of the 
disputed territory did not belong to the United 
States. , 

At the same time, it is due in candor to both 
Governments, to consider whether the position of 
the controversy was such that the honor of the 
United States required, and their interests admit- 
ted, a resort to war as the only means of termiņa- 
ting the controversy; or whether, on the other 
hand, it might not be terminated honorably with- 
out war, and, if so, upon what terms and condi- 
tions. 

In the first place, it must be observed that the 
successive admissions or acts of the United States, 
in the different stages of the controversy, have 
been such as to discountenance the idea of war 
upon the mere point of title, unless by incidents 
occurring in the controversy, or by the absence of 
any other alternative that shouldbe rendered ne- 
cessary to vindicate the honor or maintain the in~ 
terest of the United States. 

Mr. Jefferson, in whose Presidency the treaty of 
1803 for the settlement of this question was nego- 
tiated, expressed at that time the following opinion 
upon the subject: , 

“ A further knowledge of the ground in the northeastern and 
northwestern angles of the United States has evinced that the 
boundaries established by the treaty of Paris, between the 
British territories and ours in those parts, were too imperfectly 
described to be saecepilbie of execution. It has, therefore, 
been thought worthy of attention, for preserving and cherish- 
ing the harmony and useful intercourse subsisting between the 
two nations, to remove, by timely arrangements, what unfa 
vorable incidents might otherwise render a ground of future 
misunderstanding. A convention has, therefore, been entered 
into, which provides for a practicable demarcation of those 
limits to the satisfaction of both parties.” 

Mr. Madison, the then Secretary of State, not 
only entertained the same views, but also-on that 
account recommended the adoption of anew cons 
ventional line, as follows: 

“In fixing,” said he, “the point at which the line is to ter 
minate, and which is referred to as the northwest angle o 
Nova Scotia, the difficulty arises from a reference of the treaty 
of 1783 to ‘the highlands,’ which it is now found have no defi- 
nite existence. To remove this difficulty, no better expedient 
occurs than to provide for the appointment of a third commis. 
sioner, ag in article 5. of the treaty of 1794; and to authorize 
the three to determine on a point'to be substituted for the dee 
scription in the second article of the treaty of 1783, having due 
regard to the general idea that the line ought to terminate on 
the elevated ground dividing the rivers falling into the Atlantic 


from those emptying themselves into the St. Lawrence. The 
commissioners may also be authorized to substitute for the de- 


scription of the boundary between the point so fixed and the 
northwesternmost head of the Connecticut river, namely, & 
line ‘along the said highlands;’ such a reference to intermedi- 
ate sources of rivers, or other ascertained or ascertainable 
points, to be connected by straight lines, as will admit of eag 
and accurate execution hereafter, and as will best comport wit 
the apparent intention of the treaty of 1783.” 


Mr. Monroe and Mr. Adams, each either in the 
Cabinet or in the Presidency, sanctioned an ori- 
ginal act of arbitration in preference to war. 

General Jackson was in favor of acceding to the 
award of the King of the Netherlands; and after- 
wards authorized a proposition of construction, 
which was equivalent to a new conventional line, 
and also a proposition of mutual arrangement. by 
equivalents, 

Mr. Van Buren had entered into negotiations 
with Great Britain for settling the question by re- 
currence to a second arbitration, which negotia- 
tions were pending when the present Administras 
tion came into power. Upon which there re- 
mained for the Government of the United States 
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-only the following alternative courses among which 
tochoose, namely: — 

“Ware: : 

2, Absolute inaction: the neglect or indefinite 

-postponement-of the question. $ 

~ B. A how arbitration. $ : 

«f,: Negotiation with a view to the conventional 
arrangement of:the question by mutual concessions, 
‘and by means-of equivalents, saving the honor and 
interests of both Governments. ~ ae 
-i HW there-bad: been yo other and. higher consider- 


:ation-to forbid:.immediate recourse to war on this - 


question, it would have been precluded by the ar- 
Tival-in the United States of á spécial minister, 
‘Sent hither- by Great Britain for the express pur- 
pose'-of endeavoring to arrange the question in an 
amicable spirit; and the same fact rendered it im- 
possible.. for:the. Government to abstain from or 
evade ‘action upon the subject. And the Govern- 
‘ment was, of course, compelled to consider and 
decide whether it would proceed to complete the 
megotiation for a second arbitration, as begun by 
“Mr. Van Buren; or whether it would enter into a 
treaty for a new conventional line satisfactory to 
both Governments. 

“In, deciding which of these two courses to adopt, 
and What should be the conditions and equivalents 
of a new treaty, it became necessary to consider 
‘not’ only the general interests of the United States, 
‘but.also the particular interests of the States. of 
“Maine and Massachusetts; since it was. the terri- 
tory of one, and the property of both, which con- 
stituted the chief subject of dispute. And accord- 
ingly, though the Constitution confers on the Union 
alone the exclusive power of treaty, yet, recog- 
nising the right of Maine and Massachuselts to be 
heard in the matter, the Federal Government in- 
cited them to appoint commissioners respectively 
to: repair to this city,and confer with the author- 
ities of this Government concerning a line by 
‘agreement or compromise, with its equivalentsand 
compensation; which invitation was complied with 
‘by. those States, 

‘The commissioners of those two States, in com- 
‘ion with the authorities of the Federal Govern- 
Ment, were of opinion that negotiation for a new 
conventional line by equivalents was preferable to 
& Second arbitration—not only because of the de- 
Say pnending the Jatter course, but because of the 
probability that it might, in its result, be less ad- 
vantageous to the United States. 

.,. Under these circtmstances wasthe present treaty 
concluded, establishing a new conventional line, 
‘with the assent of Maine and Massachusetts, who, 
forthe cession of a part of the soil of Maine, the 
property of both States, receive, besides the great 
‘boon of peace; compensations and equivalents in 
‘money, and the privilege of the navigation of the 
Yiver St. John, Any question in regard to the 
rights and interests of those two States is of course 
concluded by their previous assent to the treaty; 
and it only remains to consider how the treaty in 
this part of it affects the rights of other States 
and of the Union. 

~ In regard to the individual interests of the other 
States immediately affected—namely, New Hamp- 
shire, Vermont, and New York—there is no room 
for controversy; since the treaty adopts, from 
among the disputed lines, the one most favorable 
for New Hampshire, and obtains from Great 
Britain the relinquishment of a considerable tract 
of territory along the frontier of Vermont and 
New York, heretofore supposed to belong to those 
States;,but which recent examinations had shown to 
belong of right to Great Britain; in which cession 
is included the all-important acquisition of the mil- 
itary position of Rouse’s Point. 

Asa question of the rights and interests of the 
United States, the foregoing considerations, and the 
ratification of the treaty by the Senate, who were 
the constitutional judges on that point, would seem 
to be conclusive of the subject. 

It has been objected, however, that the treaty in- 
volves concession to Great Britain—that is to say, 
the relinguishment of the territory belonging to 
Maine, and, through Maine, to the United States. 
But no amicable arrangement, it is obvious, of any 
long-controverted question of mutual rights, can 
ever be concluded between two powerful and proud 
vations, without concessions on one or the other 
side, or on both sides, la this case, there has been 
reciprocity of concession; and the States directly in- 
terested have, by their commissioners, declared in 
effect that those reciprocal concessions are founded 
on adequate equivalents and compensations. Of 


- among whichis the great and decisive act in which 
ea trade was stigmatized with the brand of piracy. 
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course, under such circumstances, it has been right- 
ly judged by the Senate that the concession made 
on our side does not prejudice the honor.of the | 
United States. ne Bae : 
Specific objeclions have been made to the particu- 
lar concessions themselves, more especially. because 
of the relinquishment to Great Britain of the small 
tract of desert landat the head-waters of the St. 
Francis, which, it has been argued, places an im- 
portant military position in the hands of Great 
Britain. This idea is distinctly met by the com- 


. missioners of the State of Maine, in their report to 


their Government; who pronounce that this narrow 
belt of land is of “comparatively little value;” and 
who add: “To Great Britain, nearly its whole value 
will consistin securing to her a broad inhospitable 
wilderness frontier. Such a frontier in that quar- 
teris not undesirable even to Maine. Its posses- 
sion to Maine would be of little value, and is more 
a matter of pride than interest.” And there is the 
amplest possible evidence, in, the opinion of the 
best informed military men, that, for the purposes 
of military position, the tract in question is wholly 
valueless to both countries; and, by interposing a 
desert barrier between them, is as convenient to 
one as to the other. 

Finally: it has been objected that the treaty leaves 
unadjusted the great controversy as to the country 
west of the Rocky Mountains. But that is not so 
much a question of boundary as it is of vast terri- 
orial rights. Nor is it any valid cause to condemn 
a treaty which settles many. questions, that it leaves 
one unsettled. It is the same fact which has re- 
peatedly occurred before in our negotiations with 
England; and the United States run no risk of loss, 
but the contrary, so far as regards Oregon, by the 
attention of the Federal Government being undi- 
videdly fixed on that important region. 

On the whole, therefore, when it isseen that, by 
these arrangements, the immense interests of all the 
Northern frontier of the United States, from the 
Atlantic sea to the Lake of the Woods, are amica- 
bly settled; that, of the disputed territory in Maine, 
the largest partin quantity, and far the largest in 
value, is retained by us; that no cession is made to? 
Great Britain, without equivalent concession to the 
United States; that, among the latter concessions, are 
several valuable acquisitions of territory made by 
us in the North and Northwest; that sundry minor 
questions of border interests are at the same time 
satisfactorily disposed of, that, in a military point 
of view, we have secured to ourselves one of the 
most important positions, if not the most important, 
on the whole frontier; and that, in fine, firm sta- 


` ited degree to- grant this, yet, owing to’ the: wéll- 


hility is now given to the peaceful relations of Great 
Britain and the United States;—it must be considered 
and admitted, when all this is seen, that, so far as 
regards questions of boundary, in ratifying the 
treaty, the Senate have judged well for the honor 
and the interests of the United States, 

II. The suppression of the African slave-trade. 

The Government of the United States has, from 
the beginning, manifested an earnest and persever- 
ing solicitude to put anend to the African slave- 
trade. This wich has appeared, in the first place, 
in all our legislation; the United States having been 
theeacliest among the nations of the earth to pro- 
nounce its formal condemnation by penal laws, 


ur Government has, in the second place, pursued 


the same policy in its foreign negotiations; con- | 


formably with which, on concluding the treaty of 
Ghent, we entered into the following stipulation 
with Great Britain: 

Art. 10. “Whereas the traffic in slaves is irreconcilable with 
the principles of humanity and justice; and whereas both his 
Majesty and the United States are desirous of continuing their 
efforts to promote its entire abolition, it is hereby agreed that 
both the contracting parties shall use their best endeavors to 
accomplish so desirable an object? 


Meanwhile the British Government took up the 
idea of arrangement between the several powers 
of Christendom for the reciprocal concession of 
the right of search on the high seas, asthe means of 
detecting and arresting vessels engaged in the 
slave-trade, ` This proposition, when first made by 
the British to the French Government, was rejected; 
but was soon aflerwards agreed to by Spain and by 
Portugal, so far as regarded vessels found north of | 
the equator; and, at length, by France and by most 
others of the principal Governments of Europe. | 
Negotiations were also entered into between Great 
Britain and the United States, with a view to ob- 


tain the same concession from us; but, although at. 
one period our Government was disposed in a lim- ` 
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founded jealousy entertained in the United States 
on the subject: of the right of- search in general— 
abused as that right had been by Great Britain, 
when exercised by her as a belligerent right-othe 
contemplated arrangement on the subject did ‘not 
go into operation; and the policy: of the ‘United 
States has at lengih settled down into: a fixed feel- 
ing of insuperable objection to the extension ofthe 
right of search by treaty, in any manner, or ‘toany 
foreign State whatever, and especially to Great 
Britain. utag 
The people ofthe United States could not-failio 


’ remember that Great Britain had reached the fact 


of the impressment of seamen from on board: Ather- 
ican vessels through an abuse of the right of search. 
The British Government claimed and exercised 
the belligerent right to enter and visit our vessels 
in search of persons in the service of an enemy, 
and in search’ of enemy’s goods or goods contra- 
band of war; and the pretext of the British Govern- 
ment, as set forth in the celebrated declaration-of 
the Prince Regent of the 9th of January, 1813, was, 
that. although a British officer could not enter an 
American vessel. for the express purpose. of:.im- 
pressment, yet that, having once entered the vessel 
for the lawful cause of search for contraband:of 
war or enemy’s person or goods, he. might then 
proceed to examine the crew, and impress them:as 
British seamen. If such consequences, unlawful 
in themselves, and asaprimary cause of entry, 
could be founded on the lawful exercise of the 
right of search, they constituted a permanent ob- 
stacle to any extension of the right of search be- 
yond what already existed of that right under the 
general law of nations. However desirable it 
might be to extinguish the African slave-trade, and 
to prevent the American flag from being misused 
in the African seas to cover the slave-traders of 
other nations, it was still more important to pre- 
serve the whole commerce of the United States 
from the abuses and oppressions to which it might 
be subject under concessions of any right of search 
to Great Britain. These abuses had already in- 
volved the two nations in war; and,if an opening 
were afforded for their renewal, they could scarce- 
ly fail to terminate once again in the same disas- 
trous conclusion. 

Upon which Great Brilain, while steadily pur- 
suing the policy of negotiating with each of the 
European powers treaties of reciprocal search for 
the suppression of the slave-trade, superadded to 
this the enactment of an act of Parliament of the 
24th of August, 1839, under which the admiralty 
was authorized to issue orders to British cruisers 
to capture all vessels engaged in the slave-trade 
not being justly entitled to claim the protection’or 
flag of any state or nation, and providing that every 
such vessel should be subject to seizure, detention, 
and condemnation, if, in the equipment of such 
vessel, there should be found any one of certain 
enumerated things, described in the act of Parlia- 
ment as constituling cause of suspicion, or prima 
facie evidence of the actual employment of the 
vessel in the transport of slaves. The Duke of 
Wellington, Lord Lyndhurst, and other distin- 
guished personages, protested against the passage of 
this. law; alleging that it was an attempt to inter- 
polate the English municipal law into the law of 
nations; that it would violate the rights of all Eu- 
rope, and especially those of Portugal and France; 
and that, above all, it could not fail to embroil Eng- 
land with the people of the United States, 

Nevertheless, the, act was immediately put in 
force against the vessels of the United States, and 
was in chief partthe cause of the late controversy 
hetween the two Governments in regard to the 
seizure of American vessels by British cruisers on 
the coast of Africa; which controversy led to the 
following emphatic announcement, by the Presi- 
dent of the United States, of the determination and 
policy of our Government on this subject: 

“However desirous the United States may be for the sup: 
pression of the slave-trade, they cannot consent to interpola- 
tions into the maritime code, at the mere will and pleasure of 
other Governments. We deny the right of any such interpola- 
tion to any one or all the nations of the earth, without our con- 
sent. We claim to have a vdice in all amendments or altera- 
tions of that code; and when we are given to understand, as in 
this instance, by a foreign Government, that its treaties with 
other nations cannot be executed without the establishment 
and enforcement of new principles of maritime police, to be 
applied without cur consent, we must employ a language 
neither of equivocal import, nor susceptible of misconstruc 
tion. American citizeris, prosecuting a lawful commerce in - 
the African seas, under the flag of iheir country, are not re- 
sponsible for the abuse or unlawful. use of that flag by others} 
nor can they rightfully, on account of any such alleged abuses, 
be interrupted, molesied, or detained, while on the ocean,” 


4 


4 tiè sdme time, it was ‘undeniable and notori- 
“gear the'American flag had been fraudulently 
agtgtimed in Many instances to`covér the ‘enterprises 
avf Spanish, Portiguese, or Brazilian slave-traders. 
What, then, did’ it become the United States to do? 
sWe had: adserted our own independence of Great 
Britain in this matter; we had maintained, so far 
Sas tégarded üs, the liberty of the sea; we had re- 
apelied ‘the “proposition of a reciprocal right of 
sge 4 


“ofthe ocean which Great Britain seemed 


josed “to arrogate. “Having done this, it re- 
ied’ for us to vindicate the honor of our flag, 
cahd to See to the execution of our laws on the coast 
sof friéa, by’ maintaining a police of our own in 
athobe'seas,. And the stipulation of the treaty of 
Ghent ealled upon -us to do this, in concert and co- 
opetation with Great Britain. . 

These considerations resulted in che adoption of 
‘he Sth-and Sth articles of the present treaty, which 
provide for concerted cruising on the coast of Af- 
-riea, tö the tacit, exclusion of the right of search, 
‘and for ‘remonstrance with those powers which 
‘still télerate the African slave-trade. 

"The arrangement now adopted seems to be the 
‘trié and only solution of the mixed problem of duty 
‘atid'of honor involved jn the fact that, while, on the 
one hand, the United States were bound by treaty, by 
d ic policy, and by general obligation, to prevent 
‘prosecution of the slave-trade under our flag, 
‘weryet,on the other hand, felt ourselves compelled 
‘to refuse to England the concession of the recipro- 
cal right of search on the ocean. And it is be- 
lieved that not only is the arrangement an honor- 
table one, so far as concerns the character of the 
Unite tates, but that it has had an important in- 
‘fluence in arresting the progress of Great Britain 
itowards the interpolation of a new maritime as- 
‘sumption of hers into the law of nations, through 
the means of conventional intercessions, as be- 
tween her and the other powers of Europe. 

Mr. C. would abstain from discussing at length thé 
‘remaining object,of the treaty—namely, the extra- 
idition’ of fugitive criminals—because no present 
legislation is requisite in relation thereto; as, also, 
‘for the same reason, from entering at large into 
those parts of the correspondence which are only 
collateral to the treaty. 

tis the well-understood principle of the law of 
‘nations, that, without conventional engagements to 
that effect, no State is bound to deliver up to any 
‘foreign Government strangers seeking refuge and 
rlen, ‘because of crimes: commiited elsewhere, 
‘whatever be the nature of those crimes. Without 
there being a convention on the subject, each State 

` Gudges for itself, as the case arises, whether it will 

-or’will not deliver up a fugitive criminal to another 

State requesting the same. It is generally refused 

in the case of political offences: it is frequently 

granted, either under treaty or as an act of interna- 
tiotial comity, in the case of heinous municipal of- 
fences against private property or person. Such is 
the:rule, and such the practice, as laid down in the 
books of international law. The principle has 
been recognised frequently in the intercourse be- 

‘tween the United States and other Governments; 

and is very amply discussed in two opinions given 

by- Mr. Wirt, as Attorney General of the United 

States—first, in 1817, on the demand for the sur- 

vender of William Manning; and, secondly, on 

that of: Daniel Sullivan, in 1821; each of them a 

fugitive from the justice of the British Govern- 

ment. 

. Inthe absence of any conventional arrangement 

‘on this point between Great Britain and the United 

Sates, each Government is subjected to much in- 

convenience, by reason of the contiguity of a por- 

‘tion.of their territories, as well as by their identity 

‘of, race and language. It is not for the interest of 

either country to become the common receptacle of 

the felons cf the other. Hence the stipulation in 
thé treaty for the reciprocal surrender of criminals 

‘fugitive from justice, in certain specified and care- 

fully guarded cases of municipal felony—the stipu- 

ulation, nevertheless, for further security, if it 

‘should prove liable to unforeseen abuse, being ter- 

‘Minable at the will of either Government. 

Inthe: correspondence accompanying the treaty, 

explanations are demanded from the British Gov- 

ernment, the rights of the United States defended, 
and onr future policy declarcd and expounded, on 
three great questions, which have at different times 
interrupted ‘the harmony of the two Governments, 
namely: first, the interference of the local authori- 
tiesin the “British colonies with slaves on board 


‘Aimieriedn ‘coasting vessels, éastally driven, by 
stréss of ‘Weather’ or superior force, into those col- 


reh; he had réjected for oŭrselves that general | 
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onies; second, the destruction of the steamboat Car- 


- oline, at Schlosser; and, third, the impressment of 


American seamen by officers of the British Gov- 

ernment on the high seas—respecting which, Mr. 

C. referred to the documents accompanying the 

President’s: message, as adding'to the other consid- 

erations which justified the passage of the bill be- 

fore the House. 

Treaty between Great Britain, Austria, France, 
Prussia, and, Russia, for the suppression of the 
African slave-trade. 

In the name of the most holy and indivisible 
Trinity. Their Majesties, the Emperor of Austria, 
King of Hungary and Bohemia, the King of Prus- 
sia, and the Emperor of all the Russias, being de- 
sirous to give full and complete effect to the prin- 
ciples which have already been recorded in the 
solemn declarations made by Austria, Prussia, and 
Russia, in common with other European powers, 
at the Congress of Vienna, on the 8th of February, 
1815, and ‘at the Congress of Verona, on the 28th 
of November, 1822—declarations by which the said 
powers announced that they were ready to concur 
in everything that might secure and accelerate the 
complete and final abolition of the slave-trade; and 
their Majesties having been invited by her Majesty 
the Queen of the United Kingdom of Great Britain 
and Ireland, and by his Majesty the King of the 
French, to conclude a treaty for the more effectual 
suppression of the traffic, their said Majesties have 
determined to negotiate and conclude together a 
treaty for the final abolition of that traffic. And to 
this end they have named as their plenipotentiaries, 
that is to say: . 

Her Majesty the Queen of the United Kingdom 
of Great Britain and Ireland, the right honorable 
George, Earl of Aberdeen, Viscount Gordon, Vis- 
count Formartine, Lord Haddo, Methlick, Tarvis, 
and Kellie, a Peer of the United Kingdom, a mem- 
ber of her Majesty’s most honorable Privy Coun- 
cil, Knight of the most ancient and most noble 
otder of the Thistle, and her Majesty’s Principal 
Secretary of State for Foreign A fairs; 


His Majesty the Emperor of Austria, King of 


Hungary and Bohemia, the Sieur Augustus, Baron 
de Koller, Knight of the order of St. Ferdinand 
and of Merit of Sicily, Councillor of Embassy, his 
Chargé @’Affaires and Plenipotentiary in London; 

His Majesty the King of the French, the Sieur 
Louis de Beaupoil, Count of St. Aulaire, a Peer 
of France, Grand Officer of the royal order of the 
Legion of Honor, Grand Cross of the order of Le- 
opold of Belgium, one of the Forty of the French 
Academy, his Ambassador Extraordinary to her 
Britannic, Majesty; 

His Majesty the King of Prussia, the Sieur Alex- 
ander Gustavus Adolphus, Baron de Schleinitz, 
Knight of the royal order of St. John of Jerusalem, 
his Chamberlain, Councillor of Legation, Chargé 
g Affaires and Plenipotentiary in London; 

And his Majesty, the Emperor of all the Russias, 
the Sieur Philip, Baronde Brunow, Knight of the 
Order of the White Eagle, of St. Anne of the first 
class, of St. Stanislaus of the first class, of St. Waldi- 
mir of the third, Commander of the order of St. 
Stephen of Hungary, Knight of the Order of the 
Red Eagle, of St. John of Jerusalem, his Privy 
Counsellor, Envoy Extraordinary and Minister 
Plenipotentiary to her Britannic Majesty: 

Who, after having communicated to each other 
their full powers, found to be in good and due 
form, have agreed upon and signed the following 
articles: ; 

Article 1. Their Majesties, the Emperor of Aus- 
tria, King of Hungary and Bohemia, the King of 
Prussia, and the Emperor of all the Russias, engage 
to prohibit all trade in slaves, either by their respec- 
tive subjects, or under their respective flags, or by 
means of capital belonging to their respective sub- 
jects, and to declare such traffic piracy. Their 
Majesties further declare that any vessel which 
may attempt to carry on the slave-trade shall, by 
that fact alone, lose al] right to the protection of 
their flag. 

Article 2. In order more completely to accom- 
plish the object of the present treaty, the high con- 
tracting parties agree, by common consent, that 
those of their ships of war which shall be provided 
with special warrants and orders, prepared accord- 
ing to the forms of the annex A of the present 
treaty, may search every merchant vessel belong- 


ing to any one of the high contracting parties 1; 


i 


which shall, on reasonable grounds, be suspected of 
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being engaged inthe traffic in slaves, or of having 
been fitted ov: for that purpose, or of having béën 
engaged in the traffic during the voyagé in'which 
she shall have been met with by the said cruisers; 
and that such cruisers may detain, andsend or carry 
away such vessels, in order that. they maybe 
brought to trial in the. manner hereafier agreed 
upon. . 

Nevertheless, the abovementioned right of search- 
ing the merchant vessels of any one or other of the 
high contracting parties, shall be exercised only, by: 
ships of war. whose commanders shall have ‘the 
rank of captain, or that of lieutenant in the royal 
or imperial navy, unless the command shall, .by 
reason of death or otherwise, have devolved upon. 
an officer of inferior rank. The commanders of 
such ships of war shall be furnished with war- 
rants according to the form annexed to the present 
treaty, under letter A. 


The said mutual right of search shall not be ex- 
ercised within the Mediterranean sea. Moreover, 
the space within. which the exercise of the said 
right shall be confined, shall be bounded on the 
north by the 32d parallel of north latitude; on the 
west by the eastern coast of America, from the. 
point where the 32d parallel of north latitude strikes 
that coast, down to the 45th parallel of south lati- 
tude; on the south by the 45th parallel of south lati- 
tude, from the point where that parallel strikes 
the eastern coast of America, to the 80th degree of 
longitude east from the meridian of.Greenwich; 
and on the east bythe same degree of longitude, 
from the point where it is intersected by the 45th 
parallel ofsouth latitude, up to the coast of India. 

Art,3. Each of the high contracting parties 
which may choose to employ cruisers for the sup- 
pression of the slave-trade, and to exercise the mu- 
tual right of search, reserves to itself to fix, accord- 
ing to its own convenience, the number of the 
ships of war which shall be employed on the ser- 
vice stipulated in the second article of the present 
treaty, as well as the stations on which the said 
ships shall cruise. 

The names of the ships appointed for this pur- 
pose, and those of their commanders, shall be com- 
municated by each of the high contracting parties 
to the others; and they shall reciprocally apprize 
each other every time that a cruiser shall be placed 
on a station, or shall be recalled from thence, in 
order that the necessary warrants may be delivered 
by the Governments authorizing the search, and re- 
tarned to those Governments by the Government 
which has received them, when those warrants 
shall no longer be necessary for the execution of 
the present treaty. f 

Art, 4, Immediately after the Government which 
employs the cruisers shall have notified to the Gov- 
ernment which is to authorize the search, the num- 
ber and the names of the cruisers which it intends 
to employ, the warrants authorizing the search 
shall be made out according to the form annexed to 
the preseht treaty under the letter A, and shall be 
delivered by the Government which authorizes the 
search to the Government which employs the 
cruiser. . 

In no case shall the mutual right of search be 
exercised upon theships of war ofthe high con- 
tracting parties. 

The high contracting parties shall agree upon a 
particular signal, to be used ‘exclusively by those 
cruisers which shall be invested with the right of 
search, J 

Art. 5. The cruisers of the high contracting par- 
ties authorized to exercise the right of search and 
detention in execution of the present treaty, shall 
conform themselves strictly to the instructions an- 
nexed to the said treaty under letter B, in all that 
relates to the formalities of the seareh and of the 
detention, as well as to the measures to be taken, 
in order that the vessel suspected of having been 
employed in the traffic may be delivered over to 
the competent tribunals. 

The high contracting parties reserve to them- 
selves the right of making in these instructions, by 
common consent, such alterations as circumstances 
may render necessary. 


| The cruisers of the high contracting parties 


shall. mutually afford to each other assistance in 
all cases when it may be useful that they should act 
in concert. : 

Art. 6. Whenever a merchant vessel, sailing ùn- 
der the flag of one of the high contracting parties, 
shall have been detained by a cruiser of the other, 
duly authorized to that effect conformably to the 
| provisions of the present treaty, sich merchant 
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vessel, as well as the master, the crew, the cargo, 
and slaves who may be on board;shall be brought 
-into such place as the high contracting parties shall 
_ have respectively designated for that purpose; and 
they shall be delivered over to the authorities ap- 
pointed with that view by the Government within 
whose possessions such place is situated, in order 
that proceedings may be had with respect to them 
before. the competent tribunals, in the manner 
hereafter specified. ; 

When the commander of the cruiser shall not 
see‘fit to undertake himself the bringing in and the 
‘delivering up of the detained vessel, he shall intrust 
that duty to an officer of the rank of lieutenant in 
the royal or imperial navy, or, at least, to the of- 
ficer who shall at the time be the third in authori- 
ty on board the detaining ship. 

Art. "7, If the commander of a cruiser of one of 
the high contracting parties should have reason to 
Suspect that a merchant vessel sailing under the 
convoy of, or in company with, a ship of war of 
one of the other contracting parties, has been en- 
gaged in the slave-trade, or has been fitted out 
for that trade, he shall make known his suspicions 
to the commander of the ship-of-war, who shall 
proceed alone to search the suspected vessel; and, 
in case the last mentioned commander should as- 
certain.that the suspicion is well founded, he 
shall cause the vessel, as well as the master, the 
crew, the. cargo, and the slaves who may be on 
board, to be taken into a port belonging to the nation 
ofthe detained vesel, to be there proceeded against 
before the competent tribunals in the manner here- 
after directed. 


Art. 8. As soon asa merchant vessel, detained 
and sent in for adjudication, shall arrive at the 
port to which she is to be carried, in conformity 
with: annexed B to the present treaty, the com- 
mander of the cruiser which shall have detained 
her, or the officer appointed to bring her in, shall 
deliver to the authorities appointed for that pur- 

ose, a copy, Signed by himself, of all the lists, dec- 
‘larations, and other documents specified in the in- 
structions annexed to the present treaty under let- 
ter B; and the said authorities shall proceed, in 
consequence, to the search of the detained vessel 
and of her cargo, as also to an inspection of her 
crew, and of the slaves who may be on board, af- 
ler having previously given notice of the time of 
such search and inspection to the commander of 
the cruiser, or to the officer who shall have brought 
in the vessel, in order that he, or some person 
whom he may appoint to represent him, may be 
present thereat. 

A. minute of these proceedings shall be drawn 
up in duplicate, which shall be signed by the per- 
sons who shall have taken part in, and who shall 
have been present at, the same; and one of these 
documents shall be delivered to the commander of 
the cruiser, or to the officer appointed by him to 
bring in the detained vessel. 

Art. 9. Every merchant vessel of any one or 
other of the five nations which shall be searched 
and detained in virtue of the provisions of the 
present treaty, shall, unless proof be given to the 
contrary, be deemed to have been engaged in the 
slave-trade, or to have been fitted out for that traf- 
fic, if in the fitting, the equipment, or on board the 
said vessel during the voyage in which she was de- 
tained, there shal! be found to have been one of the 
articles hereafier specified, that is to say: 

First. Hatches with open gratings, instead of 


the close hatches which are usual in merchant ves- ` 


sels. 

Secondly. Divisions or bulkheads, in the hold or 
on deck, more numerous than are necessary for 
vessels engaged in lawful trade. 

Thirdly, Spare plank fitted for being laid down 
as a second or slave deck. 

Fourthly. Shackles, bolts, or handcuffs, 

Fifthly. A larger quantity of water, in casks o) 
in tanks, than is requisite for the consumption of 
the crew of the vessel] as a merchant vessel. 

Siathly, An extraordinary number of water-casks, 
or other vessels for holding liquid, unless the mas- 
ter shall produce a certificate from the custom- 
house, at the place from which he cleared out- 
wards, stating that a sufficient security had been 
given by the owners of such vessel thai such extra 
quantity of casks or of other vessels should only be 
used for the reception of oil, or for other purposes 
of lawful commerce. 

Seventhly. A greater quantity of mess tubs or 
kids than are requisite for the use of the crew of the 
vessel as a merchant vessel, 


Highthly. A boiler or other cooking apparatus of 
an unusual size, and larger, or capable of being 
made larger, than requisite for the use of the crew 
of.such merchant vessel; or more than one boiler 
or other cooking apparatus of the ordinary size. 

Ninthly. An extraordinary quantity of kier, of 


‘the. flour of Brazil manioc; or cassada, commonly 


called farina, or of maize, or of Indian corn, or of 
any other article of food whatever beyond the prob- 
able wants of the crew; unless such quantity of kier, 
farina, maize, Indian corn, or any other article of 
food, should be entered on the manifest as forming 
part of the trading cargo of the vessel. 


Tenthly. A quantity of mats or matting greater 
than is necessary for the use of such merchant ves- 
sel, unless such mats or matting be on the manifest 
as forming part of the cargo. 

If it is established that one or more of the said 
articles above specified are on board, or have been 
on board during the voyage in whieh the vessel 
was captured, that fact shall be considered as 
prima facie evidence that the vessel was employed 
in the traffic, she shall, in consequence, be condemn- 
ed, and declared lawful prize, unless the master or 
the owners shall furnish clear and incontroverti- 
ble evidence, proving to the satisfaction of the tri- 
bunal that, at the time of her detention or capture, 
the vessel was employed in a lawful undertaking; 
and that such of the different articles above speci- 
fied as were found on board at the time of deten- 
tion, or which might have been embarked during 
the voyage on which she was engaged when she 
was captured, were indispensable for the accom- 
plishment of the lawful object of ber voyage. 


Art, 10. Proceedings shall be immediately taken 
against the vessel detained as above stated, her 
master, her crew, and her cargo, before the com- 
petent tribunals of the country to which she belongs; 
and they shall be tried and adjudged according to 
the established forms and Jaws in force in that 
country; and ifit results from the proceedings that 
the said vessel was employed in the slave-trade, or 
fitted out for that traflic, the vessel, her fittings, and 
her cargo of merchandise shall be confiscated; afd 
the master, the crew, and their accomplices shall 
be dealt with conformably to the laws by which 
they shall have been tried. 

In case of confiscation, the proceeds of the sale 
of the aforesaid vessel shall, within the space of 
six months, reckoning from the date of the sale, be 
placed at the disposal of the Government of the 
country to which the ship which made the capture 
belongs, in order to be employed in conformity with 
the laws of that country. 

Art. 11, Ifany one of the articles specified in 
article 9 of the present treaty js found on board a 
merchant vessel, or ifit is proved to have been on 
board of her during the voyage in which she was 
captured, no compensation for losses, damages, or 
expenses consequent upon the detention of such 
vessel shall in any case be granted, either to the 
master or to the oWner, or to any other person in- 
terested in the equipment or in the lading, even 
though a sentence of condemnation should not 
have been pronounced against the vessel], as a con- 
sequence ofher detention. 

Art. 12. In all cases in which a vessel shall have 
been detained in conformity with the present treaty, 
as having been employed in the slave-trade, or 
fitted out for that traffic, and shall in consequence 
have been tried and confiscated, the Government of 
the cruiser which shall have made the capture, or 
the Government whose tribunal shall have con- 
demned the vessel for the service of its royal navy, 
at the price fixed by a competent person selected 
for that purpose by the said tribunal, the Govern- 
ment whose cruiser shall have made the capture 
shall havea right of preference in the purchase of 
the vessel. But ifthe condemned vessel should not 
be purchased in the manner above pointed out, she 
shall be wholly broken up immediately after the 
sentence of confiscation, and sold in separate por- 
tions after having been broken up. ` 

Art. 13. When, by the sentence of the competent 
tribunal, it shall have been ascertained that a mer- 
chant vessel detained in virtue of the present treaty 
was notengaged in the slave-trade, and was not 
fitted out for that traffic, she shall be retsored to the 
Jawfal owner or owners, And if, in the course of 
the proceedings, it should have been proved that 
the vessel was searched and detained illegally, or 
without sufficient cause of suspicion, or that search 
or detention were attended with abuse or vexation, 
the commander of the cruiser, or the officer who 


shall have boarded the said vessel, or the officer 
who shall have been intrusted with bringing her 
in, and under whose authority, according to the 
nature of the case, the abuse or vexation shall have 
occurred, shall be liable in costs and damages to 
the master and the owners of the vessel-and of the 
cargo. . 

These costs and damages may be awarded by the 
tribunal before which the proceedings against the 
detained vessel, her master, crew, and cargo, shall 
have been instituted; and the Government of the 
country to which the officer who shall have. given 
occasion for such award shall belong, shall pay. the 
amount of said costs and damages within the period 
of six months from the date of the sentence, when 
the sentence shall have been pronounced by a 
tribunal sitting in Europe; and within the period 
ofone year, when the trial shall have taken place 
out of Europe. 

Art. 14. When, in the search or detention of a 
merchant vessel, effected in virtue of the present 
treaty, any abuse or vexation shall have been com- 
mitted, and when the vessel shall not have been 
delivered over to the jurisdiction of her own na- 
tion, the ‘master shall ‘make a declaration, upon 
oath, of the abuses or vexations of which he shall 
have to complain, as well as of the costs and dam- 
ages to which he shall lay claim; and such dec- 
laration shall be made by him before the competent 
authorities of the first port of his own country at 
which he shall arrive, or before the consular agent 
of his own nation at a foreign port, if the vessel 
shall in the first instance touch at a foreign port 
where there is such an agent. 


This declaration shall be verified by means of an 
examination, upon oath, of the principalgpersons 
amongst the crew or the passengers who shall have 
witnessed the search or detention; and a formal 
statement of the whole shall be drawn up, two 
copies whereof shall be delivered to the master, 
who shall forward one of them to his Government, 
in support of his claim for costs and damages. 

It is understood that, if any circumstances bes 
yond control shall prevent the master from making 
his declaration, it may be made by the owner of 
the vessel, or by any other person interested in the 
equipment or inthe lading of the vessel. 


On a copy of the formal statement above mene 
tioned being officially transmitted to it, the Gov- 
ernment of the country to which the officer to 
whom the abuses or vexations shall be imputed, 
shall forthwith institute an inquiry; and if the vas 
lidity of the complaint shall be ascertained, that 
Government shall cause to be paid to the master 
or the owner, or to any other person interested in 
the equipment or lading of the molested vessel, the 
amount of costs and damages which shall be due 
to him. 


Art. 15. The high contracting parties engage 
reciprocally to communicate to each other, when 
asked to do so, and without expense, copies of the 
proceedings instituted, and of the judgments given, 
relative to vessels searched or detained in the execu- 
tion of the provisions of this treaty. 

Art. 16. The high contracting parties agree to 
insure the immediate freedom ofall the slaves who 
shall be found on board vessels detained and con- 
demned in virtue of the stipulations of the present 
treaty. 

Ait. 17. The high contracting parties agree to 
invite the maritime powers of Europe which have 
not yet concluded treaties for the abolition of the 
slave-trade to accede to the present treaty. 


Art. 18. Theacts or instruments annexed to the 
present treaty, and which it is mutually agreed to 
consider as forming an integral part thereof, are 
the following: 

A. Forms of warrants of authorization, and of 
orders for the guidance of the cruisers of each na- 
tion, in the searches and detentions to be made in 
virtue of the present treaty. 


B. Instructions for the cruisers of the naval 
forces employed in virtue of the present treaty for 
the suppression of the slave-trade, 


Art. 19. The present treaty, consisting of nine- 
teen articles, shall be ratified, and the ratifications 
thereof shall be exchanged at London at the ex- 
piration of two months from this date, or sooner if 
possible. 

In witness whereof, the respective plenipotentia- 
ries have signed the present treaty, in English and 
French, and have thereunto affixed the seal and 
their arms. 

Done at London, the twentieth day of December, 


“2 Feb. 1848. 
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in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hun- 

dred: and forty-one. 

i ABERDEEN, L. 
KOLLER, L: 
STE. AULAIRE, [t. 
SCHLEINITZ, [t. 
BRUNOW, L. 


: ANNEX A, 
To the treaty between Great Britain, Austria, 
France, Prussia, and Russia, for the suppression 


of the African slave-trade, signed at London. the 
"90th, December, 1841. 


Form 1. Warrants in virtue of whicha cruiser 
of one of the high contracting parties to this treaty 
may visit anddetain a merchant vessel belonging 
to;.or bearing the flag of, another of the high con- 
tracting parties, and suspected of being engaged in 
the slave-trade, or of being fitted out tor that 
traffic: 

Whereas, by a treaty concluded between Great 
Britain, Austria, France, Prussia, and Russia, 
‘signed at London. on the 20th of December, 1841, 
for the total suppression of the African slave-trade, 
it was stipulated that certain cruisers belonging to 
the said countries, respectively, should be instructed 
to visit and detain, within particular limits, merchant 
vessels of the other contracting parties engaged in 
the traffic in slaves, or suspected of being fitted out 
for that traffic; and whereas the Government 
of =--—-— has thought fit thatthe vessel you 
command shall.be one of the cruisers fur- 
nished with said special instructions, you will ac- 
cordingly receive instructions from the said Gov- 
emmen, for your guidance on the said service: 
you at® therefore, authorized, by virtue of these 
instructions, and of the present warrant, to visit 
merchant vessels under the flag, suspected 
of being engaged in the traffic in slaves, within the 
limits set forth in the second article of the said 
„treaty, and to deal with such vessels .as shall have 
engaged in the slave-trade, or shall be suspected of 
being fitted out for that traffic, as pointed out in 
the said treaty, and in the instructions thereunto 
annexed. 

Given under our hands andthe seal of the 
office of , the of. 

To the commander of the ———. 

Form 2. Ordérs for the guidance of the com- 
mander of the cruiser of one of the high contract- 
ing parties in visiting and detaining a merchant 
vessel belonging to, or bearing the flag of, another 
of the high contracting parties: 

‘Whereas, by a treaty concluded between Great 
Britain, Austria, France, Prussia, and Russia, 
signed at London on the twentieth of December, 
1841, for the total suppression of the African slave- 
trade, it was stipulated that certain cruisers belong- 
ing to the said countries, respectively, shall be au- 
thorized, under special instructions therein men- 
tioned, to visit and detain, within particular limits, 
merchant vessels of the other contracting parties 
engaged in the slave-trade, or suspected of being 
fitted out for that traffic: and whereas we think fit 
that the vessel you command shall be one of the 
cruisers furnished with the said special in- 
structions, we herewith transmit to you a copy of 
the said treaty of the 20th of December, and of the 
instructions thereunto annexed, hereinbefore men- 
tioned; and you are accordingly authorized, by virtue 
ofthis present order, and of the accompanying war- 
rantfrom the Government of , to visit, with- 
in the limits set forth in the second article of the said 
treaty, merchant vessels under the flag sus- 
pected of being engaged in the slave-trade, and to 
deal with such vessels as shall have been engaged 
in that traffic in the manner pointed out in said 
trealy, warrant, and instructions; and we charge 
and require you to conform most strictly to all the 
provisions and stipulations contained therein, ta- 

ing care to exercise the authority so conferred 
upon youin the mildest manner, and with every 
attention which is due between allied and friendly 
nations, and to co-operate cordially with the com- 
manders of any vessels of war employed in 
the same service, 
- Given under our hands and the seal of the 5 
office of , the — day of 

To the commander of the ———. 

These. forms of warrants and orders shall be 
annexed to the treaty signed this day between 
Great Britain, Austria, France, Prussia, and Rus- 
Sia, for the suppréssion of the African slave-trade, 


and shall be considered as an integral part of that 
treaty, 


mo mtn ie 


t 
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An witness whereof, the plenipotentiaries of the 
high contracting parties have signed this annex, 
and. have thereunto affixed the seal of their arms. 
_ Done at London, the twentieth day of December, 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hun- 


dred and forty-one. 
; - ABERDEEN, {u. s.] 
KOLLER, [u. s. 
STE. AULAIRE, fu. s. 
SCHLEINITZ, [u s. 
BRUNOW, [u. s. 


ANNEX B, 

To the treaty between Great Britain, Austria, 
France, Prussia, and Russia, for the suppression 
of the African slave-trade, signed at London, the 
20th December, 1841. 

Instructions TO CRUISERS. 
First, Whenever a merchant vessel belonging to, 


i] 


- or bearing the flag of, dny one of the high contract- 


ing parties, shall be visited by a cruiser of any 
one of the other high contracting parties, the offi- 
cer commanding the cruiser shall, before he pro- 
ceeds to the visit, exhibit to the master of such ves- 
sel the special orders which confer upon him by 
exception the right to visit her; and he shall de- 
liver to such master a certificate, signed by him- 
self, specifying his rank in the navy of his coun- 
try, and the name of the ship which he commands, 
and declaring that the only object ofhis visit is to 
ascertain whether the vessel is engaged in the 
slave-trade, or is fitted out for thepurpose of such 
traffic, or has been engaged in that traffic during 
the voyage in which she has been met with by the 
said cruiser. When the visit is made by an officer 
of the cruiser other than the commander, such offi- 
cer shall not be under the rank of lieutenant in the 
navy—unless he be the officer who, at the time, is 
second in command of the ship by which the visit 
is made; and in this case such officer shall exhibit 
to the master of the merchant vessel a copy of the 
special orders above mentioned, signed by the com- 
mander of the cruiser; and shall likewise deliver 
to such master a certificate, signed by himself, spe- 
cifying the rank which he holds in the navy ofhis 
country, the name of the commander under whose 
orders he is acting, the name of the cruiser to 
which he belongs, and the object of his visit, as 
hereinbefore recited. 

If it shall be ascertained by the visit thatthe 
ship’s papers are regular, and her proceedings law- 
ful, the officer shall certify upon the log-book of the 
vessel that the visit took place in virtue of the 
special orders above mentioned; and_ when these 
formalities shall have been completed, the vessel 
shall be permitted to continue her course. 

Secondly. If, in consequence of the visit, the offi- 
cer commanding the cruiser shall be of opinion that 
there are sufficient grounds for believing that the 
vessel is engaged in the slave-trade, or has been 
fitted out for that traffic, or has been engaged in 
that traffic during the voyage sin which she is met 
by the cruiser; and if he shall, in consequence, 
determine to detain her, and to have her delivered 
up to the jurisdiction of the competent authorities, 
he shall forthwith cause a list to be made out, in 
duplicate, of all the papers found on board; and he 
shall sign this list and the duplicate, adding, after 
his own name, his rank in the navy, and the name 
of the vessel under his command. . 

He shall in like manner make out and sign, in 
duplicate, a declaration stating the place and time 
of the detention, the name of the vessel, and that of 
her master, the names of the persons composing 
her crew, and the number and condition of the 
slaves found on board. 

This declaration shall further contain an ex- 
act description of the state of the vessel and her 
cargo. 

Thirdly. The commander of the cruiser shall, 
without delay, carry or send the detained vessel, 
with her master, crew, passengers, cargo, and the 
slaves found on board, to one of the ports hereinaf- 
ter specified, in order that proceedings may be in- 
stituted in regard to them, conformably to the laws 
of the country under whose flag the vessel is sail- 
ing; and he shall deliver the samc to the competent 
authorities, or to the persons who shall have been 
specifically appointed for that purpose by the Gov- 
ernment to whom such port shall belong. 

Fourthly. No person whatever shall be taken out 
of the detained vessel; nor shall any part of her 
cargo, nor any of the slaves found on board be re- 
moved from her, until afier such vessel shall have 
been delivered over to the authorities of her own 


H. of ‘Reps. 
nation; unless the removal of the whole or part of 
the crew, or of the slaves found on board, shall be 
deemed necessary, either for the preservation of 
their lives, or from any other consideration of hu- 
manity, or for the safety of the persons who shall 
be charged with the navigation of the vessel, after 
her detention. In any such ‘case, the commander 
of the cruiser, or the officer appointed to bring in 
the detained vessel, shall make a declaration of 
such removal, in which he shall specify the reasons 
for the same; and the masters, sailors, passengers, 
or slaves, so removed, shall be carried to the sime 
port as ihe vessel and her cargo, and they. shall 
e received in the same manner as the vessel, agree- 
ably to the regulations hereinafter set forth. 

Provided, always, that nothing in this para- 
graph shall be undersiood as applying to slaves 
found on board of Austrian, Prussian, or Russian, 
vessels; but such slaves shall be disposed of as is 
specified in the following paragraphs: 

Fifthly, All Austrian vessels which shall be de- 
tained on the stationsof America or Africa by the 
cruisers of the other contracting parties, shall be 
carried and delivered up to the Austrian jurisdic- 
tion at Trieste, 

But, if slaves shall be found on board any such 
Austrian vessel at the time of the detention, the 
vessel shall, in the first instance, be sent to deposite 
the slaves at that port to which she would have 
been taken for adjudication, if she had been sailing 
under the English’ or French flag. The vessel 
shall afterwards be sent on, and shall be delivered 
up to the Austrian jurisdiction at Trieste, as above 
stipulated. i 

Ajl French vessels which shall be detained on 
the eastern coast of Africa by the cruisers of the 
other contracting parties shall be carried and de~ 
livered up to the French jurisdiction at Goree. 

All French vessels which shall be detained on 
the coast of America to the southward of the 10th 
degreé of north latitude by the cruisers of the other 
contracting parties shall be carried and delivered 
up to the French jurisdiction at Cayenne. 

All French vessels which shall be detained in 
the West Indies, or on the coast of America to the 
northward of the 10th degree of north latitude, b 
the cruisers of the other contracting parties, shall 
be carried, and delivered up to the French jurisdic- 
tion at Martinique. 

All British vessels which shall be detained on 
the western coast of Africa by the cruisers of the 
other contracting parties, shall be carried and de- 
livered up to the British jurisdiction at Bathurst, 
on the river Gambia. 

All British vessels which shall be detained on 
the eastern coast of Africa by the cruisers of the 
other contracting parties, shall be carried and de- 
livered up to the British jurisdiction at the Cape 
of Good Hope. f 

All British vessels which shall be detained on 
the coast of America by the cruisers of the other 
contracting parties, shall be carried and delivered 
up to the British jurisdiction at the colony of 
Demarara, or at Port Royal, in Jamaica, according 
as the commander of the cruiser may think most 
convenient. 

All British vessels which shall be detained in the 
West Indies by the cruisers of the other contracting 
parties, shall be carried. and delivered up to the 
British jurisdiction at Port Royal, in Jamaica. 

All Prussian vessels which shall be detained. on 
the stations of America or Africa by the cruisers 
of the other contracting parties, shall be carried 
and delivered up to the Prussian jurisdiction at 
Stettin. 

But if slaves shall be found on board any such 
Prussian vessel at the time of ber detention, the 
vessel shall, in the first instance, be sent to de- 
posite the slaves at that port to which she would 
have been taken for adjudication if she had been 
sailing ‘under the English or French flag. The 
vessel shall afterwards be sent on, and shall be de- 
livered up to the Prussian jurisdiction at Stettin, 
as above stipulated. 


All Russian vessels which shall be detained on 
the stations of Africa or America by the cruisers 
of the other contracting parties, shall be carried and 
delivered up to the Russian jurisdiction at Cron- 
stadt, or at Reval, according as the season of the 
year may allow the one or the other of those ports 
to be reached, 

But if slaves shall be found on board any such 
Russian vessel at the time of her detention, the 
vessel shall, in the first instance, be sent-to depos- 
ite the slaves at that port-to which she would have 
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.-been taken for adjtidication if shehad been sailing 
‘under the English or French flag. The vesselshall 
“afterwards be sent on, and shall be delivered up to 
the Russian jurisdiction at Cronstadt, or at Reval, 
‘as above stipulated. j 

- Sixthy.. As soon asa merchant vessel which 
> shall have been detained as aforesaid, shall arrive 
at one ofthe ports or places above mentioned, the 
commander of the cruiser, or the officer appointed 


to bring on such detained vessel, shall forthwith 


deliver to the authorities duly appointed for that 
-purpose by the Government within whose territory 
Such port or such place shall be, the vessel and her 
cargo, together with the master, crew, passengers, 
and slaves found. on board, and also the papers 

` which shall have been seized on board the-vessel, 
and one of the duplicate lists of the said papers, re- 
taining the other in his own possession. Such of- 
‘ficer shall, at the same time, deliver to the said au- 
thorities one of the original declarations, as here- 
inbefore specified, adding thereto a statement of 
any changes which may have taken place from the 
time of the detention of the vessel to that of the de- 
livery, as well as a copy of the statement of any re- 
movals which may have taken place as above pro- 
vided for. 


In delivering over these several documents, the 
officer shall make, in writing and on oath, an at- 
testation of their truth, 


| Seventhly. If the commander of a cruiser of one 
of the high contracting parties, who shall be duly 
furnished with the aforesaid special instructions, 
shall have reason to suspect that a merchant ves- 
sel, sailing under convoy of, or in company with, 
a ship of war of any one of the other contracting 
parties, is engaged in the slave-trade, or has been 
fitted out for the purpose of thal traffic, or has been 
engaged in the traffic in slaves during the voyage 
in which she is met with by the said cruiser, he 


shall confine himself to communicating his suspi | 
e 


cions to the commander of the ship of war; and 
shall leave it to the latter to proceed alone to visit 
the suspected vessel, and to deliver her up to the 
jurisdiction of her own country, if there should be 
cause for doing so. 

Eighthly. By article fourth of the treaty, it is 
stipulated that, in no case, shall the mutual right of 
visit be exercised upon ships of war by ihe high 
contracting parties. 


It is agreed that this exemption shall apply equal- 
ly to vessels of the Russian-American Company; 
which, being commanded by officers of the imperial 
navy, are authorized by the Imperial Government 
to carry a flag which distinguishes them from the 
merchant navy, and are armed and equipped sim- 
Uarly to transports of war. 


It is further understood that the said vessels shall 
be furnished with a Russian patent, which shall 
prove their origin and destination. The form of 
this. patent shall be drawn up by common consent. 
Itis agreed that this patent, when issued by compe- 
tent authority in Russia, shall be countersigned at 
St. Petersburgh by the consulates of Great Britain 
and France, 


Ninthly. Inthe third clause of article nine of. 


the treaty, it is stipulated that, failing “proof to the 
contrary, ‘a vessel shall be eae to be engaged 
in the slave-trade if there be found on board spare 
plank fitted for being laid down as a second or 
slave deck. 

In order to prevent any abuse which might arise 
from an arbitrary interpretation of this clause, it is 
especially recommended to the cruisers not to ap- 
ply it to Austrian, Prussian, or Russian vessels em- 
ployed in the timber trade, whose manifest shal] 
prove that the planks and joists which they have, 
or have had, on board, are, or were, a part of their 
cargo for trade. 

Therefore, in order not to harass lawful com- 


merce, cruisers are especially enjoined only to act | 


‘upon the stipulations contained in the third’ clause 
ofarticle nine, when there shall be on board the 
vessel visited spare plank evidently destined to form 
aslave deck. 

The undersigned plenipotentiaries have agreed, 
in conformity with the eighteenth article of the 
treaty signed by them this day, that these instruc- 
tions shall be annexed to the treaty signed this day 
between Great Britain, Austria, France, Prussia, 
and Russia, for the suppression of African slave- 
trade, and shall be considered as an integral ‘part 
of that treaty. 

.. In. witness whereof, the plenipotentiaries of 
-the high contracting parties have signed this an- 


nex, and have hereunto -affixed the seal of their 
arms. eo, peel : 

- Done at`London, the twentieth day of December, 
inthe year-of our Lord one thousand eight hun- 
dred and forty-one. 


ABERDEEN, [u s] 
“KOLLER, L. S.J 
STE. AULAIRE, fr = 

SCHLEINITZ, L. 8. 

BRUNOW, fu. s.] 


SPEECH OF MR. SMITH, 


OF CONNECTICUT. 

In Senate ofthe United States, February 20, 1843— 
On the bill to restore to General Jackson the 
fine of one thousand dollars imposed on him 
by Judge. Hall, for an alleged contempt of 
court. 


Having cherished the idea, Mr. President, that . 


the nationality of this subject would hush all party 
feelings, and soften the asperity of partisans, I 
have hitherto abstained from taking any part in 
the discussions, supposing all would be ‘United in 
restoring the fine imposed upon General Jackson 
at New Orleans. { am, however, constrained to 
believe that I am to be disappointed in the conclu- 
sion 1 had arrived at, and that a different result 
is now tobe apprehended. I shall therefore take 
such a.party view of it only as its present aspect 
demands, without relinquishing the idea that it has 
not, and will not, wholly assume that character. 
The subject is one deeply involving the interests 
and character of the nation. The pride and na- 
tional feelings of every American should elevate 
him far above sectional and party prejudices, and 
induce him to investigate the subject with no other 
partiality upon his mind than that which every 
patriotic American is proud to acknowledge—that 
America is his country. 


Though all agree that General Jackson achieved 
a victory at New Orleans over our common enemy, 
of no ordinary character; and that he won unfa- 
ding laurels for himself, and gave to America 
among the nations of the earth a proud eminence; 
yet there seems to be a disposition in some to with- 
hold from him the meed that is to be found only in 
the public approbation. of the measures which 
were adopted by the General to save the people of 
New Orleans from a calamity and dishonor from 
which they had no hope of escape, except it was 
by means ofthe resources of that superior general 
and extraordinary man? General Jackson; and to 
save the nation from a disgrace which none would 
be willing to witness, except the external and in- 
ternal enemies of republican America. He alone, 
in this perilous moment, was looked to as a com- 
mander of our forces, for the salvation of New 
Orleans and of our country; and he, and the few 
patriots constituting the little American army un- 
der his command, are entitled to the whole credit 
of accomplishing these two great and important 
objects. The facts in relation to this fine are to 
be found in the history of our country. It is un- 
necessary tobe particular in adverting to them here. 

Ishall have occasion hereafter to present them 
to the Senate, in connexion with other facts, for the 
purpose of showing the necessity and propriety of 
the measures and means taken to defend our terri- 
tory against invasion „by a public enemy. It is 
claimed that, in defending New Orleans, General 
Jackson came in contact with, and trampled down 
and disregarded, the civil institutions and function- 
aries of our Government, by declaring and enfor- 
cing martial law in aid of his military movements 
and plans; and, therefore, the fine ought not tobe un- 
conditionally remitted. Many of those who believe 
that General Jackson did no more than was re- 
quired of him by the American people as their 
general, seem to be disposed to admit that he vio- 
lated the laws of his country, but ought to be ex- 
cused on the ground of necessity. Iadmitno such 
thing, Mr. President. I donot hesitate to say, and 
I feel able to show it, that General Jackson violated 
no law; nor did he, in making his defence, trans- 
cend his powers, or abuse those of the civil depart- 
ment of our Government. If I amcorrectin this, 
the fine was wrongly and unjustly imposed, and 
ought to be remitted without any qualification what- 
ever, and with interest i 

Didnotthe almost irrepressible indignity of the 
people of New Orleans atthe assumed power of 
Judge Ball to sit and act asjudge in his own be- 
half, and impose the fine on General Jackson, for 
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j| would be liable for murder. 
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court, show that no-indifferent court or jury. could 
have béen found in any part of the Union. to inflict 
a fine upon the General for his noble and patriotic 
defence of New Orleans? My defence of General 
Jackson is, that he ‘did. no more than any other cit- 
izen, or every other one of the United States, might 
have done, to prevent’ a violation of our territory 
by a public enemy;—nay, no more than was requir- 
ed of every patriot ir the Union. I address myself 
to the reason, and not tothe passion. If Ican have the 
exercise of reason in deciding this question, I do 
hot fear the result. What is. martial jaw, as en- 
foréed at New Orléans by General Jackson, but 
physical power which our ‘common Creator has 
given us for self-preservation; and which ‘eve: 
man, and all men, have always exertéd; anid whic 
no society or Government has ever dared to impair, 
and much less to take away? ‘Will any ‘one tén- 
tradict me, when Isay that any citizen may defend 
himself and property against the unwarrantable’ or 
illegal attack of another, though he be a citizén-- 
even unto death of the assailant, if necessary? .1 
presume not. Willany one deny the’ principle, 
that what one may do to defend himself and’ pròp- 
erty, another, or éver so many, may do to deféiid 
him? 1 presume not. : 

If these principles are admitted, or established, I 
am sure I shall have no difficulty in defending 
General Jackson, unless he wantonly. abused. the 
power he exercised. And let me here observe, 
Mr. President, that General Jackson was no. more 
liable for an error of judgment, if such should. be 
found to be the fact, (which no one claims, that I 
have heard,) than a judge upon the bench would be 
for an error of judgment. ‘That we may pot con- 
found the terms military and physical@@ivhen. , 1 
speak of them, I use them as synonymous, in. rela- 
tion to this subject. They are one and the same 
thing, as opposed to civil power. When both the 
civil and military powers are in healthy action, I 
readily agree to the principle, that the military is 
subordinate tothe civil power. But I know of.no 
instance where physical power may not be exerted 
to prevent the commission, or. for the suppréssion 
of crime, or to protect an individual from an. as- 
sault, Any individual may arrest and secure a 
criminal, at all times, And can he be made liable 
for it in a civil action? No one, I think, will claim 
he can be. And what law justifies the citizen 
clothed with no civil power to make the arrest, but 
the paramount law of our nature—the physical 
power which every man may exercise, and Which 
is paramount to all other laws? If any individual 
is attempting to commit the erime of arson or burg- 
lary, theft, or any other crime, may not any indi- 
vidual, or all who may feel disposed to prevent.the 
act, arrest the criminal? No one will deny this, 
Suppose civil officers sufficient to prevent the 
crime were present, and refused to do so: would 
that prevent individuals who were not officers, and 
who had no civil power to exercise, from interfer- 
ing and arresting the individual? No one will pre- 
tend that it would, I presume. Suppose the civil 
officers present, and whose duty it was to take care 
of the public interest, and prevent the commission 
of crime, and arrest and secure criminals, should 
endeavor to prevent the individual and unofficial 
citizen from performing the act; but he should per- 
sist in it, and should prevent the crime, or.arrest 
the criminal: would this make him liable, either to 
the public or the criminal? No one will pretend it 
would. If a judge is holding a court, and any one 
is committing a crime in his presence, may not any 
individual arrest the criminal? No one, I think, 
will deny this. 

Ifthe court were to send its officers to prevent 
the arrest, would the unauthorized individual ma- 
king the arrest then be Hable to any one? I think 
noone will claim this, for the supremacy ofthe 
laws, and for. the honor of the officials. “Will any 
one claim that such arrest would have been a con- 
tempt of court, and the officious individual liable to 
be fined by the dignified court forit? If he would, 
I would like to hear him. I will now suppose a 
case, which will approach nearer the case of Gen. 
Jackson. If a public enemy had entered the court- 
house where the judge was sitting, or had surround- 
edit: would not every citizen be justified in beat- 
ing off the enemy, and killing them, without of- 
fending the official dignitary in such manner ás to 
be liable for a contempt? If they were liable tothe 
court for contempt, I suppose they would also- be 
liable for false imprisonment ifthey captured any 
of the enemy; or, if they killed any, I suppose they 
But, if the court 
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iguld unite his strength with the enemy, and op- 

ose the citizens; is any one bold enough to claim 
Ethe citizens would be liable to any one for an 
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ise of their patriotism? 
ow, I would ask whether these cases differ in 


ng principle from that of Judge Hall with Gen. Jack- 
o sont, 


If they do, I am not able to petceive the 
: difference,” The great crime in his defence of 


: he trampled upon our sacred Constitution: But, I 
would ask, what is our Constitution worth, when 
on ubiry is gone?. And what was the defence 

< atl Orleans, but a struggle for our country? 
When our country was secure from the enemy, 


Wen our country was secure fron 
was the. patriot Jackson the man to trample down 
add disregard that instrument which every patriot 
regards asholy and sacred?» But, while our coun- 
try was ‘in danger, and nothing but pure and un- 
alloyed patriotism, with the bravery of.a Jackson, 
ebgidt save it, Judge Hall, a foreigner by birth and 
in sentinent, was ready and willing tosacrifice his 
couyitry to save the Constitution. . What astonish- 
ing patriotism he exhibited! The nation duly appre- 
iated it. But, Mr. President, if I may be permitted 
ddress myself to a party, Í will ask our political 
is whether they have, on other occasions, 
ed as much an infraction of that sacred in- 
ent, the Constitution? Let me call their at- 
tothe alien and sedition laws. All are 
toadmit, now, thatthoselaws were unconstitu- 
and no candid man will deny that they 
were used for the basest purposes. while in the 
hands of. the Federalists. The free and unoffend- 
ing citizens were seized and forced into loathsome 
prisons, and there incarcerated (many. of them) until 
a indignant people hurled them from power, and 
uilockédgthe pgison doors, and set at liberty the 
ictims of an austere and revengeful party. For 
other violations of that sacred instrument, more 
fresh in our minds, let me refer you to the late ap- 
> portionment law, and the remedial justice bill: 
oth of which are too clearly unconstitutional for 
any Sane man todoubt. Several others of the same 
character I might refer you to; but I trust I have 
not been unsuccessful in presenting cases enough 
to satisfy the mind of any man that your holy re- 
gard for the Constitution is seldom awakened 
when patriotic exertions are most needed. I 
should not omit to notice a bank of the United 
States, which you have chased under that vagrant 
power, so happily described by your leader in his 
more palimy days, until you have literally worn 
yourselves out, 


Butto return, Mr. President, to the law paramount 
to all others, either political, civil, or international— 
the law of self-preservation I refer to. Let me re- 
mark here, that it isnot alone applicable to indi- 
viduals, and to private property; but it is applicable 
tobodies of men, and to nations. and national prop- 
erty, We ourselves, as an independent and sov- 
reign nation, have enforced it upon other nations 
with which we were at peace. I allude to our 
descent upon the Spanish territory, and dislodging 
some marauders and outcasts who had taken up 
their abode there, and made sallies upon our inhab- 
itants, and robbed and murdered them, and then 
retreated back into the Spanish territory for safety. 
The Spanish Government was too feeble to restrain 
these outlaws; and, to preserve ourselves from their 
depredations, we took the law of self-preservation— 
that which General Jackson exercised at New 
Orleans-~into our own hands; and, so far as 1 know, 
the whole world acquiseced in it, and justified the 
act. 


The British sheltered themselves under the same 
principle, when they seized the ships at Copen- 

agen, and appropriated them to their own use. 
No.independent nation or individual, to my know- 
ledge, denied the correctness of the principle at 
that time. Whether the circumstances were such 
as to. warrant the act, there might well be doubts. 
The British claimed that these ships were going 
into the service of another nation at war with them; 
„and therefore, to preserve themselves from destruc- 
tion, they were justified in taking the ships of a 
friendly nation, because it was not able to -pre- 
vent their use against the British. And do we not 
see men hung under this same law of self-preserva- 
tion, by force of physical power, without the sem- 
blance of trial, and without even a pretence that 
theact was authorized by any otber law than that 
of self-preservation? But let me call the attention 
of the Senate to a recent act of the British, under 
this, same law. of self-preservation; and the act is 
one which, I presume, is indelibly impressed upon 


dreg 


» Orleans, with which you charge him, is, that ` 
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|} the mind of every American patriot. I have ref- 


| did we suffer our national escutcheon to be stained 
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erence to the brutal conduct of the British at 
Schlosser, near Buffalo, in the State of New York, 
in 1837. They claimed that we were not able, or 
would not, restrain our citizens from entering their 
provinces, and exciting their subjects to-rebellion; 
and, consequenily, they had a right to enter our 
territory while we were at peace with them, and 
exterminate our citizens by fire and sword. Every 
one knows that the principle of self-preservation 
could. not. be applied to that case; and that it was 
a flagrant violation of our territory, and an insult 
to our nation. But the British had the impudence 
to claim. that it. was under the law of self-preserva- 
tion that they inflicted the wound upon us. And 


by the nefarious act? Let the facts answer, We 
have, to the grief and mortification of every citizen 
of the Union, who has an American heart, per- 
mitted them to go off under that pretence, without 
even a murmur on onr part.. The eye of. the 
American nation is turned with scorn upon the 
negotiations upon this subject; they will be long 
remembered, and as long despised. But our dis- 
grace does not end here, Mr, President. 


We have, on the insolent demand of the British, 
passed a law violative of every principle known 
to civilized: nations, and of our Constitution; in 
effect, authorizing them to repeat the acts with im- 
punity. This law takes away the criminal juris- 
diction of the States, whose land is crimsoned with 
the blood of their inoffensive citizens, by the hand 
of ruthless vagabonds, and leaves the people of a 
sovereign State without the least remedy for mur- 
der, robbery, arson, and burglary, and other in- 
famous crimes, if committed by a British subject 
in the employ of his sovereign—no matter what 
that employment is, whether of a civil or military 
character. And suppose we had the power and 
right to pass such alaw: what have we got from 
the British in return for it? Nothing but national 
disgrace. 


But, let me ask, why are you soanxious tosustain 
the civil power at New Orleans, even at the risk of 
the loss of our country; while you are so extremely 
anxious to destroy it at the North, as to pass a 
palpably unconstitutional law to further your 
views? Your inconsistencies are tobe reconciled only 
by one supposition—and that is, that your strong- 
est desire was to place yourselves by the side of the 
enemies of our country, and in harmony with them. 
I believe every true American will come to this 
conclusion, on comparing your conduct on both 
occasions, ; 

General Jackson at New Orleans only defended 
his country againstthe publicenemy Did he need 
a general’s commission to authorize him to do this? 
I hardly think any one will answer this question in 
the affirmative. It he had, without any commis- 
sion, but as a private citizen, made the same de- 
fence that he did with the commission of a major 
general at New Orleans, I desire to know who is 
to call him to an account for it, or punish him for 
it? 

No one will doubt, if a citizen hasa right to de- 
fend himself, or his neighbor, against the attack of 
another citizen of the United States, that he would j 
have a right to defend himself, or his neighbor, 
against a public enemy. There is a great dis- 
tinction between the defence of one when at- 
tacked by acitizen, and bya public enemy, In 
regard to the latter, any citizen may attack and 
destroy him without being first attacked. In 
the former, he has only a right to repel an 
attack made upon him withoutright. What pow- 
er could Judge Hall have exerted to punish a pub- 
licenemy at New Orleans, other than that exer- 
cised by General Jackson—physical power? 1f 
every soldier had been captured and delivered 
over to Judge Hall, bound hand and foot—even if 
he had killed our citizens—Judge Hall could not 
have punished them; they would be treated as 
prisoners of war, Why, then, yield to him the 
physical power, and lay it at his feet, when the 
enemy were -at your doors, and he refused to ex- 
ercise it, and could not the civil power? If his 
patriotism had been as pure as General Jackson’s, 
he would have exercised the same power that 
Genera! Jackson did to expel a ferocious and vin- 
dictive enemy. ` 

Situated as General Jackson was, with raw and 
undisciplined troops—not much above one-third in 
number as manyas the enemy had of what they 
called invincibles—could he be justified in doing 
less than he did? The enemy had for their motio ; 
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“beauty and booty.” What could have been more'ex- 
citing and animating to a lcentious soldiery?. No 
one ciaims that he did more than his duty in any par- 
ticular, except it was to subject Judge Hall arid 


- his associates to his control while he was defend~ 


ing the place. And may we not reasonably: con- 
clude, if the Jud:e had not patriotism: enough: 
either to help to defend himself, or suffer the Gen- 
eral to carry out his plans unmolested in making 
the defence at that critical moment, that he had 
none too much to give aid to the enemy—indirect, 
ly, if not directly?. I think we may; and so I think. 
a large majority of the pecple of this county. be~ 
lieve. . 

To defend the city of New Orleans, it became 
necessary to establish a cordon of posts around it, 
and to guard effectually every passage and avenue 
tothe city. The city must necessarily becomea 
part of the General’s camp. How easy would it 
have been for the enemy to communicate with dis- 
affected citizens in the midst of his camp, if he. 
could not have the entire control of-all the ground: 
within his posts? With all the power the General 
had exercised, and with al! the guards he had 
placed round the city, it was well known that 
there was a constant communication between 
the enemy and the city. A quartermaster in 
the British army (Peddie) boasted that -he 
had every day from the. city, from seven or 
eight persons, all the information he wanted 
in relation to our movements. Every true 
American in New Orleans could be trusted; buta 
large portion of the people were mere adventurers 
from various nations, without any attachment to 
our country; and most of them were hostile to our 
Government and our institutions, and mere despera« 
does ready and willing, and waiting only for an 
opportunity, to unite with our enemies. One 
whole village but a short distance on the bank of 
the river from New:Orleans, was composed of 
Spanish and Portuguse, who aided and assisted 
the British in disembarking their troops, and acted 
as spies upon us, and as pilots to the British. 
They were known as banditti. General Jack- 
son was informed, before he reached Louis- 
jana, by the highest and most reliable authority, 
that it was filled with spies and traitors, 


The Governor of the State informed him that.. 
there was a great spirit of dissatisfaction with 
many, and great despondency with the patriotic 
portion of the population, 

It was well known that every desperate band of 
outlaws inthe vicinity were leagued withthe enemy, 
and were ready toshare with them in the pillage 
and plunder of the city. S 

The subject of martial law, before it was de- 
clared, was fully discussed in the presence of 
Judge Hall, who apparently approved it. The 
Governor, and many other functionaries, and all 
patriots, advised its adoption. 

And no reasonable man, I think, will doubt that 
it was absolutely necessary to save the city from 
the sackage of a licentious soldiery, and of their 
motto being fully verified. But we have only to 
advert to one act of Judge Hall’s, to know that he 
acquiesced in the necessity of the measure, or that 
he was a traitor to his country. 

In making preparation for the defence, Judge 
Hall assumed the power to open-the prison doors, 
and to let out all the criminals to assist either the 
enemy or the friends of our country; and many 
pirates then in prison, among others, were dis- 
charged, and let loose, and went at large among 
the citizens. If this was for the purpose of aiding 
the defence, it is conclusive evidence that he 
thought all that General Jackson did was necessary : 
and much more, because his own act was a much 
greater violation of duty than apy that was im- 
puted to General Jackson—unless it was absolutely 
necessary for self-preservation, and then neither 
wasa violation of duty. 

Which would inflict the deepest wound upon the 
civil power of our country—for a general, while 
defending his country against invasion by.a public 
enemy, to arrest a judge of the court, when he sup- 
posed he was (at least indirectly) co-operating with 
the'enemy; or for a judge to open the prison doors, 
and Jet loose all the criminals, including many pi- 
rates, whose lives were forfeited to an injured 
country, to again commit piracy, and other crimes 
little inferior in degree of enormity? I leave. it to 
every candid mind for decision. That the civil 
power was adequate tothe defence of New Orleans, 
no one will pretend. What, then, was left to de~ 
fend it but the military? None. No candid man, 
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I think, believes this was exercised in an unreason- 
_ able manner; or with more severity than the ocea- 
“gion required. 

“Let us iake a brief view of the facts in relation to 
the arrest of Judge’ Hall by General Jackson, and 
for which Hall sat in hisown case, and, from the 
impulse of his own sense of a personal wrong, in- 
flicted:a fine of one thousand dollars upon the 
General. a l ; 

The line of sentries stationed by General Jack- 
son.for the defence of New’ Orleans, and to guard 
it against the assault of the enemy, included the city 
of New -Orleans; and martial law, to have any ef- 
fect, must be maintained within these lines. - Ail, of 
course, within the range of them, must be subject to 
itsaction, The business of the Legislature had been 
suspended; and all who wished’ the city saved, 
readily submitted to its authority. Information was 
received from the British fleet that peace had been 
concluded between the United States and Great 
Britain. "The newspapers took up the subject, and 
endeavored to create uneasiness among the people, 
and to induce them to believe that martial law was 
unnecessary, The General thought, as did all 
Other prudent men, that this was a devise of the 
enemy to get some advantage of our troops. A 
general order was announced, prohibiting any pub- 
lication in the papers affecting the army. 

The French consul (Toussard) granted certifi- 
cates: to all Frenchmen, as well to those in our 
service ‘as to those out of it, that, being subjects of 
the French King, they could not be held to do mil- 
itary duty. This caused a good deal of uneasiness. 
An order was then made, directing such French 
subjects as had the certificates of the French con- 
sul, countersigned by the Commanding General, 
to retire without the military lines. Soon after 
this, a publication appeared in the newspaper, if 
not designed, calculated to excile mutiny among 
our troops.. This was an entire misrepresenta- 
tion of the order, representing that all French- 
men, without distinction, were ordered out of 
the city, and calling upon them to rally round 
the standard of the French consul. Some of the 
troops abandoned their posts, in consequence of 
this mutinous publication. The author of this pub- 
lication was Louallier, a member of the Legisla- 
ture. Ifthis is a fair specimen of the patriotism 
about New Orleans during that trying time, I be- 
lieve no one will blame General Jackson for dis- 
trusting them, General Jackson caused Louallier 
to be arrested. Judge Hall issued a writ of habeas 
corpus to take Louallier from the custody of the 
military officers, The General arrested the Judge; 
and finally ordered him to be removed beyond his 
camp. When the camp was broken up, and mar- 
tial law ceased, the Judge returned, and seized the 
General, and. brought him before himself, to an- 
swer for a contempt of his court, and imposed the 
fine upon him which it is the object of this bill to 
remove, or relinquish to the General, as a token of 
the approbation ofthe American people for his de- 
fence of New Orleans. L need not ask what the 
tendency of Louallier’s conduct was, nor what was 
his design inthe mutinous publication. The facts 
which came to light answer both ‘questions. The 
consequence was an abandonment. of. the military 
posts by the soldiers, and a perfect satisfaction on 
the part of Louallier, and of Efal] too, or Hall would 
not have undertaken to screen Louallier from pun- 
ishment. How does the conduct of these two men 
stand before the world, as contrasted with General 
Jackson’s?. Comment from me is unnecessary. 
The grateful people of America have shown their 
approbation of the General’s conduct, by electing 
him President of the United States. Let the crown- 
ing act of approbation be consummated by a remis- 
sion of this unjust fine—a fine to which the United 
States have no more right than I have. 

Af you desire to see a picture designed by British 
artists for New Orleans, turn your eye to the Ce- 
lestial Empire; and there you will behold the fair- 
est fabric of God’s workmanship, with her loving 
and loved offspring, rushing into the flaming fire, 
the yawning gulf, the deep abyss, to escape the 
contaminating touch of a licentious British sol- 
diery. Such a death did these innocent people pre- 
fer, to such a brutal, licentious infliction ofa British 
behest, and with which New Orleans was threat- 
ened; and such a calamity, nothing but unre- 
strained physical power, directed by the most in- 
domitable patriotism and unconquerable bravery, 
could have averted. What could the civil power 
have done to save this valuable portion of our 
American population from such a disaster and dis- 
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grace, if it could have acted with its most plenary 
power? All will answer, unhesitatingly, Nothing 
at all. And for what, I would ask, was this heart- 
rending. barbarity inflicted upon this unoffending 
peopie! Because they refused to eat the poisonous 
drugs of this bloodthirsty people, and degrade, and 
disgrace, and- ruin themselves, to gratify British 
cupidity, and pay them an extravagant price for it; 
and to replenish an exhausted national treasury, af- 
ter failing to supply it, by an appropriation of the 
blood, bones, and muscles of a great portion of their 
laboring people. And how came this treasury ex- 
hausted? By bestowing it upon sinecures, and 
pampered and bloated aristocrats, who had never 
rendered to the people for it a pin’s value of ser- 
vice. And how came New Orleans in danger of 
such a British outrage as we. see inflicted upon the 
Chinese? Because America dared to defend her 
hardy seamen from outrages more daring, and, if 
possible, more cruel. From six to ten thousand of 
American seamen had already been seized, while 
peaceably sailing under our flag, and were com- 
pelled to fight the battles of our public enemy, and 
defend a marauding and predatory commercial ma- 
rine, sent forth to the remotest corner of the earth, 
to sack and pillage the fairest portion of the civil- 
ized world, or be tied to the masts of her floating 
hells, and be flayed alive. Many valuable lives of 
American citizens, which came to our knowledge, 
were taken in this cruel and barbarous manner; 
and probably many more, that never came to light, 
Many broken-hearted fathers, mothers, brothers, 
and sisters, mourned the Joss of their friends, thus 
butchered and sacrificed, and on whom they re- 
lied fora daily support. What think you of the 
people of New Orleans? Do you think they would 
wait for civil etiquette, and, for fear of offending 
the magisterial dignity of a prostrate judge, who 
could neither avert the impending calamity nor 
punish the offenders, forbear to call on the physical 
power—the only one that could afford them any re- 
lief or protection? 


SPEECH OF MR. CHOATE, 


OF MASSACHUSETTS. 

In Senate of the United States, February 3, 1843-- 
On the bill to authorize the adoption of measures 
for the occupation and settlement of the Territo- 
ry of Oregon, fur extending certain portions of 
the laws of the United States over the same, and 
for other purposes. 


The bill for the occupation and settlement of the 
Territory of Oregon Caiek had been previously 
discussed by Mr. Curate and other Senators) again 
coming up for consideration on this day— 

Mr. CHOATE spoke nearly as follows: 

I wish, sir, before others resume the regular dis- 
cussion of the measure under cunsideration, to say 
something upon two or three topics in the speeches 
of different Senators who have done me the honor 
to make reply to what I urged against the bill a few 
days ago. Jt is not my purpose to debate the sub- 
ject at large, and over again, nor to attempt an an- 
swer in detail to any one of the able arguments 
which have been addressedto us. I objected, and 
now object, to that provision of the bill only which 
grants, or engages to grant, lands to future settlers 
of the Oregon ‘Territory. The provision forms the 
maiter of part of the first section, and is expressed 
in these words: 


“Provision hereafter shall be made by law to se- 
cure and grant six hundred and forty acres, or one 
section of land, to every white male inhabitant of 
the Territory of Oregon, of the age of eighteen 
years and upward, who shall cultivate and use the 
same for five consecutive years, or to his heir or 
heirs-at-law, if such there be, in case of his decease. 
And to every such inhabitant or cultivator, being a 
married man, there shall be granted, in addition, 
ove hundred and sixty acres to the wife of said 
husband, andthe like quantity of one hundred and 
sixty acres tothe father for each child under the 
age of eighteen years he may have, or which may 
be born within the five years.” 

My objection to it was, and is, that it infringes, or 
subjects this Government toa specious accusation 
of infringing, that clause in the existing convention 
with Great Britam which declares that “any coun- 
try that may be claimed by either party on the 
northwest coast of America, westward of the Stony 
Mountains, shall, together with the harbors, bays, 
and creeks, and the navigation of all rivers within 
the same, be free and open to the vessels, citizens, 
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and subjects of the two powers.” I would not in- 
fringe that convention, because it is honorable, and 
politic as wellas honorable; to perform with pune- 
lilious exactness, and in liberal measure, all our en- 
gagemenis asa nation. 

Well, six, upon one great point, at least, we all 
concur. Everybody agrees that, if. the bill in. 
fringes the convention, it ought not to pass without 
amendment. The Senator from Missouri, [Mr. 
Lin, ] the framer of the bill, and now and long the 
zealous and able advocate of the general policy 
which it pursues, speaking for all its friends, agrees 
to this. On the other hand, if the convention were 
out of the way, 1 do not know that it might not re- 
ceive a general vote, Whether it violates the con- 
vention, therefore, or exposes itself to a colorable 
charge of doing so, or not, is the precise and only 
question. 

lt is obvious, then, Mr. President, that a great 
deal of the matter which has been pressed into the 
debate is irrelevant, and useless to the actual in- 
quiry: I hope that some of it may not prove to be 
mischievous as well as useless. Right or wrong in 
their advice, Senators have not been very sparing of 
it, nor very successful in showing us how it touches 
the immediate deliberation. Whether it would be 
wise or unwise now to give the notice prescribed 
by the convention for terminating it, and thus set 
the year running, at the end of which it must ex- 
pire by its own provisions; whether it would: be 
wise or unwise, if there were no public faith in the, 
way, to take military occupation of the whole ter: 
ritory to the forty-ninth degree at once; whether it 
would be wise or unwise to plant “fifty thousand 
rifles” on the banks of the Columbia, as the Sen. 
ator from Ohio [Mr. Tappan] so coolly counsels— 
a thing more easily said than doné—andtike the 
meditated murder in the great tragedy, not “done 
when ’tis done;” whether it would be better still to 
send these same rifles to conquer England in Ire- 
land, or to unfurl the standard of transatlantic lib- 
erty in the streets of London or on the coast of 
Kent, as other Senators have less distinctly recom- 
mended;—whether any, or all, or none of these 
things may be desirable and prudent, nobody pro- 

oses that we shall begin by breaking our word. 

etter auspices would betier commence under- 
takings so delicate and so magnificent. If, as Sen- 
ators predict, a war with England is to come so 
soon; if she realy is closing her vast serpent folds 
about us, and seeking her moment to crush us to 
death; if the black regiments are organized, and 
the armed steamers are built, by which she means 
to convey her fatal gift of revolutionary emancipa- 
tion to the vulnerable and inflammable South and 
Southwest;—if such a war as this is to come so soon, 
how much more desirable ttan eves that it shall 
find our honor without a stain! Other preparation 
Ido not undervalue; other armor you must forge 
and put on; but he who has this is clad already “in 
complete steel.” 


There is one question only, then, and: that the 
least discussed of any in this wide debate: Does 
the bill, in its grant, or promise of grant of Jand, 
break the convention? In other words: having 
agreed, as a Government, that this Territory of 
Oregon, and every part ot it, shall remain free and 
open to all the subjects of England, as well as all 
the citizens of our own country, until the expira- 
tion of twelve months after notice of the termina- 
tion of the agreement, can we now, before such 
notice, do an act, as a Government, intended and 
calculated to exclude the subjects of England 
from the territory, in part or whole; to parcel 
it out into farms; to enclose those farms with 
stone walls; to lay them down in grain and 
grass; to vest the title to them in American citizens, 
in absolute property, for the maintenance of which 
against all the world the public treasure and pub- 
lic faith are solemnly engaged? This is the ques- 
tion, and really it answers itself. You have 
agreed that, as aGovernment, you will do noth- 
ing to prevent this territory, and every part of 
it, from being free and open to the subjects of 
England, and to your own countrymen, until the 
convention expires. Perhaps you have agreed 
that you will take care that your citizens shall 
do nothing to prevent it from being open. But 
certainly you have agreed that, asa Government, 
you will do nothing yourselves to shut it up. And 
yet, by this bill, do you not do an act, as a Gov- 
ernment, intended and calculated to close the ter- 
ritory, in part or in whole, against English occu- 
pation and enjoyment? Do you not invite colonists 
tosettle on it by the promise of a perfect title? If 
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enough of them should go—as enough may go, and 
are invited by the bill to go—to take up, fence-in, 
plough and sow every acre of it on which a man 
ean live, do you not engage to all of them: such a 
titlet: Do you not then take and grant the whole 
territory, in exclusive property and occupation, to 
American citizens? And is this to leave it “free 
and open” to the subjects of England? Why; sir, 
in five years, if this bill produces the entire effect 
for which its provisions are calculated, and of 
which they are capable, not an Englishman could 
set his foot on the territory for agriculture, trade, 
or hunting. His entry would be a trespass on 
American. title, and the entry of his Government 
an invasion anda war on you. Ido not say that 
this result is undesirable; but I do say you cannot 
achieve it till you Have put an end to the conven- 
tion, You cannot shut up and appropriate a ter- 
ritory, or an acre of it, consistently with an agree- 
ment to keep it all free andopen. Common sense, 
common honesty, the municipal law, the judg- 
ments of the nations, concur in this. The attempt 
is to reconcile things irreconcilable; and the fifty 
thonsand rifles of the Senator from Ohio are un- 
equal to it. . 

- But I discussed this subject so much at large the 
other day, that I will not pursue it further. In 
truth, the only plausible defence of this part of the 
bill which we have heard attempted, is, not that it 
does not- disregard and infringe the convention, 
but that England has setthe example of disregard- 
ing and infringing it, and therefore we may do so 
too, 

Now, sir, if the fact is proved, I accede to the 
inference. If England puts a construction upon 
the convention which authorizes the two Govern- 
ments to proceed to colonize the territory by in- 
dependent policy; if she waives, deserts, and breaks 
the convention in this behalf, then you may pass 
this bill, Certainly, the bargain binds both or 
neither, 


But, Mr. President, I am not afraid of being 
calledthe apologist of England when I declare that 
Esee no proot at all that she violates the conven- 
tion, as I construe it. He must be a very vulgar 
debater, and that a very vulgar assembly, by 
whom and in which an attempt to persuade a na- 
tionto preserve its own honor by the argument that 
its great foreign rival has preserved his, should be 
stigmatized as an unpatriotic apologist for that 
great rival. No Senator here-will descend to such 
an imputation on another. I say, then, I see no 
evidence of any actof the English Government 
which justifies the act proposed to us. That the 
convention operates to her advantage, and against 
ours, is probably true; that her subjects are silently 
and widely occupying the territory, culling out its 
choicest parts, taking up its best mill-seats, re- 
claiming its best land, and extending the English 
name, national character, attachments, sympathies, 
and connexions, all over it, forming it slowly into 
another English colony, may be true. This may 
make it quite expedient fto terminate the conven- 
tion, It may make it quite necessary to assert the 
doctrine, that no possession taken by an English 
subject during the existence of the convention can 
be allowed to confer title. It does unquestionably 
make it necessary that a wise and a firm anda 
good-tempered diplomacy should, without one 
moment’s delay, undertake the adjustment of this 
great question of the Oregon. But what F say is, 
that Isee no governmental act of England which 
breaks the convention. Senators argue this point 
a great deal too much at large. ‘Lhe question is, 
not whether the English national temper is or is 
not respectful and friendly towards this country; it 
is not whether she once fired into the Chesapeake 
frigate in a time of peace; not whether her 
ulterior purposes in maintaining so many lines 
of steam-ships are wicked or charitable; not whether 
her hand is red with the blood of China and Af- 

hanistan; not whether she meditates the gift of 
iberty to all the enslaved; not whether she is proud, 
ambitious, grasping, not whether that which is so 
definitely and intelligibly called her “genera: atti- 
tude” towards us is lionlike or lamblike, rampant 
or couchant. Allthese inquiries are important to 
our general duties of statesmanship. As we may 
answer them one way or another, we may have 
to negotiate, to protest, to arm, to fight. But to the 
deliberation of this moment, these inquiries are 
worse thari irrelevant. The question is, Does the 
English Government grant land in the Oregon 
Territory to English subjects, to be enjoyed and 
owned exclusively and adversely to all the world? 
Ms 


Sir, there seems to be no proof of this at all. What 
the English hunters and traders may have done, 
Ido notinguire. I look to the Government; and 
what the Government has said, and what it has 
done, I once: before have brought to the notice of 
the Senate. In the act of 2d July, 1821, by which 
the privilege of hunting and trading is granted to 
the Hudson Bay Company, are these words: 

“IV. And whereas, by a convention entered into 
between his Majesty and the United States of 
America, it was stipulated and agreed that any 
country on the northwest coast of America, to the 
westward ofthe Stony Mountains, should be free 
and open to the citizens and subjects of the two 
powers for the term of ten years from the date of 
the signature of that convention: 

“Be it therefore enacted, That nothing in this act 
contained shall be deemed or construed to author- 
ize any body corporate, company, or person to 
whom his Majesty may have, under the provisions 
of this act, made a grant or given a license of ex- 
elusive trade with the Indians in such parts of 
North America as aforesaid, to claim or exercise 
any such exclusive trade within the limits speci- 
fied in the said article, to the prejudice or exclusion 
of any citizens of the said United States of America 
who may be engaged in the said trade: Provided 
always, That no British subject shall trade withthe 
Indians within such limits, without such grant or 
license as is by this act required.” 

This, sir, is the legislation of England under the 
convention which we are about to break. Icon- 
fess I should regret to see her legislation, and the 
jJegislation which is proposed here, presented to- 
gether to the moral judgment of the world. 

I have no more to say, sir, upon the expediency 
of passing this bill. Two better courses certainly 
are open to you. Put an end tothe convention at 
once; and then, at the expiration of the year, pro- 
ceed to plant a colony in the territory. This is 
one course. But another is better still, Leave all 
things as they are, and instantly enter upon a ne- 
gotiation which shall close forever the last of the 
questions which is of magnitude enough to endan- 
ger the peace of two great nations, of one blood 
and one faith. 

I desire now, Mr. President, to say something 
upon two or three topics introduced into the debate 
by the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. Benron.} To 
much of his able address to the Senate L assent 
entirely. To other portions of it I cannot assent; 
and on these I beg to submit a few remarks, with 
the deference which is due to him, but with the 
freedom which is due to the Senate from every 
Senator. ' 


I understood the honorable Senator to remind 
you, ‘that some time since the Senate, upon his mo- 
tion, made a call upon the President to apprize 
this body what were those “itiformal communica- 
tions” which, in his message transmitting the re- 
cent treaty for our approval, during the last. ses- 
sion, the President says had been had with the 
British minister upon the subject of the Territory 
of the Oregon; and that to this call the President 
replied, that the information sought for could not 
be given without detriment to the public interest. 
The honorable Senator then proceeded to declare 
that, in his opinion, this reply was not true, and 
was not sincere; and that 1t was designed to con- 
ceal the real reason for not answering the call; 
which was, that the disclosure of the “informal 
communications” would disgrace the American 
negotiator, by showing that he had offered to draw 
a lineot boundary south of the parallel of forty- 
nine. 

Now, sir, in so far as the honorable Senator con- 
fined himself to a denial that the public interest 
would suffer by a revelation of this matter, and to 
an argument to prove that it ought to have been 
given, Ihave little to say. I may be permittcd—-the 
youngest and least experienced of this body, reply- 
ing to one of its oldest, most experienced, and most 
distinguished members——to suggesta doubt whether 
such a commentary on such a communication from 
the Executive Government has been usual, and 
even whether it was ever made before. I had 
thought that a politic decorum had established the 
practice of receiving such communications from 
such a source as absolute truth. I had supposed 
that the indispensable intercourse of the depart- 
ments of Government, their respective con- 
stitutional functions, independence, and responsi- 
bilities, all required this. : 

But, sir, if it may be considered and discussed 
as an open question, whether the President has 


told us the truth, and whether his opinion that the 
public interests required these communications to 
be withheld is a well-founded one or-not, I must ' 
be permitted to say that I cannot doubt for a mo- 
ment that the Executive determination was both 
sincere and discreet. How could we have. expected 
beforehand any other answer? Why, sir; the” 
business of the Oregon is at this moment the sub- 
ject of ‘actual negotiation between the Govern- 
ments. It has been so for years. In his message 
at the commencement of the present session of 
Congress, the President declares his purpose to be 
to conclude an early settlement of it, if practi¢a- 
ble. Such is my inference from his language. In 
this posture of our affairs, so important and deli- 
cate, would it bea usual and asensible proceeding, 
or a strange and impolitic one, to publish to the 
world from day to day the informal conversa- 
tions of the representatives of the two powers? ` 
Was such a thing ever heard of? The honorable 
Senator says that our claim tothe Oregon Ter- 
ritory is, and always was, a uniform and decided 
one, never shifting, never timid; and-that there is 
nothing at all to be concealed. Well, sir, and 
what then? So was our claim in the Northeast a 
uniform and confident claim. Soalways has been 
our claim upon the great subjects of impressment 
andthe right of search; but when these claims, or 
any claims, or any subjects, become matters of ac- 
tual controversy, and are brought within the prov- 
ince of diplomacy, do not the law, and the usage, 
and the immemorial expediences of diplomatic 
treatment apply to them; and are they notto be 
disenssed and put in shape for adjustment accord- 
ing to the customary course of diplomacy? 

Let me remind you that there may be reasons for 
at least the usual prudence of secrecy, urgently 
and peculiarly applicable to this question. Re- 
member that, according to the theory of England 
upon the subject, it is a question to which not she 
and we alone, but we and the whole world are 
parties. She asserts no title in herself, but alleges 
thdt it belongs to all the nations. If so, all of. 
them—except Russia, Spain, and France, who may 
be thought to have quitclaimed--all the other na- 
tions are parties; and then England and this Gov- 
ernment are in truth meditating an arrangement 
excluding allthe rest, and appropriating the whole 
to themselves. Under any possible principle of 
adjustment, they would hardly be expected to re- 
veal the whole course of love from day to day, 
running smooth or broken, in the presses of Lon- 
don and Washington, 

But, sir, it was not this which I proposed to 
say. I desired chiefly to assure the Senator and 
the Senate that the apprehension intimated by him, 
that a disclosure of these informal communications 
would disgrace the American Secretary, by show- 
ing that he had offered a boundary line south of 
the parallel of forty-nine, is totally unfounded. 
He woald be glad to hear me say that I am au- 
thorized and desired to declare, that inno commu- 
nication, formal or informal, was such an offer 
made, and that none such was ever meditated. 

The honorable Senator complains of the treaty 
of last summer, ‘for not settling this question of the 
Oregon. It is one of its great sins of omission 
which he charges, as he has done more than once 
before. ; 

Let me say, sir, (what I need scarcely to say,) that 
this forms no objection to the treaty, which does not 
lie against our whole past series of diplomacy. 
Always this question of the Oregonhas borne ex- 
actly the same relation to all our questions with 
England that it bore lastsummer. Alwaysit has 
been thought important enough to be discussed 
with other subjects, and never has it been quite 
matured for adjustment, and never thought quite 
so important as to hinder the adjustment of other 
guestions which were matured. How many trea- 
ties have you made with England—how much dip- 
lomatic conversation have you bad with her, since 
Captain Grav discovered and named the Colum- 
bia river? And yet, through the whole series—in 
1807, 1814, 1816, 1818, and 1826—in the adminis- 
trations of both the last Presidents always there 
has been one course and one result with this sub- 
ject. It has been treated of; formal and informal 
communications have been heldon it; ithas been 
found to be unripe for settlement; and it has been. 
found to be, or believed to be, not difficult enough, 
or not pressing enough, to delay or alter the settle-. 
ment of riper and more pressing elements of.con- 
tention. There are, and have always been, two rea- 
sons for this posture and this fate of the Oregon, 


~ 


qu .. Itstands, in-the first place, on totally.dif-. 
erent grounds: from.the question. of the Northeast- 
ern boundary. To that, England and this Govern- 
2 were clearly the only parties. That each 

owned, exclusively of-all the world, up to:the. true 
: dine, was certain. Where that line was, depended 
: npon notbing but the meaning of a contract-written 
by: the. parties themselves. But in the Oregon 
question, the nations ofthe whole world have color 
of interest. England claims for them all. Except- 
ing France, Spain, and Russia, she insists that they 
all must be parties to that great bill in chancery, 
by which this controversy of empire shall be finally 
composed. But, besides this, the controversy it- 
self turas on matter altogether its own. It in- 
volyés.the. loftiest and most shadowy speculations 
of international law. It lies among the very apices 
jusis—the Alpine heights—the transcendentalitics of 
thatdepartment of thought. Discovery as a ground 
of title; its nature, and limitations, and extent; with 
whieh party is the fact of first discovery; what 
occupation must follow to ripen and define it; the 
effect of interior contiguous possession; the meaning 
of the old English charters, the Noctka Sound con- 
vention, and what not;—ihese are the Oregon topics, 
and happy -is the negotiator who shall weigh them 
out, and equalize and settle them without, like the 
Gaul, putting his sword into the scale! 

“The other circumstance which has always held 
the Oregon question in a state of partial insulation, 
applied with peculiar force to the time when this 
treaty was made. The Northeastern boundary 
line required immediate adjustment; the title to 
Oregon might rest to be tried in its order on the 
docket. Here, in the Northeastern and in the North 
was a line running 3,000 miles, between populous 
States and populous Provinces. It was for hun- 
dreds of miles an unscttled line. Excited and nu- 
merous communities of two different nations were 
fiercely disputing where it was. Men stood fa- 
cing each other with guns on their shoulders, sepa- 
rated by fordable rivers thirty yards wide. The 
dischargeof one single musket would have brought 
ona war, whose fires would have encircled the 
world. Did not the exigent circumstances of the 
hour—did not the ancient and uniform policy of 
the Government require that this controversy 
should be settled at once, leaving the distant desert 
for a space to take care of itself? 


. I was hurt, therefore, sir, to hear it intimated 
that a Northern negotiator had neglected and ex- 
claded the Oregon, because it was a Western ques- 
tion. You see why it was neglected, and why it 
was excluded; and you see that it was a wise diplo- 
macy, wheresoever its author was rocked in his 
cradle.. But how long is it, sir, that this has been 
a Western question, I should like to know? Is it 
any morea Western question than. the China mis- 
sion, or the Sandwich Island mission is a Western 
quesiion? Did not the East discover the terri- 
tory and its great river? Do you not found your 
title upon the log-book of Captain Gray’s good ship 
Columbia, of Boston? Was it not a Massachusetts 
man (Captain Wyeth) who first attempted to open 
a direct trade to it by sea? Was not Astoria set- 
ted from the East? Have you not upon your table 


more memorials from New York and Boston than- 


from-all the Union beside, soliciting your atten- 
tion to this interest? Will not the Nantucket and 
New Bedford wha!emen go there to rest, among his 
own countrymen and kindred, tired out with the 
chase of his gigantic game? Will it not be the uni- 
versal Yankee nation by whom that great valley of 
the tranquil sea shall be filled? and will they not, 
one and all, as the day of annual thanksgiving 
comes round, pause to trace their line with tears of 
gratitude and pride to the Plymouth Rock? Sir, 
at is no Western question. 

But, sir, the hoyorable Senator discerns a great 
deal of mischief in settling part of our differences 
with Engiand at a time, leaving others open. He 
perceives it to be a master-stroke of hers, and a 
capital blunder of yours, to determine the boundary 
line of the Northern States and the free States, 
without adjusting the questions which pertain 
more immediately and exclusively to the West and 

outh, 

Sir, Lam not sure that I comprehend the point of 
his complaint, l 

Did not President Jackson vehemently desire to 
settle this question of Northeastern boundary by 
itself? ` Did he not offer to Maine more than a mil- 
lion of dollars to settle it by itself, according to the 
King of the Netherlands’ award? Sir, we all know 
that he did. He, whose well-appreciated qualities 
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And pray, sir, what advantage does England 
gain over us by. the adjustment of this. portion of 
your differences with her?. The honorable Sena- 
tor argues that she is preparing for war with you. 
She is preparing for immediate war. Released 


-from -China and from Affghanistan, she is in. the 


very act of lifting her blood-red hand against your 
life. The beard is grown already, he thinks, on 
the chin of the hero who is to turn back the dark 
tide of that war upon her own coast, and conquer 
Oregon in the streets of London. 

Well, sir, if England is going to war with you 
so soon, what as is this settlement of the North- 
eastern line to do her? I have heard of Govern- 
ments which, meditating a war with one nation, 
prepared for it by adjusting their differences with 
other nations; thus securing their. friendship or 
their neutrality. But does England expect to get, 
by a treaty of peace made this year, a war next 
year, with one half only of the peoplé and States of 
this Union? Does she suppose she has given the 
East, and the great central mass, so satisfactory a 
boundary line, thatthey will lie down behind it, and 
leave the South and West to fight her alone? Do 
you not know that if one drop of blood is shed on 
the Columbia river, or one regiment (black or 
white) landed in Mississippi, this line would be on 
fire-—one long chain of fire—instantaneously, from 
the St. Croix to the Rocky Mountains? “Would 
this treaty hinder Maine, New Hampshire, Ver- 
mont, New York, Michigan, from walking over 
it, without knowing or caring where it is? Would 
this treaty, or any treaty, or anything, keep the 
commercial East out of your Southern and West- 
ern war? Why, sir, all war—all war of America 
with England—is a war directly and chiefly on the 
Eastern Atlantic States. Necessity, interest, not 
less than patriotism, compel them into participation 
in it. 
that is driven from the sea, sendsa gallant crew to 
the gun deck, and ensures other laurels to the brows 
of other Decaturs, and Hulls, and Perrys. So it 
was in the last w@. Hunted from the Grand 
Banks, the fishermen of Marblehead rallied to the 
radiant flag of the Constitution; and, in half an 
hour, broke forever the spell of English invincibil- 
ity on the sea. Such men are not long in learning 
their new profession. Iwas told this story by a dis- 
tinguished officer in the navy—the first lieutenant 
of that frigate at the time when she captured the 


| Guerriere: Daring the action, the officer in com- 


mand of one of the divisions observed that the firing 
of his guns had ceased for a short time, and in- 
quired ofa sailor the reason. “Sir, (said he,) there 
is so much smoke, we cannot see; and we are wait- 
ing for it to clear up. It isa pity to throw away 
our shot.” This from a fine young fellow of twen- 
ty, thereabouts, who had never seen fire before in 
his life! 

No, Mr. President: ,while I could wish, un- 
doubtedly, that this treaty had settled everything, I 
deny that it composes the slightest objection to it, 
of a positive nature, that it does not settle every- 
thing. What is done is altogether good. Whatis 
done is not the worse for whatis not done. The 
chances of the coniinuance of peace are heighten- 
ed. The hazards of war are diminished. The 
entire mass and aggregate of our relations with 
England is disembarrassed, and, if I may so say, 
dulcified. What is done makes it easier to do all 
the rest. It sweetens the temper of the parties: it 
purifies the vision: it calms the passions; it con- 
firms the purpose of the wise and good of both na- 
tions to be forever at peace with one another, and 
to put away forever all war from the kindred races 
—war, the most ridiculous of blunders, the most 
tremendous of crimes, the most comprehensive of 
evils, ; 

The honorable Senator next assails the treaty 


$ 


Every merchant ship, every fishing craft 
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for what he calls itssins, of commission. Hating. 


it all with hate: unappeasable, he: chiefly. bestows: 
his indignation on two great concessions -whi¢h:he 

says it makes to. England. The. first gives.away.a, 
stripof mountain tetritory, some eight or-teh milés 

wide, and one hundred and. ten miles:long, on: the 

American side of the: King of the Netherlands? 

line. ‘The other changes-an. important: portion ‘of: 
the boundary line west of Lake ‘Superior; and bea 

tween that lake and the Rainy lake; removestiv far 

south of its true and ancient course; gives to Eng- 

land.the old, customary, and best route from dake 

Superior towards the Northwest, together.withfive : 
hundred thousand acres of rock and water, called 

Hunter’s. island, and admits her travelling traders 

to a common nse of all the portages upon: the new 

line of boundary actually established.: These con» 

cessions (so he calls them) he assails vehemently 

and bitterly. Part of them he has assailed before; 

all-of them he declares his purpose to assail again. 

He only regrets, he tells us, that this session is: too 

short for what he has to say; but consoles himself 
with the hope that the forty speeches. which ‘he 

means to make upon the subject at the next.session. 

may convey to the country some faint and dim ime 

pression of its inexpressible importance and. enor- 

mities. Ss 

Mr. President, it isnot my purpose to engage in 
a general examination and defence of ‘this treaty. 
Regularly, the subject is not before us. Billstbere 
are, here or in the other House, making approp: 
ations to execute it, on which # must be debated. 
I wonld rather reserve myself to that occasion. Be~ 
sides, sir, why should 1, or why should any oie, 
assume the defence of a treaty, here in this body,- 
which but just now, ori the amplest consideration, 
in the confidence and calmness of execute ses- 
sion, was approved by a vote so decisive? - Sir; the 
country, by a vote far more decisive, in a proportion, 
very far beyond thirty-nine to nine, has approyid 
your approval. Some there are—some few, (I 
speak not now of any member of: this Senate,) 
restless, selfish, reckless, “the cankers. of a. calm- 
world and a long peace,” pining with thirst-of no- 
toriety, slaves to their hatred of England——-to whom 
the treaty is distasteful; to whom any treaty, and 
all things but the glare and clamor, the vain pomp. 
and hollow circumstance, the toil, and agony, and 
inadequate results, of war—all but these, would be 
distasteful and dreary. But the country is with 
you inthis act of wisdom and glory: its intelli- 
gence, its morality, its lJabor—its good men, ils cool. 
men, the thoughtful, the philanthropic, the discreet, 
the masses—the farmer in his field, the mechanic 
in his shop, the merchant in his counting-room, the 
fisherman on the deck of his night-foundered skiff, 
—are all with you. . : 

It would be quite superfluous, therefore, here or 
anywhere, to defend an act on whick the public. 
judgment of approval has been pronounced witha 
voice so decisive. Let me, however, sir, before 
attending to the particular objections of the hon- 
orable Senator, submit a view or two of the gen- 
cra] character and merits of the treaty as a treaty 
of boundary. 

Consider first, sir, that, by concession of every- 
body, it is a better treaty than the administration of 
President Jackson would have most eagerly con 
eluded. You all know, and the country knows 
that that eminent person, and his constitutional an 
unconstitutional advisers, (if such he had,) without . 
exception, desired to adopt the line settled by the 
award of the King of Holland. Yes, sir, although 
that award pretended to adjust nothing but the ex-. 
treme and mere Northeastern question—although . 
it touched no part.of the line west of Lake Cham- 
plain—although it gave away one hundred thou- 
sand acres of New Hampshire, left to Canada a 
strip of fifty-seven thousand acres which this treaty. . 
secures to Vermont and New York, and admitted . 
you to no rights of navigation in the St. John—he 
and they preferred such a settlement to none; and 
there were offered to Maine alone a million and a 
quarter acres of Jand, estimated to be worth more 
than a million of dollars, to procure her assent 


‘to it, 


Well, sir, the treaty of Washington makes.a 
better settlement than that? Such is the judgment 
of Maine herself. Although she receives from 
the General Government, under the treaty, nearly 
a million of dollars less than she might have had. 
for assenting to the award, her sagacity prefers-the 
treaty to the award. She had the offer of the: adë 
justment proposed by the. award, during. the- pen“ 
dency of the negotiation in this city last summery 
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and she promptly rejected it. A friend hasthis mo- 
ment referred me to the report just made by her 


seommissioners to her Legislature, trom which I 


read a passage: 


`- “Secondly. We were given to understand that 


it was hot yet too late to adopt, ratify, and confirm 
the line recommended by the arbiter, and settle the 
controversy in that way. In reference to such a 
proposition, we suggested on our part that, if the 
imited right to the navigation of the St. John could 
be conceded as an equivalent, we might bring our- 
selves, perhaps, to assent to it—particularly if we 
could mutual'y agree upon a modification of that 
line. But every suggestion on our part, as to mod- 
ifying and narrowing the bounds, and as to equiv- 
alenis, was met by a prompt and decided negative. 
If we acceded to that line, it could only beon the 
basis of the award, simply and purely, and with- 
out any equivalent. Would, then, the commis- 
sioners of Maine be justified by their fellow-citi- 
zens in assenting, in behalf of the State, at this 
late day, to a ratification of the award of the King 
of the Netherlands? More than ten years ago, the 
Legislature of Maine repeatedly and solemnly 
protested against the ratification of that award. 
t even refused to trust in the hands of the Presi- 
dent and Senate of the United States the discre- 
tionary power of ratifying it, although, in case of 
its eventual ratification, Maine would have realized, 


asan indemnity, more than two millions of dol-. 


lars, and avoided all the expense and border 
troubles to which the coutroversy has since given 
occasion. The views of the Legislature, so re- 
peatedly expres:ed, were opposed to any assent on 


‘the part of its agents. The spirit of the resolves 


under which we derived our authority was op- 
osed to it Considering the course which the 
egislature and Executive of Maine have pnr- 
sued in regard to this matter, the acceptance of 


. such a proposition was out of the question. To 


have acceded to it, would have been, in our opin- 
ion, to disregard the interest of the State, and 
to trifle with its character and honor,” 


Sir, the judgment of Maine on the comparative 
merits of these two arrangements is conclusive. 
Itis the opinion of the party having immeasura- 
bly the deepest interest in the matter, and the best 
means of understanding it. 


For years, the whole public mind of the State 
has been directed to the subject. If the navigation 
of the St. John is worth anything, or worth noth- 
ing, she knows it. If sheneeds this strip of moun- 
tain Jand, to shelter her giant limbs behind, she 
knows that also. She is patriotic, as well as at- 
tentive to herself; and I disparage nobody when I 
say that, on all parts and all aspects of this ques- 
tion—national or State, military or industrial—her 
opinion is worth that of the whole country beside. 


Consider, in the next place, that in a broad and 
obvious view of this long and celebrated contro- 
versy of boundary, the whole civilized world will 
pronounce it terminated honorably to you. The 
smaller details ofthe arrangement, the world, his- 
tory will never know, or will speedily forget. 
The glory or the shame of the general result will 
abide, and will form a partof the wide and irresisti- 
ble opinion pronounced for ages upon your acisand 
your character. Look, then, at the larger aspect 
of the dispute and the settlement. Here has been 
for: half a century a contention with England 
about a territory of twelve thousand square miles, 
orseven anda half millions of acres, She has 
claimed it all; we have claimed it all. Like all 
the controversies of nations, it has been conducted 
onthe high places, and in the eye of the world. 
Like all such controversies, ithas involved an ap- 
peal to the judgment of civilization, England, a 
Monarchy—a European monarchy—the first pow- 
er of the first class of powers, near to the great 
Sources of public opinion, and, by her press, her 
diplomacy, and her universal intercourse, almost 
omnipotent to mould that opinion—England has 
kenounced our claim groundless and insincere, 
Ve, a republic, at a distance, have been heard in- 
credulously to assert its validity and its good faith. 
And what now does the world see? An adjustment 
by a special minister at Washington, by which 
four fifths in value of the whole subject in contro- 
versy is left to you as your own, and by which, for 
that one-ġfth which she desires to possess, she 
pays you, over and over, in national equivalents— 
imperial equivalents--such as a uation may give, 
Sich aga nation may receive, satisfactory to your 
iMerests, soothing to your honor—-the navigation 
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of the St. John, a hundred thousand acres in New 
Hampshire, fifty thousand acres in Vermont and 
New York, the point of land commanding the great 
military way to and from Canada by Lake Cham- 
plain, the fair and fertile island of St. George, the 
surrender of a pertinacious pretension to four mul. 
lions of acres westward of Lake Superior! Sir, I 
will not say that this adjustment admits, or was de- 
signed to admit, that your title to the whole terri- 
tory in controversy was perfect and indisputable, 
Iwill not do so much injustice to the accomplished 
and excellent person who represented the mocera- 
tion and the good sense of the English people and 
Government in this negotiation. I cannot adopt, even 
for the defence of a treaty which | so much approve, 
the language of a writer in the Lon-on orning 
Chronicle of September last, (and who has been 
said to be Lord Palmerston,) which over and over 
asserts that the adjustment “virtually acknowledges 
the American claim to the whole of the disputed 
territory,” and that “it gives England no share at 
all—absolutely none; for the capitulation virtually 
and practically yields up the whole -territory to the 
United States, and then brings back asmall part of 
it in exchange for the right of navigating the St, 
John.” IJ will not say this. But I say the treaty 
admits the substantial justice of your general 
claim. It admits that, in its utmost exfent,.it was 
plausible, formidable, and made in pure good faith. 
Ít adjudges to you the possession of four-fifths as 
inoisputably your own; and, as considerations of 
policy made the possession of the rest desirable to 
England, suppressing the question on the mere 
right, she pays you for it as nations pay to their 
equals, “in all love and honor.” And how willthe 
world reason on this matter? Will it not say, 
“Why, America was right, after all; the proudest 
and most powerful of the nations substantially has 
admitted that she was right; the fair republic, 
‘throned by the West,’ has not been rapacious, has 
not made false claim and false clamor; she has 
asserted her own, and she has obtained her own.” 

Satisfied, sir, with this general aspect of the con- 
troversy aid the adjustment, I do not propose to 
spend time in inquiring whether the equivalents 
we get for the one fifth we concede are worth what 
they cost us exactly in federal money. It is enough 
that they are given as equivalents, eo nomine, on 
purpose to soothe and save the point of honor, and 
that their intrinsical and their comparative value 
is such that you may accept them as equivalents 
without reproach to your judgment, or your firm- 
ness, or your good faith. And yet I cannot feel a 
shadow of doubt that what we receive is compen- 
sation over and over again for what we concede, 
Lift aloft to the sky the vast scales in which such 
values may be weighed, and try by the maxims of 
imperial traffic the acquisitions of England against 
the acquisitions of America! To begin with yours. 
There is the navigation of the St. John. Nobody 
disputes the value of this concession; but it is said 
to be a concession to Maine only. Not at all, sir— 
not at all. Itis a concession to the whole country, to 
commerce, to the mercantile marine, to tonnage, to 
trade, “as far as winds blow or waters roll.” It is 
said that, by the laws of nations, we were entitled to 
it. Ay; but did the law of nations give it to you? 
No more than honor, in Falstaff’s catechism, sets 
broken bones. England, till now, has laughed at 
the claim on the Jaw of nations; she laughs at it 
now. She has given it as an equivalent of inap- 
preciable value, opening to the primeval forests, 
virgin soil, and hardy enterprise of Maine an am- 
ple path to the sea, as an equivalent in part for 
what she receives of the territory in dispute. Ask 
the people of Maine what they would take for this 
equivalent. 

Then, sir, there are one hundred thousand acres 
of New Hampshire to which England surrenders 
her pretensions forever. I know, or I believe, the 
pretension was groundless; and yet the award of 
the King of Holland gave it away from you, There 
is that long margin of fifiy-seven thousand acres in 
Vermontand New York. It belonged to Canada, 
according tothe true line of boupdary, as much as 


Quebec; an American population had settled it un~ 


der mistake; and by this treaty they retain it, and 
retain their country too. There is the important 
island of St. George, lying in the water communi- 
cation between Lake Huron and Lake Superior, 
containing more than twenty-five thousand acres of 
fertile land; and thereis the final surrender of along 
unsettled claim of England to a southern boundary, 
and to four millions of acres of land west of Lake 
Superior. Above all, there is Rouse’s Point, at the 
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northern end of Lake Champlain. It is on the Ca- 
nadian side of the line; nobody now disputes this. 
We had fortified it formerly, under-an erroneous 
supposition that it was on the American side; and’ 
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. CaLnoun} 
reminded you of the deep regret and a prehension 
with which military men and the War Depart- 
ment (over which he then presided) heard of the 
ascertainment of the error. This treaty makes it 
yours. Ineednot tell you whatit is worth. It is 
far the most important military position on .the 
whole line from the mouth of the St. Croix to the 
Rocky Mountains. Commanding the only access 
to invasion from Canada, the old military path 
along which came the glittering host of Burgoyne, 
the fleetof Downie, and the army of Prevost, wind- 
ing across the calm waters of Macdonough’s victo- 
ry, and along and down between Bennington on 
one side and Saratoga on the other, to Albany and 
New York; that old classical pass, our Thermopy- 
le, consecrated by as noble blood, illustrated by as 
durable glory; two thousand brave men on this po- 
sition would hold in check an army and a fleet of 
a hundred thousand. 

These, sir, are your equivalents for the three 
or four millions of acres, the one-fifth of the value 
in controversy in Maine which vou yield—not so 
much to England, as to peace, to rest, to security, 
to certainty of national and individual possessions. 
I leave youto judge if you have not the worth of 
your money. 

But I must now say something to the two par- 
ticular objections on which the honorable Senator 
from Missourihas laid out so much good indig- 
nation. And, first, he complains that we give upa 
strip of highlands eight or ten miles wide, and 
running one hundred and ten miles in length, from 
Lake Pohenagamook to the Metjarmetic portage. 
which the award of the King of Holland assigned 
tous. 

Sir, thisis trme, Yet Maine, you see, prefers 
this treaty to that award; and this concession, and 
the entire concession to England, you also see, 
is paid for again and again. 

But this particular strip of land. The question 
is, if, for any purpose of advantage to England, or 
of detriment tous, it is worth a pin’s fee? ‘ 

Well, sir, that itis good for nothing, for agri- 
culture, lumber, minerals, or any other of the uses 
of man’s life, is admitted. Itis a succession of ir- 
regular eminences, some of them three thousand 
feet high, with morasses between them. The 
growth of the highland is a stinted, worthless 
forest tree; and of the morass, beds of moss lying 
upon a waste ofrock and water. Throvghout, itis 
unfit, and ever must remain unfit, for cultivation 
or for habitation. There is nothing upon or be- 
neath the surface of use to anybody or for any- 
thing. 

But the question still remains, if, in reference 
to any ofthe larger objects of her policy or ours, it 
possesses value? Sir, it is not worth a pound of 
wet gunpowder, for any purpose, to either Govern- 
ment. 

The first object which I suppose England to 
have had in view in her pursuit of this contro- 
versy, has been to obtain a short, secure, and con- 
venient road of communication between New 
Brunswick and Canada’in winter. Now, : Lord 
Palmerston (or whoever is the writer for he London 

aper from which I have read) asserts that Eng- 
and does not effect this object by this treaty. But, 
however that may be, certain it is that this treaty 
gives her no safer, or shorter, or better commu- 
nication between her provinces than she acquired 
by the Dutch award. Whether vou seule one 
Jine or the other, her road from the St. John to the 
St. Lawrence will pursue exactly the same course; 
it will be of exactly the same length; it will be 
just as much exposed, and just as much sheltered. 

The second object of England has been thought 
to be to interpose an unoccupied and uninhabitable 
space between the Canadian and American popu- 
lation— sort of non-conduetor, as Lord Palmers- 
ton ealls it, of sympathies or of antipathies, asthe 
case might be. She fears collisions between bor- 
der communities, living up to an imaginary line 
on both sides of it. She more, and more rationally, 
perhaps, fears friendships, communication, prosely- 
lism, sympathy—the animal magnetism of turby- 
lent and. enterprising liberty. Probably, had she 
ever acquired the whole territory in dispute, she 
would have held Jarge tracts of ‘it ungranted, nn- 
peopled—a wall of wilderness against the spirit 
of change. 
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Now, however-desirable it may be to-her, or un- 
desirable tous, to-keep these two communities a 
good safe quarantine distance apart, it signifies, 
‘abviously, not one straw, whether she or we own 
this strip of: good-for-nothing hill and bog. Who- 
ever owns it, the two races will be exactly the same 
: distance apart. There would not be one solitary 
pa‘tiot or sympathizer on the whole of it, ifour 
title: went to the desolate crest of. the mountain 
range itself, as the King of Holland defined it. 
Your propagandist of liberty affects not blighted 
frs, cold: mountains, declining into beds of luxuri- 
ant moss, which clothe, imperfectly, silicious rock 
and-sldte ! 

Lete say, sir, that I should feel it to be no very 

tievous thing ifa non conductor border, such as 

ngland has ‘contemplated, were ‘interposed be- 
tween her people and our own. I dread the collis- 
ions:of.so long a line of actual contact. Looking 
to the mere interests of my own country, too, lam 
perfectly content that the provinces of British 
America should continue subject to the Crown of 
England. The near neighborhood of the posses- 
sions, the troops, the navy, the armed image of a 
European monarchy, bodes no sort of evil or of 
danger to you. Better, perbaps, if we were en- 
cireled and compressed by the “iron quality” of 
Austria, or the impassive ice of Russia! It would 
hold us fast together. It would make our hation- 
ality more intense and more concentrated. Our 
liberty would be more dear and more distinctive, 
‘Che sentiment of union, the sentiment of Ameri- 
can brotherhood, would be more profoundly graven 
in.our hearts. We should love our home better, 
and dwell in it more contentedly, because it would 
be seen and felt to be the only home of freedom 
within our reach. But, however all this may be, 
it.is of no sort of importance which Government 
owns this strip of uninhabitable land. 

The only remaining question is, Whether, for 
any military uses, it possesses any value? Is it 
desirable that we should own it for the purpose of 
defence or of aggression against Lower Canada? 

Well, sir, upon this question I seek for the opin- 
jons of military men, It involves a point of mili- 
tary science. It turns altogether upon inquiries 
with which it is their business to be conversant; 
upon which they are competent to judge; upon 
which their determinations are necessarily quite 
authoritative. And I do but repeat—what every 
Senator perfectly well knows—when I say that, in 
the judgment of the entire military profession of the 
country, this range o! land has no military import- 
ance or use whatsoever. Neither Government 
would fortify it in time of peace. No troops would 
be marched across it in time of war. The title to 
it, therefore, and the possession of it, in time of 
peace, are objects of not the slightest value to either 
party. 

‘ But let me open this plain matter a little more 
largely. Itis known to you, sir, that, in the sum- 
mer of 1838, a military reconnoissance of the fron- 
tier of Maine was made by General Wool, and by 
Major Graham, of the corps of topographical en- 
gineers. The results of it are contained in reports 
made in December of the same year to the Senate, 
and which are in the hands of Senators. In 1840, 


a board of officers were assembled-by-the Secretary” 


of War, and directed, after full and careful exam- 
ination of the subject, to present a connected plan 
of defence for the maritime and inland frontiers of 
the United States. You have their report also, em- 
bodying such a plan. In addition to this, a board 
of commissioners, consisting of three officers of 
much distinction, (Messrs. Graham, Talcott, and 
Renwick,) under the direction of Major Graham, 
in 1840, 1841, and 1842, made a complete survey of 
the territory in dispute, one of the fruits of which 
is the new and beautiful map which I have by me, 

- and which I invite Senators to examine. {In all 
these ways there has been collected a body of mili- 
tary opinion on this subject, which leaves nothing 
to be desired. 

And this opinion is decided and uniform. A 
glance at the map at once explains and confirms it. 
‘There are two paths, and two only, communicating 
between the St. Lawrence on the one side, and the 
valleys of the Penobscot and Kennebec, and the 
waters of the Bay of Fundy, on the other. One of 
these is the old road, from the St, Lawrence up the 
Chaudiere, to the waters of the Kennebec; and 
thence tothe beautiful and peopled valley of that 
tiver, and to that of the Penobscot, the track of the 
memorable march of Arnold and Montgomery, 
All this road is many miles west of the point where 
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the line of the Dutch award and the: line-of this 
treaty begin again to cvincide; and, so far as this 
road is concerned, the possession and title of the 
strip of land under consideration are confessedly of 
no importance.. The other is the English road up 
the St.John, and across, north. of the line settled 
by the Dutch award and by this treaty, to the St. 
Lawrence, and up the St. Lawrence to Quebec. 
The space between these paths, of which this strip 
of land is part, is one great trackless wilderness. 
No army, coming from Canada, or invading Can- 
ada, would set foot.on it, Why should an English 
General, deserting the old and open road—by the 
Chaudiere, for example, which leads at once to the 
heart of Maine—march across these highlands; 
place their inaccessible crest and faithless morasses 
behind him, to cut off his own retreat, if retreat 
became necessary; enter a vast forest, offering him 
not one inch of road, nor one single article ot sup- 
ply, nor one single friendly guide—all on fire with 
the blaze of the musketry of the militia of Maine, to 
arrive at last, il he lived to get through—nowhere ! 
upon a poor, extended, and scarcely inhabited fron- 
tier, where he could win neither booty nor honor? 
Why, it would be the Alps without Italy! The ab- 
surdity of such a thing is inconceivable. And, on 
the other hand, if you were aiming a blow at Que- 
bec, would you seek the St. Lawrence across this 
pathless wild at a point below Quebec? No, sir. 
lf you felt yourselves strong enough for such 
achievement, you would march at once upon one 
or the other of the old roads of war—up the Chau- 
diere, in the footsteps of Mongomery; or across the 
Champlain, furrowed by the keels of invading fleets 
before. 

On this point the judgments of military men, as 
Ihave said, are unanimous. Gen. Wool, in one 
ofthe reports to which I have alluded, after rec- 
ommending a fortification’ on the road of the 
Chaudiere, observes: 


“This position is a commanding one, and would 
be highly important if, by any circumstance, Eng- 
land should be induced to invade Maine from the 
direction of Quebec or Lower Canada. It is situ- 
ated on the only route by which a military force 
would attempt to penetrate the country from Low- 
er Canada. Any other route would be attended 
with almost insurmountable difficulties, and which 
could not fail to retard the advance of an army. 
On either side of the Canada road, for nearly or 
quite forty miles south of the line, the country is un- 
settled, and covered with a dense forest, through 
which roads must be cutand made, streams bridged, 
and boats built, and where neither forage, provis- 
ions, nor any other supplies could be obtained. If 
England, however, should make war upon the 
United States,—in order to secure the possession of 
the disputed territory in question, she would not 
waste her resources by contending for it in the 
wilds or dense forests of Maine. Having an army 
and a navy at her disposal, she would endeavor 
to compel the United States to a cession of it by 
the destruction of our commerce, navy depots, com- 
mercial cities, and frontier towns. These, with 
the present disposition of the military establish- 
ment of the country, constitute our vulnerable 

oints, and of which England would not fail to take 
advantage. She—would-neither send her armies 
intoour forests, nor into the heart of the country, 
from whence it ts not probable they would return.” 


Such I know to be Major Graham’s opinion 
upon a still more thorough study of the subject. 
Such I believe to be the opinion of every military 
man in the United States. 

Hf we had this strip of mountain and bog for a 
thousand years of peace or war, we should never 
fortify it, or any part of it. In another of the re- 
ports to which I have referred, the board appointed 
to report a plan of defence for this very frontier 
say: 

“Tt is altogether inland until it reaches the St, 
Croix, where the principles that have been applied 
to other portions of the frontier similarly situated 
will again become applicable. Running ona par- 
allel of latitude to the Connecticut river, and 
thence along achain of highlands, not yet clearly 
defined, to the Province of New Brunswick, the 
board are not aware that there are any points im- 
mediately on the frontier sufficiently commanding, 
of themselves, to call for the establishment and 
maintenance of fortifications, or works of defence. 

“Should it ever become necessary to sustain, by 
force, our fitle to the territory now in dispute, it 
must be done not by isolated fortsalong the frontier, 
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commanding, probably; nothing beyond:the-range 
of their own guns.” ; f 

The good sense of thisopinion is too obvious: to 
need enforcement. Ifno army is to cross this;see~ 
tion of the line, why fortify it? Ifan army chose 
to cross it, what would one fort avai? Would you 
build, then, a chain of forts, one hundred and ten 
miles long? A hundred and ten dogs, baying the 
moon, would be more sensibly. occupied. But if 
you would not fortify this wilderness (as you know 
you would not) in time of peace, why desire to own 
it in time of peace? If, asa physical barrier of 
impediments and defence, it has any value, it has 
it whoever is.the owner. If, in time of war, you 
have occasion to strengthen the barriers, send the 
militia of Maine to guard it, That they cando, 
and will do, whether the line of treaty run along 
the crest, or ten miles east or west of it. 


Isubmit, then, sir, that the concession of this 
narrow range to England, beyond the line of. the 
King ofthe Netherlands’ award, is a totally unim- 
portant one. Iapprehend that, if her negotiatoror. 
Government ascribed any importance to it, it arose 
from certain European ideas, which, more knowl- 
edge of the tacts would have taught them were 
wholly inapplicable. They seem to have imagined 
that we should occupy and cultivate up to the 
very summit ofthe highland,and they had a dread 
of this proximity. We, who know that human 
life cannot be maintained there, and that it is doom- 
ed forever tobe a desert, may well purchase the 
spacious thoroughfare of the St. John, and the key: 
to Burlington, to Albany, and New York, at such a. 
price at this. 

Pass now, Mr. President, towards the other end 
of the line of boundary established by the treaty. 
You are now west of Lake Superior, and are still 
advancing westward, from its vast expanse of erys- 
tal waters, along narrow lakes and rapid rivers, and 
over portages, towards the Rainy Lake and the 
Lake of the Woods. And here the honorable 
Senator arraigns the treaty in two distinet particu- 
lars. I propose to subject each of them toa dis- 
tinct examination. In the first place, he says that 
it deserts and abandons the true line of boundary 
established by the treaty of 1783, and establishes a 
new one further south, To understandthis, I must 
turn tothe treaty of 1783, and to a map of the coun- 
try. The second article of that treaty then declares 
thatthe boundary line from Lake Superior wéstward, 
shall begin at the Long Lake on Lake Superior, and 
shall run thence, “through the middle of said Long 
Lake and the water communication between it 
and the Lake of the Woods, to the Lake of the 
Woods.” Now, the estuary of what on our maps 
is called Pigeon river is admitted by the Senator 
to be the Long Lake of the treaty of 1783, He 
admits, therefore, that the lineis to leave Lake 
Superior at the mouth of Pigeon river, and to 
ascend through the middle of that river. And so it 
does. But the difficulty is, that, after advancing 
some miles westward of Lake Superior, you find 
two distinet “water communications,” both extend- 
ing westward, but one of them turning northwest- 
erly, the other more southwesterly, diverging to a 
very considerable distance apart, and not uniting 
again until you arrive at Lake La Croix. They 
enclose between them an unhappy waste of- rock 
and water, called Hunter’sIsland. They aremuch 
alike in their general character, being both of them 
a line of narrow lakes and streams, cataracts and 
rapids almost without number, which are overcome 
by as many portages. Now, the treaty of Wash- 
ington, after arriving at the point of divergence, 
adopts the southern water communication; and 
draws the line along that, till itagain arrives atthe 
pointof union. The honorable Senator alleges 
that the northern is the water communication in- 
tended by the treaty of 1783, and that thenew treaty, 
of course, surrenders the true line. 

Well now, sir, how will you determine which 
ofthe two is the water communication meant by 
the treaty of 1783? That treaty draws the line 
“along the water communication.” But here are 
two, Which isthe right one? 

I should have supposed, in the first place, that 
if, in 1783, one of these routes was in actual use as 
a mode of water communication, and the other 
was not, the one in use was the one intended. 
The language looks, or seems to look, towards the’ 
fact of actual travel. It seems to designate notso 
much a geographical locality asa human use. Ft 
is not land and water, but communication; that par- 
ticular line of land and water over which com- 
munication is taking place. And so the honorg- 
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“ble ‘Senator would seem to have at first understood | 


At; for, in his speech delivered in executive ses- 
‘sion against the.treaty, he describes this northein 
“youte as “a communication which the Indians had 
‘followed beyond the reach of tradition, which was 
‘the highway of uations, which all travellers and 
“traders have followed. since its existence became 


‘known to our first discoverers.” 
“Assuming, then, for the first aspectof the argu- 
tment, that the water communication in use in 1783 
‘was the one meant by the treaty,— which one was in 
‘use? “This is a question of fact. It depends on 
‘the proofs. What say they? 

In the first place, the honorable Senator produces 
“not one tittle of evidence to show that his northern 
‘route from the mouth of Pigeon river was ever 
‘used at all. None,none. Let him name the book, 
the traveller, the tradition, whichsaysit was He 
Ras not; he cannot. And now, when you con- 

sider with how precious hatred he hates the treaty, 
his habits of laborious research, his extensive and 
minute acquaintance with the whole subject, and 
his ample means in his own library and maps, 
and those of Congress, of arriving at the truth—this 
“non-production of evidence must be held conclu- 
sive against his position. If it had existed, we 
should have bad it. The crystal waves of Lake 
Superior would have given up the dead to testify 
if they had knownthe tact. But Iam able to put 
this matter at rest forever. Sir, it is susceptible 
`of the most ample and most precise demonstra- 
tion—first, that, while France possessed the Cana- 
das, her traders did not ascend from the mouth of 
Pigeon river, and pursue either of these routes; but 
set out from the river Kamanastiquia, forty or 
fifty miles northeast of Pigeon river, on Lake Su- 
perior, and thence proceeded westwardly: second, 
that, after. the conquest of Canada, the English 
‘traders universally asceuded from the mouth of 
Pigeon river, and through it, or rather through 
the portage a little south of it, thence up and along 
the southernmost of these routes, (never along the 
northernmost;) and continued to do so from 1760 
down to 1803. | : 

In 1783, therefore, the northern route was not 
used, and never had been; while the southern had 
been used from the moment the English knew any- 
thing of the country at all. The only water com- 
munication of these two, ever used by a human 
being, was the one adopted by this treaty, I 
shall do no more, sir, than to refer to the sources 
of proof. They are ample; they are direct; they 
are wholly uncontradicted. T find the evidence, 
then, first, in the executive document No. 451, 2d 
_ session of the 25th Congress, containing the pro- 
ceedings of the commissioners appointed under the 
"th article of the treaty of Ghent to determine the 
boundaries of the United States and the British 

ossessions in North America. You know the 

istory and the value of this document. Messrs. 
Porter and Barclay were commissioners appointed 
by thetwo Governments, respectively, under the 
6th and 7th articles of the treaty of Ghent. They 
were to fix the boundary from the foot of 
Neebish Rapids to the northwesternmost point of 
the Lake of the Woods. General Porter was the 
American commissioner, Mr. Barclay the English. 
“They were employed inthis service for a long time. 
They agreed to some extent, and to some extent 
they differed. The line westward from Lake 
Superior to the Rainy Lake they were unable to 
agree on, and left it undermined. The document 
to which I am about to refer, contains a complete 
report of the proceedings of the commissioners, 
with a great body of evidence relied upon by 
one or the other, or both, in support of their views 
‘Yespectively. Mr. Forsyth, the Secretary of State, 
in his communication transmitting it to Congress, 
declares “that it is all the information on the sub- 
ject on the files of the department.” 

Looking into this authentic collection of evi- 
dence, then, I refer first to the testimony of Wil- 
liam MeGillivray. Who he was, General Porter 
informs you on page 22 of this document. He 
describes him as a “very respectable and intelli- 
gent British subject, particularly and personally 
conversant with the geography of the interior, and 
‘(atthe time of writing the above-mentioned letters 
was, probably,) the best living authority on this sub- 
jeet” Now, what does he testify upon the subject 
of the uses of these two routes? On page 122 he 
particularly traces out the southern route from the 
mouth of Pigeon river, or rather the portage a 
dite south of it; and then adds: “By this route, 
and this route only, was the trade to the northwest 


country carried on by the French, while in pos- 
session of Canada, and from the conquest until the 
year 1803 by the English traders.” 

In the next place, Sir Alexander Mackenzie, 
in his account of the fur-trade prefixed to his Trav- 
els, describes this southern route asthe established 
and only track of the English traders and trav- 
ellers. Ee traces their journey step by step, from 
Montreal 10 Lake Superior, and from Lake Su- 
perior to the Rainy Lake, by the precise course 
pursued by this treaty; and declares that it had 
been the settled line of communication from a 
very short period after the conquest of Canada. 
I invite the honorable Senator, as I read this wri- 
ters enumeration of the lakes along which the fur- 
trade is described as travelling, to follow me upon 
the map, and say whether they are not the lakes 
comprising the southern line of communication. 
There is, of course, no question about it. - 

In the next place, L employ the testimony of Mr. 
Delafield, who was the agent of the American 
commissioner, General Porter, during the sittings 
of the commission of which I have spoken, and 
who contributed, I perceive, an able argument in 
support of some partof the American claim. I 
find him on pages 25 and 26 of the document to 
which I have before referred, describing this 
southern communication as “the old track of the 
traders,” as “the known route,” as “one well-known 
and continuous chain of waters.” This gentleman 
assisted in surveying it thrice, and in making a 
map of it. 

To this I add the statement of Mr. Ferguson, 
who was the principal American surveyor atend- 
ing that commission—a gentleman of great talent 
and science, now employed upon the coast sur- 
vey. In his letter to Mr. Webster of July 25, 
1842, (which is among the papers accompanying 
the treaty,) he speaks of the treaty as pursuing, 
generally, the “old commercial route.” And in 
one addressed to me, and which I hold in my 
hand, dated January 19, 1843, he uses these words: 
“The route now described as the boundary was 
the one used always by the British fur traders, 
when they were in possession of the country inclu- 
ding both.” ' 

I present to the Senate, then, sir, the testimony 
of Mr. McGillivray, whom our distinguished and 
able commissioner, General Porter, declares to 
be “respectable, intelligent, and the best living wit- 
ness on the subject”—of Sir Alexander Macken- 
zie, relating facis, the truth or falsehood of which 
was known to all British America, and without 
a motive to relate untraly—and of Mr. Delafield, 
our own agent, and Mr. Ferguson, cur own sur- 
veyor on the commission; who all concur in de- 
claring, for substance, that, from the conquest of 
Canada by England—that is, for more than twenty 
years before the treaty of 1783—the only communi- 
cation from Lake Superior westward was exactly 
this southern communication adopted by the treaty 
of 1842, and that it continued the only one down to 
1803. And against this accumulation of proof, the 
honorable Senator has never produced a particle 
ofcontradictory proof, 

If, then, sir, when the treaty of 1783 runs the 
line through “the waler communication” from the 
month of Pigeon river, it means that one water 
communication then existing and used, and which 
had existed and been used ever since England had 
owned the country: if it means the only one which, 
from the mouth of Pigeon river, had ever been 
used, so far as we can learn, by a human being— 
then it means the one adopted by the treaty of 
1842. On this point there is no room for doubt or 
disputation. 

2. But suppose it be said that the treaty of 1783 
means the Jest water communication—that having 
the most continuous line of deep water, the fewest 
cataracts, the fewest rapids: the most practicable 
and navigable line. 

Well, sir, even so: the honorable Senator offers 
no evidence at all that the northern route is best. 
None. He assails the treaty. He assails the ma- 
king and the ratifying. He assumes the burden of 
proof; and he offers not a particle of evidence, good 
or bad. 

But look tothe proof on the other side. In the 
first place, is it not an irresistible inference from 
the fact that the southern route alone was used, that 
itwas the best? If the northern was the easiest, 
safest, and shortest, is it not inconceivable that 
neither French, nor English, nor Canadian enter- 
prise, nor the unerring instincts and immemorial 
traditions of the red race, ever found it out? Why, 
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sir, the difference of one cataract erone carrying- 
place in its favor, would haye drawn to it, with un- 
failing certainty, the universal travet ofall the 
hunters and traders-of all these races. ` i 

But again, sir. Mr. Barclay, the British com- 
missioner, on page 92 of the document I have used 
so much, employs this language: à 

“The course described by ihe undersigned is, 
throughout, the old commercia] route, and the route 
invariably used by the traders, who enter or return 
by the Grand Portage and Pigeon river. Butthe 
water communication from Lake Kasagenega, by 
Sturgeon river to the Sturgeon lake, and the de- 
viation by the Arrow river and Arrow lake, from 
the main route, are diflicult, and but little known.” 

And again: 

“In fact, it is too notorious to require proof, 
among persons in the least acquainted with these 
waters, that neither the Arrow river nor the Stur- 
geon river is an accustomed route: the reason as- 
signed is, that they are both more devions, and 
both attended with greater obstacles, than is the 
common route.” 


I know he is the English commissioner; but I 
also know that neither our own commissioner, nor 
anybody else, anywhere, intimates one word to the 
contrary. 

3. Upon this point, however, the evidence of 
Mr. Ferguson isthe most satisfactory. In his let- 
ter to me, from which I have already read an ex- 
tract, he says: i 

“2d. The portages on the southern route are ` 
shorter (in this I depend entirely on my recollec- 
tion) than those on the northern. 

“3d. On the northern route there are several eat- 
aracts, or falls, varying in height from 20 to 60 feet 
—rendering, for commercial purposes, the naviga- 
tion more uncertain and dangerous, 


“4th. There is no question but that the route as 
designated in the treaty of 1842, was intended by 
the treaty of 1783—the ignorance of the geography 
of the country only producing the ambiguities.” 


In another letter, also addressed to me, under 
date of January 21, 1843, he favors me with a list 
of the falls and rapids in the route north of Hun- 
ter’s island, and between the points where it de- 
parts from and unites to the southern route. : Fie 
makes, in all, between those points, about forty 
falls and rapids, from two feet to thirty-five feet; 
and says that some of them are “especially dan- 
gerous.’” The name of the Riviere Maligne-— 
which forms part of this delightful northern com- 
munication—he adds, indicates its character. You 
see, then, sir, that torty portages, al Jeast, are re- 
quired to overcome the impracticabilities of this 
unheard-of and untravelled path; while nobody 
pretends that you find that number upon the line of 
this treaty. ; 

I understand the honorable Senator to have inti- 
mated that there is still another criterion to deter- 
mine the “water communication” intended by the 
treaty of 1783. He says it may mean that one 
a ong which you find the most continuons line of 
water of some sort—deep or shallow, rapid or quiet, 
straight or crooked—the fewest places where the 
water is completely severed and interrupted by dry 
land. Even so, sir, the honorable Senator has not 
proved, or sought to prove, that Lhe northern has an 
advantage over the southern. If ‘he cites Macken- 
zie for the purpose, I can only say that I am not 
aware, after a recent and diligent reading of his 
book, of one word in it, from beginning to end, 
which has the least application to such a question. 

The honorable Senator then relies at last, and he 
relies exclusively, on two maps of our countryman, 
Tanner; one published in 1838, I believe, and the 
other in 1841, or 1840 0r 42. These maps patrioti- 
cally and intrepidly draw the line of boundary 
north of Hunter’s island. But surely, surely we 
must admit that, as evidence on the matters of fact 
upon which the interpretation of the treaty of 1783 
depends, this amounts to nothing, The truth is, 
that the question of this debate, which water com- 
munication is meant by the treaty of 1783, remains 
exactly where il was in 1783. Nothing has been 
said or done by either Government to aid in de- 
termining it. No line has been run out—no mon- 
ument erected—no possession taken and main- 
tained, and acquiesced in, which changes the as- 
pect of the case in the slightest degree;—nothing 
which helps to construe the treaty of 1783, and to 
apply it to the ground; or which supersedes the 
necessity of construing and applying it exactly as 
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if-it were made twelve months ago. Tt is alto- 
gether. an open question. It was so, I should 
rather say, up to the time when the treaty of 
Washington. was- concluded. To determine it, 
there is no. other-mode than to go out with the 
writing itself upon the desert localities; ascertain 
their character; see what had been the direction 
of:the hunter’s. path across them; and thus, by an 
application of the treaty to its subject, deduce its 
meaning. Of course, then, a map made in either 
country, id 18388 or 1840, affords no useful evi- 
dence of anything material to the investigation. 
t cannot collect from this ‘splendid one of Tan- 
ner, suspended to the view of the Senate, whether 
he supposed the northern route was the one used 
in 1783; or. whether he supposed it was the best 
one; or what he knew, or how he knew anything, 


sone way or the other, upon these matters of fact. 


Yet, upon those matters of fact depends the whole 
question at this day. Of what value, then, is the 
evidence? No doubt, since the commission of 
Messrs. Porter and Barclay at least, the exist- 
ence of the two water communications has been 
known; no doubt, since that time, it has been 
known that there was or might grow up a con- 
troversy about them; and, no: doubt, a patriotic 
American geographer very judiciously and very 
naturally decided the controversy in advance in 
favor of his patrons and his country. I approve 
his patriotism, and distrust his map. 

The honorable Senator interrupts me to say that 
he has forty other maps which draw the same line 
north of Hunter's island. Sir, if he means (as I 
take it for granted he means) those little plates 
which are appended to the document to which I 
have so often referred, I beg to say that, valueless 
for many reasons, they must be admitted by him- 
self to be so, for this conclusive reason: that n 


~ all of them lay down the Long Lake not atthe mout 


of Pigeon river, where the Senator agrees that it 
is, but forty or fifty miles farther northeast. It is 
for this that Mr. Delafield cites and argues from 
them. They come into court, then, each and all, 
with an acknowledged and enormous falsehood 
upon their fronts, and are utterly discredited ac- 
cordingly. 

Since, sir, however, the honorable Senator has 
cited a map of 1838, and one of 1840, and has 
made allusion (if Ihave rightly understood him) to 
other and earlier maps, whose palpable and admit- 
ied errors utterly annihilate their testimony, I will 
take leave to call the attention of the Senate to one 
of avery different character. have here an ori- 
ginal Mitehell’s map. This map, the Senate know, 
the. commissioners who negotiated the treaty of 
1783 had before them during the negotiation. Ido 
not mean, of course, that they had this identical 
map, but one of the same impression, and exactly 
like it, And, sir, without wishing to press any jn- 
ference from it too far, I cannot but think that it 
proves thatthe geographer intended to lay down 
one water communication from the mouth of what 
we now call Pigeon river, westward; and to lay 
down that one which runs south of Hunters isl- 
and, Senators may see here, first, that this map 
places Long Lake atthe mouthof Pigeon river; in 


truth, itis this fact which induced our commissioner, [| ne rougsme thet 


Gen Porter, to believe that the estuary of Pigeon 
river isthe Long Lake of the treaty of 1783; sec- 
ond, from this point, (which we now agree to call 
Pigeon river,)itextends one water communication, 
and one only, to the Lake of the Woods; third, and 
the course of this communication quite strikingly 
resembles the water communication from the 
mouth of Pigeon river, south of Hunter’s island, on 
our new maps, which is adopted by the recent trea- 
ty; that is, after advancing some distance west- 
ward from Lake Superior, it inclines south, and 
then turns northwesterly, somewhat remarkably, 
like the southern and western boundary of Hunt- 
er’s island. 

Now, sir, if this resemblance exists, (of which 
Senators will judge,) it affords some presumption 
that the geographer intended to lay down the south- 
ern of the two lines of communication, and that he 
was ignorant of, or disregarded, the northern. If 
s0, there is ground of presumption, too, that the 
framers of the treaty of 1783 meant to designate 
‘and adopt the same line cf communication. You 
admit that they place Long Lake at the mouth of 
Pigeon river, because you find that the map which 
they had hefore them does so; why, then, do they 
motmean to designate the only line from Long 


“; Lake which the same map depicted, and of whose 


gxistence it made any recognition? 
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But, Mr. President, it is not upon these or upon 
any maps thatI rest the question. The Senator 
assumes the burden of showing that the line of the 
treaty of 1783 is the northern of the two which we 
have been comparing. I controvert his position, 
and appeal to the proofs. And, úpon these proofs, 
I submit that it is perfectly clear that the southern 
was the only one which, im 1783, had been ever 
used, and that it, was the best of thè two. I submit, 
further, that there is no evidence that the existence 


`of the northern was at that time known or suspect- 


ed; and there is no evidence that, upon any erite- 
rion whatever for determining which the treaty of 
1783 intended, however capricious or however fa- 
vorable to the position of the honorable Senator, the 
northern presents the slightest ground of preference 
over the other. 

I deny, then, that the treaty has made the change 
of a hair’s breadth in the line beyond Lake Supe- 
rior. It has sought for the line of 1783, and hss 
found it. Not an acre ofthat ‘wide waste of rock 
and water;” not a mile of the old fur-hunter’s path; 
not a cataract; not a portage, intended for you by 
the treaty of peace, is given away, with or without 
compensation. On the contrary, it is certain thata 
claim to four millions of acres south of the line 
now finally established, on which England has 
steadily insisted, is surrendered forever. 

The other objection of the honorable Senator to 
that part of the treaty which applies to the coun- 
try west of Superior, is totally a distinct objection, 
requiring tobe distinctly examined. It is this: that 
even if the line of boundary is rightly drawn, and 
in those places where it is confessedly rightly 
drawn, the treaty admits the subjects of Great 
Britain to a use in common with our own citizens, 
of all the customary portages along the line; and, 
among these, of the Grand Portage, a few miles 
south of the mouth of Pigeon river. And this 
objection, sir, istruein pointof fact. The second 
article of the treaty draws a line of boundary 
through the middle of Pigeon river, thence through 
the middle of the entire succession of water com- 
munications south of Hunter’s island, and so to 
the Rainy Lake; and then concludes: “It being 
understood that all the water communications, 
and all the usual portages along the line from 
Lake Superior to the Take of the Woods, and 
also Grand Portage, from the shore of Lake Su- 
perior to the Pigeon river, as now actually used, 
shallbe free and open to the use of the citizens 
and subjects of both countries.” 


But while I admit it to be true in point of fact, 
the honorable Senator must allow me to say that it 
is totally undeserving of his notice as a serious 
objection to the treaty, The question of boundary 
was worthy of him. If he could have established 
that branch of his arraignment, it would have been 
athing to boast of. But this, sir, is certainly be- 
neath the Senators mark. And I think I am justi- 
fied in saying so, by the course of the Senator him- 
self. Why, sir, when did he first hold it worth his 
while to break these butterfly portages upon his 
wheel? Itis only within the last week or fortnight, 
according to my recollection, that he ever alluded 
tothem. How strenuously, and with what ability 

i ecutive session, through 
one summer's day after another, we all know. His 
speech upon that occasion he has since written out 
and given to the country. Here i is—twenty-seven 
pages—not much short of eighty columns of the 
Congressional Globe; the most elaborate, the most 
minute, the most searching, the most hostile exam- 
ination, dissection, and mastication of a treaty in 
the whole history of debate. Yet, in all that speech, 
(and I have navigated its whole vast atlantic, and 
sounded all its depths, ) there is not one word about 
these portages—not one. He enumerates twelve 
distinct concessions which the treaty makes to 
England. He dwellson their value and importance, 
one by one, drop by drop. Nothing seems to es- 
cape him; yet a silence as of the grave about all, 
and all manner of portages, grand or little! Cer. 
tainly—certainly this must have been a pretty in- 
considerable objection, when so powerful a micro- 
scope in the hand of such an operator did not then 
detect it. 

And so it is, when you come to examine it. 
Why, sir, the treaty attempts merely a liberaj, 
manly, cypres execution of the treaty of 1783. 
The framers of that celebrated arrangement de- 
scribe, and mean to divide and give in equal 
shares, a water communication from Lake Supe- 
rior to the Lake of the Woods. When the lo- 
calities come to be inspected, it is found that 
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there is a geographical or physical water line; 
and that there is a line of actual travel which 
must and does depart from the other, here and 
there, by portages. A liberal approximated exe. 
cution of that treaty would seem to require that 
the line of boundary should follow the water 
line; and that the portages, indispensable to the 
enjoyment of that line as a mode of communica- 
tion, should be shared in common. This is what 
the present treaty does, apparently, with the ori. 
ginal approbation of the honorabie Senator him- 
self, and still, I hope, with the approbation of all 
mankind beside. 

The honorable Senator alleges that the treaty, 
in this behalf, makes a concession to England 
which Jay, in 1794, refused to make; and that it 
brings back the bloody throngs of British traders 
to the portage south of Pigeon river, from which 
Jay’s treaty compelled them to migrate in 1803, 
and to which they have been languishing to re- 
turn ever since. And thereupon he exclaims: 
“Give me the Federalists of 1794; give me George 
Washington and his friends—men who had. Amer- 
ican hearts in their bosoms—for all the Federal- 
ists now alive! I stand by. the work of John 
Say!” 

Mr. President, Ihave no difficulty in supposing 
the honorable Senator perfectly sincere in this eu- 
logy of the departed great. I will not say that his 
purpose seemed more to depreciate others than to 
praise them. I will not say that “he unplaumbs 
the dead for bullets to assassinate the living.” T 
unite with him especially in the honors he has 
paused to bestow upon the grave of Jay. Irejoice 
to see that great man, the friend of Washington 
and of kindred virtues, pure, elevated, and refined, 
his whole character whiter than the ermine of his 
exalted office, receive the justice which, living, he 
was denied. The malignant slander of the hour is 
shamed to rest, and thousands of the generation 
who heard him accused of selling the interests and 
glory of America for English gold or praise, have 
lived to see the whole world assign him his seat 
among the rarer and grander names, who in peace 
and war have sought to serve, not sought to please, 
their country. What more striking—what more 
grateful—what more full of lessons of constancy 
and steadfastness in the moment of averted opus 
lar favor, than to hear that treaty for which Wash- 
ington could scarcely obtain a hearing, now and 
here produced as the standard by which the merit 
of modern negotiation is to be tried! 

Let the provisions, then, of this treaty of 1842, 
which we have now to consider, be tried by the 
provisions upon the same subject in the treaty of 
1794, Sir, they are the same exactly! I say to 
the honorable Senator, that there isno concession 
made in this, upon the subject of portages, that is 
not made in that. Isay to him that this is a re- 
production and re-establishment of that in this be- 
half—neither less nor more. The right of transit, 
the common use of the water communications 
and of the auxiliary carrying-places, the induce- 
ments to travel the old route in the old modes 
are exactly the same under one as the other; an 
there isno more propriety in the reiterated assey- 
eration of the honorable Senator that the framer 
of this treaty has led back the British traders 
from Kamanastiquia to south of Pigeon river, than 
there would he in saying as often and as. loudly 
that John Jay offered them a tempting bribe to 
induce them not to remove northward of the river 
atall. Turn, sir, to Jay’s treaty, and judge for 
yourself, I select and read all the parts of it 
which apply to the question : 


“Art, 3. It is agreed that it shall at all times be 
free to his Majesty’s subjects and to the citizens of 
the United States, and also to the Indians dwelling 
on either side of the said boundary line, freely to 
pass and repass, by land or inland navigation, 
into the respective territories and countries of the 
two parties, on the continent of America, (the 
country within the limits of the Hudson’s Bay 
Company only excepted,) and to navigate all the 
lakes, rivers, and waters thereof, and freely to 
carry ontrade and commerce with each other.” 

“No duty of entry shall ever be levied by either 
party on peltries brought by land, or inland navi- 
gation, into the said territories respectively; nor 
shail the Indians passing or repassing with their 
own proper goods and effects, of whatever nature, 
pay for the same any impost or duty whatever. 
But goods in bales, or other large packages, uns 
usual among Indians, shall not be considered ag 
goods belonging bona fide to Indians,” f 
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“No higher or other tolls or rates of ferriagethan 
what are or shall be payable by natives, shall be 
demanded on either side; and no duties shall be 
payable on any goods which shall merely be car- 
ried over any of the portages or. carrying-places 
on either side, fur the purpose of being immediate- 
ly.reimbarked and carried to some other place or 
places.. But as by this stipulation it is only meant 
to secure to each party a free passage across the 
portages on both sides, it is agreed that this ex- 
emption from. duty shall extend only to such 
goods as are carried in the usual and direct road 
across the portage, and are not attempted to bein 
any manner sold or exchanged during their pass- 
age across the same; and proper regulations may 
be established to prevent the possibility of any 
frauds in this respect.” 

“As this article is intended to render, in a great 
degree, the local advantages of each party com- 
mon to both, and thereby to promote a disposition 
favorable to friendship and good neighborhood, it 
is agreed that the respective Governments will mu- 
tually promote this amicable intercourse, by caus- 
ing speedy and impartial justice to be done, and 
necessary protection to be extended, to all who may 
be concerned therein.” 

Now, sir, the first thing I have to say is, that this 
expressly, in the plainest words and for the strong- 
est reasons, gives to bogh nations the free and com- 
mon use of all existing portages. 

“No duties shal! be payable on any goods which 
shall merely be carried over any of the portages 
or carrying-places on either side, for the purpose 
of being immediately re-embarked and carried to 
some other place or places. But, as by this stipu- 
lation itis only meaut to secure to each party a 
free passage across the portages on both sides, it is 
agreed,” &c. 

Yes, sir, it makes all of them--the Grand Port- 
age and all—free, open, and common to both na- 
tions, and to all of both, It does so for reasons 
worthy of the age and the men. While we are in- 
flaming ourselves about the ambition of England, 


andthe cruelty and rapacity of her traders; while - 


wesit and listen to denunciations of the negotiator 
of the new treaty for allowing those traders to row 
their canoes up the same rapid, and carry them on 
their backs over the same porlage, with our own, 
as if the liberties of America were sold, just listen 
to thatstrain of higher mood, in which the grand 
and manly reasons are assigned in Jay’s treaty for 
this self-same thing: 

“As this article is intended to render, in a great 
degree, the local advantages of each party common 
to both, and thereby to promote a disposition fa- 
vorable to friendship and good neighborhood, it is 
agreed,” &c, 

You see, therefore, sir, that if it isa crime or a 
blunder to open these portages, it is no new one. 
The treaty by which the honorable Senator tries 
this treaty, had opened them before; it had opened 
them all; it had opened the Grand Portage, six 
milessouth of Pigeon river, just as much and as 
widely as ìt opened all the rest. It opens “all on 
both sides,” in so many words; and it opened that, 
or it opened not one. 

The next remark I make on this subject is, that 
Jay’s treaty expressly declares that no duties shall 
be exacied forthe mere transit of goods across 
these portages, If they are brought within our 
territory for sale--if the right of portage is sought 
to be converted into a right to open a market and 
set up a shop, and thus to sell within American 
territory, instead of transporting across it, then 
duties are to be paid. But the right of portage, 
direotand bona fide, is free, and embarrassed by no 
duty, 

Jast so itis, and subject to just the same limita- 
tions, in the new treaty Portages it makes free 
and open. Goods, therefore, which are carried 
across these portages, in the usual manner, and in 
good faith, will be subject to no transit duty. But 
goods brought into American territory to sell; 
goods which shall be arrestedand taken out of di- 
rect and fair transit across, and exposed for sale, 
will be subject toduty at the pleasure of Congress, 
Nothing is made free but the right to carry across. 
He who, under color of using that privilege, exerts 
another, puts himself out of the exemption of the 
treaty. 

if, then, sir, it is a crime, or blunder, to allow 
the Canadian trader to carry merchandise to the 
great northwest beyond the line of our extreme 
boundary, and bring furs back, free of transit duty, 


John Jay set the example of it. He did not think 
it worth while to harass such enterprise as that 
by duties on blankets, and gunpowder, and rum, 
and hominy, and wildcat skins! Following the ex- 
ample of all civilization, he thought “dispositions 
favorable to friendship and good neighborhood” 
cheaply purchased by such courtesy as this. Even 
if the portages had all been on the American side 
of the line, as they were uot—for this, after all, is 
only a right of free transit given to England for a 
right of free transit given by her—he would have 
disdained exactions so unproductive, so vexa- 
tious, so universally discountenanced by all inter- 
national decencies of intercourse. 

Since, then, sir, the new treaty and the old, in the 
matter of these portages, are just alike, you may 
wonder, perhaps, what the honorable Senator real- 
ly means when he says that the new treaty brings 
back the British traders whom the old one had sent 
away. Over and over again he has made this dec- 
laration. Long, Jong (says he) had these tribes 
Janguished to return to the Grand Portage; negoti- 
ation after negotiation had been tried for that pur- 
pose in vain; there they were up at Kamanistiquia 
and the unclassica! Dog river, stretching out. their 
arms “allerioris ripe amore,” when the American 
Secretary put himself at their head—a Moses, a 
Joshua, (for he makes them both,) and led them 
back. Now, what in the world does al} this really 
mean? Sir, without promising to be able to tell 
you that, I will lay the exact facts before the Sen- 
ate, and leave you tojudge for yourselves. 

For many years, then, before 1783, and down to 
1803, the Canadian traders net only travelled 
across the Grand Portage and other portages on 
their way west from Lake Superior, but they had 
their general depot at the Grand Portage. 
there had storehouses, dwelling-houses, and all the 
necessary fixtures and permanent establishments 
of a trading-post. Well, sir, this place was and is 
within the territory of the United States. The 
middle of Pigeon river is the boundary line—for 
several miles, at least—up from its mouth, by the 
treaty of 1783, by the treaty of 1842, and by the 
concession of the honorable Senator from Mis-ouri; 
and this place was and is six miles south of that 
line. In 1803, (probably some time before,) a rumor 
reached that post that the American collector of 
customs at Michilimackinac intended to levy duties 
upon all the merchandise and property there, upon 
the ground that they were within the United States; 
and thereupon the traders broke up and abandoned 
the depot, and established a new one at Kamanis- 
tiquia, since called Fort William, fifty miles north- 
east from the Grand Portage. There it has been 
ever since. 

And now, sir, I deny that Jay’s treaty caused 
the removal of this depot to’ Fort William, or 
that the new treaty will bring it back to the 
Grand Portage. The rights and the liabilities of 
these traders under the two treaties are identi- 
cally the same. They have had no Pharoah, and 
have found no Moses. Why, sir, does the hon- 
orable Senator say that, under the new treaty, 
they can come back to the Grand Portage, re-es- 
tablish their depot, build shops and houses, store 
their goods, and buy and sell as they did betore 
1803? Certainly not; for the treaty expressly de- 
clares a line ofboundary which brings that portage 
within the United States; and it secures these 
British subjects no right whatever in it, but to 
use it as a carrying-place for the direct mere 
transporiation of things over_in good faith—a 
naked, strict right of way. What, then, can they 
do under this treaty, does he say? Why, they 
can build their depot on the north bank of Pi- 
geon river, near its mouth, opposite the Grand Por- 
tage; and thence they can travel across the Grand 
Portage, and all the other portages, to the Lake 
of the Woods. Very well; be it so. Could they 
pot have dene the same thing under Jay’s treaty? 
Exactly, exactly. Was not the Pigeon river the 
true boundary for at least several miles from its 
mouth in 17942 Why, the honorable Senator ad- 
mits it. It is the trae boundary, he admits, es- 
tablished by the treaty of 1783;and it has been 
the true boundary ever since. Then, sir, the 
next day after the treaty of 1783 was made—the 
next day afier Jay’s treaty was made, and at any 
and every moment from that time to this, these 
traders could have built their depot on the north 
side of Pigeon river, and travelled to their hearts’ 
content cver grand portages and little ones, to 
the tune of the Canadian boat-song, to the Lake 
of the Woods, And that is everything they can 


They: 


do by the new treaty! And yet the Secretary 
of’ State is said to have realized the achievements 
and blended the separate fame of Moses and 
Joshua, by leading back the British waders whom 
Jay had driven out. : 

itis true, undoubtedly, that the new treaty: for 
the first time expressly ascertains Pigeon river tobe 
the boundary. It forthe first time enables all:par- 
ties on both sides to make all their arrangements 
upon, and with a certain knowledge of, that import- | 
ant fact. It puts an end to the long and harassing 
doubt whether the Dog lake, the Pigeon: river, or 
the Fond du Lac, is the point on Lake Superior 
from which the line should set out westward. In 
that sense, and to that extent, it apprizes British 
and American traders of their exact rights and ex- 
act privileges, and allows them to govern them- 
selves accordingly. In that sense, and to that ex- 
tent, it enables them to do what they could not pru- 
dently do before. But dves the honorable Senator 
only mean, then, to complain that an important un- 
settled line has been settled, and to this extent set- 
tled rightly? To that it comes at last, and tonothing 
else. P . 

{ regret, sir, that the attention of the Senate has 
been withdrawn so long from the consideration of 
the bill for the occupation of the Oregon, (which is 
the subject properly before you,) by any merely col- 
lateral matter, however important. But it was the 
honorable Senator from Missouri who first turned 
aside from the defence of the bill to attack the 
treaty of 1842. Approving with my whole heart 
and whole reason that great arrangement of peace 
and of honor, I do not conceive that I am in fault for 
losing sight of the bill upon your table to follow 
him. I only hope the episode may not bear a too 
disproportionate relation to the main performance. 
And yet, why is a discussion of the treaty which 
you have just concluded irrevelant to the irnme- 
diate question before you? If that treaty has been 
believed, by the thoughtful and good of both coun- 
tries, to go far and do much to restore and con- 
firm the kind regards of the two great branches 
of the English name and blood—if it has composed 
one of their more exasperating and inveterate dif- 
ferences—if it has sweetened their temper and 
smoothed their brow—if, in the mode of en- 
tering on and continuing that negotiation, Eng- 
land has been observed to abate somewhat of her 
pride and of her distance, and to be willing to meet 
frankly and half-way, in confidence and in honor, - 
her danghter, her rival, so emalous of her‘own 
glory, so proud of her own lettered and martial 
fame—if the result of a negotiation so begun, so 
conducted, may fairly be reckoned among the 
triumphs of reason and of civilization, a victory 
of peace, a tribute to the duty of peace,-—-how solici- 
tous should we be not now, by the thoughtless act 
of a moment, to undo all that it has done; to dis- 
appoint all that it has promised! How solicitous, 
especially, to do nothing which, while it endangers 
our territory, shall sully our honor! 


SPEECH OF MR. MOREHEAD, 
OF KENTUCKY. 


In Senate of the United States, January 23, 1843.— 
On the Oregon. bill. . ae 

Mr. MOREHEAD said that he had,a few days 
since, submitted tothe Senate a resolution calling 
upon the Executive for information as to certain 
alleged acts of the British Government, by which 
it has exerted an exclusive jurisdiction over the 
Oregon Territory. The official answer tothat call 
was conveyed in the communication which had 
just been read to the Senate. i 

{The communication itself was, in effect, as 
follows: The Secretary of State says that a letter 
from Thomas J. Farnham, dated 4th January, 
1840, appears to have been transmitted to that de- 

artment, by the Secretary of War, in the month of 
May following; and that, on the 6th of the same 
month, a letter was transmitted to the American 
minister in London, with extracts from that com- 
munication. As the President was desirous of 
knowing whether the intelligence contained in 
Mr. Farnham’s letter relative to large grants, by 
the British Government to the Hudson Bay Com- 
pany, of a large and valuable tract of Jand in the 
Oregon Territory, and of supposed grants and sales 
of those lands by that company to individuals, was 
well founded, the minister was instructed to make 
application fo the proper quarter for information 
on the subject. In presenting the matter tothe Brit- 
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ish Government, he was assured that nosuch grant 

of:land had been made. to the Hudson Bay Com- 
pany; and that the only grant which had been made. 

to that company was a grant of exclusive trade 

‘with the Indians in certain parts of North America 

for a farther term of twenty-one years, on the sur- 
. render of the former grant.] 

Mr. M. proceeded to say that his object, in the 
call which. hé had made, was to place before the 
Senate, for: the. further course of this discussion, 
authentic statements of fact in relation to the report 
so generally credited, that grants of land had been 
made by the British Government within the. Ore- 
gon. Territory. He-had desired more particuianiy 
to have in the hands of the Senate the letter which 
accompanied the Secretary’s communication—a 

` leter to the Secretary of War, from a gentleman 
at its date inthe Territory, and employed by the 
Government in an official capacity. It is of the 
year, 1839 or 1840, and mentions as a fact—that 
which was then and there believed to be true—that 
the British Government had granted to the Hud- 
son Bay Company a large and valuable tract of 
land in the neighborhood of the straits of Juan de 
Fuca, and within the limits of the Oregon Ter- 
ritory. 

I learn with pleasure (said Mr. M.) the steps 
which were thought advisable as to calling the 
attention of the British Government to this allega- 
tion, and their official denial of the fact thus stated. 
The disavowal satisfies me thatthe supposed grant 
has not been made; but it by no means convinces 
me: that everything but the form of such grants is 
not most real. The disclaimer does not alter the 
acts of the British Government, except as to their 
direct and open responsibility; nor the possession of 
the Hudson Bay Company, so far as all the real 
pa oses of possession are to be accomplished. I 

old the disclaimer only material as to the forms 
under which these things are done. Setting aside, 
however, that point of the allegation, I think we 
have abundant proofs that Great Britain, directly 
or indirectly, exercises exclusive jurisdiction and 
enjoyment of the Territory; that if she has not al- 
ready dispossessed, she is rapidly and surely dis- 
possessing us; and that she therefore completely 
violates: the convention, in point of fact, while she 
pace its forms. 

he words of the third article of the convention 
of 1818 are as follows: 


“It is agreed that any country that may be 
claimed by either party on the northwest coast of 
America, westward of the Stony mountains, shall, 
together with its harbors, bays, and creeks, and the 
navigation of all rivers within the same, be free 
and open, for the term of ten years from the date of 
the signature of the present convention, to the ves- 
sels, citizens, and subjects of the two powers; it 
being well understood that this agreement is not to 
be construed to the prejudice of any claim which 
either of the two high contracting parties may have 
to any part of the said country; nor shall it be taken 
to affect the claims of any other power or state to 
any part of the said country: the only object of the 
high contracting parties, in that respect, being to 
prevent disputes and differences among. them. 
selves.) i 

Now, sir, this ìs claimed and construed asa treaty 
of joint occupation; and that joint occupation tem- 
porary, for it is to last but ten years. 

A joint and a temporary occupation would, one 
would say, exclude the idea of permament forts 
and fixed seltlements—things which mark the very 
opposite ofthe only two forms of possession, per- 
maneht andtemporary. Under the latter, tents may 
be set up, shantees erected, and cabins or other such 
rude and occasional shelters be built for momenta- 
ry use. But the felling of forests, the construction 
of regular habitations, the fencing in of fields, the 
regular cultivation and improvement of the soil, 

. the fitting up of saw-mills, the assemblage of work- 
shops, and of many other of the appliances of fixed 
sojourn and employment, certainly denote, espe- 
cially with forts to protect them, something more 
than transient possession, and constitute, and are 
meant to constitute, a lasting, and, of course, ex- 
clasive oceupation of the places thus appropriated. 
Now, what are the proceedings of the great and 
permitted agent of these British infringements—the 
Hudson Bay Company? The report of Captain 
Nathaniel J. Wyeth (No. 101 Indian Affairs) shall 
tell you. 

Here Mr. M. read to the following purport from 
Captain Wyeth: 

‘The company have now their chief establishment 


at Fort Vancouver, on the north side of the Col- 
umbia, about eighty miles above its mouth; for Fort 
George, (Astoria,) the older station, is now a mere 
look-out, where littlé trade is done. > 


“At Vanċouver are stationed about two hundred 
men, usually employed in agricuitural or mechan- 
ical labor. - There is a saw-mill about six miles 
above it, which supplies lumber for themselves 
and for the Sandwich Islands. The fort is a stock- 
ade, with accommodations for the people employ- 
ed at it, two large guns not in use, and such de- 
fences merely as are necessary against the Indians. 
To this point all the supplies for the fur-trade are 
sent, and here the returns are collected.” 


He proceeds to enumerate and describe the other 
British posts in Oregon: Wallahwallah, Oxnugen, 
and Colville, on the Columbia; Flathead, on the 
river of that name; the Big Wood post, at. the 
mouth of Big Wood; anda station not permanently 
occupied at the mouth of Umbiquoi. 

He proceeds to relate the arts by which American 
competition is excluded or crushed, and the traders 
drivenaway. Their parties, he says, frequently in 
violation of treaties, pass within the limits of the 
United States on the Missouri. This was done in 
1833, 1834, 1835, and 1836, contrary, it was said, 
to the instructions of the company, but probably 
with their consent. 

He further says: “I have been informed that the 
British Government have given an assurance to 
the Hudson Bay Company that they will not sur- 
render any part of the country north of the Colum- 
bia; or, if they do so, they will remunerate them 
for any establishments they may have made in that 
part of it.” 
` He proceeds to give an account of the younger 
and entirely agricultural settlement of Wallumetie, 
on the south of the Columbia, where some twenty 
or thirty men, formerly in the employment of the 
company, cultivate small farms. 

He concludes as follows: 


“In conclusion, I will observe, that the measures 
of this company have been conceived with wisdom, 
steadily pursued, and have been well seconded by 
their Government, and the success has been com- 
plete; and, without being able to charge on them 
any gross violations of the existing treaties, a few 
years will make the country west of the mountains 
as completely English as they can desire. Already 
the Americans are unknown as anation; and, as 
individuals, their power is despised by the natives 
ofthe land. A population is growing out of the 
occupancy of the country, whose prejudices are not 
with us; and, before many years, they will decide to 
whom the country shall belong, unless, in the 
mean time,the American Government make their 
power felt and seen to a greater degree than has 
yet been the case.” 

The statements of Mr. Slacum (an agent of the 
Government, whose report may be found in the 
same body of documents and same number) are 
still minuter, but to the same general effect. 

He gives an account of the formal surrender of 
Fort George (Astoria) in 1818, in contormity with 

3 and the ceremonies with which 
the British agents passed it mto our hands. The 
fact itself goes far to mark an admission of. our 
claim of sovereignty. The fort itself was soon 
after destroyed by fire, said to have been put by 
the Indians. 

His visit marks a considerable progress of things 
since the time to which Mr, Wyeth’s description 
apphes. “Fort Vancouver occupies(in 1837) double 
the old space. There are thirty-nine buildings 
within, and forty-nine cabins under its walls; a 
large barn, with seven other buildings attached; an 


hospital and boat-house on the river; a saw-mill, | 
employing twenty-eight men, and cutting above ji 


two thousand feet of timber daily, &c. The farm 
contains three thousand acres in cultivation, em- 
ploying one hundred laborers. The whole number 
of persons attached to the establishment is from 
seven hundred and fifty to eight hundred. The 
farm produced in 1837 eight thousand bushels of 
wheat; five thousand five hundred bushels of bar- 


ley; six thousand bushels of oats; nine thousand : 


bushels of peas; fourteen thousand bushels of pota- 
toes; and large quantities of other crops. They 
had a large threshing machine; a distillery; (discon - 
tinued;) a grist mill; a stock. of one thotisand black 
cattle; seven bundred hogs; two hundred 


much such a farm as the farhous one of old Mr. 


Sheep; | 
near five hundred horses; and forty yoke of work- | 
ing oxen.” [In short, it would appear to be pretty | 


\ 


en 


Coke, (the Earl of Leicester,) in England—an estab- 
lishment about as much like a permanent settle: 
ment as his.] : i 

I might, sir, (proceeded Mr. Morenean,) mulpi-- 
ply quotations; but these are enough,to show that,. 
under the name and cover of the Hudson Bay 
Company, the British Government is in aciual, atid: 
regular, and exclusive. possession of this territory. 
It is entirely under the control of that great assò- 
ciation, at whose back the Government itself stands, 
whenever there is need. They have not: only 
turned your joint possession out of doors, but sys- 
tematically set savage spies upon your steps, if you 
wander towards. your ancient tenement. They 
unite against you all the Indian tribes, poison their: 
minds against you, and train them on to a mür- 
derous hostility, They have, indeed, taken, in all 
respecis, those stealthy and irresponsible methods of 
guile which (skilful nation as they are) they know 
perfectly how to employ, when more available than 
force. Forbearing to alarm you by any show of 
strengih, and to rouse you by any open contraven- 
tion of the treaty, they have yet, without an effort, 
(husbanding their own resources, and not calling. 
out yours,) through the commercial mechanism ‘of 
a powerful and enterprising company, and its far- 
Spreading agents and posts, accomplished, to a great 
extent, everything that they could wish, or. we 
dread. They have swept the country of its rich 
furs, obtained a complete ascendency over its: 
tribex, kept you off, started new modes of life more: 
permanent than those which have failed, and, in 
short, got so long a start upon you in the race of 
possession, that you must at once exert yourself, if 
you would not be distanced. Are all these things: 
to go on, until she comes to found a new title up- 
on the very length of the wrong, and bar you for- 
ever by pleading the statute of limitations? 

Nor, sir, is all this to be escaped by saying that 
these are the acts of the Hudson Bay Company,, 
and not of the British Government. They are: 
done under the sanction of that Government, and: 
they are the surest means of achieving its purposes.. 
They form its system of territorial encroachment 
almost everywhere, and especially against all na- 
tions capable of resisting direct attack. They are 
done by its subjects—not wandering outcasts mere- 
ly, but a numerous body, organized and char- 
tered, gifted by the Government with high privi- 
leges, and strictly accountable to it. Unquestiona- 
bly, if such a body, watched over as it is by the 
British Government, pursues, for a series of years, 
measures so admirably fitted to break up our access 
to that country, and all that common enjoyment of 
it which the convention of 1818 stipulates, Britain, 
to whose advantage against us all these acts of her 
great association turn—Britain, whose snre:t sys- 
tem of encroachment and dispossession they form: 
— Britain, who takes from that company, as its mis- 
tress and sovereign, all that it can snatch from us— 
Britain, I say, must be held, in effect, to do all these 
things, let her evasively disavow them as muchas. 
she will. 

Referring to the British act of Parliament of 
July 2, 1821, the Senator from Massachusetts quoted, 
its fourth section to show that it expressly refused, 
to give any such license to trade in the Oregon Ter- 
ritory, to the prejudice or exclusion of any citizens. 
of the United States who may engage in the trade 
there. And he cited the sixth section of the same 
act, to show that, in setting up there the jurisdiction: 
of their own Canadian courts, they had expressly 
excepted such places as were within any civil Gove. 
ernment of the United States. 

[Here Mr. Cuoare reminded Mr, M. that the 
British Government had distinctly declared that 
the purpose of this act was limited to British sub- 
jects, and not meant to include Americans. ] 

Mr. M. continued. I am aware oftheir disclaim- 
er: but I regard it as of no great importance what 
they say in these diplomatic interchanges of the 
best reasons they ean find tojustify the policy whieh 
they are resolved to pursue. Their acts we know; 
and are perfectly able to judge of as plain ones ag 
these, lettheir declarations be what they may. And 
now, what is the law that I have stated? Very 
fair in seeming, and very considerate of our rights. 
It says that itis to extend to no place within any 
civil government of the United States. Well, 
they know perfectly well that we have set up no 
civil jurisdiction whatever in that entire country; 
and they have thus far taken care that we shall 
have nobody there to set it up over; so that they 
know that they apply their jurisdiction, by this act, 
to the entire country. : ae 
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Feds ‘clear, then, what England’s interpretation 
ofjoint occupancy means. Her practice defines it; 
and ivis'an exclusive-occupancy by her. A “com- 
mòr possession with us,” means her having anum- 


“ber of forts; “a free enjoyment by ‘both the high 


contracting parties,” signifies the exclusive fur and 
lumber trade, saw-mills, hospitals, &e.; to “hunt 
and-to fish” intends, beyond doubt, farms öf 3,000 


acrés, worked by 100 laborers. And then what 


caw ious equity about infringing your jurisdiction, 
when she has already taken such excellent care 
thatthere. should be nobody there for you to extend 
itover! If she meant fairly, surely these. things 
would not be done; and 1 hold the entire series of 
her acts, and the manifest designs which they are 
every ‘day advancing, as an utter and systematic 
infraction of the treaty by her. In confirmation of 
this, Mr. M. read a further extract from Captain 
Wyeth'’s statement, detailing the proceedings of the 
Hudson Bay Company. 

‘And: now, what says she as to these settlements, 
and the permanency ‘of.claim tothem, which she 
recognises as obtained by those making them? 


In the negotiations of 1827, between Mr. Galla- ` 


tin, on our part, and Messrs, Huskisson and Ad- 
dington on hers, the latter, on this point, thus de- 
clare.the intentions of their Government: 

“To the interests and establishments which Brit- 
ish industry and enterprise have created, Great 
Britain owes protection. That protection will be 
given, both as regards settlement and freedom of 
trade and navigation, with every attention not to 
infringe the co-ordinate rights of the United States: 
it being the desire of the British Government, so 
long as the joint oecupancy continues, to regulate 
its own obligations by the same rules which gov- 
ern the obligations of every other occupying party.” 


Protection, then, will be given to these establish- 
ments, “both as to settlement and trade.” Here, 
then, are “establishments” and “settlements,” valu- 
able and fixed possessions, which England declares 
herself bound to protect: and this is the joint oceu- 
pancy! A powerful exclusion on the one hand, 
and “settlements” and “establishments” and “crea- 
tions of British industry and enterprise” on the 
other, 

But that “protection” she willrender “with every 
attention not to infringe the co ordinate rights of 
the United Siates.” Oh, of coursenot! Great Brit- 
ain never infringes any co-ordinate rights of oth- 
ers—-never encroaches upon anybody anywhere! 
No, never! Her scrupulousness in this respect is 
celebrated over the whole earth, not only upon this 
continent, but as far as India and China. And then 
it is so easy for her to reconcile our rights of joint 
occupancy with this assurance of protecting her 
subjects of the Hudson Bay Company in whatever 
they have “created by their enterprise and indus- 
try”——all their “settlements and establishments!” 

Sir, I held the proceedings of her company most 
unequivocal; and I urged that her long permission 
of them was a sanction which made them abund- 
antly her own. But this declaration 1 take to be 
an explicit assumption of all these progressive acts 
of possession—a recognition affirming all that pos- 
session, and encouraging her settlers to go on and 
add whatever other “interests” “British industry 
and, enterprise” can “create.” 


What, then, are you to do? Alladmitthe rapid 
tendency of her measures completely and finally 
to dispossess you. The Senator from Massachn- 
setts says, “if she takes possession, so should we.” 
{agree with him, and think I have shown that she 
has done so. This bill will but dù it equally on 
our part. It but goes, as we should at least go, 
pari passu with her. Lhold the formal grant of 
lands to be no more than she has already, in effect, 
practised. But we can at least give with a condi- 
tion. Shall she say that she will make settlers 
whole, and may not we? Canshe promise, with- 
outan infraction of the convention, that she will 
make good the establishments of her settlers, and 
shall not we? Make then no positive grants, but 
only promise, as she does. f 

Ås to our title, the common opinion of the entire 
Senate makes no doubt of it Do you intend to 
abandon it? Does even Great Britain think of 
doing so with her flimsy claim? When did she 
ever yield such a pretension, except for a large 
equivalent? She nourishes no idea of receding 
from her claim, but takes every measure the most 
skilful to enforce and to insure it. Hence the 
train of measures that she is pursuing. d 

The question then is but, at last, of negotiation or 
war, Of course, I prefer the former; but, much as 


l love peace—greatly as I should deplore‘a breach 
with.that kindred nation—than to yield to this en- 
croachment,! will accept far rather the sad choice 
of arms, I may say this the rather, because neither 
my feelings nor. my taste have ever led me to rail 
against Britain. {love that great nation for her 
noble institutions, her laws, (the freest in the world 
except our own,) her valor, her policy, her social 
greatness, her freedom, the venerable mother of 
ours. But Iam jealous of the gigantic progress of 
her power, her vast designs and grasping temper. 

On eithér eontinent, and in the remotest shores, 
she stretches towards a universal empire. Afriea 
feels her; Syria receives her garrisons; on either 
side of our continent she threatens every shore; 
and, while she spreads out a new dominion in the 
great islands of the South Sea, she dispossesses the 
descendants of the great Mogul, and breaks the 
commercial wall which hasso long separated China 
from the rest of the world. 

It is time to abandon our supineness; it has al- 
ready placed us at disadvantage enough. We must 
proceed. as Britain proceeds. Do not violate the 
treaty, but send on your people to settle and defend 
the country; and give them assurances that they 
will be protected. 


REMARKS OF MR. MERRICK, 
OF MARYLAND. 
In Senale, February 25th, 1843.—Upon the resolu- 
tions offered by McDurrie, in relation tothe State 
ebts. 


Mir. Waker having concluded his remarks— 


Mr. MERRICK rose and said: 1 regret, Mr. 
President, the necessity which presses upon me 
again to intrude upon the attention cf the Senate, 
and occupy a further portion of its now almost in- 
valuable time with a discussion leading to no prac- 
tical results; indeed, I have been much astonished 
at the pertinacity with which gentlemen on the 
other side continue to renew and force upon the 
Senate this discussion, to the exclusion of all the 
valuable and important subjects for practical legis- 
lation pending before us, and, consequently, to the 
great detriment of the public interest, after the ma- 
jority of the Senate have twice determined by sol- 
emn votes, upon yeas and nays, that they could not 
and would not, at this time, entertain these abstract 
propositions, But, much as I have been surprised 
ac this, I am still more surprised—indeed, sir, I am 
utterly confounded—by the declarations made by 
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. McDurrie] 
at the conclusion of his remarks, and repeated by 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Wacker.] These 
declarations are of a character so extraordinary 
and so unusual here, that Iam unwilling and un- 
prepared to make any reply to them; and I shall, 
therefore, leave them to be judged of by the Senate 
and the country, in the face of which they have 
been made. Argument would be vain in combat- 
ing positive declarations thatgentlemen will, under 
certain circumstances, refuse to redeem the bonds 
of this Government, issued under the sanction of 
all the forms of a law of Congress; l shall leave 
them, therefore, to the judgment ofthe Senate and 
the country, aud pass on to the consideration of the 
subject more immediately in hand. 1 have before 


` announced on this floor, that, as often as gentlemen 


might see fit to renew these assaults upon the 
States and upon State credit, I felt bound, and 
held myself prepared, to meet them; and Tintend to 
fulfil the promise then made. It isa solemn duty 
Iowe to my constituents to interpose in every such 
case. And what excites my special wonder is, the 
distrust—the unusual and unjustifiable distrust—of 
the people, manifested by these attempts to force on a 
discussion here, fer no couceivable purpose, unless 
it be to forestal] and control the action of the public 
mind. 

The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Mc- 
Durr) has been, throughout the whole of that 
part of his remarks which [was fortunate enough 
to hear, contending against propositions which 
have not been presented or suggested here, upon 
which we are not required toact, and which, so far 
as they exist at all, are mere subjects of discussion 
and inquiry among the people; and shall we assume 
upon ourselves the power, or atlempt, in any way, 
to arrest the people in their discussions and inqui- 
ries? Are they notto be trusted to deliberate, to 
discuss, and inquire into public measures, and 
make up their minds as.to the direction they may 
see fit to give to their public affairs? Shall we un- 
dertake to control and direct them in the exercise of 


this great and . fundamental right, and teach them 
how they are to demean themselves upon ‘such 
questions:as the gentleman has discussed? otis it 
not rather our duty, as the mere agents Gf the States 
and people, to conform our action to their will? 
They are the sovereigns—we the agents; and: are 
we so terribly afraid of the ignorance, or‘incompe- 
tence, or wickedness of those for whom iwe are sent 
here to act, that the natural order of things must be 
reversed; and we are to neglect our appropriate and 
assigned duties, for the purpose of teaching them 
lessons in advance, and checking the free and full 
exercise by them of the rights of inquiry and dis- 
cussion on whatever subject they please to discuss? 
I rather think it is our duty to obey the behests ‘of 
publie opinion, not to direct or control its forma- 
tion. Such is.at least the professed doctrine, and 
such should be the practice of gentlemen. The 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. MeDurric].asks 
if anybody supposes there is any “inherent wealth 
in this Government, or that they have the power to 
give to the people any more money than they first 
extract from the people?” and thence he argues -all 
attempts at relief are worse than useless. Now, sit, 
I will admit the gentleman’s position, but deny his 
conclusion; because you already have, long since, 
drawn from the people the money necessary to the 
acquisition of that vast fund, the public lands, 
which is adequate and ample to afford all the relief 
now wanted or asked for, and which you most un- 
justly withhold, although it can in no other way be 
so well and beneficially applied. Here is an im- 
mense property of almost incalculable value, a part 
of it acquired by the blood and treasure of our revo- 
lutionary fathers, and the residue purchased by 
money long since contributed by the people gener- 
ally; which is useless, or worse than useless, to this 
Government, in the way in which it is now held 
and disposed of; but which, properly applied, is 
much more than ample for the relief of the indebt- 
ed States and the whole community, but which you 
sternly, remorselessly withhold, taming a deaf ear 
to all the demands from every quarter for the re- 
lief it could afford; and false issues are gotten up 
about the assumption of State debts, which nobed 

has proposed, or thinks of proposing; and of this itis 
that I complain, and against which, in the nameand 
in the behalf of the people of Maryland, 1 enter my 
most solemn protest. ; i 


Sir, it has been argued that this land fund is ut- 
terly insignificant, and therefore you will not grant 
it—surrender it, rather—to its rightful owners, 
now that they want it, and are in distress. This 
argument confutes itself. If the fand be really so 
insignificant, why do you make such a pother 
about itt Why not yield it at once, if it is not 
worth contending for? “Be it everso small, a little 
would give some relief to people in distress; it 
would give them comfort, ant free you from ‘their 
vexatious demands. Yet you will not yield it, and 
your refusal proves the pretence tu be false. It is- 
true that but a comparatively small sum appears to 
have been received into the treasury during the 
last year from this source; but then it is equally 
true, and cannot be denied, that, until very lately, 
these lands had, for a series of years, yielded an 
average of about ten millions of dollars annually; 
and there is no doubt that. they will, under. a 
proper administration, again..yield, in a very little 
while, as much, or very nearly as much... Now, 
anybody can calculate how great would be. the re- 
lief afforded by this sum annually applied to the 
use of the States. A child can tell you upon what 
amount of State debts it would pay the interest, at 
three or at six percent. There is, sir, a steady but 
constantly increasing demand for the public lands 
for settlement and cultivation, bearing a.just-pro- 
portion to the increase of our population, from 
natural causes, and by emigration to the country, 
This demand has always heretofore been, and 
must, in the nature of things, continue to be, pro- 
gressively increasing. ‘Tell me not, then, that the 
fund is insignificant, or that as much will not be de- 
rived from it in future, if properly administered, 
as it has heretofore yielded. But gentlemen may 
ask, why there isso little derived from it just now? 
I answer, these are extraordinary times of em- 
barrassment and difficulty, and, to some extent, 
the land sales are affected thereby; but they are 
much more materially and fatally affected by the 
manner in which these lands are now disposed. of. 
There is no inducement, under your present. pre- 
emption laws, to purchase. at all;;on the contrary, 
there is every possible inducement to delay pur- 
chasing, As soon as a district of country is sure, 
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veyed under your present laws, settlers have a 


right to go upon, and make selections of the best 
and most choice portions of it, and they acquire the 
right of ‘pre-emption; that is, they acquire the right 
to hold their settlements against all the world, on 
‘condition’ only that they shall pay the Govern- 
ment one dollar and a quarter per acre whenever 
the Executive shall please to have it sold. This 
sale he may order in one year, or not for twenty 
fears; and, so long as the public sale is not made 
ý order of the President, the settlers hold and en- 
joy the lands without interest on the purchase mo- 
ney. They are purchasers.on a credit, at the will 
of the President, without interest. Who can ex- 
~- pect that sales will be made, or much revenue de- 
tived.from these lands, under. such a system? 

Many years ago it was found that the sale of 
the public lands upon a credit was unwise, and 
created:the dangerous relation of debtor and credit- 
or between the Government and too many of its 
citizens. That policy was, therefore, then changed 
~-the existing debts were forgiven, by allowing sur- 
renders, the price of the lands reduced one-half, 
and cash sales prescribed for the future. But, by 
some sort ot legerdemain, we have now got back 
to’credit sales in a ten-+times more destructive and 
dangerous form. How many thousand voters are 
now on the public lands, the debtors of the Gov- 
ernment in fact, under the disguise of pre-emption- 
ers, at the mere, will of the President of the United 
States, for millions of dollars? How anxious must 
they not be to prolong their credit, since they pay 
no interest? and how difficult must it not be for a 
President to resist their solicitations to delay the 

- sales? and how dangerous is not, or may not this 
absolute control over the interests of sneh numbers 
of people become, in the hands of an Executive of 
this country? Sir, this system must be changed. 
The people will not longer consent that so great 
and valuable an inherilance shall be appropriated 
to the exclusive use of a few, while others are suf- 
fering for the want of their just proportion; neither 
will they much longer allow so great and such dan- 

erous power to remain in the hands of any Presi- 
ent. 

Something was said in connexion with the sub- 
ject of State debts the other day, by the Senator 
from Ohio, [Mr. Acten,] about British bankers 
and British brokers. 1 did not distinctly under- 
stand the application of those remarks, but supposed 
they were intended to lessen the sense of obligation 
to pay these bonds, because they were held by such 
pee le. Mr. President, I have nothing to do with 

ankers or brokers, British or American. I have 
no interest in these matters, except as a tax-payer; 
my taxes I find are heavy, and to pay them 
I am obliged to part with means necessary to pro- 
vide properly for the comfort of myself and chil- 
dren. Yet, sir, 1 do pay them promptly and willing- 
ly; and, sir, these children shall toil--yea, sir, they 
and their sire shall toil, in the earth, so long as this 
arm is nerved or this heart is warm, sooner than . 
the fair fame of our State shall be tarnished by a 
refusal to pay to the last cent of our debts, no mat- 
ter who holds our bonds. Our debis have been 
fairly contracted; and, by the blessing of God and 


the efficacy of human energy, we of Maryland will || 


toil onto the last, and submit to.all.sorte-of~priva= 
tions, but we will redeem our plighted faith. Re- 
pudiation has no hold in our soil; there were but 
two members of our last Legislature who were sup- 
posed to countenance such a doctrine, and they 
representing counties always, I believe, opposed to 
the policy which has produced our indebtedness, 
and therefore surly and discontented under the 
pressure of the necessary taxation; and yet, sir, 
those two gentlemen met, upon their return home, 
the indignant frowns of their noble-minded con- 
stituency, and were dismissed from the public ser- 
vice. Those constituents feel, and deeply feel, the 
pressure of the times, and are åisappoinied and dis- 
satisfied to find that direct taxation has come upon 
them; but, nevertheless, they prefer their difficulties, 
and will bear them willingly, taxes and all, rather 
than submit io dishonor. There is still alive 
among them, sir, (and long may it be cherished!) 
that proud spirit of sturdy independence and con- 
scious integrity which characterized their honored 
ancestry. ‘They will never repudiate their debts. 
But, sir, while we intend to exert our every 
nerve to maintain our honor and meet all our en- 
gagements— while we shall be delving to earn the 
means necessary for our subsistence and for this 
purpose, we shall not be able to forget, in the midst 
of our toils and privations, that there are those that 


Feb. 1843. 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


The Bankrupt Law—Mr. Huntington. 


oo 
could easily relieve us, and who will not; that 


there are those who, having our means in their 
hands as our trustees—means which our blood and 
treasure have before acquired, and which are am- 
ple for our relief—yet coldly withhold those means 
from our use, and turn with disdain from our suf- 
fering and our wants; nay, tore, who select this 


„very time toaggravate both, by unnatural and un- 


called-for assaults upon our credit. Sir, we cannot 
and we will not forget nor overlook these things. 
We come not to you as mendicants, asking you to 
assume or pay ourdebts. No, sir; we disdain all 
such abasement. Bot we ask, we demand our 
rights—our fair proportion of a vast common 
property, which you are wasting, and which 
would make us happy if you would but relax your 
iron grasp. 

We have been told, sir, that this subject was to 
enter into our next elections; and I suppose the 
object of gentlemen is to make up issues for that 
election. Iam willing, quite ‘willing, to go down 
to the election upon this, the true issue, as I now 
put it. Gentlemen must not expect me to allow 
them to make up false issues upon a question so 
vitally interesting to my constituents. No, sir; if 
justice is to be withheld from us, I will at least see 
that the true issue is made; and upon that Í am 
ready to meet gentlemen before the people. I go 
for relief—relief, by applying to the present wants 
and necessities of the people the proceeds of the 
public lands, which are rightfully theirs, and which 
you are wasting; and I have before shown, though 
you now disguise the fact, that this fand properly 
administered is amply sufficient to afford us great 
and permanent relief. 

Loffer you, Mr. President, asan amendment to 
the resolutions of the Senator from South Caroli- 
na, [Mr. McDourris,) the following: 

Resolved, That most wisely did the fathers ofthe 
Republic, in establishing the Constitution of the 
United States, so frame that sacred instrument that 
it should be plain, easily understood, and intelli- 
gible to all upon whom it was to operate as a rule 
of action; and that it is not competent for any de- 
partment of the Government, established by it, to 
enlarge or contract its true meaning, of which the 
citizens are, and of necessity must be, in the last 
resort, the exclusive judges. 

Resolved, That itis no part of the assigned duty 
of the Senate of the United States to expound the 
Constitution to the people; and every such attempt 
is a departure from its appropriate sphere of ac- 
tion, and argues a distrust in the capacity of the 
people for self-government, unwarranted alike by 
our past history, and the present enlightened state 
of the public mind. 

Resolved, That, whilst it is no part of the duty of 
the Senate of the United States to expound the 
Constitution for the people, it is its most solemn 
duty to exercise the powers intrusted to it by that 
instrument, in the true spirit and according to the 
nature of the trust, for the promotion of the hap- 
piness and the welfare of the people. 

Resolved, therefore, The happiness of the peo- 
ple now requiring it, and full power over the 


. subject being given to Congress, that provision 


should be made, without further delay, for the fair 
amrdrequahdistribati eng-all. the States, of the 
proceeds of the public lands, in such manner as 
will best tend to remove or alleviate the evils of 
direct taxation, under which the people of some 
of the States are now suffering, and which threaten 
soon inevitably to be visited upon other States, 


REMARKS OF MR. HUNTINGTON, 


OF CONNEC) ICUT. 
In Senate, February 25, 1843.—On the bill for the 
~ repeal of the bankrupt act. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON said that it was no part 
of his purpose to address the Senate on the general 
subject of the repeal of the bankrupt act. There 
was one reason (among many others) which would 
deter him from making a speech now; and that was, 
the necessity imposed on the Senate to devote the 
few remaining days of the session to action instead 
of debate. Our unfinished business was very great, 
and public expediency and private justice both de- 
manded that we should proceed as rapidly as pos- 
sible to dispose of it. It might be added, that prob- 
ably the opinion of every Senator was matured, 
and that discussion would not alter it. Mr. H. said 
he had risen solely to assign the reasons for the 
vote he should give. This it was proper he should 


do, especially since the appeals which had been 


Senate. 


madé to Senators whose votes were given in favor 
of the passage of the bankrupt act, and to himself 
particularly by the Senator from Massachusetts, 
[Mr. Cuoate,] on a portion of whose remarks he 
should be pleased to comment, if the business be- 
fore the Senate should allow it. He shouid confine 
himself to a brief explanation of his position, and 
of the reasons for. the course he should pursue. 
Mr. H. said it was well known that heretofore he 
had acted with those who were desirous to have a 
bankrupt law a part of our system. When I came 
into the Senate, (said Mr. H.,) such an act was un- 
der consideration; and the first vote which I gave 
here was upon a proposition which related to sub- 
jecting banking corporations to the provisions of 
the act. I had the honor to be one of the select 
committee to which that act was referred for re- 
vision and final modification. It received all the 
attention I was able to give it, and it had my 
support both in debate and by vote. I continued 
to advocate and vote for a bankrupt act until it 
passed the Senate. In doing so, while I followed 
the dictates of my own judgment, L believed that 
I was carrying out the views and wishes of a 
large majority of my constituents. l was aware 
that there was somewhat of a divided opinion in 
the State which I represent. I presented many 
petitions, numerously signed, in favor of a bank- 
rupt law, and very few in opposition to it. I 
had no reason to doubt that the sentiment of the 
State was, in genera], favorable to its passage. I was, 
however, left to the free and unbiased expression 
of my own views, and to such action as my judg- 
ment should dictate, by a State which knew I would 
act from correct motives, and from a conscientious 
regard to duty, and which has, on more than one 
occasion, given me the highest proofs of her confi- 
dence. And (said Mr. H.) I do not affirm now, 
that I either misunderstood the opinions of those 
whom I represent, or that they have undergone any 
change as to the propriety of the passage of the 
law at the time when it was enacted. But they are 
now of opinion that it ought to be repealed. I have 
received the instructions of the Legislature of Con- 
necticut on this subject, but, as directory and au- 
thoritative, they do not control my action. I do 
not believe in the modern doctrine of instructions. 
Indeed, there is hardly any doctrine which I con- 
sider more palpably unconstitutional, and more 
eminently dangerous, than that which declares it 
to be the duty of a Senator to obey the orders of 
the Legislature or to resign. But I do not mean 
to enter into any argument on this point. If, how- 
ever, I did acknowledge the right to require obe- 
dience to such orders, I should obey them or re- 
sign. I should not profess to be a believer in the 
doctrine of instruction, and declare my readiness 
to obey, and at the same time quibble about words, 
and plead in abatement, or demur specially to the 
instructions, and thus avoid a compliance by object- 
ing to the form in which the order had been passed. 
But, as I utterly deny any such authority on the 
part of a Legislature, I shall not enlarge upon this 
point. The opinion of such a body I shall treat 
with respect; and, if I find it to be the expression 
ofthe public opinion, maturely formed upon ques- 
tions of national policy, and that in supporting 
that opinion no sacrifice of conscience, or honor, 
or constitutional duty, is required of me, it will re- 
ceive from meall that attention and respect and 
weight which, under such circumstances, it eminent- 
ely deserves. With some exceptions, (of men of the 
highest character for intelligence and mora] worth,) 
the State which Irepresentis now decidedly op- 
posed, as L believe, to the continuance of the bank- 
rupt law. The opinions of the people of that 
Commonwealth have not been hastily formed, nor 
are they the result of bias, or prejudice, or caprice. 
They have been deiiberately formed, after a care- 
ful examination of the subject, and of the operation 
of the Jaw; and my constituents have spoken, in 
yarious forms, in language which cannot be mis- 
understood, and in a manner which leaves no 
room for doubt as to their wishes. The bankrupt 
law is considered by them as a measure which 
their interests and those of the Union require 
should not be persevered in, and which ought to 
be repealed. And now (said Mr. H.) I consider it 
proper to carry out these views of my constituents. 
The subject is one on which they have a right to 
speak, and regarding which their wishes should be 
carried into effect. It is their right to say that 
they believe their interests, as well as those of the 
country generally, will be promoted by the repeal of 
the bankruptlaw. They have exercised that right 
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indifferent forms, which are plain and intelligible, 
and which admit, in my judgment, of no reasona- 
ble doubt, They believe that those interests require 
that the act shall not be continued as a part of the 
law ofthe land. In voting, therefore, as I shall do, 
for the repeal of the law, I shall act in accordance, 
asI think, with the wishes of the people who sert 
me here—shall respond tothe call made upon me 
by my fellow-citizens who have given me this 
place df¥ésponsibility and honor—and perform an 
act which will be in accordance with their clearly 
expressed opinions, and their convictions of what 
is required by. principles of private justice and pub- 
lic expediency.. Mr. H. said he had considered it 
proper.to make this explanation, and would leave 
the subject without further remark. 


[ The following speech was made at the 2d session 
of the 27th Congress, as will be seen by its date; 
but it was not written out by the member and de- 
livered to us until after the Appendix for that ses- 
sion was completed, which will account for its ap- 
pearance in this volume.] 


SPEECH OF MR. J. C. EDWARDS, 
OF MISSOURI. 
Ju the House of Representatives, July 11, 1842.--On 
the tariff, 


Mr. Cuainman: The hour is late, and the House 
is thin, and several members yet wish to speak; 
and in two hours after we meet to-morrow, this 
debate will be closed, under the resolution adopted 
fur that purpose. 

{ shall say only enough to show my position on 
the tariff. One hour is not sufficient to enable me 
to go into the subject fully; and in less than one 
hour I can state my points, and give the character 
of my tables, and show the position Í occupy in 
reference to the tariff. At this late hour, and so 
near the close of this debate, I cannot expect to do 
more. I may not, then, occupy even the time al- 
lowed me; but if, hereafter, 1 write out my speech, 
{may avail myself of the usual liberty under the 
hour rule—that of writing even more than I may 
say. 

fam opposed to this bill. Iam not only opposed 
to this bill, but I have objections to any tarif. But 
Iam especially opposed to this bill. It has unusual 
features for a tariff—features more than usually 
objectionable. Its general tendencies will be toen- 
courage domestic manufactures; to cut off foreign 
importations; and to drive this Government into a 
system of direct taxation. But,in the progress of 
my remarks, it will be seen that I have less objec- 
tion to the general tendencies of the bill, than to its 
particular features. Any tariff would have the 
same general tendencies; Lut a more moderate 
tariff would hasten the same results less rapidly. 

1 am opposed to this bill; but Lam not unfriendly 
to manufactures, and never have been, but have al- 
ways been friendly to them. I have seen many of 
them flourish in our country, and have taken great 
pleasure in doing so; and I hope that such as can 
be made profitable will continue to flourish. The 
manufacture of those things which we are com- 
pelled to have during a state of war, we should en- 
courage at any expense, and at all hazards. ` 

Iam opposed to a tariff: but we necessarily have 
one; and, while that is the case, a fair protection 
will be given to our manufactures generally. But 
that tariff which will give the most revenue, under 
existing circumstances, will give as much protec- 
tion as the manufacturing interest should ask for. 
Too high a tariff will lead to results unfavorable 
to the manufacturing intereststhemselves. A high 
tariff will reduce our revenue too much, and force 
us too soon to direct taxation, even forthe manufactu- 
ring interests. It will force into existence manu- 
factures which cannot be profitable except under a 
high tariff, and which must be abandoned when 
we are driven to direct taxation. 

The lowest revenue standard is the highest pro- 
tection that should be asked. The expense of im- 
porting foreign merchandise cannot be less than ten 
per cent., and often reaches fifieen. If it reaches 
only ten, this is a protection of ten per cent. to our 
domestic manufactures. If our tariff be only twen- 
ty per cent., this, added to the expense of import- 
ing, will make a protection of at least thirty per 
cente This ought to be enough. Bat this pro- 
tection has always been much more, and, under 
this bill, will be greatly more—not less than forty 


tures and trades. 


or forty-five per cent., on an average; and, on 
many articles, one hundred per cent. 

The cultivation of the soil is the great leading 
employment in our country. Almost every man 
who has no employment more profitable, engages in 
agriculture: Almost every man who engages in 
any trade, or traffic, or speculation, or manufacture, 
does so because he believes it more profitable than 
cultivating the soil. And a great question in this 
discussion is, whether we should make other pursuits 
more profilable than agriculture. We are not 
forced into the manufacturing system for want of 
land to cultivate. We shall have plenty of room 
for all our population for years to come, and much 
to spare, 

By our Jast census, we have 3,717,750 persons 
engaged in agriculture. Of all the other classes, 
but 978,651 have employments, Of this number, 
15,203 are engaged in mining; 117,575 in com- 
merce; 56,025 in navigating the ocean; 33,067 in 
navigating canals and rivers; 65,236 engaged in 
the learned professions; and 791,545 in manufac- 
The population engaged in agri 
culture is about five times as great as that engaged 
in manufactures and trades both together. 
other interests of the country bear but a small pro- 
portion to the agricultural. It isthe leading employ- 
ment in point of numbers; and they have the power 
to say—if they choose to say it--whether they will 
be taxed to support other classes, or not; and, if so, 
then how much. The tax on imported goods is a 
tax on the people at large, and a protection to the 
manufacturers, at least to the amount of the tax. 


We must have a revenue. If we raise it by a 
tax on importations generally, then we must pro- 
tect manufactures to the extent ofthe tax on manu- 
factured articles. More protection than thisshould 
not be asked. If any description of manufac- 
tures is more profitab:e in our Government than 
agricullure—our great leading employment—then 
that description of manufacture can be put into 
operation, and can be encouraged and made to pros- 
per, without the aid and protection of Government, 
If any description of manufactures is only equally 
profitable with agriculture, then that description of 
manufacture may be put into operation, and made 
to flourish as well as agriculture itself, without the 
aid and protection of the Government. If anv de- 
scription of manufacture be less profitable than 
agriculture, that can be put into operation and 
made to flourish only by taxingagriculture, and the 
more profitable descriptions of manufactures, and 
other pursuits, to such an extent as to protect the 
unprofitable manufactures, 


The tax we have been in the habit of levying on 
imported goods for revenue, has operated, to the 
extent of that tax, as a protection to domestic man- 
ufactures. If the tax for revenue be twenty per 
cent, then those manufactures which are twenty 
per cent. less profitable than agriculture can 
be put into operation, and made to flourish as well 
as agriculture. If any description of manu- 
facture requires more protection than twenty per 
cent., then the question may well begin to arise, 
whether this manufacture is not costing the other 
pursuits of the country more than it is worth. We 
must have revenue; and, while we continue the 
system of imposts, we must give protection; but 
that protection should not be made to cost us too 
much. 

It is wrong to impose taxes upon profitable em- 
ployments, to encourage unprofitable employments; 
to drive capital from profitable investments to un- 
profitable investments; to drive people from prof- 
itable labor to unprofitable labor. When the Gov- 
ernment does so, the country suffers a clear loss 
of the difference in the value ofthe employments, 
and of the expense in making the exchange from 
one employment to the other. When she does so, 
she acts the part of an unwise and foolish Gov- 
ernment, and retards her own progress to great- 
ness, and that of her people to happiness and 
wealth. Her interference with the labor and in- 
dustry of the country may enrich a few of her 
citizens; but, in proportion as partial legislation 
enriches a few—and, perhaps, in a still greater pro- 
portion—it will impoverish the balance. And, 
what is still worse: her influence, when exercised, 
operates for the benefit of the wealthy, and to the 
injury of the poor. lf she interferes at all in the 
employmenis of her citizens, her interference 
should operate in the. other direction. It would 
be better to distribute the abundance in the coffers 
of the rick, among the poor and the needy, than to 
extract the pittances from the pockets of the poor, 
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to be hoarded in the coffers of the rich. But the 
Government should interfere with neither. Hands 
should be kept off. Each should be allowed to seek 
the employment which nature and circumstances, 
unconnected with paria] legislation, have rendered 
most profitable; and each should be allowed. to: reap 
the full fruits of his own industry and labor... Give 
every man an equal chance. God, no doubt, ‘wills 
that each. should have fair play. One part of us 
should claim no advantage over the balance of our 
countrymen; andthe baiance of us should submit 
to no inequality which God. himself has not cre- 
ated. Weshould submit quietly to no law which 
gives to one partof our community advantages, or 
privileges, or immunities, which the balance of us 
do not enjoy; and we should oppose all laws which 
tend to create distinclions, whether in wealth, or in 
rank, or in titles. As a general rule, the Govern- 
ment should aid no class of her citizens, when she 
must do it at the expense of other classes, no matter 
how large or how small. No one part of onr coun- 
try, and no one class of our citizens, should be made 
subservient to another. 

I am opposed to this bill—first, because it is pro- 
hibitory; second, because it contains the minimum 
principle; third, because it taxes sugar, and coffee, 
and salt; fourth, because the general rate of duties 
is too high for the purposes of revenue; fifth, be- 
cause it proposes to repeal the twenty per cent. 
clause in the distribution act! sixth, because under 
this, as well as under any other tariff,the taxes 
collected are not in proportion to the property pro- 
tected—the poor often paying as doh as the rieb, 
and frequently more; and, seventh, because of all 
others, the system of imposts is the most expensive, 
and consequently the most oppressive, system of'tax- 
ation. 

1. This bill prohibits the importation of many 
articles. So far, it is unconstitulional. No power 
is granted to this Government to prohibit the im- 
portation of foreign goods. And this Government 
can do only what she is empowered to do by the 
Constitution. It is otherwise with the State Gov- 
ernments: they can do whatever they are not 
restrained by their constitution from doing. Ifthe 
people of a State had no constitution, their Legisla- 
ture would be unrestrained, and could do anything 
in the power of a legislative body to do. But our 
States have constitutions, and these constitutions 
restrain the action ofthe State Legislatures, by pre~ 
scribing what they shall not do; but leave them the 
power to do everything which a legislatëve body 
can do, except those things which the constitutions 
prohibit them from doing. Not so with Congress— 
the Legislature of the United States. She can- ex- 
ercise only such powers asare delegated to her by 
the Constitution of the United States. If any rea- 
sonable doubt had ever existed on this point, . that 
doubt should have been forever settled by the tenth 
amendment tothe Constitution. This amendment 

rovides that “the powers not delegated to the 

nited States by the Constitution, nor prohibited 
by it to the States, are reserved to the States re- 
spectively, orto the people.” No powers are vested 
inthis Government, except such as are “delegated 
tothe United States by the Constitution.” No pow- 
er is given to prohibit the importation of goods, 
The power given to Congress on the subject of 
taxation is “to lay and collect taxes, duties, im- 
posts, and excises; to pay the debts, and provide for 
the common defence and general welfare ofthe 
United States.” Taxes must be laid and collected 
“to pay the debts and provide for the common de- 
fence and general welfare,” and not to prevent the 
importation of merchandise; and by that means to 
give aid to the manufacturers, or any other partic- 
ular class. If taxes are to be laid “to pay debts,” 
then they must be laid to collect revenue, else no 
“debts” can be paid. But taxes, duties, and im- 
posts, laidto prohibit the importation of merchan- 
dise, are not intended to collect revenue “to pay 
debts;” and do not collect revenue, but prevent the 
collection of revenue; and are, therefore, uncon- 
stitutional. 

2. This bill is odious, because it contains the mini- 
mum principle. On cotton manufactures, this bill 
fixes a duty of thirty per cent. ad valorem. The 
expression “ad valorem” does not mean, under 
this bill, according to actual value, but according to 
the value which the bill fixes on an article. But 
the language of the bill explains itself. It provides 
“that all manufactures of cotton, or of which eot- 
ton shall be a component part, not dyed, colored, 
printed, or stained, not exceeding in value twenty 
cents per square yard, shall be valued at twenty 
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* cènts: per square yard.” Thirty per cent. on a yard, 
valued at twenty cents per yard, is six cents tariff} 
making the article, with cost and tariff, worth 
twenty-six cents. If:the artic'e be worth anything 
less than twenty cents per yard, it is still valued as 
it- worth twenty cents per yard, and is taxed six 
cents accordingly. If the yard of cotton be worth 
but six cents, or less than six cents per yard, (and 

- many. descriptions are worth less “than six cents,) 
still they are valued as if worth twenty cents, and 
pay the six cents tax per yard. A tax.of six cents 
ọn goods worth bat'six cents, is a fax of one hun- 
dred per cent, when the bill professes to be but 
thirty per cent. ad valorem. It is unfortunate that 
the people of the country cannot.generally know 
that, out of every two dollars which they pay for 
coarse cotton. manufactures, they pay one in the 
shape of taxes, and profits on taxes, to this Govern- 
ment. Jt is unfortunate that this tax falls mainly 
upon the poor, who buy the coarse article; and not 
upon the rich, who bay the fine article. H is un- 
fortunate that, while the rich pay but thirty per 
cent. upon their fine cottons, the poor are compelled 
to pay one hundred per cent. upon their coarse 
cottons. It may be answered that coarse cottons are 
still sold cheap. If this be so, the evil still exists. 


Cottons imported cannot be sold for less than 
the cost andthe tax. If the cost be six ‘cents per 
yard, and the tax be six cents per yard, then the 
yard must be sold for twelve cents; and, at that 
price, the seller makes no profit. It may be said 
that the competition in making the domestic arti- 
cle reduces it below twelve cents. If an article, 
equal to the imported article, worth six cents per 
yard, can be made here and sold for eleven cents 
per yard, this will exclude the importation of 
the foreign article, because that must bring twelve 
cents per yard—the cost and the tax—else the im- 
porter loses on every yard of it. If an article can 

e made here, and sold for less than twelve cents, 
similar to a lureign article which costs six cents 
here, and pays a tax of six cents, then the mann- 
facture of the former must exclude the importation 
of the latter. If for an article equal to an im- 
ported article, worth only six cents per yard, we 
pay onr home manufacturer eleven cents ‘per yard; 
then we give him a bounty of five cents per yard, 
and this, on one million of yards, would be fifty 
thousand dollars. 


The same section of this bill provides, that “all 
manufactures of cotton, or of which cotton shall 
be a component part,” "dyed, colored, printed, or 
stained, in whole or in part, not exceeding in value 
thirty cents the square yard, shall be valued at 
thirty cents.” If they cost but six cents, they shall 
be valued as if they cost thirty; and if they cost but 
six cents per yard, they shall pay nine cenis tax per 
yard, This is the minimum principle, and its op- 
eration. J shal) select only these examples from 
the law. The principle is odious, because emi- 
nently ‘unjust to the poor, and grievously oppressive. 

3. This bill taxes sugar, coffee, and salt. So faras 
the tax on these articles goes, (and no small amount 
of our revenue will be raised from them,) they di- 
minish the bounties which we pay to the manufac- 
turer. Salt should be excepjed... The-deawbacis™ 
on this article about equal the taxes collected from 
it, But while we diminish the bounties to the 
manufacturer, by taxing sugar, coffee, and sali, we 
increase the profits paid by the consumer upon 
these articles, But the general and nearly equal 
use of these articles among all classes, rich and 
poor, is the principal objection to taxing them. 
The poor and the rich have families about equal in 
size. If there be a difference, the families of the 

oor are generally larger than those of the rich. 
_ The poor, who live hard, and work harder, are 
strong, robust, and hearty, and, consequently, eat 
more. The rich, who live easily, and work none, 
are, consequently, more delicate and more abste- 
mious, and eat less. While the former would drink 
his three cups of coffee, the latter would generally 
be content with one. The poor, then, wouid use 
more sugar and coffee, and probably more sait, than 
the rich; and would, therefore, pay more taxes on 
these articles than the rich. This would be against 
the general principle that the Government should 
collect laxes from her citizens in proportion to the 
property which she protects for them. This is tax- 
ing provisions, labor, and numbers, instead of tax- 
ing property. The poor cannot escape the tax, un- 
Jess they deny themseives the use of these articles. 
This they donot, and ought notto do, unless you 
iax them too heavily. If all are not supplied boun- 
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and any law which prevents a bountiful supply of 
these articles, is a cruel and an oppressivelaw. And 
if, by the tax, you prevent the people from eating, 
you donot get the tax; and-you starve them, and you 
practise your cruelty, and you are guilty of oppres- 
sion, without getting your profit.. . ; 

4. The general rate of duties in this billis tco 
high. The object of the tariff is to raise revenue. 
I am willing to discriminate; but discriminations 
should be for the purposes of raising revenue and 
equalizing the taxes, rather than for the purpose of 
encouraging one class of citizens, or one particular 
pursuit, by giving them part of the profits of other 
classes or other pursuits. In favor of those articles 
which are indispensable in time of war, we should 
discriminate. ut for manufactures generally, 
there will be protection enough under a tariff for 
revenue, without any unjust and oppressive discrim- 
ination. Too much discrimination will ruin the 
manufacturers themselves. It will amount to pro- 
hibition, and prohibition will drive us to direct tax- 
ation. A fair revenue tariff gives as much protec- 
tion as most manufacturers should want. + 

Tf an article can be made in another country, for 
example, and so'd to us 25 per cent. cheaper than 
we can make and sell it, then we ought to buy the 
article from that other country, instead of making 
it ourselves; and we should direct our capital and 
our labor to some other pursuits more profitable. 
No man has aright to call upon the Government 
to make his employment more profitable than that 
of other men; yet the Government does this very 
thing. By an ordinary tariff, she gives to the man- 
ufacturer protection to the amount of that tariff} and, 
to that amount, advantage over other pursuits, only 
equally profitable, and which are unprotected. Of 
the latter class, are commerce, navigation, and 
agriculture. The latter is, to some extent, pro- 
tected by this bill; but that protection isa mere pre- 
tence, and a humbug. You protect cotton, hemp, 
and tobacco, when the fertility of our soil, and the 
adaptation of our climate to the growth and pro- 
duction of these articles, enable us to make them 
cheaper than any part of the world. No nation 
cau undersell us without your protection, unless you 

‘inflate our currency so as to makeus the market 
and the common receptacle for everything which 
the balance of the world produces. We not only 
underseil oiber nations at home in these articles, 
but we undersell them abroad. Your protection, 
then, is a humbug and a mockery, 


But the manvfacturer is not content with the 
advantage which atax for revenue gives him. He 
wants more, Fe wants the burdens of the rev- 
enue collected from such articles as are manufac- 
tured by himself. Ele does not buy the foreign 
article, but uses his own. He pays no tax, then, 
on these articles. A portion of his countrymen 
buy his article, and pay him what the imported 
article would cost, and the tax on the imported 
article. The jatter part of the price cf his article 
is the bounty which we pay to him as protection. 
Another part ofhis countrymen buy the imported ar- 
ticle, and they pay the cost ofthat article, and the tariff 
on that article; and fromthis class are collected the 

revenues afike Government. The mauniacturer 
escapes the tax; the purchaser of the domestic ar- 
ticle pays a tax to the manufacturer, instead of 
paying one to the Government; and the purchaser 
of the imported article pays all the revenue of the 
Government. Then you not oniy proiect the man- 
ufacturer, bui you exempt him from tax, so 
far as he consumes his own manufacture instead 
of the foreign. 

5. This bill proposes to repeal the 20 per cent. 
clause in the distribution law. 
this clause is, that if any rate of duties over 20 per 
cent. is imposed after the passage of the distribu- 
lion act, then the distribution is to be suspended. 
This bill proposesto raise the duties above 20 per 
cent., and at fhe same time to repeal the Jaw sus- 
pending the distribution. f shall say nothing now 
of the unconstitutionality of collecting revenue to 
distribute among the States, whether it be from the 
customs or from the public lands. The inexpe- 
diency of the measure is objection enough. This 
Government is in debi, and unable to pay—is a 
beggar, and unable to borrow. She wants to give 
away money, when she has none for her own use, 
much less to give. This is evidently, anwise and 
impolitic; bat this subject { will notice farther here- 
afier. 

6. I stated, as a general objection to a tariff, ihat 
the taxes paid under it were not in proportion to 


tifally with sugar, coffee, and salt, they ought to be; |] the property protected by the Government; because 
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the poor generally paid as heavy taxes under the 
tariff as the. rich, and often more. The tax on 
sugar is one example; on coffee, another; atid on 
salt, another. The tax on cottons and other artiéles 
where the minimum principle prevails, is an ex- 
ample where the rich pays his 30 per cent: 'on fibe 
cottons, andthe poor 100 per cent. on coarse cottons. 
These are inequalities under this particulat bill; 
but no tariff can be arranged soas to.operate equal- 
ly. Their unequal operation is an objection to 
tariffs generally. The manufacturer is measurably 
exempt from their operation; and while others'are 
burdened to death, he is enriched by them. As the 
disease profits the physician, and kills the patient, 
so the tariff profits the manufacturer, and ruins the 
consumer. 

7. Of all others, the system of imposts is the 
most expensive, and, consequently, the most op- 
pressive system of taxation. From 1830 to 1840, 
meluding both years, $210,707,992 were collected. 
The expense of collecting thissum was $15,160,148. 
This was an expense ofover 7} per cent. for collect- 
ing. But this is not the expense which I allude'to, 
as making it a most expensive and oppressive sys- - 
tem of taxation. I allude to an expense far more 
enormous, extravagant, and oppressive. ł allude 
to the profits which are paid by the consumer upon 
the tax which goes into the treasury. In examin- 
ing this part of the subject, I may not allude again 
to the 7 per cent. for collecting. That is two in- 
significant to be noticed here; but the accumulation 
of profits on the tax, by the time they are paid by 
the consumer, amounts toa sum which seems in- 
credibleto any one who has not made the calcula- 
tion for himself. 

I shall examine this part of the subject as it oper- 
ates upon the West. Of part of that country I have 
the right to speak. On the balance of the Union 
the operation is of te same character, but not in 
‘every part to the same extent; but is extensive and 
injurious on all, afer you leave the sections of 
country immediately around the importing cities 
and custom-houses. 

The goods which we nse in the West, on which 
the tariff is collected, pass first through the hands 
of theimporter; second, through the bands of the 
jobber; third, through the hands of the Western city 
merchant; fourth, through the hands of the village 
or country merchant; and, fifih, into the hands of 
the consumer; and there they slop. Each one of 
these persuns has his profit, till you come tothe 
consumer, who pays all the profits which accumu- 
late on the goods Lefure they reach his hands, and 
makesnone himself. Thisaccumulation of profits 
applies not only tothe tax upon the goods, but also 
to the original cosl; and it applies not only _to.for- 
eign goods, but also to domestic goods made East; 
and not only to the actual value of the domestic 
goods, but also to any bounty which we may pay 
to the manufacturer. But my main object is, to 
show the accumulation of profits on the tariff, and 
the expense and cost of collecting revenue by that 
system, 


As before said, the goods used in the West go 
through the hands of the importer, the jobber, the 
Western city merchant, the village or country 
merchant, andthe consumer. To the importer, the 
jobber pays teu per cent. profit; to the jobber; the 
Western city merchant pays twenty percent. profit; 
tothe Western city merchant, the village or country 
merchant pays thirty per cent, profil; and to the 
village or country merchant, the consumer pays 
fifty per cent. profit. I assume these as the average 
profits charged. These profits are not always real- 
ized, because under the credit system many bad 
debts are contracted, and many losses are sustained. 
Bat these profits are collected from those who pay. 
When loafers fail to pay, working-men are 
muleted to make up the deficiency. i 

Ifthe profits which l have assumed be too high, 
that does not change the principle, or prevent the 
enormous accumulation of costs in collecting the 
tariff from the Western people, but only mitigates 
theevil. H, in any case, I have assumed profits 
thatare too high, those who know the profits. ac- 
tually charged can correct me, and can easily 
make the calculations for themselves at the true 
profits. If these profits are thought by any. to be 
higher than are charged, let them be reduced'even 
one-half, and then let them calculate the profits 
upon the tariff at this reduction; and they wil still 
see that, of all systems of taxation, it is the most 
oppressive and ruinous to the Western people. 
The same remark applies to other portions of the- 
Union, but not to all to the same extent, ‘I know 
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that any of the Western village and country 

méirch ants purchase their own goods in the East- 
ilies, and thus cut off the profit to the West- 
eth ¢ify Merchant, bat I have yet to learn that 
they, do.so to enable them to sell their goods the 
cheaper, and. that they do not do so to reap the 
whole amount of profits themselves. Bat, if they 
dò bell cheaper in such cases; still this only miti- 
‘gates; and does not remove the evil; but leaves 
the tariff still the most ruinous of all systems of 
|. taxation on the West, And what is worse—it is 

z, ruinous to the people without benefiting the Gov- 

, etnthent. Even the manulacturer gains but a pit- 
=o ,tainee of what the consumers lose. Even the 

| “Gdealér in ‘merchandise can hardly be a gainer by 
` the Heavy profits paid on the tariff. If he pays 
one hundred per cent. tariff, and one hundred per 
cent, cost, it is true he makes as much profit upon 
ihe tariff as he makes upon the cost, and pays only 
half the amount of freight, drayage, wharfage, and 
storage, and gains by saving half these expenses; 
but thésé are mere drops in the bucket, and make 
no show in the general price of the merchandise. 
His insurance is just the same as if he paid no 
tariff, and bought twice the amount of goods. And 
if, instead of one hundred per cent., the merchant 
paid no tariff, he could then trade on twice as 
many goods, and make the same profit, and run 
no greater risk; and the consumer would be bene- 
fited ‘by getting double the amount of goods for 
the same amount of money. The same observa- 
tions apply to any tariff less than one hundred per 
cent, with this difference only: that, as you dimin- 
ish the tariff, you diminish the injurious opera- 
tion of the tariff; and as you increase the tariff, you 
inerease its ruinous effects. The operation of the 
tariff, then, not only ruins the consumer, but it 
ruins the merchantalso. The latter depends upon 
the former, and the latter fails because the former 
fails—the latter is ruined because the former is 
ruined, When you break down the farmer, the 
merchant has no shoulders to rest upon. 

Let us calculate the cost of the tariff on the West- 
ern people; and, while we are at it, wecan look at 
the accumulation of profits upon the original cost 
ofan article, as well as. at the accumulation of 
profits upon the tariff paid on that cost. It will 
produce no confusion to look at both atonce. We 
areruined by both. For our purpose, let us as- 
sume that the original cost of anarticle is what it 
has cost une importer when it reaches the custom- 
house, and before the tariff is paid. Here the im- 
porter pays the tariff The tariff and the original 
cost make the whole cost to him. The importer 
charges 10 per cent., the jobber 20 per cent., the 
i Western city merchant 30 per cent., and the village 
+} or country merchant 50 percent. The profits end 

. with the village or country merchant. ‘The con- 
suaner makes no profits, but paysall. 


‘To get the accumulation of profits upon the origi- 
nal cost, or upon the tariff, you must add the first 
profit tothe original cost, orto the tariff, as the case 
may be, and then calculate the second profit; add 

>i thattothe cost and first profit, or tariff and first 
| profit, and on that calculate the third profil; add 
this'to the cost and two first profits, or to the tariff 
and two first profits, and on this calculate your 
fourth profit; then add this to the cost and three 
first profits, ar to the tariff and three first profits, 
and you have the amount paid by the Western 
eonsumer in the shape of cost and profits on cost, 
ahd in the shape of tariff and profits on tariff; and, 
by adding the two together, you have the cost, the 
tariff, the profits on cost, and the profits on tariff, 
making the whole amount paid by the consumer. 

From the profits here charged on the cost and on 
the tariff, should: be deducted the expenses for 
freight, insurance, drayage, whartage, and storage; 
; bat these expenses are too insignificant to be no- 
| ticed in treating of others of such stupendous mag- 
; nitude as those we are now exposing. The 74 per 
+ cent. expense of collecting the revenue will be 
much mure than an offset to the expense of insu- 
tance, freight, drayage, wharfage, and storage; but 
let ohe balance the other. 

To make this matter clear—to show the vast ac- 
> cumulation of profits on the cost, and the vast accu- 
3 taulation of profits on the tariff, to show the enor- 
7 mous expense of collecting a revenue by a system 
» ofimposts—let us now give an example. One hun- 
< dred yards of common broadcloth (an article every- 
where abundantly used in the Western country) in 
the hands of the importer in New York, at the cus- 
tum-house, before the tariff is paid—freight, insu- 
raice, and all other charges up to that time paid— 
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‘charges an average profit of 50 per cent. 
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would be worth, say two dollars per yard; making 
the one handred yards worth to the importer $200. 
On this the importer pays the tariff} which, by the 
bill before us, is forty per cent; making the tariff 
on the one hundred yards of cloth $80; thus raising 
the price, in the hands of the importer, from $200 
to $280. The Government tax being paid, the 
cloth is now free from the custom-house; and the 
importer can sel] without the charge of smuggling. 
He sells to the jobber for 10 per cent. advance. This 
is $20 profit on the original cost of the goods, and 
$8 profit on the tariff; making, together, the sum of 
$28, and raising the cloth in the hands of the jobber 
from $280 to $308. The jobber sells tothe St. 
Louis merchant, and charges him a profil of 20 per 
cent. This makes $44 on the cost and previous 
profit on cost, and $17 60 on the tariff and pre- 
viows profit on the tariff and raises the article, in 
the hands of the Western city. merchant, trom 
$308 to $369 6). The - Western city merchant 
sells to the country merchant, and charges a profit 
of 30 per cent. This makes $79 20 on the ori- 
ginal cost of the article, and the two previous 
profits on the original cost; and the sum of $31 
68 cts. on the tariff, and two previous profits on the 
tariff} making the whole value of the article, in 
the hands of the village or country merchant, $480 
48 cts. The villageor country merchant sells to the 
consumers—to the farmers, mechanics, lawyers, 
doctors, speculators, loafers, and negroes—and 
This 
profit makes $171 60 on the original cost of 
the goods and tree previous profits on the origi- 
nal cost, and $68 64 on the tariff and three previous 
profits on the tariff and raises the value of the arti- 
cle in the hands of the village or conulry merchant 
from $480 48 to $720 42; the original cogi—the 
cost at the custom-house before the tariffis paid— 
be it remembered, being but $200. 

The cost of the one hundred yards of cloth, then, 
at the custom-house, before the tariff is paid, is 
$200. The importer pays the tariff, or tax—the 
Jatter isthe right name. The cost to him, then, is 
$280; to the jobber $308; to the Western city mer- 
chant $369 60; to the village or country merchant 
#480 48; and to the Western consumer $720 42; 
being an excess over the original of $520 42. The 
whole profit on the original cost paid by the con- 
sumers would be $314 80; making the profits ex- 
ceed the original cost $114 80; and the whole profit 
on the tariff would be $125 92; making the profits 
exceed the tariff $45 92. This is a profit of 157 
per cent, on cost and on tariff; and this profit is the 
cost of collecting revenue {rom the Western con- 
sumer of imported merchandise. If this be so, 
then, beyond all question, 1 have sustained my po- 
sition, that the system of imposts is the most expen- 
sive, and, consequently, the most oppressive of all 
systems of taxation. I am eitherderanged on this 
subject, or else the people of the West, and of other 
parts of the Union, are unmindful of their inter- 
ests, and have neglected to look at the operation of 
the tariff on their interests in its true light. This 
is the operation of the tariff in the West, in ref- 
erence to a particular item. It is the same in prin- 
ciple in reference to all other articles which are 
taxed. It will only consume time to notice others. 

I havc no doubt Ishall be met here, by many, with 
the answer that} have assumed profits higher than 
are charged. It is not my wish to doso. J want 
to present the case as it exists. None should be 
afraid to look at the naked truth. ‘Yo shut our 
eyes against it, will not prevent its effect. Let us, 
then, assume but half these profits. Everybody will 
admit that half is greatly under the profits charged. 
Let us give to the importer 5 per cent.; to the jobber 
10 per cent.; tothe Western cily merchant 15 per 
cent; tothe village or country merchant 25 per 
cent; and tothe consumer the task of paying all,-- 
and then see the result. Let us take the same 
item, 100 yards of cloth, at $2 per yard; making 
$200 cost, and $80 tariff. ‘The 5 per cent. profit to 
the importer added on, would make the cost to the 
jobber $210, andthe tariff $84; the 10 per cent. 
profit to the jobber would make the cost to the 
Wesiern city merchant $231, and the tariff $92 40; 
the 15 per cent. to the Western city merchant 
would make the cost to the village or country mer- 
chant $266 60, and the tariff #106 26; and the 25 
per cent. to the village or country merchant, would 
make the cost and profits on cost io the consumer 
#332 25, and thetariff and profits on tarif $132 82; 
the profits on cost being $182 25; and the profits 
on tariff being $52 82—being a profitof 66 per cent. 
on the original cost of the cloth, and an expense of 
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66 per cent. for collecting the tax—an expense: un- 
heard of under any other system of taxation. But 
everybody knows that these profits are nothing like 
the profits usually charged. The importer is known 
to get his 10 per cent., the jobber 20, the. Western. 
city merchant 30, andthe village or country mer- 
chant 50, or nearly those sums, The exact sums 
can be fixed by those who know the profits charged. 
Let us now look at the more extended operation of 
this system. : 

We have 17,060,000 of inhabitants. By this bill, 
we propose to raise $27,000,000 of revenue. By. 
the last enumeration, Missouri had 883,702 inhabit- 
ants, With this population, our proportion of the 
$27,000,000 of tariff, if we pay in proportion only. to 
the balance of the Union, will be $809,202. The 
profits on this amount of tariff, paid by the people of 
Missouri who consume the merchandise on which 
the tariff is collecied, is $959,165. Added together, the 
tariffand profits on the tariff paid in Missouri are 
$1,568,379. This would be a tax and profit, count- 
ing men, women, and children of ali ages, nations, 
and colors, of four dollars and nine cents per head.: ` 
Allowing an average of five persons for each fam- 
ily, we shall have 3,400,000 families in the United 
States, and 76,740 in the State of Missouri; and 
the former number of tax-payers in the Union, and 
the latter number in the State. This number will 
make the average tax aud profit on tax in Missouri 
amount to twenty three dollars and forty-three 
cents per head ofa family; a tax exceeding the net 
annual average income of half the families in the 
West, and of more than half the families in the 
Union. 

While the 373,702 inhabitants are paying $1,568,- 
379 of tariff and profit on tariff, that $609,232 of 
this sum may go into the treasury of the United 
States, or, rather, into the hands of the collectors 
the 5,000,000 of Western people are paying tariff 
inthe same proportion and profit on that tariff, it 
will be reasonable to say, equal to one-half the 
profit paid by Missouri, The tariff of the 5,000,000 
of Western people will then be about $8,289,000, 
If the profits on this amount equalled the profit 
paid by the people of Missouri on their portion of 
the tariff, these profits would amount to about 
$17,000,000. But let us set them down at one half; 
and then the people of the West will pay $16,000,~ 
000—being the tariff and profits united, that the 
Government may get $8,000,000 of tax. 


We should look atthis subject calmly and with- 
out prejudice, and without party leanings. We 
should examine and investigate it closely and 
thoroughly. "We should look at it, stripped of its 
mystery, and reduced to its nakedness; and, wheth- 
er the picture be beantifnl or deformity itself, our 
interest and our prosperity as individuals, and as 
a nation, require us to siftit thoroughly. But this 
subject is much larger, ils deformity much greater, 
its ruinous influences much more extensive, when 
we take a full view, I have given here far less 
than half the picture; and what I shall yet say 
will still leave it imperfect and unfinished. 


Ihave yet taken no notice of the protected arti- 
cles manufactured in our own country. By pro- 
tcoled articles, we mean such as are manufactured 
in our own country, as well as in foreign coun- 
tries, and which are taxed when. imported. into 
our own country from foreign. countries. Cot- 
ton cloth, for example, is a protected article. That 
is manufactured in our own country, and is: also 
imported from other countries; and when so im- 
ported, s taxed, and this tax is the protection to the 
home manufaciure. A yard of colton cloth is 
worth (say) 20 cents at the door of the custom- 
house. Òn this, our bill fixes a duty of 30 
per cent. This 30 per cent. upon 20 cents—the 
price of the cloth per yard—is 6 cents tax 
per yard. ‘This 6 cenis per yard the importer 
must pay to the collector of the customs before he 
ventures to sell his goods, else he is indictable for 
smuggling. ‘Then, this yard of cloth coststhe im- 
porter 26 cents before he can sell tó the jobber. 
The domestic article, of exactly the same quality, 
is worthno more than the imported article; but, as 
the imported article cannot be sold for less than 
26 cents per yard—the cost and tariff--so the do- 
mestic article of equal value will also command 
26 cents per yard, the cost and bounty—or pro- 
tection, if the term be better. And, under this 
slate of the market, we pay the manufacturer 6 
cents on every yard of cotton cloth manufactured 
by him, over and above its actual value. If the 
domestic article be reduced to 25 cents per yard, 
and can supply the demand at that price, then the 
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foreign article will be excluded; because that can- 
not be sold for less than the cost: and tax—the 26 
_eents per yard; and, at this point, this article ceases 
to-yield any. revenue to the Government; and the 
tariff, as tO this article, becomes purely protective 
—-prohibitory—and not a tariff for revenue. If, by 
the aid of a tariff to increase the price of the im- 
‘ported article, the domestic article can be made to 
supply the demand, -and to sell for Jess than the 
imported article, the domestic article will utterly 
‘exclude the foreign article. At this point, the con- 
Stitutional object of a tariff—that of raising rev- 
enue “to pay the debts, and provide for the common 
defence and general welfare”--totally ceases. I 
give this example, and but this one. The same re- 
“marks apply to other protected articles as well as 
this, y F f 
By this bill, the manufacturer has 6 cenis bounty, 
ór protection, on the yard of cotton cloth worth 20 
cents. This is 30 per cent. The protection on 
some articles is less than 30 per cent; on some 
largely over-~say 100 per cent; and, on many, 
greatly over that. Even cottons which, ostensibly, 
are taxed but 30 per cent., are, in reality, many of 
them, taxed 100 per cent.and more. Let us, how- 
ever, assume 30 per cent, asthe average protection 
or bounty. 

Ourstatistical tables for 1840 give, as the amount 
of cotton manufactures fur that year, $46,350,453. 
At an average of 12 cents to the yard, thissum would 
give us 386,253,941 yards. At 6 cents per yard, 
this amount would givetbe manufacturers of cot- 
ton $23,115,236 of protection or bounty. And this 
sum is paid to the manufacturer by ibe people who 
use the domestic manufactured article, while those 
who use the foreign article pay the revenues of the 
Government. 


These same tables show that the woollens manu- 
factured in the United States in 1840 were csti- 
mated at $20,696,999. ‘The tariff on woollens is 40 
per cent., and 40 per cent. on this sum is 48,278,799. 
And this sum the consumers of woollens pay tothe 
manufacturers of woollen goods, as protection or 
bounty. Let it never be forgotten, here or else- 
where, that on these immense bounties the con- 
sumers generally pay profits still nore immense. I 
specify butthese two out of the multitude of pro- 
tected articles. Ican only give examples. 


I have not made the examination myself, but my 
honorable friend from Alabama (Mr, D. H. Lewis] 
states to me that the whole catalogue of protected 
articles amounted, in 1840, to $395,000,000. [think 
this an over-estimate; but no matter. The princi- 
ple can be seen. Thirty per cent. upon this sum 
is $108,500,000; and, if the amount of protected arti- 
cles be not overrated, then the people who buy and 
consume these articles pay to the manufacturers 
108,500,000 in the shape of protection or bounty. 
The profits which accumulate upon this bounty, 
before the goods get into the hands of the consumer, 
must not be forgotten. If there be any truth in 
these calculations, we can see therein one cause, and 
a prominent cause, of the deep distress and embar- 
rassment pervading the land. 

As 383,702 inhabitants (the population of Mis- 
souri) is to 17,000,000 of inhabitants, (the popula- 


tion of the United States, ) so isthe portierofboun= 


ty paid by Missouri for protection to $108,500,000, 
the amount paid by the Union. By this rule, the 
amount ofbounty paid by Missouri on protected ar- 
ticles, supposing her to pay only in proportion as 
the other States pay, is $2,461,698. If we addthe 
profits on this bounty, and calculate them as we 
have before calculated these profits, we shall have 
$6,337,410 as the amount of bounty and profiis on 
bounty, to be paid by the people of Missouri. But, 
in the West, we should do the manufacturer injus- 
tice to fix the profits on his goods as high as on for- 
eign goods. The domesiic goods do not pass 
through as many hands as the foreign goods, be- 
fore they get to the consumer in the West, and con- 
sequently do not accumulate as many profits. 

I have said this much, to show that the system of 
imports was, of all modes of taxation, the most ex- 
pensive, and consequently the most oppressive on 
the West. 

For the reasons thus given, lam opposed to this 
bill; and, for a part of these reasons—the part which 
must exist against any tariff—I am forced to be- 
lieve that the system of imposts is an injurious, op- 
pressive, and unwise mode of collecting revenue. 

My figures may not be exactly accurate; but, if 
they are not, in most cases they will be found rather 
to range under than over the mark, Every man 
should look into this matter. We know there is 
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immense suffering all over the country. Weare 
always at work; we are always in want; we are al- 
ways in debt; and we are always oppressed. Mach 
the largest portion of our population know all these 
things. Only a few—these who are born to for- 
tunes, and are fortunate enough to retain them— 
are ignorant of these things. There are some who 
never knew what it was to work, to want, to be in 
debt, to suffer, or to be oppressed; but the great 
mass of the people know all these things well. 
Work, want, debt, suffering, and oppression, are 
known all over the land. There must be some 
cause for it- It may be, we are taxed too heavily. 
We should examine. 

But, if taxed heavily, we are told we do not 
feel the tariff, because we do not know we pay it. 
This may be our sad mistake: no doubt it is. Ev- 
ery man feels it, and most grievously too; and the 
poor man, on whom the heaviest tariff falls, feels it 
most: bul, unfortunately for him, although he knows 
he feels something sorely, yet he does not know 
what it is he feels. He knows he is kurt, but does 
not know the thing that hurtshim. He feels the 
wound, but does not know whence the arrow sped. 
It will be agreed that the sick man is none the bet- 
ter off, and suffers none the less, in consequence of 
not knowing the character of his disease, And 
the man who pays the tariff, and the profits on the 
tariff, is none the better off for thinking it the cost, 
and profit on the cost; or for knowing nought about 
it. The man who thinks his disease is light, but 
finds it at length the cholera, will run the risk of 
dying; and the man who thinks his tax is light, but 
finds it out to be the tariff, will run the risk of being 
ruined. 


Every man feels the operation of the tariff. He 
feels it in whatever he eats, drinks, or wears. No 
man escapes the tariff. Every man, woman, and 
child in the land is affected by it. None can escape. 
Every being that eats its salt is affected by it. His 
salt is taxed nearly half its value. Every family 
uses sugar and coffee: these are taxed by this bill. 
Almost every man, who does not wear fine Jinen, 
buys his cotton shirt: if coarse, this is taxed 100 
per cent.; if fine, 50. The young men buy cloth 
coats: these are taxed 40 percent. When their 
coats cost them 25 dollars, 10 dollars of the price is 
tax, and profits on tax. Boots, hats, shoes, axes, 
oes, ploubghs, flannels, blankets, calicoes, and ev- 
erything else, are taxed, (a few free articles except- 
ed)—and these, many of them, for the benefit of 
the manufacturer. We pay this tax as much as we 
would a direct tax; we feel this tax as much as we 
would a direct tax. More: we pay this tax, and 
these profits on this tax; there are no profits on a di- 
rect tax. And yet we take the indirect, and ar 
afraid to meet a direct tax! ` 


Let no man deceive himself, by supposing that 
he escapes the tax, because it is indirect. Let no 
man suppose he does not feel it, because he does 
nol notice it, on every item on which he pays it. 
ln my State, let him look into the justices’ courts, 
into the county courts, into the circuit courts, where 
debts are collected. Let him examine the number 
of suits. Let him examine the accounts on which 
these suits are founded. Let him examine the 
Tens of these accounts;-and-see how many are for 
tariffed articles, and how much they are taxed. If 
the debt has been liquidated, and the suit be found- 
ed on a note or bond, let him ask the parties what 
Let him 
inguire how much cost aecumulates in the suit, 
and what part of that is properly chargeable to the 
tariff. Let him inquire if the defendant could not 
have paid the debt, if it had been 100 per cent. less, 
50 per cent. less, 40 per cent, less, 30 per cent. less, 
or even 20 per cent. Jess. The tariff on the debts 
for merchandise will generally equal the smaller 
sums, and often the larger sums, If, after these 
inquiries, any man still doubts whether the people 
feel the tariff or not, then let him see the judgment 
rendered, the execution issued, the property levied 
on and sacrificed, the wives and children turned 
out of house and home; and then let him say 
whether the indirect system of taxation is felt or 
not. I have nodoubt half the suits in the West— 
probably eight out of ten, large and small—are for 
merchandise. Those who escape for a while are 
eventually worn down with the tax, and the 
profits on the tax; and then they are brought 
within the clutches of the merchant; and the 
Western merchant himself does not escape his 
higher merchant. Our courts all over the 
West, and everywhere else, are filled with suits. 
The great body of the people have no comfort, 
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They are suffering, mentally and physically, and 
all the time, with pecuniary embarrassments. They 
avoid their creditors; they dread the approach of 
an officer; they are afraid to hear their own dogs 
bark; the hair rises on their heads when they hear 
their gates turning upon their hinges. In every 
visiter they look for a dun or an officer. They 
have no ease, and no peace, and no comfort. This 
is the case with too many of our citizens; The 
cause should be removed. We can remove causes, 
if we cannot apply remedies. We have no reme- 
dies, except the removal of causes. 


In the West, we feel the tariff heaviest, and there 
it operates most oppressively. In Missouri it is 
worse than in IMlinois; in Illinois, worse than in 
Indiana; in Indiana, worse than it is in Ohio; in 
Ohio, worse than in Pennsylvania; in the western 
part of Pennsylvania, worse than in Philadelphia. 
In other words, the farther you get from the port 
of entry, the more onerous will be the operation of 
the tariff. The profitson a tariff will generally 
increase in proportion to the length of time which 
elapses, and the number of hands through which 
the taxed article passes, between the payment of the 
tariff at the custom-house by the importer, and the 
sale of the article tothe consumer in the country, 
who pays the cost, the tariff, the profits on cost, and 
the profits on tariff, all ina Jump. The tariff sys- 
tem, then, operates less heavily upon the importing 
States than upon the interior and Western States, 

The whole operation of the tariff is calculated 
to give the manufacturing regions advantage over 
the agricultural. The labor of the agriculturist, 
and of other classes too, is taxed; and that tax is 
given to the manufacturer. A constantstream of 
wealth is thus flowing from the agricultural re- 
gions into the manufacturing regions. However 
slow and imperceptible this operation may be, it 
will in time have its effect; and that effect will be, 
to enrich one portion of the Union, by impoverish- 
ing the other—to enrich the manufacturing region, 
at the expense of the agricultural region. The 
great inducement held out by the high protective 
character of this tariff, andthe utter folly and mad- 
ness of investing capital in bank stocks, railroads, 
and other wild and visionary schemes, for the 
future, will give great encouragement to manufac- 
tories. Every description of articles which can be 
manufactured in our own country at an expense 
not absolutely unreasonable, wiil, in a few years, 
be made in sufficient abundance to supply all our 
wants, and to exclude the foreign article of the 
same character altogether. The effect of this will 
be to cut off the importation of nearly all the goods 
on which the revenues of the Government are 
now collected. The list of articles paying no duty 
under this bill is estimated at $13,000,000. A slight 
tariff would prohibit the importation of most of 
these articles. From these, and the remnant of 
other articles which may be imported, not manu- 
factured in cur own country, a sufficiency of rev- 
enue cannot be collected to defray the expenses of 
Government. Then another effect of this tariff 
will be to cut us out of a revenue from imports. 
But we must have a revenue to keep the wheels of 
Government in motion. If we cannot get that rev- 
enue by a system of imposts, then we must be 
driven io some other system. This is necessarily 
the case; and we cannot help it, except by reducing 
the tariff, and suffering the importation of more 
foreign merchandise. To effect this, the reduc- 
tion would have to be very large. We shall 
be driven to another system to supply our treasury, 
and the system of excises is out of the question, 
We shall have nothing left, then, but a resort to 
direct taxation. The high tariff will drive us to 
this system; and this will be another effect of this 
high protective tariff. It may be fortunate, how- 
ever, for the country, if this result. follows. The 
system of direct taxation may prove our greatest 
blessing. 

The high tariff is driving us to direct taxaticn. 
The withdrawal of capital from the banks, and 
wild schemes of internal improvements, and the 
large profits from manufacturing, will cause heavy 
investments in thatbusiness. The great reduction 
in the amount of the circulating medium will re- 
duce the price of everything; the price of labor 
must fall, andthe price of all the ingredients used 
in manufacturing must fall; it is not in the power 
ofman to prevent it. This fall in prices will be a 
protection to the domestic, against the foreign man- 
ufactures. The high prices which everything 
commanded here a few years back made us the 
market for the balance of the world. We. bought 
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almost everything, and sold nearly nothing. Our | 
present-Jow prices will reverse the order of things. | 
We shall now sell, and measurably cease to buy. 
Weshall manufacture extensively, and greatly di- 
minish our imports. Our revenue from imports 
must.then fall. 
: The result of all this must be to drive us eventu- 
ally inco a system of direct taxation, It is idle and 
foolish, and worse than madness, to shut our eyes 
against this fact. The day is not far distant, when, 
no matter how much a majority of us may regret 
it, we shall be compelled to realize it. And, for my 
art, I can see no good reason why we should wish 
to-avert that day; or even why we should not wel- | 
come, instead of dreading its approach. It some- 
times happens that apprehended evils prove our | 
greatest blessings; and it may be so with the system 
of direct taxation. 


He is blind who cannot see coming events by the 
shadows which precede them. He is unwise and 
cowardly who shuts his eyes at what might be 
seen approaching, because he dreads the object. 
We should not shut our eyes against the light 
which blazons forth the truth, but should look at 
all things as they present themselves, and meet 
them fearlessly and manfully. Sowe should meet 
this question of direct taxation, to which high pro- 
tective tariffs are driving us at a gallopping pace. 
No doubt about it. Our protection enables us to 
manufacture for ourselves. By manufacturing for 
ourselves, we exclude foreign imports; by excluding 
foreign imports, we cutoff our revenue from im- 
posts; by cutting off our revenue from imposts, we 
are driven to direct taxation. This is inevitable. 
Excises are out of the question. The present tariff 
will not yield a sufficient revenue for the wants of 
the Government; it is too high; it will check im- 
portations too far. 


If, then, we are to be driven to the system of 
direct taxation, we should begin to look at that sys- 
tem calmly and dispassionately, and like rational 
men. Jt may not be the worst; it may be the 
best; it has many advocates. It may bethesimplest, 
cheapest, and safest system. Jt cannot be more 
expensive than the system of imposts. The ex- 
pense of collecting direct taxes will, no doubt, be 
Sa less than that of collecting imposts. We 

ave before seen that 7$ per cent. was the cx- 
pense of collecting imposts. This is the amount 
paid simply for collecting. Then we have seen 
the profits paid upon the tariff. On the Western 
people these profits amount to one hundred and 
fifty-seven per cent. Many of the States collect 
their revenue—by directtaxation too—for less than 
even 7 per cent. Then, between the two systems, 
there is no comparison in the expense of collecting. 

Butthe revenue for this Government, under a 
system of direct taxation, ought to be collected 
at much less expense than the revenue for the 
State Governments. The State of Missouri pays 
about $70,000 annually to support her Govern- 
ment. Her portion of the revenue of this Gov- 
ernment is $609,282, The State of Connecticut 


pays about #80,000 annually for her Government. 
er portion of the revenue of this Government 
is about $600,000. These two cases occur to me 
at this moment. ‘The other States pay for their 
own support, and the support of this Government, 
in about the same proportion. Let me say this 
disproportion is immense, and that it is an evi- 
dence of the great evil of having a Government 
too independent of the people. Our rulers should 
be kept close to their constituents, and held ac- 
countable. i f , 

The $70,000 of State revenue paid in Missouri, 
and the $609,232 of United States revenue paid 
in Missouri, are paid by precisely the same peo- 
ple, If both sams were paid by direct taxes, the 
collector of each sum would call upon precisely 
the same number of men, and the same men, 
The trouble of collecting the $70,000, then, would 
be precisely the trouble of collecting the 609,252. 
Only one difference would exist. In the former 
gase, it would be less; in the latter, the responsi- 
bility would be greater. Butthis would not be im- 
portant. 
would be about the same, then the expense ofcol- 
lecting the two ought to be about the same. Then, 


if the trouble cf collecting the two sums | 


if the $70,000 can be collected for about (say) 7 
er cent., $609,232 ought to be collected for even 
ess than one per cent. What a result! Allow 
even 5 per cent. for the expense of collecting, 
and the direct system would still be cheaper than 
the indirect, omitting the profits on the tariff. 

But the value of a system of direct taxes must 
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depend much upon the machinery by which it is. 


managed. The prejudices against the system 
once in operation, may have had their origin in 
the imperfections of the laws by which that system 
was managed. In many instances, this was, no 
doubt, true. There is surely nothing frightful in 
the simple fact of knowing that we pay. a few dol- 
lars to support our Government. In being cheated 
out of ten times as much, I can see nothing so ex- 
qnisitely delightful; which should make us cling to 
a system of indirect taxation. The people wil! not, 
when it becomes necessary, refuse to pay taxes di- 
rectly in proportion to the value of their property. 
lam sure of this. ‘They are doing this very thing 
now in almost every State in the Union. They do 
not. complain when the taxes are reasonable and 
right. If the laxes are too high, the knowledge of 
that fact is brought to the notice of the people when 
they are called on to pay; and they correct the evil 
through their. Representatives. This is a decided 
benefit resulting from this system. It would bea 
great corrective of abuses and extravagances if 
applied to this Government. 


I can see no difference in principle between pay- 
ing direct taxes to the State Governments and di- 
rect taxes to this Government. The taxes are paid 
in the same coin; they are levied in the same pro- 
portion; they are collected by the same sort of offi- 
cers. They differ only in amount. We do not 
complain of State taxes. They are direct. Why, 
then, complain of taxes for this Government, if 
they should ever be direct? The people will not 
complain of them, simply because they are direct; 
bat, if they do complain, it will be of their immense 
weight. Of this they will be right to complain. 
But the distinction should be clearly drawn, that 
this is not a complaint against the system of direct 
taxalion, but against the weight of the taxes them- 
selves, 


In the West, (unless my system of calculating be 
incorrect,) there would be an immense saving to 
the people, by exchanging the indirect for the di- 
rect system of taxation. We should save, first, the 
difference between the expense of collecting—say 
four or five per cent; and we should save, second, 
all the profits on the indircct taxes, which amount, 
as far west as Missouri, to 157 per cent. In this 
State, we should then pay, simply, $609,232 of 
taxes; and from this would be deducted 1 per cent. 
(and perhaps something upwards) for collecting, 
instead of 74 per cent. Under the direct system, 
we should pay the $609,232, without paying any 
profits on it; instead of paying $958,922 profits, as 
we now do, under the indirect system. The same 
observations apply to other Staltes—if not in the 
same proportion, at least to a great extent, 

I have said that the people would not object to 
pay direct taxes when it became necessary to 
do so, if they were reasonable and right. They 
pay direct taxes to the States, and do not complain; 
and ihis is inno way different from paying direct 
taxes to this Government.. But the people of 
Missouri pay only about $70,000 of taxes for 
State purposes, and $609,232 for this Government. 
Connecticut pays but about $80,000 for State pur- 
poses, and about $600,000 to this Government. The 
people of Missouri, although accustomed to pay 
$70,000 State revenue ann ually, and by direct taxes, 
might be somewhat astounded when called on for 
$609,232 in ditect taxes. And Connecticut, acens- 
tomed to pay only about $80,000, would be some- 
what astounded when called on to pay $600,000 in 
the shape of direct taxes. It is urged as an argu- 
ment against direct taxation, that the people would 
repudiate when they discovered the amount they 
had to pay. The exposure of the burdens heaped 
on the shoulders of the people is the best argument 
in favor of direct taxes. They would repndiate— 
not the Government, nor the system of taxation; 
put the expenses and extravagance of the Govern- 
ment. When we are driven to direct taxation, a 
full exposure of these burdens will follow; and 
then every man will learn what he bas to pay to- 
wards supporting his Government; and then, and 
probably not till then, will commence a proper sys- 
tem of reform and retrenchment in this Govern- 
ment. ‘This exposure should be made. Weshould 
perpe nate nomysteries in our Government. Every- 
thing should be laid bare io the people. The light 
of day should be thrown on everything. 

Itis urged against direct taxes, and in favor of 
indirect taxes, that &.man may escape the Jatter if 
he chooses. Let no man deceive himself by sup- 

osing that he eludes the taxes because they are 
indirect, If he neither eats, drinks, works with 


tools, nor wears any clothes, then he may escăpé 
them; but if he wears clothes, works, drinks, or 
eats, he is apt to pay. his part of the taxes. Every 
man, woman, and child in the land, of every age, 
color, and sex, istaxed under this bill. Our horses, 
our cattle, our sheep—everything using salt is-tax- 
ed under this bill. We pay the tax on our salt, on 
our coffee, on our sugar, on our tea, on our hats, 
our boots, our shoes, our coats, our shirts; on our 
hoes, on our ploughs, on. our axes, on our spades; 
on almost everything we use, we pay this tax; and 
we shouid.never forget the profits we pay on this 
tax. Let no man, if any be so mean and so ig- 
nob'e as to wish to avoid his share of tax, deceive 
himself by supposing he escapes this tax, unless 
itbe the manufacturer, who uses hisown, and not 
the imported article. The manufacturer does es- 
cape, so far as he consumes his own article; but ‘no 
further. . 


It may be wrong to answer such an argument as 
this. If any, there can be bul few men in our Qov- 
ernment who would be willing to escape paying 
their quota of taxes. No man should be so unpa~ 
triotic as to wish to escape the payment of the tax- 
es justly due the Government which protects his 
life, his liberty, and his property. Every man 
should be proud to pay the reasonable taxes due 
his Government; and every man of proud and pa- 
triotic heart will do so, He is an ignoble son who 
would skulk from his just share of the burdens of 
his country ,at any time, or ofany kind. Weshould 
banish, but never encourage or countenance, such 
an idea, The people will not repudiate. They 
are too patriotic for that. They would demand a 
correction of abuses, and enforce a reduction of 
expenditures. This would be right. : 


The increase of Executive patronage is urged 
against direct taxes. This is no objection to the 
system, because it does not necessarily exist. An 
increase of patronage is easily avoided; and a great 
diminution in the amount of patronage now exer- 
cised, as easily effected, The Executive patronage 
would only be increased by giving him the power 
of appointing the assessors and collectors of the 
revenue. It would be wrong to give him this pow- 
er; and he would find no pleasure in exercising it, 
Each State has her collection districts already or? 
ganized. This Government could adopt the same 
districts. In some of the States, the people of the 
collection districts, or counties, now elect their own 
assessogs and collectors. This plan is found to work 
well. It isthe Democratic plan; and all parties 
are now Democratic. It is the best plan, and this 
Government should adoptit. This would cut off 
all Executive patronage, and obviate that objection. 
If we should ever collect the whole of our revenue 
by direct taxes—and when weare driven to thatsys- 
tem, it will be best to do se to avoid the expense of 
keeping uptwo systems—then we can dispense with 
the whole custom-house establishment, and all the 
fraud and corruption connected with it. This 
would cut off from the Executive the appointment 
of the host of custom house officers, while it would 
cleanse the Government of a rotten system of taxa- 
tion. And this would be an immense curtailment 
of Executive patronage. 

The election of assessors and collectors provides 
for the collection of the revenue. Nothing is more 
simple, and plain, and easy of comprehefision. “We 
see it every day at home, The balance of the 
system is carried out easily. Nothing remains, 
afier collecting, but to pay the money out according 
to the order of the Government. The custom- 
houses are scattered all over the Union, and so are 
the revenues under the system of imposts. Under 
a system of direct taxes, the collectors will be 
svattered all over the Union, and so will be the 
revenue collecied by them. In either case, this 
Government has to provide the means of trans- 
mitting her funds to the proper points. The mail 
belongs to this Government; every man in the com- 
munity transmits his money by mail; so could the 
collectorsof the revenue. The Government should 
take the risk of herown conveyance. Ifthis would 
not do, this Government could have a depository 
in each State. Either plan would be simple and 
cheap, and the details easily arranged. 

There are many reasons in favor of a system of 
direct taxation. My mind has been impelled in 
that direction for years, and by a force which has 
thus far been utterly irresistible, Ihave endeavored 
to combat it; but so strong ‘have been the argu- 
ments in its favor, that I have been unable to do so. 
I differ from many of my political friends on this 


|| subject; and from many, and perhaps a majority, of 


. believe my constituents are not with me on this point; 


> of direct taxation,—as at present advised, if that 
. ‘forit and itis right. that I should say so. 


-I havea right to speak. 
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cessity will force “us; anid we had better make a 
virtue of necessity, and come at once where it must 
eventually drive us. Reduce this bill. You will 
get more revenue by it. Even then you will not 
get enough. The people are too poor; they are 
too much in debi; they cannot buy your taxed goods; 
they must economize to- get out of debt. Let us re- 
trench. Then we shall want less revenue, andthe 
Government will be better able to meet her debts. 


Bat, in my own State we have another remedy, 
and we should adopt it. We should go for protect- 
ing homeindustry. We have the power of making 
alarge portion of the necessaries of life within our- 
seives, and we should exercise that power. We 
shouid resolve to do so in self-defence. We should 
do so,to prevent ourselves from being taxed to 
death to support exacting neighbors. We should 
keep our own wheels and our own looms in opera- 
tion. We should give them especial protection 
and encouragement. We should encourage our 
other various manufactures: Our men, women, 
and children should work, and keep at it busily and 
steadily, and should husband well what they make; 
and should live, as faras possible, within them- 
selves, until a change in the policy of our Govern- 
ment shall equalize its advantages, its burdens, 
and its taxes, 


., In my own State, we should encourage manufac- 
tures. No doubt we have the power to do so. We 
have advantages over our Eastern neighbors. Our 
fuel, water-power, house rent, provisions, and raw 
material for some fabrics, can be obtained decided- 
ly cheaper than theirs. Our manual labor is dearer. 
But to make coarse cottons, for example, (an arti- 
cle used extensively among us,) very little manual 
labor is required. They are mostly made with ma- 
chinery. For this, and other reasons, they can be 
made as cheap in Massachusetts as in Great Brit- 
ain; and for this, and other reasons, they ought to 
be made as cheap in Missouri as in Massachusctis. 
The other reasons, in both cases, are the cheap 
rices of all the ingredients, except manual labor, 
his would cost as but little. 

Weshouldtake back the lands. For the present, 
this would be another remedy, The revenue de- 
rived from them would go, to that extent; to dimin- 
ish the burdens of a tariff. It would go much fur- 
ther. ir would save the people the payment of that 
much revenue; and then all the profits paid upon 
that amount of revenue. Suppose the land fand 
to be distributed be $2,000,000: if we distribute 
432,000,000 of land revenue, the treasury will be 
minus that sum in consequence; and just as much 
so as if we had distributed $2,000,000 of revenue 
from imposts, To the clearness of this proposition 
nobody will hesitate to assent. Of this sum, the 
distributive share of Missouri would be $45,000; 
and perhaps more—no matter what amount. Be- 
fore you give this amount of Jand revenue to the 
State, you must take it from the treasury of the 
United States. In doing this, you create a vacancy 
in your treasury exactly equal to $45,000, which 
must be filled up from some other source. We have 
but one source; and that is from the customs—from 
A imposts—from taxes on imported goods, Every- 
the interest of the other, and all would prosper to- body can understand this. Let us trace the opera- 
gether, ‘This remedy would save us a large tion of this on Missouri. Forty-five thousand dol- 
amount of the profits which accumulate.onthe--}-1ars~wre-to-be-collected from the customs, or im- 
tariff and on the cost of merchandise also. posts—or, in plainer language, taxes on imported 

In the West we should ask a tariff as low as goods—to supply her share ot the deficit in the rev- 
possible, Let it be fur revenne, ‘We can pay enue created by the distribution of the land fund, 
the tariff, if moderate, and the profils on it; This sum is paid at the custom-houses; and mostly 
and we have paid a tariff, when exorbitant, and at those in New York and Philadelphia, where we 
the profits on that; but then it is wrong to grind buy most of our merchandise. This forty-five 
us too far into the earth. We are sore already, thousand dollar tax is paid in the outset by the im- 
You should tread lightly on our corns, and not porter. 
render our burdens insupportable, but begin “to Let us now follow this sum, and the profits which 
unpack.” Let the Government be administered accumulate on it, until the tax, and all the profits 
economically; and load us with no more revenue on the tax, are finally paid by the consumer. The 
than is necessary to pay her reasonable expenses. goods on which this tax is paid must pass through 
Abolish expenses where they can be dispensed the hands of the importer, the jobber, the Western 
with; and, where they cannot, retrench them if city merchant, and the village or country mer- 
they can bear retrenchment. Cut off all extrava- chant, as in other cases. The importer sells to the 
gancies, whether in large matters or insmall. Let jobber, and geis 10 per cent. on the tariff which he 
us not be afraid of mighty influence against has paid. This raises the whole sum to $49,500. 
us, where large expenditures are invoived. Let The jobber sells to the St. Louis merchant, and he 
us meet them and retrench. Let us not siur over gets 20 per cent. upon the tariff and the profit 
the strong and the powerful, and strike deep into the which he has paid the importer. This raises the 
weakand the helpless. Let ns not pass by the army whole sum to $59,460. The St. Louis merchant 
and the navy, and seize upon the clerks and the sells to the village or country merchant, and 
pages. Letall fare alike. Let all be brought toa charges a profit of 30 per cent. This raises the 
standard to suit the times. Money has grown whcle amount of tariff and profits on tariff to 
scarce among us, It may be many years before it $77,220, The village or couñtry merchant sells to 
is plentifulagain. The people cannot pay as they the people who consume, and charges 50 per cent. 
have paid heretofore. We must come down, Ne- profit. This, added to the tariff, and previous 


my eorstiteents; but it cannot be’ helped. I be- 
lieve the system of direct taxation the simplest, 
cheapest, and safest, and decidedly the best. Bowl 


and mast represent their wishes, when they can 
be-ascertained or reasonably: calculated on. Bat 
when the time arrives for the adoption of a system 


system.be properly arranged, I shall cheerfully vote 
I have 
no‘right.to speak for anybody else; bat for myself, 
lt is my duty to speak, 
because I differ from my friends, and perhaps a 
majority of my constituents. I would rather sink, 
sustaining correct principles, than swim by advo- 
eating errors. I cannot help believing the system 
of direct taxation the best for us. 

We have seen the evils heaped upon us by the 
indirect mode of taxation. We have seen its un- 
equal operation, and its expensive and oppressive 
eharacter, We have seen the immense accumu- 
lation of profits upon the tariff, all of which are 
paid by the consumers. We have seen the ten- 
deney of any tariff, and especially of a high pro- 
tective tariff, to drive usto direct taxation. We 
have seen that the system of direct taxation would 
relieve us from many of the burdens imposed on us 
by the tariff. All this we have seen; but this 
relief is remote, and we want immediate relief. 
There are some remedies within our reach, and 
we should begin to use them. They are simple, 
and should be adopted at once. 

One remedy for the Western people is to import 
their own goods, as far as possible, directly to the 
Western cities. We ought tocut off the profit to 
the Eastern importer and to the jobber; and to re- 
duce ‘the profits of the Western city merchant to 
that of the jobber; and that of the village or country 
merchant, to that of the Western city merchant. 
Even this would leave us ten, twenty, and thirty 
per cent.—enough, in all conscience, for any people 
to pay; ten to the Western importer, twenty to the 
city merchant, and thirty to the country merchant, 
Even these ought tobe reduced one half. They 
might be. The merchandise being close at hore, 
our village and country merchants could invest and 
sell, and reinvest and sell again, at very short pe- 
riods. We should pay cash, and sell for cash. 
'Then there would be no losses; and the merchants 
could Jive and thrive upon half the profits they 
now contract for. The practice of charging sol- 
vent persons double price, to make up losses on in- 
solvent persons, might then be abandoned, “By im- 
porting our own goods, we should promote the 
growth of our own cities. What ihe people of my 
own State now contribute to the growth of Boston, 
New York, Philadelphia, and Baliimore, we should 
then contribaie to the growth, and improvement, 
and weaith of our own rising and flourishing city. 
So of all the other Western people, and the other 
Western cities. They would become better mar- 
kets for our own Western produce; avd bener 
markets would enrich our citizens. Our citizens, 
enriched, would be able to purchase more from 
our merchants; and thus each elass would promote 
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profits on tariff, makes the $45,000 cost the’eonsu- 
mers $115,830! The operation of the land:bill, 
then, on Missouri, is to give her $45,000. with..one 
hand, and to take from her $115,830 with the other, 
Let us say nothing about the expense of collecting 
and distributing: this out of the question, the pic- 
ture is strong enough to startle any Western man 
who can be induced to look: at it in his.:sdber 
senses, and made to understand it. Weshould take. 
back the lands, then. The revenue arising from ` 
them would go, totheir amount, to relieve the West- 
ern people of the burdens imposed on them in col- 
lecting the revenues for this Government, 

But all these remedies will not give the West 
complete relief. All these remedies will not place 
the West onan equality with other parts of the. ~ 
Union. We shall not have a complete remedy, `y 
nor shall we be placed on an equality in paying Y 
taxes, till we have been driven to direct taxation, 
and have exterminated the impost system. Then we 
shall pay clean taxes and equal taxes. ‘Then we 
shall know how much we pay, what we pay it Tor, i 
and what is done with what we pay. Andthis : 
will be a great advancement in our system of ¢ol- 
lecting and disbursing revenue, and in reforming 
the abuses and retrenching the expenses of this 
Government. 


[The following speech was made at the Qd ses- 
sion of the 27th Congress, as will be seen by its | 
date; but it was not written out by the member.and if 
delivered to us until after the Appendix for. that : 
session was completed, which will account for its. Wi 
appearance in this volume.] 


SPEECH OF MR. J. C. EDWARDS, 
OF MISSOURI, B 
In the House of Representatives, July 20, 1842— » 
In relation to the territory in dispute between the 
State of Missouri and the United States, and to 
the true location of the boundary between Mis- 
souri and Iowa. 


Mr. EDWARDS addressed the Chair as follows: h 
Mr. Cuairman: But one hour will be allowed me fe 
to present my case, That is by no means enough; }} 
and two would not be suficient to investigate the 4 
subject fully; but as much of it as can be, shall be t 
crowded into the time allowed me. : 
Tam not ignorant of the fact that 1 commence the u 
discussion of this case with a majority of the House K 
prejudiced against the claim of my State. I can, § 
therefore, anticipate the character of the decision A 
which will probably be given. You have heard’ ; 
i 

l 

g 

4 

I 

: 
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that side of the case against the claim of Missouri, 
but you have heard nothing in favor of her claim; . ; 
and even now, under the operation of your rales, 
you will let but half the case be presented before 
you decide. ; 

linfer that you are prejudiced against our claim, 
for several reasons. One report has been made 
upon the subject by the authority of Iowa. Thisis, 
of course, against the claim of Missouri. Another ! 
has been made by a commissioner on the part of 
the United States. This does not decide positively 
against us, but its leanings and tendencies are 
against us. The Committee on ‘Territories, to | 
whom this matter has been referred, have twice re- i 
ported against our claim, During all this time, 
you have heard nothing favorable to the claim of 
Missouri. For these reasons, in part, I infer that 
you are prejudiced against our claim. 

But Iowa considers herself a party to this case. 
Then her report is of no great value, and.should 
have but little weight. Your own commissioner 
does not decide positively against us. He acied on 
bat a part of the case, and still had his doubts. 
The two reports of the Committee on Territories 
are by no means consistent—the one admitting 
what the other denies, in several important mat- 
ters. But you depend much upon your committees 
—and, in the general, this is right and proper; but 
your committees are not always right in their con- 
clusions. They are by no means infallible. In 
this case, they are clearly wrong. 

You are a party to this case. This is usually a 
cause of prejudice; but Ido not allude to the fact 
here for that reason, but because I wish the ‘fact 
distinctly noticed that you area party. Ifitbe a 
ground of prejudice, we are willing to waive'that 
ground, and to trust our case to your decision; re- 
serving to ourselves the right, of course, as is done 
in all other cases of similar character, to apply to 
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Legislature cannot conclude Missouri, but it will 
be. binding on lowa, though it should concede some- 
thing.of her rights to her adversary in this con- 
troversy.” See page 11, doc. 791, 2d sess. 27th 
Cong. -This opinion, advanced by the committee, 
is-clearly right. Lam, therefore, saved the neces- 
sity of proving this point. 

This is not a case in which Missouri is one party 
and Towa the other. Towa is not directly a party 
inthe case atall. It isa case in which the State 
of Missouri is one party, and the United States the 
other. The territory in dispute belongs to the 
State of Missouri, or else it belongs to the United 
States. If it belongs to the State, you have no 
power over it; if it dees not belong to the State, then 
you can do what you please with it. That speck 
of it which does not already belong to the Indians, 
you can sell even to them to-morrow, if you choose, 
if the territory be yours, and not ours. If it be not 
ours, you have complete control over it, and you 
wilk continue to have till Iowa becomes a State, 
and then you ean give it to her if you choose. 
lowa expects to get it, and for this reason is inter- 
ested in your retaining it. This is all the interest 
she has in the case. 


The case is one, then, of singular character: the 
State isone party, and you are the other party; and 
yet the State asks you to decide the matter. And 
not exactly to decide the matter either. We cali 
upon you, rather to settle it; and you have the power 
to do so. We say theterritory isours, and not yours. 
We call upon youto acknowledge our right to terri- 
tory which we claim to be our own, and to renounce 
your claim to territory to which we contend you 
have no title. If you refuse todo so, this does not 

` prevent us from applying to the courts of justice. 
This is the nature of the case. 


The boundary in dispute is that between the State 
of Missouri asd the Territory of lowa—being the 
northern boundary of the former, and the southern 
boundary ofthe latter. The State of Missouri in- 
sists upon a line which runs with the parallel of 
latitude passing through the rapids of the river 
Des Moines, at the Great Bend in said river. The 
Committee on Territories insists that the truc 
boundary runs through the “Des Moines rapids,” 
in the Mississippi river; but as this line would cut 
deep into our counties, the committee, out of abun- 
dant mercy io the State, agrees to give us the old 
Indian boundary line run by John C. Sallivan in 
1816, four years before the State Government was 
formed. This line runs much nearer to the one 
claimed by Missouri than that which the commit- 
tee says is the true line. But the committee says 
this Indian line is not, and cannot be, the true line, 
Thisis an admission, at once, that they have not 
decided the case according to the law and the facts. 
Let them not say that they have done us mote 
than justice. We understand that, and will inquire 
into it. , 

The territory in dispute—that lying between these 
two lines—the line claimed by Missouri and the 
old Indian line—at the eastern end, next the Des 
Moines river, is over eight, and less than nine 
miles wide; and at the western end, next the Mis- 
souri river, about thirteen miles wide. The whole 
territory in dispute embraces about 2,616 square 
miles, Of this tract of country, about one-six- 
teenth, being about nine miles average in width, 
by an average of about eighteen miles in length, 
containing about four and a half congressional 
townships, and a population of 1,500 or 2,000 per- 
sons, has been ceded by the Indians to the United 
States. This one-sixteenth your committee magni- 
fies into “near one-third of the territory now in dis- 
pute.” But this is by no means their largest blun- 
der, The remaining fifteen-sixteenths of the dis- 
puted territory are still in p ession of the Indians, 
and have no population to be affected by ihe ulti- 
mate decision of this case. __ . 

The people already in the disputed territory went 
there witha full knowledge of the existence of this 


controversy; and, of course, with a determination 
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to abide the result. In fact, many of them may 
have gone with the hope and the expectation that 
this country was part of the State of Missonri. 
But, no matter what they expected, you should de- 
cide this case, not as a question ofexpediency, but 
according to the law and the facts of the case. 
Any other decision must be unjust, and cannot be 
submitted to by Missouri. 

In the progress of this discussion, we should 
bear in mind an important distinction between a 
Territory and a State. The former is a sort of 
preparatory grade of government. The latter isa 
complete and perfect government. The jarisdic- 
tion of the former is fixed by this Government; 
and may be altered or changed, enlarged or di- 
minished, at any moment, by Congress. The ju- 
risdiction of the latter is fixed, in the case of Mis- 
souri, by the State constitution, and cannot be 
changed or altered, enlarged or diminished, by 
Congress, ‘The territory of the former is fixed by 
an act of Congress, and can be enlarged or eur- 
tailed by Congress. The terrilory of the latter is 
fixed by the Constitntion, and cannot be enlarged 
or diminished by an act of Congress. : 

The 6th day of March, 1820, Congress passed an 
act authorizing the people of Missouri Territory to 
form a constitution and State Government. This 
act prescribed boundaries for the State to be formed. 
The 19th day ofJune, 1820, nearly four months af- 
terwards, the people of Missouri Territory formed 
a constitution and State Government. This con- 
stitution defined the boundaries of the “State of 
Missouri.” That section of the aet of Congress 
which describes the boundaries of the Territory, 
and that article of the constitution ofthe State which 
describes the boundaries of the State, are in the 
same words.* It is a curious and an interesting 
question of law, that, notwithstanding both these in- 
struments use the same words in describing the 
boundaries, yet it becomes necessary, in deciding 
this case, to decermine whether the act of Congress 
or the constitution of the State is the paramount in- 
strument; whether the act of Congress or the con- 
stitution of the State gives boundaries to the State. 

The question, whether the act or the constitution 
is the controlling instrument, becomes important, 
because the great difficulty in settling this controver- 
sy grows out ofa latent ambiguity, both in the act 
of Congress and in the consiitution of the State; 
and this difficulty is increased by an attempt to en- 
large this ambiguity. -The ambiguity consists in 
the expression, “the rapids ofthe river Des Moines,” 
used both in the act of Congress and in the consti- 
tution of the State. We have no evidence that, when 
the constitution was adopted, more than one rapid 
of the river Des Moines was known; but, by late 
surveys, we escertain that there are several “rapids 
ofthe river Des Moines;” and the difficulty now 
consists in determining which of these “rapids of 
the river Des Moines” were called for inthe act of 
Congress and the constitution of the State. The 
enlargement of the ambiguily--and which, beyond 
all fquestion, is a very absurd one—consists in an 
attempt to make the “rapids of the river Des 
Moines” mean the “Des Moinesrapids” in the Mis- 
sissippi river. Let me bere say, that three miles 
above the mouth off the Des Moines river com- 
mences achain of rapids in the Mississippi river, 
which extends up that river fourteen miles. ‘These, 


Tho boundaries of “Missouri Territory,” as described in the 
act of Congress approved March 6, 1820, and of the “State of 
Missouri,” as deserihedin the constitution ofsaid State, adopted 
July 19, 1820, are described in the following words: 

“Beginning in the middle of the Mississippi river, on the 
paraliel of 36 degrees of north latitude; thence west, along the 
said parailel of latitude, to the &t. Francis river; theuce up and 
following the course of that river, in the middie of the main 
charnel thereof, to the parallel cf latitude 0f36 degrees and 30 
minntes; thence west, along the sa to a point where the 
said parallel is intersected vy a meridian line passing through 
the middie cf the mouthof the Kansas river, where the same 
empties into the Missouri river; thence, from the point afore- 
said, north, along the said meridian line, tothe intersection of the 
parallel of latitude which passes through THE RAPIDS OF 
THE RIVER DES MOINES, making the said line correspord 
with the Indian boundary line; thence east. from the point of 
intersection last aforesaid, along the said parallel oflatitude, to 
the middle of the channel of the main fork of the seid river Des 
Moines: thence, down and along the m e ofthe main cban- 
nel ofthe said river Des Moines, to the ath of the same, 
where it empties into the Mississippi river; thence, due east, 
to the middie of the main channel of the Mississippi river; 
thence down and following the course of the Mississippi river, 
in the middle of the main channel thereof, to the piace of be- 
ginning.” ism eed $ 

[Nors — The act of Congressand the constitution of the State, 
so far as thev describe (he boundaries, are in the seme words, 
with this difference: In the constitution, the words ‘the said” 
are used for the word “that? in the ect; and the words “to” 
and “and” in the act, are dropped in the constitution; but this is 
immaterial, and does not change the houndarjes.] 
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; be explained by parol testimony. 
i gress and the constitution of the State refer to. the 


| “rapides de la rivière Des Moines,” 


j you are acting on it, 


from their proximity to the mouth. of the Des 
Moines river, and to distinguish them from other 
rapids in the Mississippi above, are called the “Des 
Moines rapids,” and have been so called for ages. 
The first rapids ofany note in the Des Moines 
river itself are about sixty miles above the mouth 


: of that river. 


Thisambiguity, like other latent ambiguities, can 
If the aet of Con- 


same “rapids,” then the explanation of the one is 
the explanation of the other, and the testimony 


i of the same witnesses would explain both. But 
; your committee decides that the act of Congress 
! ealls for one “rapids,” and we contend that the’ 
1i constiinlion of the State calls for another ‘“‘rapids;” 
: and if this be so, then the explanation of the one 
| will not be the explanation of the other; and it 


will, consequently, become necessary to decide 
which is the governing instrument—which isto be 
explained, the act or the constitution, 


This explanation can be given only by those 
who passed the act and the constitution, and those 
who were otherwise connected with the passage of 
these instrumerits. If the act of Congress be the 
controlling instrament, then the explanation must 
come from members of Congress, and those con- 
nected with the preceedings of Congress about 
the time the act was passed; but if the constitution 
of the State be the controlling instrument, then 
the explanation must come from the members of 
the convention which framed the constitation, and 


j those connected with the proceedings of that con- 


vention. lt is hardly probable that anybody else 
knows or recollects anything about either of them; 
and these instruments can be explained in no other 
way. It is probable that no member of Congress 
recollects anything about the meaning of the act, 
except the deiegate from the Territory of Missouri 
himself. Tt is highly probable that no member 
of Congress, except the delegate referred to, knew 
anything, at the time the act was passed, about the 
boundaries. At this time Florida is applying for 
admission; and yet [ am sure not one member in 
this House, when she is admitted into the Union, 
will understand ber entire boundaries. Her dele- 
gate probably wiil. It was still more so the case 
with Missouri. The delegate himself from that 
Territory says he was unacquainted with the 
country. 


We must have the testimony of those who know 
what was intended by the ambiguons phrase. 
Without that, a correct decision of this contro- 
versy cannot well be given. It is entirely com- 
petent fo explain the ambiguity by parol testimony. 
The Committee on Territories, in their argument 
against us, have followed this course. They have 
resorted to a letter of Pierre Chouteau, the case of 
Louis Honore, and other evidence, to prove that 
an American Congress, removed a thousand miles 
from any French influence, bad used the expres- 
sion “rapids of the river Des Moines,” when they 
meant the ‘Des Moines rapids,” in the Mississippi 
river, simply because the French called the latter 
Just here, 
however, as it, suited their purposes, the committee 
may have intended to treat the constitution as the 
controlling instrument, and to lay the aet of Con- 
gress aside for awhile. That constitution: was 
made among the French at St. Louis; and, al- 
though the convention was almost to a man Eng- 
lish, yet it might be a little Frenchified. But the 
committee should take the act of Congress for 
their guide altogether; or else should drop it, and 
take the constitution altogether; and not one, and 
tben the other, as it may suit their convenience. 
But the committee introduces parol testimony, and 
Iclaim the same right, and 
Shall exercise it. But the question is yet to be 
settled whether the act or the constitution is to con- 
trol, and which is to be explained. Let us now ex- 
amine that question, and then we will introduce our 
evidence. 

The act of Congress “authorizing the people of 
Missouri Territory to form a constitution and 
State Government” was passed on the 6th day of 
March, 1820. The constitution of the State was 
“ordained and established” the 19th day of July, 
1820—the same Year—three months and upwards 
afier the passage of the act aforesaid. The sec- 
ond day of March, 1821—four days less than one 
year afier the passage of the act of March 6th— 
Congress passed a resolution providing “that Mis- 
souri shall be admitted into the Union on an equa] 
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footing with the original States.”"* - The act of 
March 6, 1820; and the resolution of March 2, 1821, 
being each of them acts of Congress, are of equal 

‘dignity: The later, by admitting Missouri into 
the. Union, sanctions the constitution of that State; 
and thus recognises that constitution as- being of 
equal. dignity, also. If the three instruments be of 
equal dignity, and any of their provisions clash, 
then the latter must control the former, under the 
general rule that, when laws conflict, the latter 
must govern the former, If the boundaries pre- 
seribed in the act of Congress differ from the bound- 
aries prescribed in the constitution, then the latier 
must govern the former, and must give boundaries 
tothe State. , 

The Territory of Missouri was one thing—the 
State of Missouri is another thing. The Territory 
existed under an act—the work of Congress. The 
State exisis under a constitution—the work of a 
convention. The Territory of Missouri received 
its boundaries under different acts of Congress, and 
these boundaries were at onetime larger, and at 
another time less. They were least under the last 
act. The State of Missouri received her bounda- 
ries from her constitution, afierwards sanctioned by 
an act of Congress; and these boundaries remain 
the same, so far as this controversy involves them, 
The Territory of Missouri was not admitted into 
the Union. A Territory cannot become a member 
ofthe Confederacy. The State of Missouri wes 
admitted into the Union. A State can become a 
member of the Confederacy. ltwasnotthe Territo- 
ry, but the State, which was admitted into the 
Union; and, if it wasnot the Territory which was 
admitted into the Union, then the act of Congress 
does not give boundaries to the State, because the 
act of Congress only deseribes the boundaries of the 
Territory; but, if it was the State which was admit- 
ted into the Union, then the constitution does give 
the boundaries, because that instrument describes 
the boundaries of the State thus admitted. 

The act of Congress did not describe the bounda- 
ries of a State. It could not do so, because the 
State didnot then exist. The act described a cer- 
tain tract of country, and authorized the people of 
that country to form a constitution and State gov- 
ernment. Jadmitthat the act provided “that the 
said State shall consist of all the territory included 
within the following boundaries,” and that it then 
went on to describe the boundaries for a State. But 
the convention had a right to adopt different bound- 
aries in forming the State; and, although Congress 
had prescribed boundaries, and had the power to 
do so, yet she had a right to waive her boundaries, 
and to adopt those prescribed by the convention. In 
this case, if there be any difference between the 
boundaries prescribed by the act and the constitu- 
tion, then Congress has, by admitting Missouri into 
the Union, sanctioned the latter, and waived the 
former—has given up the boundaries as prescribed 
in the act, and has assented to those prescribed in 
the constitution. If so, the constitution governs 
the boundaries, and not the act. 

The act of Congress was merely directory. The 
people of the Territory were not obliged to follow 
it. They had the right to choose boundaries for 


their own State, and to ask Congress to grant them _ 


‘those boundaries. Their selection” of boundaries 
amounted to nothing more than a mere choice, 
without the sanction of Congress, afterwards ob- 
tained. It gave them no right to the boundaries 
selected by themselves, because the land belonged 
tothe United States, But the convention had the 
right to describe the boundaries, and Congress had 
the right to say you shall have those boundaries. 
The convention ‘did prescribe the boundaries, and 
Congress did say you shall have those boundaries. 
This settled the matter. Congress gave up the 
boundaries when she admitted the State of Mis- 
souri into the Union. She admitted the State of 
Missouri, not the Territory. There is no State of 
Missouri but that described in the constitution of 
the State. It consists of that tract of country 
bounded by the constitution of that State, The act 


~~ 


*Estract fromthe resolution admitting Missouri into the 
Onion. 

“That Missouri shall be}admitted into this Union, on an 
equal footing with the original States, in ail respects whatever, 
upon the fundamental condition thatthe fourth clause of the 
twenty-sixth section of the third article of the constitution, sub- 
mitted on the part of said State to Congress, shail never be con- 
gtrued to authorize the passage of any law, and that no Jaw 
&hall be passed in conformity thereto, by which any citizen of 
either of the States of this Uniow shall he excluded from the 
enjoyment of the privileges and immunities to which such eit- 
jzen is entided under the Constitution of the United States.” 

5 {Approved, March 2, 1821. 


APPENDIX To THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE: 
Missouri Boundary Line—Mr. J. C. Edwards. 


of Congress describes a Territory, and does not de- 
scribe a State. The constitution, then, must control, 
and not the act. 

{ admit the lands belonged to the United States. 
No question of that. Congress had the right to 
give or withhold them. No doubt of that. She 
had the right to say to the people about to form a 
State, you shall take these boundaries, and you shall 
have no others, If the people then adopted differ- 
ent boundaries, Congress had a right to say, we 
will not admit you into the Union, because you 
have not taken the boundaries we gave you. You 
have adopted boundaries different from those we 
prescribed for you. You must remodel your State 
before we can admit you into the Union. You 
must change the boundaries, and make them corres- 
pond with those we prescribed for you, before we can 
admit you. This Congress could have done. But 
if Congress chooses to admit the State, as she clear- 
ly has the power todo, although the State has 
adopted boundaries different from those which 
Congress has prescribed for her, this admission 
settles the question of boundaries in favor of the 
constitution, and forever puts that matter to rest. If, 
then, the boundaries prescribed in the act of Con- 
gress and in the constitution of the State be dif- 
ferrent, then the boundaries prescribed in the con- 
stitution are the true ones. 

Congress prescribed boundaries in the act, but it 
is not absolutely certain that the people of the Ter- 
ritory adopted these boundaries. Ifthe act and the 
constitution differ in reference to them, then the 
people of the Territory did not adopt them. The 
people adopted only the boundaries prescribed in 
constitution. To make the boundaries perma- 
nent, it required the assent of the people of the Ter- 
ritory, as well as of Congress. The convention 
gave her assent to the boundaries prescribed in the 
constitution, by the adoption of that constitution. 
Congress gave her assent, also, to the boundaries 
prescribed in the constitution, by admitting the 
State into the Union. These boundaries, then, 
have the assent of both parties. If so, and the 
boundaries in the act have not, then the boundaries 
in the constitution are the true ones, and the con- 
stitution controls the act. 

But Congress did pot admit Missonri into the 
Union, except “on a certain condition.” This con- 
dition was, not that Missouri should change any 
part of her boundaries, or surrender any part of the 
boundaries which the convention had prescribed in 
her constitution, or any part of the territory inclu- 
ded in those boundaries. ‘here was no condition of 
this character. The State was admitted without 
any objection to boundaries whatever. No excep- 
tion was taken tothe constitution, in any other than 
that one condition. The only condition annexed 
was, that “no Jaw should be passed in conformity” 
to a certain provision of the constitution, “by which 
any citizen of either of the States of this Union 
shall be excluded from the enjoyment of any of 
the privileges and immunities to which such citi- 
zen is entitled under the Constitution of the United 
States !”* Every other part of the constitution was 
sanctioned by Congress, that prescribing bounda- 
ries and all. The exception to one part amounted 


00.2. sanction of the others. 


Tfany othe? parné than Missouri had been adopt- 
ed by the convention, it would be less difficult to 
separate the State from the Territory—less difficult 
to show that it was the State which was admitted 
into the Union, and not the Territory. The act of 
Congress authorizes the people of the Territory 
“tg assume such name as they shall deem proper.” 
But this wasuseless. They had the power as full 
without the grant of it. But if Congress had re- 
quired the people to call the State Missouri, and 
they had adopted a constitution, and in that had 


*This resolution required the Legislature of the Siate, by “a 
solemn public act? to assent to this fundamental condition. 
The Legislature acted under the constitution of the State. They 
had no power, except whatthey derived from that constitution, 
and could exercise no other. They had no power to change 
the constitution, except in the manner pointed out by tha! in- 
strument; and that was not by “a solemn public act,” but by an 
amendment supporied by two-thirds of each branch of the 
Legislature, at two successive sessions. H this “condition” 
was to eflect anything, it was to effect a change in the constitu- 
tion; but the Legislature could not effecta change in the con- 
stitution in that way. They complied with the condition im- 
posed by Congress, but that condition amounts to nothing more 
than if Congress had required me to comply wi hit. The Le- 
gislature had no power to assent in that way. Then no legal as- 
sent was given. An illegalassentis anulluy. The “solemn 
public act” is then a solemn mockery. But. the condition im- 
posed being complied with, the President, by proclamation, de- 
clared the admission of Missouri into the Union to be complete. 
Her admission was complete; and she came into the Union 
with her conatitutfon untouched and unaltered. 
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called the State Osage, or Gasconade, or Nodaway, 


or. Des Moines, or any other name, and Congress’ 


had admitted the State into the Union with that 
name, most clearly, afier the admission, the State 
would have been entitled to that name, and could 
not.have been called Missouri, as required by the 
act of Congress. In giving the name, then, the 
constitution, with the subsequent sanction of Con- 
gress, would have controlled the previous action of 
Congress. . So with the boundaries. 

Congress admitied the State of Missouri into the 
Union “on an equal footing with the original States, 
in all respects whatever.” This is the Janguage 
of the resolution admitting the State into the 
Union, omitting the condition. The State of Mis- 
souri shall be admitted into the Union on an equal 
footing with the original States, Let us inquire on 
what footing the “original States” stood when. 
Missouri was admitted. So far as jurisdiction 
was concerned, they exercised complete jurisdiction 
over all the territory within their limits, as pre- 
scribed in their constitutions. If Missouri, then, 
stands on an equal footing with “the original 
States,” she, too, has the right to exercise complete 
jurisdiction throughout her limits, as preseribed.in 
her constitution. If so, her constitution controls 
the previous act of Congress, and gives the boun- 
daries. ` 

Asbefore said, the act of Congress was merely 
directory, and not binding on the people of the 
Territory. They had the rightto reject the bound- 
aries prescribed in the act of Congress, or to adopt 
them, as they saw proper; but, till the people did 
adopt them, they formed no part of the boundaries of 
the State. The State itself could have no existence 
till the people did adopt them, or some other botind- 
aries, to make the State. Congress has no power 
to forma State. A State must be formed by the 
people who inhabit the Territory of which it is to 

e composed. Congress cannot give a single 
feature to a State, without the assent of the people 
ofthat State. She can neither fix the name nor the 
boundaries, nor any other feature of the State, 
without the concurrence of the people. She can 
assent or dissent to what isdone, but no more. If 
the name, the boundaries, the constitution generally, 
do not suit her, she can refuse admission. But if 
she admits, she adoptsall, Her power is then at 
anend, and the State constitution controls her pre» 
vious legislation, 


I am notsure that I can make this matter plainer. 
If, however, the constitution of a State describes 
one Territory, and Congress admits another Ter- 
ritory into the Union, that is no admission of the 
State, and that State is still out of the Union. Con- 
gress must admit the Territory described in the 
constitution of the State, if so described at all, else 
the State isnotadmitted. If this be so, it is because 
the constitution gives boundaries to the State, with 
the assent of Congress, and not the act of Congress, 
without the assent of the people. Ifan act of Con- 
gress describes one tract of country fora State, 
and the constitution describes another tract of coun- 
try for that State, and Congress admits the State 
created by that constitution into the Union, then 


` she admits her with the boundaries prescribed by 


her constitution, and not those prescribed by any 
act of Congress. The admission is a sanction of 
the boundaries prescribed in the constitution, and 
a waiver of any boundaries prescribed in an act of 
Congress. 

We have the right to admit 'T'exas, or we have 
the right to admit one-half of Texas, into the Union, 
If Congress should pass an act to admit one-half of 
Texas into the Union, and should prescribe the 
boundaries of that one-half, and Texas should 
“form a constitution and State government,” em- 
bracing the whole of her territory, instead of but 
one-half, and should call that government “the State 
of Texas,” and Congress should then admit “the 
State of Texas” into the Union, that would be an 
admission of the whole country described in the 
constitution of “the State of Texas,” and not of the 
one-half, as described in the act of Congress, Ifthis 
be so, it is because the constitution of the State, 
with the assent of Congress, gives boundaries to 
the State; and not the aet of Congress without the 
assent ofthe State. l 

Ifan act of Congress gives one limit, and the 
constitution of a State assumes another, this may. 
form a good reason for notadmitting a State into 
the Union till she changes her boundaries; but, after 
the State is once admitted, the question as to bound. 
ary is settled in favor of the constitution of the 
State, not to be altered without the consent of both 
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ies. Congress can say, We will not admit you 
into the Union with that territory or those bound- 


“ayies; but, after admitting a State, she cannot say, 
You shall not have that territory or those bound- 


ries, It is then too late. 
ongress sanctions all. 

“ff the constitution altered the boundaries pre- 
ribed by the act, Congress clearly had the right 
adopt the altered boundaries. A case has oc- 
curred since the admission of Missouri into the 


By the admission, 


: “Union, precisely in point. The State of Missouri 


nged her constitution so as to alter one part of 
‘poundary, and Congress sanctioned this alter-. 
jon; and the boundary thus changed is now the 
‘permanent boundary of the State. If the State, by 
‘aliering her constitution, and with the sanction of 
Congress, could change her boundary recently; 
surely, by the adoption of her constitution, and with 
“the sanction of Congress, when she was just coming 
§nto existence, she could change a mere direction 
of Congress to adopt certain boundaries. 

The “State of Florida” is now applying for ad- 
mission into the Union. No act.of Congress has 
been passed to authorize her to form a constitution 
and State Government; and yet she has done so, and 
jsnow applying for admission. Surely no one can 
doubt the power of Congress to admif her. An act 
‘of Congress authorizing the people of a Territory 
foform a constitution and a State Government, is 
by no means a requisite indispensable preparatory 
to. the admission of a State into the Union. We 
should acta silly part if we were to pass a law to 
authorize Texas to form a constitution and State 
Government, preparatory to her admission into the 
Union; and yet, if she were to apply to-morrow, 
-with her: present republican form of Government, 
we should; beyond all dispute, have the power at 
önce to admit her. She has her existence as a 
State, independent of the action of Congress; so 
has ‘Florida, and so had Missouri; and each of 
these Governments became a State by virtue of its 
own constitution, and not by virtue of any act of 
Congress. Congress did not make them States. 
They made themselves so, All Congress can do, 


cna 
her 
al 


` isto give her assent, or enter ber dissent, to what 


have. done, and to admit or reject them when 
they apply for admission into the Union. 


The act of Congress, then, of the 6th of March, 
1820, does not prescribe the boundaries of the State 
of Missouri. ‘The constitution formed by the con- 
vention the 19th day of July, 1820, and sanctioned 
by Congress the 2d day of March, 1821, does pre- 
scribe the boundaries of the State. Then, if the 
first actof Congress prescribed one set of bounda- 
ries, and the constitution of the State prescribes 
another set of boundaries, the constitution controls 
the boundaries, and not the act of Congress, and 
the ambiguity in the constitution of the State is to 
be explained, and not the ambiguity in the act of 
Congress; and the witnesses to explain are the 
members of the convention, and those connected 
‘with the proceedings of the convention at the time 
the constitution was adopted, and not the members 
of Congress, and those connected with the proceed- 
ings of Congress, at the time the act of Congress 
‘was passed. Then we can proceed with our evi- 
dence, : 

‘Let it be remembered that the northern bounda- 
ty of Missouri was to run through a 
wilderness, and but little known. The northern 
boundary was to run upon “the parallel of latitude 
which passes through the rapids of the river Des 
Moines.” “The rapids of the river Des Moines” 
ig the ambiguous phrase in the constitution, as well 
as in the act of Congress. To explain this, I 
shall introduce the evidence of a number of the 
surviving members of theconvention which framed 
the constitution, and of all who have been heard 
I shall also introduce the: evidence. of 


ill very re- 
of the time, 


and intelligence, ‘ : 
for clearness and conclusiveness, have probably 


F of those rapids; fifi } 
Ad not call for rapids in the Mis- 


sippi river; sixth, that they did call for the rapids 
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at the Great Bend in the Des Moines river; and, 
seventh, that there are no rapids below the Great 
Bend. i 

1. The convention believed there were rapids in 
the river Des Moines. In 1816, four year: before the 
State Government was formed, John ©. Sullivan 
ran ithe Indian boundary line. This line passed 
-within eight miles of the rapids in the Des Moines, 
at the Great Bend in said river. John C, Sullivan 
was there.. He was a skilful, practical surveyor, 
with a practised eye. He was afterwards a mem- 
ber of the convention which formed the constitu- 
tion of the State. He has now been dead several 
years. He was a man in whose statements the ut- 
most reliance could be placed. From him and 
others, the convention derived information. 


General Jonathan Ramsay, a member of the 
convention, says: “1 well recollect having a con- 
versation with John C. Sullivan on the ‘subject of 
the rapids in the Des Moines, not as [to] their be- 
ing the rapids called-for in the act of Congress, 
(for of this:there appeared to be no doubt,) but as 
to their magnitude, and whether there was any 
considerable fall at any one place.” 

The honorable James Evans, then a member of 
the convention, and since a judge of one of our 
circuit courts, says: “I distinctly recollect convers- 
ing on that subject with General W. Rector and Col. 
John C. Sullivan.. The conclusion was, that the 
rapids ofthe river Des Moines meant the rapids 
in the river, andnot those in the Mississippi.” 


The honorable Hiram H. Baber, then a mem- 
ber ot’ the convention, and for several of the last 
years auditor of public accounts for our State, 
says: “I havea distinct recollection that a map 
was procured from the office of the surveyor gen- 
eral for the use of the convention; but I do not re- 
collect distinctly whether. or not ‘the rapids in the 
river Des Moines, or the ‘Des Moines rapids’ 
inthe Mississippi river, were marked upon it. 
From conversations, however, with several mem- 
bers of the convention, I incline to the belief that 
the rapids in the river Des Moines were designated 
upon it.” 

Another witness, General William Milburn, 
says: “T'he northern boundary was drawn, accord- 
ing to the general understanding at the time, afew 
miles north of the Indian boundary.” 

The honorable John D. Cook, then a member of 
the convention, and for many years since a judge 
of one of our circuit courts, says: ‘In convention, 
the subject of boundary was referred to a committee, 
of which I was a member, and all the means ac- 
cessible to that committee were employed for the 
purpose of acquiring correct information on that 
subject. The committee, and [believe the mem- 
bers of the convention, had free access to the office 
of Genera] Rector, then surveyor genera] of Di- 
nois and Missouri, which afforded extensive infor- 
mation. They likewise availed themselves of the 
opportunity of conversing with several gentlemen, 
then in St. Louis, who had personal knowledge ot 
the existence and locality of several of the objects 
called for in the proposed boundaries, and especi- 
cially of the rapids in the river Des Moines. The 
information thus acquired lefino doubt on my mind 
as to the existence of such rapids.” , 

General William Milburn, then a clerk in the 

but afterwards surveyor general himself, 
eave to Say that, at the time of the sitting 
was employed as a clerk in the 
United States surveyor’s office for Ilinois, Mis- 
souri, and Arkansas. 
then surveyor general, was a member of that body, 
from the county of St. Louis; and that a map was 
constructed in the surveyor’s office, under my su- 
perintendence, by direction of thesurveyor general, 
and, as I believe, either at the request of the con- 
vention, or of the members, or a portion thereof, 
jn their individual and unofficial capacity. * * * 
My recollection is distinct relative to the northern 
boundary of the State, as delineated on the map. 
* x + The position of the rapids was assumed 
from the general understanding at the time, and 
from the particular information of Colonel Sulli- 
van, who was a member of the convention, and 
was also the surveyor of the Indian boundary line 
in 1816.” R ? 

After examining this evidence, no man can hesi- 
tate in believing that the conveniion which formed 
the constitution of the State of Missouri did believe 
there. were rapids in the river Des Moines. 

2. The convention called for rapids in the river 
Des Moines, and not for rapids in the Mississippi 
river, The evidencs which I shall produce to €s & 
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tablish this point seemsto me to be irresistible. Le 
me commence with the testimony of the Hon. Jobn 
Scott. He says: “I am entirely sure that the rapids 
spoken of in the bill, and intended by the commit- 


. tee, [in Congress,]‘ were the rapids in: the Des 


Moines river itself, and not the rapidsin the Mis- 
sissippi river, called, from their proximity to the 
mouth of the Des Moines river, the ‘Des Moines 
rapids? Iam also satisfied that the committee who 
reported, and the convention who formed and 
adopted the State constitution, and. who assembled on 
the 12th June, and signed that instrument on the | 
19th of July, 1821, had reference, in forming the 
northern line, to the rapids in:the Des Moines 
river, and not those in the Mississippi river. 
called the ‘Des Moines rapids.” * * * Iam 
satisfied that the committee, and Congress, and the 
convention, all meant and intended the rapids in 
the river Des Moines itself, which were then 
known to exist, and were spoken of; and not the 
rapids in the Mississippi river, called, by way of 
distinction from the upper rapids, the ‘Des Moines 
sana 

et it be borne in mind that the Hon.John Scott 
was our Delegate in Congress when the act was 
passed, and afterwards a member of the convention 
which formed the State constitution. 

The Hon. B. H. Reeves, (then a member of the 
convention, and for several years afier a member 
of our State Senate, but at the time of giving this 
evidence, and still, a citizen of Kentucky) says: “I 
am unable, thus hastily, to bring my mind to bear 
upon any particular cireumstance connected with 
the location of the northern boundary, except so far 
as relates to the rapids of the river Des Moines. 
Those rapids, then and now, I considered to be the 
rapids of the river Des Moines. * * * No dif- 
ficully ever presented itself to the convention on 
the subject of those rapids, that I have any recol- 
lection of. Indeed, I cannot conceive, at that day, 
that any existed.” 

The Hon. H. H, Baber says: “I have always be- 
lieved thatthe constitution clearly designated these 
rapids as the rapids in the river Des Moines, and 
I never heard this point questioned until within a 
few years.” 

The Hon. Jonathan Ramsay says: “So faras my 
knowledge extends, no other rapids than those in 
the river Des Moines were ever thought of; certain 
no other was ever spoken of in the convention, nor 
out of the convention, within my hearing. I well 
recollect having a conversation with John C. Sul- 
livan on the subject of the rapids of the Des 
Moines.” i 

The Hon. James Talbot, another member of the 
convention, says: “My own distinct impressions 
were, that- it was the rapids in the Des Moines 
river itself, and not those in any other river that 
might be of the same name,” 

The Hon. R. P. Clark, another member of the 
convention, says: “In relation to the rapids of the 
Des Moines, I can only say I heard of no other 
rapids of that name mentioned, but those mentioned 
in the constitution.” 

The Hon. James Evans says: “Idistinetly recol- 
lect. conversing on that subject with General W. 
Rector and Colonel John Č. Sullivan.’ The con- 
versation was started by myself, as to the ex- 

ression ‘through the rapids of the river Des Moines.’ 

he conclusion was, that the rapids of the river 
Des Moines meant the rapids in the river, and not 
those in the Mississippi, opposite the mouth of the 
Des Moines. For the convention to have said the 
Des Moines rapids, would haye left the question 
vague and uncertain as to the rapids meant; because 
the Des Moines rapids would as well have meant 
the rapids in the Mississippi at the mouth, as those 
in the river. [Des Moines;] and to put the question 
beyond the possibility of a doubt, the expression 
used in the constitution, ‘rapids of the river Des 
Moines,’ was intended for the rapids in the river 
Des Moines. have no doubt, from my recollec- 
tion at this late period, that what I have stated was 
the idea and intention of the whole convention. X 
may have conversed with many others, besides 
those two gentlemen named, on this question; but I 
am certain that this was mine and their views at 
the time.” . 

The honorable Edward Bates, who was then a 
member of the convention, and afterwards a mem- 
ber of Congress from the State of Missouri, says: 
“Jn answer to the first point, I have to say, that, 
while a member of the convention, (nor since,) I 
never had a doubt that the rapids of the river Des 


Moines, mentioned in the act of Congress of 1929, 
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and in our constitution, meant.the rapids of and in 
the river Des Moines, and of and in no other river 
whatever, And it is my confident belief, that every 
member of the convention entertained the same 
ion... At that time there was much conjecture 
` and-inquiry about the precise locality of the rapids. 
The country in that quarter was then a wilderness, 
and very imperfectly known.” ‘This witness. says, 
“the rapids of and in the river Des Moines, and of 
and in no other river whatever,” were called for. 
Wo-evidence could be more positive or clear. 
“In reply to.a letter of A. M. Lea, commissioner 
on the part of the United States for ascertaining 
and-marking the boundary between Missouri and 
Jowa, General William Milburn (who, as before 
said, was not a member of the convention, but in 
the office of the surveyor general) says: “In reply 
to your letter asking me to give you the views en- 
tertained and expressed by the members of the con- 
vention at the time of the adoption of the constitu- 
tion. of Missouri, and of myself, as to what rapids 
were meant by ‘the rapids of the river Des Moines,’ 
x- * [ have to inform you that, to the best of m 
recollection, 1 never, at the time above named, 
heard any other rapids spoken of, with reference 
to our boundary, by any member of the convention, 
than the rapids in the river Des Moines; which 
rapids were understood to be at a short distance 
north. of the Indian boindary run by Col. Sullivan 
in 1816. This understanding was fixmly fixed in 
my mind by the following circumstances: General 
William Rector, a member of the convention, was, 
at the time, United States surveyor general for Illi- 
nois, Missouri, and Arkansas; and, by his direc- 
tion, a map of the State, intended particularly to 
show the boundaries thereof, was constructed in the 
surveyor’s office, under my superintendence, for the 
use of the convention. On this map, the northern 
boundary was drawn, in accordance with the gen- 
eral understanding at the time, a few miles north of 
the Indian boundary. I was with some of the mem- 
bers of the convention every day while they were 
in. session, and often. attended their deliberations; 
and I am certain I did not hear a doubt as to the 
accuracy of the location of the northern boundary, 
as delineated on the map. Had there been any dif- 
ferent understanding expressed at the time, it would 
most undoubtedly have come to my knowledge, 
This recollection of my understanding of the views 
entertained and expressed by the members of the 
convention as to the position of our northern bound- 
ary, is fully corroborated by the continued and un- 
interrupted action of the surveyor general’s office, 
with which I have been connected ever since the 
adoption of the constitution. In none of the opera- 
tions of said office has the line run by Sullivan 
been represented as the State boundary; it has uni- 
formly and invariably been treated and considered 
as an Indian boundary; which would not have 
been the case, had the convention thought differ- 
ently; for it cannot be supposed that a matter of 
this importance would have been overlooked or 
forgotten. Iam, therefore, satisfied and convinced 
that I cannot possibly be mistaken. Jt is not with 
me a vague recollection of a transaction with many 
intervening and dormant years; but it is a matter 


which has been constantly before me, in my con- 
eoret 


nexion with the surveyor. generals-et 

would seem incredible to suppose, after such testi- 
mony as this, and from eich a man, (and no one 
stands higher for honor, integrity, and veracity,) 
that any man could still hesitate to believe that the 
northern boundary called for “the rapids of the river 
Des Moines” itself. But this is not all. 

The honorable John D. Cook says: “In conven- 
tion, the subject of boundary was referred to a 
committee, of which I was a member; and all the 
means accessible to that committee were employed 
for the purpose of acquiring correct information 
on the subject. * * The information thus ac- 
quired, left no duubt in my mind of the existence 
ofsuch rapids; and I have no recoilection of any 
other rapids having been spoken of by any meni- 
ber of the committee or of the convention. * * 
It was certainly my understanding at the time, 
and [believe it was that of the members of the 
convention, that the rapids called for in the north- 
ern boundary were rapids in the Des Moines 
river.” 

Itis clear beyond doubt, then, that the conven- 
tion did call for rapids in the river Des Moines. 
With testimony like this, in a court of justice, a 
jury would not hesitate an instant to decide who 
was entitled to the territory in dispute, and that 
decision would be in favor of the claim of Missou- 
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ri. AH we ask is such a decision asa-court of 
justice would give in the case. Í 

Here the Cnam announced the fact that the gen- 
tleman’s hour was out. 


Mr. Epwarbs said that he was not half through. | 
He had not: even offered all his evi- | 


his case. 
dence. He should appeal to the courtesy of the 
House for permission to goon. The case was a 
peculiar one. The House would certainly not un- 
dertake to decide, without hearing the whole of it-- 
at least the whole of the evidence. 

The Car. The gentleman from Missouri 
cannot proceed without the unanimous consent of 
the House. i ; 

Mr. Epwards. Nobody objects; then I can go on. 
I willnow show that there are rapids in the Des 
Moines river itself: : 

{Here a member rose and objected to Mr. Ep- 
warps proceeding. We had rules, and must ad- 
here to them.] 

The Cmar. If objection be made, the gentleman 
from Missouri can proceed no further. 7 

Mr. Epwarps asked if it would be in order to 
offer an amendment to the bill? f i 

The Cuar answered it would, 

Mr. Epwarps then offered the following amend- 
ment: 

Strike out allafter the enacting ċlause, and in- 
sert “That the parallel of latitude which passes 
through thè rapids ofthe Des Moines, at the Great 
Bend in the said river, shall be the northern bound- 
ary of the State of Missouri, from the point where 
it intersects the middle of the main channel of the 
Missouri river to the point where it intersects the 
middle of the main channel of the Des Moines 
river; and the said northern boundary line shall 
run from thence, with the main channel of the 
said river Des Moines, to the Mississippi river, as 
provided in the eonstitution of Missouri.” 

Mr. Epwarps. I claim the floor on this amend- 
ment, and will now proceed with my case. 

The Cuam. The bill and amendment are, in 
substance, the same; and the gentleman from 
Missouri cannot proceed. 

Mr. Epwirns said they were not the same; that 
they were totally different. The bill proposed to 
make the Indian boundary, run by John C. Sulli- 
van in 1816, the State boundary; the amendment 
proposed to make the parallel of latitude which 
runs through the ale of the river Des Moines, 
at the Great Bend, the boundary. They were to- 
tally different. 

The Cuar looked upon them as the same thing, 
and the gentleman from Missouri could not pro- 
ceed. : 

Mr. Epwarps. I think the Chairis wrong; and 
that belief, and the importance of presenting my 
case entire, force me to appeal from the decision. 

The question was put, and the committee sus- 
tained the Chair, and Mr. Epwarops took his seat. 

Mr. A. C. Dopor replied to the arguments of the 
gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. McKay had an amendment which he wished 
to submit, and to which he wished to call theatten- 
tion of the Delegate from Iowa. His vote would 
depend on whether the House would adoptit. He 

_would..observe that, so far as Iowa was concerned 
m this Controversy Tr wasim the. power of the 
House to fix the boundary line; but, with regard to 
Missouri, the case was otherwise—it was not in 
the power of Congress to deprive her of any of 
her territorial rights. The boundaries of Missouri 
were fixed by law when she was a Territory; and 
what these boundaries were, was a Judicial ques- 
tion for the United States courts to decide. The 
proviso he wished to offer was, that this boundary 
line should not be deemed conclusive till the Legis- 
lature of Missouri declared the assent of the State 
to it. 

Mr. Epwanps explained. The boundaries of 
Missouri are fixed by her constitution. They can- 
not be changed by a simple act of the Legislature. 
Tt must be by a change of the constitution. To 
make this change will requirea vote of two-thirds 
of each branch of the Legislature, at two succes- 
sive sessions, and then the assent of Congress. 

After some further remarks from Mr. McKay, 
Mr. G. Davis addressed the committee at length in 
support of the claims of the Territory of Iowa. 

Mr. Epwarps again obtained the floor. 

Mr. Chairman: When my hour expired, I had 
just finished showing that the convention did call 
for rapids in the Des Moines river. I shall now 
proceed to the next point. 

3. There are rapids in the river Des Moines. 


“conclusive against the United States, one of the 


- Lieutenant Lea examined the rapids, and he saw 
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This is the next point to be established; and this I 
shall establish without reference to the testimony of 
any one member of the convention. My first Wit- 
ness is Doctor James Davis, commissioner on the 
part of Iowa herself to ascertain the boundary in 
dispute. To his testimony Iowa will hardly ob- 
ject, even if the United States should. He says: 
“I admit there are rapids in the Des Moines river.” 
Here is the very thing itself— dressed in the proper 
language—neither a word too much, nor a word 
too little. This evidence is. conclusive against 
Iowa; but, as she has only a remote interest tn the 
territory in dispute, the House may not consider it 


real parties in this case. I will therefore inWoduce 
the evidence of other witnesses. Doctor James 
Davis spéaks of several rapids, and notices them 
by name; but I have not time to refer to everything 
at once, The point is, “there are rapids in the 
Des Moines river,” and the commissioner for Iowa 
admits the truth of it. . 

In 1838, A. M. Lea was appointed by the United 
States to run the boundary in dispute. His evi- 
dence will not be questioned even by the United 
States. He is your own witness, Lieutenant Lea 
says: “In ascending the Des,Moines river from its 
mouth, several shallow: places, with swift currents, 
are found below the ‘Great’ Bend; but there is no 
obstruction of magnitude sufficient to deserve the 
appellation of ‘rapids’ below those at the place just 
named,” the Great Bend. There is at the Great 
Bend, ‘at low water, a fall of one or.two feet in 
a distance of abont eighty yards; and, in a part of 
the width of the stream, the water falls perpendicu- 
larly about ten or twelve inches.” Here are two 
important facts stated by your own witness; Ist. 
There isnothing which deserves “the appellation of 
‘rapids’ below those at the Great Bend.” 2d. There 
are “obstructions of magnitude sufficient to deserve - 
the appellation of ‘rapids’ atthe Great Bend.” Lieu- 
tenant Lea says, also, “there are other rapids above 
the Great Bend.” This we admit. . [See House 
Doc. 128, 3d sess. 25th Congress.] Lieutenant Lea 
says: “the water falls perpendicularly about ten or 
twelve inches.” Then the fall is hardly less than 
“two feet in a distance of about eighty yards,” the 
length of the rapids. There was nodam here when 


them in their full extent. 


Captain Guion surveyed the Des Moines in 1841, 
under instructions from the Topographical Bureau, 
He is another of your own officers and own wit- 
nesses, and from whose report your committee has 
drawn bountifully. He surveyed simply for the 
purpose of ascertaining the obstructions to naviga- 
tion, and not with reference to any particular rapids. 
He says the obstructions in the Des Moines ‘‘con- 
sist of slight rapids, termed by the boatmen ‘ripples.’” 
He marked twelve rapids. He says: “I was met 
by a considerable flood of water in ascending,” and 
he does not give the fallin any of the rapids, and 
probably for this reason. But he states the import- 
ant fact, that there are rapids in the river Des 
Moines itself. 


Lieutenant J. C. Fremont, another of your own 
officers and witnesses, and one from whom your 
committee has drawn information also, made a sur- 
vey of the Des Moines in 1841. He’ says: “The 
bed of the river is sand and gravel, and sometimes 
rock, of which the rapids generally consist. * 

* * The most considerable rapid above 
the Great Bend is at the head of the island above 
Keokuc’s village.” He speaks, also, of other rap- 
ids. It is useless to refer to the evidence of officers 
appointed on the part of the State of Missouri to 
ascertain the true location of the Northern bounda- 
ry. This evidence is sufficient to establish the 
point that there are rapids in the Des Moines it- 
self, without more, unless those who are to decide 
the case are determined on not believing any- 
thing. 

i lie first report of the Commiltee on Territo- 
ries, made in 1840, “the committee admits that the 
name of the rapids, called for in the boundary of that 
State, would indicate their situation to be in the 
river Des Moines,” and they admit that. “the two 
first rapids in that river have each but a fall ofabout 
two feet in about eighty yards.”—[ House Document 
No. 2, Ist session 26th Congress.] This is an ad- 
mission on the part of your committee, that there 
are rapids in the river Des Moines itself, and yet, 
strange as it may appear, in the next report, made 
in 1842, your committee says, in so many words, 
“there are no rapids in the Des Moimes.”—-House 
Doc. No, 791, page 6, 2d session 27th Congress, 


July, 4842. 


7 


27TH Cona... 3p Sess. 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


aus 


. Inthe main, the committee may have been differ- 
“ently organized; yet both reports are drawn_up by 
the same member, and without any additional testi- 
mony on this point, except that of Captain Guion 
and Lieutenant Fremont, both of whoin say there 
are rapids in the Des Moines. 1 allude to this be- 
` eause.it indicates a disposition to waive the facts, 
: Gnstead of meeting them openly, and deciding the 
‘ease according to the Jaw and the facis. You have 
ihe power to save us the necessity of resorting to 
the courts. If we are right, you ought to do so. 
‘There is no wisdom in perplexing us, when you 
have nothing to gain by it. We wish to avoid any 
ill-feeling between ourselves and our near neigh- 
bor, the Territory of Iowa. You should aid us in 
doing so. 

I have now shown that the convention believed 
there: were rapids in the Des Moines; that they called 
for rapids in the Des Moines; and that there are 
rapids inthe Des Moines. The nexiinquiry would 
naturally be, what rapids in the river Des Moines 
did the convention call for? But as the committee 
have discredited their own officers and their own 
witnesses, and have decided that “there are no rap- 
ids in the river Des Moines,” and that “they are rip- 
ples merely,” ard as the House may-be disposed to 
adopt the opinions of the committee now advanced 

„against their former admissions, I shall next at- 
tempt to show the magnitude ‘of these rapids, and 
that one`of them, at least, is entitled to that appel- 
lation. 

4. Then let us inquire what are rapids; and let 
us lookat the size and magnitude of these rapids in 
the river Des Moines. Rapids are that part of a 
river where the current runs with more celerity 
than the common current; and they imply a consid- 

. erable descent of the earth, but not sufficient to cause 
a fall of the water, or what is called a cascade, or 
cataract. This is Websters definition; and itis cer- 
tainly a very good one, Rapids, then, are some- 
thing less than a cataract, a cascade, or a fall; and 
something greater than a shallow, a shoal, or a rip- 

le. Lieutenant Lea says, in speaking of the Great 

end, “there is, at low water, a fall of one or two 
feet in a distance of about eighty yards; and in part 
of the width of the stream, the water falls perpen- 
dicularly about ten or twelve inches.” Atthis point 
the river is about six hundred feet wide. This per- 
pendicular fall of twelve inches, as I am informed, 
runs from three to four hundred teet across the 
river. This perpendicular fall is at the foot of the 
rapids.. The rapids are about eighty yards long; 
and the other twelve inches of the fall in the water 
are in the eighty yards above the perpendicular fall. 

_ In the report made in 1840, the Committee on Ter- 
ritories said: “The first two rapids in that river 
have each but a fall of two feet in about eighty 
yards.” This admission was made by taking the 
evidence as they found it. Captain Guion says he 
was met by a flood when he surveyed the river; and 
he does not give the fall of any ofthe rapids. 

Lieutenant Fremont speaks of the falls at the 
Great Bend as well as others. He says: “The rap- 
idof the Great Bend * * * hasa fall of twelve 
inches; and, so far as I could ascertain, had formerly 
a depth of eighteen inches at low water. Adam 
has been built at this place.” ‘The fall of “twelve 
inches” here spoken of is the perpendicular fall. 


“A dam has been built at this place.” “Fhisdam._ 


is near this fall, and backs the water over the fall 
in the eighty yards above, and thus prevented 
Lieutenant Fremont from seeing any but the per- 
pendicalar fall. 

Lieutenant Lea saw the rapids before the dam 
was built. At low-water mark there is an abrupt 
fallin part of the width of the stream of “about ten 
or twelve inches,” ‘[his seems to be sufficient to 
constitute a “rapids;” itborders closely on a “falls.” 
A declension of two feet in eighty yards, witha per- 
pendicular fall at the footof them of “ten or twelve 
inches,” through the whole width of the stream, 
would evidently have entitled the place to the ap- 
pellation of “falis;” but, as the perpendicular fall 
was only “in part of the width of the stream,” and 
that, of course, irregular and broken, it is probable 
that few points could have deserved better the ap- 
pellation of a “rapids,” as distinguishing it from a 
“fall” or “cascade,” or “cataract,” either of which 
might have been higher on the one hand; or froma 
“shallow,” which might have either a rock or grav- 
el bottom, with little current; or from a “ripple,” 
with scarcely any fall,and not much current; or 
from a“shoal,” which always has a “gravel bot- 
tom.” , 

But, as to the amount of declension here, itis suf- 
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ficiently great, whether it be one or two feet in 
eighty yards. Koi 

The fall of the “Des Moines rapids” in the Mis- 
sissippi river is but twenty-four feet in fourteen 
miles. This is a fallof less than one inch—-bare- 
ly over three quarters—in every eighty yards. The 
fallatthe rapids of the Great Bend inthe Des Moines 
is from -twelve to -twenty-four inches in eighty 
yards. Ifafall of less than one inch in eighty 
yards will make a “rapids” in one river, a fall of 
twelve inches in eighty yards, in another river, 
would constitute a pretty fair claim to the appella- 
tion of “rapids” also; and.a declension of two feet 
in eighty yards would give the claim beyond all 
dispute. A declension of twelve inches in eighty 
yards would give, in fourteen miles, a fall of three 
hundred feet and upwards; and a fall of two feetin 
eighty yards would give, in fourteen miles, a fall of 
six hundred feetand upwards; while the rapids in 
the Mississippi fall, in ‘fourteen miles, but twenty- 
four feet. Your committee admit that there are 
other rapids in the Des Moines stil] larger than 
these; but higher up. (See report 1842, page 4.) 
They admit and deny everything; they admit there 
are rapids, and they deny that there are rapids. 
But these rapids are of sufficient magnitude to de- 
serve the appellation of rapids; and this is what I 
wanted to prove here. 

But suppose, as the committee assert, that 
“there are no rapids in the Des Moines river:” 
what shall be done? Itis clear that the conven- 
tion thought there were rapids in the Des Moines 
river. It isequally clear that the convention called 
for rapids in the Des Moines river. As this is so, 
you cannot drive’ us out of the Des Moinesriver, 
and into the Mississippi river. Our bearing point 
must still remain where it was fixed originally—in 
the Des Moines river itself. If there be no rapids 
there of great magnitude, we must then take that 
fall or declension of the water in said river, which 
bears the nearest approach to a rapids. This is 
what must be done. Nothing else can be done. 

5, The convention did not call for rapids in the 
Mississippi river. The members of the convention 
are clear on this point. I will make the extracts 
from the evidence as shortas possible. Ramsey 
says: “Iwill only add, that neither in nor out of the 
convention, during its session, did I ever hear the 
rapids.in the Mississippi mentioned as in any way 
connected with the northern boundary of this 
State.” Bates says: “I am satisfied that, for ten 
years afier the formation of the constitution, I 
never heard it suggested that the rapids of the 
Mississippi river had any relation whatever to the 
designation of our northern boundary. I believe 
it was an afterthought.” Cook says: “I have no 
recollection of any other rapids having been spoken 
of by any member of the committee or of the con- 
vention; and, indeed, I had no knowledge or infor- 
mation of the existence of the rapids in the Missis- 
sippi, called the Des Moines rapids, until afier the 
dispute respecting the northern boundary of this 
State had arisen.” Scott says: “I am satisfied that 
the committee, and Congress, and the convention, 
all meant and intended the rapids in the river 
Des Moines itself, which were then known to ex- 
ist, and were spoken of, and not the rapids in the 
Mississippi river. Clearer, more positive, more 
unequivocal, more pertinent testimony, never was 
given in any case, to establish any point. The 
convention, then, did not call for rapids in the Mis- 
sissippi river. , 

But, aside from the evidence, the language used 
in the constitution is itself clear, and distinct, and 
unequivocal, so far as any ambiguity, in reference 
to the river in which the rapids are to be found, 
exists. I admit that, since it has been ascertained 
that there are more rapids in the river Des Moines 
than one, there isan ambiguity as to the rapids in 
that river which the convention called for. But 
that there is any doubt, from the character of the 
language used, whether they called for rapids in 
the river Des Moines or in the Mississippi river, I 
uiterly deny. The phrase which is attempted to 
be made ambiguous is, “the rapids of the river 
Des Moines;” but there is no ambiguity in it in ref- 
erence to the river called for, This phrase means 
“the rapids iz the river Des Moines.” The “falls 
of the Ohio.” There isno ambiguity here. This 
means “the falls in the Ohio.” ‘The falls of the 
Niagara.” There is no ambiguity here. ` This 
means “the falls in the Niagara.” “The falls ofthe 
St. Anthony.” There is no ambiguity here, This 
means “the falls in the St. Anthony.” “The 
rapids of the Mississippi.” There is no am- 


biguity here. This means “the rapids in. the Mis- 
sissippi. “The rapids of the river Des Moines.”. 
Why fasten an ambiguity here? This means “the 
rapids in the Des Moines;” and man had totax his 
keenest ingenuity, in perverting language from its 
proper use, before he could torture this expression, 
to make it mean rapids in the. Mississippi river. 
If the convention. had called forthe “Des Moines 
rapids,” then an ambiguity, as tothe river io which 
these rapids were to be found, might have existed. 
“Des Moines rapids” would naturally mean “rapids 
of the river Des Moines;” and we know that “Des 
Moines rapids,” by custom, now means, and has for 
a long time meant, certain rapids in the Missis- 
sippi river. An ambiguity might then have exist- 
ed, if the phrase “Des Moines rapids” had been 
used; but that the „phrase “the rapids of the river 
Des Moines” should be considered ambiguous, as 
to the river in which the rapids were to be found, 
is, indeed, strange enough. 

6, The convention did call for the rapids atthe 
Great Bend in the Des Moines river. "The evi- 
dence in support of this point is less clear and less 
abundant than in support of some of the other 
points, There are several rapids above those at 
the Great Bend, and some of them are said to be 
even larger than those atthe Great Bend. General 
Milburn says: “My recollection is distinct rela- 
tive to the northern boundary of the State, as de- 
lineated on the map. It was represented at some 
short distance north of the Indian boundary ran 
by John ©. Sullivan in 1816, and as striking the 
rapids in the river Des Moines.” Sullivan had 
runthe Indian boundary line four years before the 
State constitation was formed, and had visited the 
rapids at the Great Bend, and had examined them, 
and was able’ to give correct information in regard 
to them. Our committee are inconsistent and con- 
tradictory in their report, In one place they say, 
“there are no rapids in the Des Moines.” In 
another page they tell us that the rapidsat the Great 
Bend “are not the first, by three, in ascending the 
river.” Not the first by three! This is not only 
giving us rapids in the river Des Moines; but it is 
giving us one more than anybody else has ever 
pretended to find, and three more than anybody, 
whose business it was really to look for rapids, has 
ever found below the Great Bend, Captain Guion 
surveyed the river to find the obstructions to navi- 
gation. He mixes them all together, and says 
there are six rapids or “ripples” “in the first hun- 
dred miles in ascending from the mouth:” “one at 
Keosauque,” [the Great Bend;] another “about ten 
miles lower down;” “three in forty miles above 
the mill-dam at Keosauque,” [the Great Bends] 
and “one in forty miles, [ofthe mouth,] having a 
gravel bottom.” This makes thee above the Great 
Bend; one at the Great Bend, is the fourth; one 
ten miles below, is the fifth; and one in forty miles 
ofthe mouth, is the sixth: making the six in the 
first one hundred miles; and, if I am capable of 
counting, only two below the Great Bend, and the 
lowest of these has a gravel bottom. Let it be re- 
membered that this officer and witness says they 
are “slight rapids, termed by the boatmen ripples;” 
and that he says, “I was met in my ascent by a 
considerable flood; and then the appearance of the 
rapids to him will be.easily accounted for. In 
high water they looked. like ripples merely, and 
they all looked alike. Lieutenant Fremont says, 
“Another dam has been buill at a rapid twelve 
miles lower down, [than the Great Bend,} where 
the river was six hundred and fifty feet wide. The 
fall + + * * was represented to me as slight.” 
This is the rapid which Captain Guion fixes ten 
miles below the Great Bend. “Four and a half 
miles lower down, another dam isin the course of 
construction, but the rapid here is inconsiderable.” 
This is the last noticed by Lieutenant Fremont,and 
is the same noticed by Captain Guion, within 
forty miles of the mouth, They differ slightly in 
distances; but Lieutenant Fremont seems to have 
been more particular than Captain Guion. 

The lowest he fixes four miles and a half below 
the next above, and the next only twelve miles 
below the Great Bend. Guion says ten. This 
first one has a “gravel bottom,” and an “inconsider. 
able” current. The committee say, “ihere are 
no rapids in the river Des Moines.” Of course 
then, they would not count this “gravel bottom,’ 
with “inconsiderable” current, as one. The nex 
is six hundred and fifty feet wide—a little above 
the usual width of the river—the current “slight, 
and of course owing to the great width and wan 
of fall, And this the committee would not con 
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Sider a rapids either. 
the Great Bend. ; 
But Lieutenant Lea examined the river especi- 
ally in reference to the boundary question and the 
‘existence of rapids. He is your own officer and 
your own witness, and you must not discredit 
him. He says: “Several shallow places, with 
swift currents, ‘are found below the Great Bend; 
but there is no obstruction of magnitude sufficient 
the appellation of ‘rapids,’ 
below those at the place thus named, where there 
is, at low water, a fall of one or two feet in about 
{ This settles the question that the 
‘first rapids are at the Great Bend. Commission- 
ers, appointed on the part of the State of Missouri 
to examine the river, report the rapids at the 
Great Bend as “the first rapids in the river Des 
Moines: above the mouth.” Lieutenant Lea far- 
ther says, the line “passing through the Des 
Moines river at the Great Bend is understood to 
be the line claimed by the State of Missouri; and 
if any rapids in the Des Moines river ought to be 
regarded as the governing point, I believe that 
these should. be taken, as being the best known on 
account of their proximity to the mouth and tothe 
old boundary, * * * Should Congress be of 
: opinion that the fourth line, or the line passing 
through the rapids in the Des Moines river, isthe 
true boundary, I would respecifolly recommend 
the definitive adoption of the line already run 
through that point by the authority of the State of 
Missoari. It was carefully surveyed and marked 
by Joseph C. Brown, of St, Louis, a gentleman in 
every way qualified to perform the duty.” There 
are, then, no rapids below those at the Great Bend, 
according tothe report of your own commissioner, 
In. claiming the rapids at the Great Bend, then, 
we claim the least we are entitled to—we claim 
the lowest rapids in the river. If you insist on 
forcing us higher up, we cannot help that. That 
will be your fault, and not ours. e show our 
moderation by demanding as little as we can—the 
lowest rapids. 


The next argument to prove that the rapids in 
‘the Great Bend are the rapids called for in fixing 
our northern boundary, has, singularly enough, 
‘been perverted by the committee into an argument 
to prove that we had never called for rapids in the 
river Des Moines. {n the report made in 1840, 
your committee says, ‘the next task is to identify 
the rapids of the river Des Moines,” referred to in 
the boundary of Missouri. The mind is struck by 
the fact that these rapids are not placed in the 
northern boundary line, but are introduced tor the 
purpose of fixing a parallel of latitude, upon which 
the western line should terminate; and when this 
parallel is thus located, the northern line is re- 
quired to pursue it east, “to the middle of the chan- 
nel of the main fork of the river Des Moines. > 

* * * ft cannot be readily con- 
ceived that a rapids of such note and importance as 
to define a parallel of latitude, upon which one 
line of a great State was made to terminate, and 
along which another line was made to run and cor- 
ner upon them, should yet not be called for in the 
description of the line. An object so we 
lated to give the desired permanent Wotdriety to the 
boundary lines of a member of this confederacy, 
would doubtless have been introduced in setting 
them forth in the charter of its existence.” [House 
Doe, No, 2, ist sess. 261h Congress, pages 4 and 5.] 
Now, nothing is more easily explained than all 
this; and it seems to me that nothing is more natu- 
ral than the manner of describing the northern 
boundary adopted by the convention; and that man- 
net of describing shows, beyond a doubt, that new, 
and unexplored, and uninhabited as the country 
was, yet the convention had information enough 
about it to know whatthey were doing, and also 
that they did call. tor rapids at the Great Bend, and 
not for rapids higher up the Des Moines river. It 
shows, also, how the truth will unfold itself, and 
how plain it may be made. Here I must ask a 
reference to the chart of the Des Moines river, 
and .of the northern boundary, as made out by 
Lieutenant Lea, and attached to his report. It will 
be seen by this chart, that there is a great bend in 
the Des Moines river at this point, and that the 
rapids are on the east side of this great bend, and 
that the river runs some miles south of thé rapids, 
and before it reaches the rapids. The rapids are 
not called for in the description of the northern 
boundary. The northern boundary runs east, 
“along the parallel of latitude which passes through 


The first rapids, then i a 


aa) 


and into the Mississippi river, 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 
Missouri Boundary Line—Mr. J. C. Edwards. 


the rapids of the river Des Moines.” These rapids 
are on the east side of thebend. “The north bound- 
ary, in following the parallel of latitude from west 
to east, encounters “the middle of the channel of 
the main fork of the Des Moines” several miles 
before it reaches the “rapids” themselves. To have 
pursued. the parallel of latitude until it passed 
through the “rapids,” would have taken the line 
acrossthe Des Moines river, and would have in- 
cluded, in the State of Missouri, several hundred, 
and perhaps several thousand acres of land, lying 
on the north side of the Des Moines river. ‘This 
the convention wanted to avoid; they wanted the 
Des Moines river to be the boundary line. To 
make it so, when the north. boundary reached the 
main channel of the main fork of that river, they 
changed the direction of the boundary, and ran 
down the middle of the main channel of the main 
fork of that river tothe mouth. If theline had fol- 
lowed a parallel of latitude running through any 
other rapids in this river, the rapids should have 
been called for in closing the boundary; because a 
parallel of latitude passing through any other rapids 
in this river, would have struck the river, for the 
first time, at the rapids themselves. It is not so at 
the Great Bend; and these are the only rapids in 
the Des Moines river where it isnot so. This pe- 
culiar manner of describing the northern boundary 
clearly fixes the rapids in the Great Bend as the 
rapids called for in describing that boundary, and 
annihilates the argument of the committee that these 
rapids had not been called for, and that they were, 
therefore, in the Mississippi river. 

{t may not be in order to say that this error in the 
report of 1840 was pointed out:to the present Com- 
mittee on the Territories, and the matter explained 
to them. At all events, they abandon the argu- 
ment in the first report, but still maintain the same 
position, but by a different argument, in the report 
of this session. Your committee now says that, 
“as the line on the northern border of Missouri, 
upon the hgpothesis assumed by her, would inter- 
sect the rapids named in her boundary, the almost 
irresistible presumption is, that those rapids would 
have been referred to in the description of this line, 
It would be strange indeed, if, beforehand, Con- 
gress should recognise these rapids as of such prom- 
inent consequence as to define upon them a parallel 
of latitude which should arrest the course of the 
western line, and should then conduct the northern 
line along this parallel to the Des Moines river, 
and then along the middle of the main channel 
thereof, passing through these same rapids, and yet 
should wholly omit to mention them in the descrip- 
tion of this line. Nor is this position weakened by 
the fact that the northern line would strike the river 
in the bend above the rapids. * * * = It would 
be difficult, indeed, to believe that, impressed, as 
Congress mnst have been, with the important char- 
acter of these rapids, it yet should establish this 
line so as to cut them in the centre, and yet make 
no mention of them as in any way connected with 
it. How easy and natural it would have been, after 
having proceeded with the boundary to the river 
Des Moines, to have added, “thence down said 
river, in the middle of the main channel thereof, 
z through lae centre of the rapids aforesaid, to 

the mouth of the satd Ter, Where it empties into 
the Mississippi.” I admit this would have been 
“easy,” but not more “easy” than idle, and silly, 
and foolish; because the Jine was not apt to be 
lost as lang as it was to follow the middle of the 
main channel of a river six hundred feet wide. 
But the convention did not do everything which 
was “easy” to be done, Let me give an example: 
“The rapids or the river Des Moines.” The com- 
mittee says this means the rapids or the Mississippi 
river. Jf the convention so meant, how “easy” it 
would have been to have said “the rapids of the 
river Des Moines” in the river Mississippi. An- 
other example: If the convention had wanted rap- 
ids in the Mississippi river, and had only called 
for the “Des Moines rapids” in the Mississippi 
river, this would have fixed the rapids in that river 
beyond all question; and this would have been 
“easy;” but they did not do so. Then, if the con- 
vention called for rapids in the Mississippi river, 
they did not do things in the easiest manner; but, in 
this case, adopted the most difficult of all modes, 
except one, of accomplishing their object. If the 
convention had called for “the rapids im the river 
Des Moines,” and not for “the rapids of the river 
Des Moines,” then I believe it would have been a 
litle more difficult to have driven us from home, 
than it is now; but 
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not much more so. Then, our convention did not 
do everything which was “easy,” 

But l am disposed to treat this argument serious. 
ly, although the committee have shifted from the 
grounds assumed in their first report. Beaten trom 
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their position, they should have surrendered. That H 


ride which makes us adhere to an opinion when 
convinced that that opinion is unfounded, is an 
erroneous pride. In such cases it is more manly 
to acknowledge our error than to assume another 
false position, Butthe committee has waived the 
former, and chosen the. latter course. 

The committee now says, that although ‘the 
northern boundary comes in contact with the Des 
Moines river several miles before it reaches the 
rapids atthe Great Bend, and then takesa new 
direction “down the middle of the main channel of 
said river,” yet, in passing the rapids below, the 
boundary should take a passing notice of these 
rapids. “The prominent objects through which a 
boundary passes should be named.” If this be true 
with reference to the northern boundary, it is also 
true, and equally so, with reference to the western 


boundary. Letus then see whether the prominent © j 


objects in the western boundary were called for in 
describing that boundary. 

The southern boundary runs west, along the 
parallel of latitude thirty-six degrees thirty min- 
utes, “to a point where the said parallel of latitude 
is intersected by a meridian line passing through 
the middle of the mouth of the Kansas river, where 
the same empties into the Missouri river.” Here 
is a prominent object near the centre of the western 
line—“the mouth of the Kansas river”—and this, 
according to the committee, must be called for in 
describing that line. Butthisisa description of 
the southern line, It runs to said meridian line— 
that passing through the mouth of the Kansas river— 
and then stops. Then commences the description 
of the western boundary. This starts at the termi- 
nation of the southern boundary, andis in these 
words: “Thence, from the point aforesaid, north, 
along the said meridian line, to the intersection of 
the parallel of latitude which passes through the 
rapids of the river Des Moines, making the said 
Jine correspond with the Indian boundary line.” 
This is the description of the western boundary, 
and yet the prominent object--the object which 
fixes the meridian on which it runs--“the mouth 
ofthe Kansas river’—is not once mentioned in 
describing this boundary. If a failure to call for 
the “rapids” in the northern boundary unsettles the 
northern boundary, then, by the same rule, a failure 
to call for the “mouth of the Kansas,” in the west- 
ern boundary, unsettles the western boundary, 
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But the western boundary is not affected by this - 


failure to call for the “mouth of the Kansas,” No 
more, then, is the northern boundary affected by a 
failure to call for the “rapids.” The “mouth ofthe 
Kansas” is notonce mentioned in describing the 
western boundary. 

Nor are “the rapids of the river Des Moines” 
once mentioned in describing the northern boun- 
dary. They are introduced as descriptive of the 
western boundary. They fix the parallel of lat- 
itude on which the western boundary is to termi- 
nate. The southern boundary ends at the merid« 
ian, passing through the mouth of the Kansas, 
The western boundary commences here, and runs 
“thence, from the point aforesaid,” to “the parallel 
of latitude which passes through the rapids of the 
river Des Moines.” ‘This parallel of latitude the 
western bourdary intersects, and here terminates; 
and here starts the northern boundary; and this 
rons “thence east, from the point of intersection 
last aforesaid, along the said parallel of latitude, 
to the middle of the channel of the main fork of 
the said river Des Moines; thence, down and along 
the middle of the main channel of the said river 
Des Moines, to the mouth of the same.” This is 
the description of the northern boundary. The 
“rapids” are not once mentioned in it, any more 
than was the “mouth of the Kansas” mentioned in 
describing the western boundary. It was wholly 
useless to do so, When you fix the termination of 
the western boundary, then you have the beginning 
of the northern boundary. ` The termination of the 
western boundary isthe “parallel of latitude which 
passes through the rapids of the river Des Moines,” 
At this termination the northern boundary begins, 
Along this parallel of latitude the northern bound- 
ary runs. No point need be called for along this 
parallel of Jatitude till you-cease to follow it. In 
following it, the first objeot you strike, which 
changes your direction, should be mentioned, This 
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is done. We strike the Des Moines river several 
. miles before we reach the “rapids”—we run to the 
middle of the channel of the main. fork—we call 
for this point—we then change our direction, and 
follow the middle of the main channel of the river 
: Des Moines, and we pass through. the rapids at the 
Great Bend in the Des Moines, and do not notice 
them. any more than we did the “mouth of the 
Kansas” in running the western boundary through 
that; nor was it necessary to doso. But the com- 
_ mittee insists that it if not sufficiently certain to say 
we are going down the middle of the main channel 
of the river- Des Moines, We mustsay “we are 
_ passing through the rapids at the Great Bend.” 
This was surely unnecessary, if not worse than 
useless. 

Jadmit that, if the “mouth of the Kansas” had 
been the terminating point of the western boundary, 
then the mouth of that river should have been call- 
ed for in the description of the western boundary. So, 
ifthenorthern boundary had run along the parallel of 
latitude up to “the rapids of the river Des Moines,” 
and had there changed its direction, thenthe “rap- 


ids” should have been called for, also. In this case,~ 


the description should have been in these words: 
thence east from the point of intersection aforesaid, 
along the said parallel of latitude, to “the middle of 
the rapids of the river Des Moines;” and thence 
down the middle of the main channel of the main 
fork of said river, calling for none of the “ripples” 
or “rapids” below. As the rapids are not called for 
‘atthe closing of the northern boundary on the Des 
Moines river, it seems conclusive that the rapids at 
the Great Bend are the rapids called for by the con- 
vention. The line would have struck the rapids at 
„any other point as soon as it reached the river; but 
not so at this point: and this is the only point where 
itis not so. 


But the rapids at the Great Bend are, no doubt, 
the rapids called for by the constitution. But, under 
the usual rule of construction, if we had no evi- 
dence, we might be entitled to rapids much higher 
Tpihe Des Moines than those at the Great Bend. 

hen a line calls for a long or a large object as a 
bearing point, without designating the particular 
object called for, the line must be fixed in the cen- 
tre of the object. When a line calls for several ob- 
jects as a bearing point, the medium point between 
them is the true position forthe line. When a line 
calls for one of several objects, without designating 
the particular object, the true position is on that ob- 
ject nearest the centre of the several called for. Un- 
der this rule, if our evidence does not show that we 
are entitled to the rapids at the Great Bend, then we 
are entitled to rapids still higher up. 

7. There areno rapids below the Great Bend. I 
have, in part, shown this in the preceding part of 
my argument. There is a ripple ten miles below, 
according to Captain Guion, and twelve, according 
to Lieutenant Fremont. The fallis “‘slight;” but 
neither of them fixes it at anything—not so much as 
five inches. There is a shoal with a “gravel bot- 
tom,” with an “inconsiterable” current, four miles 
anda half Jower down, according to Lieutenant 
Fremont, and “forty miles above the mouth,” ac- 
cording to Captain Guion. Of course this is no 
“rapids’-—having a gravel bottom, and but little cur- 
yent, There are no others below the Great.Bend. 


Lieutenant Lea says “there is no obstruction of” 


magnitude sufficient to deserve the **** appellation 
of ‘rapids’ below those at the Great Bend.” (See 
his report, Doc. No. 128, 3d sess. 25th Cong., p. 6.) 
These are,all your own witnesses, and you should 
not discredit them. The evidence of Lieutenant 
Lea, especially, is entitled to weight. He surveyed 
with reference tothis very question. The other 
gentlemen did not. He was looking for rap- 
ids. They were looking for obstructions to 
navigation. You should credit Lieutenant Lea, 
then, when he tells you there are no obstruc- 
tions which deserve the name of rapids below the 
Great Bend. The commissioners appointed by the 
State of Missouri to examine the Des Moines riv- 
er, report, also, thatthere are no rapids below the 
Great Bend. The truth is, the two points below 
the Great Bend, which the committee sometimes 
dignify with the appellation of rapids, have really 
a fall of but five or six inches in fifty or one hun- 
dred yards; and of course are not rapids, and hardly 
“ripples.” 

1 have now shown: Ist. That the act of Congress 
of March 6, 1820, does not give boundaries to the 
Staie of Missouri; 2d. That the constitution of the 
State, sanctioned by the act of Congress of 2d 
March, 1821, admitting Missouri into the Union, 


does give boundaries to the State; 3d. That the 
eonvention which adopted the State constitution be- 
lieved there were rapids in the Des Moines river, 
4th. That they called for rapids in the Des Moines 
river; 5th. That there are rapids in the Des Moines 
river; 6th. That the rapids at the Great Bend are of 
considerable size and magnitude, and distinctly 
marked, and the first in ascending the river; 7th. 
That the convention did not call for rapids in the 
Mississippi river; and 8th. That they did call for 
rapids at the Great Bend, in the Des Moines 
river. 

If the first act of Congress were the controlling 
instrument, and gave the boundaries to the State, 
and not the constitution of the State, sanctioned by 
the second act of Congress, still our evidence would 
show us entitled to the boundary we claim, even 
under the act of Congress. The evidence to ex- 
plain the ambiguity in the act of Congress, as well 
as that in the conslitutionof the State, shows that 
the rapids called-for were in the river Des Moines 
itself, and'not in the Mississippi river. 

Tn reference to the ambiguity in the act of Con- 
gress, I think I hazard but little in saying that there 
is but one man now living who can testify with any 
certainty. That man is the honorable John Scott, 
who was the delegate from the Territory of Mis- 
souri, and who was chairman of the committee; 
and who drew up the act of Congress in which this 
ambiguity is found. The ambiguous words are, 
“the rapids of the river Des Moines.” Were they 
yapids in the Des Moines river, or were they rapids 
in the Mississippi river? 

The honorable John Scott says: 

“At the time the act of Gth of March, 1820, was 
passed by Congress, authorizing the people of Mis- 
souri to form a constitution and State Government, 
thegeneral geography was but little, and the topog- 
raphy of that part of the State still Jess known. I 
(who represented the country) knew so little, that I 
had to rely on the information of others in regard 
to the lines. Lapplied to several for information. 
* * * * They all concurred that there 
were rapids in the Des Moines river itself, some 
sixty miles from the mouth. * * * * J 
am entirely stire that the rapids spoken of in the 
bill, and intended by the committee, were the rap- 
ids in the Des Moines river itself, and not the rap- 
ids in the Mississippi river, called, from their prox- 
imity to the mouth of the Des Moines river, the 
‘Des Moines rapids.’ ” 

This evidence is clear, unequivocal, and to the 
point,- It explains the ambiguity in the act of Con- 
gress, and fixes the meaning of that act beyond the 
possibility of a doubt. It settles the point that, by 
the expression “the rapids of the river Des Moines,” 
Congress meant the rapids in the river Des Moines 
itself, and not rapids in the Mississippi river. I de- 
fy the introduction of any other witness to prove the 

reverse of this. It cannot be done, because this is 

true. The credibility, the respectability, and the 
entire veracity of our witness, is unquestionable. 

He speaks to the point, positively, unequivocally, 

and conclusively. Then, with him who believes 
the act of Congress gives boundaries to our State, 
this settles the matter. p 

This would seem to close my case in reference 
to the northern boundary; and I would leave that 

~“pouridary here, if some arguments of the committee 

did not seem to require an answer. 

The committee finds an ambiguity in the use of 
the word “of.” “The rapids ‘of’ the river Des 
Moines.” This phrase does not mean the rapids 
tin”? the river Des Moines, according to the com- 
mittee, but means the “Des Moines rapids,” in 
the Mississippi river. In the general, too, it would 
mean the rapids “in” the Des Moines river; but in 
this particular case it does not. Yet, in their re- 
port of 1840, “the committee admit that thename 
of the rapids, called for in the boundary of that State, 
would indicate their situation to be ‘in’ the river 
Des Moines.” — See p. 6 of that report. 

In the report of this session, the committee says, 
“it isnot ‘a rapids in,’ but ‘the rapids of the river 
Des Moines,’ which was thought worthy to be asso- 
ciated with those other conspicuous and everlasting 
monuments of divisional State lines.” The “Des 
Moines rapids, inthe Mississippi river, were called 
for;” then it follows that the “rapids of the river 
Des Moines” are rapids in the Mississippi river. 
“What a conspicuous and everlasung monument” 
of sophistry and perversion of language! “The 
Falis of the Ohio,” the “Falls of the Potomac,” 
‘the Falls of the St. Peter’s,” “the Falls of the 
Niagara,” do not mean falls “in” those several 


rivers, as the committee would construe the lan- 
guage. “The rapids of the Mississippi river” do 
not mean rapids in that river. “Thence, down’ 
along the middle ‘of’ the main channel ‘of’ the 


. the said river Des Moines, to the mouth of the 


same,” does not mean “in” the Des Moines river, 
according to our committee. To express this 
meaning, the language should be: “thence, down 
along the middle, ‘in’ the main channel, ‘in’ the * 
Des Moines, tothe mouth.” This would have been 
clear, but the phrase is very ambiguous as the 
word “of” was used; and, perhaps, the committee 
would rather incline to the belief that “the middle 
‘of? the main channel ‘of’ the Des Moines,” was 
in the middle in the main channel im the Missis- 
sippi river; but such perversion of language is 
unbecoming grave legislators. They should look 
at things as they are, and meet the truth as it 
comes, and pervert nothing. There is an ambi- 
guily as to what “rapids of the river Des Moines” 
were meant. The convention did not know at the 
time that there was more than one rapids in the 
Des Moines; but there is no ambiguity as to the 
river in which these rapids are to be found. 

If the convention had used the expression “Des 
Moines rapids,” then there would have been an 
ambiguity as to the river in which we were to 
look for these rapids. The phrase “Des Moines 
rapids,” would readily indicate rapids in the river 
Des Moines; and a stranger, knowing nothing of 
the rapids, would look in that river to find them. 
But the history of the country shows us that there 
are rapids in the Mississippi river, called the “Des 
Moines rapids;” because they are near the mouth 
of Des Moines river, and to distinguish them from 
the “Rock river rapids” in the Mississippi, near 
the mouth of Rock river. 


In this state of the case, a stranger might well 
have hesitated whether to look for the rapids in 
the Des Moines river or in the Mississippi river. 
He would reason in this way: the “Des Moines 
rapids” should be in the Des Moines river; but 
there are “Des Moines rapids” in the Miisissippt 
also; and yet if the convention had called for the 
latter, to make the description certain, they should 
have said the “Des Moines rapids” in the Missis- 
sippi river. This would have been adding but 
four words, and would have fixed the boundary 
beyond all doubt on the rapids of the Mississippi. 
But to have used the phrase “Des Moines rapids,” 
andto have omitted the words ‘in the Mississippi 
river,” would have left the constitution ambiguous 
as to the river called for, and have left the north 
boundary floating between “the rapids of the river 
Des Moines,” and “the rapids of the Mississippi 
river.” And in that case, the State of Missouri 
might well have contended that the rapids were in 
the Des Moines river. Then to say that the ex- 


-pression “the rapids of the river Des Moines” 


means rapids in the Mississippi river, is “pre- 
posterous and absurd.” F 

In the report of 1840, the committee says: “A 
boundary line, as stable and enduring as the Des 
Moines rapids of the Mississippi, and as certain 
as the operations of science, was prescribed.” See 
page 7, In 1842, the committee says: “It was the 
‘Des Moines rapids,’ in the great ‘father of waters,’ 
that Congress adopted and set forth.as. one. of. the 
most prominent monuments in all the boundary of 
Missouri.” See page 11. Here the committee la- 
bors under the mistake of supposing the first act of 
Congress controlled the boundary, and not the con- 
stitution of the State, sanctioned by the second act 
of Congress, admitting the State into the Union. 
They overlook also the testimony of John Scott, 
which is clear and conclusive on this point, and 
would be so decided in any court of justice in the 
Union, or the world. He was our Delegate. He 
drew up the first act of Congress. He says he “ap- 
plied to several for information;” that “they all 
concurred that there were rapids in the river. Des 
Moines itself;” that “the rapids spoken of in the 
bill, and intended by the committee, were the rapids 
inthe Des Moines river itself,” and that they did 
not refer to “the rapids in the Mississippi river, 
called, from their proximity to the mout of the 
Des Moines river, the Des Moines rapids.” Here 
is the naked truth in reference to the history of the 
act of Congress; and I defy any man to bring a 
particle of evidence to the contrary. Then, what 
a perversion of truth to say that “it was the Des 
Moines rapids,’ in the great ‘father of floods,’ which 
Congress adopted and set forth as one of the most 
prominent monuments in all the boundaries of Mis- 


souri!” 
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Let: it be-noticed here, distinetly, that. the com- 
mittee is making the description of the bounda- 
ries emanate with Congress; and this gives the 
. language of the description an English origin. 


And Jet it be remembered, that when the commit- 


tee wish.to Frenchify the description of the bound- 
aries, they then refer to the constitution of the 
State, which had its origin in thecity of St. Louis, 
where the population was mostly French; and they 
give thata French origin. In this way, they have 
. ingeniously. worked- themselves into the: belief, 
that the expression “the rapids of the river Des 
Moines” is a translation of the French phrase, 
“Jes rapide: de la riviere Des Moines,” and that it 
was so intended by. the convention, . and meant the 
“Des Moines. rapids.” After attaching this con- 
struction tothe constitution of the State, which 
‘was adopted among the French : population, and 
therefore had a sort of French origin, they then 
refér back to the act of Congress, and make the 
same: construction attach to that instrument, the 
origin of which was clearly and purely English. 
But I am unwilling to submit to this. The com- 
mittee must admit that the act of Congress is pure- 
ly of English origin. If so, the phrase “the rapids 
ofthe river Des Moines,” used in the act, isnoteven 
a translation fromthe French. And.if it was used 
in the act of Congress without being a translation 
from the French, it is fair to presume it was used 
in the constitution without being a translation 
from the French also; and if so, it had no refer- 
ence to the phrase by which the “Des Moines 
rapids” in-the Mississippi were designated in 
French. The convention consisted of forty mem- 
bers, two of whom were Frenchmen—and shia 
eight Americans, mostly Virginians and Kentuck- 
ians—a people who would not readily adopta French 
idiom in any partof America. As, then, no rapids 
in the Mississippi river are called “the rapids of 
the river Des Moines,” and as this expression is not 
of French origin, we must not place these rapids 
in the Mississippi river, but leave them in the 
Des Moines river,to which they properly belong. 


A. letter of Pierre Chouteau, jr., in reply to a 
letter of Lieutenant Lea, has been referred to in 
his report, and the committee seems to have ex- 
tracted from that report. He says: “Yours of the 
15th instant requests me to state by what appella- 
tion the Des Moines and Rock river rapids ‘of’ the 
Mississippi are generally known among the French 
inhabitanis of the country. In reply, I beg to state 
that Ihave never known them designated otherwise 
than as ‘les rupides de la rivière Des Moines’ and 
‘les rapides de la rivière dela Roche?” have no 
doubt this-is so, and yet I do not know it, although 
a Missourian; and I think I hazard very little in 
saying, that not a single member of Congress knew 
it when the act was passed authorizing the people 
of Missouri to form a State constitution. If so, 
they. described the bourdaries of the intended State 
without any reference to the French name of the 
rapids in the Mississippi river; and no doubt, in 
using: the same language, the convention did the 
same thing. Mr. Chouteau does not say that the 
convention called for rapids in the Mississippi 
river. In his letter there is no such assertion. 


But another item of evidencegrvemby the com- ` 


mittee in their report, to show that the convention 
called for the “Des Moines rapids” in the Missis- 
sippi river, is, that, “as early as 1799, the French 
governor-general granted to Louis Honore a tract 
of land, to adjoin ‘aux rapides de la rivière des 
Moines;’ and the validity of this grant, upon this 
descriptive eall, has been affirmed by Congress 
within the last few years.” See page 10, report 
of 1842. This piece of testimony is of the same 
character with the other—only weaker, being built 
upon the other. Congress confirmed the grant to 
Louis Honore, because the rapids in the Mississippi 
were called by the French “aux rapides de la 
rivière des Moines;” and the committee now intro- 
duces this confirmation as further evidence that 
the rapids were so called. The confirmation proves 
no such thing. But admit these rapids were so 
called, and it does not prove that “the rapids of the 
river Des Moines” are the ‘ Des Moines rapids” 
of the Mississippi. Just as well might you say that 
“the rapids-im the river Des Moines” are the “Des 
Moines rapids” of the Mississippi. The language 
is of precisely the same import. But a confirma- 
ion. ofa title toa small tract of land is by nomeans 
, conclusive evidence that the claimant was entitled 
to the land. It is weil known, and unfortunate 
too, that the best claims are sometimes neglected by 
‘Congress, while the most iniquitous are sometimes 


granted. The “Des Moines rapids” are in the 
Mississippi river, and are. known-by that name; but 
these are one rapids, and “ the rapids of the river 
Des Moines” another,.and a totally different and 
. distinct rapids, to be found in another and a totally 
different and distinct place. ` Bs ats 
‘The rapids in the Mississippi river had. a distinct 
name, by which they were well known. Your 
committee says, by the French, they “were known 
by the name ‘les rapides de la rivière des Moines;’” 


“by the Americans, they were called the ‘Des’ 


Moines rapids.” “Both these phrases are names, 
and. not. deseriptions,”. says the committee. See 
report 1842, page 10. . This is true: they are names; 
and these names were well known to many per- 
sons, and had been for many years, before the State 
Government was formed. Now,if the convention 
had intended to referto these rapids, would they 
not have used one or the other of these names? If 
they had wanted to call for these rapids, is it pos- 
sible that, out of forty members, the most intelligent 
men inthe country, not one of them knew thename 
of a rapids so noted as the committee represents 
this to be? Isit not incredible, if they intended to 
refer to these rapids, that they should have dropped 
the true name in both languages, and have used a 
name by which these rapids were never known, 
either before or afterwards? Would they not have 
used the very name by which the rapids were 
known? Would they not have made the matter 
still more certain, by saying “the Des Moines 
rapids” in the Mississippi river? This would have 
fixed the rapids beyond all dispute in the Missis- 
sippi river; and how perfectly “easy” this would 
have been, . 

The convention did not use either one or the 
other of these names; the convention used no name 
—and for the very best reason in the world they 
used no name: that is, because the rapids which 
they referred to had no name. They were but lit- 
tle known. They were high up ina wilderness. 
An occasional hunter had seen them; the trappers 
had sometimes passed them in their canoes; per- 
haps a few traders had seen them; and the survey- 
or, John C, Sullivan, had seen them. He had sur- 
veyed the Indian boundary in 1816, four years be- 
fore the convention was held. When the conven- 
tion met, they called upon him and other gentlemen 
for information about the rapids: so we learn from 
the remaining members of that convention—and 
perhaps they know something more about it than 
our committee, Sullivan was prepared to give 
them the information wanted. The rapids which 
he. had visited were but about nine miles, or, as the 
witness says, but “a short distance north of the In- 
dian boundary line.” These were at the Great 
Bend. The country was wholly new. This was, 
no doubt, the first public notice which had ever 
been taken of these rapids. Of course, then, they 
had no name, The convention used them as if 
they had no name, and were noticed in a public 
manner for the first time. It was certainly not 
known then that there were any other rapids in the 
Des Moines river above. It is not possible to mag- 
pily anything into a rapids which can be found be- 

ow, he phrase “the rapids of the river Des 
MOES vk TSEC AS eeereription and not » a 
name. Of course, the description belongs: only to 
rapids in the Des Moines river. It could not de- 
scribe the rapidsin the Mississippi river. 


“Les rapides de la rivière Des Moines.” “The 
Des Moines rapids.” By the first, the French, and 
by the laiter, the Americans, called the rapids in 
the Mississippi river. “Both these phrases are 
names, and not descriptions.” So says our commit- 
tee; and in this they are correct. These names 
are quoted wherever we find them. So are all 
names made up of phrases; and especially when 
of long use and standing, they are almost invaria- 
bly used as quotations. It is probable that this prac- 
tice of quoting names and phrases has been fol- 
lowed nowhere more closely than by our conven- 
tion in forming the constitution of Missouri. Even 
the words and phrases, “Senate,” “House of Rep- 
resenlatives,” “General Assembly,” “Supreme 
Court,” “ Chancellor,” “cireuit courts,” “State of 
Missouri,” “against the peace and dignity of the 
State,” “great seal of the State of Missouri;” all 
these are marked in the constitution as quotations, 
And yet the phrase, “the rapids of the river Des 
Moines,” is not used in the constitution as a quo- 
tation; and it is evident, therefore, that the conven- 
tion did not use itas a name. If they had trans- 
lated it from the French, they would have used it as 
a quotation more readily than ever. If they had 


used it as an awkward stagger for the “Des Moines 
rapids” in the Mississippi river, they would still 
have used itas a quotation, under the supposition 
that they had staggered upon the rightname. But 


they did not use it as a quotation, and of course not: | 
The term, 


as a name, but merely as a description. r 
“Des Moines. rapids” would have been used and, 
quoted as a name, because it was a name of long 
standing, and well known. But the conimittee 
stuitify themselves in attempting tostultify our cone 
vention. They ought to believe thai the conven- 
tion meant what they said, and said what. they 
meant, and knew what they were doing. 

The history of this matter shows that there. was 
nothing French about it—not even a translation of 
the name of the rapids of.the Mississippi river. 
The words: used in the constitution, in describing 


the boundaries of Missouri, are the same asthe. - 


words used in the act of Congress for that purpose, 
The act of Congress, I have stated before, was 


Suly, 1844.. 


drawn up in this place, by the honorable Jobn ` 


Scott, who was then the Delegate in this House 
from. the Territory. of Missouri, and who, with the 
aid of the committee, gave birth and origin to the 
act, and to the memorable phrase, “the rapids of 
the river Des Moines;” and-particularly to the use 
ofthe memorable “of,” which has. played so con- 
spicuous a part in all this difficulty. ‘Tt would be 
rather awkward to say “the rapids inthe river Des 
Moines” inthe Mississippi river; and yet the ex- 
pression, “the rapids of the river Des Moines” of 
the Mississippi river, is of precisely the same char- 
acter and import. And this latter, according to the 
committee, is the mode of expression used by the 
convention, only made complete. But neither the 
Congress which passed the act, nor the convention 
which adopted the constitution, was the place in 
which to find such an awkward use, or such an 
abuse, of our language, as the committee are dis- 
posed to fasten upon them. 


Besides all this, “the Des Moines rapids” of the 
Mississippi river were unfit to fix a boundary. 
They were too long. To call for them to fix the 
northern boundary, was like calling for the Missis- 
sippi river itself. A whole range of counties would 
have been leftin uncertainty by such a call. The 
convention wanted a point to run to, nota line as 
Jong as some of our States. They never called for 
a line fourteen miles long, instead of a point but 
eighty yards long. A rapids, eighteen inches deep, 
falling two feet in eighty yards, with a swift cur- 
rent, but eighty yards long, six hundred feet wide, 
falling perpendicularly as much as ten or twelve 
inches, for three or four hundred feet of the width 
of the stream, is as good a point, and as prominent 
a monument, asany State could ask to fix her 
boundary. And this is the description of the rap- 
idsat the Great Bend, anda true one. The con- 
vention would not have left a point so suitable as 
this, and have taken a rapids fourteen miles long. 


But “the Des Moines rapids” of the Mississippi 
river are “upwards of fourteen miles long.” They 
“have had great notoriety since the date of the first 
settlemenis above them, and, during the period that 
Louisiana was held by the French, were known.” 
Sosays the committee. If, then, the convention 
had valled for them, they would have ascertained 
their magnitude, and their “fourteen miles. of 
length” and upwards. Ifthey had done so, is it not 
incredible to suppose that they would have left the 
north boundary “daneing” through this distance of 
fourteen miles, when, in one word more, they 


could have said the line shall run through the low- . 


er end, the middie, or the upper end, of “the Des 
Moines rapids” of the Mississippi river? But they 
said no such thing. Is it not incredible, then, to 
suppose they could have meant any such thing? 
Dees anybody believe they did? 

Congress wanted “natural and striking objects 
of great notoriety and magnitude” in fixing the 
boundaries. So says the committee. If this was all 
they wanted, andthey were regardless of the size 
and shape of the State,the mouth of the Des Moines 
was the very thing. This was only one mile and 
a half south of the “Des Moines rapids,” and was 
a“prominent monument” and a notable point. It 
is strange the convention did not fix on this, in pref- 
erence toa rapids fourteen miles in length, if they 
were regardless of the shape and size of the State. 
But they were not regardless of these things. The 
honorable John Scott says they wanted to make “the 
Missouri river run through the centre of the State 
from west to east.” This was natural enough,and 
no doubt the feelings of the whole convention. : 
memorial of the Legislature of the Territory-of 
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pri; prayed.for a line on the parallel of lati- 


tude passing through the mouth of Rock river. 
Then, they would have struck the Des Moines six- 


ty gr seventy miles above the mouth, if not more. 
For. want of information, it was impossible for them 
tobe entirely accurate; and they might still have 
failed to getan equal amount of territory on each 
side. of the Missouri river. < 

“The expression “down the middle of the main 
fork of the Des Moines” is used in the Constitu- 
tion. “The main fork” was used to mean some- 
thing. It must have been known there was no 
fork near the mouth. The hunters and trappers 
had. no, doubt been up the river some distance. 
Sullivan and his party had not travelled up the 
river; but had gone across the country from the In- 
dian, boundary to the rapids. He may have be- 
lieved another branch of the_river put in at the 
northern point of the Great Bend. But near the 
mouth. of the Des Moines it must have been well 
known there wasno fork; and the convention had 
information, no doubt, that there was no fork with- 
inany short distance of the mouth—certainly not 


within the reach even of the upper end of the. 


“Des Moines rapids” of the Mississippi riyer: “If 
so, then the convention did not call for these rap- 
ids, but for a point much higher upthe Des Moines 
river, and above the “fork” of that river, as they 
supposed. . 

The committee, in the report of 1840, says: “Tt 
is preposterous to suppose that Congress, after act- 
ing with so much precision on all the other lines of 
Missouri, should leave the northern one dancing 
about between four or five unknown, nameless, 
and inconsiderable rapids, over a breadth of fifty 
miles of country, theextent of which was then un- 
known.” “Unknown, nameless, and inconsidera- 
ble rapids.” They were “unknown,” and this is 
the very reason why the precise rapids were not 
designated. We have no evidence that the con- 
vention knew of the existence of any more than 
one rapids in the river Des Moines when the con- 
stitution was formed, and the north boundary was 
not intended to be left “dancing” between several 
rapids; yet, unfortunately, such seems to have been 
the case, from our recent surveys. But, as we claim 
the lowest. rapids in the river, it is not very im- 
portant that we were ignorant of the existence of 
any above them. The discovery of these addi- 
tional rapids will hardly change our boundary, 
and drive us from the Des Moines into the Mis- 
sissippi, if we were enlitled to rapids in the former 
river originally. ; 

The committee says, in the report of 1842, that 
the people of Missouri Territory, in their petition 
to be admitted into the Union, “indicate, generally, 
to Congress, a boundary for their future State; and 
they urge, both with good sense and force, its adop- 
tion by Congress, on the ground that it would ‘in- 
clude’all the country to the north and west to which 
the Indian title had been extinguished;’ and yet tbe 
line to which Missouri now claims is considerably 
tothe north of what then formed the Indian ces- 
sion.” [See page 6.] We admit all this; and if it 
be true that the people of the Territory thus peti- 
tioned, then we offer this fact, and the fact that the 
northern boundary of the State is not required to 
correspond with the north Indian boundary, as an- 


other evidence that this Indian boundary was.not_|| b 


intended to bethe State boundary. The convention, 
I have no doubt, intended to make the meridian line 
on which the western State boundary runs, and the 
western Indian boundary line, correspond, so far as 
to make them run upon the same track; because 
the impression was, that they did run upon the same 
track. I admit they failed to do so. If they had 
intended the Indian boundary north to be the State 
boundary north, they would of course have required 
these two lines to correspond also. But the con- 
vention did not require these two lines to corres- 
pond; and it is, therefore, clear that they did not 
intend this Indian boundary to be the State boundary. 
Then, where did they intend to put the State bourd- 
ary? Your committee says, the people of the Ter- 
ritory petitioned for “all the -country to the north 
and west to which the Indian title had been extin- 
guished.” If so, they would not themselves, by 
their convention, have adopted a boundary south of 
the old Indian boundary, including less territory 
than they prayed for. By doing so, they would not 
have “included all the country to the north and 
west to which the Indian tile had been extinguish- 
ed.” Thea, the convention could not have intend- 
ed to'fix the northern boundary south of the old Tn- 
dian boundary. If so, it follows that the State bound- 
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a 
ary. cannotcall for the “Des Moines rapids,” in the 


Mississippi river; because, even the upper end of 
these rapids are sevéral miles south of the Indian 
boundary. If the convention did not intend the In- 
dian boundary to be the State boundary, (and this 
they clearly did not intend,) and if the convention 
did not intend to locate this boundary south of the 
old Indian boundary, (and this, just as clearly, they 
did not intend,) then it follows that they located the 
State boundary north of the old Indian boundary. 


_ T regret that I have not been able to see this peti- 
tion to which your committee refers. A close ex- 
amination of it might throw some additional light 
on this subject. If I understand the committee cor- 
rectly, they say the petitioners asked for all the 
country “to which the Indian title had been extin- 
guished,” but they do not. say that the petitioners 
ask for no more country than that ‘io which the Tn- 
dian title had been extinguished;” and yet they 
leavegthe impression thatthe petitioners did ask for 
no more, and thatthey acted “both with good sense 
and force”’in asking for no more. I have not been 


_abte’to find this petition; and I regret that I have 


not, because I have a memorial on this subject, of a 
character very different from that petition; and a 
memoria}, too, from the highest authority in the 
Territory. It isthe memorial of the Legislature of 
the Territory of Missouri, adopted at St. Louis, the 
22d day of November, 1818, a little more than a 
year before the act of Congress was passed to au- 
thorize the people of the Territory to form a con- 
stitution and State government; and this memorial 
was referred to the select committee which draught- 
ed said act of Congress, on the 8th day of Decem- 
ber, 1819—but a little more than three months be- 
fore said act of Congress was passed. It is hardly 
probable that anything of a later date, on this sub- 
ject, was presented to Congress, Now, this memo- 
rial, in describing the boundaries prayed for by the 
people of the Territory, says: unphence, due north, 
to a point due west of the MOUTH OF ROCK 
RIVER; thence, due east, to the middle of the main 
channel of the Mississippi, OPPOSITE THE 
MOUTH OF ROCK RIVER.” (See Executive 
Papers, vol. 1, Ist sess. 16th Congress, doc. No. 4. 
This memorial will be found as quoted, and at the 
place referred to.) The boundary here prayed for 
is even north of the parallel of Jatitude running 
through the rapids of the river Des Moines, at the 
Great Bend in said river. Jt is clear, from this 
memorial, that the wish and the general sense of 
the people of the Territory was, that the northern 
boundary of the State should be located north of the 
old Indian boundary. 


At that early day, when the country was hardly 
known, and when the territory prayed for was 
deemed of little or [no value, and when this Gov- 
ernment was as anxious to foster the interests and 
grant the prayers of Missouri as she is now to 
countenance the demands and toaid the encroach- 
ments and, to encourage the groundless pretensions 
of lowa, Congress would not have hesitated to grant 
the territory which the people petitioned for. If 1 
am asked Why the act of Congress and the consti- 
tution of the State did not call for the precise 
boundaries prayed for in this memorial, and es- 
pecially forthe mouth of Rock river, I answer, 
by giving the words of the honorable John Scott, 

ne waster our Delegate in Congress, and who 
drew up the act of Congress, and who was also in 
the convention which formed the constitution of the 
State. He says that, at the time the act was passed, 
he conversed with several, who had some knowl- 
edge of the country, about the boundaries; “and 
they all concurred that it would be useless to em- 
brace that part of the country that would lie be- 
tween the river Des Moines and the Mississippi, 
as it was a mere gore—a low willow bar between 
the Mississippi and Des Moines river, as they said, 
running nearly parallel for some sixty miles.” (H. 
Doc. 48, p. 8, 2d sess., 27th Congress.) For this 
reason, the act of Congress did not call for the 
mouth of Rock river, but stopped the northern 
boundary .at the rapids of the river Des Moines. 
In adopting the constitution, the convention follow- 
ed the act of Congress, by using the same lan- 
guage in describing the boundaries. The bound- 
ary prayed for in this memorial annihilates- the 
idea that the “Des Moines rapids,” in the Missis- 
sippi river, were called for to fix the parallel of 
latitude on which the northern boundary was to 
run. Ifany object, not in the northern line itseli, 
had been called for to fix that line, it would, under 
this memorial, have been the mouth of Rock river, 


H 
and not the rapids.at the mouth of the Des Moines 
river. gy 
The committee have dragged into their report. 
the recent legislation of Congress, the legislation of - 
Missouri, old and new Indian treaties, old. and. 
new maps and map-makers, and all other sorts.of ` 
rubbish conceivable. 1 have neither time nor in- 
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clination now to undertake the useless task of wå 


ding through all this trash. : : 

The boundaries of Missouri were fixed by her 
constitution. "With this constitution. fixing her. 
boundaries, Congress admitted the State into the. 
Union. By this admission, Congress sanctioned 
the boundaries adopted by the. State. As these 
boundaries were fixed originally, so they refnain to 
this day, except where they have been altered by 
consent of both parties--the State and the United 
States—in a legal and constitutional manner. By 
a simple act, Congress.can give her consentto alter 
a boundary. Net so withthe State of Missouri. 
Her boundaries are part of her constitutional law. 
They can be altered only as shé alters her constitu- 
tion, and in but one of two ways: Ist, by a conven- 
tion; 2d, by a vote of two-thirds of each branch of 
the Legislature at_ two successive sessions. This 
has never been done except in one case, and that 
case not in reference to the territory now in dispute. 
The western boundary, on the north side of the 


| Missouri river, was so changed as to take the 


Platte country into the State. This was done by 
changing our constitution, and then getting an 
act of Congress approving that change. Our bound- 
aries, then, stand to this day just as they were fixed 
originally, with the exception named. 

It will be useless, then, to trouble the committee 
by examining Indian treaties, the legislation of 
Congress in forming land districts, the legislation of 
Missouri in forming new counties, the action of 
blundering treaty- makers, or the maps of still more, 
blundering map-makers, who have never succeeded 
in giving accurately even the boundaries of all our 
counties, and even where they have been designated 
by range, township, and sectional lines; much less 
the boundaries of the State, which we not only con- 
cede, but contend, were never defined and run and 
marked till recently. . Blundering in legislating, in 
trealy-making, and map-making, cannot alter our 
constitutional boundaries. I shall pass over all 
this rubbish, then, and devote my limited time to 
more important matters. 

The committee determines on the old Indian 
boundary as the State boundary. This is not, and. 
cannot be, the State boundary; because it is nota 
parallel of latitude, and the State boundary is a 
parallel of latitude. And further: it is not, and 
cannot be, the State boundary; because the State 
boundary is a parallel of latitude passing through 
“the rapids of the river Des Moines,” and no par- 
allel of latitude which touches any part of the north 
Indian boundary line can touch any “rapids of the 
river Des Moines,” or any part ofthe “Des Moines 
rapids” in the Mississippi river. If the conven- 
tion had intended the Indian boundary to be the 
State boundary north, they would have saidso, and 
would have required the Indian boundary and the 
State boundary to correspond. A failure to do so, 
ie conclusive evidence that they did not intend the 
Indian boundary to be the State boundary on the 
north. Besides, the Committee on.Territories.ad-—. 
mit, in their reports both of 1840 and 1842, that the 
Indian boundary line is not the State boundary 
line. (See pages 8 and 11, H. Doc. 2, 1840; and 
page 11, H. Doc. 791, 1842.) N 

Let us next examinethe western boundary. This 
is not without its difficulty, too; yet there is none 
of a character very serious about it, The meridian 
line on which the western boundary runs, is re- 
quired to correspond with the Indian boundary. 
The Indian boundary runs from a point on the 
north bank of the Missouri river, opposite the 
mouth of the Kansas river, one hundred miles 
north. It is urged that this correspondence will 
arrest the western boundary of the State at the end 
of the Indian boundary line, and that the northern 
bonndary must start eastward from this point, This 
is notso. The mistake originates In confounding 
the correspondence required between the Indian 
boundary and the meridian line, with a correspond~ 
ence between the Indian boundary and the western 
boundary of the State. In this matter the com- 
mittee and myself, for once, agree. 

1 said it che not the Indian boundary and the 
western boundary which were to correspond, but 
the Indian boundary and the meridian line on 
which the western boundary runs. And this dis~- 
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tinction will be found important in settling this 
oint. The difficulty in reference to the western 
oundary is in these words: “making the said line 
correspond. with the Indian boundary line.” “Said 
Jine.” What line do these words refer to? 


-< Jn describing the boundaries, the words “said — 


Nine” are once used, and the words “Indian bound- 
ary: line” are once used; and the word “line” is 
nowhere èlse used in the description, except where 
itis qualified by the word “meridian,” making in a 

. meridian line.” Of the correctness of this asser- 
tion anybody will be convinced by an inspection of 
the act of Congress, and of the first. article of the 
constitution of Missouri. Let us begin to read at 
the’southwestern corner of the State. The bound- 
ary runs “thence, from the point aforesaid, north, 

- along the said meridian line, to the intersection of 
the parallel of latitude which passes through the 
rapids of the river Des Moines, making the said 
line correspond with the Indian boundary line.” 
‘What line do the words “said line” refer to? They 
must refer to some “line” mentioned in the pre- 
ceding part of the law. If so, then they must refer 
to the “meridian line passing through the middle of 
the mouth of the Kansas river, where the same 
empties into the Missouri river.” Of course they 
do refer to this, because no other line is mentioned 
in the law. However badly the description may be 
expressed, if badly expressed, still the language 
used is grammatical and accurate; and we must 
take it as we find it, and construe it accordingly. 


What is meant by making this “meridian line” 
and the “Indian boundary line” correspond? Are 
they to begin together?’ Are they to run on the 
same track? Are they to” terminate at the same 
point? Ifso, they will never correspond, because 
in neither of these particulars do they agree, and 
never can. 

To get the idea here to be conveyed, will require 
a little attention from those who do not understand 
the direction of the Missouri and the Kansas rivers. 
"Po be short, the former runs southeast, and the lat- 
ter northeast. The “meridian line” runs through 
tke middle of the mouth of the Kansas river. A 
line from the “middle of the mouth of the Kansas 
river,” running north, would run diagonally across 
the Missouri, and strike the bank of that river 
above a point which would be opposite the middle 
of the mouth of the Kansas river. ‘The “Indian 
boundary line” starts on the bank of the Missouri 
river, opposile the ‘middle of the mouth of the 
Kansas river.” The starting-point, then, of the 
Indian boundary line, is below the point where our 
‘meridian line” strikes the north bank ofthe Missouri 
river. Ina stream as wide as the Missouri, this 
difference may be one or two miles, or more, de- 
pending upon the directions of the two rivers. But 
there isa difference: no matter how great or how 
little, it is a difference; and therefore the two lines 
do not correspond in starting together, Each, line 
runs due north, and therefore must be nearly pa- 
rallel, and consequently they do not run together. 
Then they do not correspond by running on the 
same track. Nor do the two lines correspond by 
terminating at the same point. The “Indian bound- 


ary line” runs one hundred miles north, and stops, 4i 


The meridian line cannot-be-cut short; “TrTiins to 
the north pole, in defiance of either legislation or con- 
struction. These lines, then, correspond neither in 
beginning at the same point, in running on the 
same track, nor in stopping atthe same point. If 
there be any correspondence, itis only in running 

arallel; and thus far they do almost correspond 

utto make the western boundary correspond ex- 
actly with the “Indian boundary line,” it would 
haveto leave the “meridian line” in “the middle 
of tie mouth of the Kansas river,” and run di- 
rectly across the Missouri river to the opposite 
bank, in a direction nearly northeast, till it struck 
the beginning of the “Indian boundary line,” and 
from thence directly north with the “Indian bound- 
ary line.” No consiruetion of the act of Congress, 
or of the constitution of Missouri, can require this. 
Then, there is no correspondence except in run- 
ning virtually parallel; and therefore the starting- 
point of the northern boundary is not affected by 
the eorrespondence required between the Indian 
boundary and the meridian line, on which the 
western boundary is required to run. 

The honorable gentleman from Iowa [Mr. A.C. 
Doper] has invoked the spirit of abolition against 
us. This was useless and wrong. The two sub- 
jects have no affinity. This questionshould be de- 
cided upon its own merits. He says the people in 
the disputed territory will never live in the State 


of Missouri, “on account of their repugnance to 
the institution of domestic slavery.” This may or 
may not be so. In 1831, the Legislature of Mis- 
souri asserted her claim to tbe disputed territory, 
and memoralized Congress to have the boundary 
run. The country in- dispute then belonged to the 
Indians, and was not ceded to the United States till 
1832, one year afterwards. The white settlements 
commenced there after this time, and after they 
knew that Missouri claimed the country; and of 
course they settled there, determined, like good 
citizens, to abide the result of the case. Many of 
them may have expected to be in Missouri as soon 
as this case was determined. But admit that this 
is not so.. Admit that the people in the territory 
are all -Abolitionists, if the gentleman prefers it. 
Will this alter the law fixing the boundary of the 
State? Will this change the constitution of the 
State, as sanctioned by the act of Congress admit- 
ting the State intothe Union? Surely not. ev 
it change the facts of the case? Surely not. Then 
why invoke the spirit of abolition? Let the case 
be decided according to the law and the facts. You 
will act wrong to decide it otherwise. 


The honorable gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
G. Davis] invokes the spirit of cupidity against us. 
He says the lands belonging to the half-breed Sac 
and Fox Indians are bounded on the north by an 
extension of the northern boundary of Missouri to 
the Mississippi river; and if the northern boundary 
of the State isnorth of the old Indian boundary, 
then the half-breeds will be entitled to more Jand. 
The gentleman, although he has made two reports 
upon this subject, seems yet to have wholly mis- 
taken the nature of the question. Itjsnota ques- 
tion of expediency, or of dollars and cents; it is a 
question of Jaw and of fact; andif you attempt to 
cheat the Indians out of what they are entitled to, 
by first cheating Missouri out of the boundary she 
is entitled to, stil] you will fail to accomplish your 
object. If you have bounded their lands by the 
north boundary of Missouri, and not by the old In- 
dian boundary, you cannot force them to take the 
Indian boundary instead of the State boundary, 
merely by attempting to put the State boundary where 
legally it does not exist, and never can run. Sup- 
pose you fix the northern boundary of the State on 
the Indian boundary, when itis not there: will that 
cut the Indians out of their right to the true State 
boundary, if they are entitled to the State bound- 
ary? Surely not. No court of justice would de- 
cide so; and even if we make the magnanimous at- 
tempt, we shall still failto cheatthe Indians out of 
the boundary to which they are entitled. They will 
hold the Jands which you have vested in them, in 
defiance of any subsequent legislation of yours. 
But, admitting that this Government could obtain 
some lands by cheating the half-breeds: would that 
be a ground for attempting to alter the constitu- 
tional boundaries of Missouri? Surely not; and 
such an argument ought not to be urged or coun- 
tenanced. 


Both of these honorable gentlemen invoke the 
spirit of prejudice against our claim, They urge 
that Missouri is already a large State—a great 
State gian Siate. Admit all this. Sbe has a 

rutfnl soil and a heathy timate:.She abounds 
in the richest minerals, and has the finest navigable 
streams in the world. She has clear springs, and 
rich groves, and healthy hills, and verdant valleys, 
and the most beautiful prajries on the face of the 
earth. She has a large territory, and a population 
increasing with astonishing rapidity, and must, at 
no distant day, be one of the first States in the 
Union. She is not in debt. Admit all this, and 
that this flattering picture does not equal the reality; 
and still this will not change our rights, or compen- 
sate Missouri for the loss of part of her territory. 
These things do not impair her claim. She is not 
censurable for their existence. She cannot pre- 
vent it. Missouri was created for a mighty em- 
pire, and cannot fail to fulfil her destiny, if not op- 
pressed too much by legislation. If let alone, her 
citizens will work their way to wealth, to happi- 
ness, to prosperity, andto greatness. But her ex- 
tent and immense natural advantages do not change 
her boundaries. They are now as they stood origin- 
ally; and must so remain, until they are altered, 
wiih the consent, not only of this Government, but 
of the State Government also, Then, not even the 


spirit of prejudice should be invoked against us. 
Give us a fair decision. 

The honorable gentleman from Iowa charges us 
with grasping for more territory. This is a mis- 
take. We would;not willingly encroach upon our 


| 


neighbor. We feela deep interest in her welfare 
and prosperity, and in her improvement. and ad- 
vancement to the dignity of a State, and of a mem- 
ber of the Confederacy. Butshe has ample terri- 
tory, and enough to spare for two more States. 
lowa is encroaching on us, and grasping part of 
our territory; and the United States, like all tender 
mothers, is taking sides with her infant child 
against the older one, in sustaining her ground- 


less pretensions. e This course is well enough with . 


children; but we are engaged in no child’s play. 
We are in earnest in asserting our rights. We’ 
do not ask for more territory. We claim that 
which is already our own. To this we are enti- 
tled. This we intend to have. We ask you to 
examine our case imparually, if you can. Ifyou 
cannot, as impartially as you can. Do not charge 
us with grasping what is not our own. The ter- 
rilory we claim is our own. You will find it so, 
when you examine the case. Weigh the law and 
the facts of our case for yourselves, and then give 
us such a decision, on the law and the facts, as 
would be given in any court of justice. We ask 
ior nothing more; we will submit to nothing 
ess. 


[The following speech was made at the 2d ses- 
sion of the 27th Congress, as will be seen by its 
date; but it was not written out by the member and 
delivered to us until after the Appendix for that 
session was completed, which will account for its 
appearance in this volume.] 


SPEECH OF MR. A. H. H. STUART, 


OF VIRGINIA, 


In the House of Representatives, July 7, 1842-—— 
On the bill “to provide revenue from imports, and 
to change and modify existing laws imposing du- 
ties on imports, and for other purposes.” 


The bill being wnder consideration in Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union— 

Mr. ALEXANDER H. H. STUART, of Vir- 
ginia, rose and said: 

Mr. Cuairman: Nothing could be more gratify- 
ing to my feelings than to witness the calm and for- 
bearing temper in which this debate has thus far 
been conducted. Heretofore, the introduction ofa 
tariff bill, of any character, into the House of Rep- 
resentatives, has been the signal for the ‘display of 
the most violent partisan feelings and narrow sec- 
tional prejudices; but, upon this occasion, the dis- 
cussion has been characterized by a spirit of cour- 
tesy ànd liberality which, ! am sure, the whole 
country will join mein applauding as highly hon- 
orable to the Representatives of a free and enlight- 
ened people. 

In the few remarks which I propose to submit, I 
shall endeavor to follow the good example of those 
who have preceded me. Ishall speak my own sen- 
timents with all becoming frankness and candor; 
bat Itrust I shall not so far forget the obligations 
of decorum and parliamentary propriety as to assail 
rudely the feelings, the motives, or the opinions of 
those who are opposed to me. Freedom of discus- 
sion, and toleration of opinion, are two of the vital 
principles of our Republican institutions; and I 
will ever be among the last to disturb or destroy ei- 
ther of them. . 

It seems to me, Mr: Chairman, that the bill now 
under consideration, when its provisions and pur- 
poses are rightly understood, admits of but little de- 
bate. If I understand it correctly, it is simply a 
revenue bill. It is not, in the ordinary acceptation 
ofthe term, a bill for protection, It comes to us 
under the auspices of the Committee of Ways and 
Means. Its purpose is to raise just so much money 
as wil] be necessary to defray the expenses of the 
Government, administered with all practicable 
economy; and, as subordinate to this primary con- 
sideration, it proposes, incidentally, to afford pro- 
tection to the great agricultural, manufacturing, 
and commercial interests of ihe country. The 
question of protection per se, as something substan- 
tive and distinet from revenue, does notarise under 
it; and I shall, therefore, not deem it necessary on 
this occasion to discuss the merits of that policy. 
In my opinion, that question is not likely soon to 
arise; for I know no member of either House of 
Congress who desires any protection to either of 
the great interests of the country, beyond what will 
be afforded by a well-adjusted revenue tariff. But 
ifthere be any who go further, I wish to announce 
distinctly, in the outset, that Lam not one of them, 
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{ will not go for raising, by a tarif, a single dollar 
more than the wants of the Government, economi- 
cally administered, require. But, in laying that 
tariff, I will be at all times willing and desirous so 
to discriminate between the articles imported as to 
foster and protect our home labor and home pro- 
ductions, against foreign labor.and foreign produc- 
tions. 

I havesaid,sir, that this question lies within nar- 
row limits. The principal difficulties in regard to 
it arise from not having a clear perception of the 
trae issues involved, and from confounding collat- 
eral and extraneous matters with them. In order 


to get at the proper points of inquiry, I propose to? 


separate the undisputed propositions connected with 
the subject from those that are controverted. This 
willsimplify the matter, and enable us to pursue 
our investigations with much more facility. What 
points, then, are undisputed? 

ist. All agree that it is the duty of Government 
to raise, in Some Manner, money enough to defray 
its current expenses, and to pay, in suitable instal- 
ments, the debts it may owe. 

24. All agree that there are, under the provisions 
of the Constitution, but three modes of raising rev- 
enue, viz: by imposts, by excises, and by direct 
taxation. f 

3d. Alarge majority, if not every member of this 
House, will agree that the revenue ought not to be 
raised by a direct tax on land, nor by that system of 
excises which Mr, Jefferson denounced asan “in- 
fernal system, which should never have found a 
place in our Constitution.” The only remaining 
way of raising revenue is by a system of imposts 
or duties on foreign merchandise—the system 
which was devised by the first Congress at its first 
session, and which has prevailed without interrup- 
tion from that time to the present day. 

I may, then, venture to assume it to be the sense 
of Congress and the nation that the revenue which 
we need is to be raised by imposing duties or taxes 
on foreign goods imported into this country. 


We have next to ascertain how much money is 
necessary. Upon this subject we have the estimates 
of the Secretary of the Treasury and of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, and the opinions of the 
most enlightened of our statesmen, showing that 
the current expenditures of the Government for 
the next three years will be from twenty-two to 
twenty-four millions per annum; and that, in ad- 
dition.to that amount, three and a half millions will 
be necessary to pay the interest on the public debt, 
and to provide a suitable sinking fund for the ulti- 
mate payment of the principal. These estimates, 
and the data on which they are founded, have been 
furnished to the country in official documents, and 
in various speeches which have been delivered on 
this floor; and, as no one has pretended to show 
that they are incorrect, T shall not undertake now 
to enter intoan examination of them, but will as- 
sume that they present a fair statement of the 
amount which the Government will require. And 
here I will take occasion to say, that this estimate 
falls, by several millions, below the average annual 
expenditure of Mr. Van Buren’s administration, 
which was $22,098,965. 

Twenty-seven millions being thus shown to be 


necessary {o supply the wants of the Government, | 


the present bill has been carefully framed by the 
Committee of Ways and Means, after mature con- 
sideration of the views of the Secretary of the 
Treasury and of the Committee on Manufactures, 
to produce that amount. No gentleman has, during 
the course of this debate, ventured to say that it will 
produce more than twenty-seven millions; but many 
have expressed the belief that it will not yield that 
much. ‘The friends of the bill cannot, therefore, be 
charged with any purpose of going beyond the point 
necessary for revenue. Sean : : 

We now come to the great principle involved in 
this bill. Ic resolves itself into this: Shall the 
revenue be levied by a horizontal system of ad 
valorem duties, operating alike upon all articles; or 
shall there be ajust system of discrimination, with 
a view to the protection of our own industry in all 
its departments? sha! $ oY ae 

In this question two distinct points of inquiry are 
embraced. Ist. Has the Government the consti- 
tutional power to make such discrimination? 2d. 
Ifthe Government does possess that power, is it 
expedient to exercise it? , , 

f the first question is decided in the negative, 
there is no necessity for prosecuting the matter 
further; for ifthe power is not conferred upon Con- 
gress by the Constitution, no considerations of ex- 


pediency, however urgent, can ever justify its ex- 
ercise. 

The power of discrimination, to some extent, is 
conceded by the sternest opponents of the general 
doctrine. All admit, for example, that gold and 
silver shall be allowed to pass through our custom- 
houses free of duty. A large majority of both par- 
ties are also in favor of a like exemption of tea and 
coffee. To these instances they seem to have paid 
no attention, because they are of a negative charac- 
ter: yet, surely, they embody the principle of dis- 
crimination just as much as if they paid higher 
instead of lower duties than other articles. Whilst, 
however, gentlemen concede the principle in these 
cases, they deny the right to discriminate with a 
view to protect our home productions. 

The general question of the constitutional power 
of Congress to have regard, in laying duties upon 
imports, to our domestic interest,-has been so often 
andgo ably discussed, that nothing new can be said 
upon it; and J shall; therefore, not make the at- 
tempt... The arguments for and against the power 
| havé been spread over the country, and are acces- 

sible to all who wish to examine the subject. But 
I have recently met with a view of the question, 
by a man, in abilities, one of the first of the age, 
in an address to the American people on behalf of 
a convention held in New York in 1831, which is 
so condensed, so forcible, so conclusive, that I can- 
not deny myself the pleasure of submitting an ex- 
tract from it for the consideration of the commit- 
tee. 


and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises.’ It 
has power, also, ‘to regulate commerce with for- 
eign nations.’ 

“The power to lay duties is accompanied by one 
express qualification or limitation; which is, ‘that 
all duties shall be uniform throughout the United 
States.” The power to regulate commerce has its 
limitation also; which is, that no regulation of com- 
merce shall give preference to the ports of one 
State over thoseof another. Andthere is another 
limitation, which may apply to both clauses—name- 
ly, that no export duty shall ever be laid. 


“Flere, then, is a grant of power in broad and gen 
eral terms, but with certain specific limitations, 
carefully expressed. But neither of these limita- 
tions applies in any manner to that exercise of the 
power which is now under consideration. Neither 
of them, nor any other clause or word in the whole 
Constitution, manifests the slightest intention to 
restrain the words so as to prohibit Congress from 
laying duties for protection. The attemptis nothing 
Jess than to add a restriction which the Constitution 


other restrictions had been intended, they would 
have been expressed. When the business of Jim- 
itation was before the convention, what was omitted 
was as much an exercise of intention as what was 
expressed. It stated all the restraints on Congress 
which it intended; and to impose others now would 
be, not to interpret the Constitution, but to change 
it; not to construe the existing instrument, but to 
make another. 

“The words of the grant being general—to lay 
duties and to regulate commerce—their meaning is 
to be ascertained by referenceto the common use 
-ana imporrof language. No unusual signification 
is tobe given to the terms, either to restrain or en- 
large their import. Congress, in its discretion, is 
to lay duties and to regulate trade for all the objects 
and purposes for which duties are ordinarily laid, 
and trade ordinarily regulated. If such a thing was 
never before heard of as laying duties and regu- 
lating trade with a view to encourage mannfaciu res, 
. then it might be said that the convention did not con- 
template such an exercise of the power by Con- 
gress. But it was perfectly known to the conven- 
tion, and to the people of this country, that one 
leading object with all Governments, in laying du- 
ties and regulating trade, was, and for a long time 
had been, the encouragement of manufactures. 
This was emphatically true of England, whose lan- 
guage the convention spoke, and whose legal and 
legislative phraseology was theirs also. Every 
leading state of Europe was, at that moment, regu- 
lating its commerce for purposes of this nature. 
Such a purpose, indeed, had been Jong sought to be 
accomplished by some of the States themselves, by 
their own regulations of trade. Massachusetts had 
attempted it, New York had attempted it, Virginia 
had attempted it, and we believe other States had 
done thesame. How ineffectual all their attempts 
were, for want of union anda general system, was 


“By the Constitution, Congress has power ‘to lay 


has omitted. Who has authority to add this? If 


„soon seen and felt by the whole country; but they 
show to what ends, and to what uses, the power to 
regulate trade was understood to extend. But not 
only in other nations, and in the States, before the 
adoption of the present Constitution, as. we shall 
have occasion to show hereafter, but in the United 
States since, and in the administration of this very 
Constitution, regulations of trade have been made, 
in almost innumerable instances, with no view to 
revenue, but witha sole and exclusive regard. to 
protection. 

“If our understanding of the Constitution be not 
according to its true meaning, that instrument has 
been grossly violated from the very beginning. 
What are all the registry acts, what the bounties on 
the fisheries, but so many avowed efforts to protect 
American-industry, under the power of regulating 
trade? On what foundation does the whole system 
of the coasting trade stand? The American ship- 
builder and sbip-owner has enjoyed, from the first, 
(and we think properly,) not only protection in that 
trade, but the monopoly of it. e shuts“out all 
foreign competition, and he does so on the ground 
that the public good is promoted by giving him this 
advantage. We think be is right in asking this, 
and the Government right in granting it. Yet this 
is not free trade; it is preference—it is protection; 
and protection of a manufacture, under the power 
to regulate trade. The laws giving this protec- 
tion to the manufacture and the use of ships may 
be wise, and Jaws protecting other manufactures 
may be unwise. But. the first cannot be consti- 
tutional, and the latter not constitutional, If there 
be power for one, there is power for both. Both 
are drawn from the same grant, both operate by 
the same general means, and both regard the 
same object—the protection, namely, of American 
labor and capital against foreign competition. If 
it be said that the navigation act is founded in 
national policy, and that it is essential to national 
defence and national independence; we admit it. 
But we answer, in the first place, that Congress 
could not exercise a power not granted, merely 
because it might be useful or necessary; and, in 
‘the second place, we say that the same remark 
is true of the policy of protecting manufactures. 
That policy, also, is essential to national independ- 
ence. Iron, hemp, and clothing for sailors and sol- 
diers, are not less indispensable to national defence 
than ships and seamen. Not only in the general 
use of language, then, does the power of laying du- 
ties and regulating trade extend to the protection, 
by the use of such means, of domestic manufac- 
tures, but such has been the constant interpretation 
of the Constitution itself. 


“We think, indeed, that when a general power is 
given to Congress by the Constitution of the United 
States, in plain and unambiguous words, their acts 
are constitutional and valid, if they are within the 
scope of the granted power; and that, in consider- 
ing the validity of the law, the motives of the legis- 
lature can never be investigated, Having granted 
the power, with such limits expressed as were 
thought proper, its exercise within those limits is 
left to the discretion of Congress. 

“What is the true character of the opposite doc- 
trine? lt is, that the constitutionality of a law de- 
pends, not on its provisions and enactments, but on. 
the motives of those who passed it, Is not such a 
notion new? How are we to ascertain the motives 
of a legislature? By private inquiry; by public 
examination; by conjecture? The law may be 
passed on mixed motives—some members voting 
for revenue, some tor protection; or one House may 
act with one view, and the other House with an- 
other. What will be the character of such a law? 

“ According to this new theory, if the motives be 
constitutional, then the act is; if the motives be un- 
constitutional, then the act is unconstitutional also, 
It follows, therefore, that alaw passed by one Con- 
gress may be constitutional, which, if passed by 
another, though in the same words, would be un- 
constitutional. Besides, on this theory a law may 
be unconstitutional for its omissions as well as its 
enactments; because, in laying duties, articles may 
be omitted, as well as articles inserted, from a de- 
sign to favor manufactures,” 


Here we have a view of the question which 
seems to me to be unanswerable. 4 

Bat, Mr. Chairman, I beg the attention of the 
committee whilst I proceed to examine into. the 
origin and history of this doctrine of protection of 
American labor and industry. Is it a novel as- 
sumption of power by Congress? Is jt a new sys- 


tem of policy, which is now sought to be establish- 
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ed, in opposition to theancient practice of the Gov-. 
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aent? So far from such-being the fact, Laffirm 
at the doctrine is coeval wuh ihe Constitution it- 
elf, and thatthe policy is sanctioned and sustained 
by the direct opinions and. practice of every: Presi- 
dent of the United States,.and of all the Jeading 
slatesmen of the country, from the days of George 
Washington tothe present. time, bas 
“If my time permitted, I might prove to you, by 
the most authentic histories of our Government, 
that the necessity of protecting our home. industry 
from foreign aggression. contributed more than 
any, other cause to the formation and adoption of 
_ the Constitution of the United’ States. The con- 
sideration of that topic would, however, lead me 
‘into too: wide a field of discussion; and I must, 
therefore, content, myself with barely adverting to 
it, and pass on to the history of the action of the 
overnment under the Constitution. 


The first Congress assembled in Philadelphia 
on the 4th of March, 1789; but, in consequence of 
the failure of many members to attend, no business 
was done for some weeks. Very shortly after the 
organization of the two Houses, petitigns began to 
pour in from all quarters, suggesting that our “na- 
tional independence was but half obtained,” whilst 
we. remained dependent on Great Britain for our 
supplies of the necessaries of life; and praying that 
Congress would take the proper steps to render the 
people “independent in fact, as well as in name, by 
adopting measures for the encouragement and pro- 
tection of American manufactures.” These peti- 
tions were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
of the House of Representatives; and the result of 
their deliberations was a bill for the imposition of 
duties on foreign merchandise. This bill was 
promptly passed through both Houses of Congress, 
and was approved by President Washington on 
the 4th day of July, 1789— tbat day being thus a 
second time consecrated, by the declaration of com- 
mercial independence, as it had.previously been by 
a similar declaration of political independence. 
The true character and objects of that act will be 
sufficiently manifest when we advert to ils pre- 
amble, which recites that “whereas itis necessary 
for the support of Government, and the encour- 
agement of domestic manufactures, that duties be 
laid on foreign merchandise,” &c. This preamble 
distinetly connects the subjects of revenue and pro- 
tection, and shows that, in the judgment of the 
first Congress, it was competent for the National 
Legislature to look to protection, as well as to 
revenue, in a system of imposts, And here let us 
pause for a moment, to consider how much weight 
shall be given to the opinion of that Congress? 
‘We must recollect that it was composed of the 
most illustrious sages and patriots of the Revoln- 
tion! We must remember that probably one-half 
of its members had been members of the Federal 
convention which framed the Constitution, or of 
the State conventions which adopted it! They 
were fully acquainied with its provisions, and 
deeply imbued with its spirit! And that body, 
within a year after the adoption of the Constitution, 
passed, without even a division, and withont the 
suggestion of a doubt of the constitutional power to 


do so, a law distinctly recognising the principle-of- 


protection; and George Washington, who had pre- 
sided over the deliberations of the convention, and 
who was then acting under the solemn sanctions 
of his presidential oath to support the Constitution, 
approved it! And yet we are now modesily told 
that the authors of the Constitution did not under- 
stand its meaning, and that the power to protect 
American labor is an assumption not warranted by 
its provisions! I must confess, sir, that 1 hardly 
know how to meet such an assertion, or where to 
find terms, consistent with parliamentary decorum, 
to characterize it. 

But let us trace the action of the Government 
on this subject still furcher. 

On the 8h of January, 1790, President Wash- 
ington, in his address to Congress, uses this em- 
phatic language: 

“The safety and interest of the people require 
that they should promote such manufactures as 
tend to render them independent of others for es- 
sential, particularly for military, suppiies.” 

Onthe 15th of January, 1790, Congress responded 
to this suggestion of the President, by adopting the 
following resolution: 

“Resolved, That it be referred to the Secretary 
of the Treasury to propose and reportto this House 
a proper planor plans, conformably to the recom- 
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Houses of Congress, for the encouragement and 
promoiion of such manufaciories as will tend: to 
render the United States independent of other na- 
tions for essential, particularly for military; sup- 
lies.” f 

£ In conformity with this resolution, tbe Secretary 
of the Treasury (Mr.. Hamilton) made his cele- 
brated report in favor of protecting American in- 
dustry. J should be glad, sir, if this invaluable 
document was in the hands of every citizen of this 
Republic. The grounds upon which he rested the 
policy are very briefly summed upin the foliow- 
ing paragraph, which I commend to the consider- 
ation of the committee: 


“The embarrassments which have obstructed the 
progress of our external trade have Jed to serious 
reflections on the necessity of enlarging the sphere 
of our domestic commerce. The restrictive regu- 
lations which, in foreign markets, abridge theggent 
for the increasing surplus of our agricultural prod- 
uce, serve to beget an earnest desire thata more 
extensive demand for that surplus may be created 
athome; and the complete success which has re- 
warded manufacturing enterprise in some valuable 
branches, conspiring with the promising symptoms 
which attend some less mature essays in others, 
justify a hope that the obstacles to the growth of this 
species of industry are less formidable than they 
wereapprehended to be; and that it may not be dil- 
ficult to find, in its further extension, a full indem- 
nification for any external disadvaniages which are 
or may be experienced, as well as an accession of 
resources favorable to national independence and 
safely.” : 

For some years after this report was made, the 
American people were subjected to great inconve- 
nience by the refusal of the Governments of Europe 
to enter into commercial treaties with the United 
States, founded upon principles of justice and reci- 
procity. On the lth of February, 1792, President 

ashington brought this subject to the attention of 
Congress, that it might adopt such measures as the 
interests of the country seemed to require. "This 
communication was referred to a select committee, 
who made a report, which was submitted to the 
Secretary of State (Mr. Jefferson) “with instruc- 
tions to report to Congress the nature and extent 
of the privileges and restrictions of the commercial 
intercourse of the United States with foreign na- 
tions, and the measures which he should think 
proper to be adopted for the improvement of the 
commerce and navigation of the same.” 

On the 14th December, 1793, Mr. Jefferson made 
his report, from which I have extracted the follow- 
ing passages, in order that the committee and the 
country may see what were his views ofthe constitu- 
tional powers and duties of the Government of the 
United States, [Am. State Papers, vol. 1, p. 300-1] 

“But should any nation, contrary to our wishes, 
suppose it may better find its advantage by con- 
linuing its system of prohibitions, duties, and regu- 
Yations, it behooves usto protect our citizens, their 
commerce and navigation, by connter prohibitions, 
duties, and regulations also, Free commerce and 
navigation are pot to be given in exchange for re- 
‘stricttors-ami-verations;-norarethey likely to pro- 
duce a relaxation of them. 

“The following princip'es, being founded in re- 
ciprecity, appear perfectly just, and to offer no 
cause of complaint to any nalicn: 

“J, Where a naiion imposes high duties on our 
productions, or prohibits them altogether, it may 
be proper for usto do the same by theirs; first bur- 
dening or excluding those productions which they 
bring here in competition with our own ofthe same 
kind; selecting, next, saeh manufactures as we take 
from them in greatest quantity, and which, ai the 
same time, we could the soonest furnish to our- 
selves, or cbtain from other countries; imposing on 
them duties, lighter at first, but heavier and heavier 
afterwards, as otherchannels ofsupply open. Such 
duties having the effect of indirect encouragement 
io domestic manufactures of the same kind, may 
induce the manufacturer to come himself into these 
States, where cheaper subsistence, equallaws, and a 
vent of his wares free of duty, may ensure him the 
highest profits from his skill and industry. And 
here it would be inthe power of the State Govern- 
ments to co-operate essentially, by opening the 
resources of encouragement which are under their 
contro}; extending them liberally to artists in those 
„particular branches of manufacture for which their 
soil, climate, population, and other circumstances, 
have matured them; and fostering the precious 
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mendation of the President in his speech to both |]: efforts and progress of household manufacture, by: 


some patronage suited to the nature of its objects,: 
guided by.the local information they possess, and: 
guarded against abuse by their presence and atteg-; 
tions, . The oppressions.on our agriculture, in fof- 
eign ports, would thus be. made the oceasion.of re-, 
licving it from a dependence on the counsels. and: 
conduct of others, and of promoting arts, manufac: 
tures, and population at home.” 


On the 4:h of Jenuary, 1794, Mr. Madison: 
brought forward in Congress his celebrated: réso- 
Intions, which were known to be the joint prodte- 
tion o! Mr. Jefferson and himself, and were design- 
ed to carry into effect the policy recommended in 
Mr. Jefferson’srepori.. Theseresolutions distinctly 
assumed the power to protect American industry; 
and, after a Jong and abie debate, they received the 
sanction of the House, In the course of this debate, 
Mr. Madison. used the following emphatic language 
in regard to the protection of manufactures: 


“The States that are most advanced in popula- 
tion, and ripe for manufactures, ought to have their 
particular interests attended to in some degree. 
While these States retained the power of regula- 
ting trade, they liad the power to’ protect and cher- 
ish such institutions, By adopting the present Con- 
stitution, they have thrown the exercise of their 
power into otherhands. They must have done this 
with the understanding that those interests would 
not be neglected here.” 


Without adverting to other recognitions by Presi- . 
dent Washington of the power and duty of Con- 
gress to protect domestic industry, I will add but 
a single passage from his last address to Congress 
on 7th December, 1796, in which he says: 


“Congress have repeatedly, and not without suc- 
cess, directed their attention to the encouragement 
of manufactures. The objectis of too much im- 
portance not to enstire a continuance oftheir efforts - 
in every way which shall appear eligible.” 


Passing over the administration of the elder ~ 
Adams, which is known to have favored the same 
policy, I beg leave to invite the attention of the 
committee to some evidences of the opinions of Mr, 
Jefferson, the apostle of Democracy, and the author 
of the political doctrines by which the opponents 
of protection profess to be guided. Hear what 
the sage of Monticello says, in his second message 
to Congress on the 15th of December, 1802: 


“To cultivate peace, and maintain commerce 
and navigation in all their lawful enterprises; to 
foster our fisheries as nurseries of navigation, and 
fur the nurture of man, and protect the manufac- 
tures adapted to our circumstances; to preserve the 
faith of the nation by an exact discharge of its 
debts and contracts, expend the public money with 
the same care and economy we would practise 
with our own, and impose on our citizens no un- 
necessary burdens; to keep in all things within the 
pale of our constitutional powers, and cherish the 
federal union as the only rock of safety:—these, 
feliow-citizens, are the landmarks by which we 
are to guide ourselves in all our proceedings. 
By continuing to make these the rule of our ac- 
tion, we shail endear to our countrymen the true 
principles sof their constitution, and promote a 
union of sentiment and of action equally auspi- 
cious to their happiness and safety.” : 


From this extract, it will be perceived that Mr. 
Jefferson, in enumerating the “landmarks” by 
which his administration was to be guided, assigns 
a most prominent position to the duty of protecting 
manufactures, 

But this is notall. In 1806, the revenue from 
imposts had increased to such an amount, that Mr. 


:. Jefferson had grounds to believe that there would 


be, “ere Jong, an accumulation of moneys in the 
treasury, beyond theinstalments of the public debt, 
which the Government would be permitted by con- 
tract to pay.” In other words, it was apparent to 
Mr. Jefferson that there was aboutto be a surplus 
in the treasury, above the wants of the Govern- 
ment economically administered. What did he 
recommend inthat contingency? A reduction of 
duiies down to the re: enue standard? Let the fol- 


i lowing extract from his message of the 2d of 


December, 1806, answer those questions: 

“To what other objects shall these surpluses be 
appropriated, and the whole surplus of the impost 
afier the entire discharge of the public debt? Shall. 
we suppress the impost, and give that advantage to 
the foreign over domestic manufactures?” 


He proceeds to say, that upon some articles the 


J uly, 
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impost might be suppressed; but with regard to the 
mass. of them, he expresses the belief that the “pa- 
triotism” of the people would “prefer its continu- 
ance and application to the great purposes of pub- 
lic-education, roads, rivers, canals, and such other 
objects of public improvement as it may be thought 

roper to add to the constitutional enumeration of 
Federal powers.” 

Thus it will be perceived that Mr. Jefferson not 
only recognised the right to protect domestic manu- 
factures incidentally, ‘by Just discriminations; but 
that "he contended for the doctrine of protection 
ger se, as a distinct and substantive principle! And 
tosuch an extent did he carry’ his devotion to it, 
that when the wants of the Government no longer 
required the money levied by imposts, he was un- 
wilting to reduce the tax, becauseit would with- 
draw the necessary protection from American la- 
bor; but sought, by an amendment of the constitu- 
tion, new sources of expenditure, by which the sur- 
plus should be absorbed! 

But lest it might be supposed that this wasa 
mere temporary policy which Mr. Jefferson pro- 


posed to introduce, I will submit one additional pass} 


sage, extracted from his message of the Sth Novém- 
ber, 1808, and then leave it to the. disciples of the 
Jeffersonian school of politics:to reconcile their op- 
position to the system of protection with the sol- 
emnly declared opinions ofthe great author of their 
political creed! In that message he says: 


“The suspension of foreign commerce produced 
by the injustice of the belligerent powers, and the 
consequent losses and sacrifices of our citizens, are 
subjects of just concern, The situation into which 
we have thus been forced, has impelled us to apply 
a portion of our industry and capital to internal 
manufactures and improvements, The extent of 
this conversion is daily increasing, and little doubt 
remains that the establishments formed and form- 
ing will, under the auspices of cheaper materials 
and subsistence, the freedom of labor from taxation 
with us, and of protecting duties and prohibitions, 
become permanent.” 

But will it be said that Mr. Jefferson changed 
his opinions on this subject? Where is the evi- 
dence of any such change? I maintain that none 
can be produced. On the contrary, we have the 
most conclusive proof, in his letter to Benjamin 
Austin, in 1816,that his opinions had become more 
and more confirmed im favor of the doctrines of 
protection. Mr, Jefferson bad, in 1785, in his Notes 
on Virginia, expressed some opinions adverse to 
the policy of manufactures in this country. In 
1816, when the subject of a protecting tariff was 
about to come before Congress, his opinions were 
much relied on by the opponents of that measure; 
and Mr. Austin addressed a letter to him, informing 
him of the fact, and asking an expression of his 
sentiments. The following are extracts from Mr, 
Jefferson’s reply, dated 9th January, 1816: 

“You tell me 1 am quoted by those who wish to 
continue our dependence on England for manufac- 
tures, ‘There was a time when I might have been 
so quo'ed with more candor. But within the thirty 
years which have since elapsed, how are circum- 
stances changed! We were then in peace; our in- 
dependent place among nations was acknowledged, 
À commerce which offered the raw-material in 


exchange for the same material after receiving” 


the last touch of industry, was worthy of welcome 
toall nations. It was expected that those, especial- 
ly to whom manufacturing industry was impor- 
tant, would cherish the friendship of such cus- 
tomers by every favor, and particularly cultivate 
their peace by every act of justice and friendship. 
Under this prospect the question seemed legitimate, 
whether, with such an immensity of unimproved 
land, courting the hand of husbandry, the industry 
of agriculture or that of manufactures would add 
most to the national wealth. * * * n 
“This was the state of things in 1785, when the 
Notes on Virginia were first published; when the 
ocean being open to al} nations, and their common 
right in it acknowledged and exercised under reg- 
Wations sanctioned by the assent and usage of all, 
it was thought that the doubt might claim some con- 
sideration. We have since experienced what we 
did not then believe--that there exist both profli- 
gacy and power enough to exclude us from the 
field of interchange with other nations; that, to be 
independent for the comforts of life, we must fab- 
'ricate them ourse'ves. We must now place the 
manufacturer by the side of the agriculturist. The 
former question is suppressed, or rather assumes a 
new form: the grand inquiry now 1S, shall we 


make oar own comforts, or go without them, at the 

will.of a foreign nation? He, therefore, who is 
now against domestic manufacture, must be for 
reducing us either to a dependence on that for- 
eign nation, or to be clothed in skins, and to live 
like wild beasts in dens and caverns, I am proud 
to say I am not one of these. Experience has 
taught me that manufactures are now as necessary 
to our independence as to our comfort; and if those 
who quote me as of a different opinicn will keep 
pace with me in purchasing nothing foreign, where 
an equivalent of domestic fabrie can be obtained, 
without any regard to difference of price, it will not 
be our faultif we donot have asupply at home 
equal to our demand,and wrest that weapon of dis- 
tress irom the hand which has so Jong wantonly 
violated it.” 


‘Who now will venture to doubt that Mr. Jefferson 
was an advocate of the doctrine-of Protection, to 
the fyilest extent? sept 

I have thougheit incumbent on me,-as a Vir- 
ginian, to:give this full exposition of the true opin- 
jons‘of Mr. Jefferson, because I have reason to 
know that they have been much misunderstood and 
misrepresented, even in his own State. 

The sentiments of Mr. Madison, the father of 
the Constitution, and its wisest expounder, have 
been so frequently expressed in favor of the prin- 
ciple of protection, aud are so well known to the 
country, that Ido not think it necessary to furnish 
any extracts from his messages recommending the 
subject to the favorable consideration of Congress. 
In his latter years, when he had retired from the 
political arena, and was {ree from all the distracting 
interests of public life, he had oceasion to review 
the whole subject, and he embodied his matured 
opinions in two letters, addressed to Mr. Jos. ©. 
Cabell of Virginia—one dated 18th September, 1828, 
and the other 30th October, 1828—which contained 
paobably the most clear and conclusive argument 
in favor of the power of Congress over the subject 
that has ever been submiited to the public. 

Mr. Monroe and Mr. Adams adopted, both theo- 
retically and practically, the same construction of 
the Constitution, and recommended and sanciioned 
legislative acts to give effect to the principle of 
protection in the tariffs of 1816, 1824, and 1828. 

hese sentiments, thus avowed and urged upon 
Congress by all the incumbents of the executive 
chair, have been promptly responded to, in every 
case, by the legislative department of the Govern- 
ment; and the judicial sanction has also been af- 
forded, in every form in which the question has 
been presented to the tribunals of the country for 
adjudication. 

Mr. Calhoun, Mr. Lowndes, General Jackson, 
Mr. Van Buren, and almost every distinguished 
politician of every party, have recorded their votes 
in favor of the principle; and in 1816 it found 
upon the floor of Congress no champion more able, 
more ardent, more devoted, than Mr. Calhoun, as 
will plainly appear from the following extracts from 
his speech in 1816: 

‘Neither agriculture, manufactures, nor com- 
merce (said Mr. Calhoun,) taken separately, are 
the cause of wealth; it flows from them combined, 
and cannot exist without each. The wealth of 
any singlegpation or individual, it is true, may 
Hately be derived {rom the three; but it 
always pre-supposes the existence of the three 
sources, though derived immediately from one or 
two of them only. Taken in its most enlarged 
sense, without commerce, industry would have no 
stimulus; without manufactures, it would be with- 
out the means of production; and without agricul- 
ture, neither of the others could exist; when separ- 
ated entirely, and permanently, they must perish. 
War, inthis country, produces, to a great extent, 
that separation; and hence the great embarrassment 
that follows in its train. The failure of the wealth 
and resources of the nation necessarily involves the 
ruin of its finances and its currency. It is admit- 
ted, by the most strennous advocates on the other 
side, than no country ought to be dependent 
on ancther for its means of defence; that, at 
least, our musket and bayonet, our cannon and 
ball, ought to be domestic manufacture. But what 
is more necessary inthe defence of a country than 
its currency and finance? Cireumscribed as our 
country is, can these stand the shock of wart Be- 
hold the effecr of the late war upon them! When 
our manufactures are grown to a certain perfec- 
tion, as they soon will, under the fostering care 
of Government, we will no longer experience those 
evils, The farmer will find a ready market for 


his surplus produce, and, what is of almost equal 
consequence, a certain and cheap supply of all his. 
wants. His prosperity will diffuse itself to every 
class of the community.” ë 3 

Having described the effeet of war upon our in- 
dustry and currency, its obstruction to the exporta- . 
tion of our bulky articles, while a demand would: 
continue for foreign articles, to be supplied through 
the policy of the enemy or unlawful traffic, result=-' 
ing in a drain of our specie to pay the balance per- 
petually accumulating against us, he proceeded to. 
say: : 

“To this distressing state of things there are two 
remedies, and only two: one in our power imme: 
diately, the other requiring much time and exer- 
tion; but both constituting, in his opinion, the es- 
sential policy of this country. He meant the navy 
and domestic manufactures. By the former, we 
could open the way to our markets; by the làtter, 
we bring them from beyond the ocean, and natu- 
ralize them in our own soil.” 


Having spoken of the effect of the war in giving 
existence to manufactures, and in bringing them 
„them to some degree of maturity, he said: 

“But it will no doubt be said, if they are so far 
established, and if the situation of the country is 
favorable to their growth, where is the necessity of 
affording them protection? It is to put them be- 
yond the reach of contingency.” 


There is but one other authority to which I wil! 
refer as sustaining the constitutionality of the pro- 
tective principle, and I will then pass to the con- 
sideration of another branch of the subject. I al- 
lude to the message of President Jackson to Con- 
gress, on the 7th December, 1830. In that paper 
the whole argument is condensed into the narrow- 
est possible limits, and presented with a force that 
cannot be resisted, He says: 


“The power to impose duties on imports origin- 
ally belonged to the several States, The right to 
adjust these duties, with a view fo the encourage- 
ment of domestic branches of industry, is so com- 
pletely incidental to that power, that it is difficult to 
suppose the existence of the one without the other. 
The States have delegated their whole authorily 
over imports to the General Government, without 
limitation or restriction, saving the very incon- 
siderable ‘reservation relating to their inspection 
Jaws. This authority having thus entirely passed 
from the States, the right to exercise it for the pur- 
pose of protection does not exist in them; and, cons 
sequently, ifit be not possessed by the General Gov- 
ernment, it must be extinct. Our political system 
would thus present the anomaly of a people stripped 
of the right to foster their own industry, and to 
counteract the most selfish and destructive policy 
whieh might be adopted by foreign nations, This, 
surely, cannot be the case, This indispensable 
power, thus surrendered by the States, must be 
within the scope of the authority on the subject ex- 
pressly delegated to Congress, ìn this conclusion 
I am confirmed, as well by the opinions of Presi- 
dents Washington, Jefferson, Madison, and Mon- 
roe, who have each repeatedly recommended the 
exercise of this right under the Constitution, as. by 
the uniform practice of Congress, the continued 
acquiescence of the States, and the general undere . 
standing of the people.” 

With this review of theopinions of the Fathers 
of the Republic, and of the reasons upon which 
they are founded, I leave it for the committee and 
the country to decide whether I am departing from 
the irne principles of the Constitution, in giving 
my support to a measure intended primarily to 
raise revenue forthe Government, and incidentally 
to afford protection to American industry. 


I will proceed now, Mr. Chairman, to meet some 
of the more prominent objections to the exercise of 
the protective power, drawn from considerations 
of expediency. 

Many gentlemen have treated this subject as if 
it were a mere sectional question~a struggle be- 
tween the North and the South. For my part, I 
look upon itin a very different aspect. I regard it 
as a national question—an American question— 
one which belongs to the whole country. It is true, 
that there may be partial and temporary inequali- 
ties resulting from the operation of laws like. that 
now before us, as there will be from all human 
laws. But they will be but temporary in their du- 
ration. ‘he country will soon accommodate itself , 
to the new condition of affairs; and the general ben- 
efits will greatly outweigh the partial evils, In my 
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opinion, -it will be found, if we take a comprehen- 
sive and statesmanlike view of our whole Confed- 
eYacy, that there is, in truth, no necessary conflict 
- of interest between the North and the South, or the 
The very diversities of ‘soil, 
“of climate, of population, and of production, which, 
: atthe first view, might be supposed to create antago- 
< Hist interests, are, when. rightly considered, the 
. most fruitful sources of strength, and union, and 
harmony. Providence seems to have wisely or- 
dained that, as we are separated by the broad-At- 
Jantie from the eastern hentisphere, we shonld have 
svallthe elements of national greatness, and wealth, 
and power, within our own borders, We have a 
climate and a soil adapted to every constitution, to 
‘every production, and to every occupation. We 
have all the elements of national prosperity, vegeta- 
ble and mineral, inthe greatest abundance; and all 
that is necessary for their full development, is a 
liberal and enlightened system of legislation. Who 
ean vnroll the map of this great Confederacy, and 
cast his eye over its extended surface, without feel- 
ing emotions of pleasure and of pride, mingled with 


sentiments of gratitude to the great Disposer of 


Events, for the magnificent inheritance which he 
has been pleased to bestow upon us? Let him, 
then, contemplate, for a moment, the separate and 
distinctive characteristics impressed upon each ge- 
ographical division by the hand of the Creator 
himself, and how will these sentiments be strengih- 
ened and invigorated! 'Then let him reflect upon 
the mutual relations and dependence of each divi- 
sion upon the other, and of the capacity of each to 
minister to the wants of the others; and how pro- 
foundly must hebe penetrated with a sense of the 
wisdom and the beneficence of Him “whose hands 
prepared the dry land!” 

If we look to the extreme South, we find a broad 
belt of territory, stretching from the Gulf of Mex- 
ica to the Rocky Mountains; which, whilst it yields 
its rich tributes of sugar and other productions of a 
tropical climate, to supply the wants of more north- 
ern regions, furnishes to them in return a market 
for their cotton, and breadstuffs, and live stock, 
and manufactures of every description, 


Advancing a step northward, the broad fields of 
the cotton region are spread before our eyes. Here 
we sce the planter busily employed supplying the 
‘wanls of the sugar country, and thagrain-grow- 
ing, and grazing, and manufacturing districts, by 
producing the raw material; which, when worked 
up into the various fabrics, is to furnish them the 
means of comfort and luxury. In return, he re- 
ceives from those districts his sugar, his provis- 
ions of all descriptions, and the manufactures which 
are essential to his enjoyment. 


Progressing yet another step towards the north, 
we behold the unlimited resources of the middle 
country and great West—the grain-growing and 
grazing region—whose flocks and herds spread 
over a thousand hills; and whose fields, surpassing 
Egypt in fertility, can produce an amount of bread- 
stuffs, and of the other necessaries of life, which 
knows no limit but the absence of all further de- 
mand. Bat the farmers and the graziers must be 
furnished with their sugar, their molasses, 
cotton, and their manufactures awa Hierchandise; 
and where can they look so naturally for their sup- 
plies as to those parts of {he country which con- 
sume their wheat and corn, and pork and beef? 

When we turn our eyes to the extreme norih, we 
find a country with a less genial climate, and a soil 
whose comparative sterility discourages the labor 
of the husbandman. But even this tess favored re- 
gion possesses its peculiar advantages. D is blessed 
with a population hardy, industrious, intelligent, 
and adventurous. Its wealth consists in the labor 
of its citizens; and hence they are found to be de- 
voted to manufactures, to commerce, and to the sea: 
and, whilst they derive their supplies mainly from 
the more southern divisions of the Union, they re- 
pay them with the products of their manufactories 
and their fisheries, and by merchandise imported 
trom foreign markets. 

These diversities of climate, and soil, and popula- 
tion, necessarily produce diversities of production 
and occupation among the inhabitants of the various 
districts. Through them, the Supreme Ruler has 
ordained that there shall be a natural division of 
labor. The laws of nature forbid that the great 
staples of one district should be produced in another. 
Thus, there is no danger of rivalry springing ap 
between them; on the contrary, the fwants of one 
are supplied out of the abundance of the others. A 
mutual interchange of superfluities naturallyitakes 
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place, and thus a commercial intercourse is gener- 
ated, beneficial to all; and, asif it bad been the de- 


` sign of Heaven to facilitate this profitable exchange 


of commodities, we see the Father of Rivers— 
commencing his course near the northern boundary 
of the Union, flowing thence nearly due south, 
through the heart of all the grand divisions, to the 
Gulf of Mexico—bisecting this vast continent, and 


furnishing a channel of commercial intercourse be- - 


ween the various districts unequalled upon the 
face of the globe in extent and excellence, and 
binding them all together by ties of interest as 
broad, as deep, and as strong, as the current with 


o the ocean! 

When we undertake to legislate for a country like 
this, we should look at it as a whole, and not con- 
fine our views to. mere Jocal or sectional interests. 
We should indulge a catholic spirit—a spirit of en- 
arged patriotism, which can embrace in its ggasp 
the whole Confederacy, from the St. Lawrence to 
the Sabine. We should look at the great interests 
of the nation, not as something separate and dis- 
tinct from each other, but as constituting parts of a 
grand system, intimately connected together, wisely 
fitted to each other, and, when properly brought in- 
to action, working harmoniously together, and mu- 
tually giving and receiving nutriment and support. 

When I have suffered myself to be lost in the 
contemplation of the wide extent of our confede- 
racy, with its members reaching from the Atlantic 
to the Recky mountains—with its riversand Jakes, 
and canals and railroads, and other channels of in- 
ternal communication, penetrating into every part 
of i,--I have ‘almost imagined it to be some vast an- 
imal organization, whose life blood, supplied by ag- 
ricniture and manufaciures, is thrown out from the 
great centre of the system in New York, and 
transmitted through the various arteries of com- 
mercial intercourse, diffusing health, and vigor, 
and vitality to its remotest extremities! Let us, 
then, hear no more, Mr. Chairman, of local inter- 
ests upon this subject; let us remember that the 
prosperity of the nation is made up of the pros- 
perity of its parts. Let us recollect that the cotton- 
grower is interested in the manufactures of the 
North, and that the manufacturer of the North is 
interested in the growth of cotton in the South; 
and that the prosperity of both is, in turn, inti- 
mately connected with the welfare of the grain- 
growing and sugar districts, For of what use is 
it to either district to have a large surplus of its 
products, if the other districts have nothing to 
give in exchange for it? Of what avail is it to 
have merchandise, if there is no market for it? 

But iť gentlemen, discarding these enlarged and 
American views of the subject, will insist upon 
treating this question as a sectional one, however 
unwilling I may be’so to regard it, I shallnot shrink 
from the discussion of itin that aspect, I must be 
pardoned, however, if, before Í enter upon the ar- 
gument, I require that the proper parties to the con- 
troversy shall be presented to the country. I can- 
not consent that this shall be treated as a question 
between Massachusetts and South Carolina; nor 
between New Engiand and the extreme South; nor 
-yot-bemween.the.manwaciuzers and the cotton- 
growers, Tinsist that if there iS tö be a sectional 
division, the middle country and the st--the 
grain-growing and grazing and tobacco districts 
shall have their appropriate position assigned to 
them. I havethe honor to represent a district situ- 
ated inthe heart of Virginia, which has a deep in- 
terest in this question; and I claim that it shal! be 
heard by its Representative, before judgment is pro- 
nounced. 

W hat, then, is the natural position of my district 
in regard to this question? This inquiry will be 
best answered by ascertaining the amount and 
character of its productions; and I have accord- 
ingly prepared, from the official returns, the fol- 
lowing tabular statement of the principal staples 
which are cultivated by my constituents : 
Statistical Table exhibiting some of the products of 
the 17th Congressional District of Virginia. 


i y 

Counties. | Wheat.) Corn. | Rye. | Oats. [Tobacco 
Avgusta - | 824.999 394.408) 92,227} 214.689 = 
Rockbridge - | 263,756; 504.646! 69,568) 249,918) 2°3.755 
Boretourt + | 197,282] 298,707; 21.971] 185,016] 707.885 
Roanoke - - | 140,506) 181,884! 13,536] 98,246) 599,273 
Montgomery -| 106,258] 28885! 21,092). 144,365! 241.975 
Floyd =- -f 23,885] 72,869) 13,435) 77,073) 17.579 
Alleghany -| 25,449) 70.828] 9142| 53860) 42500 
Halfof Pulaski - 23.049! 72,018; 8,470) 40,055 - 

Total + 1J,104,52111,793,895} 249,440/1,097,552 1,902,267 


which his mighty volume or waters rolls onward 
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TABLE CONTINUED— 


Horses 
Counties. and | Neat ;Sheep; Hogs. | Cast | Bar 
Mules. Cattle. ron.|Iron 
Augusta -  - > |: 9 910,21,479/39,660; 32.445) 1,000] 151 
Rockbridge 5.433 13.452! 19,821}. 26,321) 1.217] 410 
Botetourt - =~ 3711| 9.231] 13 254) 21.458| 1,441} 125 
Roanoke - - - | 2,168) 5.3371 6.087} 10,681 
Monigomery - - |- 2869! 9 635] 13,439) 16,834} . 
Floyd oof S49, 2.656] 3,647) ` 4,578 
Alleghany - - - 1,531) 6855) S418] 12555) 700250 
lalf of Pulaski - 987; 3,460} 4,826] 5,876 
Total 27,458 71,625] 9,152] 129.7481 4 368] 936 


From this table it clearly appears, that though 
my constituents cultivate tobacco to some extent, 
their great staples are wheat, rye, Indian corn, oats, 
hogs, neat cattle, sheep, horses, and mules. These 
aretbe principal articles which they raise for mar- 
ket. They are, therefore, interested in obtaining 
for these articles the highest possible price. How 
is this to be effected? Jt isa well-settled principle, 
ihat it is the relation between the supply and the 
demand which regulates the price of every article. 
Ifthe demand be large, and the supply small, the 
price will be high; and, on the other hand, if the 
demand be small, and the supply large, the price 
willbe low. No one will venture to dispute these 
propositions. Let us now give them a practical 
application. My constituents are interested in hav- 
ing the demand for their commodities as great as 
possible—or, to state the proposition, in another 
form, they are interested in having as many con- 
sumers and as few producers of their staples as 
possible. How isthis effected? Obviously, by in- 
ducing the pecple of the North, who are engaged 
in the same occupation, to turn their atlention to 
other branches ot business, such as manufactures, 
commerce, and navigation; for thereby we not 
only get rid of their competition as producers, but 
we gain them as customers, to buy and consume 
our productions. This simple view of the case 
shows very clearly where our interest lies. 


Now, let us look for a moment at the interest of 
the cotton-planting States, and see how far it coin- 
cides with that of Western Virginia. From the 
statistical tables furnished to us from the Depart- 
ment of State, I find that my district alone pro- 
duces considerably more wheat than the whole 
State of South Carolina, and within a fraction of as 
much as the four States of Alabama, Mississippi, 
Louisiana, and Arkansas taken together. The 
following table shows the whole amount produced 
in each of those States: 


South Carolina’ - 968,000 bushels of wheat, 


Alabama - - 828,052 do 
Mississippi - - 196,626 do 
Louisiana - - 60 do 
Arkansas - - 105,878 do 
W hole'amount of the 

four last named = - 1,130,616 


These States, it is apparent, are obliged to buy 
their supplies of breadstufls; and we know that 
they are also dependent on the Western and Mid- 
dle States for their beefand pork, and horses and 
mules, and various other articles, which cannot 
well be raised in the southern country. As the 
cotton-planter is compelled to purchase these ar- 
ticles, he is of course interested to get them as low 
as possible. He, therefore, will wish to see as large 
a supply, and as small a demand for them, as possi- 
bie—or, in other words, it is his interest to have as 
many producers and as few consumers as he can. 
He will naturally wish, therefore, to see the manu- 
factories broken down, and the population of the 
North devoted to agricultural pursuits, so as to come 
into competition with us, and bring down the price 
of the products of our farms. Suppose, for a mo- 
ment, that the eight hundred thousand people now 
engaged in the manufactories were suddenly tocease 
their operations, and to become farmers: what 
would be the consequence? Wouldit not cause a 
complete prostration of the farminginterests? The 
effects on prices would be most disastrous in two 
ways; for the farmers would have not only to meet 
the competition of these 800,000 producers, but they 
would lose them as consumers. But how would 
this operate on the cotton interest? It would have 
exacily the opposite effect. It would enable the 
planter to buy his supplies at the lowest possible 
rate. Thus,itis apparent that, if we look at this 
matier as a sectional question, without regard to 
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More expanded aŭd statesmanlike considerations, 
the interest of the cotton-planter on the one hand, and 
that of the farmer and grazier on the other, are di- 
rectly opposed—the one being the seller, and the 
other the buyer, of particular commodities. 


If, then, Mr. Chairman, this subject of the tariff 
isto be treated as a question between the North 
and the South, it is plain that the interests of my 
constituents are much more strongly allied to those 
of the North than the South. The same remark is 
applicable, in. its fullest extent, to every other dis- 
trict in Western. Virginia, atid to many, if not to 
all parts of the eastern division of the State. It will 
not, therefore, be a matter of surprise to any one, if, 
in ease the question assumes that aspect, Lam found 
to-operating with the Representatives of other grair- 


growing and grazing districts, in endeavoring to 


foster the interests of the farmer, by preserving and 
enlarging the home market. 


There are many considerations in support of 
the principles of this bill, which I had proposed to 
submit to the committee if I had obtained the floor 
in an earlier stage ofthe debate. But, as other gen-- 
tlemen have anticipated me in regard to thet, I 
shall forbear from repeating them, anc’ proceed to 
examine some of the arguments Which have been 
urged by gentlemen on the opposite side of the 
question. č 

Among other things, wè are told that a tariff will 
tend to raisethe price 6f merchandise, and thereby 
impose a burden on the farmers and others who 
consume it, This is, to some extent, trae; but do 
not the farmers receive an equivalent for this bur- 
den, in the blessings of a Government which pro- 
tects them in the full enjoyment of the rights of per: 
son and property, and in the increased price of the 

productions of their labor? What is thi proportion 
between the outlay of the farmer for articles which 
are subject to duty, and the whole amount of the 
sales of his crop? Suppose it to be one-half: if he 
pays ten per cent. additional price for his goods, 
and receives from the improved home market but 
five per cent. increase on the price of what he has 
to sell, is it not plain that he is fully compensated? 
But this is not the only advantage to the farmer. 
He is benefited not only in his income, but his 
capital is also greatly augmented in value. Let me 
illustrate this idea by an example. A farmer raises 
on his land 1,000 bushels of wheat, which, in the 
present condition of the country, is. worth 90 cents 
per bushel, or $900 in the aggregate. Let us then 
suppose that, by the passage of the tariff bill, and the 
consequent improvement in the home market, the 
value of wheat is increased to ten cents per bushel: 
what are the benefits which will accrue to the far- 
mer? In the first place, he receives the ten cents 
per bushel, which is equal toan addition of $100 to 
his income; and, in the next place, the value of his 
land (which is his.capital) is greatly enhanced. 
The amount of this enhancement may be estimated 
by treating the $100 as the additional annual profit 
arising from it; and, as $100 is the amount which a 
capital of $1,666 66 would yield at six per cent., 
we will not be far out of the way if we assume that 
sum to be the measure of the increased value of the 
jand. If the owner wished to sell or to lease it, 
would he not require a much larger price or rent, if 


its annual proceeds were worth $1,000, than if they 


were worth but $900? 

But there is another consideration connected with 
this branch of the subject, which must not be over- 
looked. The duties on merchandise fall principal- 
ly on articles which are not indispensable, and are 
paid by the wealthier classes. Theman who wears 
fine broadcloths, and dresses his wife and daugh- 
ters in silks and velvets, and walks on rich Tur- 
key or Brussels carpets, and drinks. his costly 
wines, pays hundreds of dollars; whilst the farmer 
in the country, who owns property of equal value, 
but does not choose to indulge in such extravagant 
tastes, pays comparatively nothing. Thisisa mat- 
ter which every man can regulate for himself, and 
if he thinks proper to purchace the articles which 
are subject to taxation, heincurs the tax voluntarily, 
and has no one to blame but himself. 

But itis said that many of the articles subject to 
duty are indispensable to the comfort of a family. 
This istrue. But doesany gentleman pretend that 
the Government can be supported without money? 
We must raise revenue from some quarter; and the 
true question is, not one of taxation or no taxation, 
but whether we will have the revenue collected in- 
directly by duties on foreign goods, or by direct 

‘taxes and exciseson our lands and workshops! 
~ But let usexamine the operation of the duty upon 


some few articles which are indispensable, and 
see how wisely the system is adjusted to confer a 
benefit on the farmer, by way of compensation for 
the burden which it imposes. The first thatI will 
mention is the duty on foreign wool and woollens. 
These are indispensable articles,and the tax on 
them is aburden to the farmer. But does not this tax, 
at the same time, have the effect of increasing the 
value of the wool which he shears from his own 
flocks? and is hé not thereby, in many instances, 
more than compensated? But it is thought to be 
very hard that iron and salt, which enter into the 
consumption of the poorer classes, shou!d be sub- 
ject toduty. Here, again, those who make the ob- 
jection overlook the fact, that the iron-works and 
the salt-furnaces bring large sums of money into 
ihe country, and supply extensive markets to the 
farmers, which frequently repay them a hundred- 
fold for the very small increase -in the price of 
their salt and iron. = 

Let us look at-thé provisions of the present bill, 
and see what additional burdens they impose upon 


|.a-faFmer, who annually constimes 100 potinds of 


iron and six bushels of salt. The duty upon bar 
iron, prior to the lst of January last, was #21 per 
ton, or about ninety-four ceits per 100 Ibs., and the 
duty on salt about 44 cents per bushel. Uhder the 
present bill, the duty upon bar-iron is $27 50 per 
ton, or about $1 22 per 100 lbs., and the duty upon 
salt is eight cents per bushel; so that, in the worst 
aspect you can view. it, the increased tax which 
the farmer pays on his 100 lbs. of iron is 28 cents, 
and on his six bushels of salt 21 cents; making the 
aggregate of 49 cents per annum! And to com- 
pensate for this, he has the advantages of the with- 


drawal of the labor of thonsands of operatives from 


raising the very articles which come into competi- 
tion with his own, and of the market which they 
will furnish for his produce. 


But I deny that the proposition is universally 
true, thatthe price of articles is necessarily en- 
hanced by laying an increased duty on them. ‘The 
effect of the increased duty is to enhance the price 
fora time; bat it eventually stimulates our own 
citizens to engage in the manufacture of the pro- 
tected articles; and experience, which is betterthan 
all reasoning, has shown that, in almost every in- 
stance, an increased duty has, in the end, been 
followed by a diminished price, Let us take, by 
way of illustration, the articles of coarse cotton 
cloths and nails, omitting many others which have 
been already referred to in this debate. About the 
close of the last war with England, the most indif- 
ferent imported cottons were worth from 17 to 20 
cents per yard. The iariff of [816 imposed a heavy 
protecting duty on them, which has been continued 
to the present time, and which induced our citizens 
io enter into the manufacture; and now a better ar- 
ticle can be had for from 6 to8cents a yard. 


But the most conclusive evidence of the fallacy 
of the notion, that every duty upon an article of im- 
portation produces an increase of its price equal to 
to the addition of the duty, is found in the article of 
nails. Nails were, until very recently, subject to a 
duty of five cents per pound; and, of course, if the 
doctrine which 1 have stated was correct, we should 
expect to find the price of nails equal to the cost in 
the foreign market, the cost of freight and insu- 
Tance; the profit of the importer, and the amount 
ofthe duty; but, to the utter confusion ofthe sup- 
porters of that doctrine, the prices current exhibit 
the fact, that, while the duty continued, the nails 
could be bought for 44 cents per pound—or less 
than the amount of the duty! The fallacy of the 
reasoning of those who contend that an additional 
duty necessarily produces an increased price, con- 
sists in an utter disregard of the most important 
fact, that a protective duty, instead of creating a mo- 
nopoly in favor ofthe home manufacturer, tends to 
destroy the foreign monopoly, by stimulating domes- 
tic competition ! ; 

But I am admonished by the rapid flight of time 
not to dwell too long upon this topic. I will take 
this occasion, however, to state, ina very few words, 
my idea of the general principles which should 
govern us inthe arrangement of our system of im- 
posts. In my opinion, our duties should be laid 
with a view to revenue and toincidental protection, 
but not to prohibition. We should carefully exdm- 
ine into the exact condition and wants of every in- 
terest; and we should extend to all, as far as we 
ean, the fostering aid of a parental Government. 
But we should have no pet interests, Equal proiec- 
tion should be given to all. How is this equality to 
be attained? Is.it by auniform ad valorem duty in 


all cases? Certainly not; for that would produce 
the very inequality which you are seeking to avoid. 
One manufacture may have arrived at a high de- 
gree of perfection, and may be able to enter into 
competition with the fabrics of other nations, with- 
out any aid from legislation; whilst another, being 
in its infancy, may require the most careful pro- 
tection: A duty often per cent. ad valorem would 
exclude foreign cottons from your markets, whilst 
a duty of twenty per cent, would not afford adë- 
quate protection to your woollens. It is the provs 
ince of the statesman to obtain precise information 
in regard to all these interests, and to adapt his 
legislation to the varying circumstances and con- 
dition of the country. If he should find that Great 
Britain, by her superior machinery, greater skill, 
larger capital, and cheaper labor, has an advantage 
over our manufacturers of 30 percent. ih woollens, 
of 20 percent. in iron, and of 10 per cent. in ĉot- 
tons, is Hf pot obvious that a uniform ad valorem 
duty on these articles would have a most unequal 
operations 


In such a case, it would seem to me, that equals 
ity and justice would require that the protection 
should be proportioned to the wants of the various 
branches of manufacture, aud that the duties on 
the articles named should be laid at 30 20, and 10 
per cent, respectively, instead of bethg tniform, 
Then competition would ensue—the ingenuity of 
both nations would be taxed to find out new and 
cheaper modes of manufacture, and, in afew years, 
the price of the article would be brought down to 
the lowest point at which it could be afforded, 


But suppose that; instead of thus graduating your 
duties, you were to adopt the principle of my Sotithie 
ern friends, and impose a uniform duty of 20 per 
cent.: you would exclude the- foreign cottons al~ 
together, and thus give the home manufacturer @ 
monopoly. You would place the iron manufac- 
turer upon a fair ground of competition with the 
foreign producer; and you would afford no protec- 
tion to the woollen manufacturer, who would be 
compelled to discontinue the business, and leave 
it to be monopolized by Great Britain! And thus, 
instead of destroying one monopoly, you would 
establish two! . 

{ will now leave this branch of the subject, and 
proceed to consider the great argument against a 
tariff, which has been urged through all time, and 
has been put forth, in every modification, by va~- 
rious gentlemen in this debate. I allude to the al- 
legation, tbat every duty laid upon an imported ar- 
ticle operates as a tax upon the feonsumer, for the 
bencfit of the domestic manufacturer. . 

I have already had occasion to show that this 
proposition rests, to some extent, upoh an uhsound, 
basis, by exhibiting tacts to prove, in the first place, 
that it isnot true, in all cases, that an increased 
duty causes an increased price; and, secondly, that 
if it does, such increase is not equal to the enhance~ 
mentof duty. But there are other views of the 
subject, to which I invite the attention of the com- 
mince. If it be true, that every duty or tax which 
is imposed upon an article of merchandise, either 
in ils raw state, or in its progress through the vari- 
ous stages of manufacture, or in the form ofan 
impost duly, constitutes an addition to its price, 
which must be paid by the person. who buys and 
consumes it—doesit not follow, by parity of reason~ 
ing, thatevery bounty granted ‘upon an article of 
merchandise, at any time upto the period of its 
consumption, must tend to diminish, to that extent, 
the price to be paid by the consumer? Or, to state 
the proposition in a more condensed form: if every 
tax on anarticle isa burden tothe consumer; is 
not the correlative proposition equally true, that 
every bounty upon an article is a benefit to the con- 
sumer? No gentleman will pretend to deny that 
the second branch of the proposition is an inev~ 
jtable deduction from the first: but to what conse- 
quences does this lead us? It proves that all the 
bounties which England gives upon her exported 
glass, and other articles which are the subjects of 
bounty under her Jaws, are not benefits conferred 
on her glass manufactures, &c., but mere gratui- 
ties to the American consumers! It proves, also, 
that our whole system of drawbacks and fishing 
bounties is radically wrong, and, instead of benefit- 
ing our own citizens, whose interests they were in- 
tended to promote, amount in effect to donations to 
strangers! Yet every intelligent man knows that 
such results do not ensue; and hence we are au- 
thorized to infer that the theory of the gentlemen 
must be unsound. , , i 

But I propose to subject this theory to anothey 
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¿simple practical test. Its advocates say that the 
consumer pays all the taxes imposed upon anar- 
étiele of. merchandise, because the tax becomes in- 
corporated into the price of the article, and con- 
< stitutes part and parcel of it; and, consequently, 
de who buys the article and consumes it; pays the 
‘/lax-as well as the cost of production, and the other 
-elements which, in the aggregate, make up the 
price. If this be true, I presume it will be con- 
ceded that it is a matter of indifference when the 
z tax is laid, where it is laid, or how it is laid. It 
i p may. be laid upon the raw material or upon the 
, fabric. It may be laid as an excise duty, or an 
“export duty, in England; or it may be laid as an 
‘impost duty in one of our ports; provided the 
„amount is the same, “it makes no difference to the 
consumer; he has to pay it at any rate, and it isa 
matter of no concern to him who gets the benefit 
of it. Now, if this proposition be true in regard 
to goods imported into this country, there can be 
ho good reason why it should not be equally true 
in regard to articles exported fromit. ‘The princi- 
ple isthe same, and the inversion of the course of 
“trade cannot affect it, I then submit it to the ad- 
' vocates of that doctrine to inform this committee 
what is to prevent this Government, by a very 
slight change in its fundamental law and com- 
mercial policy, from levying all its expenses upon 
citizens of foreign countries. Suppose that, by an 
amendment of our Constitution, we should author- 
ize Congress to lay export duties, and that in 
pursuance of that authority our Government shonid 
impose export duties upon those articles which 
Europe can obtain nowhere else—such as cotton, 
tobacco, and flour—taking care not to lay them so 
high as to be prohibitory: aceording to the doctrine 
.of Southern gentlemen, these duties would all 
fall upon the consumers of the articles in Europe, 
and thus we could saddle the expenses of our 
Government upon foreign nations, and relieve our 
own people from taxation altogether! The producers 
of cotton, and tobacco, and flour, surely could not 
: object to such atax! They would not have a dol- 
lar of it to pay; for, according to their own doc- 
trine, it would only tend to enhance the price in 
the foreign market, and the consumer would have 
itall to pay! But suppose such a measure were 
gravely submitted for the consideration of Con- 
gress: do you think Southern gentlemen would 
agree to it? This would bring their faith in 
their theories to a practical test; and X think I 
_ hazard but little in saying they would reject the 
proposition with scorn. ‘Yes, sir, highly as they 
prize the blessings of this Union, they would soon- 
er see it sundered forever than submit to such an 
imposition | 
ut the distinguished gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr, Pickens] has taken occasion, in the 
course of his remarks, to repudiate, or rather to 
qualify, this favorite doctrine of his friends, He 
now admits thatthe whole duty is not paid by the 
, consumer, but contends that it is equally divided 
between the producer and the consumer, Is the 
Pee true in this modified form? If itis, we 
ave only to adapt our legislation to it; and, by a 
judicious arrangement of our revenue system, we 
can collect one-half of the expenses of the Govern- 


ment from foreigners, by .expart.dutiess-erd-the 


other half by imports; and not a dollar need be 
drawn from the pockets of our own people! 


But I cannot iecave this point without invoking 
the attention of those gentlemen who have express- 
ed a preference for a system of direct taxation 
over the impost system, to the important concession 
in favor of the latter which is contained in the 
proposition of the gentleman from South Carolina, 
[Mr. Pickens.] Whilst every one must admit that 
direct taxation falls exclusively on our own citi- 
zens, he admits that one-half of all the taxes levied 

- indirectly by a system of imposts is paid by foreign- 
ers! When these gentlemen bring forward their 
project for direct taxation asa substitute for the im- 
post system, the only question, according to the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina, for the people to de- 
cide, will be—wheiher they prefer to bear the whole 
or the half of the taxation necessary for the support 
of Government! 


In my judgment, Mr. Chairman, there can be no 
fixed rule for estimating the relative proportion of 
the duty which is paid by the producer and the con- 
sumer. It depends upon, and is controlled by, a 
variety of circumstances which are fluctuating in 
their character. The relation between the supply 
and demand exercises a most important influence 
over it, H there be a small demand and a large 


supply, the market will be glutted, and the producer 
must reduce his price, so as to lose the amount of 
the increased duty. But if the supply be small, 
and the demand great, then the producer may exact 
a higher price, so as to cover the increased duty. 
The truth of these propositions is very clearly illus. 
trated by a reference to our coffee-trade. At the 
extra session of the present Congress, a bill passed 
the House of Representatives imposing a duty of 
two cents per pound upon coffee; and when the 
news reached Rio Janeiro, the price of coffee im- 
mediately declined two cents per pound. The rea- 
son of ihis was, that there was a large supply on 
hand; and the holders were obliged to take what 
they could get for it, and submit to the loss of the 
amount.of the anticipated duty. But suppose, on 
the other hand, there had been a small supply: is it 
not obvious that the holders of coffee might have 
exacted two cents in addition to the former price, 
so as to meet the new duty? It may not be amiss, 
whilst Į am on this point, to advert to another fact 
connected with the coffeestrade. Some years ago, 
Congress removed the duty upon coffee altogether: 
and what was the result? The increased demand 
thereby created kept up the price to the old stand- 
ard; and our citizens were deprived of the benefit 
of the tax, without receiving any equivalent advan- 
tage. The withdrawal of this tax was, therefore, 
a bounty tothe producer. If, on the other hand, the 
tax had been imposed at the extra session, it would 
have (fallen as the facts which I have mentioned 
clearly prove) entirely on the producer; for the de 
cline in the foreign value was exactly equal to the 
anticipated duty; and we should have received the 
tax, and paid no more for our coffee, 


But we are told by the opponents of this bill, that 
the system of imposts operates unequally, and con- 
fers exclusive benefits upon some portions of the 
Union at the expense of others. This is a grave 
charge, and one which merits profound investiga- 
tion; for I hold it to be the duty of the Government 
to lock with an impartial eye to the interests of the 
whole country. Ethavs, therefore, felt called on 
to bestow much care in the examination of the 
practical operation of our whole revenue system, 
and of our commercial relations, upon all the dif- 
ferent sections and interests of the Union. The 
result of that investigation is a thorough conviction 
that a variety of circumstances have conspired to 
give to the cotton-growing States most important 
advantages over other divisions of the Confed- 
eracy. Their representatives are by no means in- 
sensible of this fact, as is evident from the tenacity 
with which they adhere to them. And if we sift 
the subject tothe boltom, it will be found that, whilst 
South Carolina isso eloquent, through her represent- 
atives on this floor, in denouncing exclusive ad- 
vantages and partial benefits, she is herself in the 
full fruition of them! and however unconscious 
her champions may be of the fact, I apprehend 
that their zeal in opposition to this bill is nota litle 


In pursuing the investigation of this topic, it is 
necessary to have a distinct understanding of the 
meaning which isto be attached to the term proiec- 
fon. Imean by it—not merely the encouragement 
and aid which any branch of industry receives from 
our own laws and our own commercial regu- 
lations, but also the advantages which it derives 
from foreign legislation and foreign policy. A 
benefit may be conferred, or an injury inflicted, 
upon any of our great interests, just as effectually 
by an act of the British Parliament, or by an order 
in council, as by a law of Congress. In order, then, 
to havea correct idea of the true condition of any 
of our great interests, we must examine all their 
relations. We must look abroad, as well as at home; 
for we would have a very imperfect knowledge of 
the actual state of affairs, if we confined our views 
to our own legislation, without regard to that of 
other nations. 

What, then, is the present policy of Great Brit- 
ain in regard to the various interests of our confed- 
eracy, and what are the effects of that policy on 
them? It requires but a very superficial examina- 


į| tion to show that, in regard to most of them, her 


— 


interests and her policy are directly opposed to ours. 
The principal interests of Great Britain are her 
commercial and navigating, manufacturing, agri- 
cultural, and colonial interests; and her system. of 
policy is carefully adapted to the promotion and 
encouragement of all of them, by imposing onerous 
duties, restrictions, and prohibitions intended. to 
prevent the competition of similar interests of other 
countries with those of her own subjects. It'is not 
my purpose, Mr. Chairman, to enter into a dis- 
cussion of the wisdom or justice of that policy. All 
that I propose is, to examine briefly the effects of 
it upon the different sections of our confederacy. 

Our commercial, navigating, and manufacturing 
interests belong generally to the North and East; 
and hence the restrictive measures of Great Brit- 
ain, which are designed to promote her commer- 
cjal, navigating, and manufacturing interests, fall 
principally upon our Northern and Eastern States. 

The great agricultural districts of the United 
States lie in the Middle and Western States, and 
hence the burdens of the English corn laws, and 
other measures, intended to sustain her own agri- 
culture, are felt most severely by the people ofthe 
Middle and Western States. 

The sugar interest of the United States is limited 
to the single State of Louisiana, and, as a necessary 


consequence, that State is more injuriously affected + 


than any other by the duties and restrictions which 
Great Britain has established for the protection of 
the sugars of her own colonies. 

lt thus appears plainly, that, in regard to all these 
branches ot our national industry, England has in- 
terests which are adverse to ours; and that those in- 
terests have induced her to adopt a system of policy 
which is ina high degree injurious to the prosperity 
of the United States. , 

But there is one greatstaple of our country which, 
for the present at least, stands in a different rela- 
tion to the interests of England; and hence we per- 
ceive that her policy in regard to it is exactly the 
reverse of what | have shown it to be in reference to 
all others. Irefer to the article of cotton. That 
does not come atpresentinto competition withany 
English interest. Great Britain has not yet per- 
fected the establishment of a cotton interest of her 
own in Jadia; and she is not ready, therefore, to bring 
her restrictive system to bear upon ours, It is ob- 
vious, however, from all the signs of the times, that 
this exception from her general policy, which she 
makes in favor of cotton, will be of short duration; 
for I perceive from a table which has been pub- 
lished in most of the newspapers, that the amount 
of East India cotton imported into England in the 
first sixteen weeks of the year 1841, was but 
46,289 bales, and for the corresponding period of 
the present year the amount was 92,688 bales, being 
an increase of more than 100 per cent, whilst the 
increase upon the importations from America was 
but 15 per cent. For the present, however, our 
cotton is essential to the prosperity of her manu- 
factures; and hence she makes a virtue of necessity, 
and receives it subject to a very small duty. 


Having thus taken this review of the British pol- 
icy, lask what is the effect of it upon the various 
interests of our nation? Is it not to oppress the in- 
dustry of the Northern, Middle, Western, and ex- 
treme Southern States, with heavy burdens, and to 
con fer peculiar benefits on the cotton-growing States? 
Does not the cotton interest, under the existing com- 
mercial regulations between this country and Eng- 
Jand, possess exclusive privileges? Does not the pro- 
duct of that region find a hearty welcome in the 
British ports, whilst those of every other part of the 
Union are met with restrictions, exactions, and 
prohibitions? If this be not an exclusive privi- 
lege, will gentlemen tell me what constitutes one? 
Is itnot a preference given to the productions of 
one part of our country over those of all others? 
And are wetamely to acquiesce in this policy of a 
foreign nation? Suppose that such an unjust advah- 
tage had been secured to one part of the Union over 
the others, by a treaty stipulation, or by our own 
legislation: would the country submit to it? No, 
sir! A flame of indignation would pervade the na- 
tion from one end to the other! The whole land 
would resound with denunciations of the injustice 
and iniquity of such partial legislation, and “repeal 
or revolution” would be the battle-cry of an in- 
censed people! 

And _yet, because this result is produced by a for- 
eign Government, to promote its own interests, we 
are told, in effect, that it is our duty to submit tothe 
unequal operation of the laws of England! What, 
sir, is the argument of the South, to induce the 
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ether sections of the Union to bow their necks to 


the yoke? When stripped: of all its specious dis- 
guises, it. amounts to nothing more nor less that 
this: “Ifeur Government should impose duties on 
English merchandise, England wit no longer buy 
cour cotton! We must, therefore, insist. that the 
Northern, Middie, and Western States shall give 
-up their manufactures, cease to make their own 
supplies, and consent to buy them from England, 
that England may be the more able to give usa 
good price for our cotton !” 


bus it is attempted to make all the agricultural, 
manufacturing, commercial, navigating and fishing 
interests, subservient to the cotton interest! 
‘There isa great principle of national indepen- 
dence which lies behind this question, which it 
‘behooves us to consider well before we act. , If 
any foreign nation hasa right to make discrimina- 
‘tions in favor of the productions of one part of our 
country, with a view to promote her own domestic 
‘interests, may she not make discriminations for the 
purpose of striking down the interests of another 
‘part? and ifwe are not at liberty to adopt a counter- 
vailing system, may she not, thereby, obtain com-~ 
plete control over our domestic policy? Jfehe can 
diseriminate for one purpose, may, ske‘fiot do so for 
any and all purposes? If she~¢an do so to favor 
‘one State, she can do so to injure another. Sup- 
“pose, then, that England, from motives of resent- 
“ment towards New York, because of the interfe- 
rence of her citizens in the Canadian disturbances, 
“Were to make a discrimination in her commercial 
policy against the trade from New York: would 
this nation submit to it? Or suppose that Eng- 
land were to hold this language to Mississippi: 
“You have repudiated your Stale debts, and, until 
you make provision for their payment, we shall 
levy a discriminating duty on all cotton grown in 
Mississippi, to raisea fund to pay the interest to 
your creditors!” ‘Would not every son of that 

allant State be ready to shed the last drop of his 
blood, before he would submit to such an assump- 
tion of power by England? Would she not at 
once invoke the aid ofthe national arm to redress 
the injury done to her citizens by such an odious 
regulation? Yet, I ask gentlemen, if the policy of 
Great Britain does not now create a discrimination 
‘against the products of three-fourths of the States 


in favor ofthe other fourth, just as effectually as 


if her laws had been framed to produce that re- 
sult? It matters not what the motive may be, the 
‘effects are the same; and our duty to guard against 
those effects is not the less imperative because 
they may not have proceeded from an unfriendly 
feeling. 


Butthere is one other form in which I wish to 
present this subject to my friends from the South. 
Every gentleman upon this floor has,,no doubt, had 
oceasion to advert tothe course ofthe English Gov- 
ernment, for many years past, in regard to the sub- 
ject of slavery and the slave-trade;, and there are but 
tew who have not been filled with disgust at the hy- 
pocrisy and insincerity by which it has been mark- 
ed. Weall know that Eng.and introduced slavery 
intothe United States; and thather refusal to aid 
in suppressing it was one of the wrongs which im- 
pelled this country to a declaration of independ- 
ence. She wanted the slaves hére for the inter- 
ests of her commerce and manufactures. “She 
wanted them to produce the raw material, and to 
supply a market for her fabrics. She also encour- 
aged the introduction of slaves into South Ameri- 
ea; andactuaily entered into a contract by which 
she obtained the monopoly of the slave-trade to Bra- 
zil. This also was done to promoe her commer- 
cial interests. Recently, however, she has con- 
ceived the idea of building up a cotton interest of 
her own in India; and hence she is smitten with a 
sudden feeling of humanity, and a holy horror of 
the slave-trade; and ber cruisers are spread over 
the African seas, to suppress the cruel traffic in 
human beings, which tor years she had monopo- 
lized! The object is plain enough. ‘She no 
longer has an interest in promoting the growth of 
cotton in Brazil, and bence she feels no desire to 
supply the labor that is to predace it. But this is 
notall. She is looking ultimately to the Indies for 
her cotton; and whea the culture is firmly estab- 
lished there, her policy will then be direcied 
against the cotton of America, which is the product 
of slave-labor. And I venture to predict, that, the 
first moment she feels she can do so with safety, she 
will be seized with another spasm of simulated phi- 
lanthropy, and exclude from her ports the colton of 
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the South, on the ground that she cannot, even in- 


directly, sustain. the institution of slavery by deal- 
ing in the productions that uphold it!- Are South- 
ern gentlemen now prepared to establish a prece- 
dent which shall justify such an impertinent inter- 
ference. with their domestic institutions by a foreign 
nation? Are gentlemen prepared to admit the right 
of England to prescribe indirectly, as one of the 
terms of our commercial intercourse, that the 
Southern slaves shall be liberated? If they are, 
then are they justified in maintaining the doctrine 
that we are not at liberty to meet, by counter 
legislation, the unjust discrimination which the 
policy of England has made between the different 
seciions of our Union. All the consequences which 
I have adverted to, plainly follow from the doc- 
trine of acquiescence in foreign legislation. What 
I desire above all things is ta meet these attempts of 
England at the threshold, and to assert-the~ power 
of our own Government tg.regutate our own af- 
fairs, and to protect Ihe-itidustry of our own peo- 
ple. I, for.one;af for adopting an enlarged system 
of paliey,; which shall break down all exclusive 

-privileges, whether secured by our own or foreign 
laws, and extend to all parts of the country equal 
protection and encouragement, 


I hope now, Mr. Chairman, that we shal] hear no 
more from Southern gentlemen of exclusive privi- 
leges, since it is obvious that the whole tendency 
of their votes here is tosustain the exclusive ad- 
vantages which they now enjoy under the partial 
legislation of England! 

But, Mr. Chairman, we are to’d by the elo- 
quent gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Picx- 
ENS,] that the system of retaliation and restric- 
tion is opposed to the spirit of the age, and un- 
worthy of an enlightened people. He has repre- 
sented the genius of commerce as a beautiful 
maiden; freed from all the restraints of an anti- 
quated governess, panting for the largest liberty, 
and ready to unfold her bright pinions to the 
winds of heavens, and fly tothe uttermost parts of 
the earth! He has then poured forth torrents of 
denunciation upon those who would load her grace- 
ful limbs with cruel fetters! Sir, I will continue 
the beautiful simile ofthe gentleman, and say to him, 
far be it from my purpose to fasien iron chains 
upon the fair creature of his fancy! I propose not 
to enslave her, but merely to impose on her that 
restraint, and afford to her that protection, which is 
necessary to save her from the dangers with which 
her pathway is beset! 


We have heard a great deal, Mr. Chairman, in 
the course of this discussion, about “free trade.” 
Sir, what is it? A mere phantom! an idle dream 
of visionary theorists! Is it attainable? Is it prae- 
ticable? Will any other nation adopt it? Has an 
other nation ever adopted it? No! Why talk about 
it, then? The dectrine is predicated upon a notion 
ot what men and nations ought to be, instead of 
what they are! Like the wild conceit of the per- 
fectability of man, it seizes upon the minds of its 
votaries, and causes them to lose sight of the exist- 
ing stale of things in the contemplation of some dim 
visions of futurity. Sir, speculative philosophy is 
oue thing—praciical legislation is another. We 
were sent here to legislate fer this nailon as it 1s. 
We must look at the actual state of things at home 
and abroad... We must look to the vices and follies 
of mankind, as well as to their virtues; and we 
must shape our legislation so as to attain, not the 
greatest possible good, but the greatest practicabie 
good. Have other nations manifested a desire to 
Meel us upon the basis of freetrade? Let the 
table of comparative tariffs on your desk answer the 
question! Whatis the aggregale of your import- 
ations into this country? and what is the amount 
of duties which you collect upon them? 


The whole importation of 1841 was - $127, 
The whole amount of duties, was - 44 

Being at the rate of 113 per cent. 

What, on the other hand, is the whole amount of 
your products exported io other countries, and 
whatis the amount of daties which they collect 
upon them? Upon this point we have not precise 
information; bat I have an estimate which has been 
prepared with great care by a highly skilful gentle- 
man, who has collected abroad a large body of 
commercial facis for the Government. I have 
reason to believe that itis not far from the truth. 
According to that— 


The whole amount of exportations in 
is4lwas- - * - $91,000,000 


| 


The amount of duties levied on them 
was - - ~ = - 113,500,000 
Being at the rate of 124 per cent. i 


But let us now come to some of the articles 
raised in my own district. 

The average value of the tobacco exported in 1839 
and 1840 was $9,225,145. : 
Upon this was levied a tax, in Europe, of $$32,- 
463,540—~being a tax of near 300 per cent. upon the . 

value ofthe article in this country! 

The following table will show, in detail, the 
amount of the duties, in the principal nations of 
Europe, on some of the most important articles of 
exportation from our country, in 1840: 


Article. Great Britain. France. Russia. 
Fiour - - {83 124 per bbl. $10 83 per 220/93 37 per six 
pounds. bushels. 
Wheat - 1$5 20 per qr..i4 63 per22gal-/Same rate. 
on 95 cts. per} Jons. 
i bushel. 
Unmanufactur- 
ed tobacco - |72 cts. per lb.|Prohibited onj37 50 per 36 
private ac’t.| pounds. 
Government 
Manufactured monopoly. i 
tobacco . |82 16 per ìb. do. $3 75 per 36 
pounds. 


i 
i 


And yet, in the face of these most ruinous re- 
strictions and exactions, we are invited to throw 
open our ports to the merchandise of those whose in- 
genuily is tasked to the utmost to deviSe new 
modes of extortion from us. pee 

But we are told that a change is about to take 
place in the policy of England, and thatshe will 
soon adopt the principles ot free trade, and it be- 
hooves us to meet her in the proper spirit. For my 
part, sir, before I would be willing to change the 

olicy of this Government to meet the views of 
Mngland, I would require rather more substantial 
evidences of her intentions, than mere empty pro- 
fessions. Hersystem of free trade is well defined 
in the following extract from the speech of one 
of her siatesmen, Mr. Robertson, ina recent debate 
in the House of Commons, in which he said: 


“Ji was idle for us to endeavor to persuade other 
nations to join with us in adopting the principles 
of what was called free trade. Other nations knew 
as well as the noble lord opposite, and those who 
acted with him, that what we meant by free trade 
was nothing more nor less than, by means of the 
great advantages we enjoyed, to get a monopoly of 
their markets for our manufactures, and to prevent 
them, one and all, from ever becoming manufac- 
turing nations.” 

That is exactly her policy. She knows she has 
more capital, beter machinery, cheaper labor, 
grenier mechanical skill, and a more extensive 
marine than any other nation on earth; and that, 
owing to these circumstances, no other nation can 
come into fair competition with her; and hence 
she endeavors to delude them by the senseless cry 
of free trade. 


I have been surprised, Mr. Chairman, that there 
has been, during the whole course of this debate, 
an apparent acquiescence upon the part of all. who. 
have adverted to the subject, in the idea that, if all 
nations would adopt the principles of free trade, 
it would betheirtrue policy. Sir, I deny the doc- 
trine, out and out; and I wish, as far as my feeble 
blow will avail, io strike the axe directly to the 
root of the tree. I maintain that what is called free 
irade—that is, trade unrestrained by commercial 
regulations, orimposts, or taxes of any kind—would 
be the most unequal trade that could possibly exist, 
and would lead to the establishment of the most 
absolute dominion of some nations, and the most 
slavish subjection of others. In order to give equal 
advantages under such a system, you must adopt 
the principles of national agrarianism—you must 
make all nations equal in all respects—you must 
endow them with the same intelligence, the same 
industry, and the same mechanical skill~you 
must give them equal capital, equal machinery, 
equal water-power, and equal amounts of all the 
elements of national wealth. They must be equal- 
ly refined and civilized, and have equal facilities 
for the transportation of their commodities to and 
from their-markers. Theslightest disparity in any 
of these respects, or in geographical position, or in 
any of a thousand other incidents which might be 
named, would destroy the balance of thesystem, and, 
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‘inequality in wealth and power would immediately 
Sénsue. How coulda nation having no machinery 
-Compete with one like Great Britain, whose steam 
“power is probably ten times as great as the com- 
bined animal power of her whole population? How 
could there be equality between an inland nation 
Without a bark to bear her flag, andthe “Ocean 
Queen,” whosé cativass whilens every seat How 
"ean there ever be fair competition—freedom of 
`o trade between power and weakness-—between 
~ „wealth and poverty—between knowledge and ig- 
-“norance—between industry and idleness? Sir, the 
-otioti i8 preposterous. You had as well oppose 
the helplessness of childhood to thé mattred power 
of manhood, as to place the infant manufactures of 
the United States in competition with those of 
“England! Adopt the system of free trade, and the 
dream of Pharoah will be reversed; the fat kine 
Will devour the lean—the more powerful nations 
Will swallow üp the trade of the weaker. The 
people who have the advantages of local position, 
of industry and intelligence, will soon assert their 
natural superiority, and become rich and prosper- 
ous at the expense of the less favored and the Jess 
sagacious, We have, upon our own continent, a 
specimen of free trade in all its deformities. Be- 
tween the United States and the Indian tribes, the 
most perfect freedom of trade exists, unrestrained 
and untrammeled by any restrictions or duties; 
and what has been the result? Has there been that 
mutuality of benefit which the advocates of free 
trade promise to all who will adopt its principles? 
Have the Indians grown rich and prosperous 
under the benign influence of a commerce freed 
from all the shackles imposed by antiquated and 
exploded pe or has the whole intercourse 
between the parties to it been a system of fraud, 
extortion, and plunder on the one side, and oppres- 
sjon, ruin, and annihilation on the other? 

There is yet another example of free trade upon 
this continent, to which I will barely advert upon 
this occasion, I refer to the trade between the 
various States of this Union, which, under the pro- 
visions of our Constitution, must, through all time, 
remain free. Many of the Southern politicians 
chave imagined, from time to time, that the North- 
ern States have, from some cause, obtained an un- 
due advantage over them in the commerce of the 
country, and they have occasionally held conven- 
‘tions and suggested various restrictive measures, 
to restore to themselves their due proportion. All 
these means have failed, and they have persuaded 
themselves that the injury results, in a great meas- 
ure, from the restrictions imposed by the General 
Government on our foreign commerce. Without 
pretending to solve this important problem, I will 
take the liberty of suggesting the inquiry whether 
the effect which they deplore may not flow frm 
a cause very different from the one assigned; and 
whether, in point of fact, it may not be the perfect 
freedom of trade between the States of this Union, 
and not the restrictions upon foreign commerce, 
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which has enabled the North to use her natural 
advantages in sucha way as to gain the ascendency 
over the South! There is one fact which | will 
refer to, in this connexion, which may be entitled 
to consideration. Before the adoptiofi of the Fed- 
eral Constitution, when each State regulated its 
own commerce, there was no such concentration of 
trade at one or two points, as we now find. Even 
Virginia then carried on a large direct trade; and 
we are told by tradition, that Yorktown—a village 
which, but for its proud historic associations with 
the close of our Revolutionary struggle, would 
hardly find a place upon the map of the Ancient 
Dominion—was once the port through which Phila- 
delphia received the larger portion of her supplies 
of foreign merchandise. 

I have now, Mr. Chairman, finished what I pro- 
posed to say upon the general merits of the bill. 


: But I cannot take my seat without adding a few 


words in regard to the deep interest which the State 
of Virginia has in the success of the measure now 
under consideration: It is my deliberate convic- 
tion, thatshe will derive more benefit from it than 
any other State of the Union; for there is no other 
State which has such a variety of interests to be 
promoted, Many States possess advantages over 
her in some respects, but where wil] you find one 
which combines so many of the elements of wealth, 
of greatness, and of power? She is situated in the 
very heart of the confederacy. She has a seacoast, 
including the bay, unrivalled in extent; and her 
western border is, for hundreds of miles, washed 
by the waters of the Ohio. Her shores are deep! 
indented with bays, and inlets, and creeks, afford. 
ing every facility for navigation, The Ohio, the 
Potomac, the James, and half a score of other nav- 
igable rivers, have their sources in her mountains, 
and, radiating as from a common centre, windtheir 
way for hundreds of miles through her territory, 
imparting fertility to her soil, and supplying, at the 
same time, the power to drive the most extensive 
machinery, and the best possible channel] for trans- 
porting the manufactured fabrics to market, Her 
soil isadapted to the growth of almost every vege- 
table production known to our country. Wheat, 
rye, Indian corn, oats, tobacco, hemp, flax, potatoes, 
and every species of grass and fruit known to tem- 
perate climates, a'tain the highest degree of perfec- 
tion within herborders. Her mineral wealth is no 
less diversified than abundant. She possesses gold, 
and silver, and copper, and iron, and lead, and salt, 
and gypsum, and coal, toan extent that would seem 
almost incredible to one who had not taken some 
pains to acquire particular information on the sub- 
ect. 

7 Her forests atound in the best lumber, and her 
mountains afford pastures for sheep, which will 
enable her, almost without an effort, to supplant 
Vermont in the wool-trade; for whilst, in the fro- 
zen regions of the North, the flocks must be fed 
haif the year, in our more genial climate they 


can generally find the means of subsistence for ! 


THE END. 
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themselves, in the luxuriant growth of the moun- — 


tains. In regard to water-power too, she has pecu- 
liar advantages, not only in its extent and gen- 
eral diffusion over her territory, but from the fact 
that machinery: is so little liable tobe interrupted 
in the winter by ice. The same remark is ap- 
plicable to her canals and navigable streams, which 
are frequently not closed at all during the win- 
ter, and never for more than a few weeks. If 
any gentleman wishes to see a specimen of the 
nalural advantages of Virginia, let him visit her 
metropolis, Where will he find such a combina- 
tion of all the natural advantages for a great man- 
ufacturing city as Richmond presents? Inexhaust- 
ible supplies of coal and iron are found in the 
immediate neighborhood of the city. The James 
River Canal, which already penetrates 150 miles 
into the interior of thé country, and is destined at 
no distant day to form the most convenient line 
of connexion between the seaboard and the Ohio, 
affords not only the means of access to the inland 
markets, but supplies an almost unlimited extent 
of water-power, to impel the machinery neces- 
sary for every species of manufacture. Various 
lines of railroads, extending in every direction, in- 
vite the trader of the surrounding country, by fur- 
nishing the most convenient and speedy means of 
effecting the exchanges of the’products of agricul- 
ture for the fabrics of the merchant and the man- 
ufacturer. Her central position and proximity to 
the Southern and Southwestern country, where 
cotton is produced, and a jarge market for manu- 
factures is found, mast give her decided advantages 
over the manufacturing towns of the North, which 
are obliged to encounter the expense of the double 
transportation of the raw material to the North to 
be manufactured, and of the fabric to the South to 
be consumed. Her manufacturers will also enjoy 
another important advantage, from the fact that 
they will be enabled to throw their fabrics into the 
market without delay; and thus their capital will 
always be actively employed, instead of being idle 
during the long periods of the transit of the raw 
material from the South to the North, and back 
again. Give Virginia, then, the benefit of this bill, 
and you will soon see factories springing up on all 
her water-courses; you will see her coal-fields ex- 
plored; her rich mines opened up; her commerce 
revived; her agriculture invigorated; her capital 
increased, not merely by the gradual accessions of 
her own industry, but by the influx from abroad, 
which her superior natural resources will invite. 
Give her, I repeat, the benefit of this bill; and you 
will diffuse prosperity through all her borders; her 
citizens will no longer be compelled to leave the 
home of their childhood in search of a precarious 
subsistence in the Far West; the tide of emigration 
will cease; and the prond Old Dominion will again, 
at no distant day, assume her appropriate position 
in the front rank of the members of our glorious 
confederacy. 
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